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CHAPTERII

INTRODUCTION

A. Background

English is one the subject matters learned by student that are given in

one’s manner in spea

accuracy. Marcel in Saprianto (2012:1), distinguishes the outlined of accuracy and
fluency. According to him that accuracy is the manner of people in using
appropriate words and the patterns of sentence while fluency of someone way of
speaking dealing with how to produce words in certain period of times without

missing any main words on their speech.



Speaking has important role in learning English because the students can
express their idea by speaking. Widdowson (1985: 57) states that speaking is a
means of oral communication that give information involves two elements namely
the speaker who gives the message and the listener who gives the message.

Without knowing how to speak, the students can do nothing and they will become

passive students in the cl

earning speaking, teacher is needed
motivate the students to_inip \ eaking, so they can be activeis
speaking class. Ae /"1"*5 MU Hw- - en did PPL in different
school, mes / mKASN m"‘ﬁ) : sh well specialy

eight components:
making meaningful connections, doing significant work, self-regulated learning,
collaborating, critical and creative thinking, nurturing the individual, reaching

high standard, and using authentic assessments.

Related to the statements above, the researcher did pre -observation that

was done at the Eleventh Grade Students of SMK Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru



the researcher faced many problems in teaching learning process. The crucia
problems were the students’ problems in speaking. The problems were; first, the
students always did mistakes in grammar and pronunciation aspect. Basicaly,
they only spoke English but they did not pay attention to the sentence structure
and correct pronunciation. Second, the students were afraid of making mistake in

speaking English. It indicat&e that the:students had limited vocabulary. Third, the

students were difficult to*Sg \L

%.r)ﬂ-lﬂ:llme o wv“ SES [ NlNere are some
=
N 2

V‘LE Jf.j‘,&“le"hlln' "J giag
\..?‘ ﬂ/’

Based on the explanation above, the researcher is motivated to carry out
the research which entitles: “ The Effectiveness of Talking Sick Method As
Contextual Teaching and Learning to Improve Students’ Speaking Ability at the

Eleventh Grade of SMA Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru*“.



B. Problem Statement
Based on the previous background, the researcher formulates research
questions as follows :
1. Isthe use of Contextua and Teaching Learning (Taking Stick Method)

effective to improve the students speaking accuracy at the Eleventh Grade

Significan of the

The finding of this research is hopefully to be very meaningful
information and reference as theoretical and practical information for teacher who
teach English at Junior school and Senior High school. As theoretical information
can be a reference of teachers in teaching English in order to develop students

speaking ability. This research can be practical information to English teachers to



teach speaking by Contextua Teaching Learning (Talking Stick Method) which
can gain the full responses students of the Eleventh Grade of SMK
Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru.

E. Scopeof theResearch

This research is limited on the use of Contextual Teaching and Learning




CHAPTERIII

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

A. Previous Related Findings

In this part, the researcher writes down some previous related research

findings found by some rWith this speaking, asfollows:
Wijarwadi, (2008)+1i eCt of Contextual Teaching

find the provious
research is about the same focus that is speaking ability, and two research fount
that using Contextual Teaching and Learning teaching speaking can improve the
student speaking skill. The different of these researches with research is can use
Taking Stick Method and the three researches did not specify the type of Method

that isused in the class.



B. The Concept of Speaking
1. Definition of Speaking

Speaking means an oral communication in giving ideas or information to
the other. It is the most essential way in which the speaker can express him
through the language.

(Widdowson, 1985: n act if communication through
C craction and occurs as a part of

speaking is commonly pef!

2 ﬁ?&% MUH'{I:M'\’ g.involves not only the
production o‘é&“e’% P.KAS-$4 4-)@ of the muscle of

a speaker makes a
definite decision address someone. Speaking maybe forcer on him in some
way but we can still say that he wants or intends to speak, otherwise he
would keep silent.

b. He has some communicative purposes that speakers say things because

they want something to happen as aresult of what they say.



c. He sdects his language store: the speaker has an infinitive capacity to
crease new sentenceif heis native speaker.

In relation of the statement of the statement above, the writer concludes

that speaking is a form to say or tak something with expressing of idess,

opinions, views and description to other for getting response or way of conveying

peoplein
divided

hul @\ ccording to
ﬁfﬁ’r iﬁ“l A ku

group etc.

It is impossible without mastering vocabulary. Therefore this element is
somewhat essential to learn before practicing speaking. The students sometimes

get trouble in memorizing al vocabulary that they know because they lack of



practicing and use them. Thus, they need to practice more to keep them in mind.

Furthermore, Harmer (1991:195) also divides vocabulary in two types, they are:

Active vocabulary refers to vocabulary that the students have learned, they are
expected to be able to use by the students. Passive vocabulary refers to word

which students will recognized when they meet them, but they will produce.

y— %v.
({"ﬁ% ‘read

| 1A3 ds thet 7 ﬁﬂr o
2 N, N
i

_'\,i.

