CHAPTER IV
RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION

In this chapter, the data that have been collegtede analyzed and
discussed to know the result of each activity dyarresearch.
A. RESEARCH FINDING
1. The Data of Pre-cycle Finding
Before conducting this action research, a pre-teas given. The
purpose of pre-test was to know the students’ tghili writing news item text.
Pre-cycle was conducted on Wednesday, Pebrudfy2p22. They were 25
students who followed the test.
They had to write a news item paragraph about eotitheme. The
length of paragraph consists of 10-15 sentences.tifhe allotment was 40
minutes.The pre-test result would be compared to the ststtsst results after
treatment to know the improvement of the studeatslity in writing news
item. The pre-cycle result can be seen in the tablew:

Table 4. The Pre-cycle Result

No Name of students Score
1 | Ahmad Samsudin 49
2 | Ahmad Saiful Adyan 55
3 | Ayu Dyah Damayanti 68
4 | Bahrudin M 55

5 | Devi Retho M 70

6 | Dian Agustina 58
7 | Edi Galih Saputra 55
8 | Fitri Mualifah 55

9 | Hidayatun Nikmah 56
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10 | Ihda Nurhidayah 57
11 | Khoirul Adib 51
12 | Lita Jaiyin 48
13 | Moh. Abdul Kohar 69
14 | Muhammad Fauzi 52
15 | M. Ridhwan 60
16 | Muhammad Said 63
17 | Ria Fitriana 57
18 | Rumisih 57
19 | Siti Suhermi 56
20 | Sofi Rustiani 55
21 | Sri Pujiani 55
22 | Susma Fatin ND 60
23 | Titik Elva Yuliana 63
24 | Titik Endang Sholikatin 69
25 | Azizatul Magfiroh 52
z 1445
2 X
M =
n
1445
M =
25
=57.8

From the pre-cycle result above can be concludedl tthe students’
ability in writing news item text was still poor. ddt of the students were poor

in all of those components especially in contergaaization, and grammar.
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Most of the students were poor in all of those congmts especially in
ideas, organization, and grammar. The studentgingrivas not coherent and
united. In addition, the content of their essay Vea% of ideas. Although they
knew the theory of news item text wehey failed to differentiate the use of
verb. An example of their mistake was found in ¢batencejamong is person
to walked”, it had to be*among is person to walk’Then, the students also
failed to state the subject in every clause. Fangple, family who hit disaster
to guide she in law age’lt had to be, family who hit disaster to guide her in
law agé. Consequentially, the students’ grammar was ne@¢dde improved.

Furthermore, a lot of students ignored the meclsarm€ writing
including the use of capital letters, periods, aadma on their writing. The
students used inappropriate vocabulary.

Based on the explanation above, the average oéwstsidresult in pre-
test was 57.8The students’ achievement level in this pre-tess feled. It
could be said that treatment was important to imgitudents’ writing skill.

The observation in pre cycle can be concluded dmdy half of the
students were active and enthusiastic, a half wdestts need more attention
from the teacher from teaching and learning pracBEss researcher saw during
teaching and learning process taken place, thééeamnly gave explanation
about writing and material about news item text #mel teacher asked some
guestions about the theme but in this teaching laaching process showed
passive and less, it means that the studentsfetilidifficult to answer and
respond the teacher questions and explanation. stidents are not brave
enough to ask question if they do not understandTye students are not given
the maximum response, especially students whadheibackside of the class.
They still like to talk with other friend.
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2. The Data of Cycle 1 Finding
In this cycle, the researcher conducted treatmesitidefore executed a
test. It was conducted on Wednesday, Mafft2G12. There were 25 students
following teaching learning process. Teaching lewyn process during
treatment was represented in many steps.
a. Planning
1) Choosing the teaching learning materials (Israd¢®)
2) Arranging the lesson plan based on the teachingmaét
3) Preparing the test Instrument
4) Preparing teaching facilities
5) Preparing students’ attendance list
b. Acting
The first meeting applied to conduct building knedde of field of
modeling of the text stage. Then the next meetiamgglied to hold join
construction of text and independent of text cacsion. In this cycle, the
researcher gave the students treatment, the rbaseaconcerned on the
student’s difficulty to build thédeas in writing news item essay. Video gave
them ideas to build. Therefore, the researcher eroed on some leading
question that could help the students compreheunllig Basically, they
knew the pattern of simple past tense, tense tbadl in news item. The
researcher gave example of simple past tense. Themgsearcher asked to
students to write down on the white board gave etamof simple past
tense. However, they failed in adapting this temsdorm of news item
essay. The process of teaching and learning duiiegtreatment was
represented in the learning stages. There weresfages in the cycle one.
The first stage was building knowledge of field:siHy, in the previous
meeting the researcher attached video in the dassrThe researcher hope
that it could increase their sense of curiosity.rébwer, it expected that the

