CHAPTER IV
RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION

A. Research Preparation

Before the research was done, the research hadgcepared. Its purpose was in order

to achieve the result of the research can be aetiienaximally. Well, the preparations that

were done by the researcher were as follows:

1.

The researcher prepared the list of students’ rafrokass VIIA MTs Sudirman
Karangsari Magelang.

The researcher arranged of team consisting oft8deats in each team.

The researcher distributed worksheets containiagyiven material. These worksheets
are used to be discussed in team work.

The researcher prepared the paper contains sorsganssand answer key for quizzes in
games of tournament’s tables. And also 30 cards thvé box.

The researcher prepared the paper of groupingament’s tables and game score.

B. Implementation

This classroom action research was done into tyeles. Each cycle consists of four

steps; they are planning, implementation, actio, r@flection. Well, the implementations of

each cycle were as follows:

1.

First cycle
Cycle | was done on Wednesday -Thursday, April 15,-2010. Well, the steps
that were done by the researcher in the cycle were:
a. Planning
In this stage the researcher did the activitidokows:
1) The researcher made a lesson plan.
2) The researcher prepared the arrangement of teaoohsisting of 3-4 students in

each team.
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3) The researcher distributed worksheets containing rnaterial given. These
worksheets were used as discussing material in veaz

4) The researcher prepared the paper contains sonstianseeand answer key for
quizzes in games of tournament’s tables. And alsoaBds with the box.

5) The researcher prepared the paper of grouping ament’s tables and game
score.

b. Acting
In this stage thing had been planned in the planwii be done according to the
schedule that had been arranged. In this stageéedihing scenario that had been
planned with the researcher. The teaching scenarfollows:

1) The researcher explained the material descripgxé including; the definition
(social function), generic structure and significlexicogrammatical features.

2) After teaching the lesson, researcher divided stisd® the heterogeneous team
and managed their seats. So that they could wdikbawatively. Tell the students
that they would be working in team for several weakd play academic games.

3) The researcher distributed the worksheets contiBirglish certain organization
of descriptive text. And the researcher suggedigdests to work in pairs within
their groups and had them check their work amonglestts. The researcher
suggested students to teach each other when otteerof found difficulties in
understanding the material that was given.

4) The researcher distributed worksheets’ answer &eythat they could check their
own works.

5) If there were questions from the students aboutdpi, the researcher had them
ask for help from their peer within the team.

6) The researcher walked around the class to coieattudents’ works.

7) Team leader reported the successfulness or theaadsdf the team they had
experienced in doing worksheets. And team leadétd@nsure that all members
of the team understand the given material and \abte to do the worksheets
given.

8) The researcher’s roles were as a source or atéwilif it was needed.
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9) After doing the worksheets, the researcher assigmedtudents to participate in

tournament. Here, they had to work individually anodmpeted to do the
worksheets in tournament table with the other menflmen other team. After

completing the tournament, they were assigned ¢glctheir works.

10) The researcher appreciated their works by givingard to the team for their

work in tournament.

11) The researcher could disperse the team and thergsudould sit back to their

own desk.

12) Teacher asked students to make paragraph of degerig\fter the students

finishing their writing, the researcher asked theroollect their result.

c. Observing

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

The researcher did not explain clearly before shided students into group.

The researcher distributed the worksheet to stsdemthout explain the
procedure of TGT technique.

There were many students that confused with thenmaathat was given, because
the researcher did not explain it before. The metea only asked the students to
answer the worksheet and gave them the answer key.

There were some students did no do the worksheey, did not discuss, some
students walked around the class and disturbed gtbap.

The class was very crowded.

d. Reflecting

1)

2)

The teaching that was done by the researcher wamawimal. The researcher
only asked to the students to described the foroh the content of the class
without gave the guidance to them. So the studgriteonfusion how to describe

it.

The students’ activity in learning process was maiimal. It was caused many
students did not pay attention to the researcheatilllthere where many students
spoke with their friend during teaching learningqess. Beside that, there were
many students that did not understand the instmcthat was given by the

researcher.
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3) The students’ work in learning process was stilhimal. It could be seen from
the less of students’ interest and respond ingbehing using TGT. Only few of
students asked to the researcher about the meahitige parts, qualities, and
characteristics that had not been known.

4) The students’ writing result was still poor. Therere many missing words.

