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CHAPTER IV
RESEARCH FINDING

This chapter presents the data description, hypothesis testing and discussion.

A. Data Description
1. Data Presentation

Data presentation is done to result of research that has been carried out to the subject of the research. The subjects of the research were 35 students of the second year students at SMPN 1 Boyolangu, Tulungagung. To understand well the researcher enclosed the score of the students in the test of speaking.
There were two groups of score that the score that the students achieved, there was the result of pre-test and post-test. The score were presented in the following table.
Table 4.1 Students Score Before Taught By Using Story Telling

	NO
	STUDENTS
	SPEAKING COMPONENTS

	
	
	Acc
	Gram
	Voc
	Flu
	Comp

	1
	A
	3
	2
	3
	3
	3

	2
	B
	3
	3
	2
	3
	4

	3
	C
	3
	2
	3
	4
	4

	4
	D
	5
	4
	5
	4
	4

	5
	E
	3
	2
	4
	4
	4

	6
	F
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4

	7
	G
	3
	2
	3
	3
	4

	8
	H
	3
	3
	3
	4
	5

	9
	I
	2
	2
	2
	3
	4

	10
	J
	3
	2
	4
	2
	4

	11
	K
	2
	2
	2
	3
	4

	12
	L
	3
	3
	3
	4
	5

	13
	M
	4
	3
	4
	4
	5

	14
	N
	2
	2
	3
	3
	4

	15
	O
	3
	2
	3
	4
	4

	16
	P
	2
	2
	3
	2
	3

	17
	Q
	3
	3
	3
	2
	4

	18
	R
	3
	3
	4
	3
	5

	19
	S
	3
	2
	4
	4
	5

	20
	T
	3
	2
	3
	4
	4

	21
	U
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4

	22
	V
	5
	4
	5
	4
	4

	23
	W
	3
	2
	4
	4
	4

	24
	X
	3
	5
	4
	4
	4

	25
	Y
	3
	2
	4
	4
	4

	26
	Z
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4

	27
	AA
	2
	2
	3
	2
	3

	28
	AB
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3

	29
	AC
	3
	2
	3
	3
	4

	30
	AD
	3
	2
	4
	3
	4

	31
	AE
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4

	32
	AF
	2
	2
	3
	3
	4

	33
	AG
	3
	2
	3
	5
	3

	34
	AH
	3
	2
	4
	4
	3

	35
	AI
	3
	3
	4
	5
	3


Based on the data in table 4.1 above, the weighting score of the students’ level are:
Table 4.2 Weighting Table of Students’ Ability in Speaking Test before Using Story Telling Technique
	NO
	STUDENTS
	DESCRIPTION OF PROFICIENCY

	
	
