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Word formation occurs when we want to form new meaning, word class, and
grammatical need. Morpheme is defined as the smallest meaningful unit of a
language. This study to purpose to explain the errors that Libyan students
made in using derivational morphemes, to explain why they make such errors
and to find the solutions to overcome these errors. Research design in this
study is qualitative research. Data in the form of quotes from documents, field
notes, and interviews or excerpts from videotapes, audiotapes, or electronic
communications are used to present the findings of the study. Based on the
findings and discussion, the conclusion of this research as follows: The errors
made by Libyan students in Semarang city in using derivational morphemes
is varied from one student to another student, from the omission, addition,
misordering and misformation, about the prefix and suffix. The contribution
made to this study is by knowing the number of errors that occur in Libyans in
English.
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INTRODUCTION

Word formation occurs when we want to
form new meaning, word class, and grammatical
need. Meaning in this sense is to form new
meaning from the previous one, like the word
characteristic is created by adding the suffix -istic
to the base character. The meaning of the word
becomes the opposite of the meaning of the base
The
character”.

word. word means “having some

Word class is to changing the part of
speech, example the word characteristic. The
suffix -istic change the part of the speech from a
to be

“characteristic”. Then the grammatical is to

noun “character” an adjective
indicate syntatic or semantic relations between
different words in a sentences, like in waits.
Morpheme -s shows agreement with the subject
of the verb (both are third person singular).

In the process of word formation, there
are two functions; derivational and inflectional
functions. Derivational function is to form a new
word with the new meaning and it also can
change the part of speech (word class) of root.
The derived word is often of a different word
class from the root. Based on the statement
above, derivational have any characteristic: a) in
many case, but not all, derivational suffixes
changes the part of speech of the word. The
noun act becomes an adjective by addition of -
ive, and to the adjective active we could add -ate,
making it verb activate. b) typically occur before
inflectional suffixes, example in chillier. The
derivational suffix -y comes before the
c¢) the words with which
derivational suffixes combine are an arbitrary
matter. To make a noun adornment from the

inflectional -er.

verb adorn we must add the suffix -ment and no
other suffix will do, whereas the verb fail
combines only with -ure to make a noun failure.

To learn a second language is not easy
thing, this shown by professional linguists and
scholars point of views during their long
experience and hard-working in this field
because the learner is going to know a lot of new
words and expressions of those people language
grammatical structure. The English language
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linguistics as general and especially morphology
which the researchers are going to talk about in
this study includes a lot of elements. In order to
get proficient linguistic performance, you should
take long time to learn. Language is an essential
communication tool for human life.

Morpheme is defined as the smallest
meaningful unit of a language Words are made
up of morphemes. The morphemes which can
meaningfully stand alone are called free
morphemes while the morphemes such as —er
and —s, which cannot meaningfully stand alone
called Bound

morphemes free

are bound morphemes.
be attached

morphemes. Bound morphemes are also called

must to
affixes which can be classified into prefix, infix,
and suffix. English only has two kinds of bound
morphemes namely prefixes and suffixes. There
are not infixes in English. Boun morphemes are
classified into two namely derivational and
inflectional morphemes. This article tries to
discuss derivational morphemes.

These morphemes are complicated so that
understanding what derivational morphemes are
is important Therefore, we must be able to
master the language and its elements such as
so forth. The
language itself consists of two aspects namely

vocabulary, structure, and
form and meaning. In relation to meaning, the

smallest meaningful unit in language is
morpheme Also this problem associated with the
effort of the learner and his\her existing around
those who have full
(Muctar, 2007).

Added to that, there are there many big
problems; a foreign Language learner shall face
study this major aspect of Language

linguistics in his/her country as a second

English experience.

in

language. For instance the following types of
problems: derivational —morphemes,

exceptional in English morphemes. Forming

some

new words refers to the ways in which new
words are created and become part of the
language. Forming new words from the existing
words by adding affixes. Affixes is a common
way of creating new words in any language
especially in English. English has added the
attentive suffix -er to the prepositions up and
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down to create the nouns upper and downer to
refer to phenomena that lift or dampen spirit.
Commonly -er is added to a verb (V) to create a
word with the sense “one who V's”: Singer “one
who sings”; Writer “one who writes” and so on
(Robert, 2014).