2. The Second Cycle
The second cycle is done based on the result lefctefn from the first cycle. If
the result from observation tells that the quasbtgtill low, so it is needed another action
in order the next cycle makes some improvemenhefdquality. Cycle Il was done on
Wednesday -Thursday, April 21 - 22, 2010. Well, gteps that were done by the
researcher in the cycle were:
a. Planning

1) The researcher Arranged the lesson plan basedededbhing material

2) The researcher improved the teaching strategy

3) The researcher improved the explanation aboutules of TGT.

4) The researcher made sure the students were unete@procedure of TGT

5) The researcher prepared the reward

b. Acting
In this step what had been planed in the planniaglavbe done according to
the schedule that was arranged. In this step theareher did the teaching scenario
that had been planned by researcher.
The teaching scenario in the cycle Il was same wéthing scenario in the
cycle I, but in the cycle Il was done improvemethit were not complete in the cycle

I. The activities in teaching learning process were

1) The researcher explained the material, and alstaiega the procedure of TGT
clearly. In this cycle the researcher chosen teenthmy favorite things and used
the real things surrounding classroom as a media.

2) The researcher asked the students about theirgonslbn the previous lesson

3) The researcher explained the students’ problentatdisses.

4) The researcher helped the students to translatdifteaillt words they found.



5)
6)
7)

8)

9)
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The researcher asked the students their understaathiout TGT that had been
given in the day before.

The researcher asked the students to back ingt@ips and work cooperatively
The researcher asked the students to participateiinament

The researcher asked the students to write a gaseritext after they work in
tournaments

The researcher guided the students in writing d@sce paragraph.

10) After the students finishing their writing, they m@easked to collect their writing

c. O
1)

2)
3)
4)

5)

6)
7

8)
9)
10)

to the researcher
bserving
The researcher conveyed the teaching purpose vatybumt the researcher spoke
too fast and less communicative with the studebtd, the researcher gave
motivation students well.
The researcher’s ability in transferring materialsvgood enough.
The researcher explained the material clearly dwfast.
Before the researcher asked the students to wheestimulated to the students by
giving the question to them about the meaning iofggharound them in English.
The researcher more paid attention to the studkatshad difficulties in writing,
she touched how to make a good descriptive text.
The researcher encouraged the students in ordenir® confident to write.
The students enthusiastically developed. It coeldden that many students asked
the researcher about the part, qualities, and cterstics and the generic
structure of descriptive text. If there were comgas that the students did not
know, they asked to the researcher what the meafingn Indonesian language.
The students enjoyed playing in tournaments’ table.
Students liked working cooperatively and competmtpurnaments.
There were no students made a noise becauseesharcher could manage the
class.
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d. Reflecting

1) The teaching that was done by the researcher lessnmam. The researcher
motivated the students about the important of th@perative discussion among
students would benefit each other. In this poihe knowledge was seen as
something that was constructed from cooperativertsfito learn, understand and
solve problems.

2) The students’ activity in learning process was mmaxnh enough. They were more
interested with TGT. They wanted to play tournanegdin. But, it still be found
that there were few of students played with theenids, because they thought that
writing was very difficult.

3) Many students asked to the researcher about timtgammatical. For example,
Inayah asked to the students “Mom, what is thaeadje, verb, and what the
function?” But, still found the students do not wam listen to their friends that

asked to the researcher, so they do not know waeatftiends’ question.

3. The Third Cycle
The third cycle is done based on the result oeotitbn from the second cycle.

The result from observation tells that the studgaisimprovement score, but they still
had some missing words, so it is needed anothegmaict order the next cycle is better.
Cycle 1ll was done on Wednesday -Thursday, April-28, 2010. Well, the steps that
were done by the researcher in the cycle were:

a. Planning

1) The researcher arranged the lesson plan base@ é@atthing material

2) The researcher prepared the teaching material

3) The researcher prepared the picture of artistitausdte their imagination

4) The researcher prepared the sheets of observation

5) The researcher prepared students’ attendance list

b. Acting

The researcher and the students were done theeaiviéies with the second

cycle. The activities in teaching learning prooesse:



1)

2)
3)
4)
5)

6)
7

8)

9)
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The researcher explained about the material, alfinouhad been explained on
the day before. In this cycle the theme was somepaeial.