	Acc
	Gram
	Voc
	Flu
	Comp
	Total Score

	1
	A
	2
	12
	12
	6
	12
	44

	2
	B
	2
	18
	8
	6
	15
	49

	3
	C
	2
	12
	12
	8
	15
	49

	4
	D
	3
	24
	20
	8
	15
	70

	5
	E
	2
	12
	16
	8
	15
	53

	6
	F
	2
	18
	16
	8
	15
	59

	7
	G
	2
	12
	12
	6
	15
	47

	8
	H
	2
	18
	12
	8
	19
	59

	9
	I
	1
	12
	8
	6
	15
	42

	10
	J
	2
	12
	16
	4
	15
	49

	11
	K
	1
	12
	8
	6
	15
	42

	12
	L
	2
	18
	12
	8
	19
	59

	13
	M
	2
	18
	16
	8
	19
	63

	14
	N
	1
	12
	12
	6
	15
	46

	15
	O
	2
	12
	12
	8
	15
	49

	16
	P
	1
	12
	12
	4
	12
	41

	17
	Q
	2
	18
	12
	4
	15
	51

	18
	R
	2
	12
	16
	6
	19
	55

	19
	S
	2
	12
	16
	8
	19
	57

	20
	T
	2
	12
	12
	8
	15
	49

	21
	U
	2
	18
	12
	6
	15
	53

	22
	V
	3
	24
	20
	8
	15
	70

	23
	W
	2
	12
	16
	8
	15
	53

	24
	X
	2
	18
	16
	8
	15
	59

	25
	Y
	2
	18
	16
	8
	15
	59

	26
	Z
	2
	24
	16
	8
	15
	65

	27
	AA
	1
	12
	12
	4
	12
	41

	28
	AB
	2
	18
	12
	6
	12
	50

	29
	AC
	2
	12
	12
	6
	15
	47

	30
	AD
	2
	12
	16
	6
	15
	51

	31
	AE
	2
	18
	16
	8
	15
	59

	32
	AF
	1
	12
	12
	6
	15
	46

	33
	AG
	2
	12
	12
	10
	12
	48

	34
	AH
	2
	12
	16
	8
	12
	50

	35
	AI
	2
	18
	16
	10
	12
	58


The pre-test was done before treatment process (teaching speaking by using story telling). This test is given to know the basic competence for all students and to know their earlier knowledge before they get treatment.
Table 4.3 Students Score After Taught By Using Story Telling

	NO
	STUDENTS
	SPEAKING COMPONENTS

	
	
	Acc
	Gram
	Voc
	Flu
	Comp

	1
	A
	3
	3
	3
	2
	4

	2
	B
	3
	2
	4
	4
	4

	3
	C
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4

	4
	D
	6
	4
	5
	4
	5

	5
	E
	3
	3
	3
	3
	5

	6
	F
	4
	4
	4
	4
	5

	7
	G
	3
	3
	4
	3
	4

	8
	H
	3
	3
	3
	5
	5

	9
	I
	3
	3
	3
	4
	4

	10
	J
	3
	3
	5
	3
	4

	11
	K
	3
	3
	3
	4
	4

	12
	L
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4

	13
	M
	3
	4
	4
	5
	4

	14
	N
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3

	15
	O
	3
	2
	4
	4
	4

	16
	P
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3

	17
	Q
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4

	18
	R
	3
	3
	4
	3
	5

	19
	S
	5
	4
	4
	4
	4

	20
	T
	3
	3
	3
	3
	4

	21
	U
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3

	22
	V
	6
	5
	4
	5
	5

	23
	W
	3
	3
	4
	4
	5

	24
	X
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4

	25
	Y
	3
	3
	4
	5
	4

	26
	Z
	5
	5
	4
	6
	4

	27
	AA
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3

	28
	AB
	3
	2
	4
	4
	4

	29
	AC
	3
	2
	3
	3
	4

	30
	AD
	3
	2
	4
	4
	5

	31
	AE
	4
	3
	4
	5
	4

	32
	AF
	3
	2
	2
	4
	4

	33
	AG
	3
	2
	3
	4
	3

	34
	AH
	3
	3
	3
	4
	4

	35
	AI
	3
	4
	4
	5
	4


Based on the data in table 4.3 above, the weighting score of the students’ level are:
Table 4.4 Weighting Table of Students’ Ability in Speaking Test after Using Story Telling Technique
	NO
	STUDENTS
	DESCRIPTION OF PROFICIENCY

	
	
