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ABSTRACT 

 

Anggi Tri Annisa Harahap (2022): The Comparison of Students’ Ability in 

Writing Analytical Exposition Text 

between Natural Science and Social 

Science Students at SMAN 8 MANDAU 

The purpose of this research was to examine difference between ability of 

natural science students and social science students in writing analytical 

exposition text. This research used quantitative research. The research design of 

this study was causal-comparative research. This research was held on March, 

2022 at SMAN 8 MANDAU. The sample was taken by convenience sampling 

technique so that the sample obtained was 21 students of XI MIPA 1 and 21 

students of XI IPS 1. The instrument used in this study was a test analytical 

exposition text. The students’ writing was analyzed using analytical exposition 

text writing rubric related to the generic structure of the text and compere the 

score with independent sample t-test by using SPSS 25. The finding revealed that 

natural science students’ ability was higher than social science students by 

looking from the generic structure of analytical exposition text. The ability of 

natural science students was in good category while social science students was in 

adequate category. In conclusion, there is a significant difference between their 

ability in writing analytical exposition text. It can be seen that the sig. value is 

0.003. It can be stated that 0.003<0.05. It means that Ho is rejected, while Ha is 

accepted. 
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ABSTRAK 

 

Anggi Tri Annisa Harahap (2022): Perbandingan Kemampuan Siswa dalam 

Menulis Teks Eksposisi Analitis antara 

Siswa IPA dan IPS di SMAN 8 

MANDAU 

Tujuan penelitian ini adalah untuk menguji perbedaan kemampuan siswa 

IPA dan IPS dalam menulis teks eksposisi analitis. Penelitian ini menggunakan 

penelitian kuantitatif. Desain penelitian dari penelitian ini adalah penelitian 

kausal-komparatif. Penelitian ini dilaksanakan pada bulan Maret 2022 di SMAN 8 

MANDAU. Pengambilan sampel dilakukan dengan teknik convenience sampling 

sehingga sampel yang diperoleh adalah 21 siswa kelas XI MIPA 1 dan 21 siswa 

kelas XI IPS 1. Instrumen yang digunakan dalam penelitian ini adalah tes teks 

eksposisi analitis. Tulisan siswa dianalisis menggunakan rubrik penulisan teks 

eksposisi analitik terkait dengan struktur generik teks dan membandingkan 

skornya dengan uji independent sample t-test dengan menggunakan SPSS 25. 

Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa kemampuan siswa IPA lebih tinggi daripada 

siswa IPS. dengan melihat dari struktur generik teks eksposisi analitis. 

Kemampuan siswa IPA berada pada kategori baik sedangkan siswa IPS berada 

pada kategori cukup. Kesimpulannya, ada perbedaan yang signifikan antara 

kemampuan mereka dalam menulis teks eksposisi analitis. Dapat dilihat bahwa 

sig. nilainya adalah 0,003. Dapat dinyatakan bahwa 0,003<0,05. Artinya Ho 

ditolak, sedangkan Ha diterima. 
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 ملّخص

بين تالميذ قسم  التحليلي العرض نص كتابة علىالقدرات  مقارنة(: ٢٢٢٢أنجي تري النساء هاراهاف، )
العلوم الطبيعية والعلوم االجتماعية بالمدرسة الثانوية 

 مانداو ٨الحكومية 

ىذا البحث يهدف إىل اختبار فرق قدرات تالميذ قسم العلوم الطبيعية والعلوم االجتماعية على كتابة 
نص العرض التحليلي. وىذا البحث ىو حبث كمي. وتصميم مستخدم فيو تصميم البحث السبيب املقارن. ومت 

لعينات من خالل تقنية أخذ مانداو. ومت أخذ ا ٨يف املدرسة الثانوية احلكومية  ٢٢٢٢إجراؤه يف شهر مارس 
تلميذا  ٢٢و ٢تلميذا للفصل احلادي عشر لقسم العلوم الطبيعية  ٢٢العينات املالئمة، فعدد عينات البحث 

. وأداة البحث املستخدمة فيو اختبار نص العرض التحليلي. مت حتليل كتابة التالميذ ٢لقسم العلوم االجتماعية 
 tلعرض التحليلي املتعلق باهليكل العام للنص ومقارنة الدرجات مع اختبار باستخدام منوذج حتليلي لكتابة نص ا

. ونتيجة البحث دلت على أن قدرات ٢٢للعينة املستقلة باستخدام برنامج احلزمة اإلحصائية للعلوم االجتماعية 
لنص العرض  تالميذ قسم العلوم الطبيعية أعلى من تالميذ قسم العلوم االجتماعية بناء على الرتكيب العام

التحليلي. فقدرات تالميذ قسم العلوم الطبيعية تكون يف مستوى جيد وقدرات تالميذ قسم العلوم االجتماعية 
تكون يف مستوى مقبول. وأخريا، استنتج بأن ىناك فرقا كبريا بني قدراهتم يف كتابة نص العرض التحليلي. وميكن 

. وذلك مبعىن أن الفرضية املبدئية مردودة ٢.٢٢>  ٢.٢٢٠. فيقال إن ٢.٢٢٠مالحظة ذلك من أن قيمة سيج 
 والفرضية البديلة. مقبولة. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

 

A. Background of the Problem 

There are two skills as communication tool in daily life. They are 

speaking and writing skill. It is called as productive skills. The one of 

language skill that students have to master is writing because it is 

important role in English as Second Language (ESL) or English as Foreign 

Language (EFL) learning. Harmer (2009) stated that students should 

become better at writing, because it is used as a practice tool to help 

students practice and work with language they have been learning. The 

writing skill that students master will facilitate them to communicate with 

people from all over the world. It can be obtaining information and 

providing information in English writing.  

In brief, the students have to understand and master writing skill in 

order to achieve the learning objective and allow them to communicate 

with others. In other hand, writing is an activity that has to be done by 

students because they have to do some activities such as writing a text, an 

assignment, letter, and many others. In writing, it must pay attention to the 

components of writing in order to make a good writing. Writing is an act 

that produces the ideas, thought, or feeling into written form by involving 

components or indicators of writing.  
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According to Permendikbud No 37 Tahun 2018 KI-KD SD SMP 

SMA, n.d., the students at the eleventh grade of senior high school have to 

master writing skill. The students are expected to be able to write 

analytical exposition text. Analytical exposition is a text that develops the 

writer’s opinion on issue or phenomena about a topic in order to persuade 

the readers that the topic is important to be discussed. According to 

Oshima and Hogue (2006), argumentation is a popular kind of essay 

question because it forces students to think on their own and they have to 

take a stand on an issue, support their stand with solid reasons, and support 

their reasons with solid evidence.  

Natural science and social science are two majors programs in non-

vocational high school of Indonesia beside language and religion in 

Madrasah Aliyah. The students who have interest in natural science 

program, their focus on subject as biology, chemistry, and physics and 

social science program as well with economy, geography, history, and 

sociology as its main particular subjects. This particular focused subject 

difference can create different characteristic between students in each 

program to influence general subjects as English. 

According to Khun’s Paradigm in Nuril (2015), natural science 

tend to be more analytical and logical-mathematical evidence than social 

science. In contrast, social science tend to be more synthetically and 

verbal-linguistic evidence. Those, different characteristic of both programs 

in relation with education, have potential to influence the way they 
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interpret their idea in writing the text. In other words, its variety of 

students’ characteristic in each program also has potential to influence 

their ability of analytical exposition text.  

It is line with Kellog in Sapitri (2017), one’s memory language and 

thinking ability are tested in writing because cognitive challenge is 

reflected through one’s writing quality. Dealing with the theory of 

cognitive activities of the writers that mention the process of writing is 

influenced by cognitive activities, the differences between writers are 

related to differences in text quality.  

