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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION
This chapter, the researcher present abowt several pans. They are the

English activities students need strategy such as metacognitive Siralcgy.



Accordmg to Flavell J. H (2010) metacogmitive 1s knowledge and control over
his or her thinking process in leaming sctivities including reading.
Moreover, the concept of metacognitive includes thinking about thinking

process, self awareness, and und ding in leaming. The characteristic of
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“The Use of Meracognitive Strategy to Improve the Student’s Reading

Comprehension at Eighth Grade of SMP Muhammadivah 6 Makassar®



B. Problem Statement
Based on the background above, the researcher formula the following
problem statement:

Does the students’ literal comphehension improve using metacognitive




b. For Teacher
The researcher hope that this research that will give knowledge about

strategy in teaching process and also help English teacher find of
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CHAPTER 1l

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

This chapter consist of four main section, namely previous related research
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les is strong. And the score of t-test was 10.20 than
t-able 2.042 therefore, it could be concluded that there was significant



relationship between the metacognitive strategy and students reading
achievement at the fifth semester students of department of English education
Third, Lestari (2017) in the ttle “the influences using metacognitive

strategy on the students’ reading gcomprehension ai the tenth graders of
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strategy training affected students speaking achievement.




Related to the findings stated above, This research have the similarity
with them because this research also use metacognitive strategy. While the
different with the four researchers above and this research is from the research

design, skill, matenal and this resegich focus to improve the students reading

by understanding it from word to word or in sentences,

T



According to Charles & Hamka, (2011:9) say that reading is a process
transmitting information where the author as the informant and the reader is

the received information. In the Reading activities the researcher and the
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b. Reading Process
In reading processes there are three types of reading According to Brown
and Hudson (2011: 298)

1} Bottom-Up Processing
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processing occurs spontancously in reading activities,
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‘ d. The Purpose of Reading
If the students read some book, the student’s certainly know information

that available on the text. According to Mikulecky and Jefrries (2010) as

quoted by Risdianto (2012:94) there are two purpose of reading:

task, motivation, goals, and language skill.

b
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c. Kinds of Reading
(Brown, 2013
, 2013 308) in his statement
say that there
are four kinds
of
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According to Wolley, (2017:15); Nazirah (2020) said that reading
comprehension that a method of filtering out the meaning in the text. The
ams that to gamn the detailed understanding of what 1s mentioned in the rather
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(&) Main Idea
The main idea 15 the core of the paragraph. Assignment as a reader to
find of capture the main ideas in the reading to better understand and get

information. The mamn idea usually found that the beginning of the

nmg sentences. Sometimes, the

jain idea in the middle of
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2) Interpretive Comprehension
Interpretive comprehension is an implicit reading activity by trying to
understand what the author conveys in the reading text. Interprenive

SN2
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ideas and then combine all the main ideas into a logical paragraph so that a
conclusion i1s formed.

T
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3) Cntical Reading Comprehension
Critical reading is reading with the aim of providing an evaluation of a

reading text. The critical reader must be an active reader, and research the
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knowledge about knowledge, reflection or action. This shows that

metacognition is a mental process that helps students in solving their

T
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learming problems. In the field of education, especially in language learmng,
melacognitive is a leaming strategy used by students in planning and

mamtammg them learming process. In the mam research Juliana (2011),

Gustiana (2012) and Yaimin (204) found that metacognitive strategy is the
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(a) declarative knowledge: “knowing what” declarative knowledge is the
process by which students to know that using strategy in learning can
solve therr learning problems. For example, students know that

metacognitive 1s the right strategh that can be used in learmning.
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(¢) Evaluating Evaluating is processes measure the students’ comprehension
purposefully to know develop the students’ comprehension. Such as
Chang, C, & Liu, H (2013). In statement that if the students have too
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asccording to Tanjung (2017) that a student can be declared as a skill and

independent leamer or has metacognitive abilities if: know the learning
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objectives and know what is being taught. Knowing his or her learning goals,
have their own leaming strategy, monitoring their own learning progress, and
evaluate their own leaming strategy.