	Acc
	Gram
	Voc
	Flu
	Comp
	Total Score

	1
	A
	2
	18
	12
	4
	15
	51

	2
	B
	2
	12
	16
	8
	15
	53

	3
	C
	2
	18
	16
	8
	15
	59

	4
	D
	4
	24
	20
	8
	19
	75

	5
	E
	2
	18
	12
	6
	19
	57

	6
	F
	2
	24
	16
	8
	19
	69

	7
	G
	2
	18
	16
	6
	15
	57

	8
	H
	2
	18
	12
	10
	19
	61

	9
	I
	2
	18
	12
	8
	15
	55

	10
	J
	2
	18
	20
	6
	15
	61

	11
	K
	2
	18
	12
	8
	15
	55

	12
	L
	2
	24
	16
	8
	15
	65

	13
	M
	2
	24
	16
	10
	15
	67

	14
	N
	2
	18
	12
	6
	12
	50

	15
	O
	2
	12
	16
	8
	15
	53

	16
	P
	2
	18
	12
	6
	12
	50

	17
	Q
	2
	18
	12
	6
	15
	53

	18
	R
	2
	18
	16
	6
	19
	61

	19
	S
	3
	24
	16
	8
	15
	66

	20
	T
	2
	18
	12
	6
	15
	53

	21
	U
	2
	18
	16
	8
	12
	56

	22
	V
	4
	30
	16
	10
	19
	79

	23
	W
	2
	18
	16
	8
	19
	63

	24
	X
	2
	18
	16
	8
	15
	59

	25
	Y
	2
	18
	16
	10
	15
	61

	26
	Z
	3
	30
	16
	12
	15
	76

	27
	AA
	1
	12
	8
	6
	12
	39

	28
	AB
	2
	12
	16
	8
	15
	53

	29
	AC
	2
	12
	12
	6
	15
	47

	30
	AD
	2
	12
	16
	8
	19
	57

	31
	AE
	2
	18
	16
	10
	15
	61

	32
	AF
	2
	12
	8
	8
	15
	45

	33
	AG
	2
	12
	12
	8
	12
	46

	34
	AH
	2
	18
	12
	8
	15
	55

	35
	AI
	2
	24
	16
	10
	15
	67


The post-test was done after treatment process (teaching speaking by using story telling). It was done to know the final score and to know the students’ difference competence before and after they get treatment.
2. Data Analysis
Data analysis is done to know the different score before test and after test by searched the gain “d” (post-test – pre-test) and the total of gain score (∑d). Here also was sought the number of subject (N). The total of pre-test and post-test score and its mean (X).
Table 4.5 The Different Score of Pre-test and Post-test

     (To Gain (d) / Post-Test – Pre-Test)
	No 
	Pre-test
	Post-test
	Gain (d) 
	d2

	1
	44
	51
	7
	49

	2
	49
	53
	4
	16

	3
	49
	59
	10
	100

	4
	70
	75
	5
	25

	5
	53
	57
	4
	16

	6
	59
	69
	10
	100

	7
	47
	57
	10
	100

	8
	59
	61
	2
	4

	9
	42
	55
	13
	169

	10
	49
	61
	12
	144

	11
	42
	55
	13
	169

	12
	59
	65
	6
	36

	13
	63
	67
	4
	16

	14
	46
	50
	4
	16

	15
	49
	53
	4
	16

	16
	41
	50
	9
	81

	17
	51
	53
	2
	4

	18
	55
	61
	6
	36

	19
	57
	66
	9
	81

	20
	49
	53
	4
	16

	21
	53
	56
	3
	9

	22
	70
	79
	9
	81

	23
	53
	63
	10
	100

	24
	59
	59
	0
	0

	25
	59
	61
	2
	4

	26
	65
	76
	11
	121

	27
	41
	39
	-2
	4

	28
	50
	53
	3
	9

	29
	47
	47
	0
	0

	30
	51
	57
	6
	36

	31
	59
	61
	2
	4

	32
	46
	45
	-1
	1

	33
	48
	46
	-2
	4

	34
	50
	55
	5
	25

	35
	58
	67
	9
	81

	N=35
	1842

X1=52,628
	2035
X2=58,143
	∑d=193
	∑d2=1673


The total of before treatment score is 1842 with X1=52,628. The total of after treatment score is 2039 with X2=58,257. Moreover, the total of gain ∑d=193.
After the different score before treatment and after treatment known, the researcher searches the “Xd” the deviation of every subject (d – Md). Md is mean from the difference between before treatment and after treatment. Here also searching the ∑ X2d (square of deviation).
Table 4.6 Find the Xd and X2d

