
CHAPTERIV

DATAANALYSIS,FINDINGANDDISCUSSION

A.DataAnalysis

A.1.TheData

Thedataforthisresearcharequalitativeandquantitativedata.Thequalitative

dataweretakenfrom observationsheet,interview,diarynotesanddocumentation.

Thequantitativedataweretakenfrom themeanofstudents’scoreinreadingtest.

Thisresearchwasconductedinoneclasscontainedof32samples.Theresearcher

implementedSpoofTexttoimprovestudents’abilityinreadingattheSecondGrade

ofMAN2TanjungPura.Beforeimplementingthestrategytheresearchermadean

interview withtheEnglishteacher.Basedontheresearcherobservationwiththe

Englishteacher,theresearcherfoundsomeproblems:

1.ThestudentshavelowinterestinreadingEnglishtext.

2.Thestudentsstillhavedifficultiestoanswerthequestionofthetext.

3.Thestudentshavealowabilityinunderstandingthespooftexts.

Thisresearchwasaccomplishedintwocycles.Eachcyclesconsistedoffour

stepsofactionresearch(planning,actuating,observing,andreflecting).Thefirst

cyclewasconductedintwomeetingsincludingPre-testandPost-testI,andthe

secondcyclewasalsoconductedintwomeetingsincludingPost-testII.

Toknow thestudents’readingability,theresearchergaveaPre-test.The

resultofstudents’sscoreinPre-testcanbeseenasfollow:
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Table2.

Students’sscoreinPre-Test

No Initial Score Statement

1. AA 60 Unsuccessful
2. AN 50 Unsuccessful
3. AP 60 Unsuccessful
4. AJ 70 Unsuccessful
5. AM 80 Successful
6. AYM 30 Unsuccessful
7. BZR 40 Unsuccessful
8. FRS 60 Unsuccessful
9. FM 60 Unsuccessful

10. FH 40 Unsuccessful
11. GN 60 Unsuccessful
12. HS 30 Unsuccessful
13. MR 60 Unsuccessful
14. MDD 60 Unsuccessful
15. MHA 60 Unsuccessful
16. MY 60 Unsuccessful
17. MZD 40 Unsuccessful
18. PM 60 Unsuccessful
19. PMD 60 Unsuccessful
20. PSBG 50 Unsuccessful
21. RR 30 Unsuccessful
22. RH 80 Successful
23. RY 80 Successful
24. RA 60 Unsuccessful
25. RF 60 Unsuccessful
26. SM 50 Unsuccessful
27. SR 70 Unsuccessful
28. SA 10 Unsuccessful
29. SAH 30 Unsuccessful
30. SW 30 Unsuccessful
31. TAP 50 Unsuccessful
32. YN 40 Unsuccessful
Thenumberof

students
32

Totalscore 1680

Mean 52.5

ThetotalscoreofstudentsincycleIwas1680,andthenumberofstudents

whotooktestwas32,sothemeanofstudents’scoreinPre-Testwas:



X=
∑X

N

X=
1680

32

X=52.5

From thetableabove,students’readingskillinEnglishlessonwasstilllow.

Themeanofstudentswas52.5Toknow thestudent’whowerecompetentwas

calculatedbyapplyingtheformulabelow:

P= x100%
R

T

= x100%=9,4%P
1

3

32

= x100%=90,6%P
2

29

32

Table3.

ThePercentageofStudents’ScoresinPre-Test

Criteria TotalStudents Percentage

P1 Successful 3 9,4%

P2 Unsuccessful 29 90,6%

TOTAL 32 100%

From thetableanalysisabove,thestudents’readingskillinEnglishlesson

wasstilllow.From thecriteria3studentsgotsuccessfulscoreoritwasonly9,4%.

inotherside29studentsgotunsuccessfulscoreoritwas90,6%.Itcouldbe

concludedthatthestudents’readingskillinEnglishlessonwasstilllow.



From theexplanationabove,students’readingskillinEnglishlessonwas

classifiedlow.ThenposttestcontinuedincycleI.IntheposttestIofthecycleI,the

analysiscanbefollowedbelow:

Table4.

