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CHAPTER IV

RESULT AND DISSCUSION

In this chapter, researchers will present result and discussion. The results

obEined from tests carried out by researchers to answer the problem formulation

w

in?;)hapter 1. Researcher used speaking test to students and the test that researcher

-~

us® is the activity from English Performance program that held in Babussalam.

Py

Tlié' test is, Dialog, short story, sing a song, and speech, so the following parts

would discuss about the results of analysis to answer the formulation of the

problem

1. Differences in students' speaking ability scores, between students who
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actively participate in English performance activities and students

who do not actively participate

In this study, the total number of eighth grade of SMP Babussalam
was 96, and the research sample consisted of 12 students, and researcher
took 6 students that have been active in English Program and the others 6
students is students that rarely join the English day program

In determining this research, researchers used tests to collect data.
In this study, the researcher tested several students who had been selected,
between students who actively participated in English Performance
activities and students who were inactive or rarely participated. This test

aims to find out more information about how much impact this English

39



)
<
)

:

NVIY YHSNS NIN

ﬁl=.‘_=.

|
-
W

Buepun-Buepun 1Bunpuing eidio eq

‘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
JJaquuns ueyingaAusiu uep ueywniueasusw edue) 1l siny eA1ey ynines neje ueibeges diynbusw Buele|q ‘|

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

40

©
£ Performance program has on students' speaking abilities.
: So some of the tables presented below are student speaking
o)
o  assessments using tests that have been prepared by writer
=]
= 1) Dialogue
=
& Table IV. 1
=
» Student’s dialogue scores
o
-~
)
20 No Assessment aspect Maximum value  Active Students  Non —
© on (EP) active
= students
on (EP)
1 Comprehension 5 35 3
2 Fluency 5 2.5 2
3 pronunciation 5 2 2
4 Grammar 5 3.5 3
5 Vocabulary 5 4 4
3.1 2.8
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Based on the table IV above, it shows the result of students
dialogue score especially on speaking ability. The table above shows that
the speaking ability of students who actively participate in the English
Performance program are higher than students who are not active, where
the highest score was on Vocabulary that is 4 and the lowest is on fluency

and pronunciation that is 2.
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u__._,.l 1. Dilarang mengutip sebagian atau seluruh karya tulis ini tanpa mencantumkan dan menyebutkan sumber:
= n_ a. Pengutipan hanya untuk kepentingan pendidikan, penelitian, penulisan karya ilmiah, penyusunan laporan, penulisan kritik atau tinjauan suatu masalah.

b. Pengutipan tidak merugikan kepentingan yang wajar UIN Suska Riau.
2. Dilarang mengumumkan dan memperbanyak sebagian atau seluruh karya tulis ini dalam bentuk apapun tanpa izin UIN Suska Riau.
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o =L 3) Speech
g o
8 =
o (@]
= = Table IV. 3
3 ©
= =
a3 ° Student’s Speech Scores
c 3
§ 15\_6 Assessment aspect Maximum value Active Students Non —
T c on (EP) active
A — students
=
I on (EP)
g Comprehension 5 4 2
2 Fluency 5 3 3
% pronunciation 5 3 3
é- Grammar 5 4 2
S Vocabulary 5 4 4
3.6 2.8
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Based on the table IV.3 above, it shows the result of students
Speech score especially on speaking ability. The table above shows that
the speaking ability of students who actively participate in the English
Performance program are higher than students who are not active, where
the highest score was on Comprehension and Vocabulary that is 4 and the

lowest is on comprehension and grammar is 2.
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g ©
o L 4) Sing a song
T
8 =
=) (@]
5 o
g -~ Table IV. 4
= Q
Qe
= § Student’s Sing a song Scores
2 =
= =
'*?C ]'&) Assessment aspect Maximum value  Active Students Non —
§ > on (EP) active
a 0 students
= on (EP)
A Comprehension 5 3 2.5
?U Fluency 5 2 1.5
9_3.;' pronunciation 5 4 1
4 Grammar 5 3 3
5 Vocabulary 5 3 3
3 2.2
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Based on the table IV.4 above, it shows the result of students Sing a
Song score especially on speaking ability. The table above shows that the
speaking ability of students who actively participate in the English
Performance program are higher than students who are not active, where
the highest score was on pronunciation that is 4 and the lowest is still same
on pronunciation that is 1.
The Significant Effect in Students Speaking Ability and English

Performance Program

To find out whether there is an effect on students speaking ability,
researcher used paired Sample t-Test is known as Non-independent sample
t-test. Cohen (1988), proposed the following interpretation of the d values.

