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ABSTRACT

INDAH PERMATA PUTRI - An Analysis on Students’ Speaking Skill at
Second Grade of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat

Key Words : Speaking Skill

The aim of this research. | was ta: know, students® speaking skill at Second
Grade Of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat.” The focus of thistresearch was to desribed and
analyzed students’ speaking skill in conversation of the second grade at SMPN 1
Rengat Barat by categorizing into three aspects based on curriculum 2013. They are
knowledge, attitude and action.

The design of this research was descriptive qualitative approach. It has one
variable that was the second grade students of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat in speaking
skill of conversation. This research has been conducted during the period August to
September 2018. The population of this research was the second grade students at
SVIPN 1 Rengat Barat. The-number of classes\who has been studying of the second
grade was about six classes. The researcher choose a class that consist 20 students
as a sample. To analyzed the students’ speaking skill in aspects knowledge, attitude
and action. The researcher used observation, performance test in conversation and

documentation by analyzed their skill in speaking based on curriculum 2013 aspects.

The researcher found“that most of students’ able to speak English in
conversation in front of the class with their partner. The findings of this research
showed that most students in conversation able to integrate the aspects speaking
skill based on curriculum 2013. They quite capable in knowledge and attitude
aspects. Their weaknesses are in action aspect. Based on the result of analysis, the
researcher concludes that the second grade students at SMPN 1 Rengat Barat in

speaking skill was classified into good level.



ABSTRAK

INDAH PERMATA PUTRI - An Analysis on Students’ Speaking Skill
at Second Gradeof SMPN 1 Rengat Barat

Kata Kunci : Kemampuan Berbicara

Tujuan dari penelitian ini-adalah untuk mengetahui kemampuan berbicara
pada siswa kelas dua dixSMPN 1 Rengat Barat. ‘Fokus pada pendlitian ini yaitu
untuk menjelaskan dan menganalisa kemampuan berbicara siswa dalam sebuah
percakapan pada siswa kelas dua di SMPN 1 Rengat Barat yang dikategorikan
kedalam tiga aspek berdasarkan kurikulum 2013. Adapun kategorinya yaitu
pengetahuan, sikap, dan tingkah laku.

Desain dari penelitian ini adalah pendekatan deskriptif kualitatif. Yang
mana mempunyai satu variabel yaitu siswa-siswa kelas dua di SMPN 1 Rengat
Barat, mereka dilihat dari kemampuan berbicara ketika sedang dalam percakapan.
Penelitian ini _telah dilakukan.mulai dari. Agustus hingga September 2018.
Populas pada penelitian ini adalah siswa kelas dua di SMPN 1 Rengat Barat.
Jumlah siswvakelas dua dibagi menjadi sekitar enam kelas. Peneliti memilih kelas
yang terdiri dari. 20 siswa’sebagal  sampel:2Untuk menganalisa kemampuan
berbicara siswa dalam aspek pengetahuan, sikap, dan tingkah laku. Pendliti
menggunakan observasi, tes penampilan dalam percakapan dan dokumentasi yang
di analisa sesuai kemampuan mereka dalam berbicara berdasarkan aspek yang ada
pada kurikulum 2013,

Peneliti menemukan bahwa hampir semua siswva mampu berbicara dalam
Bahasa Inggris ketika sedang dalam dialog percakapan di depan kelas dengan
temannya. Penemuan dalam pendlitian ini- menunjukkan bahwa hampir seluruh
siswa mampu melakukan percakapan untuk mengintegrasikan aspek kemampuan
berbicara berdasarkan kurikulum 2013. Mereka cukup mampu dalam aspek
pengetahuan dan sikap. Namun mereka lemah pada aspek tingkah laku.
Berdasarkan pada hasil analisa, peneliti menyimpulkan bahwa siswa kelas dua di
SMPN 1 Rengat Barat dalam kemampuan berbicara diklasifikasikan termasuk
kedalam tingkat yang bagus.
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CHAPTERII

INTRODUCTION

speaking, students can share and exchange the ideas they got froom book or other

information of media. They can easily express what they feel, what they learnt,
and what they want to the other orally. Speaking is considered the most complex

skill to be learnt.