Students’sscoreinPost-TestI

No Initial Score Statement

1. AA 100 Successful
2. AN 50 Unsuccessful
3. AP 80 Successful
4. AJ 80 Successful
5. AM 80 Successful
6. AYM 70 Unsuccessful
7. BZR 100 Successful
8. FRS 80 Successful
9. FM 80 Successful

10. FH 100 Successful
11. GN 80 Successful
12. HS 70 Unsuccessful
13. MR 100 Successful
14. MDD 80 Successful
15. MHA 80 Successful
16. MY 80 Successful
17. MZD 100 Successful
18. PM 80 Successful
19. PMD 80 Successful
20. PSBG 80 Successful
21. RR 60 Unsuccessful
22. RH 80 Successful
23. RY 80 Successful
24. RA 60 Unsuccessful
25. RF 80 Successful
26. SM 60 Unsuccessful
27. SR 80 Successful
28. SA 50 Unsuccessful
29. SAH 80 Successful
30. SW 80 Successful
31. TAP 80 Successful
32. YN 90 Successful
Thenumberof

students
32

Totalscore 2530



Mean 79.1

From thetableofposttestincycleI,thetotalscoreofstudentswas2530and

thenumberofstudentswas32students,sothestudents’meanwas:

X=
∑X

N

X=
2530

32

X=79.1

From the analysis above,students’reading skillin English lesson got

increasing.Themeanofstudentswas79.1.Andthenumberofstudents’whowere

competentinreadingtestwascalculatedbyapplyingthefollowingformula:

P= x100%
R

T

= x100%=78.1%P
1

25

32

= x100%=21.9%P
2

7

32

Table5.

ThePercentageofStudents’ScoresinPost-TestI

Criteria TotalStudents Percentage



P
1

Successful 25 78.1%

P
2

Unsuccessful 7 21.9%

TOTAL 32 100%

Themeanstudentswas79.1.25studentsgotsuccessfuloritwas78.1%.the

otherside7studentsgotfailedscoreoritwas21.9%.PosttestincycleIis

categorizedunsuccess.Theresultofstandardofsuccesscriteria(SKM)minimum

was>80score.

Basedontheresultofthestudents’readingskillinthecycle1,therewasan

improveofstudents’meanscorefrom thestudents’readingskillonthepreliminary

studytothestudents’readingskillonthefirstcycle.Itwasfrom thepreliminary

studymeanscorefrom themeanclass52.5improvedto79.1orfrom 3students

whopassedthescoreabovetheMinimum MasteryCriterionto25students.It

means thatthere was 50.7% ofmean score improvement.The improvement

percentagederivedfrom theformula:

P= x100%
-yy

1

y

P= x100%
79.1-52.5

52.5

P= x100%
26.6

52.5

P=50.7%

Students’readingskillinEnglishlessononthetopicpediatricianspooftext

wasclassifiedunsuccessful,socycleIIisneedtoimprovingthehigherscoreof

students,soitmustbeimprovedincycleII.AndthefollowinganalysisforcycleIIis:



Table6.
Students’sscoreinPost-TestII

No Initial Score Statement

1. AA 80 Successful
2. AN 100 Successful
3. AP 80 Successful
4. AJ 80 Successful
5. AM 90 Successful
6. AYM 80 Successful
7. BZR 100 Successful
8. FRS 90 Successful
9. FM 100 Successful

10. FH 100 Successful
11. GN 80 Successful
12. HS 80 Successful
13. MR 100 Successful
14. MDD 100 Successful
15. MHA 90 Successful
16. MY 100 Successful
17. MZD 100 Successful
18. PM 90 Successful
19. PMD 80 Successful
20. PSBG 80 Successful
21. RR 70 Unsuccessful
22. RH 90 Successful
23. RY 70 Unsuccessful
24. RA 70 Unsuccessful
25. RF 90 Successful
26. SM 70 Unsuccessful
27. SR 70 Unsuccessful
28. SA 70 Unsuccessful
29. SAH 80 Successful
30. SW 100 Successful
31. TAP 80 Successful
32. YN 80 Successful
Thenumberof

students
32

Totalscore 2740

Mean 85.7

From thetable,thestudents’readingskillinEnglishlessonwasincreasedon

thetopic“PenguinInTheParkSpooftext”.Thestandardofmaximum criteriawas



achievedwithmean85.7from thetotalscoreofstudentswas2740dividedthe

numberofstudentswhodonethetestwas32students,sothestudents’meanwas:

X=
∑X

N

X=
2740

32

X=85.7

From the analysis above,students’reading skillin English lesson has

improved.Themeanofstudentswas85.7andthenumberofstudents’whowere

competentinreadingtestwascalculatedbyapplyingthefollowingformula:

P= x100%
R

T

= x100%=81.25%P
1

26

32

= x100%=18.75%P
2

6

32

Table7.