4. Listening vocabulary is the stock of words to which one responds with
meaning and understood in speaking of other.

5. Reading vocabulary is the words that one response in writing of others.
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2. Pronunciation

Bryne (1981 : 15) states that pronounciation is the sound that the speaker
imitate where there are listening to other. He continues that language use ca from
other. In this case a listener can imitate from speaker and that say something to

other listener. Pronunciation is an act or result of production the sound of speech

including Articulation vowel formialien, accent and inflection. Often with

reference to some standa

“pronunciation” / ?L'El MUHA
V 02" nKAS
..:a?’. 2 ljﬂ( S,q

L ’q\\,nin.;//

""I*"lg‘a; -"i,‘.-*‘h"'u.p} y#gl"i" “, 2 ¢ t'will not

V? A Wik-0e"S8 Q’ *r but if we

how to use stress, to change the meaning of phrase, sentences and

question.

c. Intonation
Intonation is clearly important item and component user of language
recognize what meaning it has and can change the meaning of word they

through using it in different ways, when we taught English language,
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student’s need it use rhythms and stress correctly if they are to be
understood.

b. Fluency
According to random house Webster college dictionary, (1996: 500) that

fluency refers to able to speak or write smoothly, easily, or readily to an easy flow

isword are to respond able -*'ﬁ ate with base it suggest to ready flow an

accomplish speak or wii ‘M, of communication. Whereas

(Marcel, 1978: ,.A/ E\ﬁ MuH.ra‘-.;fa\ f.speaking dealing with

how to prot (0‘-’* $ K'AS -m?"IIII v \- any main word
S \\\.ﬂlﬁ

O "1 luhh 'h'" "h“-j "l_,;yr H is the
T ,-‘“' tion relate

feeling sure w students are aa Al. It is clear that is
confidence is the ways we feel about what we are going to and also our perception

how effectively we deal with other.

Self confidence is feeling sure about thing expressed or done by someone

to others. Furthermore confidence is the way we feel about what we are going to
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do or say, Klippel and Friederike, (1987: 87) states that self confidence is a mental

process which makes someone strong to do or to take action.

Speaking is the oral communication with other people speaking need
bareness. There are many students who have no self confidence so they cannot
communicate with other people. They sometimes fee embarrassed to speak

English. The face we present to JA‘* is rarely our rea face. It is considered

; ./ : werarely feel. Therefore

leaning conforming knowledge, the use of language (possibility of other
medium of communication in an endeavor to express concept of feeling).

Based on the definition above we can state that the performance in
speaking English is the capacity or the ability to do something by some action to
talk or speak. The relation between performance and active participation is

speaking English it is better perfectly true to say with reference usage, that



13

speaking is productive, and makes use of the aural medium. However, if we think
of speaking in term of use, the situation is rather different.
The students participate actively in speaking when they are; (1) giving

ideas in English, (2) asking question in English, and (3) responding/answering in

English.
2. Smoothness

through a good clustering
and reduce English with

30d reduce forms

1. TheUnderstanding of CTL

According to Johnson in Wijarwadi (2008:23) CTL Method is promoted as
the alternative for the new learning strategy. CTL emphasize the learning process
through. Constructing, not memorizing and teaching is interpreted as an activity
of inquiring process not only transferring knowledge to the students. In CTL,

students’ are expected to develop their own understanding from their past
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experience or knowledge (assimilation). It is important because our brain or
human mind functioned as the instrument for interpreting knowledge so that it
will have a unique sense.

According to Johnson in Wijarwadi (2008:4) CTL is an educationa
process aims help student see meaning in the academic subject with the context of
their daily lives, that is, with the comtext of their personal, social, and cultural,
circumstances. To achieve th /\*; 1.6 compass& the following eight
components; maki / [\t U ’f : *L significant work, self-

f'f;-,,

regulat A ' \‘\PJ‘ Aﬁu 34
::k = \\\d‘“ﬁf//

2.7 ‘ irw.x-wzﬁ

Student can make relationship among school and the various existing

contextsin the real word as business maker and as a citizen.
c. Sef-Regulated Learning
Student the significant work: it has purpose. It has connection with other,
it has connection with decision making and it has the concrete results or

products.
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Collaborating
Students are able to work together. The teacher helps students in order to
work effectively in agroup and teacher help them to understand the way

how to persuade and communicate each other.

Critical and Creative Thinking

Students are able t evel thinking critically and effectively.

Using Authentic
Students use academic knowledge in the real world context meaningful
purposes. For example, students may describe the academic information
that have learnt in subject of science, health, education, math. These
characteristics become the main components in applying CTL Method. It

is also clearly seen that these eight characteristics asks students for
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actively involving in classroom activity. Collaborating, nurturing the
individual and creative and critical thinking ask the students to responsible
for their own learning.

