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CHAPTER IV

FINDING AND DISCUSSION 
In this chapter the researcher presents the finding of the research and its discussion. It consists of three parts, data description, hypothesis testing and interpretation.
A. Finding
1. General view of SMA N 1 Durenan
SMA Negeri 1Durenan is stated in Jl. Raya Kendalrejo 82, Durenan, Trenggalek. It is built on 1st December, 1982 as a first senior high school in Durenan. This school has applied as standard national school.
The teaching and learning process here uses KTSP curriculum and use communicative approach. This curriculum is appropriate with the students’ condition and needed. This is having an effect on teaching and learning method either or in the process of it. So, the purpose of education is reachable.
The facilities in this school are biology, physical, and chemical laboratory; computer laboratory; multimedia room; language laboratory; and other facilities. Those facilities help the process of teaching and learning appropriate with the students’ needed. So, it can attain the purpose of learning. 
Language laboratory is often used in English lesson. The tools of this laboratory help students to improve their ability in English, especially for speaking and listening. Because, the laboratory is used when there are material for speaking and listening. Then, for other skill of English such as reading and writing are mostly does at class. But since the commutation of the head master this year the laboratory cannot be used maximally, a lot of tools in the laboratory are broken, and need technician to operate it. 
Based on observation, the English teachers of SMA N 1 Durenan are Mr. Mukalal, Mrs. Marni, Mrs. Nunik, and Mr. Kusdiyana. Mr. Mukalal is a teacher that teaches English lesson in XI IPS I. And other teachers are in the X classes, XI classes and XII classes. Based on the interview with the teacher in SMA N 1 Durenan, the students consist of 7th classes of X grade, 4 classes of XI of science program grade, then 3 classes for social program grade, also the XII grade. 
English lesson uses a hand book published Balai Pustaka as a tools for learning. Each year the manual book that is used almost changes because it should be adjusted with the student’s condition. For the MGMP of Trenggalek give worksheet book as exercise student’s book. The exercise book is made by all of English teachers in Trenggalek. The teaching and learning process of English lesson here is the teacher center, the teacher is still more active then the students. Students do what teacher says, students become active if the teacher asks them to participate. The methods that are mostly used in this school are discussion, catechizing, and talk active. 
2. Data Collected from Administering Writing Test

a). Students’ Ability in Writing before Taught by Using TPS 
The students’ ability before taught by using TPS can be seen from the result of pretest, as follow:

Table 4.1 Table of Student’s Ability in Writing before Taught by Using TPS 
	No.
	Name
	Scores 

	1. 
	Helda Purbo Prayoga
	32

	2. 
	Wisdana Imanu Bachtiar
	52

	3. 
	Crysta Meilla Antikasari
	76

	4. 
	Emha Najima Tsaqibu
	30

	5. 
	Ismi Tari Ramadhani
	82

	6. 
	Trifah Kusneni
	76

	7. 
	Yesi Arifiyani
	68

	8. 
	Ni'matus sholichah
	76

	9. 
	Tri Anjarwati
	50

	10. 
	Dias Rizqa Wardana
	69

	11. 
	Gustama Sofyan Angginata
	50

	12. 
	Muhammad Fariedh Rahmat
	41

	13. 
	Yuli Setiawati
	68

	14. 
	Anis Sulandari
	76

	15. 
	Endra Sugeng Priyanto
	69

	16. 
	Evi Tri Wulandari
	72

	17. 
	Henu Pratiwi Ristika Sasti
	73

	18. 
	Moh. Aristanto Syaifulloh
	71

	19. 
	Ririn Kusumaning Dyah
	69

	20. 
	Tri Yoga Ibnu Haji
	48

	21. 
	Abbudi Nofianto
	30

	22. 
	Dwi Nova Anggraeni
	72

	23. 
	Fitria Rzki Ariyani
	52

	24. 
	Jefri Agung Prasetya
	48

	25. 
	Ridany Masnur 
	61

	26. 
	Zulva Nurtika Oktaviani
	60

	27. 
	Dyan Ayu Fitriana
	64

	28. 
	Elyana Tika Safitri
	56

	29. 
	Ida Yuvitasari
	51

	30. 
	Ika Nuraida Rohani
	68

	31. 
	M. Zarqoni
	27

	32. 
	Demy Ega Lesmana
	30


b). Students’ ability in writing after taught by using TPS
The students’ ability after taught by using TPS can be seen from the result of posttest, as follow: 

Table 4.2 Table of Student’s Ability in Writing after Taught Using TPS
	No.
	Name
	Scores 

