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ABSTRACT 

 

 

Fiska Ardiawati (2022):    The Relationship Between Students’ Vocabulary 

Knowledge and Their Speaking Ability at MTs 

Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru 

 

Based on the researcher’s preliminary observation, it was found that the 

second year students at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru have been taught about 

vocabulary and speaking but still get difficulties about it. The aims of this 

research were to determine students’ vocabulary knowledge, investigate their 

speaking ability and to determine whether there was or not significant relationship 

between students’ vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability. This research 

is correlation research which has two variables, variable X (vocabulary 

knowledge) and variable Y (speaking ability). The subjects of this study were 

second grade students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. This research is a 

quantitative study and the population is 275 second grade students and the sample 

is 10% of the total population, namely 28 students using the random sampling 

technique. For data collection, the researcher used an objective test to determine 

the value of students' vocabulary knowledge and a speaking test to determine the 

value of their speaking ability. The technique for analyzing the data in this study 

is a correlation formula called the Pearson Product Moment Correlation. The 

results of this study, students' vocabulary knowledge has an average score of 

73.04, which is categorized as "good" their speaking ability has an average value 

of 76.36, which is categorized as "good". Of course, there is a significant 

correlation between the relationship between students' vocabulary knowledge and 

their speaking ability at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 
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ABSTRAK 

 

 

Fiska Ardiawati (2022): Hubungan Antara Pengetahuan Kosakata Siswa 

dan Kemampuan Berbicara Mereka di MTs Darul 

Hikmah Pekanbaru 

 

Berdasarkan penelitian pendahuluan penulis, ditemukan bahwa beberapa 

siswa kelas dua MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru telah diajarkan tentang kosakata 

dan berbicara tetapi masih mengalami kesulitan tentang hal tersebut. Tujuan dari 

penelitian ini adalah untuk mengetahui pengetahuan kosakata siswa, mengetahui 

kemampuan berbicara mereka dan unuk mmengetahui apakah ada hubungan yang 

signifikan antara pengetahuan kosakata siswa dan kemampuan berbicara mereka.  

Penelitian ini adalah penelitian korelasi yang memiliki dua variabel, variabel X 

(pengetahuan kosakata siswa) dan variabel Y (kemampuan berbicara siswa). 

Subjek dari penelitian ini adalah siswa-siswa kelas dua MTs Darul Hikmah 

Pekanbaru. Penelitian ini merupakan penelitian kuantitatif dan jumlah populasinya 

adalah 275 siswa kelas dua dan sampelnya adalah 10% dari jumlah populasinya 

yakni 28 siswa dengan menggunakan teknik random sampling. Untuk 

pengambilan data, peneliti menggunakan objektif test untuk mengetahui nilai dari 

pengetahuan kosakata siswa dan test berbicara untuk mengetahui nilai dari 

kemampuan berbicara mereka. Teknik untuk menganalisa data dalam penelitian 

ini adalah rumus korelasi yang disebut Pearson Product Moment Correlation. 

Hasil dari penelitian ini, pengetahuan kosakata siswa memiliki nilai rata-rata 

73,04, yang dikategorikan “baik” kemampuan berbicara mereka memiliki nilai 

rata-rata 76,36, yang dikategorikan “baik”. Tentunya, ada korelasi yang signifikan 

antara hubungan antara pengetahuaan kosakata siswa dengan kemempuan 

berbicara mereka di MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 
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 ملخص

كالمهم  مهارةو للتالميذ مفردات ال(: العالقة بين معرفة 2222)فيسكا أردياواتي، 
 بمدرسة دار الحكمة المتوسطة اإلسالمية بكنبارو

مدرسة الثاين يف الفصل  تالميذ، وجد أن بعض ةللباحثبناء على البحث األويل 
لكنهم ما زالوا و  كالم،الفددات و املقد تعلموا دار احلكمة املتوسطة اإلسالمية بكنبارو 

لتالميذ، ايواجهون صعوبات يف ذلك. الغدض من هذا البحث حتديد معدفة مفددات 
بني معدفة مفددات هامة ومعدفة ما إذا كانت هناك عالقة  كالمهم، مهارةوحتديد 

مستقل له متغريين، متغري  ي. هذا البحث عبارة عن حبث ارتباطكالمهم مهارةالتالميذ و 
تالميذ الفصل هذا البحث أفداد (. كالمهم مهارة)تابع ات التالميذ( ومتغري )معدفة مفدد

عبارة عن دراسة كمية وهو . مدرسة دار احلكمة املتوسطة اإلسالمية بكنباروالثاين يف 
أي اجملتمع ٪ من إمجايل 01والعينة  ،الثاينالفصل يف تلميذا  572 التالميذويبلغ عدد 

 ةالباحث تذ العينات العشوائية. جلمع البيانات، استخدمم تقنية أخاتخدتلميذا باس 52
لتحديد قيمة الكالم واختبار  ،اختبارا موضوعيا لتحديد قيمة معدفة مفددات التالميذ

تسمى  يةقدرهتم على التحدث. تقنية حتليل البيانات يف هذا البحث هي صيغة ارتباط
ضدب انات باستخدام معادلة بتحليل البي ةالباحث تبريسون. قامضدب العزوم لارتباط 
. نتائج هذا 1..5إلصدار بدنامج احلزمة اإلحصائية للعلوم االجتماعية يف العزوم 

واليت مت تصنيفها على أهنا  ،17..7 للتالميذ املفددات معدفة البحث، بلغ متوسط
". جيدة" أهنا على تصنيفها مت واليت ،7..77 مهارة كالمهم"جيدة"، وبلغ متوسط 

 ومهارة كالمهم يف التالميذ مفددات معدفة بني من العالقة كبري ارتباط هناك بالطبع،
 .مدرسة دار احلكمة املتوسطة اإلسالمية بكنبارو
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

A. Background of The Problem 

Speaking is so much part of daily life that we take it for granted. The 

average person produces tens of thousands of words a day, although some 

people like auctioneers or politicians may produce even more than that. Then, 

speaking is interactive and requires the ability to co-operate in the management 

of speaking turns. It also typically takes place in real time, with little time for 

detailed planning. In these circumstances, spoken fluency requires the capacity 

to marshal a store of memorized lexical chunks. According to Harmer (2007, p. 

284) states speaking is the ability to speak fluently and presupposes not only 

knowledge of language features, but also the ability to process information and 

language "on the spot", while Quianthy (1990, p. 7) defines speaking as the 

process to transmitting ideas and information orally in a variety of situation. 