The students must be capable to build an interactive communication each
other to express meaning even forma or informal conversation in the content of
daily life. In the real conduction, some students of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat are not
able to speak English well. Based on the pre-ebservation, the speaking in ability
of students come from several factors, those are: First, the students afraid of
making mistake in speaking.English, 1t/ indicate that the students have limited
vocabulary. When they are about to explain something they have a short break by
saying “eeeee” in order to think the next vocabulary that they want to say. Second,
they lack of self-confidence. It can be seen and shown when they get chance to
come to forward in order to explain something in English, they reluctant to do it.
And third, they-lack of ideato speak, it means that students are often reluctant to
speak because they do not have any opinion through to say express. Especialy,
when the teacher asks them to give personal information or opinion. Most of them
still take along time to think the opinion on their mind. They do not know what to

say because they do not have something usually called is guidance.

According to Jeremy Harmer (2001: 271), Speaking is an interactive task
and it happens under real time processing constraints. It means that they will be
able to use words and phrases fluenty without very much concious thought.
Effective speakers need to be able to process language in their own heads and put
into coherent order so that it comes out in forms that are not only comprehensible,

but also convey the meanings that are intended.

SMPN 1 Rengat Barat is one of the school is located in Rengat Barat. All

of the first grade students of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat |earn English and based on the
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researcher interview with one of the English teachers at SMPN 1 Rengat Barat,
researcher found many problems. It occurred in teaching English especidly in

teaching of speaking in the classroom. Many of students were difficult to improve
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1.2 Identification of the Problem

From the background above, the researcher found students’ problems.
First, the students’ can not speak English fluently yet, because do not have self
confidence to speak in front of the class. They were afraid of making mistakes in
speaking English. They decided to stop their explanation just because they do not

know what to say. It make the points of the explanations can be delivere clearly.
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Second, the incorrect accuracy often cause by the lack of sound similarity between
English and students’ native language. In this situation, students wish that they

can speak English fluently but most of them think that English is too challenging

for them to maste

problem

t..\@’

problems xample some

students’ high ability in
speaking e to speaking in

front of the mean that the

wRALRLTY

language u

observation. : ' Sa uently rather than

have been found by the researcher in the classroom. In this research, the
researcher focuse on the problems and measured three terms based on
Curriculum 2013 the students speaking skill assessed of (Knowledge, Attitude

and Action).
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14  Research Questions
Based on the limitation of the problem above, the problem of this research

can be formulated as following question:

:

-
r A

English learners and it can be helpful resource for everyone who is

interested in this subject to investigate the same topics in depth.
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1.7  Definition of theKey Terms
1. Anaysis: According to Ole Holsti (1969) analysisis any technique for

making inferences by objectively and systematically identifying

akKir g is literally

e the voice.

-
defi
2
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CHAPTERII1

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

Talking about speaking, according to Nelasco (1987: 42) explains what

people actually do when they are speaking. They are as follows: 1) They share
meaningful information, 2) They take turn, 3) They use body language and
gesture to emphasize, 4) They use stress and intonation. In other words, people try

hard to convey their feeling, ideas and arguments by using nonverbal language,



such as. gesture, body language, stress and intonation. The ability to speak is the

most important aspect of language use.

One expert has.different definition of speaking from another. Thornbury
(2005: 20) states that speaking is an activity in real life that.is carried out by
speaker to carry out his/ her ideas to interact with listeners. The activities are

unplanned and their continuity-isbased on situations:

Sadtono (1983: 26-27) in Rohmawati (2001:1) said that “the speaking is a
skill which is'more difficult to master than the other skills because it can be held
aonein the processin learning it”. It needs partner or partners to practiceit. But if
someone masters it well, in the sense that he converses freely, it can help in

mastering the other skills such as listening, reading and writing skills.

Caroline (2005: 45)/defines that speaking\is a basic oral communication
among people in society. It I1s speaking which serves as natural means of
communication of the members of the community for both expression of thought
and form a socia behaviour. Additionally, Kayi (2006: 1) says that speaking is the
process of building and sharing meaning threugh the use of verbal and non-verbal

in variety of context.

(Chaney, 1998: 13) states that speaking is a "the process of building and
sharing meaning through the use of verbal and non-verbal symbols, in avariety of
contexts'. A successful speaking activity in the classroom have organized as

teacher or participated as students. Here the classroom activities develop learners’



ability to express themselves through speech yet it is difficult to design and

administer the activities.

Boonkit (2010) believed that speaking is one of four important abilities in
English, especially when the speakers are not from English native country. The
ability is described as the capability to use language in real situation, the ability to

report actsin precise words, or the ability to express.or converse ideas fluently.