students would get something to inspire their wgti
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The next stage was modeling of text. As statedrbetbe students had
almost understood the theory of news item. Howeabey got difficulties in
writing an essay of news item. Therefore, the netea intended to make
the students understood, not only the theory lsd #ie application of the
theory. The researcher lead them to discuss thistake in pre-test. Then,
the researcher chose one of the video tells absraell The researcher
played video two times and guided them to watchviieo from LCD. Time
allotment of video about five minutes. The researdsked the students to
watch the video and take a note key word basedhervideo. Then, the
researcher gave them some leading question abdeb,ve.g, what video is
this? Do you know this video? After that, the reskar asked to students
discuss about the video. The students discuss abatent, language feature
and generic structure based on the video. The stsideere enthusiastic in
joining the discussion. Then, the researcher shotiein the way to
combine those ideas into a coherent essay. Theytifidd the generic
structure of the text easily.

Having clear with the construction of news itenmg tiesearcher lead
the students to the next stage that was join aactedn of text. At first, the
researcher asked the students to watch the videm,the students take a
note key word and decided the topic based on tdeovihat have been
given. After that, the researcher checked the siisde@ork and then given
the correct text.

The last stage was independent construction of taxthis stage the
researcher asked every student to write a newsdassay based on the video
they had watched. The topic was Israel. The leogtthe essay was 10-15
sentences and the time allotment was 40 minutesedwer, the result of

cycle one test can be seen in the table below:
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Table 5. The Cycle 1 test Result

Component of writing score

NJ

No Name of students score
C|O| V|G M
1 | Ahmad Samsudin 16 14 13 14 3 6
2 | Ahmad Saiful Adyan 17 1% 14 1 4 64
3 | Ayu Dyah Damayanti 1§ 15 16 16 4 64
4 | Bahrudin M 16| 14 15 14 3 62
5 | Devi Rethno M 21 17, 18 16 4 76
6 | Dian Agustina 15 15 14 1b 3 62
7 | Edi Galih Saputra 1 14 16 15 3 6
8 | Fitri Mualifah 15| 14| 14| 15 3 61
9 | Hidayatun Nikmah 18§ 16 15 1b 4 69
10 | lhda Nurhidayah 17 15 16 14 6%
11 | Khoirul Adib 18| 16| 15| 15 4 68
12 | Lita Jaiyin 15| 14| 15 14 3 61
13 | Moh. Abdul Kohar 21 17 19 1y 4 78
14 | Muhammad Fauzi 18 1y 18 15 4 7
15 | M. Ridhwan 20| 16 18 14 4 72
16 | Muhammad Said 18 17 16 15 4 7
17 | Ria Fitriana 19, 17 16 14 3 69
18 | Rumisih 16| 15 1 13 3 63
19 | Siti Suhermi 17 15 17 15 4 68
20 | Sofi Rustiani 16/ 1§ 17 14 3 65
21 | Sri Pujiani 15| 16 15 14 3 63
22 | Susma Fatin ND 1§ 16 16 15 3 6
23 | Titik Elva Yuliana 200 17} 18 15 4 74
24 | Titik Endang 19 | 16| 16| 15 4 70
Sholikatin
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25 | Azizatul Magfiroh 17| 16/ 183 15 3 66

z 439|392|399| 367| 89 1686

2 X

M=
n
1676

M =
25

=67.04

Based on the test result, the average of studeriteatment (cycle 1)
was 67.04lt increased 9.24 from pre-test and it could bectated that a
first cycle was successful enough. In first cythe researcher analyzed that
some students still had difficult in writing newsm. The students not only
had difficulty to make a paragraph but also in gran word choosing and
systematic of news item texBased on the problem above, the teacher
conducted cycle 2 in order to improve the studentfiing news item.