Lado ( 1974) says speaking as an ability to converse or to express a sequence 

or ideas fluently. Also, Tarigan (1985) states speaking as ability to produce 

articulation, sounds, or words to express, to say, to show and to think about 

ideas, taught and feelings. Based on the explanation above, speaking ability is a 

process of oral activity to express our knowledge, ideas or information in our 

daily life as a part of communication. 

The general elements of speaking skills are the accuracy, fluency and 

comprehensibility (Heaton, 1989). Consequently, learners often evaluate their 

success in language learning as well as the effectiveness of their English course 
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based on how much they feel they have improved in their spoken language 

proficiency. Oral skills have hardly been neglected in EFL/ESL courses 

(witness the huge number of conversation and other speaking course books in 

the market), though how best to approach the teaching of oral skills has long 

been the focus of methodological debate. Teachers and textbooks make use of 

a variety of approaches, ranging from direct approaches focusing on specific 

features of oral interaction (e.g., turn-taking, topic management, and 

questioning strategies) to indirect approaches that create conditions for oral 

interaction through group work, task work, and other strategies (Richards, 

1990). 

Based on the explanation above, speaking is one of the basic skills that 

everyone must have. To make a good conversation with others, we must master 

the ability to speak. Furthermore, there are many elements that you must 

master in speaking skills. According to Brown (2003), the elements of 

speaking that you have to mastery are grammar, vocabulary, fluency, 

pronunciation, and the last is comprehension.  So, one of the elements is 

vocabulary. To make good conversation with others, we need to understand 

and master vocabulary. 

Vocabulary study is one language component that should be mastered by 

the students. It will be hard to master the language without mastering and 

understanding a certain number of vocabularies. Vocabulary is the first step to 

be taught before teaching other aspects of language. Richards and Renandya 

(2002, p. 255) explained that vocabulary is a core component of language 
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proficiency and provides much of the basics for how well learners speak, listen, 

read, and write. So, having a high vocabulary can help the students learn four 

basic skills of English( speaking, listening, writing, and reading) for certain 

purposes. Without an extensive vocabulary, learners often achieve less than 

their potential and discourage from making language use in language learning 

opportunities around them in a different context. Vocabulary is one important 

aspect of learning a foreign language. With a limited vocabulary, anyone will 

also have a limited understanding in terms of speaking, reading, listening, and 

writing. It might indeed be impossible to learn a language without mastering 

vocabulary. So, vocabulary must be understood by English language learners. 

Because of the limited vocabulary, the learners cannot communicate with 

others clearly. Sometimes it is difficult to group the idea transmitted to them. 

The acquisition of a large number of vocabularies can help the students read, 

speak, listen, and write. 

A good vocabulary and the ability to use words correctly and effectively 

can help the students make schoolwork easier and more rewarding, and also 

many tests that they take in school include vocabulary questions. The more 

vocabulary they know their chance to do well on an English test. Nation (2001) 

further describes the relationship between vocabulary knowledge and language 

use as complementary: knowledge of vocabulary enables language use and, 

conversely, language use leads to an increase in vocabulary knowledge. The 

importance of vocabulary is demonstrated daily in and out the school. In the 

classroom, the achieving students possess the most sufficient vocabulary. 
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Based on the explanation above, it seems that vocabulary knowledge relate to 

speaking ability. However, the researcher found that there is limited research 

about this topic. Most of the focus on speaking ability (Fitri, 2017), vocabulary 

level (Maria, 2017), language learning (Mofareh, 2015), and listening 

comprehension (Fitri, 2017). However, in the data of fact, the problem is also 

found at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru 

MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru is one of the junior high schools in 

Pekanbaru. As a formal educational institution, it provides English Language 

courses to the students especially speaking skills. Based on the researchers' 

preliminary observation, MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru uses Curriculum 2013 

as its guidance in the teaching and learning process, especially in teaching 

speaking.  In MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru, speaking has been taught by 

using some techniques. Generally, the teacher will ask the students to speak in 

front of the class or repeated what was said.  

Then, the teacher asked students to dialogue with other students. The 

researcher found that some of the students at this school had difficulties in 

learning English, especially in mastering (remember and understand) 

vocabulary for speaking. Also, they have limited vocabulary. In MTs Darul 

Hikmah Pekanbaru, English subject is taught twice a week in which the 

allocation of time is 2 x 40 minutes or about 80 minutes for each meeting and 2 

x 80 duration about 160 for a week. In MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru, the 

criteria of a minimum passing grade for the second year students is seventy 

five(75). Based on the syllabus at the eighth grade, for the first semester, the 



5 

 

 
 

basic competence of speaking English refers to the capability of students to 

retell the meaning in speech texts. 

Based on the researcher’s preliminary observation and information from 

the teacher on Wednesday, January 14
th

, 2020 from some teachers of English, 

the writer's found that some of the students are not able to use the appropriate 

vocabulary in speaking. It can be seen from the following phenomena: 

1. Some students have good vocabulary knowledge but they cannot speak well. 

2. Some students have good speaking ability but lack of vocabulary 

knowledge. 

3. Some students have good speaking ability but they cannot choose 

vocabulary appropriately. 

4. Some students have good vocabulary knowledge but cannot speak in front 

of the class. 

5. Some students have good speaking ability but cannot able to understand the 

vocabulary well. 

Based on the phenomena above, the researcher was interested in 

conducting research about The Relationship between Students' Vocabulary 

Knowledge and Their Speaking Ability at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 

B. Problem 

1. Identification of the Problems 

    Based on the explanation above, the researcher identifies the problem as 

follows: 
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a. Why are some of the students have good vocabulary knowledge but 

they cannot speak well. 

b. Why are some of the students have good speaking ability but lack of 

vocabulary knowledge.? 

c. Why are some of the students have good speaking ability but they 

cannot choose vocabulary appropriately? 

d. Why are some of the students have good vocabulary knowledge but 

cannot speak in front of the class.? 

e. Why are some of the students have good speaking ability but cannot 

able to understand the vocabulary well.? 