The role of teacher in Ccontextual Teaching Learning is to facilitate

students to find the fact or the meaning, concept, or principle for their selves.

Once these eight characterl ' classroom it will help both students

and teachers in creating¢ «v gre the learners have a great
responsibility in -/l e, MUH4>

3. ThePrij /l P‘KA S @
W < |

< S \\.d lr,;/ .

Jhﬂ_',;- ¢%-? ). Consuue is the

acquiring knowledge, i nowledge, applying knowledge and
reflecting on knowledge. The constructivism paradigm has led us to understand
how learning can be facilitated through certain types of engaging, constructive
activities. This model of learning emphasizes meaning making through active

participation in situated context socially, culturaly, historically, and politically.
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b. Inquiry

Basicdly, inquiry is a complex idea that means many things to many
people in any contexts. Inquiry is asking, asking something valuable that related
to the topic discussed. Inquiry is defined as .a seeking for truth, information or

knowledge. Seeking information by questioning. in applying inquiry activity in

the classroom teaching, ther al steps that should be followed that are

learning, questioning activity are useful for checking students comprehension,
solving problem faced by students, stimulating responses to the students,
measuring student’s curiosity, focusing student attention, and refreshing students

prior knowledge.
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d. Learning Community

In learning community, the result of learning can be gotten from gathering
others and also can be taken from sharing with friends, other groups, and between
make out person and not. Actualy, learning community has the meaning as

follows:

(1). Group of lear ﬁ communicate to share the idea and

experience. (2). Wo g

em. (3).The responsibility of

' language classes

Modeling activity can be summarized into demonstrates the teacher’s opinion and

demonstrates how does the teacher want the student to learn.
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f. Reflections

Reflection is the ways of thinking about what the students have learned
and thinking about what the students have done in the past. Reflection is
figuration of activity and knowledge that just have received. Teacher need to do

the reflections in the end of teaching learning process. In the end of teaching

learning process, teacher s|0ask student to do the reflection.
The realization of refl€C diving direct statement about the
information MUHq :ﬁ|7\4

some imprés : | , Ming process and

nal on student book,

judging their own lang

They frequently have a very clear idea of how well they are doing or have
done, and if we help them to develop this awareness, we can greatly enhance
learning36. Meanwhile, authentic assessment has some characteristics that are:(a)
Involves real world experience, (b) Allows access to information, (c) Encourages

the use of compuiter, dictionary and human, resources, (d) Engages the students by
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relevance, (e) Uses open-ended format, (f)Includes self-assessment and reflection,
(9) Warrant effort and practice, (h)ldentifies strength to enable students to show
what they can do and (i) Make assessment criteria clearer to students essentialy,
the question that needs to answer by authentic assessment is. Does the student

learn something? Not, what have they aready known. So, the students are

assessed through many way ssessed their examination test.

[ n components of
{‘n

activity. In this stg J material (e.g. in the
form of certain pictures or visual aid that describes some activities) in
which the student need to analyze it by their self. Try to challenge the
students with their own ideas and conceptions to interpret it. Allow them

to present their own idea and encourage them to apply their own idess,

experience and interest to direct learning process.
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c. Create learning community or learning in groups. This step will help
student to improve their leadership and their cooperation among the
student. In this step, the students discuss the material with their friends and
then they present it in front of the class. To make the learning process

more effective, teacher need to encourage the students to express their own

hCETER ) 20l in solving the

/ f'qllr

1. The Understanding of

Taking Stick is a method that was originaly used by Native Americans
to invite all people to speak or express opinions in a forum (meeting between
tribes). Talking Stick has been used for centuries by Indian tribes as a means of
listening to fairly and impartialy. Sticks spoke often used the council to decide

who has the right to speak. At the time chairman of the meeting began to discuss
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and discuss the issue, he must hold a stick. Stick will move to othersif he wants to
speak or respond. In this way the Taking Stick will move from one person to
another if the person wants to express his opinion. When al is your turn to speak,
stick to it and then returned again to the chairman or chairman of the meeting.

Taking Stick including one model of cooperative learning. According to

Kagan (2000: 1), a cooperatlve m term used in the procedure of

interactive learning, where ~ small groups to solve various

problems. Each s /-T uﬁ MU H.4 e, s, but also obliged
to assist -/ h’ S ? "inderstand a concept.
Y 0

= \\\d‘hﬁf% SR
;‘ - gy el 4
S

alking Stick

and then provides the
opportunity for students to read and learn the material on the handle /
package.

c. After finished reading the book and study it, the teacher invites the

students to close the book.
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d. Teachers take a stick and give it to the students, after which the teacher
provides questions and learners who hold the stick had to answer, and so
forth until the majority of learnersinherit to answer any questions from the
teacher.

e. Teachers provide conclusions.

f. Evaluation.

