nery wWe[sy sejisIdAm ueeyesndiog

iy disay yejepe il udwnyo(]

THE EFFECT OF USING MIND MAPPING STRATEGY TOWARDS
STUDENTS’ SPEAKING SKILL OF THE SECOND YEAR STUDENTS AT
SMA YLPI PEKANBARU

A THESIS

‘\\\\\\\\\\\“05;

N

ENGLISH LANGUAGE EDUCATION

FACULTY OF TEACHERS TRAINING AND EDUCATION
UNIVERSITASISLAM RIAU
PEKANBARU
2019



THESIS APPROVAL

THE EFFECT OF USING MIND MAPPING STRATEGY TOWARDS
STUDENTS’ SPEAKING SKILL OF THE SECOND_¥EAR STUDENTS AT

This thesis has been ac¢
Degree of Education.in U

DI disay yepepe jur udwnyo(q

Pekanbaru, May 2019

nery wej[sy sejsIAm ueeyeisndiog

Vice Dean of 4cademic

NIDN. 0007107005



nery we[sy sejsIdAmu ) ueeyeisndiag

DI disay yepepe pur udwnyo(q

THESIS GUIDENCE AGENDA
It has been done Thesis Guidance Agenda to:

Name

Index Number

Faculty
Head Master

Title ' Bffect” S ‘ T3 towards
2 s at SMA

NO

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

NIDN. 0007107003



nery wejsy sejsIAm ueeyeisndiog

DI disay yepepe pup udwnyo(q

LETTER OF NOTICE

Were here by the thesis sponsor explained that student who is below:

NIDN. 0027046002



nery we[sy sejsIdAmu ) ueeyeisndiag

DI disay yepepe jup udwnyo(q

THESIS

THE EFFECT OF USING MIND MAPPING STRATEGY TOWARDS
STUDENTS’ SPEAKING SKILL OF THE SECOND YEAR STUDENTS AT
SMA YLPI PEKANBARU

Name

The thesis has been approv . c .
Degree in English Study Progre
Universitas Islam Riau.

NIP. 1970100719980320602
NIDN. 0007107005



nery wej[sy sejsIaAm ueeyeisndiog

DI disay yepepe jup udwnyo(q

DECLARATION LETTER

Name : Nilam Sari

Index Number

[ admit that thesis is belonged inr . XCE (wons (directly or
indirectly) mcluded in the
~“references’ of the data

presented in

Nilam Sari

156310504



N ueeyeisndidg

1 vdwnyo(]

ISJIAIU

nery we[sy sej

AP disay yepepe

-
-

SURAT KEPUTUSAN
DEKAN FKIP UNIVERSITAS ISLAM RIAU

Tentang : Pen

NOMOR : 143 /FKIP-UIR/Kpts/2019
unjukan Pembimbing I Dan Pembimbing Il Penulisan Skripsi Mahasiswa FKIP

UNIVERSITAS ISLAM RIAU
Menimbang : 1. Bahwa untuk membantu mahasiswa dalam penyusunan skripsi, maka perlu ditunjuk Pembimbing | dan
II yang akan memberikan bimbingan sepenuhnya terhadap mahasiswa tersebut.

2. Bahwa saudara-saudara yang namanya tersebut tercantum dalam Surat Keputusan ini dipandang
mampu dan memenuhi syarat untuk membimbing skripsi mahasiswa, maka untuk itu perlu ditetapkan
dengan Surat Keputusan Dekan.

Mengingat : kA Tahun 2003 T ikan Nasional.
2. NO Pef i 1
omor u T ndidikan Tinggi.
rguruan Tinggi.
&gﬁ Tinggi.
Eiﬁa % inggi dan Penilaian Hasil
omior ngaw ian dan Pembinaan Program
il P T
! in,
tang Peraturan Dasar
6 u o pts/2016 Tentang Pengangkatan
" -—IiM U v
Menetapkan | rsebut :
. a i sehagai lzmﬁl e
S = i -
No Nam mbin,
L. | Dra. Betty Sail ng Utama |
I -
Nama Mahasiswa | r 2\) |
NIM 1
Program Study n
Judul Skripsi _ tudents’ Speaking
: tude aru.”

2. Tugas-tu! 1 ng berlaku.

3. Dalam mel anb _ emperhatikan usul dan saran seminar proposal

4. Kepada Saud ) t ampiran Surat Keputusan ini diberi honorarium

sesuai dengan kete

5. Surat Keputusan ini m
terdapat kekeliruan akan diada
Disampaikan pada yang bersangkutan untuk dapat dilaksanakan sebaik-baiknya

Kutipan

as Islam Riau.
surat keputusan ini diterbitkan, dengan ketentuan apabila
aikan sebagaimana mestinya.

: di Pekanbaru
: 19 Februar: 2019

Ditetapkan
Tanggal
Dekan,

il

<,

m&l&b
\ >€{L19_)2ﬁ4 198610 1003
o,s,g{rﬁﬁkné’}mmoosoom

_—_;' N s
4

Tembusan disampaikan kepada .

1.Yth.Rektor UIR Pekanbaru

2.Yth.Kepala Biro Keuangan UIR Pekanbaru

3.Yth.Ketua Program Study Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris FKIP UIR Pekanbaru

4 Pertinggal..



s= UNIVERSITAS ISLAM RIAU

FAKULTAS KEGURUAN DAN ILMU PENDIDIKAN

RPN ZIREEN

| Alamat: Jalan Kaharuddin Nasution No. 113, Marpoyan, Pekanbaru, Riau, Indonesia - 28284
Teip +62 761 674674 Fax. +62761 674834 Email: edufac.fkip@uir.ac.id Website: www.uir.ac.id

Pekanbaru, 19 Februari 2019

Nomor : 24%+ /E-UIR/27-FKIP/2019
Hal : Izin Riset

Di
~ .
- 4
E | ¥
ﬁ ﬂ ' an dan llmu
o O Pendidikan Unive ;‘I
z 3 .
& = Nama _
= Nomor Pokok »
= 2 Fakultas ’
- = Program Studi p nd
- = Jenjang Pendidika ’ ‘
-
g E: Untuk meminta izi @ ing Mind Mapping
- Strategy Towards ﬂ ts at SMA YLPI
E_ = Pekanbaru.”
>
E Untuk kepentingan i rap agar Bapak/TDu b ) ikan Rekomendasi
= izin kepada mahasis ' 3
E
;

ey wejsy se)



PEMERINTAH PROVINSI RIAU

DINAS PENANAMAN MODAL DAN PELAYANAN TERPADU SATU PINTU
Gedung Menara Lancang Kuning Lantai | dan Il Komp. Kantor Gubernur Riau
JI. Jend. Sudirman No. 460 Telp. (0761) 39064 Fax. (0761) 39117 PEKANBARU
Email : dpmptsp@riau.go.id

I

REKOMENDASI

Nomor : 503/DPMPTSP/NON IZIN-RISET/18943
TENTANG

182010

Kepala Dinas Pe telah membaca
"§urat Permohonan Riset dal Riau, Nomor :
TE-UIR/27-FKIP/2019 Tangg:
H
E 1. Nama
W 2. NIM /KTP
& 1 3. Program Studi
7T = 4 Jenjang
g g 5. Alamat . AT
= = 6 Judul Penelitian ffect of Using N ] Strategy Towards
- = C Skil ear Students at
E. ts 7. Lokasi Penelitian
< &
ﬁen@n Ketentuan sebagai berik
v =

ng tidak ada hubungan

idak melakukan kegiatan ya
ngan kegiatan ini.