2. Limitation of the Problems 

     In this research, the researcher focuses on the relationship between 

students’ vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability of the second 

year students at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 

3. Formulation of the Problems 

     Based on the limitation of the problem, thus the research question is 

formulated in the following research questions: 

a. How is students’ vocabulary knowledge in learning English at the 

second year students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru? 

b. How is students’ speaking ability in learning English at the second year 

students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru? 

c. Is there any significant relationship between students’ vocabulary 

knowledge and their speaking ability at the second year students of MTs 

Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru? 
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C. Objective and Significance of The Research 

1. Objective of The Research 

     The objective of this research generally is to find out the answer to the 

problems and state purposes clearly. Specifically, this research intends:  

a. To describe students’ vocabulary knowledge in learning English at  the 

second year students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru.s 

b. To describe students' speaking ability in learning English at the second 

year students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 

c. To examine is there any significant relationship between students’ 

vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability at the second year 

students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 

2. Significance of The Research 

     Related to the objectives of the research above, the significance of the 

research is as follows:  

a. The result of the study will be benefit for English teachers to improve 

their teaching techniques and encourage students to be more cautious in 

using every aspect of vocabulary in speaking ability. 

b. For the students, this research may assist them in vocabulary and 

speaking correctly.  

c. For the researcher, this research becomes an input about the most 

vocabulary knowledge that the students know and the last benefit.  

d. For the other researchers, the result may serve as guidelines for the future 

study related to the subject. 
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D. Definition of The Terms 

1. Relationship  

     For expressing the degree of relationship quantitatively between two sets 

of measures of variables we usually take the help of an index that is known 

as the coefficient of correlation. It is a kind of ratio that expresses the extent 

to which changes in one variable are accompanied by changes in the other 

variable. 

2. Vocabulary Knowledge 

Of all the understanding of the knowledge, Schmitt (2014) 

concluded that vocabulary knowledge is knowledge of the components of 

vocabulary, lexical organization, receptive and productive mastery and 

fluency. Therefore the process more than just knows the word, but also 

understands the various aspects of the process and vocabulary constructs.    

3. Speaking Ability 

Tarigan (1985) states speaking as ability to produce articulation, 

sounds, or words to express, to say, to show and to think about ideas, taught 

and feelings. So, speaking ability is a process of oral activity to express our 

knowledge, ideas or information in our daily life as a part of 

communication. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

A. Theoretical Framework 

1. The Nature of Vocabulary 

a. Definition of Vocabulary 

Vocabulary is one important aspect of learning a foreign language. 

With a limited vocabulary, anyone will also have a limited understanding 

in terms of speaking, reading, listening, and writing. It might indeed be 

impossible to learn a language without mastering vocabulary. Vocabulary 

is one of the problems confronted by English language learners. Because 

of the limited vocabulary, the learners cannot communicate with others 

clearly. Sometimes it is difficult to group the idea transmitted to them. 

The acquisition of a large number of vocabularies can help the students 

read, speak, listen, and write. A good vocabulary and the ability to use 

words correctly and effectively can help the students make schoolwork 

easier and more rewarding, and also many tests that they take in school 

include vocabulary questions. The more vocabulary they know their 

chance to do well on an English test. 

Vocabulary can be defined as '' words we must know to 

communicate effectively; words in speaking (expressive vocabulary) and 

words in listening (receptive vocabulary)'' (Neuman & Dwyer, 2009, p. 

385). Hornby (1995) defines vocabulary as ''the total number of words in 

a language; vocabulary is a list of words with their meanings”. While Ur 



10 

 

 
 

(1998) states: “Vocabulary can be defined, roughly, as the words 

we teach in the foreign language. 

However, a new item of vocabulary may be more than just a single 

word: for example, post office, and mother-in-law, which are made up of 

two or three words but express a single idea. A useful convention is to 

cover all such cases by talking about vocabulary "items” rather than 

"words." In addition, Burns (1972) defines vocabulary as" the stock of 

words which is used by a person, class or profession.  From the 

definitions above, it can be concluded that vocabulary is the total number 

of words that are needed to communicate ideas and express the speakers' 

meaning. That is the reason why it is important to learn vocabulary. 

b. Kinds of Vocabulary 

According to Nation (2001), there are two kinds of vocabulary. 

They are perceptive and productive vocabulary. Receptive vocabulary 

refers to the words that native speakers and foreign learners recognize 

and understand but hardly ever use, it is used passively in either listening 

or reading. Productive vocabulary is utilized actively either in speaking 

or writing. Listening vocabulary is generally larger than his speaking 

vocabulary while his reading vocabulary is relatively larger than his 

writing vocabulary.  

Therefore it can be concluded that vocabulary can be presented in 

four units. They are reading vocabulary, listening vocabulary, speaking 

vocabulary, and writing vocabulary. Reading vocabulary consists of the 
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word found by people when they are reading. While listening vocabulary 

is the words that people hear and understand when they are talking to 

others or listening to radio and television. Speaking vocabulary includes 

the words people used in their daily life and conversation. The last 

writing vocabulary consists of the word people use in writing essays, 

reports, letters, etc. In relation to kinds of vocabulary, Nation (2001) 

states that there are four kinds of vocabulary in the text: 

1) High frequency words. These words are almost 80% of the running 

words in the text. 

2) Academic words. Typically, these words make up about 9% of the 

running words in the text. 

3) Technical words. These words make up about 5% of the running 

words in the text. 

4) Low frequency words. These are the words of moderate frequency that 

did not manage to get into the high frequency list. They make up over 

5% of the words in an academic text. 

c. The Size of Vocabulary 

According to Pilar and Melania (2009, p. 130), vocabulary size 

refers to the number of words a learner knows and uses. This is a decisive 

parameter for evaluation, classroom intervention, and instruction 

development as well as has tremendous implications for researchers, 

textbooks designers, and language teachers. 
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In Cameron (2001, p. 75), no one person knows all the words in the 

language, of course and figure for native speaker adults from 20K for 

students of about eighteen years of age starting university ( Nation and 

Waring 1997) to the 37K that Shakespeare is alleged to have used. Child 

native speakers of English have about 4 or 5K word families by the age 

of five. To which they add about 1K each year. Second language learners 

of English who attend English speaking schools have been found to add 

1K per year. The gap between vocabulary size in a first and second 

language is very large and seldom closed, even by adult FL learners after 

many years of study. They also suggest that a realistic target for children 

learning a foreign language might be around 500 words a year, given 

good learning conditions. In addition Nation (1990) in Thomai (2009, 

p.59) suggest that the most frequent 2000 words are essential for any 

language use, and according to Nation and Waring (1997, p. 11), a 

second learner needs 3000 high frequency words. 

d. Vocabulary Knowledge 

Pullido and Hambrick (2008) found that knowledge of vocabulary 

to be an indicator of quality of a person’s vocabulary. Vocabulary 

knowledge is a benchmark of proficiency in speaking, writing, reading 

and listening. Vocabulary knowledge is known as the knowledge of the 

word (Nation, 1990, 2001; Laufer et al., 2004; Milton 2009). In the 

research on vocabulary, vocabulary knowledge is also known as the 

depth of vocabulary that brings up to the extent to which the word is 
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understood by speakers. Vocabulary knowledge also means students 

learn the words with deep meaning, including pronunciation, meaning, 

spelling, frequency, sound structure, syntax and collocation according to 

context (Qian, 2002). While Haastrup and Henriksen (2000) define the 

vocabulary knowledge is knowledge of words from the perspective of 

meaning, knowledge, and collocation. Students also need to know the 

pronunciation, spelling, syntactic and semantic relationship with other 

words such as collocation, synonym, antonym and hyponym .So, 

vocabulary should not be considered a single dimension, instead it is 

better to be viewed as a multidimensional structure. Schmitt (2014) 

concluded that vocabulary knowledge is knowledge of the components of 

vocabulary, lexical organization, receptive and productive mastery and 

fluency. Therefore the process more than just knows the word, but also 

understands the various aspects of the process and vocabulary constructs. 

