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Abstract

This study deal with improving the student’s speaking achievement through Pair Work
Activity. The objective of the research were to find out the use of Pair Work Activity to
students’ speaking achievement as media. And also to describe the students’ speaking
achievement after using Pair Work Activity. This study was conducted by using one
classroom action research. In this case, the researcher took 33 (thirty three) students of
MTs Al-dam’iatul Washiyah Tembung as the sample. And the researcher took VIII-2 class
with the total students 33 (thirty three) were taken by. The instrument of research was
oral test with partner and it would get score by paying attention on the students’
pronunciation, fluency, grammar, comprehension and vocabulary. this was taken by the
stories on the activity which was consisted of 2 pair activities that was taken on the
pengui pair work activity. The steps of the researched were consisted of planning, action,
observation and reflection in the two circle according to MC. Taggart. And this research
used Quantitative and Qualitative data as analyzing. The students’ improvements could
be seen by the mean of the students pre-test 72.33, cycle | 79.24, cycle Il 86.51. The
result showed the improvement of the students score from the pre-test to second cycle.
The pre-test only 48% (Forty eight percent) or 16 students who got 75 points. The first
cycle was 82% (Eighty two percent) or 27 students who got 75 points, it means there was
an improvement about 34% (thirty four percent). In the second cycle there was 100%
(one hundred percent) or 33 students who got 75 points and more the improvement was
52% (fifty two percent). It meant that the implementation by applying Pair Work Activity in
teaching speaking was effective as it could improve students’ speaking ability and also
helped teachers to teach speaking. So the student could find easily to learn English more
effective and enthusiastic by using this activity
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1. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays trend of education had moved and changed so much, especially
in technology. This situation was not worth for some areas, but it could be so
much worth which was the facilities was ready to do. Pandemic had caused so
many effects on this situation, we were socialize personal would be shock on
this problem so much.

Let see how this situation started to change, teacher must be prepared well
the material by online, and the explained it by online, the problem which could be
appear here were, students who had not packet data for browsing would be
stuck in moment, then the teacher would give some dispensation for that, and
then what the students who had no packet data? Some would be enjoy because
the teacher would not punish them, it was going to be unfair for the one who do
it. And others would be different once offline class which one or two day a week,
but they would not keep coming to the class and felt enjoy and relax absolutetly.

Education system got so serious problem by this pandemic, it forced us to
change the habit in the school from offline become online learning. Some
students might be enjoy to this online learning, but some would be struggling so
much in term of understanding the material. As we know, we couldn’t understand
enough to the material giving by only hearing on flat display or smart phone.

Let’s talk about English subject, this was one of thousands languages which
was most famous used in the world. And it was also an International language
for communicating, English had already used almost all over the world, either
speaking or writing in language.

Learning English meant learning four skills: listening, speaking, reading, and
writing. Besides four language skKills, it also learnt three important components
such as pronunciation, vocabulary, and grammar. Many people in the world must
know about English and master it as well, because so many information come
from this language. One of the benefit which we could get from english was we
can keep in touch and getting each other with people all over the world by
communicating.

That's why speaking would be important so much as the skill to student’s
learning about English. The students must be able to understand, received and
absorbed the information they got once using the English itself. Based on the
situation during pandemic researcher found so many cases on the students
speaking. Most of students tended to be passive in speaking. This would be real
problem, considering the technology always update in several times. If the
students couldn’t speak English well on this moment, they would get nothing in
this Era. Furthermore, the student would have many problems with their
speaking in daily conversation and they had difficulties to pronounce the words.

Teaching about speaking was one of important thing to improve student’s
ability in communication. But nowadays English teachers only gave the
monotonous activity for students even by this pandemic, teacher would be more
passive and forced their students to find the subject by themselves. After that
made students to report their task by online. The feeling of teaching and learning
among students and teacher was not intensive anymore.

Generally, many people realized that there were some factors of the
difficulties in speaking ability. There are internal and external factors. Internal
factors came from the student it selves or their willingness. These concerned
with the psychological and physical aspect for instance the activity of thinking
memorizing. External factors come out of the students. It concerned with the
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teaching learning method. The teacher must chose the suitable technique for
teaching speaking.