c. Observing

First monitoring, it was conducted on Wednesdapreay 29" 2012.
This meeting, all of the students’ attendance sl While the teacher
showed video, they watched to the video and listene teacher’s
explanation, they did what the teacher said nondesits is crowded and
also asked permission to leave the classrdanthe second activity, there
were not students not pay attention to the learpnogess. Devi Retno, Titik
Elva, Diah Agustina, Abdul Kohar and Fauzi were #tadents who are
active in asking question because they wanted ¢avkmore news item text.
When the teacher gave a task to them, none studehtsot do the tasks

because they are discipline in doing the task andt tudents were not
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active during a lesson. They were: Siti Suhermia lJaiyin, Edi Galih and
Azizatul. These students also did not pay attertticthe teacher’s explain.
Table 6

Score of observation in cycle |

None A few Half Many Majority
(20- (50- Total
0% (< 20%)| 49%) 69%) (> 70 %)| score

1 2 3 4 5

No | Indicators

1 | The
student’s \ 4
are
enthusiastiq
in listening
to teachers]
explanation
of news
item text
2 | The
student’s \ 2
participant
in
answering
the teacher
guestion

3 | The
student’s \ 3
are
enthusiastiqg
in
mentioning
the
vocabulary
items for
the theme
4 | The
student’s \ 5
are
enthusiastiqg
watching
video
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5 | The
student’s \ 4
are
enthusiastiq
in doing
test
Total score 0 0 6 8 5 18
Total score
Score = X 100%
Maximal score
18
=— X100 %
45
=40 %

According to the result of the observation aboveam be concluded
that more students joined the class enthusiastiealt teaching by using
video is effective to improve students’ news itemiting skill than teaching
without video. They paid attention to the lessdthaugh some students still
felt difficult in asking and answering the quessoand there was several
students said that the video was not big enoughtHgothings in the video
could not be seen. But the students could imadiner ¢hings in the theme.

. Reflecting

1) The teaching that done by the teacher had not naxibecause in
giving materials was less interesting.

2) The students activity in learning process had nakimal yet. It was
caused unfamiliar in material, so students did pet attention to the
teacher in the classroom. Besides that, there steidents that did not
understand the instruction that was given by theher.

3) Teacher should prepare teaching media well.
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4) Teacher should improve students’ motivation in f@sg process,
especially for students that were less attention.
3. The Data of Cycle 2 Finding
a. Planning
1) Choosing the teaching learning materials (Gazaoyide
2) Arranging the lesson plan based on the teachingmaés
3) Preparing the test Instrument
4) Preparing teaching facilities
b. Acting
Cycle two took two meetings. The firstetieg was on Wednesday,

Maret 14" 2012. The second meeting was on Thursday, Mar&t2082.
Generally, the procedure of teaching learning &gtiin this cycle was
almost the same as the previous cycle. The firsttimg used as building
knowledge of field stages. The main concern on tlgide was on making
the students’ writing more coherent and better thafore. However, the
researcher still tried to develop the other comptse

In modelling of text, the researcher explored thelents’ vocabulary
by drilling them some vocabulary used in news itdihe researcher also
used video to inspire the students in varying vataly. The students take a
note key word and new vocabularies based on theoviThen, the students
asked to write them on the white board. In the rs#age that was joint
construction of text, the researcher showed thenideo about Gaza. The
researcher played video two times and guided tleewatch the video from
LCD. Time allotment of the video about five minut@$en, the researcher
asked the researcher to write key word based owitie®m and explore the
video on the white board. All of them, the studesnshusiastic to write on
the white board. After that, the researcher chedkedstudents work and

then given correct the answer.
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Move to the next stage, independent constructiaedf In this stage,
every student had to write their own essay aboet \tldeo they had

discussed. The rule was still the same, the tinatnaént was 40 minutes

and the length of essay was 10-15 sentences.