Vocabulary knowledge is often viewed as a critical tool for second 

language learners because a limited vocabulary in a second language 

impedes successful communication. Underscoring the importance of 

vocabulary acquisition, Schmitt (2000) emphasizes that "lexical 

knowledge is central to communicative competence and the acquisition 

of a second language" p. 55). According to Alqathani(2015, p.22), 

vocabulary knowledge is often viewed as a critical tool for second 

language learners because a limited vocabulary in a second language 

impedes successful communication. In other words, vocabulary is 
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language components that have to be known by the students to improve 

their speaking ability. 

Nation (2001) further describes the relationship between 

vocabulary knowledge and language use as complementary: knowledge 

of vocabulary enables language use and, conversely, language use leads 

to an increase in vocabulary knowledge. The importance of vocabulary is 

demonstrated daily in and out the school. In the classroom, the achieving 

students possess the most sufficient vocabulary. 

Table II. 1 

The Aspect of Vocabulary Knowledge 

Aspect Component 
Receptive 

Knowledge 
Productive Knowledge 

Form Spoken What does the word 

sound like? 

How is the word 

pronounced? 

Written What does the word 

look like? 

How is the word written 

and spelled? 

Word parts What parts are 

recognizable in this 

word? 

What word parts are 

needed to express the 

meaning? 

Meaning Form and 

meaning 

What meaning does 

this word form 

signal? 

What word form can be 

used to express this 

meaning? 

Concepts and 

referents 

What is included in 

this concept? 

What items can the 

concept refer to? 

Associations What other words 

does this make 

people think of? 

What other words could 

people use instead of this 

one? 

Grammatical 

functions 

In what patterns 

does the word 

occur? 

In what patterns must 

people use this word? 

Collocations What words or 

types of words 

occur with this one? 

What words or types of 

words must people use 

with this one? 

Use Constraints on 

use (register, 

frequency, ...) 

Where, when, and 

how often would 

people expect to 

meet this word? 

Where, when, and how 

often can people use this 

word? 

(Adapted from Nation 2001, p. 40) 

 

 

 



15 

 

 
 

2. The Nature of Speaking 

a. Definition of Speaking 

There are many definitions of speaking that have been proposed by 

some experts in language learning. Brown (2001, p. 267) cites that when 

someone can speak a language it means that he can carry on a 

conversation reasonably competently. In addition, he states that the 

benchmark of successful acquisition of language is almost always the 

demonstration of an ability to accomplish pragmatic goals through an 

interactive discourse with other language speakers. 

Richards and Renandya (2002, p. 204) state that effective oral 

communication requires the ability to use the language appropriately in 

social interactions that involves not only verbal communication but also 

paralinguistic elements of speech such as pitch, stress, and intonation. 

Moreover, nonlinguistic elements such as gestures, body language, and 

expressions are needed in conveying messages directly without any 

accompanying speech. Brown (2007, p. 237) states that social contact in 

interactive language functions is a key importance and in which it is not 

what you say that counts but how you say it what you convey with body 

language, gestures, eye contact, physical distance, and other nonverbal 

messages. 

In their discussion on the nature of spoken language, Brown and 

Yule in Nunan (1989, p. 26) distinguish spoken language from written 

language. They point out that for most of its history. The teaching of 
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language has not been concerned with spoken language teaching. This 

language comprises short, often fragmentary utterances, in pronunciation 

range. On the contrary, written language is characterized by well-formed 

sentences which are integrated into highly structured paragraphs. Brown 

and Yule in Nunan (1989) also differentiate between two basic language 

functions, i.e. the transactional and the interactional functions. The 

former basically concerns the transfer of information. According to 

Nunan (1989, p. 32), successful oral communication involves: 

1. The ability to articulate phonological features of the language 

comprehensibly. 

2. Mastery of stress, rhythm, intonation patterns. 

3. An acceptable degree of fluency. 

4. Transactional and interpersonal skills. 

5. Skills in taking short and long speaking turns. 

6. Skills in the management of interaction. 

7. Skills in negotiating meaning. 

8. Conversational listening skills (successful conversations 

require good listeners as well as good speakers). 

9. Skills in knowing about and negotiating purposes for 

conversations. 

10. Using appropriate conversational formulae and fillers. 

Moreover, he states that the teacher can apply the bottom-up-top-

down approach to speaking. The bottom-up approach to speaking means 
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that the learners begin with the smallest units of language, i.e. individual 

sounds, and move through the mastery of words and sentences to 

discourse. The top-down view, on the other hand, proposes that the 

learners start with the larger chunks of language, which are embedded in 

meaningful contexts, and use their knowledge of the contexts to 

comprehend and use the smaller language elements correctly. 

b. The Element of Speaking 

Adams and Firth in Brown (2003, p. 131-133) stated that speaking 

ability is assessed through several elements. Those elements are 

grammar, vocabulary, comprehension, fluency, and pronunciation. 

1) Grammar 

It is obvious that in order be able to speak a foreign language, 

it is necessary to know a certain amount of grammar and vocabulary. 

Grammar is the sounds and the sound patterns, the basic units of 

meaning, such as words, and the rules to combine them to form new 

sentences. Therefore, grammar is very important in speaking because 

if the speaker does not master grammar structure, he can not speak 

English well. 

2) Vocabulary 

As we know, vocabulary is a basic element in language. 

Richards and Renandya (2002, p. 255) stated that vocabulary is a core 

component of language proficiency and provides much of basic for 

how well learners speak, listen, read and write. It means that by 
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knowledge of vocabulary the students can express their ideas and 

understand the meaning of the word that they pronounce. According 

to Collier (1971), when a student has mastered the fundamental 

grammatical patterns of language, his next task is to master its 

vocabulary, or at least that of its vocabulary that he needs. 