Based on the explanation above, it can be concluded that students 

of natural science major have high writing ability than social science 

students. However, from preliminary observation, there was students of 

science major cannot write well. They were not able to develop the 

argument. In other hand, there was students of social science major have 

good writing. They can develop their idea in writing the argument.   

The students at the eleventh grade of SMAN 8 Mandau that uses 

2013 curriculum learn analytical exposition text. Students of SMAN 8 

Mandau study English once in a week or two hours of lessons and 

standard score of the school (KKM) of English lesson is 72. The teacher 

believes that the students of natural science are better than students of 

social science. The problem above is caused by the different cognitive 

process of students. It caused of different way of their cognitive 

intelligence of processing something, and also by looking at the behaviour 



4 
 

of natural science and social science students. The ways they express their 

ideas is not similar and depend on their characteristics. Unfortunately, the 

researcher cannot judge someone’s intelligence by his/her behaviour 

instead the researcher need to test them. 

Some previous studies have discussed about the topic of students’ 

ability in writing analytical exposition text. As research by Akmaliyah 

(2015), the researcher focused on how different background program 

between natural science and social science affect students’ critical thinking 

in writing analytical exposition text. The other research by Sapitri (2017), 

the researcher focused to examine whether cognitive process (students 

majoring in social and natural science) influences their writing in 

argumentative text. In the other research by Katarina (2020), the research 

focused to find out to what extent the comprehension of eleventh graders 

students of exposition text through the natural science and social science 

students.  

Previous study focused on comparison of students’ critical 

thinking, cognitive process, and the comprehension in writing analytical 

exposition text between natural science and social science students. But, 

no one has researched about comparison of students’ ability in writing 

analytical exposition text seen from the generic structure. Therefore, the 

researcher interested to conduct research about the comparison of 

students’ ability in writing analytical exposition text seen from the generic 

structure between natural science and social science students. In this 
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research focuses to examine whether there is any significant difference 

between natural science students and social science students in writing 

analytical exposition text. 

Based on the previous study and researchers’ preliminary research, 

the researcher is interested in conducting a study. Entitled: “THE 

COMPARISON OF STUDENTS’ ABILITY IN WRITING 

ANALYTICAL EXPOSITION TEXT BETWEEN NATURAL 

SCIENCE AND SOCIAL SCIENCE STUDENTS AT SMAN 8 

MANDAU”.  

B. Identification of the Problem 

Based on the background of the research, there was students of 

science major cannot write well. They were not able to develop the 

argument. In other hand, there was students of social science major have 

good writing. They can develop their idea in writing the argument. The 

teacher believes that the students of natural science are better than students 

of social science.  

Then, they cannot achieve the learning objective that has standard 

scores based on the curriculum. The comparison of students’ ability in 

writing analytical exposition text between natural science and social 

science may be helpful for teacher to know the ability of the students that 

have different background. The researcher would like to analyse the 

students’ writing ability and compere them.   
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C. Limitation of the Problem 

Based on identification of the problem, the researcher limits the 

problem in this research in order to focus on comparing the students’ 

ability in writing analytical exposition text between natural science and 

social science that focus on the generic structure of analytical exposition 

text such as thesis, argument, and reiteration.  

D. Formulation of the Problem 

Based on the limitation of the problem, the researcher formulated: 

1. How is natural science students’ ability in writing analytical 

exposition text at SMAN 8 MANDAU? 

2. How is social science students’ ability in writing analytical 

exposition text at SMAN 8 MANDAU? 

3. Is there any significant difference of writing ability of analytical 

exposition text between natural science and social science students 

at SMAN 8 MANDAU? 

E. Objective and Significant of the Research 

1. Objective of the Research 

Based on the research questions formulated above, the objective 

of the research are: 

a. To describe the natural science students’ ability in writing 

analytical exposition text. 
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b.  To describe the social science students’ ability in writing 

analytical exposition text. 

c. To examine whether there is or not significant difference 

between natural science and social science students in writing 

analytical exposition text at SMAN 8 MANDAU? 

2. Significance of the Research  

Theoritically, the importance of this research is to know 

students’ ability in writing analytical exposition text between natural 

science and social science students and whether any significant 

difference writing ability between natural science and social science 

students. This research finding is supposed to be beneficial information 

for those who are concerned in the field of teaching and learning 

English. At the and of the research, practically the result of the 

research is expected to be useful and valuable information for both 

teachers and students to be positive information for their future 

teaching and learning process. 

F. Definition of the Term 

1. Students’ Writing Ability 

Students’ writing ability is the ability of students to convey the 

ideas, content, feeling, or anything in minds to others by using written 

language. According to Nunan (1999) in Jyi-yeon (2009), writing 

ability is defined as the ability to adhere to style-guide prescriptions 

concerning grammar, arrangement and punctuation. In this research, 
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the researcher compared students’ writing ability between natural 

science and social science students at SMAN 8 MANDAU. 

2. Analytical Exposition Text 

The definition of analytical exposition text has come from 

Oshima and Hogue (2006). It is said that an argumentative text or 

analytical exposition text is a text in which you agree or disagree with 

an issue, using reasons to support your opinion. Argumentation is a 

popular kind of essay question because it forces students to think on 

their own: they have to take a stand on an issue, support their stand 

with solid reasons, and support their reasons with solid evidence. In 

this research, analytical exposition text is a text that was used in giving 

test to compare students’ writing ability between natural science and 

social science students at SMAN 8 MANDAU. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

A. Theoretical Framework 

1. Writing Ability 

Writing is an act that produces the ideas, thought, or feeling into 

written form by involving aspects or indicators of writing such as 

grammar, structure, punctuation, and style in writing text. In writing, it 

must pay attention to the aspects of writing in order to make a good 

writing. According to Nunan (2003), writing is about physical and mental 

act. In physical act, writing is act of delivering words or ideas to mediums 

such as write on paper or typed into a computer. On the other hand, 

writing is the mental work of constructing ideas, thinking about how to 

express them and organizing them into sentences and paragraphs that 

readers will understand.  

Before writing, you have to consider who you are and who your 

readers are. That is, you will write an appropriate topic with the readers 

and your background. In addition, you have to know the need and 

expectation of your readers, with knowing what the readers not know and 

want to know and you write by using appropriate language. 

Linse (2005) stated that writing is a combination of process and 

product. The process refers to the act of gathering ideas and working with 

them such as organizes, drafts, edits, reads, and rereads until they 
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presented in a manner that is polished and comprehensible to readers. The 

product refers to the result from many steps which make up the process 

become a product such as an essay, letter, story, or research report. 

Then, writing is the way students share their own personal 

meaning. Students create their own point of view of a topic by written 

communication. As Hyland (2004) stated that writing is a way to share 

personal meanings. In writing, each of the students has different ideas. So, 

students have to be clear about the purpose and write an understandable 

and acceptable writing. 

In addition is given by Nunan (1991), instead of looking at 

completed texts, teachers of writing became much more interested in the 

process writers go through in composing text. It was recognised that 

competent writers do not produce final texts at their first attempt, but that 

writing is a long and often painful process, in which the final text emerges 

through successive drafts. In the other hand, writing gives the students 

more thinking time than they get when they attempt spontaneous 

conversation. This allows them more opportunity for language that is 

thinking about the language whether they are involved in study (Harmer, 

2009). 

Furthermore, Hyland (2003) stated that writing is not simply a 

series of actions, but a series of decisions which involve purposes and 

selecting strategies to achieve them. Much of this work has explored what 

students do when planning and revising texts. From definitions above, it 
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can be concluded that writing is a language skill in learning English that 

students have to master with more attention in teaching. By writing, the 

students can share their idea, content, feeling or something in their mind. It 

requires the students to comprehend and organizing the ideas appropriate 

with language features in order to make a good writing. 