	1. 
	Helda Purbo Prayoga
	66

	2. 
	Wisdana Imanu Bachtiar
	74

	3. 
	Crysta Meilla Antikasari
	79

	4. 
	Emha Najima Tsaqibu
	66

	5. 
	Ismi Tari Ramadhani
	87

	6. 
	Trifah Kusneni
	78

	7. 
	Yesi Arifiyani
	74

	8. 
	Ni'matus sholichah
	79

	9. 
	Tri Anjarwati
	81

	10. 
	Dias Rizqa Wardana
	79

	11. 
	Gustama Sofyan Angginata
	65

	12. 
	Muhammad Fariedh Rahmat
	67

	13. 
	Yuli Setiawati
	74

	14. 
	Anis Sulandari
	78

	15. 
	Endra Sugeng Priyanto
	81

	16. 
	Evi Tri Wulandari
	79

	17. 
	Henu Pratiwi Ristika Sasti
	67

	18. 
	Moh. Aristanto Syaifulloh
	80

	19. 
	Ririn Kusumaning Dyah
	73

	20. 
	Tri Yoga Ibnu Haji
	67

	21. 
	Abbudi Nofianto
	71

	22. 
	Dwi Nova Anggraeni
	72

	23. 
	Fitria Rzki Ariyani
	80

	24. 
	Jefri Agung Prasetya
	59

	25. 
	Ridany Masnur 
	79

	26. 
	Zulva Nurtika Oktaviani
	75

	27. 
	Dyan Ayu Fitriana
	76

	28. 
	Elyana Tika Safitri
	77

	29. 
	Ida Yuvitasari
	81

	30. 
	Ika Nuraida Rohani
	79

	31. 
	M. Zarqoni
	68

	32. 
	Demy Ega Lesmana
	51


B. Hypothesis Testing

According to Donald et. al. (2006:109), hypothesis that can be verified is the null hypothesis. “Only the null hypothesis can be directly tested by statistical procedures”. The null hypothesis of this research is:
There are no significant difference scores between the students who are taught before and after using Think Pair Share strategy.

The analysis of the statistic interpretation of the computation uses the following criteria:

a. If the value of t test > t table in N = 30, the significant level 0.05. It meant that (Ho) is rejected.
b. If the value of t test < t table in N = 30, the significant level was 0.05. It meant that Ho is accepted.

C. Data Analysis
1. An analysis on the students ‘ability in writing before taught using TPS
Students’ ability in writing narrative text before being taught by using TPS is as in the table below.
Table 4.3 Student’s Percentage before Taught Using TPS

	Criteria
	N
	Percentage

	Enough
	27
	84.375%

	Good
	4
	12.5%

	Very good
	1
	3.125%

	Excellent
	0
	0%

	
	32
	100%


Based on the table above there are 27 students (84.375%) who get enough criteria. Then there are 4 students (12.5%) who get good criteria, and there are 1 Student (3.125%) who get very good criteria. It means that is more 50% students of the total students have enough ability in writing narrative text.
2. An analysis on the students ability after taught using TPS 
Students’ ability in writing narrative text after being taught by using TPS is as in the table below.

Table4. 4 Student’s Percentage after Taught Using TPS
	Criteria
	N
	Percentage

	Enough
	15
	46.875%

	Good
	11
	34.375%

	Very good
	5
	15.625%

	Excellent
	1
	3.125%

	
	32
	100%


Based on the table above is that there are 15 students (46.875%) who get enough criteria. There are 11 students (34.375%) who get good criteria, and there are 5 students (15.625%) who get very good criteria, then there is 1 student (3.125%) who gets excellent criteria. It means that after being taught by think pair share strategy the number of students who get enough criteria decrease while the number of students who get good, very good, excellent criteria increase.

3. An analysis on the effectiveness of TPS strategy in improving students’ writing ability
The formula used is T- Test non independent samples
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Based on SPSS 16.00 statistic computations, it is found that:
 The significance number of students score before and after being taught with TPS.
T- Test

Table 4.5 T-Test

	Paired Samples Statistics

	
	
	Mean
	N
	Std. Deviation
	Std. Error Mean

	Pair 1
	Teaching_writing
	58.34
	32
	16.162
	2.857

	
	TPS
	73.66
	32
	7.417
	1.311


Analysis:
Output paired samples statistics show mean teaching writing 58.34 and TPS 73,66. Then N for each test is 32. Standard Deviation for teaching writing 16.162 and Standard Deviation of TPS is 7.417. Means standard Error for teaching writing is 2.857 and for TPS is 1.311.
	Paired Samples Correlations

	
	
	N
	Correlation
	Sig.

	Pair 1
	Teaching_writing & TPS
	32
	.646
	.000


Analysis:

Out Put Paired Samples Correlation present how big influences between 2 samples, where the correlation both of them is 0,646 and the signification is 0,000.
	Paired Samples Test

	
	
	Paired Differences
	t
	df
	Sig. (2-tailed)

	
	
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	Std. Error Mean
	95% Confidence Interval of the Difference
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	Lower
	Upper
	
	
	

	Pair 1
	Teaching_writing - TPS
	-15.312
	12.704
	2.246
	-19.893
	-10.732
	-6.819
	31
	.000


Analysis:

Output Paired Sample Test shows the result of paired differences by using t test. Out Put show the result of teaching writing with Think Pair Share (TPS) is -6.819. Standard Deviation is 12.704, Mean Standard Error is 2.246. The interval differences lower both of them is -19.893, then the interval differences is -10.732. The result of test t =   - 6.819 with df = 31 and the significance is 0,000.
D. Interpretation
Based on the above computation it is found that the value of t- test is -6.819. It is less than ttable in the significance level 5% either or in significance level 1 % (2.04>-6.893<2.75). It can be said that the null hypothesis is accepted. Then the significant difference found is 0,000. It means less than 0,05 so, the null hypothesis is accepted. Therefore, the difference between ability before and after taught using TPS is not significant. So, it can be concluded that TPS is not effective yet in improving students XI IPS I SMA N I Durenan 2011 writing skill”. 
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