CHAPTER IV

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter will present the result of the research from each cycle, the
findings of the research and discussion of the research. The result of the research
found from the description of each cycle. The findings of this research found from
analyzing the students’ writing tests, observation checklist and field-notes and

interview in order to answer the following research questions:

3. To what extent can Roundtable Strategy improve students’ ability in
writing a narrative text at grade V111 C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu?
4. What factors change the students’ ability in writing a narrative text at

grade VIII C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu?

The discussion of this research was based on the result and finding of the
research and some theories on the research. All of it will be presented on the

following.

4.1 Result

This research was a classroom action research. It was conducted based on
Kemmis and McTaggard in O’Brien‘s (1998). There were four steps in each
cycle of the research; plan, action, observe, and reflect. As preliminary data, the
researcher asked Mrs. Azimar as English teacher at Grade VIII C of SMPN 11
Kota Bengkulu about the students’ ability in writing. From the preliminary data,
it was found that 22 students (73%) did not pass the standard score and 8 students

(27%) passed the standard score. The standard score in SMPN 11 was 75.
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Some of the students had poor ability in writing. It happened because the
students had difficulties in learning writing. The students could not recognize and
brainstorm their ideas well. The preliminary data of the research can be seen in the
appendix 14. The students’ score in preliminary data can be seen in the following

table.

Table 4.1 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the standard
score in preliminary data

Category Standard Score Frequency Percentage
Passed > 75 81| 27%
Did not pass <75 22 | 73%

Based on the table, it can be seen that there were only 8 students (27%) of
the 30 students in VIII C of SMPN 11 passed the standard score, but 22 students
(73%) of the 30 students did not pass in writing. Therefore, the students’ ability
needed to be improved. The teacher also needs a new strategy in teaching writing,
especially writing narrative text because narrative text is one of the texts that
should be mastered by the students at grade VIII. In this research, the researcher
used Roundtable Strategy for brainstorming the ideas in writing a narrative text.
The implementation of Roundtable Strategy was expected to be able to improve

the students’ ability in writing narrative text.

4.1.1 Description of Cycle 1

There were three meetings in the cycle 1. This cycle consisted of
four steps. They were plan, action, observe, and reflect. The following was a

brief explanation of the cycle 1.
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4.1.1.1 Plan

In the plan step, the teacher prepared all things that related to the
lesson, such as the syllabus, the lesson plan about narrative text by using
Roundtable Strategy, the materials in the power point presentation, the
example of narrative text, students’ writing test, the questions for
brainstorming, worksheet and answer sheet for students in writing narrative
text, and observation checklist and field-notes. This research had been
planned to be held on 21% March 2014. The learning materials and the lesson
plan of this research were designed based on the syllabus, the curriculum of
the school and the steps of Roundtable Strategy. Observation checklist and
field-notes were designed based on the lesson plan and the learning strategy
that used in this research. Writing test was designed in essay form consisted

of one question about writing a narrative text.
4.1.1.2 Action

In this step, the teacher applied the action based on the lesson plan.
The action of this research consisted of three meetings. The first meeting was
done on 21* March 2014 at grade VIII C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu. The
teacher taught the students about narrative text by using power point

presentation.

The first, the teacher showed some pictures to brainstorm students
about the material. Then, the teacher informed about what the material and

the purpose of the material. The next, the teacher explained about the
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narrative text, kinds of narrative text, the generic structure of narrative text

and the language features of narrative text.

Then, the teacher gave an example of narrative text. The next, the
teacher divided the students into groups. There were four groups that two
groups consisted of four students and two groups consisted of five students.
In addition, the researcher explained about Roundtable Strategy in writing a

narrative text, how it worked, and what the students had to do.

The second meeting was conducted on 27" March 2014. In this step,
the teacher re-explained the material about the narrative text to the students.
Then, the teacher asked the students to sit with their group. The teacher gave
the student two topics in writing narrative text and asked them to choose one

of the topics.

Then, the teacher asked the students to brainstorm their ideas about
the topic by using four questions to help the students in writing their text.
After that, the teacher asked the students to write a narrative text by using
Roundtable Strategy. The teacher guided the students in the steps of
Roundtable Strategy and re-explained to the group that did not yet clear about

Roundtable Strategy.

At the end of the meeting, the teacher asked the students to tell about
their difficulties in writing narrative text by using Roundtable Strategy and
summarize the lesson. The last meeting in cycle 1 was done on 28" March

2014. In this meeting, the teacher took writing ability test of cycle 1. The
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teacher was hand out the answer sheets and the worksheets for the students to

write a narrative text individually. This test was taken as the result of cycle 1.

4.1.1.3 Observe

In the observe step, the teacher was helped by the collaborator. It was
done during the teacher implemented the strategy in the classroom. The
collaborator observed by using the observation checklist and field-notes.
There were two observation checklist; observation checklist for the teacher

and observation checklist for the students.

The first, the result of the teacher observation checklist was shown
good in almost all of the aspects. But, there were some notes that were written
by the collaborator. The first, the teacher’s voice should be louder to make the
students listening to the lesson clearly. Then, the teacher should pay attention
to the whole students, especially for the students who did not understand

about the lesson.

Moreover, the teacher was less in guiding and controlling the students.
The teacher just focused on some students or some groups of students. It
made the other groups was not serious in their writing. They just were
chatting in their group. It made them not understand how to write narrative

text well.

The second was the result of the students’ observation checklist and
field-notes. Based on the observation checklist and field-notes, almost all of
the students understand about the material that they learned because they

were familiar with narrative text.
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The students also paid attention and took notes when the teacher
explained about the material. But, there were some students who did not
understand about past tense. In the writing process, some of the students were
enthusiast writing narrative text by using Roundtable Strategy. But some of
them were not serious in the writing and did not contribute in their group.
They just asked the other member in their group to make the narrative text. It
made them still having difficulties in writing narrative text. At the end of the
lesson, when the students were asked to make a summary of the lesson, they
were responding together orally. As a result, almost all of the students

followed the whole activities in the class.

Besides the observation checklist and field-notes, there was a test at
the end of the cycle 1. The result of cycle 1 can be seen in the appendix 15.

The students’ score in cycle 1 can be seen on the table below.

Table 4.2 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the
standard score in Cycle 1

Category Standard Score Frequency Percentage
Passed >75 15 50%
Did Not Pass <75 15 50%

Based on table 4.2, the students’ scores that passed the standard score
were only 15 students (50%) and 15 students (50%) did not pass the standard
score. However, there is an improvement of the students’ score from the

preliminary data into the result of the cycle 1.
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At the preliminary study, there is only 8 students (27%) of 30 students

who passed the standard score. The following is a chart to illustrate the

students’ score improvement from preliminary data into cycle 1.
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Chart 4.1 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the standard
score from the preliminary data to the cycle 1

Based on the chart 4.1, it can be seen that the students’ score was

improved 23% from the preliminary study into cycle 1. But, the indicator of

success of this research has not been achieved yet.

4.1.1.4 Reflect

The result of the writing test showed that there were 15 students

(50%) who can pass the standard score. It showed that the students’ scores

were improved 23%. Even though there was an improved score of students

who passed the standard score, the indicator of success has not been achieved

yet. It means that the research had not been successful yet. Moreover, based
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on the teacher and students’ observation checklist and field-notes, the teacher
was shown good in almost all of the aspects. But, there were some notes that
were written by the collaborator. The first, the teacher’s voice should be
louder, the teacher should pay attention to the whole students, and the teacher
was less on guided and controlled the students. Most students understood
about the material but there were some students who did not clear about the
material especially in the verb of past tense. In the writing process, some of
them were not serious in writing and not enthusiast in writing narrative text.
From the reflection and discussion with the collaborator, the teacher would do
some efforts to improve the students’ ability in writing narrative text by using
Roundtable Strategy in the next cycle. They were the teacher’s voice should
be louder, the teacher should pay attention on whole students, the teacher
should explain more about the generic structure of narrative text and the
language feature of narrative text, especially past tense and the teacher should
give more guidance and direct students by using Roundtable Strategy in

writing a narrative text.

4.1.2 Description of Cycle 2

Cycle 2 was conducted based on the result of reflection from cycle 1.
Cycle 2 was held on three meetings and it used the similiar steps to cycle 1, plan,

action, observe and reflect.

1.2.1 Revised Plan

The plan was similar to the cycle 1 but there were more some

revises. The teacher prepared the lesson plan about narrative text but it
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focused more on the generic structure of the narrative text and the past tense
verb. The teacher also prepared the syllabus, the materials in the power point
presentation, the example of the narrative text, the questions for
brainstorming, students’ writing test, worksheet and answer sheet for students
in writing narrative text, and observation checklist and field-notes. The
learning materials and the lesson plan of this research were designed based on
the syllabus and the curriculum of the school and the steps of Roundtable
Strategy. Observation checklist and field-notes were designed based on the
lesson plan and the learning strategy that used in this research. But, the
teacher was revision in the teacher and the student’s observation checklist and
field-notes. Most of the observations were same, but the teacher made
stressed on the generic structure and past tense. Writing test was designed in
essay form consisted of one question about writing a narrative text. This

research had been planned to be held on 18" April 2014.
4.1.2.2 Action

This step conducted by applying Roundtable Strategy based on
the revised plan. This step was consisted of three meetings. The first meeting
was held on 17" April 2014. At this meeting, the teacher started the lesson by
asking the students’ understanding about narrative text. Then the teacher

explained about the generic structured of narrative text and past tense.

The next, the teacher gave an example of narrative text and
explained the generic structure of the narrative text. After that, the teacher

handed out an example of narrative text and asked the students to analyze the
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generic structure of narrative text and underline the verb of past tense. Then,
the teacher explained about Roundtable Strategy in brief and what the

students had to do.

The second meeting was conducted on 24™ April 2014. This step
was similar to the cycle 1. The first, the teacher gave the student two topics of
writing narrative text and asked them to choose one of the topics. Then, the
teacher asked the students to brainstorm their ideas about the topic by using
four questions to help the students in writing their text. After that, the teacher
asked the students to write a narrative text by using Roundtable Strategy. The
teacher guided the students in the steps of Roundtable Strategy and monitors
each group. After the time was up, the teacher asked some group to present
their writing. After that, the teacher asked all students to collect their writing.
At the end of the meeting, the teacher asked the students to tell about their
difficulties in writing narrative text by using Roundtable Strategy. Then, the
teacher gave feedback for students about their difficulties in writing narrative
text by using Roundtable Strategy. The last the teacher asked the students to

summarize the lesson.