= d =\

wa, aksanaan Kegiatan Penelitiz | )ata ini berlan ﬁ’ am) bulan terhitung mulai

o t%qggal rekomendasi ini dibuat.

2 S

- = Demikian Rekomendasi ini inya dan kepada pihak yang
rkait diharapkan untuk dapat memo ran kegiatan Penelitian dan

engumpulan Data ini dan terima kasih.

Pekanbaru
21 Februari 2019

nery

Ditandatangani Secara Elektronik Oleh:
KEPALA DINAS PENANAMAN MODAL
DAN PELAYANAN TERPADU SATU PINTU
PROVINSI RIAU

EVAREFITA. SE. M.Si
Pembina Utama Muda
NIP, 19720628 199703 2 004

Tembusan : ’
Disampaikan Kepada Yth :
Kepala Badan Kesatuan Bangsa dan Politik Provinsi Riau di Pekanbaru
Kepala Dinas Pendidikan Provinsi Riau
Dekan Fakultas Keguruan dan limu Pendidikan Universitas Islam Riau di Pekanbaru

1
2
3
@ Yang Bersangkutan



N ueeyeisndidg

Iy disay yejepe il udwnyo(]

ISJIAIU

nery we[sy sej

PEMERINTAH PROVINSI RIAU

DINAS PENDIDIKAN

JL. CUT NYAK DIEN NO. 3 TELP. 076122552 / 076121553
PEKANBARU

Pekanbaru, 28 H.b ZU]Q

No : 800/Disdik/1.3/2019/25 7 & Kepada
Sifat : Biasa Yth. Kepala SMA YLPI Pekanbaru
Lampiran : '
Hal
naman Modal dan
PMPTSP/NON IZIN-
an Izin Riset, dengan
MAPPING STRATEGY
AKING SKILL OF THE
3 AT SMA YLPI
g dari ketentuan yang telah
g tidak ada hubungan dengan
“berlangsung selama € (enam) bulan
terhitung mulai ta endasi ini dibuat.
Demikian disampaikan, atas perhatian diucapkan terima kasih.
An. KEPALA DINAS PENDIDIKAN
PROVINSI RIAU
Tembusan:

Dekan Fakultas Keguruan dan limu Pendidikan UIR



un ueeyeisndidg

DI disay yepepe jup udwnyo(

ISJI9AI

nenyj wejsy sej

YAYASAN LEMBAGA PENDIDIKAN ISLAM RIAU

SEKOLAH MENENGAH ATAS
(SMA - YLPI PEKANBARU)

1ZIN OPERASIONAL KANWIL DEPDIKBUD PROP. RIAU
TANGGAL, § MARET 1984 NO. 02375/109.2b/13-84
AKREDITASI : A NSS 1304096007042
NOMOR : S81/BAP-SM/KP.09/X/2016 TANGGAL 26 OKTOBER 2016 NDS  : 106084002

ALAMAT : JLN. KAHARUDDIN NST KM. 11 P, MARPOYAN KOTA PEKANBARU TELP. (0761) 71861

SURAT KETERANG AN

Pekanbaru

Demikianlia 23 : ! untuk dapat




UNIVERSITAS ISLAM RIAU

Form 2

FAKULTAS KEGURUAN DAN ILMU PENDIDIKAN

PROGRAM STUDI PENDIDIKAN BAHASA INGGRIS
Alamat : Jalan Kaharuddin Nasition No. 113 Perhentian Marpoyan Pekanbaru 28284 Pr_ovinsi Riau

nery wWe[sy sejsIdAm) ueeyesndiog

BERITA ACARA SEMINAR PROPOSAL

1. Judul yang dite

The €rrect of Ugng PN
the Seeond year

2. Identifikasi Masa
3. Perumusan Masal
4. Tujuan Penelitian
5. Teori Utama dan

6. Hipotesis Peneliti
7. Populasi dan Sam

Nama Mahasiswa :| Nilam Sari

NIM ;] 15631 0504

Hari Tanggal Seminar :| Senin/ 28 Januari 2019

Pembimbing Utama :| Dra. Betty Sailun, M.Ed.

Judul Proposal Penelitian

The Effect of Using bility of the Second Year
Students at SMA

| baru

.n " Speaking s¥tlLop

s

8. Metode dan Disai 1ti
9. Variabel Penelitian

10. Instrumen Penelit

11. Prosedur Peneliti

12. Teknik Pengambil

13. Teknik Pengolahan

14. Teknik Analisis Da

15. Daftar Rujukan / Pus

/ YRJBPE Ul LW NYO(

im Dosen Pemrasaran Se
Dosen Pemrasaran
Dra. Betty Sailun, M.Ed.

: YN disa

15l

Prof. Dr. Seno Himala Putra, M.Pd.

Arimuliani Ahmad, S.Pd., M.Pd.

D

Perlu Ditambah

Tande Tangan

ing Utama 1

Z/ 2 A

2

Ketua Program Studi

‘ﬁlrnnti Eka i\iﬂu: S.Pd.. M.Ed.

NPK. 091102367
NIDN. 1005068201
Penata / III C/ Lektor

maeh—S.Pd., M.Si
70 10071 998 0320
. 0007 107 005
Sertifikat Pendidik : 13110100601134
Penata. Illc / Lektor




UNIVERSITAS ISLAM RIAU
FAKULTAS KEGURUAN DAN ILMU PENDIDIKA
e o)

| Alamat: Jalan Kaharuddin Nasution No. 113, Marpoyan, Pekanbaru, Riau, Indonesia - 28284
Telp. +62 761 674674 Fax.+62761 674834 Email: edufac.fkip@uir.ac.id Website: www.uirac.id

Berdasarkan Surat Keputusa - t‘ . ; "ﬁ e ikan Universitas Islam Riau
Tanggal 27 bulan Mei 3 i g0 JKpts/z : : ' 2 hari, Senin Tanggal 27 bulan
"UMCi tahun 2019 telah oga na ma a berikut ini:

ﬂ 1. Nama
¥ 2. Nomor Pokok Mhs

ategy Towards Students’
s at SMA YLPI Pekanbaru

= 6.~ Tempat Ujian
7= Nilai Ujian Skripsi
8 = Prediket Kelulusan

en Penguji :

1. Dra. Betty Sailun, M.Ed.
2. Prof. Dr. Seno Himala Putra, M.Pd
3. Arimuliani Ahmad, S.Pd., M.Pd. /55';' )

: 0004 125903



SO VR s 2]
_UNIVERSITAS ISLAM RIAU

JI. kaharuddin Nasution No. 113 Perhentian Marpoyan Telp (0761) 72126 - 674884. Fax (0761) 674834 Pekanbaru - Riau. 28284