The result of students’ achievement in writing nétem in the cycle 2

was shown in the table below:

Table 7. The cycle 2 test Result

No Name of students Component of writing score score
C O \Y G M

1 | Ahmad Samsudin 18 17 18 17 4 74
2 | Ahmad Saiful Adyan 17 16 15 16 3 67
3 | Ayu Dyah Damayanti 18 17 16 15 4 70
4 Bahrudin M 17 17 16 16 4 70
5 | Devi Retno M 23 18 19 18 4 82
6 | Dian Agustina 20 17 16 16 4 73
7 Edi Galih Saputra 17 16 18 15 3 69
8 Fitri Mualifah 19 17 16 16 4 72
9 | Hidayatun Nikmah 19 18 17 16 4 74
10 | Ihda Nurhidayah 18 16 17 16 71
11 | Khoirul Adib 19 17 16 15 4 71
12 | Lita Jaiyin 18 16 16 15 3 68
13 | Moh. Abdul Kohar 22 18 18 19 4 81
14 | Muhammad Fauzi 20 18 17 1§ 4 v
15 | M. Ridhwan 19 17 18 16 4 74
16 | Muhammad Said 21 18 18 19 4 80
17 | Ria Fitriana 22 17 18 18 4 79
18 | Rumisih 20 18 17 18 4 77
19 | Siti Suhermi 18 17 18 16 4 73
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20 | Sofi Rustiani 19 18 17 18 4 74
21 | Sri Pujiani 19 17 18 17 4 75
22 | Susma Fatin ND 18 18 16 16 4 72
23 | Titik Elva Yuliana 22 18 17 18 4 79
24 | Titik Endang 17 17 18 16 4 72
Sholikatin
25 | Azizatul Magfiroh 18 17 19 16 4 74
) 478 430 429 416 97 1850
2 X
M=
n
1850
M=
25
=74
c. Observing

Next monitoring, it was conducted on Wednesday,ddrd" 2012
and Thursday, March 152012. This observation was executed while
students doing tesin the learning process, all of the students atdnd
class and listened to teacher’'s explanatifhile doing test, there were
three students did not pay attention to the legrproscess and there was
five student’s active in asking questions, they ev@®evi Retno and
Mohammad Abdul Koharn this activity, there were four students asking
permission to leave the classroom but all of thedemts disciplined in
doing the task and none the students’ who do roteaduring a lesson.

From the statement above, it can be concludedvihdé executed
observation the researcher knew the activity whatdtudents did during

teaching learning proces$he researcher conducted that class X of MA
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Manbaul Ulum Sinoman Patbelonging to the active and in the law

obedient’ studentslt was proved while most of the students listened t

teacher’s explanation, active asked the questiamg,discipline in doing a

task. In the law obedient’ students, it proved fritv@ attendance list and the

students were not like to be active although twthoée students still made

active.

Table 8

Score of observation in cycle I

No

Indicators

None
(0 %)

A few
(< 20%)

Half
(20-49%)

Many
(50-69%)

Majority
(> 70 %)

2

3

4

5

Total

score

The student’s
are
enthusiastic in
listening to
teachers’
explanation of

news item text

The student’s
are participant
in answering
the teacher

guestion

The student’s
are
enthusiastic in

mentioning

the vocabulary
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items from the

theme

The student’s
are V 5
enthusiastic
watching

video

The student’s
are v 5
enthusiastic in

doing test
Total score 0 0 0 8 15 23
Total score
Score = X 100%
Maximal score
23
=— X100 %
45
=51,1%

Based on the result of observation above, it cagdrmeluded that
the majority of the students joined the class esitiutically. All activities in
the second cycle and the activity could run welican be seen from their
responses. No students were noisy. While the teaghe presenting the
lesson, most of the students were paying attemtidhe teacher. When did
their test, they were calm and paying attentiothéoteacher and researcher,

they tried to answer the questions correctly antiiesiastically.
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d. Reflecting
Evaluate the steps in teaching learning processudsed the result
of observation, and assessed the result of studemterstanding for the
improvement of students’ writing news item texaccording to the
researcher, all activities run well. It can be séem their responses. No
students were noisy. While the teacher was presgifitie lesson, majority
of the students were paying attention to the teadfrem the result above,
the researcher concluded that the research prinadite use of video to
develop students’ ability in writing was signifidan
B. DISCUSSION
1. Analysis of Cycle 1
The researcher's analysis shows that the averaggudents’ test
result of the first cycle was 67. 44. The highesire was 78 and the lowest
score was 60. From the analysis above, the averfatpe results was 67. 44.
The researcher analyzed that some students diltlifigcult in writing news
item. The students not only had difficulty to makearagraph but also in
grammar, word choosing and systematic of news it
The analysis above shows that the result of tis¢ diycle was better
than previous one. There were more improvementhigncycle although it
was step by step. And it shows that there weretumbests who get the mark
under 60. So, the researcher decided to contireuadtion to the next cycle.
2. Analysis of Cycle 2
In this cycle, the researcher just continues whattsas been done in
the previous cycles to repair methods and strat@ggh used in teaching
learning process. The researcher and the teackerapd attention and
motivation to the students. The result of analgsiews that the average of
students’ test result of the second cycle waslé. highest score was 82 and
the lowest score was 6All activities in the second cycle and the activity