In writing, there is process of writing. It is actions or steps taken to 

write a final piece of papers. According to Linse (2005), process writing is 

the process to produce a good writing. The process begins by thinking 

about what is going to be written and collecting ideas. It means the 

students choose the topic firstly and arrange the ideas of topic into 

sentences, paragraphs, and text. This writing process helps students as well 

as English Second Learners or English Foreign Learners to develop 

English language writing skills. Thus, the students must know what step 

that they use before writing. 

According to Linse (2005), writing process has five steps. First is 

prewriting, in this important first step, the writers are given an opportunity 

to prepare to write and collect their thoughts  

and ideas. If done properly, it can ease then into writing without 

any hesitation or worry. In prewrite, a writer may use some techniques, 

such as free writing technique, questioning, making list or brainstorming.  

The second is writing. The writers write down all of their ideas. 

They do not worry about form or correctness or even the order. The 

objective is to get the ideas on paper as quickly as possible. The third is 
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revising. The initial piece of writing is examined and reworked so that the 

ideas are logical and flow together. Revising means rewriting a paper, 

building on what has already been done in order to make it stronger. 

The fourth is editing. The students with the help of their teachers or 

classmates proofread their work to make sure that there are not any content 

errors or grammatical or spelling errors. The last is publishing. The writing 

piece is rewritten in a published or presentable form, in a student-made 

book, on special paper, or on a computer so that it can be displayed or 

shared. 

In the word, Harmer (2004) stated that the process of writing in the 

other stage, the writing process consist of four stages. First is planning 

writing, it is a discussion about what they are going to write or decide 

what is they are going to say for some writers this may. Involve making 

detailed notes. When planning, the writers have to think about purpose of 

their waiting, the audience they are writing for, and have the content 

structure.  

The second is drafting. It refers to the first version of a piece of 

writing. A number of drafts may be produced on the way to the final 

version. The third is editing. After drafting, the writer usually read through 

what they have written to see where it works or not. The last is final 

version. The writers have edited their draft, making the changes they 

consider to be necessary. They produce their final version. Briefly, to 
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make writing successful, a writer needs to take the process because the 

important writing is process. 

There are some aspects in writing. According to Hughes (2003) 

stated that there are five aspects of writing. They are grammar, vocabulary, 

mechanics, fluency and organization. Furthermore, Harmer (2009) stated 

that writing will include not just appropriate language use, but also text 

construction, layout, style and effectiveness. 

According to Harmer (2004), there must be three considerations in 

this term. The first consideration is to think about the purpose of writing. It 

will affect other features such as text type, language usage, and info or text 

content. The second is related to the audience that the students refer to. 

This will impact other cases. One of them relates to the choice of 

language, whether they will use formal or informal language. The final 

consideration is the structure of the content. It's about text order.  

In addition, there are five aspects of writing that stated by Syafi’i 

(2019), the first is content, content is the substance of writing that the idea 

expressed. Next is form, form is the organization of content. The other 

aspect is grammar, grammar is the employment of grammatical forms and 

syntactic patterns. Next is style, style is the choices of structures and 

lexical items to give a particular tone or flavor to the writing. The last is 

mechanics, it is the use of the graphic conventions of the language. 
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Based on the aspects above, there are a lot of writing aspects in 

process of writing which the writer must know and understand in order to 

make a good writing in English. Those aspects of writing are needed to 

make a writing clearly and the reader get the message easily.  

After understanding definition of writing, process of writing, and 

aspects of writing, the students should have writing ability. Writing ability 

is the students able to convey the ideas, content, feeling or anything in 

minds to others by using written language. By learning how to write 

various English texts in school and practicing them. It allows the students’ 

opportunity to demonstrate about their ideas by using language features 

correctly. The process is to create students' ability in writing. Writing 

ability is defined as the ability to adhere to style-guide prescriptions 

concerning grammar, arrangement and punctuation (Nunan in Yeon Yi, 

2009). 

Writing ability is one of the important skills that most English 

language students are expected to have. The main aim is to be able to 

produce a language that has been learned in studying English. The students 

have to write various texts in school. However, it will be bad writing in the 

beginning, but it is one of process to product a good writing. In addition, 

the students have ability to master text types such as reports, expositions, 

and arguments which are essential for academic success at school and 

beyond (Nunan, 1991). 
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According Cameron (2001), the students are expected to write 

fluently, it is not just to speak fluently. They also need to learn how to 

write fluently. To produce a good quality final piece of writing, the 

students need to learn with the process writing approach that involves the 

process-steps. The writing ability can be started by planning about topic, 

audience, and purpose in their writing. Students can write until all of the 

writing aspect is delivered. If the aspects of writing are complete. They 

will make the ideas meaningful by readers. If students hard work to write, 

the students may have ability in writing. 

Yeon-yi (2009) stated that the definition of writing ability can be 

formed depending on teachers’ own experience as teachers and philosophy 

of writing, taken into consideration characteristics of learners and aims of 

pedagogy in a given context. It may also be formed according to 

pedagogical approaches to the teaching of writing which each teacher 

adopts. 

2. Teaching English for Students of Senior High School 

Based on the 2013 curriculum, English is a subject that is taught by 

the teacher to the students. English is one of the subjects in the school that 

is taught to Senior High School students. Students of Senior High School 

are generally between the ages sixteen to eighteen. According to Nunan 

(1995) teenagers are classified as young adults whose ages range between 

twelve and eighteen or they are an age of transition, they are in between 

childhood and adult. In their language, teenagers may demand to know the 
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rules and the meanings. The basic principles that suggest the introduction 

of grammatical rules can work for the teenagers’ class and complex 

problems in language learning can be solved with logical thinking for this 

group (Bambang, 2020). 

Students of Senior High School should have English language 

skills because the students are expected to be able to understand and 

mastery all of the material in the classroom so that the learning objective 

achieved. Bambang (2020) stated that language competence or the skills of 

language should be the goals of learning the target language. 

In the other hand, the teacher that teach English subject should 

have competence in teaching English for Senior High School students. The 

teacher have prepare the learning strategies and others to help learning 

process in order to make students understand and able to practice it so that 

the learning objectives achieved. Through a learning models, methods, 

techniques, and approaches, at the end of the lesson, students are able to 

understand the material and able to practice it with full knowledge, 

responsibility, discipline during the learning process, being honest, 

confident and never give up and having a responsible attitude (critical 

thinking) and proactive (creative) and able to communicate and work well 

together. It is stated at Permendikbud No. 37 Tahun 2018.  

3. The Role of Analytical Exposition Text in Writing English 

Analytical exposition text is one of the texts that learned by the 

students based on 2013 curriculum in Senior High School. Analytical 
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exposition text is text that the writer persuades the reader to believe 

important issues that writer believes. The students need critical thinking 

about the important issue and have to know well how to elaborate their 

arguments and idea about the topic. As stated by Sudarwati (2007) an 

analytical exposition text is a type of the text that the purpose is to make 

people believe that there is a problem. The text is argumentative text that 

expresses author’s opinion and argues on issue in order to persuade the 

reader that the author is right with proving his or her point by providing 

reasonable arguments obtained through logical thinking (Syafi’I; 2019).  

This text is one of difficult genre because this text does not only 

need writing skill, but also needs critical thinking of students in providing 

the opinions. In addition, according to Priyana et al (2008), analytical 

exposition proposes or suggests a certain topic which may only be pro or 

contra, or both. Then, Oshima and Hogue (2006) stated that an 

argumentative text or analytical exposition text is a text in which you 

agree or disagree with an issue, using reasons to support your opinion. 

Argumentation is a popular kind of essay question because it forces 

students to think on their own: They have to take a stand on an issue, 

support their stand with solid reasons, and support their reasons with solid 

evidence. 