English as Foreign Language (EFL) student should improve their speaking
ability since English has become the first international language that use to
communicate with people from all around the world. English speaking ability
should be improved together with the other abilities in English to fulfill the

communi cation reguirement.

Students should be given more chance to speak. Harmer (in Suryani Des,
2011:1) states there are three main reasons why the students have to speak in the
classroom. First, speaking activities provide trial chances. Second, speaking tasks
provide feedback for teacher and students. Third, the more students practice the
elements of language, the better.it will be.Therefore, it can be concluded that
speaking plays a crucial part to master English. Chaney (in Ayu; 2007),
considered speaking a process: “speaking is the process of building and sharing
meaning through the use of verbal or non-verbal symbolsin avariety of contexts”
Sharing the same view point, some expert from Florez (in Liao; 2009) added that

speaking is an “interactive” process, which consists of three main stages



“producing, receiving and processing information.”it’s mean that speaking is a

process someone to sharing their ideas or information.

In addition Tarigan (1990:3-4) defines that speaking is a language skill
that is developed in child life, which'is produced by listening. skill, and at that
period speaking skill is learned. Based on Competence Based Curriculum
speaking is one of the four.basic" competences that'the students should gain well.
It has an important role in communication. Speaking can find in spoken cycle
especially in Joint Construction of Text stage (DepartemenPendidikanNasional,
2004). In carrying out speaking, students face some difficulties one of them is
about language its self. In fact, most of students get difficulties to speak even
though they have many vocabularies and have written them well. The problems

are afraid for students to make mistakes.

From the definitions above, 1t can-be concluded that speaking is an activity
in which the speaker produces utterances to express his/ her ideas in order to

exchange information, so the listener understands what the speaker means.

2.1.2 Purpose of Speaking

Chastain (1975) in Tirta says that, in general, the am of speaking is to
make student able to communicate with others since speaking is major objective
in language classes. Learners are expected to be able to the language they learn in
order to achieve the purpose stated in 1994 curriculum some activities can be done

by the students such as:

10
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1. Starting the students’ ideas about something,

2. Asking and answering question based on the information given,

3. Taking about something that will be done.

be importa
language | & S ran ¢ i a order to manage

talk as inte

Based on the researcher’s experience and observation in classroom activities, the
researcher found some problems. First, students felt afraid and nervous when they
wanted to speak or communicate using English in front of their classmates.
Second, the students did not have any idea or initiative to speak unless he asked
them questions, or when they had ideas, they did not know how to express the

ideas. It was due to the lack of vocabulary, lack of understanding of grammatical

11



patterns, and lack of practicing English speaking. Third, the students still

frequently made mistakes in pronuncing the English words.

It was caused by their pronunciation which was still influenced by their
native language. Fourth, their problem with prosodic features such as intonation,
stress, and other phonological nuances still caused misunderstanding or led to
communication breakdown. “Those problems‘made,the students reluctant and

unmotivated to speak.

Finally, when all or a number of learners share the same mother-tongue,
they tend to use it because it is easier for them. Harmer (1991) suggests some
reasons why students use mothertongue in class. Firstly, when the students are
asked to have a discussion about a topic that they are incapable of, if they want to
say anything about the topic, they will use their own language. Another reason is
that the use of mother- tongue is anatural thing to do. In addition, using the first
language to explain something to another if there is no encouragement from the
teachers. Finally, if teachers frequently use the students’ language, the students

will feel comfortable to doiit.

In order to solve the students’ problem and enhance their speaking ability,
a teacher has to be able to provide some techniques that can involve students in
practicing speaking and also give motivation. Nunan (1991) says that teachers
should help their students by establishing strategies to manage al forms of
communication to ensure that all students have fair and equitable opportunities to

develop their interpersonal speaking and and listening skills with media. Media

12
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have undoubtedly always facilitated the tasks of language learning both instructed
and non instructed learners as a tool for language learning ornteaching

(Brinton:2001). The use of mediais needed to ensure an effectivebcommunication

LB

(/)
D

organize their

output both coghitively and physical oreath ch clustering.

language.

Contractions, elisions, reduced vowels, etc., al form special problems in
teaching spoken English. Students who don’t learn colloquial contractions can
sometimes develop a stilled bookish quality of speaking that in turn stigmatizes

them.

