
CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

In this chapter, the writer presents the conclusion and suggestion. The 

conclusion contains the summary of the main points that have been discussed in the 

previous chapters and the other one contains the suggestions for the English teachers 

and researchers interested in this research topic.  

 

5.1. Conclusion 

Writing is a part of human life and important. However, it is also a difficult skill 

to learn. Due to the fact that the students often get difficulties in getting ideas to write, 

teachers usually provide some models as the teaching technique that can help them to 

stimulate their ideas.   

At present, the writer conducted a study about the effect of using Think-Pair-

Square in teaching writing on the writing achievement of elementary school students. 

This study would like to investigate whether the third grade students taught by 

Think-Pair-Square would obtain higher achievement than those taught by Individual 

Work.  

Proposing the Ho that there is no significant difference in the writing 

achievement and the Ha that there is a significant difference in the writing 

achievement between those taught with Think-Pair-Square and those taught with 

individual work, the writer conducted an experiment on two groups of the Xin Zhong 

Elementary School Surabaya to find out the answer.  
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The groups taken as the subject of this study were given two different treatments. 

Group A was taught using Think-Pair-Square while group B was taught using 

individual work. These treatments were given in three meetings and both groups 

learnt the same materials. After the treatment period was over, both groups were 

given a post test.  

Eventually, Group A slightly obtained a better mean score in the post test. The 

difference was not statistically significant. In other words, the students in the 

experimental group were not significantly advantaged by the Think Pair Square 

technique. The writer suspects that the insufficient numbers of treatments and the 

students’ habit to work solitarily might be the causes why they did not gain the 

maximum advantage of the Think Pair Square technique.  

 

5.2. Recommendation for Further Research 

Both the Individual Work and Think Pair Square have the same goal, which is to 

guide the students to be able to write better. One technique may yield better results 

than the other. However overusing it is absolutely not recommended since the 

students would find it boring, and such a way the productivity of the students would 

possibly deteriorate.  

Combining both of the above techniques, the Think Pair Square and the 

Individual Work, would benefit the students in general since some students may 

work better on their own and some with a group.  

The writer is of the opinion that the idea to teach writing using the Think Pair 

Square is worth investigating further. In order to come to a more decisive conclusion, 

the writer suggests that the number of the treatment be multiplied since the ones the 
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writer executed were far from enough. The effect of Think Pair Square across 

different levels of students, on the other hand, is also interesting to examine.  
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