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CHAPTHER IV

RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION
This chapter presents the reseach finding and discussion. It focuses on the data discription, hypothesis testing and discussion this study. It is used to get the valid data to interpret the group discussion is effective or not.

A. Data Description

In this chapter, the researcher presents the sub chapter related with this research. The researcher presents the student’s speaking activity at second years of SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo. Based on the interpretation above, we can to find the effectiviness of using group discussion toward the teaching of speaking for the students at SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo. The researcher holds at SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo and gets the data about scores of the student’s speaking activity and their speaking learning achievement. The score of student’s speaking activity got by presented about their experience in group, to get the data of student’s speaking learning achievement from the researcher’s test the Second students of SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo Tulungagung. The student who follows the test is 75 students and the researcher takes all students as sample.
1. Data Presentation on the Student’s  experimental (X) and control (y) group.
Based on the result of the student’s speaking activity  of  SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo, the researcher analyses the descriptive statistic of speaking  activity score. By using the Inferential statistic, the researcher can prove that there is the result of  student’s dialogue Activity that focuses on computing of difference mean, diference mean Standard Deviation, Minimum score and Maximum score.

a. Classification of pre-test and post test both groups 

Table 4.4 Categorization in pre test of experimental group

	No
	Score
	Number of Students
	Classification

	1
	00 – 44
	0
	Poor 

	2
	45 – 55
	2
	Less

	3
	56 – 69
	24
	Fair

	4
	70 – 79
	11
	Good

	5
	80 – 100
	1
	Very Good


From the result of the pre-test above, the researcher makes the classification score that there are 0 students in poor score,2 students in less score, 24 students in fair score, 11 students in good score, and 1 students in very good score.

Table 4.5 Categorization in Post-test of experimental group
	No
	Score
	Number of Students
	Classification

	1
	00 – 44
	0
	Poor 

	2
	45 – 55
	0
	Less

	3
	56 – 69
	0
	Fair

	4
	70 – 79
	19
	Good

	5
	80 – 100
	19
	Very Good


From the result of the post-test above, the researcher makes the classification score that there are 0 students in poor score, 0 students in less score, 0 students in fair score, 19 students in good score, and 19 students in very good score. It means that group discussion technique gives better achievement on students.

Then the description of the pre-test and post-test in English score can be shown in the graphic frequency, below: 
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Table 4.6 Categorization in Pre – Test of control group
	No
	Score
	Number of Students
	Classification

	1
	00 – 44
	0
	Poor 

	2
	45 – 55
	10
	Less

	3
	56 – 69
	16
	Fair

	4
	70 – 79
	10
	Good

	5
	80 – 100
	1
	Very Good


From the result of the pre-test above, the researcher makes the classification score that there are 0 students in poor score, 10 students in less score, 16 students in fair score, 10 student in good score, and 1 student in very good score.
Table 4.7  Categorization in Post- test of Control group
	No
	Score
	Number of Students
	Classification

	1
	00 – 44
	0
	Poor 

	2
	45 – 55
	0
	Less

	3
	56 – 69
	0
	Fair

	4
	70 – 79
	35
	Good

	5
	80– 100
	2
	Very Good


From the result of the post-test above, the researcher makes the classification score that there are 0 students in poor score, 0 students in less score, 0 students in fair score,35 students in good score, and 2 students in very good score.

Then the description of the pre-test and post-test in English score can be shown in the graphic frequency, below: 
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The description on both groups in pre-test and post-test
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From the description of post-test from both groups above, we can conclude that the ability of the students is different one another now. It shows that the effect of group discussion gives better achievement between experimental group and control group.
b. Interprestation
In this study, to interpret the result of this study the researcher uses statistic:“X” is used to represent the score of  the class experimantal and “Y” is used to represent the class of control group.

In order to know whether there is significant between taught by using or without Group Discussion of second year of SMA Negeri 1 karangrejo, the researcher uses the formula of two variable. There are 75 students as respondent, which is show at the table (see appendix 4)


By using the formula of two variable of t- test the research can prove whether Null Hypothesis’statement, “there is significant taught by using or without group discussion”. The result of the findings are as follow:
1. Calculating the difference mean of Experiment Group (Mx). 
Mx = 
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So the mean of the experimental Group (Mx) is 15.42105
From the table 4.3, we are seeing difference of score between pre test and post test is 586, after it divided by number of student is 38. The researcher knows that the means difference of experimental between pre test and post test is 15.42105. So the group discussion technique the improvement scores in teaching and learning speaking achievement.
2. Calculating the difference mean of Control Group (My).

