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CHAPTER I I I  

PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 

3.1 .1 The Assumptions of How Javanese Vowels Would Interfere the English 
Vowels P1·oduced by the Students 

Before doing the observation, the writer had made the assumption of how 

Javanese vowels would interfere the English vowels produced by the students. 

The assumptions made by looking at the nature of the English vowels and 

Javanese vowels. Here are the ones: 

1 )  Since all of the English words given to the lntbnnants to read are in closed 

syllable and monosyllabic-· and in  Javanese every vowel which occurs in 

final-closed syllabic must be a lax vowel)-the Javanese presumably 

treat the vowels as lax vowels. As you can see in the example, 

- foot and food would be pronounced /tUt/. 
- had and bed would be pronounced /bEd/. 
- hut would be pronounced /hAt/. 

2) Since there is not any diphthongs m Javanese. they presumably 

monophthongize the English diphthongs: 

- /gow/ -7 /go/ 
- /helt/ -7 /het/ 

3) Since the phonology of English is knowu to be uniquely complex, much 

more complex than that of any other European Lan!:,JUage ( Wijk ( 1966) 

cited in Simo Uobda (200 I )  and the students are not aware of it, they 

presumably regularize some vowels (regularization): 

e.g. Food = foot, Now """' saw 
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3.1.2 Presentation of the Data 

Regarding. to the Informants' mother tongue, which is Javanese, the writer 

transcribed the vowel qualities in English that sound similar with the ones in 

Javanese by using Uhlenbeck's symbol as a representation of the Javanese 

interference. 

TI1e writer used the term • to 11ronouncc the vowel fairly well' instead of •to 

pronounce the vowel correctly' .since the students are not the native speakers of 

English. 

3. 1 .2.A The Quality of Vowel I rel as in the word ' bad' 

RECEIVED I /bred/ 
PRONUNCIATION 

INFORMANT l I /b e v 
INFORMANT 2 lb e tJ 
INFORMANT 3 lb e ti 
INFORMANT 4 ' lb e ti I 

INFORMANT S I /b e V  I ' 
Table 3.1.2.a the Informants' pI"onunciation of the word 'bad' 

1nfonnant 1 ,  Infom1ant 2, 1nfonnant 3, lnfonnant 4, and Inthnnant 5 

substituted the low-front vowel /re/ with the vowel I e I that sounds similar 

with the slightly lowered mid-front vowel /E/. In other word, they highered 

the vowel slightl) . 

3.1.20 The Quality of Vowel 1£1 as in the word 'bed' 
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RECEIVED 
PRONUNCIATION 

INFORMANT 1 
lNrORMANT 2 

. - - ·  · · - -- -- - - - · · ·  

INfORM/\NT 3 
INFORMANT 11 
INFORMANT S 

- · �  -··---· -- ----

/bed/ 
/b e V  
/b e t/  

-

/b c V  
-

/b e  ti 
/b e ti 

- · - -

Tnblc J. l.2.b tile lnfonnnnts' pronunciation of the word 'bed' 
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All of the Informants pronounced the vowel Ir.I fairly well since it 

sounds similar with the Javanese vowel le/ . 

3. 1 .2.C The Quality of Vowel /u/ as in the word 'food' 

RECEIVED /fud/ 
PRONUNC'I ATION 

INFORMANT I /f ll '/ 
·-

I NFORMANT 2 . I f..��/.. .. - . - . · - - · - -- -··-�-· 

I NFORMANT J /f (1 t/ ,___ 
INFORMANT 4 /f ll t/ 

-

INFORMANT S /f lt t/ 
TablC! 3.1.2.c The lnfol'mants' pronunciation of the word 'food' 

All of the l!1fonmmls pronounced the high back vowel /u/ fairly 

well since it sounds similar with the Javanese vowel lu/ . 

