CHAPTER YV

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS

In chapter 5, there are two parts to be discussed. The first one is
Summary and the second part is Suggestions. Summary deals with the summary
of all chapters and Suggestions deal with some recommendations for the English

teacher and further researchers.

5.1 Summary

There are four basic skills in learning English; listening, speaking, reading
and writing. One of the basic skills that can make the students become active in
exploring and constructing new knowledge is reading. In reality, however, many
senior high school students find difficulties in comprehending a reading passage.
It might happen because of the teaching technique used by the teacher. Usually
the teacher gives a passage to the students and asks them to understand it by
reading silently. And then, the teacher asks the students to answer the
comprehension questions given. Students found difficulties in answering the
questions since they do not understand the passage.

To overcome the problem above, the writer conducted a research on the
effect of teaching reading using Jigsaw and Grammar Translation Method (GTM)
to the reading comprehension achievement of senior high school students. This
study wanted to find out whether second grade of senior high school students
taught using Jigsaw obtain higher reading comprehension achievement than those

taught using Grammar Translation Method (GTM). The writer applied Jigsaw
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technique in the experimental group. This technique includes a different
classroom setting (work in expert and home groups) and different activities such
as discussion and sharing ideas (Coelho, 1989:5). Meanwhile, students in the
control group were taught using Grammar translation Method (GTM). Students
were asked to read the passage silently, ask the difficult words, and then answer
the questions based on the passage.

The subject of the writer’s research was the students in the second grade of
senior high school students. Each class has 30 students. X1 IPA was taken as the
pilot group, XI IPS-1 as the control group, and XI IPS-2 as the experimental
group. First, the writer conducted try out to the pilot group to know whether the
post test items were suitable to measure students’ reading achievement. After
finishing the try out, three times treatments for both groups and posttest, the writer
calculated the difference of two means of both experimental and control group
using t-test to prove whether there is a significant difference between the reading
comprehension achievement of students taught using Jigsaw and those taught
using Grammar Translation Method (GTM).

The result from the statistical calculation of posttest scores showed that
there was a significant difference between the reading comprehension
achievement of students taught using Jigsaw and those taught using Grammar
Translation Method (GTM). So, it proved that Jigsaw gives a good contribution
and positive effects in teaching learning process, especially in teaching reading to

senior high school students.
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5.2 Suggestions
In this section, the writer provides some suggestions for the English

teacher and further researchers.

5.2.1 Suggestions for English Teacher

The writer wants to give some suggestions for the English teacher based
on the findings in the field. She suggests that teachers should be creative to use
various techniques for the students in the teaching learning process, so the
students will enjoy and be interested with the lesson. The writer also wants to
suggest that in using cooperative learning through jigsaw technique, teachers
should actively monitor the groups. Teacher should also try to encourage each
group member to feel responsible for participating and learning since working in
groups may arouse some problems, for example, one group member may do
nothing and make other do the work. Or, on the other hand, one member may
become dominant or want to do everything and does not let others participate and
learn. Another problem that may arouse is that groups sometimes become noisy
and difficult to control. Therefore, teachers should monitor and encourage each
student to feel responsible in cooperative learning situation using Jigsaw
technique.

Moreover, the writer wants to suggest that teachers should pay attention on
two areas namely students’ understanding of the reading passage and students’
understanding of how to do the task and how to work together. By paying
attention to those things, the teacher can help the students to understand the

passage better. On the other hand, the students can increase their own learning and
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others’ learning too through the process of cooperating. In this research, it was
proven that Jigsaw technique can be used to increase the students’ reading

comprehension achievement.

5.2.2 Suggestions for Further Research

In this part, the writer wants to give some suggestions for other researchers
who want to do the same research like her. The first one is about the subject. In
this study the subject was limited to certain subjects, so it is better for further
research to use a wider subject to get more complete and valid result. Besides, the
writer also suggests that future researchers should give more than three
treatments, so the students can get a better understanding about the material, the
technique itself and the use of Jigsaw for reading.

In this study, the effect of the Jigsaw technique is seen through only one
kind of instrument (multiple choice items). It would be better if the effect of
Jigsaw technique can be proved using more than one instrument for example
essay type items.

The writer realizes that her research is far from perfect. However, she
hopes that her research will give good contribution to the English teacher and also

the students in the teaching learning process of reading.

56



REFERENCES

Arikunto, P.D. (2009). Dasar-Dasar Evaluasi Pendidikan. Jakarta: Bumi
Aksara.

Aronson, Elliot, et al. (1978). The Jigsaw Classroom. Beverly Hills: Sage.
Aronson, Elliot. (2008). Jigsaw Classroom: Jigsaw in 10 Easy Steps.

Retrieved February 10, 2010, from Jigsaw Classroom Web site:
http://www.jigsaw.org/steps.html

Attamimi, Nasser O. (2002). Grammar Translation: the dominant method
in many ELT classrooms. Retrieved on February 10, 2010 from
www.yementimes.com/print_article.shtml?i=657&p=education
&a=2

Badrawi, Nazly. (1992). The Reading Dilemma: Meeting Individuals
Needs. English Teaching Forum, Vol. 30, No. 3.