The differences between derivational and
morphology
ambiguous to explain in some languages. As

inflectional are  somewhat
mentioned above, bound morphemes consist of
inflectional and derivational morphemes.
Inflectional morphemes are those which do not
create new meaning. These morphemes never
change the syntactic category of the words or
morphemes to which they are attached. They
only refine and give extra grammatical
information about the already existing meaning
of words which they are attached to (Akande
2001).

With morphology the students can learn
about grammar and structure of English. To
understand how the shape changes in a word,
the writer may understand the process of
changing the word. The term morphology is
Greek and made of morp- meaning ‘shape,
form’, and —ology which means ‘the study of
something’. Affix morphemes can be divided

into two major functional categories, namely

derivational ~morphemes and inflectional
morphemes (Crowley, 2005).
Morphology is the study of word

formation, including the ways new words was
coined in the languages of the world, and the
way forms of words are varied depending on
how they are used in sentences (Lieber, 2009). In
the process of word formation, there are some
interesting words in English which lead the
researcher to conduct this researcher. For
example, the rule of suffixes -er which means a
person who does whatever the verb means.
Some words need to be multiplied in their last
letter and added with -er when there is only three
letters within the word (one vocal letter between
two consonants), such as ,sit™ becomes ,,sitter”
or ,,cut” becomes ,,cutter”. In another condition,
if there is a word which is ended in vocal /-¢/, it
only needs suffixes -7, such as ,love™ becomes
,lover” or ,lie* becomes , lier" (John, 2008).
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Wulandari’s (2014) research entitled a
morphologycal analysis of derivational suffixes
in short stories.enjoyment is the word that
formed from the base morpheme “enjoy” and
the bound morpheme suffix “-ment“.The results
of this study were from 205 data, the researcher
found four forms of derivational suffixes, the
first was noun 47 data that consists —ance 4 data
or 1.95%, -ence 1 datum or 0.48%, -ation 5 data
or 2.43%, -ment 7 data or 3.41%, —ion 10 data or
4.87%, -ness 15 data or 7.31%, and —ity 1 datum
or 0.48%. Second is verb 1 datum that consists -
ize 1 datum or 0.48%. Third is adjective 38 data
that consists —able 5 data or 2.43%, -ful 9 data or
4.39%, -less 12 data or 5.85%, -al 4 data or
1.95%, and —ous 6 data or 2.92%). Fourth is
adverb 119 that consist —/y 119 data or 58.04%.

This study was entitled “An Error Analysis
in Changing Verbs to Nouns” and it conducted by
Fitria (2008). In this study, she tried to find out
the errors in changing verbs into nouns made by
forty-two students of the eleventh year students
of SMU 1 Gebog Kudus in the academic year of
2007/2008. The result showed that there were
115 errors in using suffix -ance, 108 errors in
using suffix - or, 107 errors in using suffix -ence,
101 errors in using suffix -ment and suffix -ant, 76
errors in using suffix -er, 59 errors in using suffix
-ure and suffix -ry, 58 errors in suffix -age, 55
errors in using suffix -ion and suffix -ent, 52
errors in using suffix -ist, and 39 errors in using
suffix —al.

Fajrina (2014) conducted his research
about a morphological analysis of derivational
suffix In obama speech. The results showed two
points. Firstly, There were 164 data .From the
data, there were 57 (34.72%) data of verb into
noun, consists of suffix -ation (9 data), -ion (20
data), -er (4 data), -or (2 data), -ee (1 datum), -ing
(5 data), -ment (14 data), -a/ (2 data). And then
23 (14.01%) data of adjective into noun, consists
of suffix -ness (15 data), -ity (8 data). Then, 6
(3.64%) data from noun into verb, consists of
suffix -ize (4 data), and -en (2 data). While, 37
(22.51%) data from noun into adjective, consists
of suffix -al (13 data), -ful (11), -ous (3 data), -less
(4 data), -Iy (2 data), -ive (2 data), -ish (1 datum)
and -ic (1 datum). And then 3 (1.82%) data from
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verb into adjective, contains of suffix -ive (1
datum), and -able (2 data). And the last is suffix -
Iy (38 or 23.17%) data from adjective into
adverb. Secondly, suffixes -ation, -ion mean result
of processes. Suffix -ing, -ment mean processes or
result. Thirdly, suffix -ness, -ity mean expressing
state or condition. Suffix -ee means person who
do something indicated by verb. Suffix -er and -
or mean person or thing that do something.
Suffix -a/ means pertaining to x indicated by the
noun. Suffix -ize means put in the place or state
indicated by the noun, and suffix -en means
Suffix
characterized by x; suffix -less means without x;

make more Xx. -ful means being
suffix - ous means having the quality of; suffix -
ive means having the tendency to x; suffix -ish
means having the nature or character of x; and
suffix -able means capable of being x. The last,
suffix -/y means in the manner of.