3.1 .2.D The Quality of Vowel loo/ as in the word 'foot' 

� RECEIVED 
�ONUNCI/\ TION 
INFORMANT I 
INFORMANT 2 
INFORMANT 3 
JN1:·0JUVif\N·(4 

-

INFORMANT S 

/fG.>t/ 
/filt/ 
tru.tt 
/fiit/ 

- - - - - - --

/rut/ 
/rut/ 

Table 3.1.2d the Informants' pronundations of the word 'foot' 

IR - PERPUSTAKAAN UNIVERSITAS AIRLANGGA

SKRIPSI THE INTERFERENCE OF... MULADI ENDIARTO



35 

INFORMANT I pronounced the slightly lowered high-back vowel 

IGJ/ fairly wdl. while the other lnfommnts substituted it with the high-back 

vowel /u/. Vowel /Q/ and vowel /ul sound similar with the Javanese vowels 

Ii.ti and IM respect ively. 

3.1 .2.E The Quality of Vowel /i/ as in the word 'heat' 

- -�- --

RJ.::CEJVJ.::D 
· PRONUNCIATION 

I NFORMANT I 
INFORMANT 2 

� - - ·  ·----�------··---

INFORMANT 3 

INFORMANT 4 

INFORMANT 5 

-------

/ hit/ 

/hit/ 
/hetJ 

/hit/ /hit/ 
/hetJ 

Table 3.1.2.e The Informants' pronunciations of the word 'heat' 

INFORMANT 1 substituted the high-front vowel Ii/with the 

Javanese vowel Ii/ that sounds similar with the slightly lowered high-front 

vowel I t /. INFOR MANT 2 and INFORMANT 5 substituted it with the 

Javanese vowel /e/ that sounds similar with the !<lightly lowered mid-front 

vowel /£/. INFORMANT 3 and INFORMANT 4 pronounced it fairly well 

since they pronounced the Javanese vowel /i/ that sounds similar with the 

high-front vowel /if . In other won!.. except I NFORMANT 3 an<l 

INFORMANT 4 .  the lnfonmmls changed the tense vowel to the lax one. 
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3.1 .2.F The Quality of Vowel / t / as in the word 'hit' 

RECEIVED 
PRONUNCIATION 

INFORMANT I 
-

INFORMANT 2 
INFORMANT 3 
INFORMANT 4 

-- - - - - ----

INFORMANT 5 

/htt/ 
/hi t/ 
/hit/ 
/hit/ 

_/hi�/.__ 
/hit/ 

Tdbh! 3.1.2.f lhe Informants' pronundalions of the word 'hil' 
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INFORMANT 1 and INFORrvtANT 5 pronounced the slightly 

lowered high-front vowel ft / fairly well. INFORrvtANT 2, lNFORivtANT 3, 

and INFORMANT 4 substituted it with the lowered high-front vowel Iii. In 

other word. except INFORMANT I ant.I INFORMANT 5. the other 

Informants changed the lax vowel to the tense one. 

3.1 .2.G The Quality of Vowel /e t I as in the word 'hate' 

- - - - -- · - --

RECEIVED 
PRON UNCIATION 

I NFORMANT I 
1Nf'ORMANT 2 
INFORMANT 3 
INFORivIANT 4 
INFORMANT S 

/he tt/ 
/het/ 
/het/ 
/het/ 
/bet/ 
/het/ 

Table 3.1 .2.g The Informants' pronunciation of the word 'hate' 

INrORMANT 1 monophthongized the diphthong /e t/  to /e/, 

while the other Infonnants substituted the diphthong with the slightly 

lowered mid-front vowel /£/ that sounds similar with the vowel /e/. In other 

word, except INFORMANT I who monophthongized the diphthong, the 

lnfonnants changed the tense vowel to the lax one. 

3.1 .2.H The Quality of Vowel /Qr/ as in the word 'hard' 
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I RECEJVED /hard/ 
I PRONUNCJATION I - - ·· - · · ·· · - - - - --- - - - -- - -i INFORMANT I /hart l I NFORMANT 2 / hart/ 
f - - - · ---- - - -···-- - - · · - ·  ------··-! I NFORMANT 3 /harU 

INFORMANT 4 /hart/ l INFORMANT 5 . /ha:t/ 
Table 3.1.2.h The Informants' pronunciation of the word 'hard' 

Al l of the lnfonnants pronounced the slightly lowered low-back 

vowel /or/ fairly well since it sounds similar with the Javanese vowel /al. 

