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Truly after a difficulty there is an easy way
(QS. Al Insyiroh 6)

‘All beginning is difficult’

(Anonymous)



DEDICATION

1. My honourable parents, Suparno and Pairah. Thank s@ much for your
tremendous love and attentiveness that encourag® stedy and to finish this

thesis.



CONSULTANT APROVAL SHEET

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

THESIS
Presented as one of the requirements to obtai§lhdegree at the English Education
Program of the Faculty of Teacher Training an Etana
Jember University

By:
Name . Istiro’ah Ida Kuliana
Identification Number : 020210401126
Level of Class : 2002
Department : Language and Arts Education
Program : English Education
Place of Birth : Ponorogo
Date of Bitth : March 2% 1983

Approved by

The first consultant The second consultant

Dra. Siti Sundari, MA Drs. Bambang Suharjito, M.Ed
NIP. 131 759 842 NIP. 131 832 333




APPROVAL
This thesis is approved and examined by the Exan@inenmittee of the Faculty of

Teacher Training and Education

Examined on : November, 18007
Place :The Faculty of Teacher Training and Education

Jember University

The Committee:

The Chairperson, The Secretary,

Dra. Wiwiek Istianah, M.Kes, M.Ed Drs. Bambang Suhatrijito,M.Ed

NIP. 131 472 785 NIP. 131 832 333

The Members: Signatures,

1. Dra. Zakiyah Tasnim, MA (e ll)
NIP.131 660 789

2. Dra. Siti Sundari, MA (e eenl)

NIP.131 759 842



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

First of all, | would like to thank to Alloh SWTlhe Almighty, who always

leads and provides me with Alloh blessing, mereyl guidance to me, so | can finish

this thesis. My gratitude are also due to:

> 01~ W DN PP

8.
9.

. The Dean of the Faculty of Teacher Training anddatian.

. The Chairperson of the Language and Arts Department

. The first and second consultants, who have guidddccarrected this thesis.
. The Headmaster of SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember.

. The English teacher of the tenth grade studen8WAN 1 Kalisat Jember.

. My lecturers at English Education Program, FacutyTeacher Training and

Education, Jember University.

. My beloved sisters and brother (Suratman, Lasmaatil, Parwiti), and my beloved

sister and brothers in law (Untari, Jemanun, Supri,
My beloved nieces and nephew (Ony, Vian, Aulia, Readi).
My friends in the boarding house, YPI Assa’adah.

10.My friends in the 2002 level at English Educat®rogram, Faculty of Teacher

Training and Education, Jember University.

Finally, I have done the best for this thesis; hesveit is possible that this

thesis is still imperfect. | expect any commentcaticism for this thesis to become

better. | expect that it will be useful not only fay self but also for the readers.

Jember, November 2007 The writer

Vi



TABLE OF CONTENTS

LI L U RUR SRR [
IMOTTO e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeenenrnans i
D] Y0 1 (@ AN I 0 ]\ ii
CONSULTANT APPROVAL SHEET ..o v
APPROVAL OF THE EXAMINATION COMMITTEE.......cccccc.  wevveerinnee. v
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT ..ottt et e e e e s nnnnneeeeaeaans vi
TABLE OF CONTENTS ...ttt I Vi
THE LIST OF TABLES ... .ottt aaaes X
LIST OF APPENDICES .....ccoiiiitiiiiie e eetie ettt sieee e e i X
SUMMARY .ttt e et e e e e e et e e e e e e e nnb e e e e e e e nnreneeaans Xii
[. INTRODUCTION
1.1 The Background of the Research ..., 1
1.2 The Problem of the Research ............co oo 3
1.3 The Scope of the Research .........cccoovvvvveviiiiiiiiiie e, 4
1.4 The Operational Definition of the Terms............coovvviiviiiiiinnnnnn. 4
1.4.1 Think Pair Share (TPS) Strategy ....cceeevvvvvvireiiiiiiniieeeeeeenn. 4
1.4.2 Reading Comprehension Achievement..............ccccceeeennn. 5
1.5 The Objective of the Research ..., 5
1.6 The Significant of the Research .........ccccceeiii, 5
. REVIEW OF RELETED LITERATURE
2.1 The Process Of Reading...............ut mmmmmmmessnnnnesseeeeeeeeseeesseesennnnnnns 7
2.2 The Models of REAING ........uuuuiiiiii i 8
2.3 The Students’ Reading Comprehension Achievement............. 10
2.3.1 Word Comprenension ... 11
2.3.2 Sentence Comprehension.........cccvveeeeeeeeeevceeeeeeiieee 11
2.3.2.1 Identifying Key 1d€as .............o v eeeeeeeeeeenennnnnnn 12
2.3.2.2 Locating DetailS..........cooeeiiiiii e 12