The last meeting of cycle 2 was done on 25" April 2014. The
teacher handed out the answer sheets and the worksheets for the students to
write a narrative text individually.

This test was taken as the result of cycle 2.
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4.1.2.3 Observe

In the observe step, the teacher still helped by the collaborator to fill
the observation checklist and field-notes. There were two observation
checklist and field-notes; observation checklist and field-notes for the teacher

and observation checklist and field-notes for the students.

The first was a teacher observation checklist and field-notes. The
teacher was done well in all aspects. The teacher’s voice was louder. The
teacher delivered the material briefly and clearly. The teacher explained the
material about the generic structure of narrative text and the verb of past tense
in the narrative text. Then the teacher gave the students a clear example of
narrative text. The teacher can control and monitored students better than the
cycle 1. Although, the teacher did not control the whole of the students but

the condition of the class was more effective than the cycle 1.

The second was the student’s observation checklist and field-notes.
The result showed that the students’ attention and participation were better
than cycle 1. The students paid attention to the teacher’s explanation. They
also asked actively to the materials that they did not understand. They also
had a better understanding about how to use Roundtable Strategy in writing
narrative text. The students could follow the instruction from the teacher
about the steps of using Roundtable Strategy. In their each group, the student
contribution showed positive. All members of the group were contributed in

writing a narrative text. They were also active in the discussion in the group
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and shared their ideas about their text. In the second cycle, the students

showed more enthusiasm in writing narrative text.

In short, based on the teacher and the student’s observation checklist

and field-notes, the teacher and the students shown improvements from the

cycle 1.

In addition, there was writing ability test in the observe stage. The

writing ability test was held at the end of the cycle 2. The result of the test can

be seen in the appendix. The students’ score in cycle 2 can be seen on the

table below.

Table 4.3 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the standard

score in Cycle 2

Category Standard Score Frequency Percentage
Passed >75 21 70%
Did Not Pass <75 9 30%

Based on the table above, there were 21 students (70%) of 30 students

(100%) pass the standard score. The researcher and the collaborator

concluded that there is an improvement from cycle 1 to cycle 2. The chart

below illustrates the students’ improvement from the cycle 1 into cycle 2
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Chart 4.2 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the
standard score from the cycle 1 to the cycle 2

4.1.2.4 Reflect

The result of the cycle 2 showed an improvement from the previous
cycle. It was shown that there were 21 students (20%) students can pass the
standard score which was 75. In addition, based on the analysis of
observation checklist and field-notes and the discussion with the collaborator,
there were some improvements both of the teacher and the students’
performance in the classroom. The teacher had successfully improved the
students’ ability in writing narrative text by using Roundtable Strategy that
was shown by the students who passed the standard score were 70%. It was
achieved the indicator of success. In addition, the students’ participation and

attention from the start to the end of the lesson was better than the first cycle.

Furthermore, the researcher found that the students were helped by
using Roundtable Strategy in writing narrative text. They could brainstorm

their ideas well in their group. They also shared their ideas with the other
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students to make their writing became interesting. They also helped each

other in writing narrative text.

By analyzing all of the data, quantitative data of students’ writing test
and qualitative data of observation checklist and field-notes, the researcher
found the improvement of students’ ability in writing narrative text by using
Roundtable Strategy. The two indicator successes of this research had been
already achieved. Therefore, after having the discussions with the

collaborator, the researcher decided to stop the cycle.

4.2 Findings

Based on the data description above, the research found that the result of
guantitative data and the qualitative data could answer the question of this

research as follows:

1. To what extent can Roundtable Strategy improve students’ ability in

writing a narrative text at grade V111 C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu?

Based on the result of the quantitative data of the research, the Roundtable
Strategy could improve 70% students of total students in writing narrative text at

grade VIII C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu.

The use of students’ writing test as a quantitative data showed that there were
improvement from the students’ ability in writing narrative text. The researcher
found that Roundtable Strategy can improve the students’ ability in writing
narrative text, especially in discovering the students’ idea. The percentage of the

students who passed the standard score can be seen on the table below:
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Table 4.4 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the standard
score of preliminary data, cycle 1, and cycle 2

Standard Preliminary
Category Score Data Cycle 1 Cycle 2
Passed > 75 27% 50% 70%
Did Not Pass <75 73% 50% 30%

Based on the table above, there is an improvement from the students score. In
the preliminary study, there are 27% students who passed the standard score. In
the result of cycle 1, the students’ score improves 23%; the students who passed
the standard score become 50% of total students. In the result of the cycle 2, the
students’ score improves 20% from the cycle 1 and 43 % from the preliminary
data. There are 70% students who passed the standard score. The chart below

shows the students’ improvement score from the preliminary data, cycle 1 and

cycle 2.
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Chart 4.3 The percentage of the students who passed and did not pass the standard
score of preliminary data, cycle 1, and cycle 2
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Based on the chart, it can be seen that there is an improvement of students’
writing ability before implemented Roundtable Strategy in writing narrative text
and after implemented the Roundtable Strategy of narrative text. In the cycle 1,
the students’ scores increase 23% and the cycle 2 the students’ score increased
43% from the preliminary data. Based on the result of the students’ writing test,
the researcher concluded that the use of Roundtable Strategy could improve
students’ writing skill which was shown by the percentage of the students who
reached the score 75 was 70% of the total students 100%. It means that the
indicator of success in this research has been achieved. Therefore, the research
could be ended in the cycle 2.

The second question of the research:

2. What factors change the students’ ability in writing a narrative text at

grade VIII C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu?

From analyzing the qualitative data; observation checklist and field-notes, the
researcher found that there are two main factors that influenced the improvement
of the changes of students’ ability in writing a narrative text. They are the teacher

and the students.

The first factor is the teacher. The teacher’s factors are teacher’s classroom
management and teacher’s explanation. Teacher’s classroom management means
how the teacher manages her classroom. The Roundtable Strategy is a group work
strategy. It means that the teacher should be able to manage and control all
students in the groups. In the cycle 2, the teacher could cover all of the students to

contribute to write narrative text in their group. The teacher is also able to guide
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the students in using Roundtable Strategy. It makes the process of learning more

effective and efficient.

In addition, the teacher’s explanation was delivered clearly for the student.
The teacher explained the material louder. The voice was able to be heard by all
of the students. It made all of the students enthusiast toward the teacher’s
explanation. The teacher also re-explained to the group who did not understand. It
made them having better understanding about the material. It was as stated by the

following students:

“Miss membantu saya menulis teks narrative dan mana yang saya
tidak mengerti, miss selalu membantu "(Miss helped me in writing
narrative text and explained the unclear parts).

-(Student 1)

Another student said:

“Awalnya kami tidak ngerti dengan menulis yang berkelompok
bergantian, tapi miss terus menjelaskan sama kami, jadi sekarang
kami ngerti”( at the first, | did not understand about the Roundtable
Strategy, but Miss always explained to me the unclear parts, so, now I
understand about Roundtable Strategy. - (Student 2)

The other student said:

“Miss banyak bantu kami dalam menulis dan ngasih tahu cara
menulis yang benar, sehingga kami jadi lebih mudah menulis” (miss
helps me in writing and explains how to write well, so it makes me
easier in writing). -(Student 3)
In short, based on the observation checklist and field-notes and interview, the
first factor that influenced the students’ ability in writing was the teacher’s factors
(the teacher’s classroom management and the teacher’s explanation).

The second factor is the students. There are students’ attention, participation

and interest. In the cycle 2, all of the students paid attention to the teacher’s
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explanation. They took notes and asked about the material actively. The students
also showed a positive participation in their group. All of the students were
contributed in writing in their group and were active in the discussion to share
their ideas about the text. The last, the students were more interested in writing.
The students’ thought that writing in a group was better than individually, because
in their group they could help each other in writing well, shared opinions about

the events of the story and discuss how to make the interesting story.

Based on the result of the interview, one student said:

“Saya suka belajar menggunakan strategy Roundtable karena saya
saling membantu dengan teman dan dapat mengeluarkan pendapat
dan bias diskusi dengan teman”( I like study by using Roundtable
Strategy because | can help each other and | can share my opinion
and | can discuss with my friend). -(Student 4)

In addition, another student said:

“Saya suka berkelompok, karena mengasikan dan menyenangkan
memebuat cerita berkelompok seperti itu”( I like being in the group
because it was diverting and gratify). -
(Student 5)

Moreover, the other student said:

“Saya suka dengan Roundtable Strategy karena belajar bersama lebih
mengetahui titik kesalahan dan bias bertukar fikiran” (I like using
Roundtable Strategy because from studying together we are easier to
know the mistakes and we can share our opinion). -(Student 6)

In short, based on the observation checklist and field-notes and interview, the
second factors that influenced the students’ ability in writing were students’ factor

(attention, participation and interest).
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Based on the explanation above, the improvement of students’ ability in
writing a narrative text was influenced by two factors. There were the teacher’s
factor (the teacher’s classroom mangement and the teacher’s explanation) and the

students’ factor (attention, participation and interest).

4.3 Discussion

Based on the result of the cycle, there is an improvement of students’
ability in writing a narrative text after implementing the Roundtable Strategy. The
improvement of the students’ ability in writing by using Roundtable Strategy was
supported the previous research by Handayani (2012) and Sinta (2011). The first,
Handayani (2012) found that the students who are taught by using Roundtable
technique have better writing skill than those who are taught using direct
instruction, the students who have high intelligence have better writing skill than
those who have low intelligence and there is no interaction between teaching
techniques and students’ intelligence level in teaching writing. The second, Sinta
(2011) found that most students were interested in the teaching activities by using

the Roundtable technique in writing hortatory exposition text.

