ABSTRACT

This thesis focuses on correlation between students’ ability in using Indonesian
structure and English structure when writing simple sentence with simple future tense.
The writer feels interest to find out whether there is a correlation between students’
ability in their native language structure with the second language structure that they
- learned. Which is in this case s English language.

In order to find out the result, the writer distributed a questionnaire to 5™
semester English Department students at Bing Nusantara University., The research came
up with a ratio 0.75 of correlation coefficient that indicates a positive and close
relationship in correlation between students’ ability in using Indonesian and English
structure when writing simple sentence with simple future tense,

In short, this thesis reveals that ability in using native language structure is really
influemtial for second language learners. '
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