CTL (Taking stick
Method) in the plan of the research. In observation and reflection phase,
the researcher evaluates and decides whether the problems have
beensolved. Reflection in this action researches will be used to decide
whether the learning and teaching process is effective or not; or whether

CTL (Talking stick Method) improved the students’ speaking skill.
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Output refers to the result of teaching and learning process through using
CTL (Taking stick Method) which is indicated by the better reflection and
perfection in teaching speaking, the improvement of students speaking
ability and the students’ achivement after using CTL (Talking stick

Method).

acquracy in term prone

Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru.



CHAPTER 111

RESEARCH METHOD

A. Research Design

The research used Pre-experimental Design for this research with one

group pre-test and post-test design. ¥

/--- omparison between pre-test and post-test
scores determined the sueccs \c n.the treatment, the researcher

thought speaking.s G ;ﬁ _ MU HAI J6Taking Stick Method).
The design /Q"'%
N\

| [y |
> it
4 U SO

1. Pre-Test

The researchergave pre-test as a oral test to know the students’ speaking
focused on accuracy and fluency. The researcher asked the student to describe the

topic in front of class. The pre-test took one meeting.



26

2. Treatment

The technique held for four times and each meeting took 90 minutes.

Namely:

Opening

provides questions and learners who hold the stick had to answer, and so

forth until the majority of learners inherit to answer any questions from

the teacher.

o

Teachers provide conclusions.

f. Evauatio.



27

4. Closing

The researcher gave areview about the material and gave homework to the

students.

5. Post-Test

The student gave a post-tes as with pre-test in determining

whether or not there ’ speaking skill through
Contextual Teack /T ik Methoc)
SN WKASS 4 4,

= %}\uﬁ‘ Eﬁrfé he %’ dent and
SO

- (Contextual

ble is the

confidence).

C. Population and Sample
1. Population
The population of this research are al of the Eleventh Grade Students of
SMK 5 Muhammadiyah Tello Baru, consist of one class. So, the total number of

the population was 25 students.
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2. Sample
The sample of the research was the Eleventh Grade Students of SMK
Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru. In which the writer used random technique that
means of population become sample. Therefore the sample consist of 25 students.

D. Instrument of the Research

In collecting data, ther ehisyecording. Which oral speech to find out

the mastery of accurac

to find out the.i (W"r\:‘ MUH',
Contextua /‘é‘-% \{\].\ths,c

& %\‘ ‘hhf/

king St

ia

Excellent very  dlightly
influence by the mother tongue two or

three minor grammatical and lexical

errors.
Very good 80-89
Pronunciation is slightly influenced by
the mother tongue. A few minor
grammatical and lexical errors but
Good 70-79 must utterances are correct.

Pronunciation is still  moderately
influenced by the mother tongue but
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Fair

Poor

S

2 AT, 7

W Y ﬁ}?" R

not serious phonological errors. A few
minor grammatical and lexical errors
60-69 but only one or two major errors cause
confusing.

Pronunciation seriously influenced by
the mother tongue but only a few
0-59 serious phonological errors. Several
grammatical and lexical errors, two or
more errors cause confusing.

breakdown in

7

D E&\d‘lﬂdﬂf . $ .

n-.h i W'#n “"

appropriate using vocabulary.

Poor

3.6-55 | They speak hasty and more sentences are not
appropriate using vocabulary.

(Heaton, 1988:99)
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2. TheAssessment of Fluency

Table 2.3 The Assessment Self-Confidence

Classification Score Criteria

Excellent 9.6-10 Their speaking is very understandable and
high of self-confidence.

Very good 86-95 heir speaking is very understandable and
('mood of self-confidence.

d\HJ.-\r ‘1!""- m“w.‘

w “h
""u,.//"‘li N

S
(L

vocabulary) and fluency (self-confidence).

1. To fine out the mean score of the students’ test, the researcher used following

XX

formula: X = i

Where:

X = Mean score
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>X =Tota score
N = Thenumber of students (Gay, 1981:297).

2. Computing the frequency and the rate percentage of the students’ scores

x2-xl

P= x 100%
xl

Where: P : the percentage of improvement

X2

D = He difference between the matched pairs (X1-X2)
N = The total number of samples

1 = Constant number (Gay 1981: 331).



CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter consists of findings of the research and its discussion. The

findings of the research present the improvement of the students speaking ability

-E 3 'ﬁll- l
s g %ﬁa‘ﬂ“ 4

. L/ /]
S o -«%‘,?-%*.’.wfi

3i0
ﬁ:?i..

test. It showed from mean score of the students in pre-test and post-test and aso
improvement percentage. It could be seen in the table below:

Table 4.1. The Improvement of Students’ Speaking Accuracy

M ean score
i I mprovement
No. Indicator Pretest Post-test p

L Vocebulary 54.25 69.25 33.61%

2. Pronunciation
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Based on the table 4.1 , it showes that the mean score of the students in
pre-test were 54.25. Most of students felt confuse to develop their idea based on
the topic. It was caused they had less vocabulary and pronunciation. After that
researcher gave treatmentby using Contextual Teaching Learning (Talking Stick

Method) and the score of the students’ had improved. It showed in post-test which

" ﬂa\"\»
-l'. Ii:‘fl‘t

mean score of
accuracy

pre-test post-test




The graphic 4.1 shows that there was improvement of the students in
speaking accuracy from pre-test with the mean score was 54.25 to post-test with

the mean score was 69.25 so the improvement of pre-test to post-test was 33.61%.

