CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

5.1 Conclusion

English as a foreign language in Indonesia is considered to be the most
important language among other foreign languages. It is simply because of its
status as an International language. It is spoken in most of the countries around
the world. This fact leads Indonesian people to learn English, and even the
government has put English as a compulsory subject included in the curriculum.

There are four skills in learning English; listening, speaking, reading and
writing. Among those four skills, reading seems to occupy the most time,
especially in senior high school. However, the students get bored easily in reading
class because most of the teachers still using the old method such as reading the
passage aloud, find the words, and answer the question. Most of the activities in
the class are held by the teacher. To overcome the problem above, the writer
applies jigsaw technique which concern on students’ orientation.

The particular objective of this study is to find out whether there is any
significant difference between the reading comprehension achievement of the
second grade of senior high school students who are taught using jigsaw than
those who are taught using GTM.

To get the data of the research, the writer using a quasi-experimental

research with a pretest-posttest non-equivalent control group design. In a
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particular, the data used in this study were taken from the scores of pretest and
posttest of the second grade of St. Agnes Senior High School.

The analysis of the latest summative using ANOVA by the help of SPSS
program showed that the mean scores between the two groups that chosen for the
experimental and control group were not significantly different. It means that the
two groups had equal English proficiency at the beginning of the treatment
administration. On the next analysis, the writer also used t-test provided in SPSS
to know whether there was a significant difference in the means of the gain
scores.

The result of the t-test for the gain scores of the two groups as provided in
SPSS showed that the means scores between the two groups were not significantly
different. It means that there was no significance different between the reading
comprehension achievement of the second grade of senior high school students

who were taught using jigsaw than those who were taught using GTM.

5.2. Suggestions

This study shows that the implementation of Jigsaw technique in reading
class of St. Agnes second grade of Senior High School students did not show the
beneficial effect. It was statistically proven that there was no significant difference
between the students who were taught using jigsaw technique and the ones who
were taught using GTM.

Here are some recommendations for the next researchers who are

interested in the same field of study, so the researchers can have better results.
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1.

The treatments given were only three times. It was too short for the student to
adapt with the new technique, which concern in the students activity. So the
writer suggests that longer treatments should be given.

It was also quite difficult in making the students work in groups seriously.
Some problems occurred, for example some students did not want to be in the
same group with other students whom they didn’t like, so they didn’t want to
participate in the group. So the explanation about the role of Jigsaw technique
before the lesson can be effective to make the students understand the function
of the group work.

The differences in students’ characteristics also influenced the application of
jigsaw. For examples: some students did not like to work in groups; they
didn’t want to share what they know, some students wanted to work in groups
with the other students they like, and some students were very talkative.
Therefore the teacher’s explanation about having their own responsibility of
the groups was important. It also could make the students learn how to be
concerned to others’ needs.

The classroom in which jigsaw was implemented was not big enough for the
students to have discussion. This condition made the space between the groups
too close; it could make the class noisy because the students could easily chat
with other students in other groups. It was also difficult for the writer to move
from group to group to check the student’s activities in expert team or in home
team. If it is possible, choose the other place to implement jigsaw, such as the

auditorium.
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5. The number of the students were too many for the implementation of the
jigsaw technique, since the teacher as the facilitator needs to move from one
group to other group; the smaller number of the students can be more effective

in implementing jigsaw.
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