ThePercentageofStudents’ScoresinPost-TestII

Criteria TotalStudents Percentage

P
1

Successful 26 81.25%

P
2

Unsuccessful 6 18.75%

TOTAL 32 100%

From thetableof analysis,thestudents’readingskillinEnglishlesson



improved.Themean ofstudentswas85.7.From thecriteria 26 studentsgot

successscoreoritwas81.25%.Intheotherside6studentsgotfailedscoreorit

was18.75%.Itcouldbeconcludedthatthestudents’skillinreadingimproved.Post

testcycleIIwascategorizedsuccess.

Thecalculationoftheimprovementpercentageisgainedfrom thefollowing

formula:

P= x100%
-yy

2

y

P= x100%
85.7-52.5

52.5

P= x100%
33.2

52.5

P=63.3%

Thestudentsinreadingskillwasclassifiedaverygoodlevelwhiledoing

actionreseacrhoncycleII.

Themeanofstudentsinreadingskillimprovedonpre-test,post-testincycleI

andpost-testincycleII.

Table8.
TheResultofStudents’ScoreforPre-Test,Pots-TestIandPost-TestII

Meeting
StudentsWhoGetScore

>80
Percentage

Pre-Test I 3 9.4%

Post-TestI III 25 78.1%

Post-TestII V 26 81.25%

Theresultshowedtheimprovingofstudets’scorefrom thepre-testtopost

testII.Inthepre-test,therewasonly9.4%(3students)whogotpoint>80.Inthepost



-testItherewas78.1% (25students)whogotpoint>80.Itmeansthattherewas

improving50.7%.TheposttestincycleII,therewas81.25%(26students)whogot

point>80.Theimprovingwasabout63.3%andthetotalimprovingofstudents’score

from pre-testuntilposttestIIwas71.85%.ItcanbeconcludedthatImproving

student’sabiltyinreadingthroughspooftextforseniorhighschoolofXIgradeat

MAN2TanjungPuraandthislearninghasaplliedsuccessfullyandabletoimproved

students’inreadingskill.

A.2.QualitativeData

Theresearcherwasconductedintwocycles.IncycleI,therewerethird

meetingsandcycleIIthereweretwomeetings.

1.CycleI

a.Planning

Basedonresultpre-testwhichhadbeenadministratedbefore.Itwasknown

thatthelevelofthestudentsinreadingskillwaslow.Someproblemsalsohadbeen

predicted.ThestudentsweredifficulttoreadEnglishwhentheywantedtoanswer

thequestion.

Through spooftextapplied to improved the students reading skill,the

researcherwouldbetheteacherandtheEnglishteacherwouldbethecollaborator

whoobservedtheteachinglearningprocessinwhichspooftextwasapplied.The

researchermadelessonplanasthescenarioofteaching,theteachingmaterialwas

aboutreadthetext,pediatricianspooftext.Inthefirstcycletheinstrumentsfor

collectingdata(observationsheet,interview,dairynotes,documentation)werealso

prepare.



b.Action

Action was plannings thathad arranged were conducted.In this cycle the

researchertaughtthestudentsaboutreadingthetextbasedonthelessonplanthat

hadbeenmade.Throughspooftextalsowasappliedinthefirstcycle.Anactionwas

processeddoingthings,itisanimplementationofplanning.Inthisstep,thestudents

was taughthow to improve reading skillthrough spooftexts.Here is the

specificationoftheActioninthefirstcycle:

1.Theteacheropenedtheclassbygreetingthestudents

2.Theteachermotivatedthestudentsandexplainedthetopicbasedonthe

lessonplan

3.Theteacherstartedtousespooftexts

4.Theteacherrecordedthestudents’soundwhilereading

5.Theteacherendedtheclass

c.Observing

Inthisphase,theresearchertried to noticeallactivitiesinthephysical

classroom activity.Itmightbeabouttheteacher’sperformance,students’response

andstudents’participationduringteachingandlearningprocess.Itwasfoundthat

thestudentsgotdifficultiesinreading.Somestudentswereseriousintheclassbut

thereweresomestudentswhostillnoise,anddisturbedtheirfriends.Observation

wasdonecarefullybecausedatawhichwastakenfrom thisactivitywereusedasa

bacisreflection.AndInthiscycle,teachergavethereadingtest.

d.Reflecting

The researcher and the teacher evaluated about the conclusion of

implementingtheaction.BasedontheresultofposttestI,theywereonly25

studentsor78.1%ofstudentswhopassedtheKKM.Then,theresearcherandthe



teachertriedtomodifytheaction inorder75%ofstudentsintheclassscouldpass

theKKM.Instead,theresearcherandtheteacherfeltsatisfiedenoughbecausetheir

effortstoimprovestudents’readingskillhadbeenimprovedprovenbyscorethey

getalthoughnotallthetargetsaccomplishedyet.Besideofthat,thestudents

seemedtoacceptthematerialeasilythroughspooftext.From thereflectingphase

above,theremustbemoreeffortstoimprovestudents’abilityinreadingthrough

spooftext.Thiseffortswasdoneinthenextlessonplanofcycletwo.