2. Thelmprovement of Students Speaking Skill Viewed from Fluency

Researcher also assessed students’ fluency in terms of self confidence in

Wy
2

S I 31‘.&‘“!!“1]’:
L Wﬁlﬂwﬁw

S

Y ]

A / O]
'-.~_-' )

difficult to speak up when they wanted to express their idea in the past. It
happened because they did not know to how to speak, they thought that they could
do that.

Mean score of post-test was 35.55, it was improved from pre-test.
students’ records in pre-test. They knowed that to use past tense and they could

speaksentence that suitable of past tense formula. Based on the datain pre-test and
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post-test had happened improvement of students’ speaking skill. The percentage
of improvement the students in pre-test to post-test was 52.4%. It was meant that
four corners strategycould improve students’ self confidence in speaking

accuracy.

Graphic 4.2. The Mean Score and | mprovement of the Students’

improvement of [ AKA £ %yl “nent was significant

difference.

It proved that there was significant improvement of students’speaking skill
in fluency by using Contextual Teaching Learning (Talking Stick Method) at the
first grade of studentsin SMK Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru. Based on the result,
we could conclude that using four corners strategycould improve

students’speaking skill in fluency too.
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3. The Significant of Accuracy and Fluency

The researcher had used t-test analysis on the level of the significance (p)
0,05 with the degree of freedom (df) = N-1, where N = number of students (15
students) and then the value of t-table was 1.761. The t-test statistical analysis for

independent sample was applied. The following table showed the result of t-test

calculation.

Table4.3. TheT-t

y

~vsed Contextual

&

Teaching, Lesi dking Stick IVethod) in spea AT

-
U

4. Hypothesis Testing of Speaking Ability of the Students

The researcher was used t-test analysis on the level of the significance (p)
0,05 with degree of freedom (df) = N-1, where N= number of subject (20
students) then the value of t-table was 2.093, the t-test statistical, analysis for
independent sample was applied. The following table shows the result of t-test

caculation:
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Table 42 : The T-test and T-table of Students Achievement by Using
Contextual Teaching Learning (Talking Stick Method).

No Variable T-Test T-Table Classification
1 Pronunciation Significant
2 Vocabulary 1978 | 1729 Significant
3 Self Confidence 6.63 1.729 Significant

If the t-test value as greater than the t-table at the level of significance 0.05

'/\"u hypothesis (H1) would be accepted
: 4\0 if the t-test value was
My

achievement. Moreover, the significance of the students’ achievement also had

been found by cal culating the t-test and comparing with t-table value.
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1. The Improving of Students Speaking Ability in Term of Accuracy
(pronunciation and vocabulary) through Contextual Teaching Learning
(Talking Stick Method)

The increasing of the students’ pronunciation had been findings.

Improvement of students is 20. It was indicates from the improving of mean score

from 53.75 in pretest which was classified as poor to 70.5 in post test which was

classified as fair. Thisimprovementaasal so followed by it was significance. This

improvement was also fQ -w‘/ \"m‘ .

Aft i ’q_"/ -4q MIJH‘"= j\
er giv, \"{P - 4*@}

stticierthe law score. Than the
resear QI(‘}%‘&?‘K @ 0 e student can
S
S : :

formula df = N-1 with t table 1.729, t-test value (19.78) was greater than T-Table

(1.729). Thus, accuracy through CTL Method approach is significant.
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2. TheImproving of Students’ Speaking Fluency in Term of Self-Confidence
through Contextual Teaching Learning (Talking Stick Method).

The Improvement of the students Self-Confidence had been findings.
Improvement of studentsis 15. It was indicates from the improving of mean score
from 54.25 in pretest which was classified as poor to 69.25 in post test which was

classified asfair. Thisimprovement was also followed by it was significance. This

P N
O
v




CHAPTER YV
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This chapter consists of two section, they are conclusion and suggestion.
Conclusion present the finding of this research based in the data analysis and

discussion in previous chapter, while suggestion deal with what the researcher

recommends to do.