To make it easier students undegstand a reading text. A student needs three

determine students planning before
of the reading text, and

in the learning process. If the results of students’ evaluation are good so the

students leaming process will be better.
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¢. Third Meeting

1) The swdents divided into some groups. Then researcher gave the
students 6 topic descriptive text.

2) Next, students chose one topic descriptive text about tourism places the
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5) After that, the students answer the questions from the text and clarified
the answer questions,
6) The last, The researcher review the students answer as evaluation.




3. Post Test
The post test was given after treatment to found the students' reading
comprehension achievement.

B. Research Variable and Indicatg
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used purposive sampling technique because based on the observation and



mterview from the teacher, reading comprehension students' at eighth grade
still low especially on class B.
D. Research Instrument
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F. Technique of Data Analysis

. To found the score of students answer of the test the researcher used the

formula:

Score = —

“\pVAS

Tl \\\\ um.,//
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4 | Identify about the supporting details is very less clear didn't I
identify the supporting details

(Harmer & Tesilia 2014)



Table 3.3 Scoring classification students’ reading comprehension

(Gay & Alkhairiyah 2018)
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¢. To know how the improvement score of students in literal comprehension
(main idea and supporting detail) the researcher used formula.
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Table 3.4 The Classifymng of Testing used to accept or reject the hypothesis

T-test > T-table Rejected Accepted

© Tetest < T-table _ Rejected

(Gay, 2011: 49)

If value of T ifter calculating so, it
means that n sis (Hy) 1s
\ 4
-test
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CHAPTER IV
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION
This chapier consisis of two parts, findings and discussion of the research.

The finding of the research presénts the result of the students’ reading
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Table 4.1 The Score of Students’ in Literal Comprehension in Terms of
Main ldea and Supporting Details.
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2. | Improvement 41.74%
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Graphic 4.1 The Improvement Students’ Literal Comprehension in Terms
of Main Idea

metacognitive strategy could improved the students literal comprehension in

terms of mam idea.
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Table 4.3 Score Classification on Percentage of the Students’ Literal

Comprehension in Terms of Main Idea
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9 students got good 333
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students especially literal comprehension in terms of main idea most of them in
pre-test there was not students got excellent, but in post-test 7 (23.33%).
Students got excellent
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Graphic 43 the improvement students’ literal comprehension in term
supporting details
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metacognitive strategy could improved the students literal comprehension in

terms of supporting details.
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Table 4.5 Score Classification on Percentage of the Students’ Literal
CulnbcmiulnTmu of Supporting Details
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of them i pre-test there were 4 (13.33%) and in the post-test there were 15
(50%).
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Graphic 4.4 The Percentage of Students Literal Comprehension
Supporting Details
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Graphic 4.5 Students Improvement on Reading Comprehension

‘ B Pre-test @ Poat-test ® Improvemen!
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the result of T-test greather than T-table values it could be concluded null

hyphotesis (Hy) was rejected and altemative hyphothesis (H,) was accepied.
The result of t-test could be seen on the table below:




Table 4.7 The T-test Value the Students Improvement in Reading
Comprehension

SN
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directed relationship with reading comprehension and performance  the
students use these strategy performance better in reading Meanwhile
sccording to Zhang & Seepho (2013) concluced that metacognitive strategy
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in reading skills can be one solution to the problem of poor reading
comprehension, hence the need for it 1o be developed and emphasized in the
EFL teaching and learming process.

The resercher would compare g findings and the previous findings before
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process of treatment the rescarcher gave students reading test by using

metacognitive strategy the sudents would did different in leaming process




a2

they are so enthusistic active and made imaging what they was read. and the
last the researcher gave post-test to know how the students reading
comprehension after using metacognitive strategy i treatment. And the result
of students rading test it could be sgen below:
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of pre-test is lower (49.43) before using metacognitive stategy. And than after

using metacogmtive strategy the mean score of students in post-test was
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greater (72.7) it could be provided from the t-test>t-table and it could be seen
on table 44 it concluded that using metacognitive stategy in leaching
reading, can improved students reading comprehesion in supporting details.
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supporting details at eighth grade of SMP Mubammadiyah 6 Makassar.