The researcher asked the students about theirgongldn the previous lesson
The researcher explained the students’ problem.

The researcher helped the students to translatdifftoailt words they found.

The researcher asked the students their understaodiiprocedure of TGT that
had been given in the day before.

The researcher used their friends and pictures afiast that will be described.
The researcher asked the students observed her.

The researcher asked the students to write a géseritext according to their
classmate, her or his performance

The researcher guided the students in writing

10) After the students finishing their writing, they r@easked to collect their writing

to the researcher.

c. Observing

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

The researcher conveyed the teaching purpose vehand the researcher spoke
more slowly than before. The researcher could comeative effectively with the
students. The researcher gave motivation to triests well.

The researcher’s ability in transferring materialsvgood enough.

The researcher explained the material clearly,rédsearcher stressed about the
adjective, verb, noun phrase, and the generictsimreic

Before asking the students to write, she stimulétethe students by giving the
question to them about the meaning of things ardted in English, example
her or his friends, the researcher, or anythintpénclassroom.

The researcher more paid attention the studenth#uadifficulties in writing, she
touched how to make a good descriptive text agaistimulate memorize of
students.

The researcher encouraged to do cooperativelyein ¢inoups and touched her or

his friends that did not understand.
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7) Teacher motivated and encouraged the studentgsh@aeam got the high score
would be got a reward.

8) Before the researcher asked to the students te,\stie stimulated to the students
by giving the question to them about the meaninghofgs that related to her
body, for example the researcher asked to the stsidehat the meaning of mata
in English?.” The students answered “eyes.”

9) The researcher more paid attention to the studleat$ad difficulties in writing.

10)The researcher motivated and encouraged the stugtentder they be confident
to write descriptive paragraph.

11)The students’ responses in teaching process thrdi@h were good enough.
Students said that TGT was interesting.

12)The students understood the procedure of TGT. Tekythat learning writing
through writing TGT was not boring because it cdudtp them to understand and
memorize the difficult grammar.

13)Students felt enjoy playing the game, most of th&lents participated in the
tournaments.

d. Reflecting

1) The teaching that had been done by the researcagrnvaximal enough. The
researcher motivated the students. The researcbengetence to manage and
conveyed the material better than before.

2) The students’ activity in learning process maxireabugh. They were more
interested in teaching and learning writing throddBT. In the cycle Il it was
found that only few of students that had not paymdion to the researcher
because they were trouble maker in the class.

3) In the cycle lll, it was found there many studeadged to the researcher about the
meaning of difficult words. For example, Radha aske the researcher “Mom,
what the meaning of kerudung in English?” The redes suggested him to ask
their friends. There was many students’ enthusiasnthe teaching-learning
process, because the researcher more paid attetigave motivation to the

students that had difficulties in transferring thidea.
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C. Research Finding And Discussion

In this sub-chapter, the researcher would likedscdbe and discuss the findings
of the research. As mentioned in the previous @rapat in this research, the researcher
wanted to know the implementation of TGT to impretedents’ writing organization of
descriptive text that focused on the parts, qesljtand characteristics of the objects. In
this research, the researcher used classroom aagwarch. Its purpose is to know
whether there is improvement of students’ writirgamization of descriptive text or no
after taught TGT. In these findings, the researghnesents the result of research and the
analysis of the data collected which were condud¢kedugh pre-test, three times of
treatment, and post-test. Pre-test was considesethe preliminary reflection. Three
times of treatment were the teaching and learnirggsses and the assessment tests
which were considered as implementation. Postviast the reflection. The descriptions
of the result of all tests are as follows:

1. The Analysis of pre-test

Before conducting this action research, a presest given. The purpose of pre-
test was to know the students’ ability in writingsgriptive paragraph. Pre-test was
conducted on Tuesday, 13 April 2010. They weret@8ents who followed the test.