My = 
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= 9.42
So the mean of Control Group (My) is 9.42

From the table 4.3, we are seeing difference of score between pre test and post test is 342, after it divided by number of student is 37. The researcher knows that the means difference of control group between pre test and post test is 9.42 see from above calculating. So there are difference score from experimental and control group to the improvement scores in teaching and learning speaking achievement.
3. Calculating the Individual Score Deviation Square of Mx (Experimental Group)

∑x2 = ∑X2 - 
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=  10064– 9036.737

=1027.263

So the individual score deviation of mean experimental group is 1027.263
To find the individual score deviation, see from the table 4.3, we can see the ΣX2(sequare of different from pre test and post test) is 10064 minus with (ΣX)2(different of pre- test and post-test) is 586 devided by the number of students is 38. The researcher knows That the score deviation of individual experimental means is 1027,263.
4. Calculating the Individual Score Deviation Square of My (Control Group)

∑y2 = ∑y2 - 
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=  5436 – 3161.189
= 2274.811
So the individual score deviation of mean control group is 2274.811

To find the individual score deviation of control group, see from the table 4.3, we can see the Σy2(sequare of different from pre test and post test) is  5436 minus with (Σy)2(different of pre- test and post-test) is 342 devided by the number of students is 37. The researcher knows That the score deviation of individual experimental means is 2274.811.
5. Calculating t – test
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= 4.544
So the result of t – test from class control and experimantal group is 4.544

From the above calculation of the researcher to find t-test from control and experimental group. The difference means of experimental group (Mx) is 15.42105 Subtract the difference of mens of control group (My) is 9.42 and devided with suquare of individual deviation of the mean score 
experimental group is 1027.263 add with the control group is 2274.811. and then they are devided with number from experimental group add control group and then the sum of students minus 2 the result from this multiplied with the number of student from groups who that divid numeral of 1. From the above calculation, the researcher knows that t- test from the obtained from group is 4.544. from  the above the researcher can be concluded that there was a significant difference between students in teaching learning speaking by using or without group discussion. 
6. Calculating the degree of freedom

df = (Nx + Ny – 2)

= 38 + 37 – 2

= 73

After than the researcher wants to know the results of t-  test, we find the degree of freedom by way of experimental 38 plus the number of students in the school's control after deducting 2 because we use two classes in the sample. So the degree of freedom is 73 with 5% significant level is 2.00 (see table of the degree of freedom on Appendices) 
From table pre- test and posttest experimantal group (see appendices), we can know that minimum score of the speaking  Achievement is 72, maximum score is 92, difference mean between pre test and postest is 15,42, difference score of Standard Deviation is 1027.263.    

Table 4.3 The Summary of Data Analysis

	Method
	T – Statistic
	T – Table
	Result

	Group Discussion tekhnique
	4.544
	2.00
	Significant


The degree of freedom is 73, so it shows that t – statistic is 4.544 while the critical score on the degree of freedom 73 with 5% significant level is 2.00. It means that t – statistical (4.544) is higher than the critical score (2.00) or t – empirical is higher than t – table. There is significant effect of group discussion in teaching and learning speaking at SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo. 

B. Hypothesis testing
The used of group discussion will significant if   [image: image22.png]teount = Trable
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 QUOTE  
, so Ho stating that there is no significant score between students' speaking ability taught by group discussion or not is rejected or Ha is stating that there is significant score between students' speaking ability taught by Group discussion or not is accepted. 
We reject the null hypothesis. It means that there were any significant different between score of control and experimental group. It can be concluded that the students get good achievement in speaking english taught by using group discussion. The students’ speaking ability improve significantly, so teaching speaking by using group discussion is effective to improve students’ speaking ability. So, group discussion is suggested to used in teaching speaking.
C. Discussion

In this session, the researcher wants to show or explain clearly about the discussion of The Effectiveness of group discussion in Teaching speaking on Students’ Achievement (at SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo)
a. Presentasion pre-test and posttest both group

1. Pretest each group
From the result of the pre-test in each group above, the researcher makes the classification that in pre-test that the researcher gives has different result in both groups but the result of the pre-test that they get is not so far different. It can be seen from the score of the test in each group. 

The score of pre-test in experimental group is good with the description of students speaking activity shows that 1 student have very good classification with 80-100 score (2,63%) , 11 students have good classification with 70-79 score (28,94%), 24 students have fair classification with 56-69 score (63,15%), 2 students have less classification with 45-55 score (5,23%), 0 student have poor classification with 00- 44 score (0%). The highest score is  80 and the lowest score is 55.
The score of pre-test in control group is good with the description of students speaking activity shows that 1 student have very good classification with 80-100 score (2,63%) , 10 students have good classification with 70-79 score (27,02%), 16 students have fair classification with 56-69 score (43,24%), 10 students have less classification with 45-55 score (27.02%), 0 student have poor classification with 00- 44 score (0%). The highest score is 85 and the lowest score is 50.