DAFTAR PRESTASI AKADEMIK MAHASISWA

Nama : NILAM SARI

Tempat/Tql.Lahir : JAKE / 29 September 1996

NPM : 156310504

Fakultas : Fakultas Keguruan Dan Ilmu Pendidikan

Program Studi

; Pendidikan Bahasa Ingaris

Jenjang Pendidikan ta Satu (S.1)

KODE MK ™ | k| okm
8512005 ?fm}gﬁmﬁ 57 | z | 7.34
;;fgoz e L CF N‘ERS LAy R 4 3 12
A

16@'05; Ig;%%;ggi%gg * M 333 | 3 | 99
EsBhig - |OIa e i SHILE i 2] s
;@1513 oo i £ =3 333 | 2 | 666
1G Eecu ::: zgg:,%%%&m | 333 | 3 | 999
t6ion | SPERaNG FOR EvERYOR n O 333 | 3 | s
el T - 3 | 3 | 9
e EIEED o AR
e | e SEREE
@g OTENSIVE READING w |aer | 2 | 7o
8532004 f&‘;&;ﬂ;ﬁcﬂ A | 367 | 2 | 7.34
1623007 ;%i%igﬁ%gmm A | 367 | 3 | 1101
1623006 iﬁg‘éﬁ’;:%ﬂn;‘g B+ | 333 | 3 | 999
BS12008 ﬁggjﬁ;*ﬂ‘“MME“m‘ B+ | 333 | 2 | 666
1G22008 i@gﬂg%@ gg%iﬁ%g. c+ | 233 | 2 | 466
1622011 ﬁ%gﬂﬁiﬁ:g%% ) c 2 2 4
s | ARBE
|1y e A P I




BS32005 | AL ISLAM 2 (FIKIH MU" AMALAT) A 4 2 8
' AL ISLAM 2 (FIKIH MUAMALAT)
ENGLISH PHONETICS AND PHONOLOGY x T = TBil &
1632018 | tye/ 15K PHONETICS AND PHONOLOGY
ESSAY WRITTING . .
1623012 ESSAY WRITTING s .
INTRODUCTION TO JOURNALISM
4
(G32018 | /o ODUCTION TO JOURNALISM A 2 8
INTRODUCTION TO LINGUISTICS
1632017 | /0 TRODUCTION TO LINGUISTICS A i - g
KURIKULUM DAN PEMBELAJARAN
BS32006 |~ RRICULUM AND LEARNING " # ¢ 2
SECOND LANGUAGE ACQUISTION
1320140 112
1632018 SECOND LANGUAGE ACOUISTIO Bt | 33 2 ) 686
SPEAKING FOR FORMAL S
ieaanns |G FOR FORM: 4 3 12
ACADEMIC WRITI
G105 | acapemic wriTI # a | %
) AL ISLAM 3 (ULUM A : )
3 (ULUM Al
ﬁ”m AL ISLAM 3 (ULUM A m@ﬁ < (7, e Bl B
ASSESMENT IN ENGLI : [
Iﬁw ASSESMENT IN ENGLE : il 4 “ 8
——
= | BUSINESS CORRESPONDENC
E’;?ﬁ“; BUSINESS CORRESPONDEN ) 3 2 &
= | CROSS CULTURAL UND ‘ ' N
‘%02% CROSS CULTURAL UN: _ = AL = Bt 333 | 2 | 666
= : :
= |encusH MoreHoL > | 2
1682027 | enGLISH MORPHOLOGY = o 333 | 2 | 666
e ez == (= - IBE
5%01 =, | ETIKA DAN PROFESI PE 2 3 g
PXRVE | ricanp epuciTionatiRo
1@2& NEWS AND REPORT Wi p | W ) 5 o
Do | NEWS AND REPORT WR EK R
@1 = | PENGELOLAAN PENDIDI -
Bsﬂmi MANAGEMENT OF EDUCATI e §iSS3 2§ RS
—
' | PSIKOLOGI PENDIDIKAN ]
) 00% EDUCATIONAL PSYCHOLOGY - " A 52 s e
_c?! . | piscourse AnALYSIS
I 03§ DISCOURSE ANALYSIS B+ 3.33 2 6.66
EDITING
@37 il A 4 2 8
—
ENGL.FOR YOUNG LEARNERS
1652033 | EvGL FOR YOUNG LEARNERS A 4 2 8
‘cs0s; | ENGLISH FOR OFFICE " g . g
ENGLISH FOR OFFICE
EVALUASI DAN TEKNIK PENCAPAIAN HASIL BELAJAR SISWA PEND. BHS. INGG
1653043 | £yl ATION AND LEARNING ACHIEVEMENT A | 367 | 3 1AL
FILSAFAT PENDIDIKAN ISLAM
BSS201L | ol OSOPHY OF ISLAMIC EDUCATION B 3 2 6
INTRODUCTION TO LITERATURE
1652032 | 1 rRODUCTION TO LITERATURE o 'S8 {'e | &4
LINGUISTICS AND LITERARY RESEARCH
1652038 |/ INGUISTICS AND LITERARY RESEARCH B | 267 | 2 | 334
l652041 | MEDIA PEMB. DAN TIK PEND. BHS. INGG i : ; :
TECHNOLOGY AND INSTRUCTIONAL MEDIA IN ENGIIGH EDLICATION
SEMANTI
1G52034 SEMA mcé B+ 3.33 2 6.66




nery wWejsy sejisa

i
ﬁ di, S.Kom, M.Kom

1653042 | TELAAH KURIKULUM DAN PERENCANAAN PENGEMBANGAN PEMB. PEND. BHS. INGG| A- | 367 | 3 | 1101
STUDY ON CURRICULUM AND THEACHING DEVELOPMENT ENGLISH
oo . | RIMBINGAN DAN KONSELING i - _
BO2018 | & rancE AND COUNSELING & L 3] 2 | 2N
ENGLISH FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSE
e ENGLISH FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSE A L3S 7%} TR
KEWIRAUSAHAAN DI BIDANG PENDIDIKAN
BS62013 | PN TREPRENEURSHIP EDUCATION A 5 2 8
PENELITIAN PENDIDIKAN BAHASA INGGRIS
1663049 RESEARCH ON LANGUAGE TEACHING A 3:67 3 k1,01
PSYCHOLINGUISTICS
s T i A | 367 | 2 | 734
SOCIOLINGNISTICS
1662098 | cocoumcuistics A 4 4 8
STATISTIK PENDIDIKAN
Pea0sy [ STOTISTIEPEADIBIG 333 | 3 | 999
TEACHING ENGLI
1682044 | TEacHinG ENGLL 4 : 8
TEQRI DAN BRAKTE u TYAN EAL !
1683050 THEORY AND PRA ICRO F EDUCH /] 4 3| 1
S TRANSLATION :
1(&047 i iemptltind 367 | 3 | 110t
— :
KULIAH PRAKTEK LAP
i'%.‘“? EDUCATION FIELD A * 4 16
2
= | sEMINAR PENDIDIKAN oL :
1@0515 SEMINAR OF ENGLISH \ : = AL = 4 2 8
= % |THEsIS ' ' ' :
BBEE | mhaests __ . — 205 1 & | RS
Y - = 154 | 564.17
e ‘
< S 3.66
= S y
" o
5 EK ANB P.R\) , 04 3uli 2019
z Lk I
= a5 o %
-_n: . B S
=




ABSTRACT

NILAM SARI, 2019. “The Effect of using Mind Mapping Strategy towards
Students’ Speaking Skill of Second Year Students at SMA YLPI

Pekanbaru”.

