CHAPTER III

RESEARCH METHOD

A. Research design
This research was pre experimental design because it is aimed to
find out the effect of semanfic ’mal‘)k’pk‘ing strategy toward students’ writing
skills. Sugiyono (20”12: 1 1) vsta‘t’és“that pre‘-experimental research is a

research which involves isticstof experimental research.

be conducted into two steps: pre-test and post-test. The pre-test would be

UIN‘IMAMB
doing the treatment and the post-test would be done at the last meeting of
the research PA@B(AON!@OUM be affected by

Peer Feedback of the treatment given. The success of the treatment would

be determined by comparing pre-test and post-test scores (Gay, 1987: 281).

Table 3.1

34
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Research Concept

Group Pre-test Treatment Post-test
A O X OA
A : Experimental class
O : Pre-test

X : Treatment of ex y ﬁ“s‘ing Semantic Mapping
: Post-test

re giving

b by using

To measure the degree of change on
(Writing Test) dependent the variable

B. Population and Sample
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1. Population
According to Sugiyono (2012: 119) the population is
generalization area consist of object/subject that has quality and special
characteristic to learn and get conclusion by researcher. The population of
this research was the ten class students of state senior high school 2 kota
Pariman 2017/2018 acheniid y¢a’rs".l It was distributed one class namely
31 students. Total' hﬁmbers' of eéieh'clasé \sfudents of state senior high

school 2 Kéta Parfama consist of nine classes (XIS,

, X 1S3, X IS4,

ch Class X s Kota

rariam

Source:Officer of state senior high school 2 kota pariman.

The students were chosen as population based on assumption that they
have learnt English, so that they have experience in writing English and they

also learnt with the same material and syllabus.
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2. Sample
Sample is the process of selecting a number of individual for the
research in such a way that individual represents the larger group from
which they are selected. The purpose of sampling is to gain information

about the population by using the sample.

Based on the limitation of“the research, the researcher took only

eafcher took sample by using cluster

roup not individual because

th teacher tha g cluster
th rcherftook r of sample

ts for the samp

This research is State senior chool 2 Kota Pariaman. The treatment

i ndgctedgat ss gude irst te is mscagch isgd [X
UIN.IMAM.BONJO
the researcher giv e th cst g thoglirs give treatment four
time for four wee anADAuN:‘Ger gave post-test in
order to know the students’ writing skill. To see whether the use of Semantic
Mapping Strategy gives significant effect on students’ writing skill, the

researcher compares the pre-test and post-test result in the clas

D. Instrument of the research

L
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The instrument of this research is written test that is used to collect
the data about the improvement of student’s writing ability after implementing
semantic mapping strategy. A test must have content validity and reliability.
Arikunto (2001:62) says that one of the characteristics of test validity is
content validity. It means the test is{_valid if it fixes with the material that has
been given to the students qnd- it i‘s b‘as’edl on the Curriculum and Syllabus. The
writer will use the Currlculum orS ébiis and ’t\eéiChin’g material to construct

the test.

The test (written s reliable 1 s stability consistoully, even

thou! ke o different oJEHS¥S similar.
The t of VISl (TS uane sid O taal S| a (Jacob,
1981) Y ap 'ate' level of grad‘ld 3 enior High
School. |

Tt W pre JOS same writing

test. In this Case, the students ar8 B choose one of thetopics given and

create their paragraph. The topics are:

UIN-IMAM BONJOL

1. Idol 4. Hero

PADANG
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Table 3.4
Sample of Instrument in Giving Writing Scores

1. Pre-test
No. of Aspects
Students
Content | Organization | Voc | Grammar | Mechanics | Total
(30) (20) (20) (25) 5 (100)
34

2. Post-test

ve f thesm
ray dge of | 26-22

subject; adequate range limited
development of thesis; mostly relevant to
topic, but lacks detail.

c. Fair to poor: limited knowledge of | 21-17
subject;  little  substance;  inadequate
development of topic.

d.Very poor: does not show knowledge of | 16-13
subject; non-substantive; not pertinent; or
not enough to evaluate.
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Organization

a. Excellent to very good: Fluent
expression; ideas clearly stated/ supported;
succinct; well organized; logical
sequencing; cohesive.

b. Good to average: somewhat choppy;
loosely organized but main ideas stand out;
limited support; logical but incomplete
sequencing.

c. Fair to poor: non-fluent; ideas confused
or disconneétediplacks logical sequencing
and development.

d. Mery poor: dees nothcommunicate; no
Organization; gr not cnough towevaluate.

20-18

17-14

13-10

9-7

Vocabularygf |

r confused or
poer: “gssen
dge of Englisl
A'M, Or NOot eng

20-18

14

3-10

9-7

S, pronouns, prepositions.
b. Good to average: effective but simple

articles, pronouns, prepositions but meaning

sgfom re
ir D j | @ins"Ml simple/
om¥e ct qu rrors of

;

negation, agreement, tense, number, word
order/  function, articles,  pronouns,
prepositions and/ or fragments, run-ons,
deletions; meaning confused or obscured.

d. Very poor: virtually no mastery of
sentence constructions rules; dominated by
errors; does not communicate; or not
enough to evaluate.