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This chapter consists of two parts. The first part presented about some
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B. Suggestion
Based on the conclusion above, the researcher present some sugpestion

below:
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APPENDIX A

PRE-TEST

Name:
Class:
Read following text with carefully!
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Write down the supporting details of the second paragraph!
Write down the main idea of the third paragraph!
Write down the supporting details of the third paragraph!

I N O



KEYWORDS OF PRE-TEST

MAIN IDEA

1. Sloths are the slowest mammals on earth.

2. Sloths are very cute to look at but they don't put on much of a show.

3. Sloths are home to other plants and creatures.

SUPPORTING DETAILS

1. It takes a full minute for a sloth nuddi@ie move 6 feet to across to ground. You




APPENDIX B

POST-TEST

Name:
Class:
Read following text with carefully!

Regency. Sembalun is divided
into six villages and one ofither . become more popular as
ange of steep hills.




APPENDIX C
RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Satuan Pendidikan ' SMP Muhammadiyah 6 Makassar
Kelas/Semester VN
Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggns
Topik : Descriptive Tt

Skall : Rﬂdll‘lg
. i ll-

E. Mehd: Ftﬂbﬂqja ran
Ceramah. Diskusi

F. Media, Alat dan Sumber Belajar
Maten ajar descniptive text




pada teks.

3) Mengumpulkan Data atau Informasi

e Dengan bimbingan dan arahan guru, siswa mempertanvakan tentang
bagmmana cara menemukan gagasan pokok, mformasi nnc dan
mformasi tertentu dalam teks descriptive tersebut.

e Siswa dapat menemukan gagasan pokok, informasi rinci dan mformasi
tertentu  dalam teks descriptive tersebut dengan menggunakan
metacogniive stralegy.
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Dengan hrimhtng:m guru, siswa  mengungkapkan  bagaimana
mendeskripsikan sesuatu atau seseorang,




Kegiatan Inti (100 Menit)

2. Inti
Eksplorasi
1) Mengamati
* Sebelum membag kelompok, guru menjelaskan tentang metacognitve
strategy yang akan digunakan dalam belajar.
Dmm bimbingan guru, suswa djhug: mmjndl bﬁbuapn group dan

\\\\ mn ,//4
oy

”//, vw) m,;

17/111- u\\\\
!ib

¢ Guru dan pesenta didik secara bersama-sama membuat nngkasan bahan
| yang sudah dipelajan pada pertemuan ini.
- * Guru menjelaskan rencana kegiatan pembelajaran yang akan datang.




Kegiatan Pendahuluan (10 Menit)

'I. Pendahuiuan
. Gmnmyhmnmdﬂ&mpﬂisdanﬁﬁkmmkmgihﬁ
proses pembelajaran dengan membeni salam, mengnjak peserta didik
untuk mengawali kegatan dengan berdoa, dan memeriksa kehadiran

v i me, _
NN [T 9777, Y

S 1y, ;
pur, SR Temilily ot fenie b ds |
/ .: S

/.
:
N ' $"\\" Has, /
Ny
S e 2

dﬂnilnpndade&cﬁpﬁw text
* Masing-masing kelompok menjawab pertanyaan dan  membuat
i kesimpulan tentang descriptive text yang telah dibaca.




| Komunikasi

5) Mengomunikasikan

e Sctiap kelompok membacakan hasil diskusi sesuni yang didiskusikan
dengan anggota kelompoknya. Masing-masing kelompok memiliki
perwakilan untuk mempresentasikan hasil diskusinya.

. Gmhﬂmﬁﬂmmmmdaﬁmpkdﬂnpﬁ

Kegiatan Penutup 10 Men




APPENDIX D
Teaching Material 1

JELLYFISH
Jellyfish are not really fish. They are inveriebrate animals. This means that unlike

fish or people, they have no backbones. In fact, they have no bones at all. Jellyfish

stems or sensing the

irely of water, which is




Teaching Material 2

THE EIFFEL TOWER
The Eiffel Tower is an iron lattice tower located on the Champ de Mars in Paris.
Built-in 1889, 1t has become both a global icon of France and one of the most
recognizable structures in the world. The tower is the tallest building in Paris and the
most-visited paid monument in the world; millions of people ascend it every year.