Therefore, analytical exposition text is one of text that have role in 

achieving the learning objective in writing English that stated in 2013 

curriculum. The students able to compose analytical exposition text 
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regarding current issue appropriate with social function, text structure and 

language features correctly and in context. 

a. Generic Structure 

To make an effective analytical exposition text needs standard 

that is used to guide a writer to make a good writing. The indicators of 

analytical exposition text such as: thesis statement, argument, and 

reiteration. The generic structure of analytical exposition has three 

components that have been mentioned by Gerrot and Wignell (1994). 

First, thesis statement, in thesis statement the writer introduces the 

topic or main idea will be discussed. Thesis is always presented on the 

first paragraph of analytical exposition text.  

Second, argument, in argument the writer presents arguments 

or opinion to support the researcher main idea. Usually in an 

analytical exposition text there are more than two arguments. The 

more arguments presented the more belief from the reader that the 

discussion of the topic is a very important one and needs to attention.  

Third, reiteration, in reiteration the last part of analytical 

exposition text. Reiteration contains restatement of the main idea on 

the first paragraph. It also called as a conclusion of the whole text. In 

conclusion, the student should comprehend analytical exposition text 

well in order to improve their writing analytical exposition text. 

4. Comparison Between Natural Science and Social Science Students’ 

Writing Ability in Analytical Exposition Text 
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There are two intelligence that is divided by school, logical-

mathematical intelligence which belongs to Natural Science students 

and interpersonal intelligence which belongs to Social Science 

students. According Drechsler in Nuril (2015), natural science focuses 

on natural phenomenon as its object, while social science focuses more 

on social phenomenon and places human being as its main subject. The 

students of natural science focuses on subjects as Biology, Chemistry, 

and Physics and the students of social science focuses on subjects as 

Economy, Geography, History, and Sociology. The particular focused-

subjects difference can make different charahcteristic between students 

in each program to influnce general subject as English. 

According to Khun’s paradigm in Nuril (2015), natural science 

students tend to be more analytical and quantitative (logical 

mathematical evidence) than social science students. In contrast, social 

science students tend to be more synthetically and qualitative (verbal-

linguistic evidence). Those different characteristics of both programs, 

in relation with education, have potential to influence the way they 

present similar subject. In short, it is common to think that natural and 

social science students may have different interpretation on how they 

write the text. In other words, its variety of students’ characteristic in 

each program also has potential to influence their writing ability on 

analytical exposition text. 
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Then, Stenberg in Sapitri (2017) stated that the natural science 

students tend to think logically and based on the fact and categorized 

the students who study in natural science into conservative. In 

addition, ability to think logical, detecting pattern, scientific reasoning 

and deduction; analyse problems, perform mathematical calculations, 

understand relationship between cause and effect towards a tangible 

outcome or result is logical mathematical intelligence (Gardner, 2006). 

Thus, natural science student is logical mathematical intelligence. 

On the other hand, social science students are centered on 

society and its development. According to Stenberg in Sapitri (2017), 

social science students tend to memorize and recall information and 

categorized into liberal. On the other hand, ability to relate to others; 

perception of other people’s feelings, interpretation of behavior and 

communications; understands the relationship between people and 

their situation including other people or human contact is interpersonal 

intelligence (Gardner, 2006). Thus, social science student is 

interpersonal intelligence. 

According to Kellog in Sapitri (2017), one’s memory language 

and thinking ability are tested in writing because cognitive challenge is 

reflected through one’s writing quality. Dealing with the theory of 

cognitive activities of the writers that mention the process of writing is 

influenced by cognitive activities, the differences between writers are 

related to differences in text quality. It was also found that students 
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majoring in natural science are different from students majoring in 

social science in writing analytical exposition text. Furthermore, the 

theory explained the process of writing is influenced by topic 

knowledge of a writer and varying one another, it was also found from 

the students of the two majors. The students majoring in natural 

science know about the topic to be developed and generate new 

information. Whereas, students majoring in social science do not really 

know about the topic so that way they could not generate content 

information and develop the text. 

The students of the two majors have different cognitive process 

in doing something. The teacher believes that natural science students 

are better than social science student. It caused of different way of their 

cognitive intelligence of process something. The way they express 

their ideas is not similar and depend on their characteristics. 

B. Relevant Research 

As the researcher, it is crucial to observe some previous research to 

avoid plagiarism. Relevant research is some previous research conducted 

by other researchers (Syafi’I, 2017). The researcher has to analyse the 

focus of the purpose, design of the research, finding, and the conclusion of 

the research. 

There are some researches that have been conducted and they are 

relevant to this research paper. The first is a research was conducted by 

Akmaliyah (2015) entitled “ A Comparative Analysis of Natural Science 
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and Social Science Students’ Critical Thinking in Writing Analytical 

Exposition Text”. This research used descriptive qualitative methodology, 

particularly a case study design. The subject of the research consisted of 6 

students categorized into 3 types. They are high achiever, middle achiever 

and low achiever. There are two important findings indicated. First, the 

difference of the result in writing ability was not influence by different 

background program, but different level of achievement. Second, this 

research also found that the most dominant critical thinking standards in 

each program are clarity in natural science and relevance in social science. 

The second relevant research is research that was conducted by 

Mahmudah (2017) entitled, “An Analysis of Generic Structure in 

Students’ Writing of An Analytical Expositon Text at Grade XI of MAN 2 

Padang in the 2015/2016 Academic Year. The research aimed to analyze 

how students’ writing in writing analytical exposition text especially in 

generic structure of the text. The research design was descriptive research. 

There were 25 students which 14 students for good category in writing 

thesis, 13 students for good category in writing argument, and 20 students 

for good category in writing reiteration. The researchers concluded that 

students’ ability in writing thesis, argument, and reiteration was in good 

category. 

The third relevant research is research that was conducted by 

Sapitri (2017) entitled “Cognitive Process of the Students in Writing 

Argumentative Text”. The purpose of this research was to examine 
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whether cognitive process (students majoring in social and natural science) 

influences their writing in argumentative text. The study applied a 

descriptive method. The result of the research showed that cognitive 

process of the students from two majors were different in planning, 

translating, and reviewing because they have different ability in the 

proficiency of writing, vocabulary and discourse comprehension. The 

students majoring in Natural Science use the information in the assignment 

to generate new information and they know about the topic to be 

developed. Whereas, students majoring in social science do not really 

know about the topic so that way they could not generate content 

information and develop the text. 

The fourth relevant research is research was conducted by Katarina 

(2020), entitled “Students’ Performance in Writing English Exposition 

Text of the Eleventh Graders of SMAN 13 Jakarta”. The research design 

was survey method and content analysis. This research aimed to find out 

to what extent the comprehension of eleventh graders students of 

exposition text through the levels. The results of this study indicated that 

the students of natural science program understood the exposition text 

better than the students of social science program did. 

Based on the relevant research above, it can be seen that there are 

some differences and similarities from the previous research. The 

similarity from the previous research is on the object of the study. In the 

other hand, the differences from the previous study on the location of the 
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research, subject of the research, method of the research and also from the 

previous research above in their analysis the gaps due to context and 

content. The gap of previous research is this research, the researcher 

compare writing ability of two majors between natural science students 

and social science students in writing analytical exposition text that focus 

on generic structure of the text. Besides, the researcher conducts the 

research in different places, because no one has researched on this topic in 

the location of the reseach. So the researcher choose this topic to study 

students’ ability in writing analytical exposition text between natural 

science students and social science students. 

C. Operational Concept  

In this operational concept, the researcher would like to clarify the 

literature reviewed in order to avoid misunderstanding and 

misinterpretation about this research. To make an effective analytical 

exposition text needs standard that is used to guide a writer to make a good 

writing. 