’%\

.Jg‘ﬁ) some points as

was effective to improve the students’ speaking fluency. The improvement
was indicated that there was significant in mean score of pre-test was
54.25 and mean score of post-test was 69.25 Based on the data pre-test and
post-test, the improvement percentage of students was 27.64% and t-test

analysis of fluency was 4.56, it was higher than t-table (6.63>1.729).
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B. The Suggestions

Based on the result and the process of research, the writer would like to
give some suggestions as below:
1. To the English Teachers

a. Asmost people said, that Speaking is the most complicated skill to master in

process. Also, it will help

principles of CTL
2. To The Students

a The students need to realize that learning is two way process, not only
teacher-centered. It means that they play a significant role in achieving their

successin study. So, they need to actively involve in that process.
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b. Based on the research, the writer found that there are several students who
are quite well in expressing their idea in written form but they found difficulty
when they are asked to express it in spoken form. Therefore, they do need to have

more practice in order to improve their speaking ability.
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APPENDIX A

1. The List Name of the Students of Class XI SMK Muhammadiyah 5 Tello Baru.

No Sample Code
1 Muh. Sulham Latarissa S1
Nuraeni S2

Dwi Suci S3

ismai S4

2

3

4 ik

5 i KA L S5
6

7

8




APPENDIX B

2. The Raw Score of the Students’ Speaking Accuracy in Term of Pronunciation.

Pre Test
Name Score Classification
S1 55 Poor
S2 60 Fair
Fair
Poor

oo\Imo'l.hool\n—\g

Poor

Fair




APPENDIX C

3. The Raw Score of the Students’ Speaking Accuracy in Term of Pronunciation.

Post Test
No Name Score Classification
S1 75 Fairly Good
S2 70 Fair
Fairly Good
Fairly Good
Fair

Fairly Good

Fair




APPENDIX D

4. The Raw Score of the Students’ Speaking Accuracy in Term of Vocabulary.

Pre Test
No Name Score Classification

1 S1 55 Poor
2 S2 Fair
3 Fair
4 Poor
5 Poor
6 Poor
7 Fair
3 -

L

'ﬂ'm

i,
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O |0
]

ﬁ‘
i
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APPENDIX E

5. The Raw Score of the Students” Speaking Accuracy in Term of Vocabulary.

Fairly Good

F. B
0y~ s, Fairly Good

NG T

Post Test

No Name Score Classification
1 S1 75 Fairly Good
2 S2 SN Fairly Good
3 Fairly Good
4 Fairly Good
5 Fairly Good
6
7
8.4

/IR
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h A

|
i

F ‘F 4% i
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APPENDIX F

The Score of Students Speaking Accuracy in Pre-test and Post-test.

=z
o

Sample

Pre-test

Post-test

Pronunciation

Grammar

Mean
score

Pronunciation | Grammar

Mean
score

S1

55

55

75

75

75

S2

70

70

70

S3

S4

S5

S6

Blo|o/~Njoaswinie

75

75

75

75

75

75

75

72.5

75

75

70

70

70

72.5

67.5

70

67.5

75

70

75

70

65

75

75

70




APPENDIX G

6. The Raw Score of the Students” Speaking Fluency in Term of Self-Confidence.

Poor

Pre Test
No Name Score Classification
1 S1 60 Fair
2 Poor
3 Fair
4 Poor
5 Poor
6
7

Fair




APPENDIX H
7. The Raw Score of the Students’” Speaking Fluency in Term of Self-Confidence.

Post Test

Name Score Classification

S1 75 Fairly Good

Fairly Good

Fair

Poor

Fairly Good

Fair

Fair

. kairly Good
'ﬂ‘_ "'HL Good

51 mmu
"" "“—fﬂ!& J\ﬁ-’w




APPENDIX |

1. The Result of the Students” Speaking Accuracy in Pre-Test and Post-Test.

No |Name| Score Score | D (X2 X;)| D?
PreTest | Post- Test
Xy (X
S1 55 75 20 400
S2 60 100
S3 50 625
S4 55 400

©o N g~ WNIE




APPENDIX J

c. Saf Confidence

No |Name| Score Score | D (X2 X4) D?
PreTest | Post- Test
Xy (X2
1. | s1 60 75 15 225
2. | s2 55 15 225
3. | s3 60 25
4. | sS4 55 0
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

\ A ./
NLY//
NN s

s




APPENDIX
1. The Mean Score of Students’ Speaking Accuracy
a. Mean Scores of the students’ Pre-test

F=2iX
N

=1075/20

=1385/20

=69.25



1. The improvement of the students’ score in terms of Accuracy

_zz—xl
T oxl

x 100%

P

p = 1435-1074% 1 (0%
1074

P=33.61%




1. Calculatingthet-Test Analysis
a. Calculating the t-test analysis of accuracy

{2
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APPENDIX M

2. Calculatingthet-Test Analysis
b. Calculating the t-test analysis of fluency




TABLE DISTRIBUTION OF T-VALUE

av (for two group sample)

0,50 0,20 0,10 0,05 0,02

0,1

ayfor one group sample)

l%‘;% 3 'r.!ra‘ .
.r '\f-", m-r Fﬂﬂ’ﬁ,{—ﬁ

/‘r"t‘l 4 %- y
L ' 165

r




22. 0,686 1,321 1,717 2,074 2,508 2,819

23. 0,685 1,319 1,714 2,069 2,500 2,807
24. 0,684 1,318 1,711 2,064 2,492 2,797
25. 0,684 1,316 1,708 2,060 2,485 2,787

26. 0,684 1,315 1,706 2,056 2,479 2,779




RESEARCH INSTRUMENTS

Pre-test

Speaking test

Directions:

b. Describe of your family.

