CHAPTER IV
RESEARCH FINDING

The research was started on Monday, March 2610 until April 08’

2010. This research was carried through two cydlks.description of each cycle

is as follow:

A.

Description and Analysis of the Pre Cycle

Before conducting this action research, a pre-cyes given. Pre-test
was conducted on Thursday, 31 March 2010. They #8érestudents who
followed the test. In this activity, the teached déaching practice as usual.
The teacher explained narrative text including; ttefinition, generic
structure, and the lexicogrammatical features. @tianot flash animation yet
in teaching learning. She gave example of narragagling text. In pre test,
the students were asked to write a narrative basdte keyword that teacher
gave. The title is snow white. The time allotmerasw30 minutes. The
purpose of the pre-cycle was to check the studeadtdity in producing
narrative text. Researcher wanted to know whetherob the students could
produce a narrative text. And the result of pré wesuld be compared to the
students’ test result after implementing flash ation as the media used in

the teaching learning process. The pre-test result be seen in the table

below:
Table 1. The Result of the Pre Cycle

No Name of Students Component of Writing Raw | Ripe

Scoring Score| Score

G \% M R F

1 | Adila Nur Chabsoh 3 3 2 2 2 12 48
2 | Ahmad Mustofa 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
3 | Alfasian Bayu Aji Hernan| 2 3 3 3 3 14 56
4 | Ana Setiorini 3 3 2 2 3 13 52
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5 | Andreas Wahyu Permadi 3 3 D 2 2 12 48
6 | Andri Prayogo 2 3 2 3 2 12 48
7 | Anggun Prasetia Ningtyas 3 3 % % 3 13 52
8 | Arwan Nugraha 3 3 3 2 2 13 52
9 | Bernat Kliv Yesnat 3 3 2 2 2 12 48
10 | Catur Wisnu Prawowo 2 2 3 3 3 13 32
11 | Charlin Cahya Febriani 3 2 3 3 3 14 56
12 | Cicka Abna Firdaussy 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
13 | Christy Arga Satria 2 2 2 2 y. 10 40
14 | Dani Kusuma Septianto 3 3 2 P 2 12 48
15 | Dewi Wulaningsih 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
16 | Dian Putri Supriyandani 2 2 3 2 3 1p 48
17 | Dinda Ayu Lusia 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
18 | Dinna Islammeiliani 2 3 2 3 2 12 48
19 | Eka Wahyu Nugrahaini 2 3 3 3 3 14 56
20 | Elsa Yan Christyani 2 2 3 2 3 12 48
21 | Fera Styo Nengrum y. 3 2 3 P 12 48
22 | Ginanjar Satrio Laras 2 . 3 2 D 11 44
23 | Hannah Lelya 3 2 3 3 3 14 56
24 | Ika Arin Ardhiyanti 3 3 2 2 2 12 48
25 | Krissantus Adimas Debi 3 3 2 2 3 13 82
26 | Laurensius Dony Lebda 2 3 3 P 2 12 48
27 | Oky Septia Agyaksari 3 2 2 2 2 11 44
28 | Pandini Isma Cholifah 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
29 | Pipit Wahyu Dian Saputri 2 2 Y. 2 2 10 40
30 | Putri Erna Wati 2 3 3 3 3 14 56
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31 | Rizki Norcahyani 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
32 | Rizky Ananda Hermawat 3 3 y. 3 3 14 36
33 | Sulistiyono 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
34 | Tyas Retnowatin 3 3 3 3 4 16 64
35 | Vivi Olga Safitri 3 3 2 3 2 13 52
36 | Lispiyani 3 3 2 3 3 14 56
> |36 95| 99| 84| 92| 94 464 1856

G = Grammar

V= Vocabulary

M= Mechanic

R= Relevance

F= Fluency

From the result, he could calculate the averaghestudents or mean of

the score using the following formula:

M:E
N

_1856
36

= 5156

From the analysis above, it can be seen that tkeage of the
students’ writing result in pre-test was 51, S5@rkithe pre-cycle result above
it can be concluded that the students’ ability miting narrative text was still
poor. The students had difficulties to make a niegext. They did not have
any idea to write, so they were confused with wthaty had to write. They
found it difficult to share ideas in their braintona written language. They
also found it difficult to find out the right wordsBased on the explanation
above, the average of students’ result in previest 51, 56. It could be said

that treatment was important to improve studentging skill.
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B. Description and Analysis of the First Cycle

The first cycle was conducted on Monday, ApriItrD!'z?Olo. It was
held at 10.15- 11.45 a.m. The researcher had todnte about narrative, the
definition, general structure and also lexiogramoahtof narrative. She also
introduced the film to the students, and gave sqoestions related to the
material. The students paid attention seriouslymthe lesson was presented.
Further research was explained as follows
1. Planning

The researcher made lesson plan, arranged wetksfeemed
work in pairs, made evaluation from the first cyclarranged the
observation checklist and brought compact disk. .