Dari data diatas dapat disimpulkan bahwa sebagian dari mereka bisa berbicara dengan baik dan ada yang kurang. Karena mereka malu untuk berbicara dengan teman menggunakan bahasa inggris.
2. Postest each group
From the result of the post-test in each group above, the researcher makes the classification that in post-test that the researcher gets different result in both groups and the result of the post-test of the experimental and control group that they get is so far different. It can be seen from the score of the test in each group. 

The score of post-test in experimental group is The post test is good with the description of students’ speaking activity shows that 19 students have very good classification with 80-100 score (50%) 19 students have good classification with 70-79 score (50%), 0 student have fair classification with 56-69 score (0%), 0 students have less classification with 45-55 score (0%), 0 student have poor classification with 00- 44 score (0%). The highest score taught by using Group Discussion is 94 and the lowest score is 72 
The score of post test in control group is good with the description of students speaking activity shows that 2 students have very good classification with 80-100 score (27.02%) 35 students have good classification with 70-79 score 94.59%), 0 student have fair classification with 56-69 score (0%), 0 students have less classification with 45-55 score (0%), 0 student have poor classification with 00- 44 score (0%). The highest score is 85 and the lowest score is 72.
From the conclusion above can prove that the teaching speaking using Group Discussion at the eleventh year students of SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo is successful, because in their cottage has rule to practice English for a week is a must. If they do not obey it, they will get punishment to memorize vocabularies. So, they have big spirit to improve their speaking ability.     
b. Hypothesis testing

From the description above we can conclude that the effect of group Discussion gives them high achievement. It can be seen from the score that they get not only in experimental but also in control group.
From these data resecher test the effectiviness by using a way to find the difference mean and standard deviation of each group, from the control and experimental group. The mean difference score obout pre test and post test of the experimental group is 15.42105 and control group is 9.42, as well as the standard score deviasion of experimental group is 1027,263 and control group is 2274,811. The results of the t-test from the data is 4.544, not only there after the t-test results are known reasercher calculate the degree of freedom for compre the effectives whether or not to use the t-statistics and t-Table. So, The used of group Discussion technique will significant if [image: image28.png]teount = Trable
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 QUOTE  
, so Ho is rejected or Ha is accepted. 
From the result, using group Discussion is effective to teaching and learning speaking at SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo. This can be seen from the results of score in teaching students to use the technique group Discussion or without.

Because the students dapat berbicara dengan baik walaupun sebagian dari mereka masih belum lancar pada post test speaking, before the reseacher gives the test, they get masukan dari reseacher bahwa apa yang ada dalam own mind di keluarkan tanpa ragu. 
c. The Discussion on the effectiveness of using group Discussion in teaching and learning speaking at SMA negeri 1 Karangrejo.

Besides the teaching process, there are also learning process. Teaching process to help students develop communicative efficiency in speaking, there are some activities re used in the classroom to promote the development of speaking skills in our learners. In this case, there were some types of speaking activities that have purpose to improve student’s speaking ability, they are: 

1. Discussion

Discussion is probably the most commonly used in the spaking skills classroom acivity. So, teacher must take care in planning and setting up a discussion activity. There are several steps that should be done by the teachear before starting the discussion activity, that are:

a) planned (versus random) grouping or pairing of students may be necessary to ensure a successful discussion outcome. 

b) students need to be reminded that each person should have a specific responsibility in the discussion, whether it is kept on time, take note or report results. 

c) Students need to be clear about what they are to discuss, why they are discussing it, and what outcome is expected

According to Ebel (1978:238) achievement is an out come of education. He states that most of cases achievement is shown by students’ grades or scores.

From the explanation above, we can conclude that we can count the effectiveness by knowing students’ grades or scores. 

From the data analysis, researcher can prove that there is significant different between experimental class and control class in SMA Negeri 1 Karangrejo. The effectiveness of group Discussion tehnique can be shown in their achievement in experimental group has high achievement in teaching and learning speaking. From data analisys, we are concluded of reject the null hypothesis. It means that there were any significant different between score of control and experimental group. It can be concluded that the students get good achievement in speaking english taught by using group Discussion technique. The students’ speaking ability improve significantly, so teaching speaking by using group Discussion is effective to improve students’ speaking ability.
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