could run well. The researcher analyzed the prodlgst in mechanic aspect
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and in the learning aid that was not big enoughaifetts several students in
making good sentences and applied it into news tetwriting To solve
these problems, the teacher gave student to wh&hkitleo to the teaching
and learning process could be success and the wepent of writing skill in
news item text could be reached.

From the result above, the analysis above showstbaesult of the
second cycle was better than previous one. There mere improvements in
this cycle although it was step by step. The researconcluded that the use
of video to develop students’ ability in writing s/aignifiant.

The comparison of pre cycle and cycle 1

In pre cycle we can see that students’ activene&se wery low. This
can be concluded that there were about 49 % steidiéhinot give participant
to teacher’s questions. It was shown by theirwatas during the class that
most of them were talking to each other while theldg in progress. Even
when they were in groups of discussion, they didshow any enthusiasm in
joining the activity. For instance, when teacheinped one of them to
express their writing in front of class, studentonlias pointed would point
another student or his/her partner instead. Tipsated over and over until
there was someone who did not have a chance teer¢fied to express this
expression.

In contrast, in cycle 1, students’ responds towsp@aking were
shown significant improvement. It was resulted thatudents
activeness/participation in writing activity wer@%. It increased from pre
cycle. Here, 2 students who were pointed to comednl for their group did
not refuse or point another partner to come forwastead.

From the result above, the average students irCiycke were only
57, 8 and Cycle | was 67, 44, the comparison betvire Cycle and Cycle |
improved 9, 64 %. It's meant the use of video camprbve students’

achievement in writing.
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4. The Comparison of Cycle 1 and Cycle 2

In cycle 1 we can see that students’ activenesg wery low. This
can be concluded that the students did not givent@bn to teacher’s
explanation. It was shown by their attitudes durthg class that most of
them were talking to each other while the studgriogress or sleeping. Even
when they were in groups of discussion, they didshow any enthusiasm in
joining the activity. For instance, when teacheinper one of them to come
forward, student who was pointed would point anotsteident or his/her
partner instead. This repeated over and over @ik was someone who did
not have a chance to refuse tried to write theiting.

In contrast, in cycle 2, students’ responds towarniting were shown
the improvement. It was resulted that studentsvewéss/participation in
writing activity increased from cycle 1. Here, 4d¢nts who were pointed to
come forward for their group did not refuse or p@nother partner to come
forward instead.

It can be said that the use of video were effectivamproving
students’ writing ability and motivated them to im@re active in engaging
themselves in writing activity. In short, studenigére more actively writing;
they leaved their laziness and embarrassment baebctvriting

In addition, their achievement in speaking alsaeased. Students’
mean in cycle | 67, 44, increased up to 74 in gydlelt was higher than
minimum score that must be reached. Those indidhtadvideo can improve
students’ writing ability.

5. The comparison of pre cycle and all cycle

Interpretation takes the result of analysis, mattes interferences
pertinent to the research relation studied and slraanclusion about the
relations. In the best average scores of the mlecgyclel and cycle 2 of the
students was 57, 8, 67, 44, and 74. It shows ty@de d scores of the class
(67, 4) are better than (74) the result of the &ybf the class is higher than
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cycle 1. Based on the result above, the reseacdmetuded that the teaching

learning activity by using video can improve thedgnts’ abilityt in writing.
From this result, the researcher concluded that shedents’

achievement in writing news item text using videadha significant

improvement and we can look on the graph below:

Diagraml
Improvement of Students’ Score
In Writing News Item text

Pre cycle  Cycle 1 Cycle 2
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