Setyani (2016) made a study that was
concerned with the error analysis of derivational
morpheme. It aimed to find out what kinds of
errors and the most frequent error in which the
students made in forming derivational word. It
was a descriptive qualitative research. The result
showed that out of the total errors (146), the
majority of errors were deriving noun from noun
and adjective from verb with 30 errors. This is
relevant to the questionnaire result which
showed the highest percentage (60% or 15
students) found most of students found difficulty
in deriving noun from noun. The collected errors
were analyzed based on the Surface Structure
Taxonomy that specifies four types of errors
namely omission, addition, misformation and
misordering. There were 146 errors which
consisted of 98 (67.1%) misformation, 34
(23.3%) omission, and 14 (9.6%) addition. From
the result, it can be concluded that errors were
found in all categories of derivational morpheme
and it was crystal clear that the most frequent
errors were misformation. Therefore, the writer
suggests that the students should learn and
practice more in deriving morphemes.

Research conducted by Wati and Bharati
(2014) the findings showed that the three teacher
candidates had implemented scientific approach
in their teaching speaking although there still a
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lot of imperfectness and it can be concluded

that between 1st, 2nd, and 3rdteacher
candidates, the 3rdwas the best to
implement the scientific approach. The

three teacher candidates also found problems
in their teaching such as many students were
hardly to speak English directly because of the
vocabulary and lack of practice. However, both
teacher candidates were able to solve the
problem by peer error correction.

Rozi (2015) showed that the quality and
quantity of learners’ speaking skills in English
improved when they practised English in a
the
conversation lounge enhances learners’ speaking

conversation lounge. Participation in
skills and enriches their vocabulary, improves
their pronunciation, strengthens grammar, and

has a positive impact on their fluency.
METHODS

Research design in this study is qualitative
research. The participants were ten Libyan
students
Semarang, Central Java, Indonesia; namely
State
and

studying in three Universities in

University, Diponegoro
University Agung
University). The ten participants were from
different majors of Master and Doctoral degrees.
They can use English language in their study so
they have a basic knowledge(Azwar, 2007).

In this study, the researcher used

(Semarang

Sultan Islamic

a descriptive qualitative method. In that the
researcher was interested to analyze ten previous
texts which were written by Libyan students
from their assignments in order to explain three
main points. Firstly, the errors are made by
Libyan students in wusing derivational
morphemes. Secondly, the reasons are behind
these errors. Thirdly, the solutions that help
them to overcome these errors from grammar
point of view. It could be in the form of written
forms. These forms are ten previous English
texts will be taken from previous papers which

were done during their assignments

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
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Based on the research result in this study,
it is known that the
students in Semarang city in using derivational
morphemes variated, from the
addition, misordering and misformation, about

errors made by Libyan
omission,

the prefix and suffix. The error made by Libyan

students such as Misformation in noun
derivation “Noun to Noun”, Omission in
adverb derivation “Adjective to Adverb”,

Omission in noun derivation “ Verb to Noun”,
Addition in adjective derivation ‘“Noun to

”
’

Adjective Misformation in adjective
derivation “Noun to Adjective”, Misordering in
noun derivation “noun to noun”, Misformation
in adjective derivation “Adjective to Adjective”,
Omission in adverb derivation “adjective to
adverb”, Omission in verb derivation “verb to
verb”, Omission in adverb derivation “adjective
to adverb”, Misformation in noun derivation
“noun to noun”, Omission in noun derivation
“verb to noun“. The errors made in text 1 are 12
with 2 errors in the prefix and 10 errors in the
suffix. The errors made in text 2 are 14 with 2
errors in the prefix and 12 errors in the suffix.
The errors made in text 3 are 13 with 3 errors in
the prefix and 10 errors in the suffix. The errors
made in text 4 are 8 with 2 errors in the prefix
and 6 errors in the suffix. The errors made in
text 5 are 15 with 2 errors in the prefix and 13
errors in the suffix. The errors made in text 6 are
10 with 1 errors in the prefix and 9 errors in the
suffix. The errors made in text 7 are 2 with 0
errors in the prefix and 3 errors in the suffix. The
errors made in text 8 are 3 with 0 errors in the
prefix and 3 errors in the suffix. The errors made
in text 9 are 3 with 1 errors in the prefix and 2
errors in the suffix. The errors made in text 10
are 6 with 2 errors in the prefix and 4 errors in
the suffix. From the result it also can be
concluded that the majority errors is suffix rather
than prefix. The most errors is the Omission in
Adverb Derivation “Adjective to Adverb” and
Omission in Noun derivation, adverb to Noun.
According to Haspelmath (2002, pp. 1-2)
morphology is the study of internal structure of
words, needs some qualification, because words
have internal structure in two very different
senses. The word of language can be divided
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into two broad categories, closed and open, of
which the
morphology. The closed categories are the
function
determiners, and a few others. Newly coined or