In this activity, the researcher was doing teachprgctice as usual. The
researcher explained descriptive text including tlefinition, generic structure, and
lexicogrammatical features, then she gave the ebeapfpdescriptive text. In the pre-
test, the students were asked write a descriptixesiccording to their imagination. The
purpose of this activity was to measure the stuglatiility in organizing the words.
The pre-test result could be seen in the tablevbelo

The Score of Students’ Writing Result

Pre-Test
No Name
Score Value
1 Abdul fatah 2 Poor
2 Agus Muafif 1 Very Poor
3 Ahmad Dani W 2 Poor
4 Ahmad sapaad 2 Poor
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5 As’at Humam 2 Poor
6 Chaerul Muttagien 4 Good
7 Dwi joko prasetyo 1 Very Poor
8 Dwiki alfan f 1 Very Poor
9 Firdiawan 1 Very Poor
10 | Indri widiawan 2 Poor
11 | Mirwan 1 Very Poor
12 | M syaeful 3 Fair
13 | M solikin 1 Very poor
14 | Nasrul anas 2 Poor
15 | Radha bas anti 3 Fair
16 | Rofi’'atul ummah 3 Fair
17 | Sapawi 1 Very Poor
18 | Sitiinayah 4 Good
19 | Siti khotijah 3 Fair
20 | Siti nurhayati 3 Fair
21 | Siti nisrokhah 2 Poor
22 | Romzyati 1 Very Poor
23 | Syarifathus 2 Poor
24 | Uli sangadah 2 Poor
25 | Yulia 3 Fair
26 | Yusrian 2 Poor
27 | Lia barotut 2 Poor
28 | Mfahri 2 Poor
29 | Dery setiadi 3 Fair
> 29 61
2 X
m=
N
61
29

=2,10
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The mean of the students writing result of pre-teas 2.10. It means that the
students’ writing value was poor. Based on the oMagi®n in this activity, most of the
students had difficulties in organizing the wordsis was one of the students’ results:

| have a classmate. His name Yati. She has white skin. She has smart.

It could be seen from one of their writing resultthe above. It was found many
unorganized words in the students’ writing. The egén structure was not complete.
There was identification but for descriptions wargg completel have a classmate and
his name yati, it shown the identificationShe has smart it shown the description include
the quality andshe has white skin; it shown the color of her skin. The text abové yet
explained the part of body, the characteristicseweat complete. It was still poor because
some words missing. Actually, beside the orgarrathere was mistake in grammar. In
text above for pronoun the girl, she u$egl the correct answer used her. But in this case
the researcher just focuses in generic structdemfification and description)

After finishing the writing, the researcher askéerh to collect their writing
result. They said that writing is very difficultebause they had been confused about the
part, qualities, adjectives, noun, and verb. Besidg, they got difficulties in translating
the Indonesia words to English.

The result of pre-test was not satisfactory yee fésearcher was aware that most
the students in VII A still had difficulties to we a descriptive text. Hence, she intended
to assist them to improve their writing throughittsill in organizing words.

Hopefully, it could improve their ability in organing the words in descriptive
text. She considered of giving continuous improveie get better result.

The researcher observed students in learning moredhe class by using
observation instrument. The observation instrumeased on the based on three
theoretical perspectives in cooperative learningsitive social interdependence,
cognitive-developmental and behavioral learningnd this observation was done in
learning process of using teams games tournameméach writing organization of
descriptive text at the seven grade of MTs Sudirfd@agelang. It could be seen in the

table as follows:



Score of observation in pre-cycle

None A few | Half Many Majorit
y o < | @O (50%-| Y |Total
No Indicators (0%) 200%) | 49%) 69%) (>70%) g o
1 2 3 4 5

1 |The students’ attendance. V

2 |[The students show curiosity % 2
asking questions

3 |The students are enthusiagdiscus v 2
in their group

4 |The students answer teacher % 2
guestions

5 |The students answegreer’s questior % 2
correctly

6 |[The students are enthusiastic| v 1
participating the gamein the
tournament

7 |The studentsenthusiastic compg Vv 1
with other group to represeive
their group

8 |The students help other peers| v 1
answer/complete the task

9 |The students are enthusiastic d( v 4
the test
Total score 3 8 0 4 5 2(
Score = Total score x100%

maximumscore

= 294006
45

47
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=44, 4%

Based on the results of observation in the preatesve it could be concluded
that only half of the students active and enthtisiaa half of students needed more
attention from the researcher in teaching learpragess. The researcher saw during
teaching learning process taking place, the rebearexplained the descriptive text
involve identification and description after thatther asked students make simple
descriptive text. In this teaching process had ipassommunication. It was means
when the researcher explained and half of the stadest listen, other students did not
pay attention. Students were not given maximumaesgs, especially students who sit
in the backside of the class. They were still likdalk with their peers; students look

bored and feel sleepy.