2. Acting

In the first cycle, the researcher taught abopatrative. The
researcher entered to the class and greeted tihenss,i they responded the
researcher greeted, and then the researcher chettieedstudents’
attendance list, and at this time no was studesgrab

Before the researcher started the lesson, theandser gave
students the model of a narrative text. She expthiabout the generic
structure, language features, and social functtre also explained about
the components in writing. And then, she gave squestions to measure
their understanding about the text. After that, tbsearcher showed flash
animation film. The title of the flash animatiornii is Little Red Riding
Hood. She divided the students into work in paésgd gave them an
exercise to arrange the jumble paragraph into pgorstory. It was meant
to train their understanding about the explanagjimen before. This film
was meant to measure how well their attention wateaching learning
process.

In teaching learning process, the researcher tfeara the second
flash animation film. The title of the film is Jaekd the Beanstalk. In this

process, the researcher asked them to paid atteatid took any notes
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about the film. The students had to write who were characters, the
problem, and how the film ended. This film is theflection of the

explanation as long as the process of teachingleartiing before. The
film provided them the generic structure of thergtihat would give them
some ideas for their writing.

Then the researcher guided students evaluatedilthehat was
watched by students. The researcher asked them qoesédons related to
the film. The teacher chooses flash animation fikecause it will release
them from the boredom and can motivated in the estigd process of
teaching and learning. Mary says that film, wheedushould be carefully
previewed: students should be motivated: apprapfatow-up activities
should be planneti.lt was useful because it was entertaining but also
should be motivated students with appropriate ¥oligp activities like
guestions and answer.

In the last activity, the researcher asked stisdém write again
about the story in the film. The students had tibenthe story based on the
knowledge they got before. They had to write therystoased on the
component of writing and the generic structure afrative. The score of
students in the first cycle could be seen in théethelow:

Table 2. The Test Result of the First Ce

No Name of Students Component of Writing Raw | Ripe
Scoring Score| Score
G V | M R F
1 | Adila Nur Chabsoh 3 4 3 3 3 16 64
2 | Ahmad Mustofa 3 4 3 4 3 17 68
3 | Alfasian Bayu Aji Hernanl 3 4 3 4 3 17 68
4 | Ana Setiorini 3 4 3 4 3 17 68

Mary FinocchiaroEnglish As a Second Language: From Theory to Practice, (New

York: Regent Publishing Company, 1974), p. 114
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5 | Andreas Wahyu Permad K 4 3 16 64
6 | Andri Prayogo 3 4 3 4 3 17 68
7 | Anggun Prasetia Ningtyas 3 4 3 17 68
8 | Arwan Nugraha 3 4 4 3 3 17 68
9 | Bernat Kliv Yesnat 3 4 3 3 3 14 64
10 | Catur Wisnu Prawowo 3 3 4 4 4 18 72
11 | Charlin Cahya Febriani 4 3 3 4 18 72
12 | Cicka Abna Firdaussy 2 3 3 14 56
13 | Christy Arga Satria 3 4 3 3 3 16 64
14 | Dani Kusuma Septianto 3 3 4 17 68
15 | Dewi Wulaningsih 4 3 3 4 il 18 72
16 | Dian Putri Supriyandani 3 4 3 K 16 64
17 | Dinda Ayu Lusia 3 3 4 4 4 18 72
18 | Dinna Islammeiliani 3 3 4 3 4 17 68
19 | Eka Wahyu Nugrahaini 3 3 4 4 4 18 72
20 | Elsa Yan Christyani 3 4 3 3 K 16 64
21 | Fera Styo Nengrum 3 3 4 16 64
22 | Ginanjar Satrio Laras 3 3 3 4 17 68
23 | Hannah Lelya 3 3 4 4 4 18 72
24 | Ika Arin Ardhiyanti 3 3 4 4 18 72
25 | Krissantus Adimas Debi 3 4 3 17 68
26 | Laurensius Dony Lebda 3 4 3 16 64
27 | Oky Septia Agyaksari 3 3 3 3 15 60
28 | Pandini Isma Cholifah 3 4 3 3 16 64
29 | Pipit Wahyu Dian Saputni 3 3 4 K 16 64
30 | Putri Erna Wati 3 4 3 4 4 1§ 72
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31 | Rizki Norcahyani 3 3 3 3 3 15 60
32 | Rizky Ananda Hermawati 3 3 K 4 4 17 638
33 | Sulistiyono 3 4 3 3 4 17 68
34 | Tyas Retnowatin 4 3 4 4 4 19 76
35 | Vivi Olga Safitri 3 3 3 4 4 17 68
36 | Lispiyani 3 4 3 3 4 17 68

