b )

3,

‘nery BYsng NiN Jelem Bueh ueBunuadsy ueyiBniaw sepn uediynBuad °q

‘nery eysng NN uizi eduey undede ymuaq wejep Ul sin} eA1ey yninjas neje ueibegas yeAueqiadwaw uep uejwnwnbuaw Buelse|iq ‘'z
‘yejesew niens uenefun neje )iy uesinuad ‘uelode| ueunsnAuad ‘yeiw) efiey uesinuad ‘uenieuad ‘ueyipipuad uebunuaday ynun eAuey uednnbuad e

h

nvrd visns NIn

o0

.l’ U
S

JJaquuns ueyingaAuswu uep ueywniueasusw edue) 1ul siny eAiey ynines neje ueibeqgas diynbusw Buele|q ‘|

0

Buepun-Buepun 1Bunpuing eidio eq

©
g CHAPTER IV
G
o RESULT AND DISCUSSION
=
jeb)
A_ Result
3
7—? In this section, the researcher presents data that answers the research
(=

Equestion which aims to find differences in the writing ability of eleventh

@ graders of SMA PGRI Pekanbaru before use series of pictures and students

sn

~ after use a series of pictures.

How is the students’ ability in writing before using series of picture at

nesy e

SMA PGRI PEKANBARU?

To answer this research question, The researchers present data on
students' pre-test writing scores, which were obtained before students
received treatment. The pre-test was administered without the use of media
series of pictures, but the researcher provided explanations on narrative text
material, and students wrote narrative texts without utilizing media. Data on

students' pre test writing scores are explained in the table as follows:
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©
g In accordance with the data above, the researcher summed up the
G
o scores from the two raters and divided the total by two to get the average of
o
o the two raters, which gave the students' pre-test writing average of 57,66.
=] . .
— Next, to find out the frequency of students' writing pre-test results, the
=
— Tresearcher explains it in the following table:
= Table IV. 2
w
ﬁ Frequency of Score Pre-Test
o
- Frequency
= Intervals Classification Pre-Test Percentage
c 80-100 very good 0 0%
70-79 Good 0 0%
60-69 Fair 9 320%
50-59 Poor 19 68%
0-49 very poor 0 0%
N 28 100%

The table shows that, based on the pre-test results, O students received
a score of 0% in the very good category, 0 students received a score of 0% in
the good category, and 9 students received a score of 32% in the fair

category. 19 pupils (68% of the total) fell into the poor category, while 0

dTUIR]S] 3}€}S

“students (0% of the total) fell into the very poor category.

The researcher then uses the following table to illustrate the

ISI9ATU)

_descriptive results of the students' writing pretest.

Table V. 3

Descriptive Score of Pre-Test Score

N Minimum Maximum Mean S.td.'
Deviationn
Pre test 28 51 65 57,66 4,035

Valid N 28
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The table indicates that the number of students is 28. The lowest score
_recorded among the 28 students on the pre-test is 51. The highest score
recorded among the 28 students on the pre-test is 65. The average score of all
:28 students on the pre-test is 57.66. This is calculated by summing up all

individual scores and dividing by the number of students (28).

The steps in finding results in this research are that the researcher

gave a pre-test to students before using series of pictures, then the researcher

¥ e)xsns Ninilw eydio yeHq @

"gave a treatment to the students and the last the reseacher gave a post-test to

nei

the students after the students were taught to use the series of pictures.
2. How is the students’ ability in writing after using a series of picture
at SMA PGRI PEKANBARU?