In short, both of the researchers found that Roundtable Strategy can
enhance students’ ability in writing a text. The differences between this research
and the previous research are the researcher focused on solving students’
difficulties in brainstorming their ideas in writing narrative text by using the
Roundtable Strategy in VIII C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu. Meanwhile, the
similarity was the result of this research. This research found that the Roundtable

Strategy could improve the students in writing.
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The success of this research is influenced by two factors; the teacher’s
factor and the students’ factor. The teacher’s factor was the teacher’s classroom
management and the teacher’s explanation. Classroom management is one of the
important aspect in process of teaching. It is supported by Froyen and Iverson
(1999) who stated that creating an effective classroom management is essential for
the students. In this research, the teacher had a better classroom management in
the cycle 2. The teacher could control the students in the group and make all
members of the group participating to write narrative text. The teacher also guided
the students and explained them clear instruction. It made the students easier to
follow the strategy to write a narrative text.

Second, the teacher’s explanation. the teacher’s explanation was an important
aspect for the success of this research. It confirms the theory by Brown (1978)
who stated that the a clear explanation is necessary to present the materials in a
way that allows the students to develop an understanding about the topic. In the
cycle 2, the teacher explained the material clearly and the teacher’s voice was
louder. It made the students easier to listen to the teacher’s explanation and made

them easier to understand the materials.

Meanwhile, the students’ factors are students’ attention, participation and
interest. The students’ attention to the teacher’s explanation has some affected to
their understanding about the narrative text, generic structure of narrative text, and
the verb of past tense. It makes the students having a better understanding about
the steps on Roundtable Strategy and what they had to do in their group.

The students’ participation was also important in this research. According to

Davis (1999), the students thought that participation was ‘essential’’ to their own
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learning. In the cycle 2, the students actively participated in the group discussion
to share their opinion and confirms their understanding among each other. They
also participated to write narrative text in the group. It made them learn how to
make a narrative text well. It also supported by theory of Hill (2012) who stated
that an important mode of feedback is reaction of feedback. The students made
corrections between them selves. It made them developing their understanding

about a good writing and being them more confident in writing.

The students were also more interested in writing. The students thought that
writing in a group was better than individually. It confirms the theory Quinn
(2004) who stated that Roundtable Strategy is a good strategy to make students
briefer to express themselves to express their ideas and generate it with each
other.

The finding of the research also in line with the theory of Alberta (2008) who
stated that Roundtable is a strategy to provide students with an opportunity to
share ideas, express opinions and create written text in quick and efficient fashion.
The students who are taught by using Roundtable Strategy could explore their
ideas well. In the brainstorming part, the students are helping each other to find
new ideas in writing a narrative text. It could be seen from the result of the test

that the students could write a creative narrative text.

During the process, there was cooperation in the process of writing narrative
text among the students while using the Roundtable Strategy. This means that
there is an implementation of cooperative learning in which one of the strategies is

Roundtable Strategy (Kagan and Kagan, 2000).
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

5.1 Conclusion

Based on the result of the research described in the previous chapter, the

researcher concluded that:

1. Roundtable Strategy could improve 70% students of total students in
writing narrative text at grade V111 C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu.

2. There were two factors that influenced the improvement of students’
ability in writing narrative text; the teacher’s factors (the teacher’s
classroom management and the teacher’s explanation) and the students’

factors (the students’ attention, participation and interest) .

To sum up, the researcher concludes that the Roundtable Strategy can improve
students’ ability in writing a narrative text and students’ attention, participation
and interest in learning especially at grade VIII C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu

2013/2014 academic year.

5.2 Suggestion
Based on the conclusion above, the researcher suggests some points that
might be useful for the teacher and further researches:
1. English teachers can use Roundtable Strategy as a strategy in teaching
writing especially writing narrative text. Besides that, the teacher should

consider about the explanation and the students’ understanding.
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2. Roundtable Strategy is recommended for English teachers to brainstorm
the students’ ideas in writing a narrative text, because the students can
share their opinions with the others.

3. The further researchers can use Roundtable Strategy by using other types

of text beside narrative text and for improving writing in another grade.
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Appendix 1
TEACHER’S OBSERVATION CHECKLIST AND FIELD-NOTES

School

Class

Subject

Meeti
Cycle
Time

ng/Date . 1-2/ 27-03-2014

01

: 2 X 45 minutes

: SMP Negeri 11 Kota Bengkulu
:VIIC
: English

No

Teacher

Pre- teaching

Yes

No

Notes

1

The teacher informs
the students about the
subject of material, the
purpose of the
material, and also the
characters that the
students should be
reached.

\/

The Teacher did it well

While — Teaching

The teacher explains a
narrative text.

e Whata
narrative text is
and kind of
narrative text

e Generic
structures of a
narrative text

e Language
features that are
used ina
narrative text

The teacher explains the material clearly by
using powerpoint presentation.

The teacher explains
examples of a narrative
text

The teacher give some example in powerpoint

The teacher introduces
the function of
roundtable strategy in
writing

The teacher did it clearly




5 RSN

The teacher gives o
(opic to wrile narrative
text

The teacher pives
questions (o the
students to bramnstorm
their ideas in writing
narrative fext 7
The teacher puides the
students (o use
roundtable strategy

T'he teacher monitors
the students while
using roundtable
strategy

+—

The Teacher gives two topics

| "Ihe Teacher gives four questions

“Ihe Teacher did it well. The teacher gives clear
instrution to the students

L’ﬁﬁ?&chﬂ did it well. The teacher monitors

all of the groups.

Post — Teaching

o

The teacher asks the
students about the
difficulties in learning
narrative text by using
roundtable strategy

The Teacher did it well

1

The teacher provides
feedback

The Teacher did 1t well

The teacher asks the
students (o summarize
the lesson

The Teacher did it well

Collaborator,




Appendix 2
STUDENTS’ OBSERVATION CHECKLIST AND FIELD-NOTES

School : SMP Negeri 11 Kota Bengkulu
Class VI C
Subject : English
Meeting/Date . 1-2/27-03-2014
Cycle 1
Time : 2 X 45 minutes
No Students Yes | No Notes
The students Almost all of the students understand about the
understand about the subject of the material.
subject of material, |V
1 | the purpose of the
material, and also the
characters that they
should be reached.
The students N Some of the students understand about narrative
understand about a text but there are some students still confused
narrative text. about past tense.
e Whata
narrative text
is and kind of
narrative text
2 .
e (Generic
structures of a
narrative text
e Language
features that
are used in a
narrative text
The students N The students understand the example of
understand the narrative text and some of them give others
3 examples of a example of narrative text
narrative text
The students N The students are understand about roundtable
understand the strategy but they are confused about the steps to
4 | function of write narrative text by using roundtable strategy
roundtable strategy in
writing
N All of the students taking notes and attention to
The students pay the the teacher’s explanation
5 | attention to the
teacher’s explanation.




The students write a
narrative text by

7 | using roundtable
strategy

| enthusiastically

I'he students
contribute to write

N . . :
narrative text in their
| group
- The students
o | participate in

- discussion in therr
| group
1'he students check
10| their writing before it
1s collected

- The students ask the
11 | material that they do
not understand yet.

—— -

| »”
- The students
12 - summarize the
| materials

T

PR——
i i g

all students member in the group write the
narrative text

e ——————E
Iiach member in the group gives contribution 1
write a narrative texl

Almost all member in their group give their
opinion in the discussion

e e
e ———— ——>
———————————

T Almost all member in their group help each

other to chek their writing

| The students ask some question about past

lense

- ——

| The students summarize the lesson together

Collaborator,

Azimar, S.pd
NIP.19640324 1988032005



Appendix 3
TEACHER’S OBSERVATION CHECKLIST AND FIELD-NOTES

School

Class

Subject

Meeti
Cycle
Time

ng/Date . 3-4/ 24-04-2014

12

: 2 X 45 minutes

: SMP Negeri 11 Kota Bengkulu
:VIIC
: English

No

Teacher

Pre- teaching

Yes

No

Notes

1

The teacher informs
the students about the
subject of material, the
purpose of the
material, and also the
characters that the
students should be
reached.

\/

The Teacher did it well

While — Teaching

The teacher explains
more about :

e Generic
structures of a
narrative text

e Past tense

The Teacher did it well and using powerpoint
presentation

The teacher explains
generic structure and
past tense in the
examples of a narrative
text

The teacher give clear part of generic structure
in the example and underline some verb past
tense and ask students to find more verb past
tense in the example

The teacher explain
more about the steps of
roundtable strategy in
writing

The Teacher did it well

The teacher provides
an example of writing
a narrative text by
using roundtable
strategy

The Teacher did it well




The teacher gives a
topic to write narrative
text

The Teacher gives two topics

The teacher gives
questions to the
students to brainstorm
their ideas in writing
narrative text

The Teacher gives four questions

The teacher guides the
students to use
roundtable strategy

The Teacher did it well. The teacher gives clear
instrution to the students

The teacher monitors
the students while
using roundtable
strategy

The Teacher did it well. The teacher monitors
all of the groups.

Post — Teaching

10

The teacher asks the
students about the
difficulties in learning
narrative text by using
roundtable strategy

The Teacher did it well

11

The teacher provides
feedback

The Teacher did it well

12

The teacher asks the
students to summarize
the lesson

The Teacher did it well




Appendix 4
STUDENTS’ OBSERVATION CHECKLIST AND FIELD-NOTES

School : SMP Negeri 11 Kota Bengkulu
Class VI C
Subject : English
Meeting/Date . 3-4/ 24-04-2014
Cycle 2
Time : 2 X 45 minutes
No Students Yes | No Notes
The students Almost all of the students understand about the
understand about the subject of the material.
subject of material, |V
1 | the purpose of the
material, and also the
characters that they
should be reached.
The students N The students more understand about the generic
understand about : structure and the verb past tense.
2 e Generic
structures of a
narrative text
e Past tense
The students N The students know the different of the generic
understand about the structure and they can find the verb of past
3 generic structure and tense in the example
past tense in the
examples of a
narrative text
The students N The students more understand about the steps in
understand about the roundtable strategy
4 steps of roundtable
strategy in writing
N All of the students pay attention to the teacher
The students pay explanation and they are taking notes about the
5 | attention to the material
teacher’s explanation.
N The students ask to the teacher about the
The students discuss material that they are not understand
6 | about the materials
actively.




