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MOTTO 

 

 

Truly after a difficulty there is an easy way 

 (QS. Al Insyiroh : 6 ) 

 

‘All beginning is difficult’ 

(Anonymous) 
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SUMMARY 

 

Improving the Tenth Grade Students’ Reading Comprehension Achievement by 

Using Think Pair Share (TPS) Strategy at SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember in the 

2007/2008 Academic Year; Istiro’ah Ida Kuliana, 020210401126; 2007:  55  pages; 

English Education Program, Language and Arts Education Department, The Faculty 

of Teacher Training and Education of Jember University. 

   
 

Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy is a cooperative discussion strategy 

developed by Frank Lyman that creates a more active process, helps to maintain 

attention and improve the students’ motivation. It is a good strategy, in which the 

students work together to solve their problems, and help one another.  

The purpose of this research was (1) to improve the tenth grade students’ 

reading comprehension achievement by using Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy at 

SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember in the 2007/2008 academic year, and (2) to motivate the 

tenth grade students at SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember to be more actively involved in the 

teaching and learning process of reading. 

This research was conducted at SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember from August 20th 

2007 up to September 10th 2007. The research method was classroom action research 

with cycle models. This classroom action research was done in collaboration with the 

English teacher with a sequence of steps, namely the planning of the action, 

implementation of the action, class observation and evaluation, and reflection of the 

action.  

This research held in two cycles. Each cycle was done in three meetings 

including test. The research subject was grade X 4 since this class, among the five 

existing classes, had the lowest mean score of the reading pre test that was 43.33. The 

primary data about the students’ reading comprehension achievement were collected 
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by administering reading achievement test and observation by using observation 

checklist. The collected data were analysed by descriptive quantitative. Meanwhile, 

the reflection was based on the finding during the observation and was compared to 

the criteria of success, including (1) the action is considered successful if 75% of the 

students get score of reading comprehension test in the good score category (M= 70-

79) or more, and the mean score of reading comprehension test at least in the good 

category (M= 70-79), and (2) the action is considered successful if at least 75% of the 

subjects are actively involved in the teaching learning process of reading by using 

Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy.  

The mean score of reading comprehension test in the cycle 1 was 61.35 or 

‘fair’ score category. Meanwhile, only 27.02% of the students got score in the good 

category (M=70-79) or more. Moreover, the result of observation in cycle 1 showed 

that only 72.50% of the students were actively involved in the teaching and learning 

process of reading by using Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy. The results above 

showed that cycle 1 had not achieved yet the targets of this research. Therefore, the 

action was continued in cycle 2 by the revising the activity in the second stage 

(pairing stage) of Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy. In cycle 2, after finishing their 

discussion in pairs, the researcher asked pairs of the students to regroup into four to 

further their discussion. 

The mean score of reading comprehension test in cycle 2 was better 

(M=72.84) than in cycle 1 (M=61.35). In cycle 2, there were 86.48% of the students 

got score in the good category (M=70-79) or more. Additionally, the results of the 

observation in cycle 2 showed that most of the students (84.21%) were active during 

the teaching learning process of reading by using Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy. In 

other words, the targets of this research were achieved in cycle 2.  

From the results above, it can be concluded that Think Pair Share (TPS) 

strategy can improve the students reading comprehension achievement as well as 

their involvement. Therefore, it is suggested to the English teacher to use Think Pair 

Share (TPS) strategy as an alternative strategy in teaching reading. 