3) Fluency 

In simple terms, fluency is the ability to talk freely without too 

much stopping or hesitating. Longman Dictionary stated that fluency 

is the ability with a good but not necessarily perfect common of 

intonation, vocabulary and grammar. 

4)  Comprehension 

Longman Dictionary mentioned that comprehension refers to 

the identification of the intended meaning of written and spoken 

communication. Comprehension has defined as the ability to 

understand something by a reasonable comprehension of the subject 

or as the knowledge of what a situation is really like. 

5) Pronunciation 

The last element of speaking ability is pronunciation. 

Pronunciation is the way a certain sound or sound is produced. It 

means that pronunciation is the way how we pronounce the word 

correctly. 
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3. Assessing Speaking 

According to Kitao in Indah (2016, p. 36), an oral presentation is a 

communicative activity that is very objective to build up students' self-

confidence. In this activity, a teacher has his/her students to do an oral 

presentation one by one in front of the class. From the explanation above, it 

is clear that students' ability can measure by giving them appropriate tests 

based on their level. Students' speaking ability in this research will be 

measured in form of oral presentation. 

4. Assessing Vocabulary Knowledge 

Testing vocabulary is similar to testing in other areas of language 

knowledge and use. The same criteria of reliability, validity, practicality, and 

washback need to consider in the design and evaluate vocabulary tests. In 

some ways, testing vocabulary is easier than testing grammatical knowledge 

or control of discourse because the units to test are more obviously separated. 

It is not too difficult to identify what a word type is.  

Multiple choice is one of the example tests that are typically used in 

vocabulary tests. Multiple choice items are popular because they are easy to 

mark, and if the choices are not closely related to each other, they can allow 

learners to draw on partial knowledge. Comparison with other item types 

like translation, asking the learners to use the word in a sentence, blank 

filling with choices, and interviews show that it is generally the easiest of 

the item types for first. 
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5. The Relationship Between Students’ Knowledge in Vocabulary and 

Their Speaking Ability 

To understand a language, one of the things that matter is 

vocabulary. Vocabulary is a part of English that is critical or necessary in 

the communication process. If the students find some new words in the 

language, they can express and communicate them well. The researcher 

thinks that vocabulary has an important role for students who will learn 

English in Learning English language skills. There is some explanation from 

some experts about the relationship between vocabulary and speaking: 

a.    According to Brown (2003, p. 157), the elements of speaking that 

you have to mastery are grammar, vocabulary, fluency, 

pronunciation, and comprehension. So, one of the necessary 

components of speaking is vocabulary. To understand and make 

good conversation with others we need to master vocabulary. 

b.Richards and Renandya (2002, p, 255) also explained that 

vocabulary is a core component of language proficiency and 

provides much of basic for how well learners speak, listen, read, 

and write. 

c.    Last, Alqathani (2015, p. 22) vocabulary knowledge is often 

viewed as a critical tool for second language learners because a 

limited vocabulary in a second language impedes successful 

communication. In other words, vocabulary is language 

components that have to be known by the students to improve 

their speaking ability. 
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Based on some explanations above, we can know that vocabulary 

and speaking have a relationship. When someone speaks or doing a 

conversation with others, they need vocabulary. Vocabulary is the total 

number of words that are needed to communicate ideas and express the 

speakers' meaning. That is the reason why it is important to learn 

vocabulary. Also, someone must know and have much vocabulary to 

understand what people said or it is clear that the more students' vocabulary 

knowledge, the more they can communicate what they speak. 

B. Relevant Research 

According to Syafi’I (2015, p. 103), relevant research is intended to 

avoid plagiarism toward the design and the findings of the previous researches. 

The first following of relevant research about this research project by Mofareh 

Al Qahtani. The title of his article is The importance of vocabulary in language 

learning and how to be taught. International Journal of Teaching and 

Education, Vol. III (3), pp. 21-34., 10.20472/TE.2015.3.3.002. The content of 

his journal is about vocabulary. Vocabulary learning is an essential part of 

foreign language learning as the meanings of new words are very often 

emphasized, whether in books or classrooms. It is also central to language 

teaching and is of paramount importance to a language learner.  

Recent research indicates that teaching vocabulary may be problematic 

because many teachers are not confident about best practices in vocabulary 

teaching and at times don’t know where to begin to form an instructional 

emphasis on word learning (Berne & Blachowicz, 2008). In this article, the 
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researcher summarizes important research on the impotence of vocabulary and 

explains many techniques used by English teachers when teaching English, as 

well as my personal view of these issues. 

The second relevant research by Fitri Ramadhani (2017), the research 

was to find out the significant relationship between students' vocabulary 

knowledge and their listening comprehension at Senior High School 

Muhammadiyah 1 Pekanbaru. In this research, the research design was a 

correlational research design. Then, this research used vocabulary and listening 

tests to collect the data. The listening test was taught by giving a listening song 

test to the students. The technique of data analysis used statistical analysis, she 

used the Pearson Product Moment formula through SPSS 22.0. Then, to 

measure the score of students' vocabulary knowledge and listening 

comprehension, the researcher used the classification of the score by David 

Haris(1969, p. 9). The correlation coefficient was 0.600 at the medium level, 

thus Ha was accepted. In other word, there is a significant relationship between 

students' vocabulary knowledge and their listening comprehension at Senior 

High School Muhammadiyah 1 Pekanbaru. 

The third relevant research is a research that was conducted by Fitri 

Zaharani (2017), the research was to know how the students’ vocabulary 

knowledge at the eighth grade of Junior High School IT Madani Pekanbaru, to 

know how their speaking ability, and to know whether there is or not 

correlation between students’ vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability. 

The method of the research was quantitative. The data was collected from 
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written and oral test. The result showed that the scores did correlate between 

students’ vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability at the eighth grade 

of junior high school IT Madani Pekanbaru. In addition, it also showed that the 

coefficient correlation in this research was 0.809, with the level of trust 0.05 (5 

%). 

The fourth relevant research is a research that was conducted by Afriani 

(2017), the research was to find out the correlation students’ knowledge of 

vocabulary and their speaking ability of the eighth grade of Junior High School 2 

Rimba Melintang Rokan Hilir.  The method of the research was quantitative. The 

data was collected from multiple choice test and oral test, and then analyzed the 

data by using Pearson Product Moment calculated by SPSS 16.0 version.  The 

result of sig. 009 is smaller than 0.05 (sig.≤ 0.05). It could be stated that Ha 

(alternative hypothesis) is accepted. In other words, there is a significant 

correlation between students’ knowledge of vocabulary and their speaking ability 

at Junior High School 2 Rimba Melintang Rokan Hilir. 