To answer this research question, the researcher presents data on
students' post-test writing scores. Post Test is given after students are
given treatment. The post-test was carried out by distributing questions
containing test writing to students using a series of pictures and guided
by the researcher. Data on students' post test writing scores are

explained in the table as follows:
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©
g From the data above, the researcher added the scores from the two
-
o assessors and divided the total by two to get the average of the two assessors,
o
o resulting in a student's writing exam result of 75,48.
=]
= The researcher then provided an explanation in the following table to
=
 determine the frequency of students’ writing based on the post-test results:
=
h Table IV. 5
% Frequency Score of Post-Test
o
o Frequency
5 Intervals Classification Post-Test Percentage
= 80-100 very good 0 0%

70-79 Good 28 100%

60-69 Fair 0 0%

50-59 Poor 0 0%

0-49 Very poor 0 0%

N 28 100%

The table shows the post-test results. It shows that 0 students received
a score of 0% in the very good category and a presentation percentage of 0%,
28 students received a score in the good category and a presentation
percentage of 100%, O students received a score of 0% in the fair category, 0

students received a score of 0% in the poor category, and 0 students received

dTUIR]S] 3}€}S

“a score of 0% in the very poor category.

Next, to find out the descriptive results of the students' post-test writin,

ISI9ATU)

the researcher explains it using the following table:
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I Table IV. 6
{ah]
: Descriptive Score of Post-Test Score
= Std
o N Minimum  Maximum Mean Deviati
eviationn
=]
—- Post test 28 70 79 75,48 2,246
= ValidN 28
=
> Based on the table above, it can be concluded that the lowest post-test
g’ score is 70 and the highest post-test score is 79, so an average of 75,48 is
w
5 obtained.
py)
g3. Is there any significant difference in the writing ability of the eleventh

graders of SMA PGRI Pekanbaru who use a series of pictures and
students who don't use a series of pictures?

To demonstrate a significant difference in students' writing ability
before and after being taught using a series of pictures in the eleventh
grade at SMA PGRI Pekanbaru, data were collected from pre-test and
post-test scores. These scores were analyzed using SPSS. To determine
whether parametric or non-parametric analysis was appropriate, the
researcher first conducted a normality test using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov

method in SPSS 23, as described below:
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Table IV. 7
Normality of Data

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test

Unstandardized
Residual
N 28
Normal Parameters®® Mean ,0000000
Std. Deviation 2,20161173
Most Extreme Differences  Absolute 142
Positive ,100
Negative -,142
Test Statistic ,142
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) ,157°¢

The table indicates that the significance level for the students' pre-
test and post-test, determined using the one-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test, is 0.157, which is greater than 0.05. Therefore, it can be concluded
that the research data on students' writing ability, as measured by the pre-

test and post-test, follows a normal distribution.

Table V. 8
Description of Students’ Pre-Test and Post-Test Score
. : Std.
N Minimum Maximum Mean .
Deviationn

Pre Test 28 51 65 57,66 4,035
Post Test 28 70 79 75,48 2,246
Valid N 28

neny wisey jrreAg uejing jo AJISIdAIU) dDTWE[S] 3}€)S

From the table, it can be concluded that the pre-test results,
conducted before using the series of pictures, had an average score of
57.66. There was a noticeable improvement in the post-test results,

conducted after using the series of pictures, with an average score of



‘nery eysng NN uizi eduey undede ymuaq wejep Ul sin} eA1ey yninjas neje ueibegas yeAueqiadwaw uep uejwnwnbuaw Buelse|iq ‘'z

NVIE YYSNS NIN
o

&

‘nery BYsng NiN Jelem Bueh ueBunuadsy ueyiBniaw sepn uediynBuad °q

‘yejesew niens uenefun neje )iy uesinuad ‘uelode| ueunsnAuad ‘yeiw) efiey uesinuad ‘uenieuad ‘ueyipipuad uebunuaday ynun eAuey uednnbuad e

b )

3,

>

h

JJaquuns ueyingaAuswu uep ueywniueasusw edue) 1ul siny eAiey ynines neje ueibeqgas diynbusw Buele|q ‘|

0

Buepun-Buepun 1Bunpuing eidio eq

47

75.48. The minimum pre-test score was 51, while the minimum post-test
score was 70. Additionally, the maximum score for the pre-test was 65,
and the maximum score for the post-test was 79.