vii



2.3.2.3 Combining Ideas into a Sentence ......ccccce.....e. 13
2.3.2.4 Reading Complicated Sentences......commmmeeeeeeeee. 13
2.3.3 Paragraph Comprehension ............ccccceceeeeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeee, 14
2.3.3.1 Identifying the Topic Sentence......cmeeeeeeeeeeeee. 15
2.3.3.2 Identifying the Supporting Sentences.................. 16
2.3.3.3 ldentifying a Concluding Sentence.......ccc............ 16

2.3.4 Text COMPreNeNSION .........cvuvuvveeimmmmmmmaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennannes 17
2.4 The Factors Influencing Reading Comprehensian.................... 17
2.5 KiNAS Of TEXL...eiiiiuiiiiiiieie e e e e eeeaeaaeees 18
2.5. 1 NAITAtiVE TEXE...ceeeiuuiiiriiniass e ees s e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeaesnsennnnns 21
2.6 The Application of Think Pair Share (TPS) Stgstin
Teaching ReadiNg..........cooviviiiiieeienes o s e e e e e e e eeeeeeseseeesneennnnnn 22
2.7 The Advantages of Think Pair Share (TPS) Sisate.........ccccccu..... 24
2.8 AcCtioN HYPOTNESIS ......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiet e 25
lll. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1 ReSEarCh DESIGN ......cccveveiiiiiiiiieeec e e e e e 26
3.2 Area Determination method ..............oceeeeeeiiiiiiiiin e 29
3.3 Subject Determination Method .............coamemeeiiiiiniiieeiieeeie 29
3.4 Data Collection Method ............ooooiiiceeeeeieieeee e 29
3. 4.1 Primary Data.......ccccoeeeeeiiiiiiiieecee e 30
3.4.1.1 Reading Comprehension Test........cccccceeeeiieeeeeeeenn. 30
3.4.1.2 ODSErVatioN .....ccovviiiiiiiiii e 32
3.4.2 SUPPOrtiNg Data...........cceevvuiuummimmmmmmreeeeeeeevire e e e e 32
4.2, 1 INTEIVIEW .ottt 32
3.4.2.2 DOCUMENTALION ....uvvveiiiiie e 33
3.5 Research ProCeaUIES ...........uuuuiiiiieeeeeeiiiee e 33
3.5.1 The planning of the ACtiONS ..........ccceveeriiiiciice e 33
3.5.2 The Implementation of the Actions......cccccceeeeeeiiiiiiiiieeiiinnns 34

3.5.3 Class Observation and Evaluation......ecovceeveeeeeennnn.. . 34

viii



IV. RESULTS, DATA ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 The Result of ACtioN CYCle | ...coovvviiiiieeeee e 37
4.1.1 The Result of Observation.............cooceiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeen 38
4.1.2 The Result of Reading Comprehension Achiem¢mest ...... 40
4.1.3 The Result of Reflection ............cccovieiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 42
4.2 The Result of Action CycCle 1l ......oovvvveceiiiieeeeeieeeeee 44
4.2.1 The Result of Observation.............coomiiiiiiiiiiiiiieceen 46
4.2.2 The Result of Reading Comprehension Achiem¢mest ...... 47
4.2.3 The Result of Reflection ... 49
4.3 DISCUSSION ...ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiitiee et eeeeee ettt et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s s e s nnnbebbeeees 50
V. CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS
5.1 CONCIUSION ..o ceeeee e 54
5.2 SUQQESHIONS ..evviiiiiiiiiiiiee e e mmmm s e e e e e e e e e e e e e e anee b as 54
REFERENCES
APPENDIXES



LIST OF TABLES

2.1 KiNAS OF TEXE .uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt 19
3.1 The Classification of the Scoring level ... 63
4.1 The Result of Reading Comprehension Achievemestin Cycle | ........ 40
4.2 The Classification, the Frequency, and thedteage of the

Students’ Reading Comprehension Achievement TemteSo Cycle | ... 42
4.3 The Result of Reading Comprehension Achieverhestin Cycle Il ....... 47
4.4 The Classification, the Frequency, and thedtdage of the

Students’ Reading Comprehension Achievement TemteSo Cycle Il .. 49
4.5 The activities of TPS strategy in Each Cycle..............vvciiiiiiiiiiinceeeeee, 51

4.6 The Improvement of the Students’ reading Cohmgmsion Achievement
in the First and the Second Cycle ..., 52



17.
18.