> |36 110| 126 119 1283 127 605 2420

After the data had been analyzed, the researobedfthe sums of
the score in distribution that is used to calcutatemean.

The mean is the arithmetical average that is nbthby adding the
sum offset score and dividing the number of thelestis. The formula is

as follow:

From the analysis above, it is clear that the ayerof the students
test result of the first cycle was 67, 22. Therenprovement comparing to

the pre-cycle.

. Observing

The researcher observed students in learning woaelass by
using observation instrument. This observation wase in learning
process by using flash animation film to teach atare writing at the tenth
grade of SMA Negeri 13 Semarang. There were notessfudent's

participation in this research. It could be seethatable below:



Table 3. Score of Observation in First Cycle
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No Indicators None | A | Half | Many | Majori | Total
(0%) | few | (20- | (50%- |ty of
(<2) | 49) | 69%) | (>70) Score
1 2 3 4 5
1 | Students’ attendance N 5
2 | The students are
enthusiastic in
listening to teachers’ v 3
explanation of
narrative
3 | Students are active in
answering the
teacher’s question v 3
4 | The students ask
qguestions to clarify
understanding v 2
5 | The students v 3
complete the task
correctly
6 | Students are serious N 3
in discussion
7 | The students are
enthusiastic watching
flash animation film v 3
8 | The students are
enthusiastic in doing
the test v 4
Total Score 0 2 15 4 5 26
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Score _ Total score x100%

maximumscore

- 26 x100%
40

=65%

4. Reflecting

From the result of the evaluation test above, sldotivat almost all
students had finished in evaluation test but nasfs&tory. The mean in
the first cycle was 67, 22. The researcher analyzadsome students still
had difficult in narrative writing. The studentsdhdifficulty in making a
paragraph narrative. They still had difficult iragrmar, diction, idiom and
mechanics. They were still confused about tendesy @id not know what
verbs they had to use, verb one, verb two, or trede.

It could be seen from the observation that stuslemtiveness was
low enough. Students still did not focus on theanat, they did not listen
to teacher's explanation, and there were many stsideere still passive in
learning process, in work in pairs, and workingleation themselves.

Based on the notes above, the researcher must teeameative in
delivering material by using flash animation to noye students’ narrative
writing. Researcher completed the student's observin the first cycle
and then she did reflecting and evaluating theniegractivities in the first
cycle. She tried to get solution on the problemplanning some action
such as below:

a. The researcher asked students to focus on studgskad students to
do work by themselves.

b. The researcher asked students to be more activieinlearning
process.

c. The researcher should manage class well.
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d. The researcher made class condition well to gedesiis is more
active.

e. The researcher noted all of activities in claske@arning process.

f. The researcher emphasized students in writing paphag

g. The researcher completed the evaluation sheet.

From the reflecting above, researcher got solutibthe problem
of learning process by using flash animation torionp students’ narrative
writing at the tenth grade of SMA Negeri 13 Semgrarhe result from
the reflecting could be used to make improvemenwds also used as
refflecting for doing second cycle to get maximuesearch and repairing
the third cycle if the result of the second cyahsatisfied.

C. Description and Analysis of the Second Cycle

Second cycle, it was conducted on Wednesdayt,h02010. It was
held at 10.15- 11.45 a.m. The researcher used @ gechnique as the
previous one, and the students did the same acasitsame the first cycle.
The students paid attention when the researcheanbegplaining students
about the story that had been watched. Furtheltresplained as follow:

1. Planning
The researcher planned some the activities to gagtmum result
in the second cycle. She tried not to do same wesakauch as is the first
cycle. The planning of the second cycles was theesat that is the lesson
plan |, students worksheet, compact disk, obsematheck list and
evaluation test.
2. Acting
The researcher entered to the class and greetedutients, they
responded the researcher greeted, and then, tharcher checked the
students’ attendance list, at this time no oneesttidbsent. In the second
cycle, the researcher taught about the previous fil
The researcher reviews the previous film that beeh watched.