A d near 0.2 is a small effect, a d near 0.5 is a medium effect, and a d near
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= I ©
4]
g c_": g 0.8 is a large effect. These values for small, medium, and large effects are
s3 2
‘S O o popular in the social sciences. However, this convention is not as popular
23 ©
2
<§ = o among the medical sciences since the scale of the effect is left unstated
-« Q
2c B : . o
b 3 —  which makes interpretation difficult.
o o =
%‘ T C Researcher used SPSS version 29.0 to obtain valid data. And the
= —
Q o
e = . . ? .
g E o data analysis technique used by researchers is the Paired Sample Test
@ =
3 technique. Paired sample t-test was used for comparing the mean score for
> o
3
3 7 the same group of people on two different occasions, or for matching pairs
S s
o W
= c Basic Decision Making
3.
§ Effect Size Interpretation
b
CBD 0,2 Small effect
§ 0,5 Medium effect
=
g 0,8 Large effect
=~
QO
=
(o8
v}
3
(30 n In this time, the writer used to find out whether there was
3 i
e o
% @  significant effect between English Performance on students’ speaking and
- o Speaking Ability. They are as follow:
= 8
2 g Table IV. 5
- : . . oge
ZThe Effect Result of English Performance on Student’s Speaking Ability
]

Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval of the

Std. Std. Error Difference Sig. (2-
Mean| Deviation Mean Lower Upper t |dff tailed)
Pair English Performace -
) - 10,000 11,113 4,970 -3,799 23,799 2,012 4 ,115
1 Speaking Ability
c =3
]
£ Z
3 w
% -
g E
= =
. i
[
s
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©

g According to the data in the table, the Paired sample T-test
==

o indicated the lower score is -3,799 and the upper score is 23,799. Referring
©

o criteria for interpreting significant effect on students speaking Ability, so
=

—-  this value falls within the interval of 0,899847026, based on Cohen’s d
=

c formulate the researcher conclude that there are “Large Effect” of students
=

h speaking ability on English Performance program at Babussalam Junior
c

®  High School Pekanbaru. As a result the null hypothesis (HO) was rejected,
Zal

©

7 and the alternative hypothesis (Ha) could be accepted

=

c

Discussion

In the concluding section of the chapter, the research results were
discussed, specifically addressing there was one research question posed in this
study, and the discussion primarily revolved around the outcomes obtained for
research question. The focuses are to identify the influence of English
pe::n'_u'%ormance towards student’s speaking ability at the second grade of Babussalam

o
Ju@or High School Pekanbaru and also to identify the correlation between

W
El%lish Performance and student’s Speaking Ability at the Eighth grade of
o]

B:Sussalam Junior High School Pekanbaru.

<
E First, the result of this research showed that student’s speaking ability in
::

B%Bussalam was middle to upper according the result of data that obtained by
L 2]

ra@, there was the speaking ability of student’s in Babussalam achieved the
highest score of 4 out of 5, although some students still not achieve the good

e, because refer to the background of the students in Babussalam are not used

2
nery wisey Jrekg
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@)

tom:Etudy or practice their speaking ability more often according to interview with

==
English teacher in Babussalam.

d

Second, in the students speaking ability scores, researcher took the activity

gW ej

that: held in English Performance in Babussalam Junior High School, the several

am is, Dialog, Short Story, Speech, and sing a song.From dialog the data

=
@A

=
sh&w that the score of student who actively join the English Day Program are

n

hi@est than student who are not active, where the highest score was on
©
Vaeabulary that is 4 and the lowest is on fluency and pronunciation that is 2.

©
€ And the other program is short story. The data show that speaking ability

students who actively participate in the English Performance program are highest
than student that not active, and the highest score was on vocabulary that is 4 and
the lowest is on fluency that is 2.

The third program on English Performance was Speech and the data show
that student that have participate in English Performance was more higher than

st@ent that not active, where the highest there was on comprehension and
=

o
Vocgabulary that is 4 and the lowest is on grammar that is 2 .
3
5  And the last program that held in English Performance was Sing a song.
=2
Tlg data show that is students who actively participate in English performance

hafge a higher score than student that not active, where the highest is on

IS

pr@nunciation and the lowest is still on pronunciation that is one so based on the

jo

data that researcher explain above is show that enough evidence to support the

n

hy'g'othesis so the result indicated a significant Effect between English

Pen(i::%ormance and Student’s Speaking Ability.

nery wisey jix
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To find out whether there is a Effect on students speaking ability,

@ dEH ©

researcher used paired Sample t-Test is known as Non-independent sample t-test.

di

Ca@hen (1988), proposed the following interpretation of the d values. A d near 0.2

w g

isa-small effect, a d near 0.5 is a medium effect, and a d near 0.8 is a large effect.
-~
These values for small, medium, and large effects

h Researcher used SPSS version 29.0 to obtain valid data. And the data

c
atfgi_lysis technique used by researchers is the Paired Sample Test technique.

©
0 Referring criteria for interpreting significant effect on students speaking
0

ABility, so this value falls within the interval of 0,899847026 indicating a so from

the discussion presented earlier, the researcher conclude that there are “Large

Effect” between English Performance program on student’s Speaking Ability at

Babussalam Junior High School Pekanbaru.
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