The students write a
narrative text by

all students member in the group write the
narrative text

7 | using roundtable
strategy
enthusiastically
The students Each member in the group gives contribution in
8 contribute to write write a narrative text
narrative text in their
group
The students Al_mpst qll mem_ber in_their group give their
o . opinion in the discussion
9 participate in
discussion in their
group
10 | their writing before it
is collected
The students ask some question about past
The students ask the tense
11 | material that they do
not understand yet.
The students summarize the lesson together
The students
12 | summarize the

materials




Appendix 5

Questions for Interview

Questions

1. Do you like studying writing by using roundtable strategy? Why?

Apakah kamu suka belajar menulis menggunakan strategi roundtable?kenapa?

2. Does roundtable strategy help you writing narrative text? Why?

Apakah roundtable strategi membantu kamu dalam menulis teks naratif? Kenapa?

3. Do you have difficulties in using roundtable strategy? What are they?
Apakah kamu mempunyai kesulitan dalam menggunakan strategi roundtable? Apa

sajakah itu?

4. Does your teacher help you in writing narrative text by using roundtable strategy
well? In what ways?
Apakah gurumu membantu dalam menulis naratif teks dengan strategi roundtable

dengan baik? Dengan cara apa?

5. Does your writing score improve? In your opinion, what factors influenced your
writing score?
Apakah nilai menulismu meningkat? Menurutmu, faktor apa sajakah yang

mempengaruhi nilaimu?




Appendix 6

Sekolah
Kelas

Mata Pelajaran

Semester

Standar Kompetensi : Menulis

12. Mengungkapkan makna dalam teks tulis fungsional dan esei pendek sederhana berbentuk

SILABUS

: SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU
- VI (Delapan)
: Bahasa Inggris

: 2 (Dua)

recount dan narrative untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan

sekitar
Penilaian
Kompete Materi Kegiatan . Bentu | Conto AIQ Sumb Kara
- .| Indikat kasi er
nsi Pokok/Pemb | Pembelaj Tek k h .| kter
- or ; Wak | Belaj
Dasar elajaran aran nik | Instru | Instru tu ar
men men
12.1. Teks 1. Review | Menulis | Tes | Essay | 1. 2x 1. Sopa
Meng fungsional : tujuan teks tulis Write | 40 Buk n
ungka | -undangan komuni | fungsio sente | meni u Cerm
pkan - katif nal nces |t teks at
makn pengumum dan pendek base yan
a an ciriciri berbent don g Tel
dalam | - pesan kebahas | uk: - the rele iti
bentu singkat aan teks | Pengum situat van Kerja
k teks fungsio | uman - ion 2. sa
tulis nal Undang given Con ma
fungsi pendek | an- . toh Man
onal terkait pesan 2. teks diri
pende materi singkat Com fun Perca
k 2. plete gsio ya
sederh Menulis the nal diri
ana kalimat text 3.
denga sederha using Ga
n na untuk suita mba
meng mengun ble r
gunak dang, Uraian word terk
an mengu Tes Iwor ait
ragam mumka tertu ds. mat
bahas » Teks Essai n, pesan lis 3. 4x eri
a tulis narrative / singkat Write | 40 dan
secara recount dengan atext | meni topi
akurat | e Ciri sopan Menulis of t k
, kebahasaan | 3. teks invita 4.
lancar teks Meleng | pendek tion Ben
dan narrative / kapi dan on da
berteri recount taeks sederha your seki
ma * Langkah fungsio | na farew tar
untuk retorika nal dalam ell
berint teks pendek | bentuk party
eraksi narrative / 4. narrativ .
denga recount Menulis | e
n teks dengan
lingku fungsio | langkah
ngan nal retorika
sekita pendek | yang
r dengan benar
cerman
dan 1.Buk
teliti u




12.2.
Meng
ungka
p kan

makna
dan
langk
ah

retorika
dalam
esei
pendek
sederh
ana
dengan
meng
gunak
an
ragam
bahas
atulis
secara
akurat
lancar
dan
berteri
ma
untuk
berinterak
si
denga
n
lingkunga
n
sekita
r
berbentuk
recou
nt
dan
narrat
ive

1. Review
ciri
kebahas
aan teks
narrativ
e

Membu
at
kalimat
sederha
na
terkait
teks
narrativ
e

Menge
mbangk
an
langkah
retorika
teks
recount
dan
narrativ
e
dengan
kerja
sama

Membu
at draft
teks
recount
dan
narrativ
e
dengan
mandiri

Menulis
teks
recount
dan
narrativ
e
berdasar
kan
draft
yang
dibuat

Memaja
ng hasil
tulisan
di
dinding
percaya
diri

Write a
short

narrati
ve
text
base
d

on:

a. The
story
you
have
ever
read.

Serie
s of
pictu
res
given

teks
yan

rele
van

Buk

cerit

bah
asa

Ing
gris

Ga

mba
r-
gam
bar
terk
ait




Appendix 7

RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

Mata Pelajaran
Nama Sekolah
Kelas/ Semester
Alokasi Waktu
Jenis Teks

Skill

Tahun Ajaran
Pertemuan

(RPP)

: Bahasa Inggris
: SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
VHI/ I

: 2 X 40 menit (1x pertemuan)

: Narrative Text
: Menulis
:2013-2014

01

Standar Kompetensi

Mengungkapkan makna dalam teks tulis fungsional dan esei pendek sederhana
berbentuk recount dan narrative untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar

Kompetensi Dasar

Mengungkap kan makna dan langkah retorika dalam esei pendek sederhana
dengan menggunakan ragam bahasa tulis secara akurat, lancer dan berterima
untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar berbentuk recount dan narrative

A. Indikator Pencapaian Kompetensi:

1. Kognitif

a. Process

e Diperlihatkan dan dijelaskan beberapa jenis teks narratif
e Diperlihatkan contoh teks naratif dan dijelaskan generic structure

dan language feature dari teks narratif

b. Product
e Siswa dapat mengidentifikasi teks naratif dan membedakan jenis

teks narratif

e Siswa dapat mengidentifikasi generic structure dan language

feature dari teks narratif

2. Afektif

Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :

Rajin

Bertanggung jawab
Dapat dipercaya
Kepedulian

Berani

3. Psikomotor
e Siswa mengidentifikasi jenis teks naratif



e Siswa mengidentifikasi generic structure dan langauge feature dari
teks naratif

B. Tujuan Pembelajaran:
1. Kognitif
c. Process
e Siswa dapat mengidentifikasi teks naratif dan membedakan jenis
teks narratif
e Siswa dapat mengidentifikasi generic structure dan language
feature dari teks narratif
d. Product
¢ Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi teks naratif dan membedakan jenis
teks narratif
e Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi generic structure dan language
feature dari teks narratif

2. Afektif
Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :
¢ Rajin

e Bertanggung jawab
e Dapat dipercaya
e Kepedulian
e Berani
3. Psikomotor

e Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi jenis teks naratif

e Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi generic structure dan langauge
feature dari teks naratif

C. Materi Pembelajaran
1.Narrative Text

Social Function:

To amuse, entertain and to deal with actual or vicarious experience in
different ways. Narratives deal with problematic events which lead to a
crisis or turning point of some kind, which in turn finds a resolution.
Generic (Schematic) Structure:

1. Orientation: sets the scene and introduces the participants

2. Complication: a crisis arises

3. Resolution: the crisis is resolved, for better or for worse

Significant Lexicogrammatical Features:
Focus on specific and usually individualized participants




Use of material processes

Use of relational and mental processes

Use of temporal conjunctions and temporal circumstances
Use of past tense

Kinds of narrative text

1. Atrue story is a true story is personal’s experience of a character in the story

2. Afable is a kind of narrative text with the main character is an animal that
has attitude like human

3. A folktale is a typical of folk story. It tells about magical story.

3. Simple Past Tense
Subject + To Be (Was, Were) + Object
Subject + Verb.1l + Object
Examples:
v | was a student.
v 1 went to school.

4. Contoh teks naratif

In the past era, there was a beautiful young girl named Cinderella. He lived with his
mother and two sisters. mother and sister arrogant and bad tempered . They treated
Cinderella very badly. Step mother made Cinderella do the hardest job in the house,
such as scrubbing the floor, cleaning the pot and pan and preparing food for the family
. Second step sister, on the other hand , does not work on the house . Their mother
gave them many handsome dresses to wear. One day, two half-brothers received an
invitation to the ball that the king 's son would give at the palace .

They were excited about this and spent so much time choosing the dresses they
would wear . Finally , the ball came , and away went the sisters . Cinderella could not
help crying after they left . Why are crying, Cinderella ? the voice asked . He looked
up and saw her fairy godmother standing beside her , because | wanted to go to the
ball Cinderella . Well godmother said , you've been such a cheerful , hardworking ,
uncomplaining girl that I will see that you go to the ball . Magic , fairy godmother
turned a pumpkin into a coach and mice into a smooth two coachman and footman .
Her godmother tapped Cinderella's dress with her wand , and it became a beautiful
ball gown .

Then he gave her a pair of pretty glass slippers . Now , Cinderella, she said , you
have to go before midnight . Then he drove away a wonderful coach . Cinderella had a
marvelous time either . She danced again and again with the king 's son . Suddenly the
clock began to strike twelve , she ran toward the door as fast as he could do . In her
hurry , one of her glass slipper behind . A few days later , the child king declared that
he would marry the girl whose feet fitted the glass slipper . Stepsisters try on shoes
but it was too small for them , no matter how hard they squeezed their toes into it .