Only INFORMANT 5 did not pronounce the /r/ but lenb'1hened the vowel. 

3. I .2.1 The Quality of Vowel / ta/ as in the word 'he1·e' 

RECEIVED !h ta/ 
PRONUNCIATION 

INFORMANT l /hia/ 
INFORMANT 2 /hi a/ 
1NFORMANT 3 /her/ 
INFORMANT 4  /hia/ 
INFORMANT S fh La/ 

Table 3.1.2.i The·Infonnants' pronundations of the word 'here' 
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INFORMANT l ;  INFORMANT 2, INFORMANT 4, and 

INFORMANT 5 pronounced the diphthong fairly well. The only difference 

is that INFORMANT l and INFORMANT 2 pronounced the first vowel 

quality of the diphlhong as /i/ while INFORMANT 4 and INFORMANT 5 

pronounced it as h i. INFORMANT 3 substituted the diphthong with the 

mid-front vowel /e/. 
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3.1 .2.J The Quality of Vowel /ju/ as in the word 'few' 

RECEIVED /fju/ 
PRON\ INCi /\ TION 

- · - - • c - •  " "  � -

INFOIUvlANT I 
- - - - --· ·-----

I NFORMANT 2 
JNFORMANT J 
INFORMANT 4 

/lju/ 
--·---

/lju/ 
/tju/ 
/fiu/ 

. INFORMA�i:L 
___ /fju/ __ 

I 

Table 3.1.2.j The Infonnants' pronundations of the word 'few' 

A 11 of l he In form an ts pronounced /ju/ fairly wcH. 

3.1 .2.K The Quality of Vowel /aa/ as in the word 'fire' 

---------- ----··, RECElVED I� I I 
PRONUNCIATION 

aa 
INFORMANT 1 

-�- ·-- -- . -·· 

JNFORMANT 2 

JNFORMANT 3 
-- --·-----

INFORMANT 4 

INFORMANT S 

_ _lfo!/_ _ _  

/fa t /  

/fa1/ 
/faal 
/faa/ 

TiJble 3.1.2.k The Informants' pronunciations of the word 'fire' 
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INFORMANT 4 and INFORMANT 5 pronounced the diphthong 

/aa/ fairly well, while INFORMANT 1, INFORMANT 2, and 

INFORMANT 3 substituted it with the diphthongs /ai/. 

3. 1 .2.L The Quality of Vowel /£.a/ as in the word 'hair' 

RECEIVED /hF.a/ I PRONUNCIATION 
INFORMANT 1 /hair/ 
INFORMANT 2 /ha ir/ 
INFORMANT 3 /her/ 
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. INFORMANT 4 /halr/ I - - -----··- -- - - · - ----- - ·------ - -- ,  �NFORMANT s /he:/ 1 

Table J.1 .2.I The Informants' pronu nciations of the word 'hair' 

I NFORM1\NT I ,  I N FORM ANT 2, imd I N f-ORMANT 4 suhst itutcd 

the diphthong /ta/ with /al/ .  INf-ORMANT 3 !ind INFORMANT 5 

monophthongized the diphthong /r.a/ to /r./ . However the difference 

between I N FORMANT 3 and INFORMANT 5 is, for INFORMANT 3, the 

monophthong,izcd vowel was followed by /r/, while for INFORMANT 5, i t  

was lengthened. 

3. 1 .2.M The Quality of Vowel IOI as in the word 'saw' 

r - - -

RECEIVED 
l PRON UNCIATION I INFORMANT l 
hFORMANT 2 

� JNFORMANT 3 
INFORMANT 4 

INFORMANT S 

- .. 