Pair Work Activities was one of the strategy to make students feel enjoy and
enthusiastic in studying. This activity needed to do by pairing to the student. This
was also easy to apply for social distancing. Teacher needed to explain the rule
simply, and the students just followed the guide on the paper itself. Students
would consist by partner A and B so this activity would be more fun and
condusive. Student needed to be focus on their paper and also their partner. The
researcher would use the application to help students to improve their ability
about English especially speaking skill. Bercikova confessed that pairwork was
an appearance of interaction in the classroom where students work mutually by
way of other students to check answers and labor on communicative activities.
(Bercikova, 2007)

Based on the exposured explanation above, the researcher was quite
interested to implement that learning skill by Pair Work Activities in junior high
school (SMP) level in studying English which was focusing on speaking ability in
the Grade 8 (Eight). The activities would conduct the students’ experiential in
learning in the classroom. First, Teacher will explain what is pair work activities,
which focus in learning with friend, or pairing. After the teacher explained about
the pair work activities, then the teacher would ask student to find their own
partner, it could be choose by their own, or the teacher could take a part of it by
their name in attandent list. Next, while the students had found their own pairing
or partner, by partner A and B, then the teacher gave them the paper which
content the task is all about. Before the student did their pair work activities,
teacher would explain how to do it. After that students would work with their own
partner. Finally after the students finished their task, teacher would call the
student randomly to perform it in front of the class. Then teacher would give
score on them.

2. METHOD OF RESEARCH

The location of the research would be held at the MTs Al Jam'iyatul
Washliyah Tembung at Jalan Besar Tembung no 78 of the academic year 2021-
2022. This location was being taken by the researcher for doing research
because it might be effective to collective the students’ data and they would be
more active. This would be expected to give the new media and new strategy to
improve the students’ speaking ability by using Pair Work Activity.

Schedule of research start from April 2021 till August 2021, the activity of
research were included, registering title, organizing title, seminar proposal,
research organizing essay, essay, Evaluation of essay.

1. Subject of Research

According to Gay if the population was homogenous enough and the
population was less than 100 persons, the sample taken was 50%, but if the
population is more than 100 persons, the sample taken was only 15% of them.
Since the number of population in this research was quite large, the writer took
15% as the sample. Therefore, the writer took 33 students as the sample
proportionally (Gay, 1987).

In order to decide the sample, the writer used cluster sampling technique.
Cluster sampling used when it was more feasible or convenient to select groups
of individuals that it was to select individuals from a defined population in Borg
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and Gall (Borg, 1979). Therefore class VIII.2 was chosen by using the lottery
that the writer gave to each of the chairman.

The subject of this research was conducting to VIIl.2 grade of MTs. Al
Jam’iyatul Washliyah Tembung academic year 2021-2022, the total of number at
VIII-2 grade are 33 students’. It’s including 33 students of female

2. Object of research

The object of research was the use Pair Work Activity to improve speaking
student achievement at VIII grade MTs. Al Jam’iyatul Washliyah Tembung
academic year 2021-2022. The writer gave the test to the students by giving
pairing task to the students. Students would be given the time to do their work by
pairing as partner A & B (main point), then the students would perform the result
they got in front of the class when writer call them. Then, the writer recorded the
students’ answer, and gave a score to their speaking ability.

Instrument of Research

According to Harmer (2007) speaking is a complex skill because at least it is
concerned with component of grammar, vocabulary, pronunciation, fluency and
comprehension.

Technique for Analyzing Data

After collecting all the data, the writer analyzed the data. The students’
individual scores from the test were computed by using the formula which was
adapted from brown (2004).

_C+F+G+P+v

SA = -
SA = Speaking ability score
C = Comprehension score
F = Fluency score
G = Grammar score
P = Pronunciation score
V = Vocabulary score
The score of students’ ability in the test were being classified to determine
their level of the ability.
Procedure of Research
Based on the book of (Muslich, 2013) There were steps of the research
include plan, action, observe and reflect.
Cycle |
1. Planning
. Preparing lesson plan.
. Preparing the instrument; observation sheet, and questionnaire.
. Preparing test and evaluation test.
. Preparing media of teaching learning process.
. Action
. The teacher would introduce and explain the material is all about.
. Teacher would ask the student to listen the instruction of the researcher.
. The researcher would ask student about the material.
. The students would be explained about the rule of the material.
e. The researcher would let the student to find out their partner in learning
f. The researcher asked student to do their action by asking to their partner
about the material.
g. The researcher would ask students to present about what they got
answer out of their partner.

OCOTOYNOO TR
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3. Observation

The teacher and the researcher was observed the students’ activities. The
teacher as a collaboration would be observed the researcher as teacher whether
she had done all the plans were about.

4. Reflecting

After getting the evaluation in teaching speaking achievement by the Pair
Work Activity, the lack and the strengths in cycle | would be more modified and
improved in next cycle or cycle Il.

Cycle ll

1. Planning

In this stage, the researcher prepared lesson plan in teaching process and
learning speaking by applying Pair Work Activity. The researcher would try to
make some processes of teaching and learning more intens.

2. Action

The researcher motivated the students before applying cycle Il. Pair Work
Activity was still use in learning speaking process to the students. The
researcher as a teacher would give more examples to the students how to
perform in front of the class after doing activity. At the end of cycle Il, every
students would be present how they feel after studying by using this activities.