In the end , the king's page let Cinderella try the shoes. He stretched his legs and
slipped the shoes on the page . It fitted perfectly. Finally , he was ushered into a




D. Model/ Metode Pembelajaran

= Model Pembelajaran: Pembelajaran Kelompok
= Pendekatan Pembelajaran: Rondtable Strategy

E. Metode pembelajaran

PRE TEACHING

informasi apa saja yang dapat diperoleh
di tiap paragraf

No GURU SISWA
1. Guru mengucapkan salam dan Students answer the teacher’s
menyiapkan siwa untuk belajar greeting
2. guru mengabsen siswa Students report their
attendance.
3. Guru mengecek kondisi ruangan kelas | Siswa menyiapkan diri untuk
belajar
4. berdoa berdoa.
5. v" Guru memperlihatkan beberapa v’ Siswa memperhatikan
gambar kepada siswa untuk gambar
kegiatan brainstroming v Siswa menjawab
v Guru menayakan kepada siswa pertanyaan guru
mengenai gambar tersebut
v Guru menjelaskan tujuan mengajar
dan indikator pembelajaran
WHILST TEACHING
7. Guru menjelaskan mengenai pengertian | Siswa mendengarkan
teks naratif, jenis teks naratif dan penjelasan guru
language feature dan generic structure
dari teks naratif
8. Guru memperlihatkan kepada siswa Siswa melihat contoh teks
contoh teks naratif naratif
9 Guru meminta siswa membaca teks Siswa membaca teks naratif
naratif tersebut
10 | Guru menyuruh siswa mengidentifikasi | Siswa mengidentifikasi setiap

paragraf




3 ‘I?.:""’
o aE s

.“...vf-‘ S

12 | Guru meminta siswa untuk menggaris |
bawahi kata kerjn yang ada pada teks |
13| Guru meminta siswa untuk kerja dan dialog
mengidentifikasi dinlog yang ada pada
teks
14| Guru meminta beberapa siswa auntuk | Beberapa siswa m"““-'“kk:‘a
memberikan contoh kata kerjn beherapa kata kerja yang
pada teks
15| Gura menjelaskan mengenni roundtable | Siswa memperhatikan
| strategy penjelasan guru
16 Guru membagi siswa berkelompok, 1 | yiswa duduk dalam kelompok
kelompok terdiri dari 4
POST TEACHING
17 Guru meminta siswa untuk menayakan | Siswa bertanya kepada guru
hal yang belum jelas dan menceritakan | dan menceritakan kesulitan
kesulitan yang dialami mengenai yang dialami
. pelajaran ol
I8 | Guru meminta siswa untuk meringkas | Siswa meringkas pelajaran
pelajan
19 Guru memberikan timbal balik Siswa mendengarkan guru
h‘:'()_ﬁ Guru mengakhiri pelajaran dan Siswa mengucapkan
terimakasih

i selanjutnya

J " memberitahu tentang topik pelajaran

F. Media: scries of pictures, Laptop, LCD, a whiteboard and board markers

G. Sumber Belajar: nglish book for Junior High School Grade VI

Collaborator,

NIPASGAS2A AR 205




RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris
Nama Sekolah : SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
Kelas/ Semester VI I
Alokasi Waktu : 2 X 40 menit (1x pertemuan)
Jenis Teks : Narrative Text
Skill : Menulis
Tahun Ajaran : 2013-2014
Pertemuan 12

Standar Kompetensi
Mengungkapkan makna dalam teks tulis fungsional dan esei pendek sederhana
berbentuk recount dan narrative untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar

Kompetensi Dasar
Mengungkap kan makna dan langkah retorika dalam esei pendek sederhana

dengan menggunakan ragam bahasa tulis secara akurat, lancer dan berterima
untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar berbentuk recount dan narrative

A. Indikator Pencapaian Kompetensi:

4. Kognitif
a. Process

e Diperlihatkan topik untuk membuat teks naratif
b. Product

e Siswa dapat membuat teks naratif
c. Afektif

Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :
e Rajin

e Bertanggung jawab
e Dapat dipercaya
e Kepedulian
e Berani
d. Psikomotor
e Melatihkan siswa membuat teks naratif

B. Tujuan Pembelajaran:
1. Kognitif
a. Process
e Siswa dapat membuat teks naratif



b. Product
Siswa mampu membuat teks naratif

4. Afektif
Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :

Rajin

Bertanggung jawab
Dapat dipercaya

Kepedulian
Berani

5. Psikomotor
e Siswa mampu dilatihkan membuat teks naratif

C. Materi Pembelajaran

Topik :

1. Folktales in
Indonesia

2. Folktales in Foreign

country

H. Model/ Metode Pembelajaran

= Model Pembelajaran: Pembelajaran Kelompok
= Pendekatan Pembelajaran: Rondtable Strategy

I. Metofe pembelajaran

PRE TEACHING
No GURU SISWA
1. Guru mengucapkan salam dan Students answer the teacher’s
menyiapkan siwa untuk belajar greeting

2. guru mengabsen siswa Students report their
attendance.

3. Guru mengecek kondisi ruangan kelas | Siswa menyiapkan diri untuk
belajar




4. berdoa berdoa.
5. | v Guru memperlihatkan beberapa v" Siswa memperhatikan topik
beberapa topik kepada siswa v" Siswa memilih satu topik
v Guru meminta siswa untuk memilih
satu
v Guru menjelaskan tujuan mengajar
dan indikator pembelajaran
WHILST TEACHING
6 Guru menerangkan kembali mengenai | Siswa mendengarkan
naratif text penjelasan guru
7. Guru meminta siswa untuk membuat Siswa membuat teks naratif
naratif teks berdasarkan topik dengan dengan strategy roundtable
step roundtable strategy
8 Guru meminta beberapa siswa untuk Siswa memperlihatkan
memperlihatkan teks yang sudah dibaut | kaliamat yang sudah dibuat
yang dibuat
POST TEACHING
9 Guru meminta siswa untuk menayakan | Siswa bertanya kepada guru
hal yang belum jelas dan menceritakan | dan menceritakan kesulitan
kesulitan yang dialami mengenai yang dialami
pelajaran
10 | Guru meminta siswa untuk meringkas | Siswa meringkas pelajaran
pelajan
11 | Guru memberikan timbal balik Siswa mendengarkan guru
12 | Guru mengakhiri pelajaran dan Siswa mengucapkan
memberitahu tentang topik pelajaran terimakasih
selanjutnya

J. Media: series of pictures, Laptop, LCD, a whiteboard and board markers

K. Sumber Belajar: English book for Junior High School Grade V11I
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Lampiran 1

Rubric for Assessing Student Writing: Folktale (Glencoe, 2007)

Focus/Organization

e The narrative fulfills its purpose by
telling a story using all of the elements
of a folktale.

e The story is appropriate for its intended
audience.

e The story takes place in the past.

e Time order is used to organize the
story’s events.

Comments

Score / 35

Elaboration/Support/Style

e Enough details are provided to describe
the setting and characters.

¢ The writing includes a protagonist who
tries to do good and may have special
powers.

e The writing includes an evil antagonist,
which may be a character or a force of
nature.

e The story contains a theme or central
message.

o \Writer uses the third-person point of
view correctly and consistently.

Comments

Score / 35

Grammar, Usage, and Mechanics

¢ The writing is free of misspellings, and
words are capitalized correctly.

e Sentences are punctuated correctly, and
the piece is free of fragments and run-
ons.

e Standard English usage is employed
except where inappropriate.

¢ The paper is neat, legible, and presented
in

an appropriate format.

Comments

Score / 30




lampiran 2
STEP OF WRITING ACTIVITY BASED ON ROUNDTABLE STRATEGY

(The researcher will only use roundtable strategy in planning and drafting
activity)

Planning e Brainstorming
The students will brainstorm their ideas by using roundtable
strategy, as the following step of roundtable strategy.
The teacher gives four questions. One question will be asked
for one round based on the time( 5 minutes for one round).
Therefore, there four round of roundtable strategy.
The questions are:

1. Who will be in the story?

2. Where will the story take place?

3. What will the problem in the story?

4. How will it resolved?

Drafting 1. The teacher will hand out the answer sheet that had prepared
by the teacher

2. One group will produce one text. It means that in each group
of 4 students will produce 1 different texts.

3. The teacher gives ten minutes for students to make each
paragraph of narrative text ( orientation, complication arise and
climaxs, and resolution).

4. Each paragraph will be written by different student. There are
replacement of text in each 10 minutes. The first writer will
write the orientation part. At the end of ten minutes, he must
stop. Then, he pass the papers to the right. The second writer
will continue to write the beginning of complication. At the
end of ten minutes, he stop again and pass their papers. The
third writer has 10 minutes to continue the complication.
Finally, The forth writer has 10 minutes to write the resolution
of the text.

Editing | Each student will edit his own text during 10 minutes




Appendix 8
RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris
Nama Sekolah : SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
Kelas/ Semester VI I
Alokasi Waktu : 2 X 40 menit (1x pertemuan)
Jenis Teks : Narrative Text
Skill : Menulis
Tahun Ajaran : 2013-2014
Pertemuan 3

Standar Kompetensi
Mengungkapkan makna dalam teks tulis fungsional dan esei pendek sederhana
berbentuk recount dan narrative untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar

Kompetensi Dasar
Mengungkap kan makna dan langkah retorika dalam esei pendek sederhana

dengan menggunakan ragam bahasa tulis secara akurat, lancer dan berterima
untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar berbentuk recount dan narrative

A. Indikator Pencapaian Kompetensi:

5. Kognitif
e. Process
e Diperlihatkan contoh teks naratif dan dijelaskan generic structure
teks narratif dan penggunaan past tense dalam teks naratif
f. Product
e Siswa dapat mengidentifikasi generic structure teks narratif dan
penggunaan past tense dalam teks naratif

6. Afektif
Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :
e Rajin

e Bertanggung jawab
e Dapat dipercaya
o Kepedulian
e Berani
7. Psikomotor
e Siswa mengidentifikasi generic structure teks narratif dan
penggunaan past tense dalam teks naratif



B. Tujuan Pembelajaran:
1. Kognitif
g. Process
e Siswa dapat mengidentifikasi generic structure teks narratif dan
penggunaan past tense dalam teks naratif
h. Product
e Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi generic structure teks narratif dan
penggunaan past tense dalam teks naratif

6. Afektif
Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :
e Rajin

e Bertanggung jawab
e Dapat dipercaya
e Kepedulian
e Berani
7. Psikomotor
¢ Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi generic structure teks narratif
e Siswa mampu mengidentifikasi past tense dalam teks naratif

C. Materi Pembelajaran
5.Narrative Text

Generic (Schematic) Structure:

4. Orientation: sets the scene and introduces the participants
5. Complication: a crisis arises

6. Resolution: the crisis is resolved, for better or for worse

Significant Lexicogrammatical Features:

Focus on specific and usually individualized participants
Use of material processes

Use of relational and mental processes

Use of temporal conjunctions and temporal circumstances
Use of past tense

6. Simple Past Tense
Subject + To Be (Was, Were) + Object
Subject + Verb.1l + Object
Examples:
v | was a student.

v" | went to school.



7. Contoh teks naratif

Prince Raden Putra and Dewi Limaran were husband and wife. They lived in a palace.
Prince Raden Putra's father was the king of the kingdom.