N

25-22

21-18

17-11

10-5
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5 Mechanics a. Excellent to very good: demonstrates 5
mastery of convention few errors of spelling
puncuations, capitalizations, paragraphing.
b. Good to average: occasional errors of
spelling, punciations, and capitalizations, 4
paragraphing: poor handwriting, meaning
confused or obscured

c. Fair to Poor: Frequent errors of spelling,
punctuations, capitalizations, paragraphing; 3
poor handwrltlng, meamng confused or
obscured.

d. Very poor 1o mastery of conventions
‘ ors of spelling, punciation, 2
raphing: handwriting
o evaluate.

riter choose e data. In

wr;lter use P strategy to

procedure:

UIN IMAM-BONJOL
.PADANG

d. Explain to the students about the planning in learning process.

e. Preparing the post test
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2. Learning Process

Table 3.6

Treatment procedure of teaching writing in the classroom

Activity Descriptive of Activity
Pre Activity 1. Greeting the students
2. Asking the stu@lents to read the holy Qur’an or asmaul
husna or pray beforé Start the lesson
3. Chééking the students ‘atte'rfdan‘c‘_:e
y 4. Revicwin abOUt the lastumaterial
6.

3.

hunciate the

Students rea¥ ming to get the general information

and read scanning to find the specific information

MAM BONJO
PADANG ™~

Exploring
1. Teacher introduces learning objective to students
2. Teacher explains about definition, purpose and generic
structure of descriptive text about person.
3. Teacher gives the example of descriptive text about
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person.

4. Students read some example of descriptive text about
person in others source.

5. Teacher write a topic of lesson on the white board
about the person

6. Teacher writes the key words related to the key words
as they can dééci‘ibe about the person

7. Studenté ’chogse;(’)ne ofithe topic namely family, friend

oridol

Associating

categories
her asks to

list word

. The teacher invite the students to write text based on

t"jhl:!litlmour BIO N J O
Teacher evaluateg students’ writipg.
A\&N éate students’ work

3. Students express their experience that they have gotten
for learning process, the difficult thing and easy to

learn by using the technique to solve the problem.

Post

1. Teacher asks the students about understanding
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Activity materials that students have gotten

2. Students are asked to make conclusion about the lesson

1. Evaluation
After doing the learning process so the next step is the final test.
The test had been given topic ayé‘ a”sample. The test is an writen test. The
students has been given"'expl’anation*about the components of writing that

were  measuréd. T‘he’yn t,organization,vocabulary,language

ent free

counted or expressed numerically: This type of data was often collected in

U | Nﬁmj | IR d tiStB dN/anti iQ
cOdd bel@re vis®l bles agita fr eL
~PADANG

G. Technique of Data Collection
The data of this research is collected by giving writing test. The
data of this research is student’s score in pre test and post test. Pre test is

the process of identifying the students’ ability before giving the treatment.
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Treatment is the process of implementing semantic mapping strategy in
teaching and learning process to improve the student’s writing ability.

The researcher conducted for four meetings. The material that is
taught was descriptive text by implementing semantic mapping strategy.
In this section, the researcher will prepare an instructional design for each

meeting.

While, post test is th of gi,ving‘“the_test after giving the

treatment. It 18 aime ibution of semantic mapping

writing

ore, various
data ccurate result

of the experiment. There 1 of main data, generally, that the

resgarcher tres to analyze through thi arc degts’ writing pr ts
Ntinj M § N J

It will be a Ais ﬁ An it roMe which consists of

five compon®nts Sich ¥ €0 t, niz#tion, ™ocabulary, Language

Use, and Mechanics. The researcher tried to know about component that

affected by peer feedback technique.
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Furthermore, the data was analyzed by using t-test formula as
suggest by Gay and Subana. T-test means a statistical procedure used to
determine whether there is any significant difference between the mean of
the two sets of scores or between two coefficients of correlation. The
purpose saw writing skill achi¢yement. It was used to see the different
quality of the studentjs Wfiﬁng ’bé‘fyo‘re and after using peer feedback

technique.

steps have been done before

score in

: Mean score of students

UIN IMAM BONJOL
:PADANG

b. This formula was applied to decide standard deviation of experimental

class (Subana, 2000:91-92).

nZﬁxi2 —(fixi)®
n(n— 1)

S? =
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Where:
S? - Standard Deviation
n : Total of students

Z fiXi : Total of score every student

Standar deviation (dsg)"“ o

: Number of

After that the data was analyzed above formula and next

UIN-IMAM-BONJOL
| NG

Where:

t . t-test
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D : Deviation (variable X-Y)
>D : Sum of Deviation (variable X-Y)
N : Number of students

The t-table was employed to see whether there was a
significant difference bétwecn the mean score of pre-test and post-test

in experimentél class: The agalue of t obtéiined is consulted with the

value of t-table. The by using simple regression for

t-table, the

UIN IMAM BONJOL
PADANG