There are two variables used in this research, they are students’ 

majoring (natural science and social science) as independent variable and 

students' writing ability as dependent variable. The independent variable 

indicator (X) refers to natural science and social science major at SMAN 8 

MANDAU. The indicator of dependent variable (Y) refers to writing 

ability as proposed by Gerrot and Wignell (1994) are: 
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1. Both natural science and social science students introduce topic 

and outlines the main arguments to be presented in writing 

thesis.  

2. Both natural science and social science students restate main 

argument outlined in preview, develop and support each 

argument in writing argument. 

3. Both natural science and social science students restate the 

thesis statement in writing reiteration. 

D. Assumption and Hypothesis 

1. Assumption 

Based on the theories and explanation above, it is clear that 

natural science students tend to be more analytical than social science 

students. So, the researcher assumes that the ability on writing 

analytical exposition text between natural science students has 

difference or variations. 

2. Hypothesis  

The hypothesis of this research: 

Ho: There is no significant difference between natural science and 

social science students’ ability on writing analytical exposition 

text at SMAN 8 MANDAU. 

Ha: There is a significant difference between natural science and social 

science students’ ability on writing analytical exposition text at 

SMAN 8 MANDAU. 
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CHAPTER III 

METHOD OF THE RESEARCH  

A. Research Design 

This research is conducted by using quantitative research. 

According to Gay (2012), quantitative research is collection and analysis 

of numerical data to describe, explain, predict, or control phenomena of 

interest. As stated by Creswell (2012) to conduct quantitative research, the 

researcher specifies narrow questions, locates or develops instruments to 

gather data and analyse numbers from the instrument, using statistic. 

This research is a causal-comparative design. According to Gay 

(2012) causal comparative research attempts to determine the cause, or 

reason, for existing differences in the behavior or status of groups of 

individuals. The caused was a behavior or characteristic, and was known 

as the grouping variable. This method sometimes is called as ex post facto 

research. According to Ary et al (2010) indicates that ex post facto 

research is conducted after variation in the variable of interest has already 

been determined in the natural course of events. The design of this 

research was proactive design that begins with subjects grouped on the 

basis of an independent variable.  

In the other hand, the researcher analyzes any differences between 

groups and identify the cause or major factor. In line with Paisey (1999), 

comparative research analyzes on several objects of study in order to 
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identify the similarities and differences. It is clear that ex post facto 

research is to investigate pas events to find out the factors that influence 

the events. It is useful to describe and examine the significance or the 

difference between natural science students and social science students in 

writing analytical exposition text. 

B. Time and Location of the Research 

This research was conducted in SMAN 8 Mandau. The location 

was in Sejahtera street, Air Jamban, Mandau, Bengkalis, Riau. This 

research was conducted from on March. 

C. Subject and Object of the Research 

1. Subject of the Research  

The subject of this research was the eleventh grade at SMAN 8 

MANDAU in the academic year 2021/2022. 

2. Object of the Research 

The object of this research was students’ ability in writing 

analytical exposition text between natural science and social science 

students. 

D. Population and Sample of the Research  

1. Population of the Research 

Population is a group of research subjects as a whole. According to 

Creswell (2012), population is a group of individuals who have same 

characteristic. The target of population in this research is the eleventh 
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grade-students of SMAN 8 Mandau. It consists of 2 majors. There are 

science and social. Each major has a different number of classes. Total 

students are 412 students. 

Table III. 1 

Population of the XI Grade Students at SMAN 8 MANDAU 

No MAJOR CLASS POPULATION 

1 

SCIENCE 

XI MIPA 1 30 

2 XI MIPA 2 35 

3 XI MIPA 3 34 

4 XI MIPA 4 29 

5 XI MIPA 5 36 

6 

SOCIAL 

XI IPS 1 34 

7 XI IPS 2 34 

8 XI IPS 3 34 

9 XI IPS 4 35 

10 XI IPS 5 35 

11 XI IPS 6 32 

12 XI IPS 7 35 

13 TOTAL 412 

 

2. Sample of the Research 

Sample is number of people from a larger population for analysis. 

Creswell (2012) indicates that sample is a population which research can 

get the data. The researcher used convenience sampling because the 

researcher chosen the students that attend the class at the time. According 

to Gay (2012), convenience sampling or accidental sampling is the process 

of including whoever happens to be available at the time. Convenience 

sampling is studying existing groups just because they are there. Thus, the 

researcher chose XI MIPA 1 and XI IPS 1 as sample because they are 

there at the time and the total sample was 42 students. There are 21 

students of natural science and 21 students of social science. 
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Table III. 2 

Sample of the Research 

CLASS TOTAL 

XI MIPA 1 21 

XI IPS 1 21 

TOTAL SAMPLES 42 

 

E. Technique of Data Collection 

Collecting the data is the essential thing in conducting research. In 

this research, the researcher used a test to collect the data in order to see 

how students’ writing ability of analytical exposition text. According to 

Gay (2012), test is a formal, systematic, usually paper and pencil 

procedure for gathering information about people’s cognitive that is 

related to intellect, such achievement. In the writing test, the students were 

asked to write an analytical exposition text. The students wrote the thesis, 

arguments, and reiteration that is the researcher’s focus. 

Then, the data was analyzed by two raters use rubric scoring of an 

analytical exposition text as stated below to assess students’ writing and 

give score for each of them. The data was analyzed and scored by rubric 

scoring adapted from Homp-Lyson (1994), as follows:  
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Table III. 3 

Rubric Scoring of Writing an Analytical Exposition Text for 

Generic Structure 
Thesis  

 
No  Score 

Level 

Category Criteria 

1 3,1-4 Very Good  It has a thesis statement and main idea that related to the topic that stated 

very clearly.  

 It indicates the writer’s position about the topic. 

 It has specific topic and opinion. 

2 2,1-3 Good  It has a thesis statement that related to the topic.  

 It indicates the writer’s position about the topic.  

 Having broad topic and opinion. 

3 1,1-2 Adequate  It has a thesis statement but not clearly stated.  

 Didn’t mention the writer’s position about the topic.  

 Having too broad topic and opinion. 

4 0,1-0 Poor  It does not have a thesis statement or not related to the topic.  

 The writer’s position about the topic is not stated.  

 Having too broad topic and opinion. 

 

Argument  

No  Score 

Level 

Category Criteria 

1 3,1-4 Very Good  Have one very clear topic sentence that is related to the thesis statement.  

 Have supporting details that are related to the topic sentence.  

 Supported by knowledge like definition, data, examplification, and analysis. 

2 2,1-3 Good  Have one topic sentence that is related to the thesis.  

 Have supporting details that are related to the topic sentence.  

 Argument does not have enough supporting knowledge like definition, data, 

examplification and analysis. 

3 1,1-2 Adequate  Have one topic sentence  

 Have supporting details  

 Argument does not have supporting knowledge. 

4 0,1-0 Poor  Have one topic sentence but it is not related to the thesis.  

 Arguments have unrelated supporting details. 

 Argument does not have supporting knowledge. 
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Reiteration  

No  Score 

Level 

Category Criteria 

1 3,1-4 Very Good  Restated the thesis or writer’s position with different way from the thesis 

statement.  

 Have a brief conclusion that related to the topic.  

 Reiteration does not have any new materials or explanation about the topic. 

2 2,1-3 Good  Restated the thesis or writer’s position similar to the thesis statement.  

 Have a conclusion that is related to the topic.  

 Reiteration does not have any new material or explanation about the topic. 

3 1,1-2 Adequate  Restated the thesis or writer’s position but not related to the topic.  

Reiteration does not have a conclusion  

 Mention new materials or explanation about the topic. 

4 0,1-0 Poor  Reiteration do not restate the thesis or writer’s position.  

 Reiteration does not have a conclusion.  