Cc. Sweet memory.

d. Funny Experience.



RESEARCH INSTRUMENTS

Post-test

Speaking test

Directions:

f. Describeof your family.

g. Sweet memory.

h. Funny Experience.



RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Nama Sekolah : SMK MUHAMMADIYAH 5 TELLO BARU
Mata Pelgjaran : Bahasa Inggris
Kelas/Semester : VI Genap
Pertemuan Ke :1-2
Tahun Pelgjaran : 2015/2016
Alokas Waktu

Standar Kompetens

akapan transaksional dan

zjﬂ"\- ari-hari.

4) j1saksional (to

-i- S
\'.i.{!Li::ié ‘ 'v, de|ng$

II. Materi Pokok/ Ajar:

1. Expressions of suggestion.

Giving asugg&ction Responding
May | suggest...." - It sounds like a good suggestion.
You may/ might I|ke to......? - | have no objection.
Have you considered/ thought. - Itisagood suggestion.

I11. Metode Pembelgjaran: Contextual Teaching Learning (Talking Stick method.
IV. Kegiatan Pembelgaran
1. Pendahuluan
a) Memberi salam dan membaca doa.




b) Tanyajawab seputar kondis siswa.
c) Absens

- Apersepsi
- Menginformasikan SK, KD, indikator, & tujuan pembelgaran yg akan
dicapai.
- Menyebutkan materi yang akan dibahas.
- Motivas
Memperkenalkan kepads
mengungkapkan sara

clswa tentang pentingnya tindak  tutur

(GlOmpoK. mendapat i CINT
l,’ ﬁf'w‘t\\ﬁ
NSO, X

t.denas
w

» Memberikan siswatugas.

V. MediaPembelgaran

Spidol
Papan tulis
VI. Teknik Penilaian:
A. Teknik . TesLisan
B. Bentuk . Diskusi
C. Instrumen : Ora Test

Rubrik Penilaian:



Aspek yang dinilai adalah accuracy dan fluency dengan nilai maksimal 10

dan rubrik penilaian di bawah ini:

1. Theassessment of Pronunciation
Classification Score Criteria

Excellent 90-100 Pronunciation is very  dlightly
influence by the mother tongue two or
three minor grammatical and lexical

Very good

the errors
akdown in
basic and

2. The Assessment of Vocabulary

|CiEsiestian] [T sesre I ertEET

Excellent 9.6-10 | They speak effectively and excellent of using
vocabulary.

Very Good | 8.6-95 | They speak effectively and very good of using
vocabulary.

Good 76-85 | They spesk effectively and good of using
vocabulary.

Fairlygood | 6.6-7.5 | They speak sometimes hasty but fairly good of
using vocabulary.




Pair 5.6-6.5 | They speak hasty and more sentences are not
appropriate using vocabulary.

Poor 3.6-5.5 | They speak hasty and more sentences are not
appropriate using vocabulary.

3. The Assessment Self-Confidence
Classification Score Criteria

Excellent

A

. Al
Wi

M akassar, 2016

Ririn Kartika
NIM. 10535 5091 12



RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Nama Sekolah : SMK MUHAMMADIYAH 5 TELLO BARU
Mata Pelgjaran : Bahasa Inggris
Kelas/Semester : VIII/ Genap
Pertemuan Ke 134
Tahun Pelgjaran : 2015/2016
Alokas Waktu :2x40 menit

Standar Kompetensi

tutur

1
Al

AN

gouUNaitef-Txressing ¥
I ] dejaran— e
il I
AR d j""'.;.aﬁ?#.w

Giving a reques Refusing
- Wouldyou pleasepeel | - YesI’d liketo/ I’d |- I’m afraid, | can’t...
the mango? love to....
- Would you mind - Yesplease.
opening the window? - I’d love to, but

I11.  Metode Pembelgjaran: CTL/Talking Stick Method

IV. Kegiatan Pembelgjaran
1. Pendahuluan
Memberi salam dan membaca doa.

Tanyajawab seputar kondisi siswa.
Absensi



Apersepsi

- Menginformasikan SK, KD, indikator, & tujuan pembelgaran yg akan
dicapai.

- Menyebutkan materi yang akan dibahas.

Motivasi
Memperkenalkan kepada siswa tentang pentingnya tindak tutur
mengungkapkan permintaan.