Keyword: Mind Mapping Strategy, Students’” Speaking Skill.

This study was designed to know the significant effect of Mind Mapping
Strategy towards students’ skill. It aimed at finding out how applying Mind
Mapping Strategy could be used to see the significant effect towards speaking
skill of second year students at SMA YLPI Pekanbaru. This research consist of
two variables, there were independent variable (X) and dependent variable (Y).
Independent variable refers to Mind Mapping Strategy and dependent variable
refers to Speaking Skill. The research method used in. this study was quantitative
method with research design was Pre-experimental research. The samples of this
research were 27 students of second year students as SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru in the
2019/2020 academic year. This research was conducted in 5 meetings, following
the procedure of pre-test, treatment and posttest. The data of this research was
obtained through oral speaking test, instrument and documentation. After
calculating data, the researcher.found the mean, ofpretest was 60.65 and mean of
posttest was 77.78. Standard-deviation-of-posttest was 9.337, while standard
deviation of posttest 8.359. So, it could be seen that students’ score of pretest and
posttest was different. Students’ score was increase in posttest. Afterward, the
researcher also found that Tgpseve Was 35.345 and value Of Tiye ON degree of
freedom (df) 26 at'a= 0.05in the level of significant for.two tail test was 2.055. It
means Topserve WaS bigger than Tpe (35.345 > 2.055). Consequently, the
dternative hypothesis (Ha) wes accepted and the null hypothesis (Ho) was
rejected. In other word, students.got progress between pretest and posttest by
applying mind mapping strategy. In conclusion, there was significant effect of
using Mind Mapping Strategy toward students’ speaking skill of the second year
students at SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru.



ABSTRACT

NILAM SARI, 2019. “The Effect of using Mind Mapping Strategy towards
Students’ Speaking Skill of Second Year Students at SMA YLPI

Pekanbaru”.

Keyword: Mind Mapping Strategy, Students’ Speaking Skill.

Penelitian ini dirancang untuk mengetahui pengaruh yang signifikan dari
Strategy Mind Mapping terhadap keterampilan siswa. Ini bertujuan untuk
mengetahui bagaimana penerapan Strategy Mind Mapping dapat digunakan untuk
melihat efek signifiken terhadap keterampilan berbicara siswa tehun kedua di
SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru. Penelitian ini terdiri dari dua variabel, yaitu variabel bebas
(X) dan variabel terikat (Y). Variabel independen mengacu pada Strategy Mind
Mapping dan variabel dependen mengacu pada keterampilan berbicara. Metode
penelitian yang digunakan dalam penelitian ini adalah metode kuantitatif dengan
desain penditian adalah penelitian Pra-eksperimental. Sampel penelitian ini
adalah 27 siswatahun kedua sebagai SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru pada tahun akademik
2019/2020. Penelitian ini dilakukan dalam 5 pertemuan, mengikuti prosedur pre-
test, treatment dan posttest. Data penelitian ini diperoleh melalui tes berbicara
lisan, instrumen dan dokumentas. Setelah menghitung data, peneliti menemukan
rata-rata pretest 60,65 dan rate-rata posttest 77,78. Simpangan baku posttest
adalah 9.337, sedangkan ssmpangan baku posttest 8.359. Jadi, dapat dilihat bahwa
skor pretest dan posttest siswa berbeda. Skor siswa meningkat pada posttest.
Setelah itu, pendliti juga menemukan bahwa T gpserve @dalah 35,345 dan nilal Tiapie
pada dergjat kebebasan (df) 26 pada a = 0,05 pada tingkat signifikan untuk uji dua
ekor adalah 2,055. Ini berarti Topserve 1€0IN besar dari Tiapie (35.345> 2.055). Oleh
sebab itu, hipotesis aternatif (Ha) diterima dan hipotesis nol (Ho) ditolak. Dengan
kata lain, siswa mendapat kemauan antara pretest dan posttest dengan
menerapkan Strategi Mind Mapping. Kesimpulannya, ada pengaruh yang
signifikan dari penggunaan Strategy Mind Mapping terhadap keterampilan
berbicara siswa siswatahun kedua di SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru.
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CHAPTERII

INTRODUCTION

because this. sk : ) (2018) states

speaking i e it requires
grammatica \, vocabulary M -L nd : ccording to some
experts th ; .

| that constructs
linguistic string ke-choic exicon, structure, and
discourse. M a skill which is
proper to receive Is whether in first or
second languages. Lang Kill to be able to speak with

Furthermore, Richards et al. (2002) speaking is the ability that required to
uses language appropriately to makes an effective oral communication in social
interaction. Richard also says that the diversity in interaction involves not only
verbal communication, but also non-verbal communication such gesture, body

language, facia expression and so on.



In addition, Shrouf in Ali (2016) also mentions speaking is the process of
constructing and sharing meaning or information whether it is using verbal or
non-verbal symbols. Shourf emphasizes that this skill is an interactive process and

most important part of second language | earning and teaching.

Talking about speaking skill, it will be related to speaking ability in which
every student must have;good standard in"spesking ability. ‘Although, some
students still have some problems to increase their speaking ability. All the same,
some students also have the problems in improving their skill in speaking.
Consequence, they cannot speak fluently and clearly, even they cannot speak any
single word in.English. One of the factors is caused by failure of using strategy or

method in teaching activities.

Accordingly, the researcher will give a solution that hepefully can solve
the students’ problems in speaking: The solution will relate to the implementation
of the appropriate strategy that can be expected to make students more interest and
change the students’ learning habits. Chamot (2004) mentions learning strategy is
the activities included action. and thought that.employed by learners to get an
educational goal. It means, strategy Is the important part in learning activity that

can be used to achieve a particular goal.

Talking about learning strategy, the researcher find an appropriate strategy
called “Mind Mapping Strategy”. According to Munawwaroh (2015) mind
mapping strategy is a strategy in teaching which can assist students to associate

their ideas, be creative in thinking, and create meaningful connection among



ideas. Additionally, Michako (2001) mentions mind map is the whole brain
alternative that can reach out in all direction and catch thoughts from any angle to
linear thinking, in which it can assist your brain to access easily the tremendous
potential by representation your.thoughts using-key words. Actually, this strategy
was common to be used in writing skill, but it aso compatible to be applied in
speaking class. Hence, the researcher ‘uses/this strategy to solve the problem of

students in speaking.