In this activity, the researcher and the studenssudsed the generic



57

structure of narrative text together based on tle®ipus film at the first
cycle. The researcher showed flash animation fiefole she gave an
exercise to work in pairs. The title of the filmGmldilocks. After that, she
asked the students to rewrite the story based erfilin that had been
watched.

At the end of the lesson, the researcher gavelypraplanations
about all of the materials, and gave the studemsdtive test to check
students understanding about the lesson given byrésearcher. The
researcher showed the flash animation film. The it Ali and the Flying
Carpet. After all of the process had finished, aesieer evaluated students
by giving evaluation test. The researcher askedestis to rewrite the
story based on the film that had been watched..s€bee of students in the
second cycle could be seen in the table below:

Table 4. The Result of the Second Cycle

No Name of Students Component of Writing Raw | Ripe
Scoring Score| Score
G \% M R F
1 | Adila Nur Chabsoh 3 4 3 4 4 18 72
2 | Ahmad Mustofa 3 4 4 3 3 17 68
3 | Alfasian Bayu Aji Hernanl 3 4 4 4 3 18 72
4 | Ana Setiorini 3 4 3 4 4 18 72
5 | Andreas Wahyu Permad 4 4 al 3 4 19 76
6 | Andri Prayogo 3 4 4 4 3 18 72
7 | Anggun Prasetia Ningtygs 3 4 A 3 3 17 68
8 | Arwan Nugraha 4 4 4 3 4 19 76
9 | Bernat Kliv Yesnat 3 4 3 4 4 1§ 72
10 | Catur Wisnu Prawowo 3 4 4 4 3 18 72
11 | Charlin Cahya Febriani 4 3 4 4 A 19 76
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12 | Cicka Abna Firdaussy 3 4 4 3 17 68
13 | Christy Arga Satria 3 3 4 4 4 18 72
14 | Dani Kusuma Septianto 3 3 3 A 17 68
15 | Dewi Wulaningsih 4 4 3 4 il 19 76
16 | Dian Putri Supriyandani 4 4 4 X 4 19 76
17 | Dinda Ayu Lusia 3 4 4 4 4 19 76
18 | Dinna Islammeiliani 3 4 3 4 3 17 68
19 | Eka Wahyu Nugrahaini 4 3 3 4 4 18 72
20 | Elsa Yan Christyani 3 4 3 4 3 1y 68
21 | Fera Styo Nengrum 3 3 4 17 68
22 | Ginanjar Satrio Laras 4 3 4 4 19 76
23 | Hannah Lelya 3 4 3 4 4 18 72
24 | Ika Arin Ardhiyanti 4 3 4 4 4 19 76
25 | Krissantus Adimas Debi 3 4 4 4 18 72
26 | Laurensius Dony Lebda 4 X 4 19 76
27 | Oky Septia Agyaksari 3 4 3 3 4 17 638
28 | Pandini Isma Cholifah 3 4 4 4 18 72
29 | Pipit Wahyu Dian Saputni 3 4 3 4 4 18 72
30 | Putri Erna Wati 3 4 4 3 3 17 68
31 | Rizki Norcahyani 4 4 3 4 4 19 76
32 | Rizky Ananda Hermawati 3 4 4 4 18 72
33 | Sulistiyono 4 3 3 4 4 18 72
34 | Tyas Retnowatin 4 4 4 4 4 20 8(
35 | Vivi Olga Safitri 3 4 4 4 3 18 72
36 | Lispiyani 4 4 3 3 4 18 72
> 36 121 135 131 133 13 651 2604




59

After the data had been analyzed, the researclhadfthe sums
of the score in distribution that is used to cadtelthe mean.

The mean is the arithmetical average that is obthiny adding
the sum offset score and dividing the number ofstinelents. The formula

is as follow:

M:&
N

2604
36

= 7233

From analysis above, it was clear that the mearstoflents’
writing result of third cycle was 72, 33. It meahat the students writing
value was good. And the result of the second cy@s better than the
previous one. It could be concluded that any impnognt compared with
the test in first cycle.