13



nery we[sy sejsIdAiu ) ueeyeisndidg

DI disay yepepe fur udwnyo(

4) Performance variables

One of the advantages of spoken language is that the process of thinking

as you speak alows yau.to manifest a certain number.of performance hesitations,

This is the most importal eristic of English pronunciation. The

stresstimed rhythm of spoken English and its intonation patterns convey important

messages.

14
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8) Interaction

Learning to produce waves of language in a vacuum - without

i P o
ot the ﬁ S thelideas, emotions, feelings, and to
share opinions to each other ‘ “ speaking. The teacher should have
programs and many things to manage and make the students feels interested in the
class. A good teacher thought to create the effevtive situation and give different
ways in learning English. Media are important things in teaching and learning

speaking.

Richards (2008: 21) says, “In workshops with teachers and in designing

my own materias, | use an expanded three-part version of Brown and Yule’s

15
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framework (after Jones, 1996, and Burns, 1998): talks as interaction; talk as
transaction; talk as performance. Each of these speech activitiesis quite distinct in

term of function and requires different teaching approaches.”

describes inte ] eS ' en people mest,

they excha ‘ f engage i z g Xperiences, and so,
on becau e fi ablish table zone of
interaction

present the

2) Ta

Tak astra ( i tuat on what is said or

transaction. The first type involv where the focus is on giving and
receiving information and where the participants focus primarily on what is said
or achieved. The second type is transactions that focus on obtaining goods or

services, such as checking into hotel or ordering food in arestaurant.

16
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3) Tak as performance

The third type of talk that can usefully be distinguished has been called

tak as performance. This refers to public talk, that is, talk that transmits

their English

speaking. These ¢ i oral produc ﬂ’ are expected to

spent generating “human tape recorder™ speech, where, for example, learners
practice an intonation contour or try to pinpoint a certain vowel sound. Imitation
of this kind is carried out not for the purpose of meaningful interaction, but for

focusing on some particular element of language form.

17
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2) Intensive

Intensive speaking goes one step beyond imitative to include any speaking

performance that is designed to practice some phonological or grammatical aspect

The other form of conversation mentioned in the previous chapter was
interpersona dialogue, carried out more for the purpose of maintaining social

relationships than for the transmission of facts and information.

18
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6) Extensive (monologue)

Finally, students at intermediate to advanced levels are caled on to give

extended monologues in the form of ora reports, summaries, or perhaps short

speeches. Here egiste These monologues

:
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four language skills that need to py the students because in speaking,

people will be able to say what they want to express.

According to Bill Page, “Teaching is relationship between teacher and
learner. The learner gets the benefit of the learning, while the teacher gets credit
for the teaching.” It can be concluded that, teaching is a process of learning
between teacher and students. In learning, students can receive materia that is

given by teachers, and teachers aso get benefit from the learning.

19



nery wesy sejisidAu) ueeyeisndiag

iy disay yejepe il udwnyo(]

Teaching speaking to young learners especially for Junior High School
students is an interesting and challenging duty for teachers for some

considerations. In one hand, young learners are individuals of very early age who

thisis especia P ArnNers e them if they are
to keep thel asIT ng (Scott& Ytreberg

2000:3)

Foreign language learners lack of exposure to use English in
communication or interaction because there will be very little experience of the
language outside the classroom (Cameron, 2001 and Damayanti, 2010).
Therefore, EFL teachers should be able to create the exposures of using English in

the classroom through interesting activities in order to involve students within

20
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something rather than only keep silent and listen to teacher’s explanation

(Harmer, 1991).

Technique is very important in teaching and |learning process. It has avery

variety of ¢
the objecti

speaking, gt

=

A BN A AN

-
=
Q
8
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3

speaking appears with stimul ate reading.

c. Productive Speaking
Speaking a broad discourse is the main purpose of this technique.
However, it can be obtained if the students has mastered the first and

the second technique well.

21
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Using comfortable environment in the classroom aso interesting to
students at Junior High School. The chairs are arranged semicircle and faced the

black or white board in order to make the students pay more attention and get

time to practice.t i utside and helps

them becomi ) nd makes st ve in teaching learning

First, they respond to meaning rather than to language form. It means they will
learn better if the lessons focus on interaction, meaning, and fluency rather than
on accuracy (Moon, 2000:5; Harmer, 2001:38). Second, children focus on here
and now situation in such a way that the designed lessons should catch their

immediate interest as well as their motivation to use the language.