Based on the explanation above, the researcher realy interest to know the
effect of using mind mapping strategy toward students’ speaking skill, especially
for senior high-school’s students. The researcher is curious whether this strategy
will give the effect to speaking skill or not, even though the researcher believe
mind mapping strategy is one of the effective strategies to improve students’
speaking skill. Moreover, this/strategy- is, feally expected to limit students’

problem, especialy in speaking.

Talking about the students’ problems in speaking actually there are some
problems that be faced by students in speaking... The problems can occur because
of students themselves or other aspects which are related to them. Those included
the first, some students had limited vocabulary. Second, they were less practice
their speaking. Third, they had instilled in their mind “English is difficult”. Fourth

some teachers still use an inappropriate strategy when they were teaching.

According to the problems above, the researcher will conduct a research

that aims to limit those problems. This research is only focused to know the
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effects of mind mapping strategy to improve students’ speaking skill. In this
research, researcher tries to find out the effect of mind mapping towards students’

speaking skill by using this strategy on students’ presentation. In other word, the

improve stude ility ! reasing creative

thinking. | : : Mirze at by using mind
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TOWARDS STUDEN Q?‘\i@ OF THE SECOND YEAR

STUDENTSAT SMA YLPI PEKAN
1.2 Setting of the Problem

Based on the background of the problem, we can find that there are some
problems that be faced by students in improving their speaking skill. Those

included:
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First, some teachers still used inappropriate strategy when they were

teaching. In consequence, the students would be bored while studying. Afterward,

it can give the large bad impact for students itself, such as they do not want to

The last, the students dislike English. It is cased they have ingtilled in their
mindset that English is difficult, so learning English will always be hard for them.
Actually students who think English is hard to learn, is someone who do not know

how important this language in their life.
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1.3 Limitation of Problem

This research was focused on the use of mind mapping strategy to know

effect of using mind mapping strategy towards students’ speaking skill of second

year students at SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru or not.
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1.6 Significance of the Research

This research has the advantages for:

improving their

\\\:

2.
her to find out the
q Hopefully,
-
gally important
)
3. &

ative hypothesis.

h speaking in the

in evaluation of thisresearch, it is required additional briefly definition of the key

terms. They are:

1. Speaking Skill
speaking as a skill that express someone understanding, tell intended
meaning that can be understood by others, use language in an appropriate

context, and fluent in interaction.
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2. Mind mapping

Mind map is the whole brain aternative that can reach out in al direction

and catch thoughts from any angle to linear thinking.




CHAPTERIII
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

3.1 Relevance Theories

Speaking isa skill that used to express someone ideas, thoughts or feelings
in oral communication or using symbols. This skill is very crucial part in daily
activities. Thus, without .speaking people cannot‘make interaction each other’s
especially in society. They will be difficult to share and get information, express
the thing in their minds, even transactions. According to Leong et a. (2017)
speaking is the main skill that can make communication more effective, because

without any speech that impossible the communication will exist.

According some experts there are some definitions of speaking. As
Richards et a. (2002) states speaking is the ability that required to uses language
appropriately to makes an effective! oral' communication in socia interaction.
Richards also says that the diversity in interaction involves not only verbal
communication, but also non- verbal communication such gesture, body language,

facial expression and so on.

Brown (2003) mentions speaking is the productive skill that constructs
linguistic string in which the speaker makes choices of lexicon, structure, and
discourse. While, Harmer (2007) says speaking is the act that happens at the real
time when people make a conversation such as they produce word and will be
responded directly by listeners at the time. It means that in speaking someone will

make a conversation where the listeners will respond the speakers directly.
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Moreover, Lynne (2001) in Reza (2017) mentions speaking as a skill that

express someone understanding, tell intended meaning that can be understood by

others, use language in an appropriate context, and fluent in interaction. It means

can be used to improve other aspect, including their communicative skill and
interaction. In addition, Harmer (2001) states the students require mastering the
ability to process information and language on the spot in order to speak fluency.
It means that to be good speaker, students are not only expected to master in
grammar, vocabulary, and pronunciation but also speech production articulation,

automaticity, fluency and other certain skills.

10
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According to Richards et a. (2002) there are some purposes of speaking in

human interaction. The first, speaking can develop and maintain social

relationship. Second, speaking can be a transactional that focuses on sharing

least some components such as grammar, vocabulary, pronunciation, fluency, and

comprehension. Asfollow:

a Pronunciation

Pronunciation is the way how students produce language clearly in
communication. It deals with phonological process. According to Thornbury

(2005) pronunciation is the ability to produce comprehension utterance to fulfill

11



N ueeyesndidg

iy disay yejepe il udwnyo(]

ISJIAIU

nery we[sy sej

the task requirement. It also refers to the production of individual words, the
appropriate linking of words, and use of stress and intonation to convey the

intended meaning.

can chang
realy imp
speaker an
master ing w-‘

o
.;«
F‘r

in those skills ¢ 'of

did.

<
Q
.
)
<

The students can be said fluency in English if they can speak fast speed
and minimize saying “ums” or “ers” when speaking. According to Thornbury
(2005) there are some features of fluency that can be summarized. Those include,
first pauses may be long but not frequent. Second, pauses are usualy filled. Third,
pauses occur at meaningful transition points. The last, there are long run of

syllables and words between pauses.

12
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e. Comprehension

According to Syakur (1987) in Mirza (2016) comprehension measures

how much explanation.are needed to understand students’ responses in other

Practices”,

1. Imi

narrow band of grammatical, phras or phonological relationships.
3. Responsive

The assessment task includes interaction and test comprehension, short

conversation, standard greeting and small talk, simple request and comment.

13
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4. Interactive

This type is length and complete interaction that sometimes include

multiple participants. lnte ose are transactional which

eling as ord

3.3 Teachi

teach speaki ache; ¢ J activities “ as possible. In

It is very required for teacher to follow this principle to make easy in teaching.
According to Brown (2000) there are some principles for teaching speaking

English asfollow:

First, teacher will focus on fluency and accuracy of the students in

speaking. In teaching speaking, a teacher should not only teach how students to

14
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speak fluently but also he/she should teach students how to arrange good

sentences, correct in pronounce the words, and choose appropriate words.

Second, prepare. intrinsically motivating technique. A teacher should

e technique. The

P

8
£E
l=4
”
1'5

€
<z

not easy to saningful interaction. | d creativity to
design auth
teacher material it can b i - vide a sense of

authenticity.

Fifth, capitalize on the pbetween speaking and listening.
Teacher can integrate speaking and listening, because these two skills can
reinforce each other. Actualy there are many interactive techniques that involve

speaking will aso include listening.

Sixth, give students opportunities to initiate oral communication. A
teacher must allow students to initiate language. The teacher’s duties are only

asking the students question, giving direction and providing information. While

15



students, they have been conditioned only to “speak when spoken to” part of oral
communication competence is the ability to initiate conversations, nominate

topics, to ask questions, to control conversations, and to change the subject.