2. The Analysis of the First Cycle

The second cycle was about teaching and learnioceps and the assessment. In
this activity, the researcher taught writing dgstive text by using TGT as a technique.
In this cycle, the researcher divided the studémtt six groups. She suggested the
students to work in groups. She distributed theksloeet contain the descriptive text
about classroom. She asked students to do coomdyativith their friends in their
groups. If they found some difficulties the reséarchad them to ask their friends. After
they did and discuss the generic structure of gesa text, they participated in the
tournaments. Teacher divided 29 students becomablest One table consists of 3
students that had same level. In the tournamedmy, competed with their friends from
other group to represent their group. They playedgames that contain some questions
about generic structure. After playing the ganertecore would be calculated with the
score their team. The team that got the high sgoreeward.

After teaching writing descriptive text the resdéwc asked students to make
descriptive text. Teacher would know their imprayiwriting descriptive text after
touching through TGT. After doing the test, theemasher asked the students to collect
their writing result. After all of students’ writinresult had been collected, the researcher
asked the students about the difficult words, & tshe translated in to English.



writing result. The first cycle result could be sae the table below:

The Score of Students’ Writing Result
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After whole activity had been finished, the resbarcassessed the students’

First cycle

No Name

Score Value
1 Abdul fatah 3 Fair
2 Agus Muafif 2 Poor
3 Ahmad Dani W 3 Fair
4 Ahmad sapaad 2 Poor
5 As’at Humam 2 Poor
6 Chaerul Muttagien 4 Good
7 Dwi joko prasetyo 2 Very Poor
8 Dwiki alfan f 2 Poor
9 Firdiawan 2 Poor
10 | Indri widiawan 3 Fair
11 | Mirwan 1 Very Poor
12 | M syaeful 3 Fair
13 | M solikin 1 Very poor
14 | Nasrul anas 3 Fair
15 | Radha bas anti 3 Fair
16 Rofi'atul ummah 3 Fair
17 | Sapawi 1 Very Poor
18 | Sitiinayah 4 Good
19 | Siti khotijah 4 Good
20 | Siti nurhayati 4 Good
21 | Siti nisrokhah 2 Poor
22 | Romziyati 2 Poor
23 | Syarifathus 2 Poor
24 | Uli sangadah 3 Fair
25 | Yulia 4 Good
26 | Yusrian 2 Poor
27 | Lia barotut 3 Fair
28 | Mfahri 3 Fair
29 | Dery setiadi 3 Fair
> 129 76
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From the result, she could calculate the meanettore students’ writing result

using the following formula:

2 X
m:

N

76
m =

29

=2,62

From analysis above, it is clear that the meantudets’ writing result of the
first cycle was 2.62. It means that the student#ing value was near of fair. And this is
one of the students’ results in first cycle:

| have a classroom. My classroom is big and clean. It has one blackboard,
cupboard. It has twenty tables and forty chairs. The wall is blue and white. It has one
door and six windows.

From the text above, the researcher can analyztdhbre was improving from

the writing organization of descriptive text stutfenin the text above the generic
structure were more complete than pre test. Butsthdents who got score 3 only 11
students, it means only 40% students that gotravédiie. So, it had been not achieved
minimum passing grade. There was a little incraasthis cycle. However, there was

improvement for the students’ ability although aswstep by step

Score of observation in first-cycle

Nond A few | Half Many Majorit

y on (20- | (50%- Y |Total

No Indicators (0%) 200%) | 49%) 69%) (>70%) g ord
1 2 3 4 5
1 |The students’ attendance. V 5
2 |The students show curiosity % 3
asking the questions

3 |The students are enthusiastiscus v 3
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in their group

The students answer teachef % 2
guestions

The students answegreer’s questior % 2
correctly

The students are enthusiastic % 2
participating the game in the

tournament

The studentsenthusiastic compe % 2
with other group to representat

their group

The students help other peers % 2

answer/complete the task

The students are enthusiastic dq \Y 4

the test

Total score 0 8 9 4 5 26
Score = Mxlocp/o

maximal score

=26 xX100%
45

=57,8%

According to the result of the observation abaveould be concluded that
more students joined the class enthusiasticallyeyTpaid attention to the lesson,
although some students made a noise when playedatne, because they were still
confused with the researcher’s direction and trexenplayed game before. They tried

to cheat and discussed the answer with their faend
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3. The Analysis of Second Cycle

At the previous observation, some of the studeaits that they had difficulties in
translating the Indonesia words into English. Thely confused and got lazy to ask the
students about parts, qualities, and charactesisfithe object.