/so/ 
/saCJ/ 
/saCJ/ 
/saG>/ 
/saCJ/ 
/saCJI 

I 
� 

I I 
I 
I I i 
i 
I 
I 

I I I 
I I 

Table 3.1.2.m The Informants' pronunciations of the word 'saw' 

All uf the lnfonnants subslituted the slightly lowered mid-back 

vowel io/ with the diphthong / aCJ/ . In other word, all of the Informants 

dmngc<l thc munophthong with a diphthong (<liphlhongizulion). 

3.1 .2.N The Quali of Vowel /o(J)/ as in the word ' go' 

I RECEIVED 
PRONUNCIATION / goQ/ 

INFORMANT 1 I •61 
INFORMANT 2 I 61 
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INFORMANT 3 /fl,6/ 
INFORMANT 4  /J!.6/ 
1NFORMANT 5 /J!.6/ ----

T.thlc J.1.2.n The Informants' pronund.alion oC lhc word 'go' 

All of the Jnfonnants monophthongized the diphthong loo/ to the 

mid-back vowel /6/ . 

3.1 .2.0 The Quality of Vowel /a/ as in the word 'her' 

RECEI V ED 1 
PRONUNCIATION /ha/ 1 

INFORMANT 1 /her/ I 
INFORMANT 2 /her/ i 

-- JNFO_J!MANT �-�lcr/ _ _; 
INFORMANT 4 /her/ : 
INFORMANT 5 /he/ 1 

Tablc 3.1.2o The Informants' pronundal ions of the word 'her' 

All of the lnfonnanls pronounced the mid-central vowel (reduced 

vowel) /a/ fairly well since it sounds similar with the Javanese vowel /et. 

The difference is that INFORMANT l ,  rnFORMANT 2, INFORMANT 3, 

and INFORMANT 4 pronounced the Ir/ while INFORMANT 5 did not. 

3. 1 .2.P The Quality of Vowel IN as in the word ' hut' 

I RECEIVED /h/\tll . 

PRONUNCIATION \ 
INfORMANT I /hat/ 
INFORMANT 2 /hat/ I 
I NFORMANT 3 /hat/ 
INFORMANT 4 /hat/ 
INFORMANT S /hat/ 

Table J.l.2p The Jniormanls' pronundatfons of the word 'hut' 

All of the Infonnants pronounced the low-central vowel IN fairly 

well since it sounds similar with the Javanese vowel /al. 
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3.1 .2.Q The Quality o f  Vowel /a l /  as i n  the word 'bye' 

RECEIVED /ba i l) 
PRONUNCIATION I . .  

INFORMANT I /ba t /  
JNFORMANT 2 /ba t /  I 
INFORMANT 3 /bat/  

I ! 
INFORMANT 4 /ba t /  
INPORMANT 5 /ba 1 /  

Table 3.1.2.q The Informants' pronunciations oC the word 'bye' 

AH of the lnfonnants pronounced the diphthong /a 1 /  fairly we11 . 

3.1 .2.R The Quality of Vowel lam/ as in the word 'how' 

RECEIVED /hao/ I PRONUNCIATION I 
INFORMANT 1 /hiJ/ i 
INFORMANT 2 /ha/ 

INFORMANT 3 /haot 
INFORMANT 4 /hao/ ! 
INFORMANT S /hao/ 

Table 3.1.2.r The Informants' pronuncialion oC lhc word 'how' 

INFORMANT I and INFORMANT 2 monophthongize<l the 

diphthong laool to /al. INFORMANT 3 pronow1ced the diphthong but 

substituted /a/ with I al. 

3.1 .2.S The Quality of Vowel /0 l/ as in the word 'boy' 

RECEIVED 
PRONUNCIATION 

INFORMANT I 

INFORMANT 2 

INFORMANT 3 

INFORMANT 4 

/bot/ 
/bot/  

/bot/ 
/bot/ 
/bot/ 

- - ----

' 
' 

I 

I 
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[ INFORMANT 5 l / 00 t � 
Table 3.1.2.r The Informants' pronundatons of the word 'boy' 

/\II of lhe ln formanls pronounced the diphthong /0 l /  fairly well. 