Seventh, encourage the development of speaking strategies. The concept
of strategic competence is one that few beginning language students are aware of .
There are some strategies.in'classroom activitiesithet can be one in'which students
become aware of, such strategies as asking for clarification (what), asking
someone to repeat something (hub? Excuse me?), using fillers (Uh, | mean, well),
using conversation maintenance cues (Uh huh, right. Yeah. Okay, Hm), getting
someone’s attention (Hey; say, so), using paraphrases for structures one can’t

produce, using mime and nonverbal expressions to convey meaning etc.

Basically, teaching of speaking must be oriented to practice students able
to speak. This principle is expected to be'used by teacher as the main reference in

planning and implementing the activity.

3.4 Kindsof Strategiesin Teaching Speaking

There are some kinds of strategies in speaking that can be used in teaching
activities. Actually these strategies are used by teachers to push students to be
active, attractive and interest in learning speaking. Moreover these strategies are
needed by the learners to improve their speaking skill. But the implementation of
these strategies should consider with students’ proficiency. In other word, the

teachers had to determine an appropriate strategy to their students.

16
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Kinds of speaking skill learning strategies that common to be used for

students of senior high school as follow:

1. Scaffolding Strategies

o
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™~
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Strategy” s

skill was s
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8

the result abo

teaching to

AR

2. Qud '
This s ‘. e guestions that
are given for o cabulary. Quality
<
questioning strates .f'ﬂ‘i ing which can make

According to Rahmah et al. about “Activating Students’ Speaking
Ability in Asking and Giving Opinion by Using Quality Questioning Strategy for
Senior High School Students” this strategy is applicable to use in speaking class
because this quality questioning strategy can encourage students to speak during

learning.

17
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3. Practice Rehearsal Pair Strategies

According to Farisma (2010) Practice Rehearsal Pair Strategy is the

One of the \ Reza : ] egies towards
Students’ Spea \bilif ; g SMAN 2 Lubuk
Alung”. The res this resea d th : alculated 5.12 was
bigger than 2.05. It me ot the L' h_ 1 g this strategy

gave signif

technique.

of English communication that be used as context of the students’ media to build
critical thinking and solving problem skill. There are some advantages of this
strategies as follow, first it can promotes self- motivation and self-responsibility in
learning, second it is more enjoyable and effective learning, third this strategy
engages learning from experience, fourth it combine the ability to understand

problems, to identity and get knowledge and skills that required to deal with real -

18
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life, fifth it can increase teamwork and communication skill, and the last it trains

students to be reflective and assess their own and other’s work.

3.5 Mind Mapping

Keles (2001) in Adodo (2 at mind mapping is a strategy that
helps students to see the connection among the pieces of information. Thus, this
strategy will ease student to understand the information and also remember it.
Moreover, according Michalko in his book” Cracking and Creative” there are
functions of mind mapping. Those functions include, activating the brain, solving

the mind of mental tangling problem, easily focus on the topic of material, help to

19



see the connection among the pieces of information, show the detail illustration,

and organizing the concept and assist to compareit.

Besides that, based on Pramono (2013) in Mirza (2016) state that by using
mind mapping strategy students can improve their speaking in some aspects, those
are included pronunciation, vocabulary, clarity and naturalness of speech, and task
achievement and skill _.of ‘communication. ‘Furthermore, students are more
confident to speak English. From the explanation above we realize that mind
mapping strategy give some benefits for students, so it is not wonder if some

researchers used this strategy in teaching.

In the past, mind mapping was created by using pen or pencil, but now
days because of development of technology mind mapping can be easy
constructed, proeessed and presented by computer hardware and software. Based
on Nebojsa et a. (2011) in Lie ‘et"d* (2014) find that mind mappings can be
created almost exclusively by computer. There are several softwares for creating
mind mappings such.as Mindmanager and Mindomo. The mind mapping that
created by computer is called electronic mapping. Actualy the softwares are

designed to make education more productive and improve the learning condition.

Talking about e ectronic mapping, Krasnic (2012) mention the advantages
of electronic mapping over paper mapping. Those include first, it is adaptable and
flexible, so that we can update and revise the content. Second, it is clear and easy
to read. Third, many templates are available. Fourth, it is easy to convert to other

format. Then, it also can be presented with projector and share with others.

20
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2.5.1 Charactersof Mind Mapping

According to Buzan (2012) there are some main characters of mind

mapping as follow:

i

\:3\?!“

brain to ge

£ )

2. Br

deas of mind map

from the centra id ge. | oS LS ith sub topics

According to Buzan (2012) claims that there are some procedures or steps

how to make the mind mapping. Those include:

1. Start in the center of the blank page. It aims to give your brain freedom to

spread out in all direction and to expressit freely.

21
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. Useanimage or picture for central idea, because the image can help you to

explore ideas. Moreover, a central image keeps your focused, helps you

concentrate, give your brain more of abuzz, and is also more interesting.

. Usecolors 3 an.ad e to your mind map.

h% e
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3.6 Relevance Studies

There were some researches that have been conducted using this strategy

in teaching. Those were:

ing Strategy to
D student of
senior hig oping strategy
could imp le : Jase of post- test

control cla ! St expe ) S ontrol class was

Enhances Stude Abili ) earch conducted at

3.7 Conceptual Framework

In this research, the researcher presents the conceptua framework as

following diagram below:

23
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Figure 2.2 Conceptual Framework

The Effect of Using Mind Mapping Strategy toward Students’
Speaking Skill

1. Ho: Thereisno significant effect of using mind mapping strategy towards
students’ speaking skill of the second year students at SMA YLPI

Pekanbaru.

2. Ha: There is significant effect of using mind mapping strategy towards

students’ speaking skill of the second year students at SMA YLPI

Pekanbaru.

24
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3.9 Limitation of thisResearch

In this research, the researcher mentioned limitation of this research.

However, this research had limitation which should be.noted, such as using scripts

of explanatio lude in the tests
It was ding of this
research. The prr ill take the

25
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CHAPTER 111

RESEARCH METHOD

3.1 TheResearch D

o

ate to be used for

v
o
v
o |
o
wa

(X) (Y)

Mind Mapping Strategy 2) Students’ Speaking Skill

Figure 3.1 the Resear ch Design Schema
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X . Independent Variable

Y2

3.2 Location and Time of the Research

The research would be held in SMA YLPI Pekanbaru, at second year
students. The place where was locating on J. Kaharudin Nst, simpang tiga,
Marpoyan Damai, kota Pekanbaru, Riau, and the time of the research was

conducted on March up to April 2019.

27
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3.3 Population and Sample of the Research

3.3.1 Population of the Resear ch

The population ef the research was the saint students’ of the second grade

The researcher would choose one of the two saints classes from the
population as the sample, because this research used pre-experimental research
that only need one class. Based on the random choice the researcher got X1 IPA 2

at SMA Y LPI Pekanbaru as the sample.

28
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Table 3.3 Total Sample of the Research

Total

29
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1. PreTest

Pre Test was conducted for the first meeting. In this Pre-test, the

researcher would give.oral speaking test for students. The students would be

'o
w
o
D
@D
(@)
=y

ent, the students

SAuRNaANat?

