ABSTRAK

Skripsi dengan judul “Perbedaan Hasil Belajar Siswa yang diberi Model
Pembelajaran Direct Instruction dengan Guide Note Taking (GNT) Kelas XI
MA Ma’arif Udanawu Blitar Tahun 2016/2017” ditulis oleh Isna Ulfa Maulia
Rohmah, NIM 2814133091. Dibimbing oleh Dr. Dewi Asmarani M.Pd

Kata kunci : Direct Instruction, Guide Note Taking (GNT), Hasil Belajar.

Penelitian ini dilatar belakangi dengan adaya hasil belajar siswa kelas XI
MA Ma’arif Udanawu yang rendah. Selain itu, siswa cenderung pasif dan stagnant
dalam kegiatan pembelajaran. Siswa beranggapan bahwa matematika memerlukan
penghafalan rumus, kesulitan mengenai cara mengerjakan soal, dan sulit
memahami materi yang diajarkan. Hal tersebut mengakibatkan kurang
maksimalnya proses pembelajaran. Oleh karenanya, dibutuhkan model
pembelajaran yang tepat agar siswa dapat meningkatkan keaktifan, pemahaman,
kreatifitas dan hasil belajarnya. Salah satunya adalah model pembelajaran Guide
Note Taking dan Direct Instruction. Guide Note Taking merupakan merupakan
model pembelajaran yang mengarahkan siswa untuk membuat catatan yang
sistematis pada saat guru menjelaskan materi. Pada model pembelajaran Guide Note
Taking, siswa dituntut aktif dalam pembelajaran sehingga siswa tetap terfokus pada
pembelajaran yang sedang berlangsung. Model pembelajaran Direct Instruction
merupakan suatu pembelajaran yang dapat membantu siswa dalam mempelajari
ketrampilan dasar dan memperoleh informasi yang dapat diajarkan selangkah demi
selangkah.

Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah (1) untuk mengetahui perbedaan hasil
belajar siswa yang diberi model pembelajaran Direct Instruction dan Guide Note
Taking (GNT) siswa kelas XI MA Ma’arif Udanawu. (2) untuk mengetahui besar
perbedaan hasil belajar siswa yang diberi model pembelajaran Direct Instruction
dan Guide Note Taking (GNT) siswa kelas XI MA Ma’arif Udanawu.

Penelitian ini menggunakan pendekatan penelitian kuantitatif dengan jenis
quasi eksperimen. Metode pengambilan data menggunakan tes dan dokumentasi.
Metode tes digunakan untuk mencari nilai hasil belajar siswa setelah diberi
perlakuan. Dokumentasi hasil penelitian berupa data-data siswa yang belum
peneliti dapatkan sebelumnya. Populasinya adalah seluruh siswa kelas XI MA
Ma’arif Udanawu Blitar. Teknik sampling yang digunakan adalah siple random
sampling dengan sampel kelas XI 1S 5 yang berjumlah 36 siswa dan XI I1S 7 yang
berjumlah 36 siswa. Analisis data yang digunakan adalah uji beda atau uji t.

Setelah melakukan penelitian dan mengolah data, didapatkan hasil
penelitian dengan nilai thitung Sebesar 2,144 dan tine Sebesar 1,757 dengan taraf
signifikasi 5% maka hipotesis nol (Ho ) ditolak dan hipotesis alternatif (Hq)
diterima. Kesimpulan dari penelitian ini adalah (1) ada perbedaan hasil belajar
siswa yang diberi model pembelajaran Direct Instruction dan Guide Note Taking
(GNT) siswa kelas XI MA Ma’arif Udanawu, (2) berdasarkan rumus cohen’s
didapatkan besar perbedaan hasil belajar siswa yang diberi model pembelajaran
Direct Instruction dan Guide Note Taking (GNT) siswa kelas XI MA Ma’arif
Udanawu tergolong “sedang” yakni 69%.
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This research is motivated by the phenomena of the low students’ learning
outcome of the second grade of MA Ma’arif Udanawu. In addition, the students
tend to be passive and stagnant in teaching and learning process. Students assume
that in learning mathematic they have to memorize much kind of mathematical
formulas. They get some difficulties in understanding and doing mathematical
tasks. In line with these problems, the learning process can not give the maximal
result. Therefore, it is needed an effective teaching model in order to make the
students more active in teaching and learning process. The use of the effective
model of teaching also expected to increase the understanding, creativity, and also
the students’ learning outcome. Guide Note Taking and Direct Instruction is the
teaching model which commonly used. Guide Note Taking is an instructional
model that directs the students to create a systematic note about the material that
the teacher explained. In the Guide Note Taking learning model, students are
demanded to be active in learning so that the students stayed focus on the
learning process. Direct Instruction model is a kind of learning model that can
help the students to learn the basic skills and obtain the information through step
by step.

The purposes of this study are (1) to determine the differences in students’
learning outcomes that are taught use the Direct Instruction learning methods and
Guide Note Taking (GNT) at class XI student of MA Ma‘arif Udanawu. (2) to
determine differences in students’ learning outcomes of who are taught use the
Direct Instruction and Guide Note Taking (GNT) learning method at class XI
student of MA Ma'arif Udanawu.

This study uses a quantitative research approach through the type of
quasi-experimental. The method of data collection used are the test and
documentation. The test method is used to find the value of student learning
outcomes after being treated. The Documentation of research results in the
form of the data has not been obtained by the Researchers before. The
population is all students in grade X1 MA Ma'arif Udanawu Blitar. The technique
of sampling which is used is random sampling with the sample is the class of XI
I1S 5 with 36 students and XI 11S 7 with 36 students. The Data are Analyzed use
the t test.

After conducting the research and process the data, the result shows that the
value of t count is 2.144 and t table is 1.757 with significance level 5%, the null
hypothesis (HO) is rejected and the alternative hypothesis (H1) is accepted. The
conclusion of this study are (1) there are differences in learning outcomes of
students who are taught use the Direct Instruction learning methods and Guide
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Note Taking (GNT) class XI student of MA Ma'arif Udanawu, (2) based on the
formula Cohen’s, from the result of the research at the second grade student of
MA Ma'arif Udanawu, it is gotten the big difference in student learning
outcomes using the method Direct Instruction learning and Note Taking Guide
(GNT). Its differences are classified as "moderate” that is 69%.
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