One day, Dewi Limaran was walking around in the palace garden. Suddenly she saw a
snail. It was ugly and disgusting. "Yuck!" said Dewi Limaran and then she threw it
away into a river. She did not know that the snail was actually an old and powerful
witch. She could transform herself into anything. The witch was angry to Dewi
Limaran. The witch put a spell on her and changed her into a golden snail. The witch
then threw it away into the river.

The golden snail was drifting away in the river and got caught into a net. An old
woman was fishing and used her net to catch some fish. She was surprised to see a
golden snail in her net. She took it and brought it home. When the old woman woke
up in the morning, she was surprised that the house was in the good condition. The
floor was mopped. And she also had food on the table. She was thinking very hard.
"Who did this to me? The person is very kind." It happened again and again every
morning.

The old woman was very curious. One night she decided to stay up late. She was
peeping from her room to know who cooked for her. Then, she could not believe what
she saw. The golden snail she caught in the river turned into a beautiful woman. The
old woman approached her. "Who are you, young girl?" "I am Dewi Limaran, Ma'am.
A witch cursed me. | can change back as a human only at night,” explained Dewi
Limaran. "The spell can be broken if | hear the melody from the holy gamelan,”
continued Dewi Limaran. The old woman then rushed to the palace. She talked to
Prince Raden Putra about her wife. Prince Raden Putra was so happy. He had been
looking for his wife everywhere.

He then prayed and meditated. He asked the gods to give him the holy gamelan. He
wanted to break the witch's spell. After several days praying and meditating, finally
gods granted his wish. He immediately brought the holy gamelan to the old woman's
house. He played it beautifully. And then amazingly the golden snail turned into the
beautiful Dewi Limaran. The couple was so happy that they could be together again.
They also thanked the old woman for her kindness. As a return, they asked her to stay
in the palace.

M. Model/ Metode Pembelajaran

= Model Pembelajaran: Pembelajaran Kelompok
= Pendekatan Pembelajaran: Rondtable Strategy

N. Metode pembelajaran



PRE TEACHING

mengidentifikasi dialog yang ada pada
teks

No GURU SISWA
1. Guru mengucapkan salam dan Students answer the teacher’s
menyiapkan siwa untuk belajar greeting
2. guru mengabsen siswa Students report their
attendance.
3. Guru mengecek kondisi ruangan kelas | Siswa menyiapkan diri untuk
belajar
4. Berdoa berdoa.
5. | v Guru memperlihatkan beberapa v' Siswa memperhatikan
gambar kepada siswa untuk gambar
kegiatan brainstroming v Siswa menjawab
v Guru menayakan kepada siswa pertanyaan guru
mengenai gambar tersebut
v Guru menjelaskan tujuan mengajar
dan indikator pembelajaran
WHILST TEACHING
7. Guru menjelaskan mengenai language | Siswa mendengarkan
feature dan generic structure dari teks | penjelasan guru
naratif
8. Guru memperlihatkan kepada siswa Siswa melihat contoh teks
contoh teks naratif naratif
9 Guru meminta siswa membaca teks Siswa membaca teks naratif
naratif tersebut
10 | Guru menyuruh siswa mengidentifikasi | Siswa mengidentifikasi setiap
informasi apa saja yang dapat diperoleh | paragraf
di tiap paragraf
11 | Guru meminta siswa untuk Siswa mengidentifikasi
mengidentifikasi generic sturcture dari | generic structure dari teks
teks
12 | Guru meminta siswa untuk menggaris
bawahi kata kerja yang ada pada teks
_ _ Siswa mengidentifikasi kata
13 | Guru meminta siswa untuk

kerja dan dialog




14 | Guru meminta beberapa siswa untuk Beberapa siswa menujuk?;
memberikan contoh kata kerja beberapa kata kerja yang
1P pada teks
15 ! Gunu mgmclnxkaii mcngéhfﬁ ﬁﬁndl&blc Siswa memp:rhaukan
| strategy penjelasan guru

e | Guru membagi siswa hc_‘lr'kél—(')mpnk;wl- siswa duduk dalam kelompok
kelompok terdin dar 4

el —————

17 ‘, Gurn melatihkan siswa mengenit step: ' §jywa melatihkan langkah-
t\ step dan roundtable strategy untuk langkah roundtable stratcgy
membuat heberapa kalimat dalam satu | dan membuat beberapa kalimat
~paragraph berdasarkan pertanyaan dar
| | pun | R
I8 Guru meminta beberapa siswa untuk | Siswa memperlihatkan

memperlihatkan kalimat yang diabuat kaliamat yang sudah dibuat :

- S— - a . - e ————— -

POST TEACHING

19 | Guru meminta siswa untuk munavakan | Siswa beﬂanvz kepada guru
hal vang belum jelas dan mencentakan

kesulitan yang dialami mengenai | )ang dialami
| pv.lalaran |
20 | Guru meminta siswa untuk anntJLas Siswa meringkas pelajaran
- pelajan
21| Guru memberikan timbal balik Siswa mendengarkan guru
|
22 1 Curu mengakhiri pelajaran dan Siswa mengucapkan
| ‘ memberitahu tentang topik pelajaran terimakasih
{ | ulnnjulnya
1 e A R

F. Media: serics ul pietures, Laptop, LCD, u whiteboard and board markers
G. Sumber Belajar: Eoglish book for Junior High School Grade VI

Bengkulu, |7 Aeel 2014




RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

(RPP)
Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris
Nama Sekolah : SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
Kelas/ Semester VI I
Alokasi Waktu : 2 X 40 menit (1x pertemuan)
Jenis Teks : Narrative Text
Skill : Menulis
Tahun Ajaran : 2013-2014
Pertemuan 4

Standar Kompetensi
Mengungkapkan makna dalam teks tulis fungsional dan esei pendek sederhana
berbentuk recount dan narrative untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar

Kompetensi Dasar
Mengungkap kan makna dan langkah retorika dalam esei pendek sederhana

dengan menggunakan ragam bahasa tulis secara akurat, lancer dan berterima
untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan sekitar berbentuk recount dan narrative

A. Indikator Pencapaian Kompetensi:

8. Kognitif
e. Process

e Diperlihatkan topik untuk membuat teks naratif
f. Product

e Siswa dapat membuat teks naratif
g. Afektif

Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :
e Rajin

e Bertanggung jawab
e Dapat dipercaya
e Kepedulian
e Berani
h. Psikomotor
e Siswa membuat teks naratif

B. Tujuan Pembelajaran:
1. Kognitif
c. Process
e Siswa dapat membuat teks naratif



d. Product
e Siswa mampu membuat teks naratif

8. Afektif
Karakter siswa yang diharapkan guru :
¢ Rajin

e Bertanggung jawab
e Dapat dipercaya
e Kepedulian
e Berani
9. Psikomotor
e Siswa mampu mem buat teks naratif

C. Materi Pembelajaran

Topik :

3. Folktales in
Indonesia

4. Folktales in Foreign
country

Q. Model/ Metode Pembelajaran

= Model Pembelajaran: Pembelajaran Kelompok
= Pendekatan Pembelajaran: Rondtable Strategy

R. Metofe pembelajaran

PRE TEACHING

No GURU SISWA
1. Guru mengucapkan salam dan Students answer the teacher’s
menyiapkan siwa untuk belajar greeting
2. guru mengabsen siswa Students report their
attendance.

3. Guru mengecek kondisi ruangan kelas | Siswa menyiapkan diri untuk
belajar

4. berdoa berdoa.




5. | v Guru memperlihatkan beberapa v" Siswa memperhatikan topik
beberapa topik kepada siswa v Siswa memilih satu topik
v Guru meminta siswa untuk memilih
satu
v Guru menjelaskan tujuan mengajar
dan indikator pembelajaran
WHILST TEACHING
6 Guru menerangkan kembali mengenai | Siswa mendengarkan
naratif text penjelasan guru
7. Guru meminta siswa untuk membuat Siswa membuat teks naratif
naratif teks berdasarkan topik dengan dengan strategy roundtable
step roundtable strategy
8 Guru meminta beberapa siswa untuk Siswa memperlihatkan kalimat
memperlihatkan teks yang sudah dibaut | yang sudah dibuat dan
yang dibuat dan mengumpulkannya mengumpulkan teksnya
kepada guru kepada guru
POST TEACHING
9 Guru meminta siswa untuk menayakan | Siswa bertanya kepada guru
hal yang belum jelas dan menceritakan | dan menceritakan kesulitan
kesulitan yang dialami mengenai yang dialami
pelajaran
10 | Guru meminta siswa untuk meringkas | Siswa meringkas pelajaran
pelajan
11 | Guru memberikan timbal balik Siswa mendengarkan guru
12 | Guru mengakhiri pelajaran dan Siswa mengucapkan
memberitahu tentang topik pelajaran terimakasih
selanjutnya

S. Media: series of pictures, Laptop, LCD, a whiteboard and board markers




Bentuk [nstrumen/ Soal
Indicator Teknik Penilaian 1 e ,
Writing a | Menggunakan rubrik dari A wriling Write  namative text
: . based on the topic
narrative | Glencoe (2007) composition
text test
Bengkulu, 24 At 2014
Collaborator, Peneliti, W
Azimar, S. Nurhasanah
NIP.196403241988032005 NPM. A1B010041 WA




Lampiran 1

Rubric for Assessing Student Writing: Folktale (Glencoe, 2007)

Focus/Organization

e The narrative fulfills its purpose by
telling a story using all of the elements
of a folktale.

e The story is appropriate for its intended
audience.

e The story takes place in the past.

e Time order is used to organize the
story’s events.

Comments

Score / 35

Elaboration/Support/Style

e Enough details are provided to describe
the setting and characters.

¢ The writing includes a protagonist who
tries to do good and may have special
powers.

e The writing includes an evil antagonist,
which may be a character or a force of
nature.

e The story contains a theme or central
message.

o \Writer uses the third-person point of
view correctly and consistently.

Comments

Score / 35

Grammar, Usage, and Mechanics

¢ The writing is free of misspellings, and
words are capitalized correctly.

e Sentences are punctuated correctly, and
the piece is free of fragments and run-
ons.

e Standard English usage is employed
except where inappropriate.