In this cycle, the researcher explained in moraitdetbout descriptive text and
also explained clearly the procedure of TGT. Thmugs and the tournaments table were
still same at the previous cycle. And the stepathing and learning were same but the
material was different. At the previous cycle thatemial focused on their class. In this
cycle the material focused on describe personrAd@ching and learning using TGT the
researcher asked the students to write a des@&ifeit. After the students finishing their
writing, the researcher assessed their result.rAftbole activity had finished, the
researcher assessed the students’ writing resudt.s€cond cycle result could be seen in
the table below:

The Score of Students’ Writing Result

Second cycle

No Name

Score Value
1 Abdul Fatah 3 Good
2 Agus Muafif 3 Fair
3 Ahmad Dani W 3 Good
4 Ahmad Sapaad 3 Fair
5 As’at Humam 3 Fair
6 Chaerul Muttagien 5 Excellent
7 Dwi joko prasetyo 3 Fair
8 Dwiki Alfan F 3 Fair
9 Firdiawan 3 Fair
10 | Indri Widiawan 3 Good
11 | MIrwan 2 Poor
12 | M Syaeful 4 Good
13 | M Solikin 2 poor
14 | Nasrul Anas 3 Fair
15 | Radha Basanti 4 Good
16 | Rofiatul Ummah 4 Good
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17 | Sapawi 2 Very Poor
18 | Siti Inayah 4 Good
19 | Siti Khotijah 4 Good
20 | Siti Nurhayati 4 Good
21 | Siti nisrokhah 3 Fair
22 | Romziyati 3 Fair
23 | Syarifathus 3 Fair
24 Uli Sangadah 4 Fair
25 | Yulia 4 Good
26 | Yusrian 3 Poor
27 | Lia Barotut 3 Fair
28 | M Fabhri 4 Good
29 | Dery Setiadi 3 Fair
> 129 94

From the students’ writing result, she could cateithe mean of the score using

the following formula:

2 X
m =

N

94
m:

29

=3,24

The analysis above showed that the mean scoreidérsts’ writing result of the
second cycle was 3.24. It means that the studemihg value was near of good. The
result of the second cycle was better than theiguewne. In the text above the generic
structure was more complete than previous one. thed the students got the score 3
increase to be 14 students, it means 50% studenta fpir value. There was a little
increasing in this cycle. However, there was improent for the students’ ability
although it was step by step.



Score of observation in second-cycle

Nond A few | Half Many Majorit
y NG (20- | (50%- Y |Total
No Indicators (0%) 200) | 49%) 69%) (570%)| s gre
1 2 3 4 5

1 |The students’ attendance. \

2 |The students show curiosity % 4
asking the questions

3 |The students are enthusiagiscus % 4
in their group

4 The students answer teacher % 3
guestions

5 |The students answegreer’s questior % 3
correctly

6 |The students are enthusiastic % 3
participating the gamein the
tournament

7 |The studentsenthusiastic compe v 3
with other group to representat
their group

8 |The students help other peers v 3
answer/complete the task

9 |The students are enthusiastic d Y 4
the test
Total score 0 0 15 16 0 3
Score = Total score x100%

maximumscore

= E')d.OC%
45

54
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=68, 9%

Based on the result of observation above, it cta@cdtoncluded that many of
the students joined the class enthusiasticallychieg learning process ran well, but in
the last time in the lesson, the bell made studeictshot concentrate to the lesson as
they wanted to go to canteen soon. The researaltethat they would go to take a rest
soon after did the test.

In this cycle the researcher analyzed and gave wmiteations to five students
who got value poor in the first cycle. They had sodifficulties in memorizing the
generic structure and they would not to participatdiscussing work sheets. It might
be caused by their lack of motivation in learninggksh. The researcher gave more
attentions with try to be friendly with them. Besauthe difficulty was faced by
student to memorize the vocabulary, understand rgerstructure and translate
Indonesian word to English. Hence, the researchdrteacher were collaborative to

arrange lesson plan and improve the result studgsdge previous cycle.