 Mention new materials or explanation about the topic or mention unrelated 

to the topic. 

Adapted from Homp-Lyons (1994) by combining with the generic structure of 

analytical exposition text 

 

After scoring, the students’ writing was categorized into these 

categorized (Homp-Lyson, 1994) to find out the level of students’ writing 

ability, the researcher used following measurement: 

 

Table III. 4 

The Scale of Students’ Writing Ability 

No Score Category 

1.  3.1-4 Very Good 

2.  2.1-3 Good 

3.  1.1-2 Adequate 

4.  0.1-1 Poor 

 

F. Technique of Data Analysis  

To analysis the students’ writing ability in writing an analytical 

exposition text, the raters used rubric adapted from Homp-Lyons (1994). 
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Then, the total score of students’ writing from each part of generic 

structure was obtained by using the following formula: 

TS = 
     

 
  

TS = Total Score 

T = the score of students’ Thesis 

A = the score of students’ Argument 

R = the score of students’ Reiteration 

The total scores from the raters were calculated in order to get the 

mean by using Microsoft Excel. In comparing the mean score between 

natural science and social science, the researcher analyzed data using 

statistical analysis. In this research, the researcher used independent-

sample T-Test by using SPSS 25 as the main technique to analyze the data 

to know comparison between natural science and social science students’ 

writing ability of analytical exposition text. According to Pallant (2010), 

an independent-sample T-test is used when you want to compare the mean 

score, on some continuous variable, for two different group of participants. 

The test statistic is computed as: 

  
       

  √
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   √
(    )  

  (   )  
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Where  

   = Mean of first sample 

   = Mean of first sample 

   = Sample size of the first sample 

   = Sample size of second sample 

   = Standard deviation of first sample 

   = Standard deviation of second sample 

   = Pooled standard deviation 

The result of the formula is obtained statistically through the 

hypothesis below: 

Ho: Sig.Value>0.05. It means that Ho has accepted; there is no 

significant difference on writing ability in analytical exposition text 

between natural science and social science students. 

Ha: Sig.Value<0.05. It means that Ha has accepted; there is a 

significant difference on writing ability in analytical exposition text 

between natural science and social science students. 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

A. Conclusion 

This research was conducted to find out if there is a significant 

difference on writing ability of analytical exposition text between Natural 

Science and Social Science students at SMAN 8 MANDAU. In this 

research, the researcher focused on generic structure of analytical 

exposition text. Based on the researcher found and discuss in the previous 

chapter, the researcher concludes as follows: 

1. Natural science students’ writing ability of analytical exposition 

text at SMAN 8 MANDAU is categorized into good category. 

They resulted 2.6 as their mean score. 

2. Social Science students’ writing ability of analytical exposition text 

at SMAN 8 MANDAU is categorized into adequate category. They 

resulted 2.0 as their mean score. 

3. There is a significant difference on writing ability of analytical 

exposition text between Natural Science and Social Science 

students at SMAN 8 MANDAU. 

Based on the data analysis, it shows that the natural science 

students are better than social science students for students’ writing ability 

of analytical exposition text at SMAN 8 MANDAU.  
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B. Suggestion 

Considering the comparison between natural science and social 

science students on writing ability of analytical exposition text at SMAN 8 

MANDAU, the researcher would like to give some suggestions:  

The first suggestion for the teacher, the teachers should pay 

attention to the both of the majors; Natural Science and Social Science, 

because they have different intelligence and different way in receiving the 

knowledge from the teacher. It means that the teachers should determine 

appropriate strategies for both majors in improving their ability in writing 

analytical exposition text. The teacher should give more explanations and 

more exercises to the students in writing analytical exposition text, 

especially to find idea and develop the idea for each structure of analytical 

exposition text. 

The second suggestion for the students, the students should pay 

more attention to the lesson explained by the teacher, and must ask the 

teacher what they do not understand in learning process. The students may 

not think that English subject is difficult to learn, and also should do the 

discussion and share information in order to improve their ability in 

writing the English text. The students should increase their knowledge for 

developing the idea in writing analytical exposition text. 
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Appendix 1 

Syllabus



 
 
 
 

SILABUS 
Bahasa Inggris Umum  

Satuan Pendidikan : SMAN 8 MANDAU 

Kelas   : XI (Sebelas) 

Kompetensi Inti  : 

 KI-1 dan KI-2: Menghayati dan mengamalkan ajaran agama yang dianutnya. Menghayati dan mengamalkan perilaku jujur, disiplin, 

santun, peduli (gotong royong, kerjasama, toleran, damai), bertanggung jawab, responsif, dan pro-aktif dalam berinteraksi secara efektif sesuai 

dengan perkembangan anak di lingkungan, keluarga, sekolah, masyarakat dan lingkungan alam sekitar, bangsa, negara, kawasan regional, dan 

kawasan internasional”. 

 KI 3: Memahami, menerapkan, dan menganalisis pengetahuan faktual, konseptual, prosedural, dan metakognitif berdasarkan rasa ingin 

tahunya tentang ilmu pengetahuan, teknologi, seni, budaya, dan humaniora dengan wawasan kemanusiaan, kebangsaan, kenegaraan, dan 

peradaban terkait penyebab fenomena dan kejadian, serta menerapkan pengetahuan prosedural pada bidang kajian yang spesifik sesuai dengan 

bakat dan minatnya untuk memecahkan masalah 

 KI4: Mengolah, menalar, dan menyaji dalam ranah konkret dan ranah abstrak terkait dengan pengembangan dari yang dipelajarinya di sekolah 

secara mandiri, bertindak secara efektif dan kreatif, serta mampu menggunakan metode sesuai kaidah keilmuan 

 

Kompetensi Dasar Materi Pembelajaran Kegiatan Pembelajaran 

3.1  Menerapkan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan teks interaksi transaksional 

lisan dan tulis yang melibatkan tindakan 

memberi dan meminta informasi terkait saran 

dan tawaran, sesuai dengan konteks 

penggunaannya. (Perhatikan unsur kebahasaan 

should, can) 

 FungsiSosial 

Menjaga hubungan interpersonal 

dengan guru, teman, dan orang lain. 

 Struktur Teks  

- Memulai 

- Menanggapi (diharapkan/di luar 

dugaan) 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Ungkapan yang menunjukkan 

saran dan tawaran, dengan modal 

should dan can 

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

- Menyimak, membaca, dan menirukan, guru 

membacakan beberapa teks pendek 

berisisaran dan tawaran dengan ucapan dan 

tekanan kata yang benar 

- Menanyakan hal-hal yang tidak diketahui 

atau yang berbeda 

- Menentukan modal yang tepat untuk diisikan 

ke dalam kalimat-kalimat rumpang 

- Diberikan beberapa situasi, membuat  

beberapa saran dan tawaran yang sesuai 

secara tertulis kemudian dibacakan ke kelas 

- Melakukan pengamatan di lingkungan 

sekolah dan sekitarnyauntuk membuat 

serangkaian saran dan tawaran untuk 

memperbaikinya 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

4.1  Menyusun teks interaksi transaksional, lisan 

dan tulis, pendek dan sederhana, yang 

melibatkan tindakan memberi dan meminta 

informasi terkait saran dan tawaran, dengan 

memperhatikan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan yang benar dan sesuai 

konteks 
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tangan 

 Topik 

Situasi yang memungkinkan 

pemberian saran dan tawaran 

melakukan tindakan yang dapat 

menumbuhkan perilaku yang termuat 

di KI 

belajarnya 

3.2  Menerapkan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan teks interaksi transaksional 

lisan dan tulis yang melibatkan tindakan 

memberi dan meminta informasi terkait 

pendapat dan pikiran, sesuai dengan konteks 

penggunaannya. (Perhatikan unsur kebahasaan 

I think, I suppose, in my opinion) 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Menjaga hubungan interpersonal 

dengan guru, teman, dan orang lain. 