¢ The paper is neat, legible, and presented
in

an appropriate format.

Comments

Score / 30




lampiran 2
STEP OF WRITING ACTIVITY BASED ON ROUNDTABLE STRATEGY

(The researcher will only use roundtable strategy in planning and drafting
activity)

Planning e Brainstorming
The students will brainstorm their ideas by using roundtable
strategy, as the following step of roundtable strategy.
The teacher gives four questions. One question will be asked
for one round based on the time( 5 minutes for one round).
Therefore, there four round of roundtable strategy.
The questions are:
Who will be in the story?
Where will the story take place?
What will the problem in the story?
How will it resolved?

© N o O

Drafting 5. The teacher will hand out the answer sheet that had prepared
by the teacher

6. One group will produce one text. It means that in each group
of 4 students will produce 1 different texts.

7. The teacher gives ten minutes for students to make each
paragraph of narrative text ( orientation, complication arise and
climaxs, and resolution).

8. Each paragraph will be written by different student. There are
replacement of text in each 10 minutes. The first writer will
write the orientation part. At the end of ten minutes, he must
stop. Then, he pass the papers to the right. The second writer
will continue to write the beginning of complication. At the
end of ten minutes, he stop again and pass their papers. The
third writer has 10 minutes to continue the complication.
Finally, The forth writer has 10 minutes to write the resolution
of the text.

Editing | Each student will edit his own text during 10 minutes




Appendix 9

Nama Sekolah

Mata Pelajaran

Kelas/Semester

Topik Pembelajaran :

SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu

Bahasa Inggris

VII/11

Narrative Text

KISI-KISI PEMBELAJARAN CYCLE 1

No.| Standar Kompetensi Kelas/ Materi Soal Nomor
kompetensi Dasar semester
1. | Mengungkap | Mengungkap | VIII /11 Menulis Write a 1

kan makna kan makna narratif narrative
dalam teks dan langkah text. text in the
tulis retorika work
fungsional dalam esei sheet
dan esei pendek based on
pendek sederhana one of the
sederhana dengan topic!
berbentuk menggunaka
recountdan | nragam
narrative bahasa tulis
untuk secara
berinteraksi | akurat, lancer
dengan dan
lingkungan berterima
sekitar untuk

berinteraksi

dengan

lingkungan

sekitar

berbentuk

recount dan
narrative




Appendix 10

Nama Sekolah

Mata Pelajaran

Kelas/Semester

Topik Pembelajaran :

SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
Bahasa Inggris
VI 11

Narrative Text

KISI-KISI PEMBELAJARAN CYCLE 2

No.| Standar Kompetensi Kelas/ Materi Soal Nomor
kompetensi Dasar semester
1. | Mengungkap | Mengungkap | VIII/1I Menulis Write a 1

kan makna kan makna narratif narrative
dalam teks dan langkah text. text in the
tulis retorika work
fungsional dalam esei sheet
dan esei pendek based on
pendek sederhana one of the
sederhana dengan topic!
berbentuk menggunaka
recountdan | nragam
narrative bahasa tulis
untuk secara
berinteraksi | akurat, lancer
dengan dan
lingkungan berterima
sekitar untuk

berinteraksi

dengan

lingkungan

sekitar

berbentuk

recount dan

narrative




Appendix 11

TEST ITEM
Nama Sekolah : SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris
Kelas/Semester VI 11
Topik Pembelajaran :Narrative Text
Alokasi waktu : 2X 40 Menit

Instruction:
Write down your name and class on provided spaces and then write a narrative
text in the work sheet based on one of the topic below!

e Folktales in Indonesia

e Folktales in Foreign country



Appendix 12

TEST ITEM
Nama Sekolah : SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu
Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris
Kelas/Semester VI 11
Topik Pembelajaran :Narrative Text
Alokasi waktu : 2X 40 Menit

Instruction:
Write down your name and class on provided spaces and then write a narrative
text in the work sheet based on one of the topic below!

e Folktales in Indonesia

e Folktales in Foreign country



Appendix 13

QUESTION SHEET
NAME: CLASS: DATE:

Orientation

Complication( beginning of problem)

Complication (climax of the problem)

Resolution




Appendix 14

DAFTAR NILAI AWAL
KELAS VIII C
SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

No Nama Nilai | KKM Keterangan
1|AT 75 75 | Tidak Tuntas
2|BP 58 75 | Tidak Tuntas
3|A0 38 75 | Tidak Tuntas
4 ARA 73 75 | Tidak Tuntas
5/|ADP 68 75 | Tidak Tuntas
6 CVG 78 75 | Tuntas
7/DE 80 75 | Tuntas
8| E 80 75 | Tuntas
9|/FYS 62 75 | Tidak Tuntas

10 |FS 62 75 | Tidak Tuntas
11|GT 52 75 | Tidak Tuntas
12| HO 55 75 | Tidak Tuntas
13| HP 35 75 | Tidak Tuntas
14 |HN 72 75 | Tidak Tuntas
I5|HDF 78 75 | Tuntas

16 | KW 65 75 | Tidak Tuntas
17 | N 55 75 | Tidak Tuntas
18| MRA 78 75 | Tidak Tuntas
19 MMS 45 75 | Tidak Tuntas
20NPM 80 75 | Tuntas

21| QDM 78 75 | Tuntas

22 |RAP 72 75 | Tidak Tuntas
23|RDAM 78 75 | Tidak Tuntas
24 |RF 72 75 | Tidak Tuntas
25|RCP 45 75 | Tidak Tuntas
26 | RK 45 75 | Tidak Tuntas
27|RUP 72 75 | Tidak Tuntas
28| RA 42 75 | Tidak Tuntas
29| SR 80 75 | Tuntas

30| TR 78 75 | Tuntas

Category Standard Score Frequency Percentage
Pass > 75 8| 27T%
Not pass <75 22 | 73%




Appendix 15

(BY Reseacher+ Collaborator)

RESULT CYCLE 1

KELAS VIII C

SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

NO NAMA NILAI KKM | KETERANGAN
R | C | Rata-rata
1|AT 40 | 40 40 75 | Tidak Tuntas
2|BP 20 | 20 20 75 | Tidak Tuntas
3|A0 40 | 40 40 75 | Tidak Tuntas
41 ARA 64 | 76 70 75 | Tidak Tuntas
5|/ADP 60 | 65 62,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
6| CVG 75|76 75,5 75 | Tuntas
7/DE 80|79 79,5 75 | Tuntas
8 |E 85 | 83 84 75 | Tuntas
9|/FYS 75|79 77 75 | Tuntas
10| FS 75| 76 75,5 75 | Tuntas
11|GT 75|76 75,5 75 | Tuntas
12| HO 40 | 40 40 75 | Tidak Tuntas
13| HP 40 | 40 40 75 | Tidak Tuntas
14 |HN 40 | 30 35 75 | Tidak Tuntas
15| HDF 80 | 80 80 75 | Tuntas
16 | KW 70 | 65 67,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
17 | N 20 | 40 30 75 | Tidak Tuntas
18| MRA 65 | 76 70,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
19 MMS 75| 76 75,5 75 | Tuntas
20 NPM 80 | 86 83 75 | Tuntas
21| QDM 75|76 75,5 75 | Tuntas
22 | RAP 77| 76 76,5 75 | Tuntas
23|RDAM 80 |79 79,5 75 | Tuntas
24 |RF 80 | 80 80 75 | Tuntas
25|RCP 70 | 76 73 75 | Tuntas
26 | RK 68 | 79 73,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
27|RUP 20 | 20 20 75 | Tidak Tuntas
28| RA 67 | 79 73 75 | Tidak Tuntas
29| SR 85 | 83 84 75 | Tuntas
30| TR 67 | 76 71,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
Category Standard Score Frequency Percentage
Pass >75 15 | 50%
Not pass <75 15 | 50%




RESULT CYCLE 1 (BY RESEACHER)

SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

KELAS VIII C

NILAI KKM
NO NAMA E F G JUMLAH
1AT 20 | 10 10 40 75
2|BP 10 5 5 20 75
3|AO 20 | 10 10 40 75
41 ARA 23 | 21 20 64 75
5S|ADP 20 | 20 20 60 75
6|CVG 25 | 25 25 75 75
7|DE 30 | 30 20 80 75
8| E 30 |30 25 85 75
9/FYS 25 | 25 25 75 75
10| FS 25 | 25 25 75 75
11|/GT 25 | 25 25 75 75
12| HO 20 | 10 10 40 75
13| HP 20 | 10 10 40 75
14 |HN 20 | 10 10 40 75
15/ HDF 30 | 25 25 80 75
16 | KW 25 | 25 20 70 75
17 | N 10 5 5 20 75
18| MRA 20 | 20 25 65 75
19| MMS 25 | 25 25 75 75
20 NPM 25 | 30 25 80 75
21| QDM 25 | 25 25 75 75
22 | RAP 27 | 30 20 77 75
23|RDAM 30 | 25 25 80 75
24 |RF 30 | 30 20 80 75
25|RCP 25 | 25 20 70 75
26 | RK 25 | 23 20 68 75
27 |[RUP 10 5 5 20 75
28 | RA 24 | 23 23 67 75
29 |SR 30 | 30 25 85 75
30|TR 25 | 22 20 67 75




RESULT CYCLE 1 (BY COLLABORATOR)
KELAS VIII C

SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

NILAI
NO NAMA E F G JUMLAH KKM
1AT 20 | 10 10 40 75
2|BP 20 | 10 10 20 75
3|AO 20 | 10 10 40 75
41 ARA 28 | 28 20 76 75
5S|ADP 25 | 25 15 65 75
6|CVG 28 | 28 20 76 75
7|DE 30 | 29 20 79 75
8| E 30 | 25 28 83 75
9/FYS 30 | 30 19 79 75
10| FS 28 | 28 30 76 75
11|/GT 28 | 28 20 76 75
12| HO 20 | 10 10 40 75
13| HP 20 | 10 10 40 75
14 |HN 10 | 10 10 30 75
15/ HDF 30 | 30 20 80 75
16 | KW 25 | 25 15 65 75
17 | N 20 | 10 10 40 75
18| MRA 28 | 28 20 76 75
19| MMS 28 | 28 20 76 75
20|NPM 30 | 31 25 86 75
21| QDM 25 | 30 21 76 75
22 | RAP 28 | 28 20 76 75
23|RDAM 30 | 29 20 79 75
24 |RF 30 | 30 20 80 75
25|RCP 28 | 28 20 76 75
26 | RK 30 | 30 19 79 75
27 |[RUP 10 5 5 20 75
28 | RA 30 | 30 19 79 75
29 |SR 30 | 30 23 83 75
30|TR 30 | 31 15 76 75