LIST OF APPENDICES

Research Matrix

The Guideline of Research Instrument

a. Interview

b. Documentation

Reading Comprehension Achievement Pre Test
Lesson Plan 1 (Cycle )

Lesson Plan 2 (Cycle )

Reading Comprehension Achievement Test Cycle |
Lesson Plan 1 (Cycle II)

Lesson Plan 2 (Cycle II)

Reading Comprehension Achievement Test Cycle II

. Observation Checklist of Cycle | (Meeting 1)

. Observation Checklist of Cycle | (Meeting 2)

. Observation Checklist of Cycle Il (Meeting 1)

. Observation Checklist of Cycle Il (Meeting 2)

. Names of the Research Subject

. The Scores of the Students’ Reading Comprehensobieement Pre Test

. Permission Letter of conducting research from theuRy of Teacher Training

and Education of Jember University.

Statement Letter for accomplishing the researcm f&MAN 1 Kalisat Jember.
Consultation Sheet

a. Consultant 1

b. Consultant 2

Xi



SUMMARY

Improving the Tenth Grade Students’ Reading Comprelension Achievement by
Using Think Pair Share (TPS) Strategy at SMAN 1 Kabkat Jember in the
2007/2008 Academic Yearlstiro’ah Ida Kuliana, 020210401126; 2007: 55 ¢mg
English Education Program, Language and Arts Edutd2epartment, The Faculty

of Teacher Training and Education of Jember Unityers

Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy is a cooperativecudision strategy
developed by Frank Lyman that creates a more agtioeess, helps to maintain
attention and improve the students’ motivationislia good strategy, in which the
students work together to solve their problems, fzid one another.

The purpose of this research was (1) to improvetémeh grade students’
reading comprehension achievement by using Think $aare (TPS) strategy at
SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember in the 2007/2008 academia,yaad (2) to motivate the
tenth grade students at SMAN 1 Kalisat Jember tonbee actively involved in the
teaching and learning process of reading.

This research was conducted at SMAN 1 Kalisat Jerfroen August 28
2007 up to September #@007. The research method was classroom actieanes
with cycle models. This classroom action researahk @one in collaboration with the
English teacher with a sequence of steps, namedy pllanning of the action,
implementation of the action, class observation evaluation, and reflection of the
action.

This research held in two cycles. Each cycle wasedim three meetings
including test. The research subject was grade sihde this class, among the five
existing classes, had the lowest mean score okting pre test that was 43.33. The

primary data about the students’ reading compreberechievement were collected

Xii



by administering reading achievement test and @hten by using observation
checklist. The collected data were analysed byrg#ae quantitative. Meanwhile,
the reflection was based on the finding during dbservation and was compared to
the criteria of success, including (1) the act®mraonsidered successful if 75% of the
students get score of reading comprehension tdbeigood score category (M= 70-
79) or more, and the mean score of reading compsabhe test at least in the good
category (M= 70-79), and (2) the action is consdesuccessful if at least 75% of the
subjects are actively involved in the teachingneay process of reading by using
Think Pair Share (TPS) strategy.

The mean score of reading comprehension test ircybke 1 was 61.35 or
‘fair’ score category. Meanwhile, only 27.02% og&tktudents got score in the good
category (M=70-79) or more. Moreover, the resulbbgervation in cycle 1 showed
that only 72.50% of the students were actively lned in the teaching and learning
process of reading by using Think Pair Share (TBYf&tegy. The results above
showed that cycle 1 had not achieved yet the targiethis research. Therefore, the
action was continued in cycle 2 by the revising #utivity in the second stage
(pairing stage) of Think Pair Share (TPS) stratdgycycle 2, after finishing their
discussion in pairs, the researcher asked paitiseo$tudents to regroup into four to
further their discussion.

The mean score of reading comprehension test ide cgcwas better
(M=72.84) than in cycle 1 (M=61.35). In cycle 2eth were 86.48% of the students
got score in the good category (M=70-79) or morddifionally, the results of the
observation in cycle 2 showed that most of the esttsl (84.21%) were active during
the teaching learning process of reading by usimgkiPair Share (TPS) strategy. In
other words, the targets of this research weresaeliin cycle 2.

From the results above, it can be concluded thanKTRair Share (TPS)
strategy can improve the students reading compsébrerachievement as well as
their involvement. Therefore, it is suggested ® English teacher to use Think Pair

Share (TPS) strategy as an alternative stratetgarrhing reading.
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