The fifth relevant research is a research that was conducted by María 

Eugenia Arévalo Guerra and Evelyn Saray Díaz Tulena (2016), the research was 

to determine whether there was a relationship between students’ vocabulary level 

and their speaking ability in 8th grade courses at Colegio Nuestra Señora de 

Fátima. This research project was carried out through the quantitative method. 

The data was collected from some test. The analysis showed an improvement in 

the individuals’ speaking ability in the last application of the observation chart. 

The results obtained in the study can be considered trustworthy because it used a 
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reliable tool for the analysis of the data and also took into account other aspects 

such as the context and the contingencies that appeared in the process. 

Based on the relevant research above, it can be seen that there are some 

differences from the previous research on the location of the research, subject of 

the research, and the limitation of the research. And also from the previous 

research above in their investigations the gaps due to context, content, and 

methodology. Because no one has researched on this topic, so the researcher 

chose this topic to find out the relationship between students’ vocabulary 

knowledge and their speaking ability. 

C. Operational Concept 

According to Syafi'i (2013, p. 94) stated that operational concepts are 

derived from related theoretical concepts on all of the variables that should be 

practically and empirically operated in academic writing- a research paper.  

The operational concept is the shift of words used in theoretical concepts to the 

more operational and empirical or applicable words. It should be interpreted 

into particular words in order to be easier measured. There are two variables in 

this research; they are variable X as vocabulary knowledge and variable Y as 

speaking ability.  

1. Based on Nation (2001), there are some indicators for variable X( 

vocabulary knowledge):  

a. Students have knowledge of the spoken form of a word. 

b. Students have knowledge of the written form of a word. 

c. Students have knowledge of the parts in a word which have meaning. 
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d. Students have knowledge of the slink between a particular form and a 

meaning. 

e. Students have knowledge of the concepts a word may possess and the 

items it can refer to. 

f.  Students have knowledge of the vocabulary that is associated with a word. 

g. Students have knowledge of a word’s grammatical functions. 

h. Students have knowledge of a word’s collocations. 

i.  Students have knowledge of a word’s register and frequency. 

2. Based on Brown (2003), there are some indicators for variable Y( speaking 

ability) the indicators: 

a. The ability of the students to speak with good pronunciation 

(Pronunciation). 

b. The ability of the students to speak in correct grammar (Grammar). 

c. The ability of the students to speak in good vocabulary (Vocabulary). 

d. The ability of the students to speak in good fluency (Fluency). 

e. The ability of the students to comprehend what they are talking about 

(Comprehension). 

D. Assumption and Hypothesis 

1. Assumption  

In this research, the researcher assumes that the better the students’ 

vocabulary knowledge is, the better the students’ speaking ability will be. 
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2. Hypothesis 

a. Null Hypothesis (Ho): There is no significant relationship between 

students' vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability at the second 

year students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 

b. Alternative Hypothesis (Ha): There is a significant relationship between 

students’ vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability at the second 

year students of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru.
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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHOD 

A. Research Design 

This research is quantitative research. Aliga and Gunderson (2002), 

stated that quantitative research is explaining phenomena by collecting 

numerical data that are analyses using mathematically based methods in 

particular statistics. This research is categorised a correlational research. 

According to Ary, et. al, (2010), correlational research is non experimental 

research that studies the direction and strength of relationships among 

variables. Creswell (2012), stated that a correlation is a statistical test to 

determine the tendency or pattern for two (or more) variables or two sets of 

data to vary consistently. In addition, Mukhlis (2014), stated that correlational 

research  aims to describe the strength of the relationship between events or 

characteristics. So, this researcher is intended to find the relationship between 

students’ vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability.  

Both variables were students’ vocabulary knowledge and speaking 

ability. Students’ vocabulary knowledge was variable X (independent 

variable) and speaking ability was variable Y (dependent variable). 

B. Time and Location of the Research 

The research was conducted from March to June 2021. The location 

was at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru at Manyar Sakti Street Km. 15, 

Tampan, Pekanbaru. 



28 

 

 
 

C. Subject and Object of the Research 

The subject of this research was the second year students of MTs Darul 

Hikmah Pekanbaru. The object of this research was the relationship between 

vocabulary knowledge on students' speaking ability. 

D. Population and Sample of the Research 

1. Population 

The population in this research included all of the second year students 

of MTs Darul Hikmah. It consists of 275 students. 

Table III. 1 

The Students’ Total Population of Second Year at MTs  Darul 

Hikmah Pekanbaru  

No Class Population 

1 VIII A  28 

2 VIII B 32 

3 VIII C 30 

4 VIII D 30 

5 VIII E 19 

6 VIII F 27 

 7 VIII G 30 

8 VIII H 30 

9 VIII I 27 

10 VIII J 22 

TOTAL POPULATION 275 

 

2. Sample  

The sample in this research was 10% of the total population, so it means 

that 28 students. According to Sugiyono (2011, p. 81), sample are part of the 

number and characteristics that those populations have. Furthermore, 

Arikunto (2006, p. 112), state that when the subject is less than a hundred, it 

is better to take all that the study is a population. But, if the subject count is 
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large, it can be taken between 10-15% or 15- 25% or more. Based on the 

design of the research, the researcher used simple random sampling to take 

the samples from 10 classes.  

According to Sugiyono (2001), simple random sampling is a sampling 

technique from members of the population that is done randomly without 

regarding to strata that exist in that population in which each member of the 

subset has an equal probability of being chosen. In simple random sampling, 

each member of the population under study has an equal chance of being 

selected and the probability of a member of the population being selected is 

unaffected by the selection of other members of the population, i.e. each 

selection is entirely independent of the next. The method involves selecting at 

random from a list of the population (a sampling frame) the required number 

of subjects for the sample. 

Table III.2 

The Students’ Total Sample of Second Year at MTs Darul Hikmah 

Pekanbaru  

No Class Population 10% 

1 VIII A 28 3 

2 VIII B 32 3 

3 VIII C 30 3 

4 VIII D 30 3 

5 VIII E 19 2 

6 VIII F 27 3 

7 VIII G 30 3 

8 VIII H 30 3 

9 VIII I 27 3 

10 VIII J 22 2 

TOTAL SAMPLING 275 28 
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E. Technique of Data Collection 

1. Test 

To get data on students' relationship between vocabulary knowledge 

and speaking ability, the researcher used tests. There were two types of 

tests, namely multiple choice test and oral test. 

a. Multiple Choice Test 

The test was used to collect data from variable X( 

vocabulary knowledge. According to Ary (2010), tests are 

valuable measuring instruments for educational research. A test 

is a set of stimuli presented to an individual in order to elicit 

responses on the basis of which a numerical score can be 

assigned. This score, based on a representative sample of the 

individual’s behavior, is an indicator of the extent to which the 

subject has the characteristic being measured. 