\

. Afterward, the
y this strategy on

students’ prese > tea nts to create mind

Post- test was the last activity that would be conducted in this research. It
was given to the students after finishing teaching process for three treatment
meetings. The topic of this test which be tested in post- test, would be different
from pre-test. Then, the result of post- test would show whether the use of mind

mapping strategy gave the significant effect to students speaking ability or not. In

the other word, the result of post- test was used as final data.
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3.5 The Research Procedure

This research would be held in five meetings. These were the procedure of

the research:

The test was speaking test that

talk about Analytical
exposition test

Teacher scored the students by
scoring rubric of speaking

Teacher closed the class

All of students
responded
All of students

did pretest
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M eetings Teacher’s Activity Students’ Activity
2 Pre-activity
Treatment 0 Teacher commenced the class Students

According to Buzan (2012)
claims that there are some
procedures or steps how to
make the mind mapping. Those
include:

1. Start inthe center of the

explanation
carefully
The students
listened
carefully
The students
listened and
tried to

understand it
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M eetings

Teacher’s Activity

Students’ Activity

blank page

2. Useanimage or picture

Teacher requested the students
to create mind mapping based
on the topic

Post-activity

Teacher enquired about the

topic and strategy

The students
tried to create

mind mapping

33




nery wejsy sejisIdAm) ueeyeisndiog
N dis1y yejepE ul udmnjoq

M eetings

Teacher’s Activity

Students’ Activity

3

Treatment

Teacher retold the explanation

about mind mapping

topic

Whilst-activity
0 Teacher disclosed the unclear
explanation of previous topic
0 Teacher informed the purpose

of study

Students asked

teacher’s
greeting
Students
responded it
0 Students listened
the explanation
0 Thestudents
created mind

mapping based
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M eetings

Teacher’s Activity

Students’ Activity

Treatment

0 Teacher asked for students to

continue creating mind

Teacher checked students’
attendance list

0 Teacher gave awarmer game
0 Teacher reviewed the previous
topic

Whilst-activity

on the topic that

teacher gave

0 Students’
responded
teacher’s
greeting

0 Students played
the warmer
game

0 Studentsgave
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M eetings

Teacher’s Activity

Students’ Activity

0 Theteacher informed the

purpose of study

respond

0 Thestudents

new topic
Students paid

attention to the

teacher
5 Pre-activity
Post-test 0 Teacher commenced the class 0 Students
by greeting students responded
0 Teacher verified students’ teacher’s
attendance list greeting
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M eetings Teacher’s Activity Students’ Activity

Post-test

0 Teacher gave post-test to 0 Thestudentsdid

Because of the know the students’ basic speaking

: %_\ e

skill, so the researcher gave oral speaking test without applying

treatment first. It means that the researcher gave the test before introduce the mind

mapping as strategy in teaching speaking to students.
3.6.2 Treatment

In treatment students was explained about mind mapping and they would

be taught by using this strategy in learning speaking. This treatment was
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conducted in the second meeting after the students took pre —test. It would be held

in three meetings, second meetings to the forth meetings.

3.6.3 Post Test Data

students a pos : e a - topic. The

students were ) ak in < ’ terwards the

following:

Aspect Score Criteria Weight

Easy to be understood and accent like

5 anative speaker

Easy to understood though with

4 certain accent

Pronunciation 3 Problem with pronunciation , so need
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Aspect

Score

Criteria

Weight

o
Ped
5
e
)

XS )

concentration and sometimes

misunderstanding

25

grammar and hard

to be understood.

Choosing and using vocabulary or

phrase like native speakers.
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Aspect

Score

Criteria

Weight

A

"‘i
X
?
o
e
”
A
-
’.
v
(

Fluency

Sometimes using inaccurate

vocabulary and making repetition

problem.

25

Sometimes unsure and pause cause of

limited language.

Pause and stop, conversation

impossible to run
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The data of this research would be collected and analyzed by using T-test
and IBM SPSS Statistic version 24. Based on Hatch (1987) mentioned if the value

t-calculated were equal or lower the value t-test on the degree freedom (df) at a =

pothesis. v On other hand, if t-

‘!ﬁnm\‘ ). %
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CHAPTER IV

THE PRESENTATION OF RESEARCH FINDINGS

taken as data asearch: M as data S given after

treatment.

L J
result of data, b g b . : )se to know the

statistic of

Median 60.00

Mode 65

The table above showed that there were 27 test takers. The means of pre-
test score was 60.56. In other word, the pre-test’s means was average. Meanwhile,

median was 60. And mode was 65.
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The data of students’ pre-test were arranged in form of frequency and

percentage through score’s criteria, the presented as table below:

No | Score’s Criteria Criteria
1 91— 100 Excellent
2 81— 90 Very Good
3 71-80 Good
4 61— 70 Average
5 51— 60 Poor
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No | Score’s Criteria Grade Criteria

6 F Very Poor

JJJJJ

average.

Cumulative
Valid Percent
Percent
45 2 7.4 7.4 7.4
50 5 18.5 18.5 25.9
55 3 11.1 11.1 37.0
60 5 18.5 18.5 55.6
Valid
65 6 22.2 22.2 77.8
70 2 7.4 7.4 85.2
75 4 14.8 14.8 100.0
Total 27 100.0 100.0
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The table showed that the frequency of pre-test after it was distributed

there were 6 students (22%) who got score (65). It was the most score that

students got in pre-test. Slightly different, the highest score (75) were 4 students

(15%) whom g s wh e (45) were only 2
student: I ts got. In
conclusi )-as the most ﬁﬂf t means that
@N@i R,
students’ t in thi e.
Table4. ental Class
~ Speekin
NO — = Total
1 65
2 St 015 55
3 Stu 0 70
4 Stud ) 20 75
5
Student 20 70
6 Student 6 15 20 75
! Student 7 10 15 15 15 55
8 Student 8 15 15 15 15 60
9 Student 9 10 15 10 15 50
10
Student 10 10 15 10 10 45
11
Student 11 15 20 20 20 75
12
Student 12 15 15 15 20 65
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Speaking Skills
NO Students Total
P \ F G
13 sudent13 10 15 10 15 50
B o« 60
15 65
16 \\Nﬁ?‘s AS IS M% 50
17 60
18 50
19 —Q 60
20 :;E £ - E:: 65
21 3 =5 = Pt 6o
22 St J 45
B 1EK N A 65
24 Stud 5 50
2 | student - 15 65
26 Student 26 0 20 75
27 | Student 27 15 10 15 55
Total 375 450 370 440 1635
Mean 13.88888 | 16.66666 | 13.703703 | 16.29629 | 60.55555
889 667 7 63 556

experimental group was 27 students and the score was 60.56.