only latter are relevant to

words, pronouns, conjunctions,
borrowed words cannot be added to these
categories, which is why we say that they are
closed. The categories of words that are open are
the major lexical categories: nouns, verbs,
adjectives, and adverbs. It is to these categories
that new words may be added. Because the
major problem of morphology is how people
make up and understand words that they have
never encountered before, morphology is
concerned only with major lexical categories.

The lecturers have to learn more to handle
the students™ errors and how to guide them to
avoid the same errors. The students should learn
harder. Their perception n of derivational affixes
should be changed. It is a way to create a good
atmosphere when learning about derivation,
especially derivational affixes (Parsih, 2019)

Derivational morphemes are bound
morphemes or affixes which derive or create
new words by either changing the meaning or
the part of speech or both. English derivational
morphemes can be classified into two namely
derivational prefixes and derivational suffixes.
Most of the English prefixes do not change part
of speech although they are derivational. The
derived words undergo the change of meaning.
On the contrary, Most of derivational suffixes
change part of speech (O’Grady, 2006). Errors
are departure from the linguistic structure of the
language in the massage intended to be
conveyed (Sukmawati, 1995, p 23). Errors are
the problems that made by Libyan students
when they say or write the structures of English
grammar (Amalina, 2018).

The reasons why do Libyan students
make such errors because English is not their
mother tongue so the Libyan students have
some difficulties to speak and write derivational
morphemes in English, also they are lack of
practices, and the rules in English different with
Arabic, lack of knowledge about derivational
morphemes. Besides that, the majority that often

happens to Libyans is in the mistakes that occur
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due to the first overgeneralization which causes
miss spelling or misconduct mistakes that have
been made but have not been corrected. Both of
these false conceptual hypothesized things
happen because of misunderstanding of speech
because they are not familiar with English
three of rule
restrictions are errors which they know are

vocabulary. The ignorance
wrong but which make them unwilling to be
corrected. Finally, the fourth is the incomplete
application of rules that occurs due to lack of
understanding of English vocabulary or
pronunciation.

This study also in line or supported with
previous study done by Agustiani (2019) it is
suggested that the students should learn more
about morphology especially in forming plural
and learn how to construct words into phrase or
clause to be a good text. It is also suggested that
the lecturer should give more extra attention to
those who still have difficulties in dealing with
morphosyntax, and she also should give them
the feedback. The difference of this study with
the previous study is the samples of using
students

researchers are Libyans so that the sample will

Libyans as respondents because
be obtained more easily. The similarity in this
study with the previous study is to use the
descriptive analysis to reveals the error of
derivational morphemes.

The novelty of this study is focused on
explaining the errors made by Libyan students
and explaining the reasons that are behind these
errors and also explaining the solutions that help
them to overcome these errors from grammar
point of view and more deep understanding to

the researcher sheds light on derivational

morpheme.
CONCLUSION
Based on the analysis result and

discussion, the conclusion of this research as
follows: the majority errors is suffix rather than
prefix. The most errors is the Omission in
Adverb Derivation “Adjective to Adverb” and
Omission in Noun derivation, adverb to Noun.
The reason of Libyan student to make such error
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lack
morphological rules so this make him confused

because has understanding  about
all the time and make errors with derivational
morphemes. This research contributes for the
teaching English such as the lecturers have to
learn more to handle the students’ errors and
how to guide them to avoid the same errors. The
suggestion is the Libyan students can overcome
by: read the script, then listen, more practice or
thorough in vocabulary and grammar and
especially in using derivational morphemes.

This study was limited for exploring the
derivational morphemes errors and explaining
how to use derivational morphemes during
for future

researchers, they should focus on exploring the

writing English texts. Therefore,
other linguistic errors and explaining how these
linguistic errors relate to each other in using
derivational morphemes  during writing or
speaking English texts.
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