3. Observation

The observation would be done for the last time, the active students would
be observed and it would be showed that the most of the students would be
more interesting in speaking about the text and they would not have a problem
to speak up and learn more by using Pair Work Activity. They would be feeling
more active time to speak up in front of the class.

4. Reflection

After the researcher evaluated the students’ speaking ability, then she will
find that the students’ score would show the improvement. Based on the
observation and the result, the researcher concluded that the students would
have been succeed to improve their speaking ability by using Pair Work Activity.
The students’ score in second cycle would increase than the first.

3. FINDING

The result of the research indicated that there was an improvement on the
students’ speaking achievement by using Pair-Work Activity as a media. After
collecting data, the mean of the pre-test was still low (72.33) and then it was
done cycle I. After doing the action by applying Pair-Work Activity in cycle I, the
result of the first had increased from the pre-test (79.24). Then, after giving
action in cycle Il, the result of the second competence test had increased
significantly out of cycle | (86.51). It implied that applying Pair-Work Activity in
teaching speaking was effective as it could improve students’ speaking ability
and also helped teachers to teach speaking.

The qualitative data that were taken from questionnaire sheet also showed
that the students’ interest in speaking because they could share their knowledge
and their opinion each other and also understanding the material of speaking
about Pair-Work Activity. Besides improve their speaking ability this activity also
could improve their confidences in performing in front of the class. And then,
they also could find the new word that they had never known before, means they
had found the new vocabularies on it. And the main hoped in this activity, they
could be cheerfull along the pandemic happened in their curriculum.
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4. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

This action reserch activity was done with a teacher and a reseacher in the
school of MTs. AL jamiyatul Washliyah tembung JI. Besar Tembung No.78 Deli
Serdang. And this study applied quantitative and qualitative data. The
guantitative data were taken from the mean of the students score in speaking.
The qualitative data were taken by questionnaire, daily note and observation.
This research was conducted in one class exactly. It consisted of 33 students. It
was accomplished in two cycles. Every cycle four steps of action research. They
are planning, acting, observing, and reflecting. The researcher conducted two
cycles.

The qualitative data which were taken from the interview showed that most
of the students said that they never taught speaking by applying Penguin Pair-
Work Activity. The questionnaire showed their good response after practicing
and giving this activity during speaking and learning process, from the
observation showed that most of the students were active and enthusiastic in
Completed Not Completed speaking. After that, from the daily note showed that
teaching learning process applying penguin Pair-work Activity to the student’s
achievement in speaking. Even though some of the students were study hard to
speak at the first time, at last the students were able to handle and spoke by
applied Pair-Work Activity.

The quantitative data were taken from the test result of answer recorded
which was carried out into cycles. The improvement by Pair-Work Activity to the
students’ achievement in speaking was happened from the pre-test, Cycle | and
Cycle 1l as follows.

Analysis of Qualitative Data

1.1. The situation and Background

Before conducting the first cycle, the pre-test was given in the first meeting.
The pre-test was making the dialogue manually by paper with their deskmate.
Once doing the pre-test, there were few students who were complaining because
they were difficult to make some sentences correctly. It seemed by the students
felt difficult to make good sentences with their friends. They were very busy to
find the meaning of new words that they had already known in bahasa. Some of
them made some jokes with the mate in the class. The mean of the pretest was
72.33.

1.2. The Data of the First Cycle

The first cycle was divided into one meeting only, this was because the
condition of the schedule. As follows:

1.2.1. Planning

The plan was arranged before doing the research. First of all, the researcher
prepared the topic which would be applied by Pair-Work Activity in teaching
speaking.

1. Action

The following is in the procedure of the action in cycle I.

a. First step, the researcher as a teacher. The researcher explained to the
students of new activity concepts. On this step, the researcher prepared an
instructional design and observation instruments needed to facilitate the
implementation of English language learning by Pair-Work Activity. The
researcher also reviewed the students whether they have ever learned about the
activity of Pair-Work Activity. The researcher motivated the students by sharing
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to them about how important cheer activity as a learning system was.

b. Next, the researcher introduced to the students about what was panguin
pair-work. Teacher gave more explanation from the topic and guiding student to
be brave to make sentences and speaking up, where the materials were their
partner and worksheet was given by teacher, its could help to make sure them
about the activity.

c. After teacher giving an explanation, teacher asked students about their
understanding the activity.

d. Then, the teacher let the students to make their sentences as a dialogue
with their desk mate.

2. Observation

The observer of the action was one of the teachers in that school. The
teacher observed the students while they were learning about the Pair-Work
Activity and also investigated the situation and the problem which was found
during the teaching learning process, most of the students' skill applied the
conventional technique in speaking discussion about text book and dialogue text.
Some of them were passive and the other disturbing their friends by making
some mess voice because of different language. The observation was put on the
questionnaire sheet of the teacher.