From the table 4.1 it was found that the total sample of pre-test of
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4.1.2 TheResult of Post-Test

Table 4.6 Descriptive Statistic of Post-Test Score

Statistics

¥y “‘
el

M) N

eans of post-

d. Meanwhile,

frequency and

‘3\‘\.‘\;‘ 3

\
‘t

Per centage (%)

A
B 81-90 8 30%
= 71-80 11 40%
D 61-70 7 26%
E 51 - 60 1 4%
F 0-50

27 100%
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Based on the table percentage above, the students’ score in post-test were

presented as follow:

)

A

. b
-
RN

SIS

8|
&

where students only got score range 51-60.

From the table above, the score categorized good became the most score
which students got, it could be conclude that the mgjority of students got score

upper the average.
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Valid percent and cumulative percent were presented below:

Val

The tabl

are 8 students

post-test. Meanwhile,

and 50 with per

able 4.9 Frequency of Po:

osttest
P
AS
W
that t
fs)

who got score below av:

was upper average.

nt

0.4
5.2
0.0

Meanwhile, the frequency of posttest consisted of frequency, percent.

distributed there

at students got in

y students were 90

ed only 11% students

ts” achievement in post-test

Table 4.10 The Result of Post-Test Students Scorein Experimental Class

Speaking Skills
NO Students Total
P v F G
1 Student 1 20 20 20 20 80
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Speaking Skills
NO Students Total

22

Student 22 60

80

70

85

90

75

2100

77.7777
7778

From able 4. ' I sample of posttest of

experimental (

mapping strategy toward students’ speaking skill. The result is as follow:

Table 4.11 Paired Sample Statistics

Paired Samples Statistics
Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation
Mean
Pair Pretest 60.56 27 9.337 1.797
1 Posttest 77.78 27 8.359 1.609
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Based on the table 4.12 showed that the total of students was 27, the mean

of pretest was 60.56 and mean of posttest was 77.78. Standard deviation of pretest

was 9.337, while standard deviation of posttest was 8.359. So, it could be seen

Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval

Std. Std. Error
Mean of the Difference
Deviation Mean
Lower Upper
) Pretest
Pair
- 2.532 487 -18.224 -16.221
1 17.222

Posttest
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Paired Samples Test

Df

Sig. (2-
tailed)

Pretest —

Table4.14 The Result of Pre-test

JJJJJ

and Post-Test one group of experimental

No Students Score of Pre-Test Scor e of Post-Test
! Student 1 60 75
2 Student 2 50 65
3 Student 3 65 80
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Scor e of Post-T est

85

Score of Pre-Test

70

Students

Student 4

75

75

65

75

65

60

55

60

Student 19

Student 20

Student 21

Student 22

Student 23

Student 24

No

20

21

22

23

24

Dokumen ini adalah Arsip Milik :
Perpustakaan Universitas Islam Riau
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No Students Score of Pre-Test Scor e of Post-T est

25 Student 25 60 80

26

27

present in front of the class abou hat the researcher had chosen and
presentation would be finished in one or two minutes. Afterward, the researcher
analyzed students’ speech performance based on speaking components such as

grammar, vocabulary, pronunciation and fluency.

Second meeting, researcher gave a treatment for students. In treatment, the

researcher did the learning activity with student such as, disclosed the topic of
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lesson to students. The topic that be chosen by researcher in this treatment is
explanation text. After the students understood about explanation text and could
write their own text, the researcher asked for them to present their explanation text
in front of the class. Before they. showed their presentation;.the researcher taught
them how to present by using mind mapping strategy. Then, the students were

learned how to create mind mapping by using iV indMap application.

Third meeting, the researcher would give second treatment for students.
Researcher reviewed the previous topic to refresh their mind about that topic. By
asking them one by one, the researcher tried to make sure the students understood
about the precious topic. After that, students would create mind mapping based on
the precious topic. The researcher gave option for students to choose their own

tittle at least it was still in context of explanation text.

Fourth meeting, the students would be given third treatment by researcher.
Students presented their mind mapping that had created in previous meeting.
Every student had three minutes to show their presentation. After finished, the
researcher asked for students to create new mind-mapping with the same topic for
their post-test. Before that, the researcher gave advice and suggestion for students

to make their next presentation better than prior.

The last meeting, researcher gave post-test for students. As well as pre-
test, post-test also had direction and instrument of the test which should be passed
by students. The post-test had different topic with pre-test. Although it was same

in giving the duration of presentation that is only three minutes. In post-test,
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students showed their presentation by using mind mapping strategy. Meanwhile,
researcher analyzed their performance by using scoring rubric which had used in

pre-test. Afterwards, the researcher got the data for that analysis. The data of

NAEALNATAN

<%

S ) ping strategy towards

9@'.
QRS

Based on the statistical € using SPSS version 24 the research

gave interpretation to significant value. The significant value of the research was
0.000 and significant level 0.05. According the explanation above, when the
significant value (0.000) < significant level (0.05) the alternative hypothesis (Ha)
was accepted and the null hypothesis (Ho) was rejected. While significant value
(0.000) > significant level (0.05) the null hypothesis (Ho) was accepted and the

aternative hypothesis (Ha) was rejected. Because significant value was 0.000, it
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means that smaller than significant level (0.05). Thus, it can be concluded that
aternative hypothesis (Ha) was accepted and null hypothesis (Ho) was rejected.

In other word, there is significant effect of using mind mapping strategy towards

8
<
<
FN
3
3
5

comparing

interpreted

speaking.

AN

Sscore.

In additionally, the hypothesis testing, the alternative hypothesis (Ha) was
accepted and the null hypothesis (Ho) was rejected. Thus, the finding indicated
that using mind mapping strategy gave significant effect on students’ speaking

skill and it also could improve students’ speaking skill.

According to the research method, the researcher finished the study in

three activities; those were pretest, treatment and posttest. Pretest and posttest
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were test which be given to students, then score of both testes became finding
result. In this research, pretest’s average score was 60.56. While, the average

score in posttest was 76.30. The score showed that posttest score was better that

pretest score. i h nelud 3 got.good achievement in

strategy ategy | hing and learning
process wh )OS - : ecause it can help
students me 2| ond ‘ g ant to speak by
using key ds )C r : mapping also could

be fun strate Qi ocess, beca g mind map as
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CHAPTER YV

CONCLUTIONS AND SUGESTIONS

pronunciation : peech, and task
achieveme ' m i tudents are more
confident to speak En is strateg -H"__ ages students to be creative
and effectivein learni which has the center and uses lines,

symboals, co

Speaking skill (Y).

Finally, the researcher concluded that:

a. Due to value of topsarve > trables Where topsenve bigger than tiape (35.345 >
2.055). It means that Ho rejected and Ha accepted. From these

calculations, it can be conclude that X variable give the effect on variable
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Y. In other word, there was significant effect of students’ achievement by
using mind mapping strategy.

b. The use mind mapping as strategy in learning helps students to see the

Based on the ' some suggestion

asfollow:

not. For example mind mapping strategy, it can be used as strategy in
teaching speaking because this strategy can encourage students to be more
creatively and effectively. Mind mapping strategy also can make students

more confident in speaking English.
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b. For the students
Mind mapping strategy should be increase students’ speaking skill.

The students must speak fluency and confident when speak in speaking

for the next

e content and

researcher in

ho take on the

had over done
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