2.CycleII

The second cycle was done bythe researcherin orderto getthe better

improvementofthestudents’result.Thesimilarsteptothefirstcycle,researcher

conductedtothesecondcyclewiththesamestepsasfollows:

a.Planning

Afterfindingthefactthatthestudents’readingskillwaslow,whichwas

provenbytheirposttestIscores,theresearcherrearrangethelessonplanwhich

was used in the previous cycle with some modifications.Beside ofthat,the

researcherstillalsopreparedtheobservationsheettonotetheclassroom activities.

Next,theresearcheralsopreparedtheposttestIItocollectthedata.

b.Action

Inthismeeting,theresearcheraskedthestudentsthedifficultyinreading

throughspooftextandtrytoemphasizesomeaspectsthathavenotbeendoneyet

inthefirstcycle.Theproceduresofthisstrategyweresamewiththefirstcycle.

Researchertriedtothebestinteachingstudentsandmotivatedthem toimprove

theirabilityinreading.Andinthismeetingtheresearchergavethereadingevaluation

II.

c.Observing



Thestudents’interestandreadingwereimprovedcontiously.Theyweremore

enthusiasticandserious.Theconditionoftheclasswasalsoquiteandthestudents

hadgoodresponsestotheteacher’sexplanation.Researcheralsosawtheydidnot

haveanyproblem doingtheirtest.

d.Reflecting

Afterthesecondcyclehadbeencomplited,thestudentsandtheteacherwere

interviewedtoknowtheircommentaboutthewholeresearch.Andinthiscyclethe

teachinglearningprocessisdoneverywell.Theresearcherfeltsatisfiedbecausethe

studentshavesignificantimprovementfrom thescoretheygetfrom pretest,post

testI,andposttestII.Afterachievingthetargetresearchofwhereminimally75%

students who pass the KKM,therefore the researcherdecided to stop the

Classroom ActionResearchbecauseithadalreadysucceeded.

B.Finding

Theresultindicated thattherewasanimproving thestudents’abilityin

readingthroughspooftext.Themeanofsecondcyclewas85.7.Itindicatedthatthe

scoresandthemeaninsecondcyclewerebetterthanthefirstcycle.Thepercentage

ofstudentswhogotpoint>80alsogrew up.Inthepre-Test,thestudentswhogot

point>80upwere3students(9.4%).Inthepost-testofcycleIstudentswhogot

point>80upwere25students(78.1%).Thepost-testofcycleII,studentswhogot

point>80were26students(81.25%).inotherwords,thestudents’abilityinreading

improvedandbecamewellinthefirstmeetingtothenextmeeting.

Thereseracheralsoanalyzedqualitativedatatosupportresearchfinding

beside the quantitative data.The qualitative data were organized from the

observation sheetand interview,diarynotes,documentation.Allofthese data

indicated thatthestudentsgiventheirattitudeand responsesduring teaching-



learningprocess.Basedontheresultofthequantitativeandqualitativedata,itcould

beconcludedthattheapplicationthroughspooftextcouldimprovestudents’ability

inreadingespeciallyatMAN2TanjungPura.

C.Discussion

Thisresearchwasconductedtofindouttheimprovingtheabilityinreading

throughspooftext.ItcouldbeusedbytheteacherinteachingEnglishtoimprovethe

students’abilityinreading.Theresearchthathadbeendonebytheresearcher

indicatedthatthroughspooftextwaseffectiveorcouldbeusedinteachingreading.

Itcouldbeseenfrom thetablesthatshowedustheimprovingofstudents’score

from pre-test,posttestIandposttsetII.Theimprovingbecauseoftheteacherknew

how tocontroltheclassandcreatedtheactiveclass.Besidesthat,thethrough

spooftexthelpedthestudentstounderstandthesubjecteasily.

Soitcouldbeconcludedthattheresultoftheresearchshowedthatthe

applicationthroughspooftextcouldimprovethestudents’abilityinreading.Itcould

beseenfrom thequalitativedatabyprovethestudents’scoregotbetterinthepost

testIthanthepre-test,andthepost-testIIgotbetterthanthepost-testI.Another

couldbeseenfrom thequalitativedatathatshowethestudents’wasactiveand

spiritinteaching-learningprocess.


