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ABSTRACT 

AGUSTIEN 
Mastery of Polysemy in 
second year students 
Surab-aya) 

Krakowian (1985:1) 

19tt7 
Context (A 
of ·~Mnu 

"'-'LJ \J .L:r. 

states that 

The Studente --
case study: The 
"Stella t1aris .. 

t.he adequate 
mastery of foreign language of vocabulary is very 
important in developing the ability to eucce.sfully 
interact in the target language. Therefore, by mastering 
vocabulary of the target language, the learners will have 
the ab-ility to produce or use t.he wc.rds properly in the 
written and oral form. 

Shepherd (1973:39) also states that vocabulary is 
one w..--..~+ 

UJ',_··~· V gignificant. 
per;3on needs a 

azpect of language 
certain amount of 

vocabulary to survive , but should not stop increasing 
his vocabulary. This is in line with Taylor"s statement 
{ 1990: ix) that V\..."\Cal:~ulary ~z important in language 
teaching and learning. Moreover, accordlng to Palmer 
( 1£+53: 100), " Not only do diffe:rent words have· differe:r1t 
meanings," It means that the learners can not determine 
the word exactly if they do not know the meaning of 
words in context. 

In line with t11e idea, the writer int,ended to know 
the £tudentB ·· ma~tery i._")f the second year students of SMUK 
UStella Marls'" Sural~aya ~ belonging to t6he academic year 
of 1995/1996. The writer made sets of polysemy test based 
on part of speech, namely : verb 1 adjecti•:e, adverb, 
noun. Before administrating the real test., t.he pilot test 
had been given to the students t<.."> make sure whether the 
test was gc•od or not. The e:tudents were gi•;en 90 minutes 
t<.."> finizh the test. From the tezt, the writer could get 
the e:tudente:" score ae: the data of their polye:emy ma;:;tery 
level. The scores were then categorized into mae:tery 
level as proposed by Drs. Moh. Uzer Usman and Dra. Lllis 
Setiawati. If the studente: can answer t.he test > 94~i. 
C<..">rrectly, it means that their master:.· ie: maximal or 
special. And when they can ane:wer 85~i. - 94:~i; correctly, it 
means t.hat their mastery is very good or optimal. And 
when they can answer 75;~ - 34:7,; C<..">rrectly, it meane: that 
their maztery is good or minimal : But when they can 
only answer < 75% correctly, it means they have 
inadequate mae:tery level. 

The result from t.he test sh<..">Wed that. basically, 
the e:tudente: ·· mae:t.ery .._..,f polysemy in <..">verall was 
inadequate ( 7Uq. This means that in <..werall they could 

viii 



only answer the test 71% correctly. Then best mastery was 
about polysemy of vocabulary test in verb since the 
students who got inadequate were only 39 students. 
However, their lowest maetery was about polysemy 
V\."':Cabul.ary test in adverb eince most of t.he. f~t.udente 
inadequate Hj students. It was probably that 
polysemy of vocabulary in context was too difficult 
them, besides they did not have enough experience 
doing this kind of test. 

of 
got. 

this 
for 
in 

Therefctre, for the etth.ient8 ~ if would be wise if 
they develop thei14 polyBemy of vocabulary in context by 
reading more and more o.::ince through reading they will 
find a word whi•::h has more than one meanings in context. 
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