4. The Analysis of Third Cycle

In this cycle, the researcher reviewed the previesson and the steps of teaching
and learning are same. At previous cycle studere wifficult to memorize part of
body. In this cycle the researcher stressed in stw&t and game used the picture of
artist to help them described a person. She suggjéis¢ students to work in groups. She
distributed the worksheet contain the descriptes¢ bout person. She asked students to
do cooperatively with their friends in their groupkthey found some difficulties the
researcher had them to ask their friends. After tbdal and discussed the generic
structure of descriptive text, they participatedhe tournaments. After teaching writing
descriptive text the researcher asked studentsake rdescriptive paragraph. Teacher
would know their improving writing descriptive texsfter touch through TGT. After
doing the test, the researcher asked the studentdléct their writing result. After whole
activity had been finished, the researcher assdbgestudents’ writing result. The third

cycle result can be seen in the table below:
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Third cycle

No Name

Score Value
1 Abdul fatah 4 Excellent
2 Agus Muafif 3 Fair
3 Ahmad Dani W 4 Excellent
4 Ahmad sapaad 3 Fair
5 As’at Humam 4 Good
6 Chaerul Muttagien 4 Excellent
7 Dwi joko prasetyo 4 Good
8 Dwiki alfan f 4 Good
9 Firdiawan 3 Fair
10 | Indri widiawan 4 Good
11 | Mirwan 3 Fair
12 | M syaeful 4 Good
13 M solikin 3 Fair
14 | Nasrul anas 4 Good
15 | Radha basanti 5 Excellent
16 Rofi'atul ummah 5 Excellent
17 | Sapawi 3 Fair
18 | Sitiinayah 4 Excellent
19 | Siti khotijah 4 Excellent
20 | Siti nurhayati 5 Excellent
21 | Siti nisrokhah 4 Good
22 | Romziyati 4 Good
23 | Syarifathus 3 Fair
24 | Uli sangadah 5 Excellent
25 | Yulia 4 Excellent
26 | Yusrian 3 Fair
27 | Lia barotut 4 Fair
28 | Mfahri 5 Good
29 | Dery setiadi 4 Good
> 129 113

the following formula:

From the students’ writing result, she could cateithe mean of the score using



2 X
m:

N

113
m=

29

=3,9
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The analysis above shows that the mean of studemishg result of the third

cycle was 3.9. It means that the students’ writiatye was good. And then the students

got the score 3 were increase to be 9 studentsstbdénts who got the score 4 was 17

students. It means 65% students got a value gbedad better than previous one. There

was an improvement in this cycle. The researchecloded that the problems with the

improvements of students’ writing using TGT weréved by the discussion.

Score of observation in pre-cycle

None A few | Half Many Majorit
y on (< (20- | (50%- Y |Total
No Indicators (0%) 200%) | 49%) 69%) (>70%) g ord
1 2 3 4 5
1 |The students’ attendance. Y 5
2 |The students show curiosity v 4
asking the questions
3 |The students are enthusiagiscus \% 5
in their group
4 The students answer teacher V 4
guestions
5 |The students answpeer’s questior V 4

correctly




maximumscore

= 3—9)6.00%3
45

=86, 7%

Based on the result of observation above, it cdedd concluded that the

6 |The students are enthusiastic V
participating the gamein the
tournament

7 |The studentsenthusiastic compe \%
with other group to representat
their group

8 |The students help other peers \%
answer/complete the task

9 |The students are enthusiastic d( \%
the test
Total score 16 20
Score = Total score x100%
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majority of the students joined the class enthtisi@$y. All activities in the third cycle

could run well. It could be seen from their respmsThere wee no noisy. While the
researcher was presenting the lesson, majoritiestudents were paying attention to
her. The students played the game orderly, whetheid test, they were calm and paid

attention to the researcher, they tried to answes guestions correctly and

enthusiastically.