2. Kegiatan Inti:
» Guru menyia

V. MediaPembelgaran
Kamus

Spidol
Papan tulis

V1. Evauasi/Penilaian
A. Teknik : TesLisan

B. Bentuk . Diskusi
C. Instrument Oral Test



VII. Instrument :

Student performs the dialogue by asking for help and request.
Sri : anybody home?
Lucy :yes, comein please.

Sri : thanks, what are you doing?

maksimal 10

ery dightly
or tongue two or

errors
Very good 80-89
Pronunciation is slightly influenced by
the mother tongue. A few minor
grammatical and lexical errors but
Good 70-79 must utterances are correct.

Pronunciation is still moderately
influenced by the mother tongue but
not serious phonological errors. A few
minor grammatical and lexical errors
Fair 60-69 but only one or two major errors cause
confusing.




Poor

0-59

\\Lﬁ.{.l”—.jf/
. Sy

l"

Pronunciation seriously influenced by
the mother tongue but only a few
serious phonological errors. Several
grammatical and lexical errors, two or
more errors cause confusing.

Pronunciation seriously influenced by

e mother tongue with the errors
breakdown in
Many basic and

AT .

f -'%"f."ﬁﬁ -;‘;..\

‘.hl

Classificatio

1hm e-.m's ;
/ ': PV, o -

St
@14@.

Excellent 9.6-10 Their speaking is very understandable and
high of Self-confidence.

Very good 8.6-95 Their speaking is very understandable and
very good of self-confidence.

Good 76-85 They speak effectively and good of
smoothness.

Fairly Good | 6.6-7.5 They speak sometimes hasty but fairly good

of salf-confidence.




Fair 56-6.5 They speak sometimes hasty, fair of self-
confidence.

Poor 3.6-55 They speak hasty and more sentences no
self-confidence.

Very poor 0.0-35 They speak very hasty and more sentences
and no self-confidence




RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Nama Sekolah
Mata Pelgjaran : Bahasa Inggris
Kelas/Semester - VII/ Genap
Pertemuan Ke :5-6
Tahun Pelgjaran : 2015/2016
Alokasi Waktu : 2 X 40 meni

Standar Kompetensi

> I’m sorry.

» I’m sorry to hear about your father.

» I’m sorry to hear that your little
Twettie died.

» Let me offer my condolences.

» Let metell you how sorry | am to hear
about your grandmother.

» | know how you must feel.

» You must feel terrible about losing
your brother like that.

: SMK MUHAMMADIYAH 5STELLO BARU

an transaksional dan
Jari-hari.

» Thank you

» That’s very kind of you.

» There’s nothing that can be
done about it.

» It’s God’s will, I suppose.

» God gives and God takes away.

» That’s life.

Metode Pembelgjaran: CTL/Taking Stick Method

IV. Kegiatan Pembelgjaran




Siswa berlatih bercakap dengan menggunakan tindak tutur menunjukkan
perhatian.

V.  Skenario Pembelgaran
1. Pendahuluan

- Apersepsi
- Menginformasikan SK, KD, indikator, & tujuan pembelgjaran yang akan

dicapai.

- Motivas
Memperkenal k )

2 2= i ““ﬁ!ﬁ!" ’{(‘ “” a untuk

D T‘W‘ﬁ‘" "’ **"l"""' Ju dengan
) 0

n ""z_ﬁ“;?f “*_‘r__,‘f 5 ih dahulu

3. Penutup/refleksi
Tanya jawab tentang kesulitan materi yang dihadapi siswa.
Memberikan siswatugas.

VI. MediaPembelgaran
Buku Look Ahead
Kamus
Spidol
Papan tulis

VI1l. Evauasi/Penilaian
A. Teknik :  TesLisan



B. Bentuk . Diskusi
C. Instrumen : Ora Test

4. Rubrik Penilaian
Aspek yang dinilai adalah accuracy dan fluency dengan nilai maksimal 10
dan rubrik penilaian di bawah ini

Classification Criteria

Excellent Ot feictfon is  very  dSlightly

7SS MUk, bt
“\u.Kﬂti:l S 4

i* Wf

i‘_fp l

Pronunciation seriously influenced by
the mother tongue with the errors

causing a breakdown in
communication. Many basic and
lexical errors.

2. The Assessment of Vocabulary

Excellent 9.6-10 | They speak effectively and excellent of using
vocabulary.

Very Good | 86-95 | They speak effectively and very good of using
vocabulary.




Good 7685 | They spesk effectively and good of using
vocabulary.

Fairlygood | 6.6-7.5 | They speak sometimes hasty but fairly good of
using vocabulary.

Pair 5.6-6.5 | They speak hasty and more sentences are not
appropriate using vocabulary.

A —
‘&«w HE

'-:-;rra'é}*"ﬁ

"‘," N i' i: a
gty
4 s - .

far

KriteriadKonversi nilai
Kriteria Ketuntasan Minimum (KKM) adalah 6.5

M akassar, 2016

Ririn Kartika
NIM. 10535 5091 12
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