 Struktur Teks 

- Memulai 

- Menanggapi (diharapkan/di luar 

dugaan) 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Ungkapan menyatakan pendapat I 

think, I suppose, in my opinion 

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Situasi yang memungkinkan 

munculnya pernyataan tentang 

pendapat dan pikiran yang dapat 

menumbuhkan perilaku yang termuat 

di KI 

- Menyaksikan/menyimak beberapa interaksi 

dalam media visual (gambar atau video) yang 

melibatkan pernyataan pendapat dan pikiran 

- Mengidentifikasi dan menyebutkan situasi 

yang memunculkan pernyataan pendapat dan 

pikiran dan menyebutkan pernyataan yang 

dimaksud 

- Bertanya dan mempertanyakan tentang hal-

hal yang tidak diketahui atau berbeda 

- Diberikan beberapa situasi peserta didik 

menyatakan pendapat dan pikirannya yang 

sesuai secara tertulis kemudian dibacakan ke 

kelas 

- Melakukan pengamatan di lingkungan 

daerahnya dan sekitarnyadan kemudian 

menyatakan pendapat dan pikirannya terkait 

dengan upaya menjaga, memelihara dan 

memperbaikinya 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajar 

4.2  Menyusun teks interaksi transaksional, lisan 

dan tulis, pendek dan sederhana, yang 

melibatkan tindakan memberi dan meminta 

informasi terkait pendapat dan pikiran, dengan 

memperhatikan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan yang benar dan sesuai 

konteks 

3.3  Membedakan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan beberapa teks khusus dalam 

bentuk undangan resmi dengan memberi dan 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Menjaga hubungan interpersonal 

- Mencermati dan menemukan perbedaan dan 

persamaan dari beberapa undangan resmi 
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meminta informasi terkait kegiatan 

sekolah/tempat kerja sesuai dengan konteks 

penggunaannya 

dalam konteks resmi 

 Struktur Teks 

Dapat mencakup: 

- Sapaan 

- Isi 

- Penutup 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Ungkapan dan istilah yang 

digunakan dalam undangan resmi 

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Acara formal yang terkait dengan 

sekolah, rumah, dan masyarakat yang 

dapatmenumbuhkan perilaku yang 

termuat di KI 

 Multimedia 

Layout yang membuat tampilan teks 

lebih menarik. 

untuk beberapa acara yang berbeda 

- Mengidentifikasi dan menyebutkan bagian-

bagian dari undangan dengan ucapan dan 

tekanan kata yang benar 

- Mencermati beberapa undangan resmi 

lainnya, dan mengidentifikasi bagian-

bagiannya serta ungkapan-ungkapan yang 

digunakan 

- Diberikan beberapa undangan resmi yang 

tidak lengkap, dan kemudian melengkapinya 

dengan kata dan ungkapan yang sesuai 

- Diberikan deskripsi tentang acara yang akan 

dilaksanakan, dan kemudian membuat 

undangan resminya 

- Menempelkan undangan di dinding kelas dan 

bertanya jawab dengan pembaca (siswa lain, 

guru) yang datang membacanya 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajarnya 

4.3  Teks undangan resmi 

4.3.1  Menangkap makna secara kontekstual terkait 

fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan unsur 

kebahasaan teks khusus dalam bentuk 

undangan resmi lisan dan tulis, terkait kegiatan 

sekolah/tempat kerja 

4.3.2  Menyusun teks khusus dalam bentuk undangan 

resmi lisan dan tulis, terkait kegiatan 

sekolah/tempat kerja, dengan memperhatikan 

fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan unsur 

kebahasaan, secara benar dan sesuai konteks 

3.4  Membedakan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan beberapa teks eksposisi 

analitis lisan dan tulis dengan memberi dan 

meminta informasi terkait isu aktual, sesuai 

dengan konteks penggunaannya 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Menyatakan pendapat, 

mempengaruhi, dengan argumentasi 

analitis 

 Struktur Teks 

Dapat mencakup 

- Pendapat/pandangan 

- Argumentasi secara analitis 

- Kesimpulan 

- Membaca dua teks eksposisi analitis tentang 

isu-isu aktual yang berbeda. 

- Mencermati satu tabel yang menganalisis 

unsur-unsur eksposisi, bertanya jawab, dan 

kemudian menerapkannya untuk 

menganalisis satu teks lainnya 

- Mencermati rangkaian kalimat yang masing-

masing merupakan bagian dari tiga teks 

eksposisi yang dicampur aduk secara acak, 

4.4  Teks eksposisi analitis 

4.4.1  Menangkap makna secara kontekstual terkait 

fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan unsur 

kebahasaan teks eksposisi analitis lisan dan 
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tulis, terkait isu aktual 

4.4.2  Menyusun teks eksposisi analitis tulis, terkait 

isu aktual, dengan memperhatikan fungsi 

sosial, struktur teks, dan unsur kebahasaan, 

secara benar dan sesuai konteks 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Ungkapan seperti I believe, I think 

- Adverbia first, second, third … 

- Kata sambungTherefor, 

consequently, based on the 

arguments 

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Isu-isu aktual yang perlu dibahas 

yang menumbuhkan perilaku yang 

termuat di KI 

untuk kemudian bekerja sama 

mengelompokkan dan menyusun kembali 

menjadi tiga teks eksposisi analitis yang 

koheren, seperti aslinya 

- Membacakan teks-teks eksposisi tsb dengan 

suara lantang di depan kelas, dengan ucapan 

dan tekanan kata yang benar 

- Membuat teks eksposisi menyatakan 

pandangannya tentang satu hal di sekolah, 

desa, atau kotanya. 

- Menempelkan teks tsb di dinding kelas dan 

bertanya jawab dengan pembaca (siswa lain, 

guru) yang datang membacanya 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajarnya 

3.5  Menerapkan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan teks interaksi transaksional 

lisan dan tulis yang melibatkan tindakan 

memberi dan meminta informasi terkait 

keadaan /tindakan/ kegiatan/ kejadian tanpa 

perlu menyebutkan pelakunya dalam teks 

ilmiah, sesuai dengan konteks penggunaannya. 

(Perhatikan unsur kebahasaan passive voice) 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Mendeskripsikan, memaparkan 

secara obyektif 

 Struktur Teks 

- Memulai 

- Menanggapi (diharapkan/di luar 

dugaan) 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Kalimat deklaratif dan interogatif 

dalam passive voice 

- Preposisiby 

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

- Membaca dan mencermati beberapa deskripsi 

tentang produk seni budaya dari beeberapa 

negara dengan banyak menggunakan kalimat 

pasif 

- Membacakan deskripsi setiap produk budaya 

secara lisan di depan kelas secara bermakna 

dengan ucapan dan tekanan yang benar 

- Melengkapi teks tentang suatu produk yang 

kata kerjanya banyak yang dihilangkan 

dengan kata kerja yang makna tepat 

berbentuk pasif, dengan grammar dan ejaan 

yang benar  

- Membacakan deskripsi setiap produk budaya 

yang sudah lengkap di depan kelas secara 

bermakna dengan ucapan dan tekanan yang 

benar 

4.5.  Menyusun teks interaksi transaksional lisan 

dan tulis yang melibatkan tindakan memberi 

dan meminta informasi terkait 

keadaan/tindakan/kegiatan/ kejadian tanpa 

perlu menyebutkan pelakunya dalam teks 

ilmiah, dengan memperhatikan fungsi sosial, 

struktur teks, dan unsur kebahasaan yang benar 

dan sesuai konteks 
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tangan 

 Topik 

Benda, binatang, tumbuh-tumbuhan, 

yang terkait dengan mata pelajaran 

lain yang menumbuhkan perilaku 

yang termuat di KI 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajarnya 

3.6  Membedakan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan beberapa teks khusus dalam 

bentuk surat pribadi dengan memberi dan 

menerima informasi terkait kegiatan diri 

sendiri dan orang sekitarnya, sesuai dengan 

konteks penggunaannya 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Menjalin kedekatan hubungan antar 

pribadi 

 Struktur Teks 

Dapat mencakup 

- Tempat dan tanggal 

- Penerima  

- Sapaan 

- Isi surat 

- Penutup 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Ungkapan keakraban yang lazim 

digunakan  dalam surat pribadi  

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Pengalaman, informasi, hallain yang 

terkait dengan sekolah, rumah, dan 

masyarakat yang dapat 

menumbuhkan perilaku yang termuat 

di KI 

- Menyimak dan menirukan guru membacakan 

beberapa contoh surat pribadi dengan ucapan, 

dan tekanan kata yang benar. 