5. The Analysis of Post-Test

In the last activity, the researcher conducted-pesit At the first, the researcher
taught writing by using TGT. In this post-test, yhHead to do a test. In this activity, the
researcher asked the students to write a des@if@it according to objects around them.
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The activity was totally run well and smoothly. Téieidents did the researcher’s
instruction anthusiastly. They were more interestedrite, because they could see the
object around them directly. After the studentssfimg their writing, they collected it to
the researcher. Then the researcher assessedittigig result. After whole activity had
been finished, the researcher assessed the studeititsgy result. The third cycle result
could be seen in the table below:

The Score of Students’ Writing Result

Post cycle

No Name

Score Value
1 Abdul fatah 5 Excellent
2 Agus Muafif 4 Good
3 Ahmad Dani W 4 Excellent
4 Ahmad sapaad 4 Good
5 As’at Humam 4 Good
6 Chaerul Muttagien 5 Excellent
7 Dwi Joko Prasetyo 5 Good
8 Dwiki Alfan F 4 Good
9 Firdiawan 3 Fair
10 | Indri Widiawan 4 Good
11 M Irwan 3 Fair
12 | M Syaeful 4 Good
13 | M Solikin 3 Fair
14 | Nasrul anas 4 Good
15 | Radha bas anti 5 Excellent
16 | Rofi'atul ummah 5 Excellent
17 | Sapawi 4 Fair
18 | Siti Inayah 5 Excellent
19 | Siti Khotijah 5 Excellent
20 | Siti Nurhayati 5 Excellent
21 | Siti Nisrokhah 4 Good
22 Romziyati 4 Good
23 | Syarifathus 3 Fair
24 | Uli sangadah 5 Excellent
25 | Yulia 5 Excellent
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26 | Yusrian 4 Fair
27 Lia barotut 4 Fair
28 M fahri 5 Good
29 | Dery setiadi 4 Good
> 29 123

From the students’ writing result, she could cateithe mean of the score using
the following formula:

2 X
m =
N
123
m =
29
=4.24

The mean of students’ writing result was 4.24. #ams that the students’ value
was good. The mean of the students’ writing seeas also better than the previous
score one. It was higher than her target. The rekeafelt that using TGT to improve
students’ writing organization that included thetpaqualities, and characteristics of the
objects was successful. The students’ use of tigettéanguage increased as well as their

motivation to write. TGT also contributed for théonwrite a descriptive text.

6. The Analysis of the Whole Meetings

Comparison percentage students enthusiastic ilmmespeaching learning process using

teams games tournament on pra cycle, cycle |, &dan cycle 3.

No Cycle Total Score Percentage
(%)
1 Pra cycle 20 44, 4%

2 Cycle 1 26 57, 8%
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3 Cycle 2 31 68,9%

4 Cycle 3 39 86, 7%

Comparison the average of students score

on pra cycle, cycle 1, cycle 2, cycle 3 and past te

No Cycle Mean
1 Pra-cycle 2,10
2 Cycle 1 2,62
3 Cycle 2 3,24
4 Cycle 3 4,0
5 Post test 4,24

As whole the meetings ran well. There were someifstgnt improvements from

cycle one to cycle three.

In the pre test, all of the students had been dthegest, and the average result
was 2, 10 in this activity, the researcher stikdigonventional method. She did not use
TGT to teach writing organization of descriptivextteln the teaching learning process,
only half of the students were active and enthtisiads the lesson. Another half of
students did not give response maximally, espgcthk students who sat down in the
backside. They like talk with their pairs. The stots looked bored and sleepy.
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In the first cycle, the average result was 2, Gie flesearcher began using TGT to
teach the students. In teaching learning prochesg tvere many students joined the class
enthusiastically. They paid attention to the lessalthough many of students still
confused with the researcher and the teacher’sttire It made the class noise, it was
caused that they never played the game in classebaBut it could be overcame giving
direction more slowly and clearly.

In the second cycle, the average result was 3T2d teaching learning process in
this cycle had not many differences with the prasione. The researcher just analyzed

and gave more attention to some students thahatilllower score.

In the third cycle, the average result was 4, Ofoiethe lesson began, the
researcher asked the students to give more paptiatieto the lesson. Because the
materials were quite difficult, the researcher wiogive reward to the students who could
answer the question correctly, but the researcloedvgive punishment if they make a
trouble. In teaching learning process, majority tbe students joined the class
enthusiastically. All activities in this cycle ramell. According to the researcher, it
caused by their interesting playing the game irrrtament. They liked receiving the
reward and were afraid with punishment if they madaeble in the class.

In the last meeting, there was post test. The geedd result was 4, 24. It was
higher than result in the pre test. It showed thate was some significant improvement
in students’ achievement. Furthermore, there was ehprovement from cycle 1 until

cycle 3.