3. Reflection

By this step, the researcher reflected on everything that she had done and
make conclusion. The result of the first cycle had not reached the goal
absolutely. So the students needed more explanation and more practices to their
manner to comprehend the test and. They also needed to reinforce in other to
support them. Therefore the second cycle would be done by repeating the steps
in the first cycle in other to solve the problem.

1.3. The Data of Second Cycle

1. Planning

By this step, the researcher prepared the new topic by applying Pair-Work
Activity. The researcher tried to make this teaching and learning process was
more interesting and cheerful. So the students would feel enjoy in learning
speaking by their own style. Beside that the researcher also prepared score
paper to observe.

2. Action

In this step, the researcher motivated the students before applying the topic
for cycle Il. Pair-Work Activity was still used in teaching speaking to the students.
The researcher as a teacher gave more examples of how to speak naturally and
pronounce correctly by putting their expression on it. Then the teacher would
give a chance to students, to express their ability by speaking the topic was
about. At the end of cycle Il, some students was recorded by the researcher
about their activities.

3. Observation

The observation was still done for the last time, the active students was
observed and it showed that most of the students were more interest in speaking
about the performing the story in front of the class and they did not have problem
to express, explore and pronounce the words on the worksheet. They did not
waste much time to perform in front of the class by using the sentences in front
of the class.
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4. Reflection

After the researcher evaluated the students’ speaking test, the researcher
found that the students’ score showed improvement. Based on the observation
and the result of their speaking test, the researcher concluded that the students
had been success to improve their speaking ability applying on Pair-Work
Activity. The students’ score in second cycle had been increasing then the first
cycle. The percentage of the students who had been success to improve their
speaking ability applying Pair-Work Activity in the first cycle was only 82 % while
in the second cycle, the percentage was 100% this improvement made the
researcher stop the research until this cycle.

The Analysis of the Quantitative Data

Three meeting were conducted in this research and one of them was for the
pre-test. The researcher gave explanations and practice moment in each
meeting. It was decided to the result of test in the second meeting as the sample
of the students speaking test in the first cycle. The second cycle of this research,
students’ speaking score was improved.

1. The highest and the lowest score of the first cycle were 85 and 72 points.

2. The highest and the lowest score of the second cycle were 92 and 82
points.

3. The total score of the first cycle was 2615 and the second cycle was 2855

So, the total score of the second cycle was higher than the first cycle.

The improvement of the students’ achievement in speaking by applying Pair-
Work Activity to apply the students’ score for each cycle, the mean of the
students’ test was be computed by applying the following formula:

x=£

N
X = Mean of the students’ scores
> = Total scores
N = Total number of students
In pre-test, the total score of the students were 2387 and number of students

were 27 students, so the mean was:

X=2387 _ 7233
33

In test of the cycle |, The total score of the students were 2615 and number
of students were 27 students, so the mean was:

)?:% — 7924

In test of the cycle Il, The total score of the students were 2855 and number

of students were 34 students, so the mean was:
_ 2855

X=—= 86.51
33
The mean of the students score in the cycle Il were the highest out of all
meetings, so it could be said that the students’ speaking by used Pair-Work
Activity increased from 72.33 to 86.51 The number of master students were
calculated by applying formula:
P = §x100%
Where:
P = Percentage of students’ scores
R = Number of Students’ score
T = Total number of students taking the test
P1 = the percentage of the students who got points 75 to 100 in pre- test
P2 = the percentage of the students who got points 75 to 100 in cycle |
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P3 = the percentage of the students who got points 75 to 100 in cycle Il
The percentage of the improvement of students’ speaking could be seen as
follows:

P = 2x100% = 48%

P = Zx100% = 82%

P = Zx100% = 100%

The result showed the improvement of the students score from the pre-test
to second cycle. The pre-test only 48% (sixteen students) who got 75 points. The
first cycle was 82% (twenty seven students) who got 75 points it meant there
was an improvement about 34%. In the second cycle there was 100% (twenty
seven students) who got 75 points the improvement was 18% toward first cycle,

but toward the pre-test to cycle 2 the improvement was 52%. It can be concluded
that Pair-Work Activity could apply in teaching speaking.

4. CONCLUSION

After analyzing the data, conclusions were drawn as the following.

1. There was improvement of the students’ speaking ability when they were
taught by applying Pair-Work Activity as media. it has analyzed the data in the
previous chapter. It showed by the mean of the students pre-test (72.33), cycle |
(79.24), cycle 11 (86.51).

2. The students felt more enthusiastic and interested in learning speaking by
applying Pair-Work Activity as their activity. The students got many
improvements out of speaking skill, but the difficulties that was faced by the
students was about fluency and pronunciation.
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