- Membaca dengan suara lantang dan 

bermakna, dengan ucapan dan tekanan kata 

yang benar 

- Mencermati satu tabel yang menganalisis 

unsur-unsur eksposisi, bertanya jawab, dan 

kemudian menerapkannya untuk 

menganalisis dua surat pribadi lainnya 

- Mencermati rangkaian kalimat yang masing-

masing merupakan bagian dari tiga surat 

pribadi yang dicampur aduk secara acak, 

untuk kemudian bekerja sama 

mengelompokkan dan menyusun kembali 

menjadi tiga surat pribadi yang koheren, 

seperti aslinya 

- Membuat surat pribadi untuk satu orang 

teman di kelas tentang suatu hal yang relevan, 

dan kemudian membalasnya 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajar 

4.6  Teks surat pribadi 

4.6.1  Menangkap makna secara kontekstual terkait 

fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan unsur 

kebahasaan teks khusus dalam bentuk surat 

pribadi terkait kegiatan diri sendiri dan orang 

sekitarnya 

4.6.2  Menyusun teks khusus dalam bentuk surat 

pribadi terkait kegiatan diri sendiri dan orang 

sekitarnya, lisan dan tulis, dengan 

memperhatikan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan, secara benar dan sesuai 

konteks 
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3.7  Menerapkan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan teks interaksi transaksional 

lisan dan tulis yang melibatkan tindakan 

memberi dan meminta informasi terkait 

hubungan sebab akibat, sesuai dengan konteks 

penggunaannya. (Perhatikan unsur kebahasaan 

because of ..., due to ..., thanks to ...) 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Menjelaskan, memberikan alasan, 

mensyukuri, dsb. 

 Struktur Teks 

- Memulai 

- Menanggapi (diharapkan/di luar 

dugaan) 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Kata yang menyatakan hubungan 

sebab akibat: because of ..., due to 

..., thanks to ... 

- Nomina singular dan plural dengan 

atau tanpa a, the, this, those, my, 

their, dsb. 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Keadaan, perbuatan, tindakan di 

sekolah, rumah, dan sekitarnya yang 

layak dibahas melalui sebab akibat 

yang dapat menumbuhkan perilaku 

yang termuat di KI. 

- Menyaksikan/menyimak beberapa interaksi 

dalam media visual (gambar atau video) yang 

melibatkan pernyataansebab akibat 

- Mengidentifikasi dan menyebutkan situasi 

yang memunculkan pernyataan sebab akibat 

dan menyebutkan pernyataan yang dimaksud 

- Bertanya dan mempertanyakan tentang hal-

hal yang tidak diketahui atau berbeda 

- Diberikan beberapa situasi peserta didik 

menulis teks pendek yang melibatkan 

pernuataan sebab akibat dan kemudian 

dibacakan ke kelas 

- Melakukan pengamatan di lingkungan 

daerahnya dan sekitarnyadan kemudian 

membuat beberapa pandangan yang 

melibatkan sebab akibat terkait dalam upaya 

menjaga, memelihara dan memperbaikinya 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajar 

4.7  Menyusun teks interaksi transaksional lisan 

dan tulis yang melibatkan tindakan memberi 

dan meminta informasi terkait hubungan sebab 

akibat, dengan memperhatikan fungsi sosial, 

struktur teks, dan unsur kebahasaan yang benar 

dan sesuai konteks 

3.8  Membedakan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan 

unsur kebahasaan beberapa teks explanation 

lisan dan tulis dengan memberi dan meminta 

informasi terkait gejala alam atau sosial yang 

tercakup dalam mata pelajaran lain di kelas XI, 

sesuai dengan konteks penggunaannya 

 Fungsi Sosial 

Menjelaskan, memberi gambaran 

alasan terjadinya suatu fenomena 

 Struktur Teks 

Dapat mencakup: 

- fenomena 

- identitas gejala 

- rangkaian penjelasan 

 Unsur Kebahasaan 

- Membaca beberapa teks information report 

terkait mata pelajaran lain di Kelas IX 

- Menggunakan alat analisis, mengidentifikasi 

bagian-bagian struktur teks report dan 

mengamati cara penggunaanya, seperti yang 

dicontohkan 

- Bertanya jawab tentang beberapa teks lain 

lagi dengan topik yang berbeda 

- Mengumpulkan informasi dari berbagai 

4.8  Menangkap makna secara kontekstual terkait 

fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan unsur 

kebahasaan teks explanation lisan dan tulis, 
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terkait gejala alam atau sosial yang tercakup 

dalam mata pelajaran lain di kelas XI 

- Adverbia first, then, following, 

finally 

- Hubungan sebab-akibat (if –then, 

so, as a consequence, since, due to, 

because of, thanks to 

- Kalimat pasif, dalamtenses yang 

present 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Benda-benda non manusia, seperti 

air, penguapan, hujan dengan 

paparan yang menumbuhkan perilaku 

yang termuat dalam KI 

sumber untuk membuat teks-teks tentang 

fenomena alam pendek dan sederhana.  

- Menempelkan teks masing-masing di dinding 

kelas untuk dibaca temannya 

- Mempresentasikan teksnya kepada teman-

teman yang datang membaca 

- Melakukan langkah yang sama dengan topik 

fenomena sosial 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajarnya 

3.9  Menafsirkan fungsi sosial dan unsur 

kebahasaan lirik lagu terkait kehidupan remaja 

SMA/MA/SMK/MAK 

 Fungsi sosial 

Mengembangkan nilai-nilai 

kehidupan dan karakter yang positif 

 Unsur kebahasaan 

- Kosa kata dan tata bahasa dalam 

lirik lagu 

- Ucapan, tekanan kata, intonasi, 

ejaan, tanda baca, dan tulisan 

tangan 

 Topik 

Hal-hal yang dapat memberikan 

keteladanan dan menumbuhkan 

perilaku yang termuat di KI 

- Membahas hal-hal yang terkait dengan tema 

lagu yang liriknya akan segera dibaca 

- Membaca dan mencermati isi lirik lagu terkait 

dengan pembahasan sebelumnya 

- Menyimak, dan menirukan guru membaca 

lirik lagu secara bermakna 

- Menyebutkan bagian-bagian yang terkait 

dengan pesan-pesantertentu 

- Membahas pemilihan kata tertentu terkait 

dengan tema lagu 

- Melakukan refleksi tentang proses dan hasil 

belajarnya 

4.9  Menangkap makna secara kontekstual terkait 

fungsi sosial dan unsur kebahasaan lirik lagu 

terkait kehidupan remaja 

SMA/MA/SMK/MAK 



 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 2 

Interview Script



 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 3 

Instrument of the Test



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 4 

Students’ Answer of the Test



 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 5 

Raters’ Check Sheet 



 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 6 

Recommendation Letters 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 7 

Documentation  
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