. Observing

The researcher observed students in learning pganeslass by
using observation instrument. This observation wase in learning
process by using flash animation to teach narrativiéing at the tenth
grade of SMA Negeri 13 Semarang. There were notessfudent's
participation in this research. It could be seethatable below:

Table 5. Score of Observation in Second Cycle

No Indicators None| A Half | Many | Majori | Total
(0%) | few | (20- | (50% ty
(<20) | 49%) | - | (>70%)| Of
69%) Score
1 2 3 4 5
1 | Students’ attendance N 5
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2 | The students arg
enthusiastic in listening
to teachers’ explanation v 4
of narrative

3 | Students are active in
answering the teacher(s
guestion v 3

4 | The students  ask
guestions to clarify
understanding v 3

5 | The students complete N 4
the task correctly

6 | Students are serious |n
discussion

\ 3
7 | The students are
enthusiastic  watching
flash animation film v 4

8 | The students ar
enthusiastic in doing

©
2|
I

the test
Total Score 0 0 9 16 5 30
Score Total score x100%

maximumscore

= i) x100%
40

=75%

The analysis above showed that the result of tbenskcycle was
better than the previous one. By using flash anonahe students found it
easier to get idea because the teacher provideo auslial media can
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arouse students imagination. The students had & lwbrds based on the

film, so they only arranged into a good story.

. Reflecting

From the analysis above, the average of the secyrid test was

72, 33. The score was higher than first cycle ves$ 67, 22. From this

result, the writer concluded that the students’i@aament in writing

narrative text method had a significant improvement
From observation that researcher observed, it stiowet
studentsvere more active in the second cycle. They were ablespond

the teacher's explanatioBeside that, students were more active to ask to

the teacher if they did not understand about thienah
Teaching narrative writing by using flash animatieas able to

improve thestudent'sachievement. By analyzing result of the reseanch i

the second cycle, this research was stopped hedearcher.

The Analysis of the students’ improvement in naveatwriting
after treatment in third cycle could be seen below:

1. Students wrote narrative text good enough. Theytevmarrative text
clear enough. Most of them used correct tensegitmg narrative text
were some of them were still confused about theetein general, they
constructed the sentences properly that made ytfeathe observer to
understand the writing

2. The paragraphs were better organized and the wess well linked.
One sentence was related to the next sentencees@gbarcher could
follow the story easily and get the idea of itsteon easily too.

3. By more motivation and attention from the teachies, student who got
poor sore could improve their writing in order keey got better score.

4. Students did not afraid for asking to the teachieemthey felt confused
or did not the meaning of some words. So, it helfpethem in their
writing.

The researcher realized that not all of the stiglewtiting

developed drastically, but through treatments shddchelp students to



62

develop thequality of their writing. The treatment and the explanatio
during the teachinglearning process were very useful for them. The
playing of flash animation film gave them interagtimodel of teaching
narrative writing. Besides, the language accomphbyethe gesture on the

film made it easier for them to get the ideas effitm.

D. Discussion
The discussion result that related to study inrésailt action from the
pre cycle, first cycle and second cycle that whe: students’ achievement
show the improvement from the pre cycle until @ kycle (second cycle).
Table 4.6

Comparison the Mean in pre cycle and in cycles

No Action Mean

1 Pre cycle 51, 56
2 First cycle 67, 22
3 Second cycle 72, 33

From the table above, the students’ mean wasasang, that is 51,
56 in pre cycle became 67, 22 and increase bedagnladt became 72, 33. It
means that there was improvement in every cyctr afting flash animation.
It could be concluded that the implementation ahgdglash animation film

as media in the teaching of narrative writing wasy\effective.

E. The Advantages and Disadvantages of Using Flash Anation in the
Teaching of Narrative Writing
1. The Advantages of Using Flash Animation in the heag of Narrative
Writing
After conducted the research, there were some &alyes of
using animated film in the teaching of narrativetwvg:
a. The flash animation gave students the real data ohronological

action. It helped students to express their idea®nly based on their
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imagination but also reality. The use of flash aation was actually
meant to help them learned and memorized bettexusecaudiovisual
is easier to be memorized.

b. Students’ boredom in learning narrative could beidead. The
treatment gave students different nuances of tegcand learning
process so they were interested in following thesda. Flash
animation that contained motion picture could attratudents’
attention to interpret it and express their idedated to the film.

c. Duration of the flash animation is not more thaure fminutes in order
to it is efficient and it is not wastes the time.

The Disadvantages of Using Flash Animation in theaching of

Narrative Writing

The disadvantages were described below:

a. Flash animation spent a lot of time to prepare éfaipments like
computer, LCD projector, and others.

b. The teacher must capable to operate the flash &inimand it just can

be played in language laboratory or multimediaglas