Appendix 16

(BY Reseacher+ Collaborator)

RESULT CYCLE 2

KELAS VIII C

SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

NO NAMA NILAI KKM | KETERANGAN
R | C | Rata-rata
1AT 79 | 80 79,5 75 | Tuntas
2|BP 79 | 75 77 75 | Tuntas
3|A0 70 | 65 67,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
4 ARA 75 | 65 67,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
5|/ADP 75 | 65 67,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
6| CVG 80 | 80 80 75 | Tuntas
7/DE 81 | 80 80,5 75 | Tuntas
8| E 85 | 85 85 75 | Tuntas
9|/FYS 77| 75 76 75 | Tuntas
10| FS 84 | 80 82 75 | Tuntas
11|GT 77 | 75 76 75 | Tuntas
12| HO 60 | 60 60 75 | Tidak Tuntas
13| HP 76 | 75 75,5 75 | Tuntas
14 |HN 78 | 80 79 75 | Tuntas
15| HDF 76 | 75 75,5 75 | Tuntas
16 | KW 60 | 80 70 75 | Tidak Tuntas
17 | N 60 | 65 62,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
18| MRA 80 | 75 77,5 75 | Tuntas
19 MMS 80 | 75 77,5 75 | Tuntas
20 NPM 79 | 80 79,5 75 | Tuntas
21| QDM 77 | 80 78,5 75 | Tuntas
22 | RAP 65 | 70 67,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
23|RDAM 79 | 85 82 75 | Tuntas
24 |RF 60 | 60 60 75 | Tidak Tuntas
25| RCP 80 | 80 80 75 | Tuntas
26 | RK 70 | 65 67,5 75 | Tidak Tuntas
27|RUP 78 | 80 79 75 | Tuntas
28 | RA 78 | 75 76,5 75 | Tuntas
29| SR 83|80 81,5 75 | Tuntas
30| TR 78 | 75 76,5 75 | Tuntas
Category Standard Score Frequency Percentage
Pass >75 21 70%
Not pass <75 9 30%




RESULT CYCLE 2 (BY RESEACHER)

SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

KELAS VIII C

NILAI KKM
NO NAMA E F G JUMLAH
1AT 27 | 27 25 79 75
2|BP 271 | 27 25 79 75
3|AO 25 | 25 20 70 75
41 ARA 25 | 25 25 75 75
5S|ADP 25 | 25 25 75 75
6|CVG 28 | 27 25 80 75
7|DE 28 | 28 25 81 75
8| E 30 |27 28 85 75
9/FYS 26 | 26 25 77 75
10| FS 28 | 28 28 84 75
11|/GT 26 | 26 25 77 75
12| HO 20 | 20 20 60 75
13| HP 26 | 25 25 76 75
14 |HN 28 | 25 25 78 75
15/ HDF 25 | 26 25 76 75
16 | KW 20 | 20 20 60 75
17 | N 20 | 20 20 60 75
18| MRA 30 | 25 25 80 75
19| MMS 30 | 25 25 80 75
20 NPM 27 | 27 25 79 75
21| QDM 27 | 25 25 77 75
22 | RAP 20 | 20 25 65 75
23|RDAM 27 | 27 25 79 75
24 |RF 20 | 20 20 60 75
25|RCP 30 | 25 25 80 75
26 | RK 25 | 25 20 70 75
27 |[RUP 30 | 25 23 78 75
28 | RA 27 | 26 25 78 75
29 |SR 30 | 28 25 83 75
30|TR 28 | 25 25 78 75




RESULT CYCLE 2 (BY COLLABORATOR)
KELAS VIII C

SMP NEGERI 11 KOTA BENGKULU

NILAI
NO NAMA E F G JUMLAH KKM
1AT 30 | 30 20 80 75
2|BP 25 | 25 25 75 75
3|AO 25 | 20 20 65 75
41 ARA 25 | 20 20 65 75
5S|ADP 25 | 20 20 65 75
6|CVG 30 | 30 20 80 75
7|DE 30 | 20 30 80 75
8| E 30 | 25 30 85 75
9/FYS 25 | 25 25 75 75
10| FS 30 | 20 30 80 75
11|/GT 25 | 25 25 75 75
12| HO 20 | 20 20 60 75
13| HP 30 | 25 20 75 75
14 |HN 30 | 30 20 80 75
15/ HDF 30 | 25 20 75 75
16 | KW 30 | 25 25 80 75
17 | N 15 | 25 25 65 75
18| MRA 30 | 25 30 75 75
19| MMS 25 | 25 25 75 75
20 NPM 30 | 20 30 80 75
21| QDM 30 | 30 20 80 75
22 | RAP 30 | 10 30 70 75
23|RDAM 30 | 30 25 85 75
24 |RF 15 | 20 25 60 75
25|RCP 30 | 20 20 80 75
26 | RK 25 | 20 20 65 75
27 |[RUP 30 | 20 30 80 75
28 | RA 25 | 25 25 75 75
29 |SR 30 | 30 20 80 75
30|TR 25 | 30 20 75 75




Appendix 17

The Result of Interview after Implementing the Roundtable Strategy to the
Students at Grade VI1II C of SMPN 11 Kota Bengkulu

Students: E

Teacher: Good morning?

Student: Good morning Miss.

Teacher: How are you today?

Student: I’'m fine Miss, how about you?

Teacher: I'm good. Well, today I would like to ask some question about the
implementation of the strategy in writing narrative text. Hari ini Miss
mau nanya beberapa pertanyaan mengenai penerapan strategi kemaren
dalam menulis narrative text.

Student: oh,,,, yes Miss. Pertanyaannya apa?

Teacher: The first, do you like studying writing by using roundtable strategy?
Why? Apakah kamu suka belajar menulis menggunakan strategi
roundtable?kenapa?

Student: Suka Miss, karena emm..... dapat bersosialisasi dan dapat tau sama-sama.
Dalam kelompok kami melakukan pekerjaan lebih mudah dan saya cepat
menanggapi semua pelajaran yang diberikan, karena juga ada teman yang
membantu

Teacher: oh gitu, the next does roundtable strategy help you writing narrative
text? Why?Apakah roundtable strategi membantu kamu dalam menulis
teks naratif? Kenapa?

Student: Ya, karena strategi kemaren merupakan contoh untuk membuat narrtive
text, sehingga dapat mengerti dengan benar dan cepat

Teacher: kemudian, do you have difficulties in using roundtable strategy? What
are they? Apakah kamu mempunyai kesulitan dalam menggunakan
strategi roundtable? Apa sajakah itu?

Student: Ya Miss, karena kelompok kami kurang kompak dalam membuat
narrative text

Teacher: Ok, next question, does your teacher help you in writing narrative text by
using roundtable strategy well? In what ways?Apakah gurumu membantu
dalam menulis naratif teks dengan strategi roundtable dengan baik?
Dengan cara apa?

Student: Ya Miss, dengan cara....... emmm.... memberi contoh membuat narrarive
text dan juga Miss tu menjelaskan yang kami belum ngerti.



Teacher: The last, does your writing score improve? In your opinion, what factors
influenced your writing score? Apakah nilai menulismu meningkat?
Menurutmu, faktor apa sajakah yang mempengaruhi nilaimu?

Student: Ada, meskipun dikit tapi aku lebih mengerti cara membuat narrative text
dan dapat sedikit mengetahui tentang kosakata yang belum dimengeti
sebelumnya.

Teacher: Ok, interviewnya selesai. Thank you for your participation. Terimakasih
atas participasinya ya.

Student: sama-sama Miss.



The summary of the interview’s result
Students: E

Teacher: Do you like studying writing by using roundtable strategy? Why?
Apakah kamu suka belajar menulis menggunakan strategi
roundtable?kenapa?

Student: Suka Miss, karena dapat bersosialisasi dan dapat tau sama-sama. Dalam
kelompok kami melakukan pekerjaan lebih mudah dan saya cepat
menanggapi semua pelajaran yang diberikan, karena ada teman yang
membantu

Teacher: Does roundtable strategy help you writing narrative text? Why?Apakah
roundtable strategi membantu kamu dalam menulis teks naratif? Kenapa?

Student: Ya, karena strategi kemaren merupakan contoh untuk membuat narrtive
text, sehingga dapat mengerti dengan benar dan cepat

Teacher: Do you have difficulties in using roundtable strategy? What are they?
Apakah kamu mempunyai kesulitan dalam menggunakan strategi
roundtable? Apa sajakah itu?

Student: Ya, karena kelompok kami kurang kompak dalam membuat narrative
text

Teacher: Does your teacher help you in writing narrative text by using roundtable
strategy well? In what ways?Apakah gurumu membantu dalam menulis
naratif teks dengan strategi roundtable dengan baik? Dengan cara apa?

Student: Ya, dengan cara memberi contoh membuat narrarive text dan
menjelaskan yang kami belum mengerti

Teacher: Does your writing score improve? In your opinion, what factors
influenced your writing score? Apakah nilai menulismu meningkat?
Menurutmu, faktor apa sajakah yang mempengaruhi nilaimu?

Student: Ada, karena saya lebih mengerti cara membuat narrative text dan dapat
sedikit mengetahui tentang kosakata yang belum dimengeti sebelumnya



Appendix 18

otudents worksheet in Cycle
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Appendix 19

otudents' workshegt in Cycle 2
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Appendix 23

2.2PICTURES IN CYCLE 1

2.2.1 The students write a narrative text in
the group

2.2.2 The students take notes the material

2.2.3 The teacher re-explains the material to
the students who did not understand about
the material

2.2.4 The students pay attention to the

teacher’s explanation




Appendix 24

2.3 PICTURES IN CYCLE 2

2.3.1 The teacher monitors the students
while writing a narrative text

2.3.2 The students help each other in writing
narrative text

2.3.3 The students write a narrative text

2.3.4 The students’ write narrative text in
each of their groups




