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SUMMARY

Improving the Grade XF Students’ Listening Comprehasion Achievement by
Using Schema Theory at MAN Jember | in the 2008/2®@0 Academic Year
Renggo Ayu Singgih Prahesti, 030210401124; 2008P48es; English Education
Program of Language and Arts Department of the IBacd Teacher Training and

Education of Jember University.

This classroom action research was intended torowepthe grade X-F
students’ listening comprehension achievement usthgma theory at MAN Jember
I in the 2008/2009 Academic Year. It was begun bgducting informal interview
with the English teachers of the grade X of MAN beml. There were 7 classes at
the school. Class XF was chosen purposively asubgect of this research because
of their lowest score in the listening skill amauttyer classes. Its mean score was 56
that was below the standard mean score (65).

Schema theory was chosen as the teaching techtingiiecould help the
students to direct and manipulate their mind inallerg their prior knowledge to
comprehend the new knowledge easily. The schemarytheonsists of several
methods which can be applied in teaching listenirgey were brainstorming, mind-
mapping, discussion, games, guide-questions, pictuliagram, prediction,
elimination and skimming. These knowledge-oriendetivities aim to prepare the
students by encouraging them to activate relewgo@st of schema.

This research adopted the model of Kemmis and ggdi Action Research
design. They were planning of the action, impleragon of the action, monitoring
(by observation) and evaluation, and analysis afidation.

This research was done in two cycles in whicheheere three meetings of
each cycle in which listening test was conductethenthird meeting. Listening test

score and observation were used as the primarycddégtion method in each cycle.
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Meanwhile, documentation and interview was usedédbthe secondary data. The
observation contained observation of studentsi@pétion and teacher’s activity. In
addition, the reflection was done based on theirfggl during the observation and
compared to the criteria of the students’ sucdesswvere the standard mean score 65
was reached by 75% of the students and 75% ofttlieists were actively involved
in the teaching learning process.

In the first cycle, the students’ mean score stehing test was 64.09 and it
was achieved by 59.09% of the students (26 studevisanwhile, the results of the
observation showed that 28 students (63.6%) in imgebne and 31 students
(70.45%) in meeting two were actively involved imetteaching learning process.
Moreover, the teacher also completed the activdied in the lesson plan. From the
results of cycle I, it could be said that it wasegsary to conduct cycle Il because the
students’ mean score had not met the target aketfearch yet.

In cycle two, the students showed their improveim@he mean score of
students’ listening test was 70,3. It was achidve®1.8% of the students. Besides,
in the first meeting, there were 35 students (79.5%0 were active and in the
second meeting, there were 35 students (86.36%/jebcinvolved in the teaching
learning process. The teacher also completed allatttivities stated in the lesson
plan. It means that in the second cycle the stgdkstening achievement and the
students’ participation improved significantly.

From the results of cycle two, it can be concludeat the schema theory
could improve the students’ listening comprehensionievement and the students’
participation in the teaching and learning proceBkerefore, the teacher was

suggested to use schema theory as one alternativeigue in teaching listening.
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