	Subject
	d
	Xd (d – Md)
	X2d

	1
	7
	1,486
	2.208196

	2
	4
	-1.514
	2.292196

	3
	10
	4.486
	20.124196

	4
	5
	-0.514
	0.264196

	5
	4
	-1.514
	2.292196

	6
	10
	4.486
	20.124196

	7
	10
	4.486
	20.124196

	8
	2
	-3.514
	12.384196

	9
	13
	7.486
	56.040196

	10
	12
	6.486
	42.068196

	11
	13
	7.486
	56.040196

	12
	6
	0.486
	0.236196

	13
	4
	-1.514
	2.292196

	14
	4
	-1.514
	2.292196

	15
	4
	-1.514
	2.292196

	16
	9
	3.486
	12.152196

	17
	2
	-3.514
	12.384196

	18
	6
	0.486
	0.236196

	19
	9
	3.486
	12.152196

	20
	4
	-1.514
	2.292196

	21
	3
	-2.514
	6.320196

	22
	9
	3.486
	12.152196

	23
	10
	4.486
	20.124196

	24
	0
	-5,514
	30.404196

	25
	2
	-3.514
	12.384196

	26
	11
	5.486
	30.096196

	27
	-2
	-7.514
	56.460196

	28
	3
	-2.514
	6.320196

	29
	0
	-5,514
	30.404196

	30
	6
	0.486
	0.236196

	31
	2
	-3.514
	12.348196

	32
	-1
	-6.514
	42.432196

	33
	-2
	-7.514
	56.460196

	34
	5
	-0.514
	0.264196

	35
	9
	3.486
	12.152196

	N=35
	∑d=193
	
	∑ X2d=607.614
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To know the degree of freedom, we can find the result from the formula below:
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B. Hypothesis Testing
The researcher analyzed the collected data by quantitative data analyzed through t-test statistical analysis. After analyzing was done there are two possibilities, Ha is accepted and Ho is rejected or Ha is rejected and Ho is accepted.
The used of story telling technique to improve speaking ability will be significant if t count > t table and in contrast, if t count < t table its mean that there is no significant of using story telling technique to improve speaking ability of second year students at SMPN 1 Boyolangu Tulungagung in academic year 2010/2011.
C. Discussion

Based on research method in chapter III in this research, teaching and learning process was divided into three steps. First, to know the students’ speaking ability the researcher administering pre-test by teaching without using story telling.
The second were given treatment to the students. The treatment here is teaching speaking by using story telling. The story in form of narrative text. After got treatment, the students more enthusiasm to speak because they can speak more about the story.
The score of speaking before taught by using story telling is bad because the mean of the total score of 35 students is only (52.628). After got treatment, the mean score of speaking is (58.143). It was improved, with the t-test analysis that use by researcher, the result of t count is (7.712).
Then, the researcher gave interpretation to t0. First, she considered the
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 is (34). She consulted to the score table “t”, at the significance level of 0.05. In fact, with the  
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 is (34), she can get the critic value or table at 0.05 significance t count is (2.03)
By comparing the “t” that she has got in calculation t count = (7.712) and the value of “t” on the t score table t0.05 = (2.03). It is known that t0 is bigger than  tt  = 2.03<7.712
Because the t count is bigger that t table the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted and the null hypothesis is rejected, it means that there is different speaking score to the second year student of SMPN 1 Boyolangu between before using story telling and after using story telling. The different is significant.

Based on the research finding, story telling as teaching technique is surely shows the real effectiveness, because it can help the student in improving their speaking ability. Story telling gives students an opportunity to speak at length, story telling also helps developed oral language proficiency as well as reading comprehension. Storytelling allows students to internalize important aspects of story beginnings and endings, settings, characters, and plot lines. Storytelling encourages students to experiment with voice, tone, eye-contact, gestures, and facial expressions. 
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