Baker, W. (1974). Reading Skills. USA: Prentice-Hall, Inc.

Brown, H.D. (2004). Language Assessment Principles and Classroom
Practices. New York: Oxford University Press.

Bynes, Heidi. (2003). The Essentials of Language Teaching. Retrieved
January 25", 2010 from http://www. Nclrc.org/ essentials/
reading/ reindex.htm.

Carrel, Patricia and John C. Eisterhold. (1983). ““Schema Theory and ESL
Reading Pedagogy. In Michael H. Long and Jack C. Richards
(eds). Methodology in TESOL; A Book of Readings. New York:
Newbury House Publishers.

Coelho, E., Winer L., & Olsen, W.O. (1989). All Sides of the Issue:
Activities for cooperative Jigsaw groups. USA: Alemany Press.

Cook, Guy. (1990). Discourse. New York: Oxford University Press.

Cossette, Sabine and Terry Saba. (2000). Cycle I: Cooperative Learning
and ICT*. Retrieved on November 39 2010 from
http://www.emsb.qc.ca/recit/apprentissage/cooperative%20learning
/English%20version/cycle%201/ICT cycle.htm

Evangelidon, Evangelis et al. (1990). Reading Skills. Teaching Forum,
Vol. XVIII, Vol. X No. 4, October.

57



Fisher, D.F, & Peters, C.W. (1981). Comprehension and the Competent
Reader. USA: Praeger Publishers.

Frank, C.B., Grossi, J.M., & Stanfield, D.J. (2006). Applications of
Reading Strategies Within the Classroom. USA: Pearson
Education, Inc.

Gronlund, Norman Edward. (1982). Constructing Achievement Test. New
Jersey: Prentice Hall, Inc.

Helgesen, Marc. (2005). Extensive Reading Reports — Different
Intelligences, Different Levels of Processing. Retrieved in July
2010 from www.asian-efl-journal.com/september_05_mbh.php.

Johnson, D.W., R.T. Johnson, and E.J. Holubec. (1993). Cooperation in
the Classroom. Edina, MN: Interaction Book Company.

Kennedy, A. (1984). The Psychology of Reading. USA: Methuen & Co. in
association with Methuen, Inc.

Kessler, K. (1992). Cooperative Language Learning. USA: Prentice-Hall,
Inc.

Kurnia, Evy. (2002). The Effect of Using Cooperative Learning by Using
Jigsaw Activities and the Traditional Techniques on the Reading
Comprehension Achievement of SMU YPPI-1 Students.
Surabaya: Unpublished Thesis Widya Mandala.

Larsen-Freeman, Diane. (1986). Techniques and Principles in Language
Teaching. England: Oxford University Press.

Larsen-Freeman, Diane. (2000). Techniques and Principles in Language
Teaching (Second Edition ed.). ( R. N. Campbell, & W. E.
Rutherford, Eds) Oxford, New York: Oxford University Press.

McMillan, James H. (1992). Educational Research. New York: Harper
Collins.

Ngadiman, A. (1990). The Effectiveness of the Purpose-Based Model for
Teaching Reading Comprehension at English Department.
Malang: IKIP Malang.

Nuttal, Christine. (1982). Teaching Reading Skills in a Foreign Language.
London: Heinemann Educational Book, Ltd.

58



Nuttal, Christine. (1996). Teaching Reading Skills in a Foreign Language
(new edition). Oxford: Heinemann Educational.

Olsen, Roger E. W-B, and Spencer Kagan. (1992). About Cooperative
Learning. Carolyn Kessler (eds). Cooperative Language
Learning: A Teacher’s Resource Book. New Jersey: Prentice
Hall, Inc.

Ongkowidjojo, A. (2008). The Effect of the Total Physical Response
Method and Translation Method on the Vocabulary
Achievement of First Graders at Sekolah Citra Berkat
Surabaya. Surabaya: Faculty of Teacher Training and
Education English Department Widya Mandala Catholic
University.

Richards, Jack C., and Theodore S.Rodgers. (1986). Approaches and
Methods in Language Techniques and Procedures.
Massachusetts: Winthrop Publisher. Inc.

Sania. (1998). The Effect of Cooperative Learning on the Reading
Comprehension Achievement of SMU Kristen Petra 3 Students.
Surabaya: Unpublished Thesis Widya Mandala.

Thullen, Nancy. (1996). The Grammar Translation Method. Retrieved on
February 10, 2010. www.nthullen.com/papers/720report.html.

Vacca, Richard T. (1981). Content Area Reading. Boston: Little, Brown
and Company.

Yuliani, Martha. (2010). PR Bahasa Inggris untuk SMA/MA Kelas XI
Semester 2. Klaten: PT Intan Pariwara.

59