Named after its designer, engineer Gusts gl the tower was built as the entrance
arch to the 1889 World's Fair.

The tower stands 324 m

- Wnite down the supporting details of the third paragraph!



Teaching Material 3
THE KOMODO ISLAND
The island of Komodo is a part of the Lesser Sunda chain of the Indonesian
islands. The island 1s particularly notable as the home of the giant monitor lizard,
often called the Komodo dragon. It lies on the Shape Strait between Flores and
Sumbawa islands and has an area of approximately 520 square km.
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Fontiilin iairiai i
JONI, MY FURRED FRIEND

My furred friend Joni, that's his name My older brother presented as my
birthday gft. He 1s a very cute cat and | love him so much.
Jomi has thick fur The dominant black with white spot makes him more
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APPENDIX E

THE RESULT OF STUDENTS WORKS PRE-TESTAND POST-TEST

et N
'///l " N\ \\
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3 Wole doun the suaes sdes of the third paragraph
A Write down the vupporting desashs of the thand paragruph’












APPENDIX F

STUDENTS SCORE OF PRE-TEST IN READING COMPREHENSION

SAMPLE | MAINIDEA | SUPPORTING DETAILS | SCORE

S-1 58 50 54
§-2 41 58 49.5
S-3 50 58




APPENDIX G
STUDENTS SCORE OF POST-TEST IN READING COMPREHENSION

SAMPLE | MAIN IDEA | SUPPORTING DETAILS | SCORE
s ] 100 I 815
52 100 &3 915
53 75 A G 75
54
55

/0T
/’ '.!V \




THE CLASSIFICATION SCORE OF STUDENTS PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST

APPENDIX H

1ane
" Nddu

IN LITERAL COMPREHENSION
I e B
Sample | proTest Post-Test
Main ldea Main Idea | Classifying
S 58 75 Fairly Good
S-2 Excellemt

Fairly Good |




APPENDIX |

THE CLASSIFICATION SCORE OF STUDENTS PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST

IN LITERAL COMPREHENSION
_ Indicator (Supporting Details)
Sample | PreTest | Pos-Test
Supporting Supporting .
Details - Detalts | Cseifying
S-1 50 100 Excellent
S.2 58 3 Good
§-3 66 ' Fairly Good
54 Poor
5-5 irly Good
% :
@ A
L)
‘Al
9
8 T
£\ 5
<
o
4 N\
5 3 A | )
$-2
S-27
S-28 30 Fairly Good
529 50 Poar 83 Good
$-30 66 Fairly Good 66 Fairly Good




APPENDIX J
The results of students reading comprehension include literal comprehension main
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APPENDIX K
THE MEAN SCORE OF STUDENTS PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST IN

LITERAL COMPPREHENSION

1. Mean score of students pre-test and post-test in literal comprehension (Main ldea)




APPENDIX L
THE IMPROVEMENT OF STUDENTS IN LITERAL COMPREHENSION
I. The improvement students’ in literal comprehension (main idea)

Xz-X1
P X1

x 100%

p = 1843-5533
55.33

x 100%

P=222x 100%

55.33

23.1000
P =

.....

a4 ;
P 5223 % 100%
=22 p= 4468%




APPENDIX M
CALCULATING THE T-TEST ANALYSIS
Calculaung the T-test analysis of reading comprehension
Notes:

D=2363
D* = 69.945

T-Test Value = 4.14



APPENDIX N
The Distribution of t. Table

Level significant (p) = 0.05

Degree of Freedom (df) = n-2 where n= number of sample
Df: 30-2=28

T. Table = 2.048
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25. | 0684 1316 2,060 2485 | 2787
26. | 0684 1315 2.056 2479 | 2719
27 0.684 1314 2052 2473 2771
28. | 0683 1313 2.048 2467 2763
29 | 0.683 1311 2.045 2462 27%6
30 | 0683 1.310 2.042 2457 2750
40 | 0681 1303 2021 2423 2.704
60. | 0679 2.000 239 | 2660




APPENDIX O

DOKUMENTATION

Picture 1: Giving Pre-test in the class
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