22



It can be done by providing authentic materials to make them see the
benefits of learning the language for their rea-life situation (Brown, 2001:88).
Third, children need to have all five senses stimulated which can be accomplished
by providing sensery aids and physical activity;such as role-play, games, or Total
Physical -‘Response activities (Brown, 2001:89). The forth aspect is that children
have a short attention span as they ‘cannot do the same thing for along time unless
it is interesting, fun, and lively. Thus, providing a great variety of activities is
important to maintain their interest and attention alive (Harmer, 2001:38; Curtain

& Dahlberg, 2010:19).

On the other hand, English teaching practice in many EFL classrooms,
including in Indonesia, does not involve adequate variant of activities, especially
speaking activities. It merely focuses on drilling grammar knowledge and reading
comprehension rather than’ encourages ,students’-interaction and communication

(Howard and Millar, 2009).

In case if teachers provide students speaking activities, the students do not
respond or are not willing to participate actively since there are not enough
support for them to speak (Damayanti, 2010).In speaking activities in the
classroom, the teacher should pay attention to the purpose of the activity, where
the goal is to practice the language learned correctly. In the activities of speaking
in the class that is more free for example on the activities games, role play, and
guestions and answer, the goal is to encourage students to express their ideas and
focus on the content rather than on the structure. In-class speaking activities may

include:

23
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1. Short Dialogue Conversation,

2. Question and Answer,

3. Games,

in pairs. Paire ities al € dren t ively. Q & A

activities cz

Thefirst is conducted by TirtaHandayani (2016), that focused on students
speaking ability. The research title is An Analysis of Soeaking Skill of the Second
Year Sudents at SMIAN 3 Tualang. The researcher used two instuments to collect
the data, speaking assessment and observation. The result of the research is the

ability of second year students of SMAN 3 Tualang found that average of their

speaking skill is 70.7 which categorized was “good”.

24



Second, conducted by Siti Surinah Harahap (2015), she also focused on
students speaking skill. The research title is An Analysis on Students’ Speaking

ill at Second Grade SVIP 8 Rambah Hilir. The population of this research was

Hilir is about 21
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high ability. Referring to the result of this research, the researcher concluded that
the ability of the second grade students’ speaking skill to use expression of asking

giving and refusing help high.

25



nery wesy sejisidAu) ueeyeisndiag

iy disay yejepe il udwnyo(]

2.3  Conceptual Framework

This study aims to know the students’ speaking skill by second grade

students of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat. In collecting the.data, the teacher will give

oD

—’ Knowledge
. Attitude

1 Team work 1. Accuracy
1. Respect 2. Fluency
2. Communicative 2. Confidence 3. Intonation
Action 3. Communicative

26
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24

students’ of SMPN 1

Assumption

In this research, the researcher assumes that speaking of the second grade

Rengat Barat was good.

27
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CHAPTER 111

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

According (2 ), “des i e - 2arch aims to describe,

summarize : ns, situations, or | ' ycial reality that exist

selected. In other words, population is the whole or research subject (Arikunto,
1998:115-117). Likewise, Muijs (2004:37) say that a population isthe group that the
writers want to generalize finding to. The population of this research was 138

students that consists of six classes. The researcher used cluster sampling to take

28
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sample of the research, which means every member of the population has an equal
independent chance of being selected for the sample. In this research, the writer

choose one class as a sample. The researcher took class VIII E. The participants were

20 students.
3.3
procedures were
doneto co ribed below :
1. cipa who has the
he field of VIII. E
2. m to observe the
asked the students
3 ing they have make the

conversation in front of the class with their partner.
4. And the researcher recorded students’ activity when speak in front of the

class by using a camera handphone.

29
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5. Next, the researcher observed three aspects in speaking skill based on

curriculum 2013. Scoring for each aspects have been analyze by the raters.

After finished it, the writer took the data from the rater. After that the

research aver age, then describe it.

34
¢RSITAS ISL4p,

A ed\@glf % calculation the
scores fro ir speaking was
good or no ch, the researcher

L
also used ri dopt m Hi g asfollow:
L re 5
Fluency pause.
: and there.
é@ t, too Se.
Vocabular diction,
Jse d additional diction.
[ :
ion, supporting diction
iction
Comprehension 25 d the topic without any difficulties.
20 Understand most of the topic, there are some
repetitions.
15 Understand only alittle about the topic, there
are many repetitions.
10 Understand too little about the topic.
Pronunciation 25 The pronunciation isvery clear and easily
understood.