3. 1 .2.T The Quality or Vowel IOI as in the word •1tot' 
�·------· ----1 

· RECEIVED /hot/ i PRONUNClJ\TlON I 
INFORMANT 1 I- INFORMANT 2 

lhotJ ! 
/hot/ [ 

1---------+---=--i 
INFORMANT 3 /hot' ( 
INFORMANT 4 ; /hot/ i 

-------------- ----- j 
INFORJvlANT s /hot/ I 

- - J 
Tahle J.1.2.t Thl' Informants' pronunciations of the word 'hot' 
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All of the lnfonnants pronounced the low-back vowel /o/ fairly well 

since i t  sounds similar with the Javanese vowel /o/. 

3.2 Analysis of the Data 

Regarding to the assumptions made in sub-chapter UI . . 3 that , 1) they will 

tend to pronounce lax vowel instead of tense vowel as the words given are 

monosyllabic and in closed syllable and 2) they will tend to monophthongize the 

diphthongs as there is no diphthongs in Javanese, the following paragraph will 

show the analysis whether or not the assumption is proved, and if it is proved, 

how many Infonnants did that. 

We can see that assumption l occurred in pronouncing 'bad 'and 'bed' 

(pronounced by an 5 Infonnants), 'foot' (pronounced by INFORMANT 1 ), 'heat' 

(pronounced by INFORMANT 1 ,  INFORMANT 2, and INFORMANT 5), 'hit' 

(pronounced by INFORMANT l and INFORMANT 5), 'hate' (pronounced by 
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INFORMANT 2, INFORMANT 3, INFORMANT 4, and INFORMANT 5, 'here' 

(pronounced by INFORMANT 3 ), •hair' (pronounced by INFORMANT 3 and 

INFOR MANT 5). ' hut' {pronounced by all 5 In formants), •hot' (pronounced by 

all 5 lnfonnanls). 

For the assumption 2 (monophthongization), It occurred in pronouncing 

'hate' (pronounced by INFORMANT 1 ), 'hair' (pronounced by INFORMANT 3 

and INFORMANT 5), 'go' (pronounced by al l 5 Informants), 'how' (pronounced 

by INFOR!vtANT I and INFORMANT 2). 

For the assumption 3 (regularization), it occurred in pronouncing 'saw' 

and 'foot'. All of the lnfonnants regularized that evety vowel ended by consonant 

/w/ should be diphthon1 ized (added with the vowel quality /Cl/) - -as in •now' ,  

' low·, 'blow·, etc. While i n  the word •foot', I N FORMANT 2 ,  3 ,  4 ,  and 5 

regularized that the spelling 'oo' should be pronounced /u/ as in the word 'food',  

'moon' ,  'soon' , 'boom', etc. 

Out of the asswnption, U1ere was a diphtl1ongization occurred m 

pronouncing 'saw' (pronounced by all 5 lnfonnants). 

The jumbled misprommciation of some English vowels is caused by the 

different nature between English vowels and Javanese oncs--cspccially about the 

occum:net of the tense vowels and the lax ones. As we know , in English, all or 

the vowels can occur in closed syllables but there is only a restricted set of VO\\i"els 

can occur in open syllables. While in Javanese, the regularity occurs in the final 

sy1Jable: 
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l )  only the lax vowels /a, o ,  l'l, e, i I plus the reduced vowel /e/ can occur in 

closed-final syllable� 

2) and, only the tense vowels /a, c, i, 6, (if can occur in 01fon-linal syllable. 

By and large, there arc four ways of how the Javanese Junior l ligh School 

Students mispro,10unced the vowels of English: · 

1 )  by shortening the long vowel (as in the words 'bad' and 'heat' ) 

2) by lengthening the short vowel (as in the words ' foot' and 'hit') 

3) by monophthongizing the diphthongs (as in the words 'hate' and 'go') 

4) by diphthongizing the monophthongs (as in the word ·saw' ) 
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CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
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