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SUMMARY

The Effect of Minimal Word Pair Drilling on the Seventh Grade Students’ 
Pronunciation Achievement at SMPN 2 Muncar in 2010/2011 Academic Year; 
Dian Kristiyana, 060210401236 ; 2011; English Education Study Program, 
Language and Arts Department, Faculty of Teacher Training and Education, 
Jember University.

This research was intended to know whether or not there is a significant 

effect of Minimal Word Pair Drilling on the seventh grade students’ pronunciation 

achievement. The research design was experimental research. It was begun from 

conducting homogenity test, deciding experimental class and control class, giving 

treatment to the experimental class, giving the same posttest to both classes, and the 

last was analyzing the result of the posttest by using t-test.

The area of this research was SMPN 2 Muncar Banyuwangi. It was chosen 

because Minimal Word Pair Drilling had never been used by the English teacher in 

teaching English especially for teaching pronunciation. Based on the result of the 

homogenety test, class VIIA and class VIIB were chosen as experimental class and 

control class. 

The result of this research showed that there was a significant effect of using 

Minimal Word Pair Drilling on the students’ pronunciation achievement. It was 

proven by the value of significant column of t-test table by using SPSS Software was 

0.02. It was lower than 0.05. Moreover, the Degree of Relative Effectiveness of using 

Minimal Word Pair Drilling in teaching pronunciation was 10.43% more effective 

than teaching pronunciation by using Reading Aloud Technique..

Based on the explanation above it was concluded that; there is a significant 

effect of using Minimal Word Pair Drilling on the seventh grade students’ 

pronunciation achievement at SMPN 2 Muncar. Thus, the English teacher is 

suggested to use Minimal Word Pair Drilling as an alternative technique in teaching 

pronunciation since it can help students to pronounce the English words well.