30
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Easily understood the word. Despite, the
influence of mother tongue can be detected.
The pronunciation is not really clear, but it
can be understood by the listener.

The pronunciation.is not clear.

f = Frequency

N = Number of cases

David P. Harris: 2007)

(Cited in Cempaka 2013: Sudjono, 2008)

31
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CHAPTER IV

RESEARCH FINDINGS

research

1 Rengat

conversati

the rater that could be shown below:

32



Table4.1.1

Score of Students’ Knowledge in Speaking Skill in Conversation

NO NAME Individual LEVEL
d %{’ d
1 Student 01 Very Goo
A
"4 2 | Student02 ‘IB; Good
1]
e
| 3 | Student03 : Very Good
=
@ 4 Student 04 Very Good
o O
# B5 | Student 05 Fair
S =
=| ® | Student06 Fair
=
E 7 | Student 07 Very Good
=1
g 8 | Student 08 Very Good
- B
“ 9 | Student09 Fair
-,
e .
v 10 | Student 10 Fair
-
“l 3 | Student 11 Good
B o=
E_TZ Student 12 Good
E 13 | Student 13 Very Good
el
=14 | Student14 Very Good
15 | Student 15 3 9 60 Fair
16 | Student 16 3 9 60 Fair
17 | Student 17 4 12 80 Very Good
18 | Student 18 4 12 80 Very Good
19 | Student 19 3 10 67 Good

33
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Student 20 3 3 3 9 60 Fair

Total 1414

Individual
Score
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70,7
D
-~
-". students were
categorizec in fluency and

accuracy,

a little choy

pronounce

of the class.

S L kL E

",

level and ten

speak fluent

very good. Even though in some words the pronounciation is still inaccurate, but
it can dtill be understood by the teacher and the listeners what is the meaning of

the topic they are talking about.

34



Then in fluency, when students did the conversation in front of the class,
fluency when delivering topics is also very important because with fluency in
speaking in English it can make easier for listeners to understand the topic being
discussed. Almost all of students were categorized into good level in fluency,
although some students still not fluent in delivering topics. The other students also
always to say “eeeeeee” Whenchaving & canversation. This happens because
students do not understand the meaning of the conversation or the pronunciation
of words that they think are too difficult to pronounce. This is adso one of the

inhibiting factors for the level of fluency when dialoguein front of the class.

For intonation, in this research the students were categorized into fair level
in speaking. During the conversation, the students.sometimes was talked with
clear and unclear voice. Some students did not say the words clearly, usually their
stops or pauses.when their speak ,in front of ‘the class because they tried to
remember the topic in conversation and it affect to their pronounce which is not
good and their voice dissappeared. Different with the other students, there are
students did not say the words clearly because nervous, then they only talked in
low intonation, it makes the listeners can not understand what the topic in

conversation.

The result from the speaking skill in conversation for knowledge aspect
was the second grade student of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat was categorized into good
and fair level but their average score was categorized into good level. Based on
the table above it is found that three students get score 67, one student get score

73 and nine students get score 80, they are in good level around 61 — 80, seven
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students get score 60 and they are in fair level. It means that 73,33% of the

studentsin good level and 26,67% in fair level. The average of their score are 70.7

which considered as good level.
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[
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5 Student 05 4 12 80 Very Good
6 Student 06 3 12 80 Very Good
7 Student 07 3 10 70 Good
8 Student 08 4 12 80 Very Good
9 | Student 09 2 10 70 Good
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versation begins the students say

“Assalamu’alaikum’ and said ‘Good Morning’ to the teacher and other students.

After that, when the students did the conversation in front of the class with their

partner and there was something happened in the middle of conversation such as

their partner forget about some words and their try to give a clue to their partner to

remember what the next words.
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Then in confidence, in this research the students have difficulties in self
confidence. Almost all of the students feel nervous and their intonation little

choppy in conversation. Based on the observed, the researcher asked some

and some

during conversa > ) m‘ e the listeners

interested t

4.1.3 Data Presentation of Students’ Action in Speaking Skill in

Conversation

The writer described students’ action in speaking skill in conversation,
which was collected from the rater. The students were assessed in two terms they
are Team work and Communicative action. The score was given by the rater that

could be shown below:
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Table4.1.3