Furthermore, in this research the test was adopted from 

previous relevant research and was developed based on indicators 

on the operational concept, and collecting the data on the sample 

itself were done based on the situations and conditions in the 

field at this time. If it was possible to collect the data in the field, 

so the researcher spreaded the test directly to students. However, 

if it was not possible then collecting the data were be done via 

online by spreading the test through the students' online learning 

media.  
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Table III. 3 

The Blueprint of Students’ Vocabulary Knowledge Test 

No. Indicators Number of Items 

1. Students are able to identify form of 

English parts of speech. 

5,14,6,15,7,18,8,19,9 

2. Students are able to get the meaning 

of a word based on the context. 

4,1,20, 16,2,17,3 

3. Students are able to use the 

vocabulary. 

10,13, 11, 12 

TOTAL 20 

 

b. Speaking/ Oral Test 

Testing is a tool used to measure as well as judge the process 

and outcome of an ability. In line with this opinion, Cohen et. al 

(2005) say that this test aims to know or measure all types of 

abilities, interests, attitudes, and works. So,  to collect the data on 

students speaking ability, the researcher used oral tests based on the 

topic that they have learned. The researcher choose this test because 

it was relevant to the learning materials. However, because the 

Covid-19 pandemic is now still not over and for the safety and 

comfort of the school, so the oral test would be replaced with a 

sound recording. Such as data collection on the test methods, then 

the speaking test used the students' online learning platform too. The 

researcher shared research instruments and collect data using those 

media. Last, In order to give scoring, the researcher was helped by 

raters.  
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Table III. 4 

The Instruction of The Test 

No Steps 

1. The researcher comes or joins the class. 

2. The researcher explains the role.  

3. Students will select one of the themes that the 

researchers have determined( the themes are My Family, 

My Best Friend, and My Teacher). 

4. The student will record the test. 

5.  Students will be given 5 minutes to perform the test 

based on the theme they have chosen. 

6.  The students' speaking ability were assessed using a 

scoring rubric proposed by Brown (2003). 

 

Based on the table above, the researcher recorded the students' 

speaking ability in telling the story ( the themes are My Family, My Best 

Friend, and My Teacher) by using voice recording. The recordings were 

scored by two raters based on the components of speaking ability. There 

are five criteria that had been evaluated, they were pronunciation, 

grammar, vocabulary, fluency, and comprehension. The researcher used 

the scale rating scores of Brown (2003) as follows:  
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Table III. 5 

The Rubric of Speaking Test Assessment 

1 Pronunciation 

5 Equivalent to and fully accepted by educated native speakers. 

4 Errors in pronunciation are quite rare. 

3 
Errors never interfere with understanding and rarely disturb the 

native speaker. The accent may be obviously foreign. 

2 The accent is intelligible though often quite faulty. 

1 

Errors in pronunciation are frequent but can be understood by 

native speakers used to dealing with foreigners attempting to 

speak their language. 

2 Grammar 

5 Equivalent to that of an educated native speaker. 

4 
Able to use language accurately on all levels normally pertinent 

to professional needs. Errors in grammar are quite rare. 

3 

Control of grammar is good. Able to speak the language with 

sufficient structural accuracy to participate effectively in any 

sentences of the story. 

2 
Can usually handle elementary constructions quite accurately 

but does not have thorough or confident control of the grammar. 

1 

Errors in grammar are frequent, but the speaker can be 

understood by a native speaker used to dealing with foreigners 

attempting to speak his language. 

3 Vocabulary 

5 
The use of vocabulary and idioms is virtually that of a native 

speaker. 

4 

Speech on all levels is fully accepted by an educated native 

speaker in all features including breadth of vocabulary and 

idioms, colloquialism, and pertinent cultural references. 

3 

Able to speak the language with sufficient vocabulary to 

participate effectively in sentences of the story. Vocabulary is 

broad enough that he rarely has to grope for a word. 

2 
Has speaking vocabulary sufficient to express himself simply 

with some circumlocutions. 

1 
Speaking vocabulary inadequate to express anything but the 

most elementary needs. 

4 Fluency 

5 
Has complete fluency in the language such that his speech is 

fully accepted by educated native speakers. 

4 

Able to use language fluency on all levels normally pertinent to 

professional needs. Can participate in any story within the range 

of his experience with a high degree of fluency. 

3 
Can discuss particular interests of competence with reasonable 

ease. Rarely has to grope for words. 

2 

Can handle with confidence but not with facility most social 

situations, including introductions, and the story about current 

events, as well as work, family, friends, and teachers. 

1 
No specific fluency description. Refer to the other four language 

areas for the implied level of fluency. 

5 Comprehension 

5 Equivalent to that of an educated native speaker. 

4 Can understand any story. 

3 Comprehension is quite complete at a normal rate in the story. 

2 Can get the gist of most conversations on non technical subjects. 

1 

Within the scope of his very limited language. experience can 

understand simple sentences and statements if delivered with 

slowed story repetition, or paraphrasing. 
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Based on reposted student report cards of the 2013 curriculum in 

Widya, the category of students' scores are as follow: 

Table III. 6 

Category of Students’ Score 

Categories Score 

Very Good 81-100 

Good 61-80 

Enough 41-60 

Less 21-40 

Fail 0-20 

 

2. Validity of the Test 

a. Multiple Choice Test  

To know whether the data is valid or not, the researcher used 

construct validity. Sugiyono (2013, p. 206) stated construct validity is 

related to whether the test will be tested able to measure characteristics 

of subjects. According to Ary (2010), the validity question is 

concerned with the extent to which an instrument measures what one 

thinks it is measuring. To analyze the validity of the test in this 

research, the researcher conducted a try out to 25 questions by handing 

28 students who were not included in the research sample. The 

researcher used Microsoft Excel 2010 program to analyze the data. The 

standard value of validity is ritem>rtable. The result of the analysis 

showed that there were questions accepted or valid and the others were 

rejected or invalid, 20 questions are valid and the rest are dropped. 