After obtaining the students' pre-test and post-test writing ability
scores, the researcher determines the frequency distribution of the student
writing assessments based on the scores within predefined intervals. The
frequency distribution of these writing assessments will be detailed in the

following table:

nelry eysng Nin Y!jlw eydioyey @

Table IV. 9

Frequency Score of Pre-test and Post-Test Score

Frequency
Post- Percentage
Intervals Classification Pre-Test
Test Post-
Pre-Test

Test

80-100 Very Good 0 0 0% 0%
70-79 Good 0 28 0% 100%

60-69 Fair 9 0 32% 0%

50-59 Poor 19 0 68% 0%

0-49 Very Poor 0 0 0% 0%
N 28 28 100% 100%

The table reveals that in the pre-test results, no students fell into the
very poor category (0%), 19 students were categorized as poor (68%), and 9
students were in the fair category (32%). No students scored in the good or
very good categories (0% each). In the post-test results, it is evident that no

students fell into the very poor, poor, or fair categories (0% each). All 28
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L students were categorized as good (100%), and none scored in the very good

nelry eysng Nin y!lw ejdio ye
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category (0%).

To enhance clarity in illustrating the differences between students’
pre-test and post-test results, the researcher provided an explanatory

diagram.

Diagram 1V. 1

Frequency Diagram of Pre-Test and Post Test Score

Pre-Test Frequency Post-Test Frequency

v 80-100 T0-7% 60-64 50-5% 0-49 80-100 T0-79 60-69 50-59 0-4%

The neXt step for thé reééarche}é IS to-determihe if fhere IS a
significant difference in the average writing abilities of students when
using a series of pictures versus not using them. This analysis will be
conducted using a paired sample t-test in SPSS 23. The results of this test

presented in the following table:
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I Table IV. 10
Q
o Paired Samples Test
o
g Paired Differences

95%
= Std. | Confidence
= Std. | Err | Interval of the
o Dev | or Difference
c Mea | iatio | Me | Lowe | Uppe
= n n an r r T df Sig. (2-tailed)
—Pai  PRE TEST -
1 POSTTEST - ] d i

g)r 178 | 42| 720 | 1945 | 1618 | 223 | 27 000
P 2143 399 | 886 | 98
—~
Q
2 The data results indicate that Ha is accepted because the sig (2-tailed)
Q
c

value is 0.000, which is less than 0.05. This demonstrates a significant
difference in the writing abilities of eleventh-grade students at SMA PGRI

Pekanbaru before and after using a series of pictures.

B. Disscussion
Depending on the research findings, the use of a series of pictures has
significantly improved the writing abilities of eleventh-grade students at
SMA PGRI Pekanbaru. This improvement is evident when comparing the
students' writing scores before and after the intervention. Prior to using the

series of pictures, the average score of the students was 57.66. After

[} dTurejsjy ajejlg

ATU

“implementing the series of pictures, the average score increased to 75.48.

. This notable difference in scores indicates that the series of pictures positively

JISID

impacted the students’ writing abilities.
Furthermore, hypothesis testing supports this conclusion. The null

hypothesis (Ho) was rejected, and the alternative hypothesis (Ha) was

11eAg uej[ng jo A

.accepted, as shown by the significance value (sig 2-tailed) of 0.000, which is

nery wisey j
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g less than the threshold of 0.05. Therefore, it can be concluded that the use of a

;series of pictures was successful in enhancing the writing ability of the
E’ eleventh-grade students at SMA PGRI Pekanbaru.
i The findings of this study align with those of a pre-experimental research
Zconducted by Romadlona & Khofshoh (2023), their research concluded that
iutilizing picture series media is effective in enhancing students' narrative writing
fz_skills in practical contexts. And then the study's findings confirm the theory of
;AI Halim & Arifin (2022), who stated that picture series might help students
gexplore their ideas. After watching the picture series, the students were able
to create and use their imagination to write. Furthermore, this study can build
on prior research on the usage of series of pictures in student writing skills,
allowing series of pictures to be utilized as a reference for English teachers
while teaching writing.

So in this research concluded that the use series of pictures
significantly enhances students’ writing abilities. Various cited studies
indicates that using this media can stimulate students’ creativity and

Imagination, thereby improving their achievement in writing narrative texts.

Therefore, this approach can be an effective strategy for English teachers in

JATU[) DTWE[S] 3)e)}S

'developing students’ narrative writing abillity.
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