Score of Students’ Action in Speaking Skill in Conversation

NO NAME Team | Communicative | Students | Individual LEVEL
1 Good
2 4@ Good
<>
3 lent | Good
a
4 "'». - Very Good
0 d
5 1t O é Very Goo
A &g
6 ent O - 8 Very Good
[ 4 ¥l
7 - .'Jf & Very Good
A il
38 ? ; Fair
9 09 i Good
5 Y :
10 0 Goo
s z
11 Fair
=
12 v Fair
13 Student 13 Good
14 Student 14 70 Good
15 Student 15 4 4 8 70 Good
16 | Student 16 5 5 10 80 Very Good
17 | Student 17 5 5 10 80 Very Good
18 Student 18 4 4 8 70 Good
19 Student 19 3 3 6 60 Fair
20 Student 20 3 3 6 60 Fair
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Total 1410
Individual
Score
The Average 70.5
Score

ategorized into

cacher asked the

second grade student of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat was categorized into good and fair
level but their average score was categorized into good level. Based on the table
aboveit isfound that nine students get score 70 and six students get score 80, they
are in good level around 61 — 80, five students get score 60 and they are in fair
level. It means that 70% of the students in good level and 30% in fair level. The

average score of their score are 70.5 which considered as good level.
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To answer the formulation of this research that was to know how are
students’ speaking skill at the second grade of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat. The data

analysis are presented as follows:

Notj Level Score

)
-
=
1
7| 81-100
il
2> =61-80
3 S41-60
=
A1 =1-40
Sl s
< =
e =
g‘_ =0-20
- >
4 _g_TotaI
wm -

nenyj we|

- M

Attitude Action
80% 75%
20% 25%
100% 100%

speaking skill was good enough in knowledge aspect because there are 65% of
them in good level and 35% in fair level. In detail, we can see there is no one got
excellent, poor and very poor and thirteen students got good level and seven

students got fair level.

When students speak in front of the class, the writer found the studentsin

good level are good enough in accuracy, fluency, and their difficulties to control
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voice intonation. Most of them were little choppy or very choppy in intonation
when they speak during dialog conversation because they still difficult pronounce
the words, and some of them feel nervous when their speak in English in front of

the class.

of students

means, the

students i i peak fl ] conversation

cause there are
80% of them in ¢ avel and 20% in fair level. > can see there is no
one got excelle - good level and four

students got

For communicative, sometimes the students can showed communicative
and sometimes they can not. But , there are some students can communicative
during conversation very well. They can develop the topic then make the listeners

interested to listen their conversation until end.

Based on the description above, the writer found that the most of students

were got good level only have difficulties in confidence and communicative. It
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means, the students in good level can communicative and have self confidence

when speak in front of the class.

In action aspect;. their speaking skill was good enough because there are

most of

action. It ‘meg e stud : am work and

communica
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4.2 I nterpretation of the Data
Based on data and the analysis above, it could be seen in knowledge aspect

that there was no one got excellent, poor and very poor and thirteen students got

good level and seve got fair level. 65% dents are in good level

score are 72 idered as g evel. It means students got a good

result in spez

very poor and > students got fair level.
75% of the stude ‘. and 2- air level. The average of their
score are 70.5 which considere vel. It'means, the students got a good

result in speaking skill to actio om the desription above, the writer
concluded that the speaking skill at the second grade of SMPN 1 Rengat Barat in

three aspects of knowledge, attitude, and action was good.
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CHAPTER YV

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

5.1 Conclusion

SMPN 1 Rengat Barat in three aspects of knowledge, attitude, and action was

good.
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5.2 Suggestion

Based on the result of analysis and conclusion above, the writer would like

to give suggestion not. only the English teacher but aso to al students of

education.

interesting and challenging. The English teacher also suggested
students to conduct pronunciation drills, conduct vocabulary
practises, use classroom English, give rewards, display pictures or
videos and improve classroom management like the writer did

when doing this research. As the result, students not get bored and

the speaking activities are fruitful.
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5. It suggested to English Teacher, especiadly in the speaking

activities to build a comfortable atmosphere and encourage the

students to speak English. Teacher aso needs to apply activities

speaking English a lot, since it can help them improve their
speaking skills. When they are in the classroom, they should be
more active and participate in the activities.

4. The students need more practice their speaking to get a good result,
and they also should prepare themselves before speak in front of

class.
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c. For the next researchers

In this research, the writer has to explain about the speaking skill in

conversation and the aspect which assessed based on curriculum 2013 consists are
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