Thus, there are 20 items of questions to test students' vocabulary 

knowledge. The following table is the result of the instrument validity: 
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Table III.7 

Validity of Students’ Vocabulary Knowledge Test 
Items r Observed r Table Status 

Item 1 0.514887145 0.374 Valid 

Item 2 0.506397325 0.374 Valid 

Item 3 0.140061523 1.374 Invalid 

Item 4 0.418143829 0.374 Valid 

Item 5 0.602416988 0.374 Valid 

Item 6 0.495783666 0.374 Valid 

Item 7 0.533278073 0.374 Valid 

Item 8 0.527399791 0.374 Valid 

Item 9 0.431189961 0.374 Valid 

Item 10 0.402603625 2.374 Invalid 

Item 11 0.471934027 0.374 Valid 

Item 12 0.530102436 0.374 Valid 

Item 13 0.04963965 3.374 Invalid 

Item 14 0.619508626 0.374 Valid 

Item 15 0.467336374 0.374 Valid 

Item 16 0.20602451 4.374 Invalid 

Item 17 0.510376561 0.374 Valid 

Item 18 0.387726191 0.374 Valid 

Item 19 0.424525164 0.374 Valid 

Item 20 0.400404394 0.374 Valid 

Item 21 0.135436576 5.374 Invalid 

Item 22 0.467307223 0.374 Valid 

Item 23 0.390964954 0.374 Valid 

Item 24 0.535811442 0.374 Valid 

Item 25 0.400404394 0.374 Valid 

 

b. Speaking/ Oral Test 

In this research, the researcher used test adopted by Wiwit 

Purwati. Gay (2009) stated that there are four kinds of validity for test: 

content validity, criterion- related validity, construct validity, and 

consequential validity and they are interelated. The researcher used 

content validity. According to Cohen (2007, p. 131), state that content 

validity is achieved by ensuring that the content of the test fairly 

samples the class or fields of the situations or subject matter in 

question. The researcher used content validity because the test was 

given based on materials that the students learned. 
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3. Reliability of the Test 

According to Ary (2010), the reliability of a measuring instrument 

is the degree of consistency with which it measures whatever it is 

measuring. Reliability is about the consistency of the scores produced 

(Gay, 2009). We can conclude that reliability is to measure the consistency 

and the quality of the test.  

a. Multiple Choice Test 

Reliability has to do with accuracy of measurement. The 

kind of accuracy was reflected in obtaining the similar results 

when measurement was repeated on different or by different 

person. Internal consistency reliability is the instrument 

administered once, using one version of the instrument 

(Creswell, 2012). According to Cohen et. al. (2007), the 

guidelines for reliability are as follows: 

Table III. 8 

Category of Reliability 

No. Reliability Category 

1. >0.90 Very Highly Reliable 

2. 0.80-0.9 Highly Reliable 

3. 0.70-0.79 Reliable 

4. 0.60-0.69 Marginally/Minimally 

5. <0.60 Unaccepted Low 

 

In this research, the researcher used the software SPSS 23.0 

version to calculate the reliability of the test. Here is the result 

of the reliability of the vocabulary knowledge test: 
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                              Table III. 9 

Reliability Statistics 

Cronbach's Alpha N of Items 

.791 25 

 

The table showed that the reliability of the test was 0.791 

which is categorized as a highly reliable level. 

b. Speaking/ Oral Test 

According to Ary (2010, p. 236) reliability of measuring 

instrument is degree of consistency which it measures whatever 

it is measuring. It means that reliability shows consistently and 

dependently of the instrument. For oral test, the researcher used 

inter-rater reliability to ensure the reliability of score and avoid 

the subjectivity of the research. Inter-rater is used when scores 

of the test are independently estimated by two or more judges 

or rater. In this research, the raters were the lecturers at the 

Department of English Education. In this research, the 

researcher adopted the test from Wiwit Purwati to describe 

students’ speaking ability. 

F. The Technique of Data Analysis 

The technique of analyzing data in this research was Pearson 

Product Moment Correlation by using SPSS 23.0 version. The purpose is 

to describe the strength and direction of the relationship between two 

variables (Pallant, 2011, p. 122). In analyzing students' vocabulary 

knowledge, the formula is as follows Sudijono (2007, p. 43): 
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Where:  

P = Number of percentage 

F = Frequency 

N = Number of sample  

Analyzing the students’ speaking ability based on the formula as follows: 

N = 
     

 
 

Where: 

N = Individual score 

R1=Rater 1 score 

R2=Rater 2 score 

Then, the coefficient of correlation computed by this method is known 

as the Pearson Moment coefficient of correlation symbolically represented by 

‘r’. The basic formula for the computation of ‘r’ for the ungrouped data by 

this method is: 

r = 
 (   ) (  )(  )

√  (   ) (  )  * (   ) (  )  
 

Where:  

  r = Coefficient between x and y 

 N = Number of sample
 

∑x  = Number of independent variable 

∑y  = Number of dependent variable 
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∑x
2 

= Number of square of the independent variable  

∑y
2
  = Number of square of the dependent variable 

Σ xy =Number of multiplication of the independent and dependent 

variables 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND  SUGGESTION 

A. Conclusion 

This research was done to find out the relationship between students’ 

vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability in the second year students at 

MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. So, the researcher can conclude this research as 

follows: 

1. The students' vocabulary knowledge and their speaking ability have a 

mean score 73.04, which means that the category for students' vocabulary 

knowledge is good. 

2. The students' speaking ability at the second year students of MTs Darul 

Hikmah Pekanbaru has a mean score 76.36, which means that The 

category for students' speaking ability is good. 

3. There is a significant relationship between students’ vocabulary 

knowledge and their speaking ability at MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 

The correlation coefficient obtained is 0.538 which means the average 

level. 

Based on the result of the research, the students' vocabulary knowledge 

has a relationship with their speaking ability. It means the better vocabulary 

knowledge they have, the better speaking ability they get. 
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B. Suggestion  

Considering the relationship between students’ vocabulary knowledge 

and their speaking ability in the second year of MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru, 

the researcher would like to give some suggestions as follows: 

1. Suggestion for Teachers 

a. It is recommended to teachers ask the students to improve their students' 

vocabulary knowledge in studying English. 

b. It is recommended to the teacher ask the students to speak English in the 

classroom. 

c. The teacher should be creative to improve the students' vocabulary 

knowledge and their speaking ability by giving them more activities or 

exercises. 

2. Suggestion for Students 

a. The students should be able to improve their vocabulary knowledge by 

studying English. 

b. The students should be able to try speaking English in the classroom. 

c. The students should pay attention to the material was explained by the 

teacher. 

3. `Suggestions for Future Research 

a. This research can be the reference for the next researchers who want to 

find out the relationship between students' vocabulary knowledge and 

their speaking ability in MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 
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b. The researcher hopes this researcher can help someone who wants to get 

knowledge and information about students' vocabulary knowledge, 

speaking ability dan MTs Darul Hikmah Pekanbaru. 
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