
 

 

i 
 

AN UNDERGTADUATE THESIS 

 

IMPROVING THE STUDENT‟S WRITING ABILITY BY USING 

LANGUAGE SHAPING PARADIGM (LSP) STRATEGY AT THE EIGHTH 

GRADE OF JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL 3 JABUNG 

 EAST LAMPUNG 

 

BY: 

M. IRSAD SYAFI‟I 

STUDENT NUMBER 1501070272 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tarbiyahand Teacher Training Faculty 

English Education Department 

 

 

STATE INSTITUTE FOR ISLAMIC STUDIES OF METRO 

1441H/2020M 

 



 

 

ii 
 

IMPOVING THE STUDENTS WRITING ABILITY BY USING 

LANGUAGE SHAPING PARADIGM STRATEGYAT THE EIGHTH 

GRADE OF JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL 3 JABUNG 

EAST LAMPUNG 

 

 

Presented as a Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements  

for the Degree of SarjanaPendidikan (S.Pd.)  

in English Education Department 

 
 

By: 

M.IRSAD SYAFI’I 

Student Number: 1501070272 

 

 

Tarbiyah Faculty 

English Education Department 

 

 

 Sponsor  :Dr. Widhiya Ninsiana, M.Hum. 

 Co-Sponsor  :Trisna Dinillah Harya, M.Pd. 

 

 

 

 
STATE INSTITUTE FOR ISLAMIC STUDIESOF METRO 

1441 H / 20120 M 

 

 

 



 

 

iii 
 

 

 
 

 



 

 

iv 
 

 

 

 

 



 

 

v 
 

 

 
 

 

 



 

 

vi 
 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 

vii 
 

IMPROVING STUDENTS` WRITING ABILITY BY USING LANGUAGE 

SHAPING PARADIGM STRATEGY AT THE EIGHTH GRADES OF SMP 

N 3 JABUNG EAST LAMPUNG IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2019/2020 

ABSTRACT 

BY : 

M.Irsad Syafi‟i 

The purposes of this research are to show that using Language Shaping Paradigm 

Strategy can improve students writing ability and teaching learning activity 

toward the eighth grades students of SMP N 3 Jabung East Lampung  in academic 

year 2019/2020.  The writer had outlined the problem in this research that focused 

on improvement writing ability. It is realated on the problem identification that 

the students have low motivation especially in learning writing ability, they also 

get the difficulties to develop their own ideas, lack in vocabullary mastery,  do not 

know how to write a story based on the topic. 

Moreover, the kind of this research is classroom action reaserach (CAR) which 

was conducted in two cycle . each cycle consist of plan, action, observation, and 

reflection. Object of this research is students writing abiliy. In collecting data used 

written test, observation sheet, documentation sheet, field note sheet. 

Finally, the finding research is average score of pre test, post test I and pos test II 

showed that there was progressing score. the average of studets score of the eighth 

grades student of SMP N 3 Jabung in pre test is 58 , post test I is 66, and in post 

test II is 73,6. Based on the result, Language Shaping Paradigm could improve the 

students` activities in teaching learning process at the eighth grade of SMP N 3 

Jabung. 

Keywords : Improving students writing ability by using Language Shaping 

paradigm 
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MENINGKATKAN KEMAMPUAN MENULIS SISWA DENGAN 

MENGGUNAKAN STRATEGI LANGUAGE SHAPING PARADIGM 

(LSP) UNTUK SISWA KELAS DELAPAN DI SMP NEGRI 3 JABUNG 

PADA TAHUN AJARAN 2019/2020 

ABSTRAK 

BY 

M.Irsad syafi‟i 

Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah untuk menunjukan bahwa menggunakan 

strategi Language Shaping Paradigm bisa meningkatkan kemampuan menulis 

siswa dan aktifitas kegiatan belajar mengajar terhadap siswa kelas delapan di 

SMP N 3 Jabung Lampung Timur pada tahun ajaran 2019/2020. Permasalahan 

yang diangkat oleh penulis dalam penelitian ini berkaitan dengan perkembangan 

keampuan menulis siswa. Hal ini berdasarkan pada permasalahan yang telah 

dipaparkan bahwasanya siswa mempunyai motivasi rendah khususnya dalam 

belajar kemampuan menulis, mereka juga memperoleh kesulitan untuk 

mengembangkan ide yang mereka miliki, rendah dalam penguasaan kosa kata dan 

tidak tau bagaimana caranya menulis berdasarkan topik. 

Selain itu, jenis dari penelitian ini adalah Peneletian Tindakan Kelas 

(PTK) yang dilakukan dalam dua siklus. Setiap siklus terdiri dari rencana, 

tindakan, pengamatan, pemikiran. Objek dari penelitian ini adalah kemampuan 

menulis siswa. Dalam mengumpulkan data menggunakan tes tertulis, lembar 

pengamatan, lembar dokumentasi, lembar catatan lapangan. 

Ahirnya, Hasil peneletian ini adalah nilai rata-rata pre-test, post-test I, post 

test-II menunujukan peningkatan hasil. Nilai rata-rata siswa kelas delapan dari 

SMP N 3 Jabung in pre-test adalah 58, post test I adalah 66, dan pada post-test II 

adalah 73,6. Berdasarkan hasil tersebut, Language Shaping Paradigm bisa 

meningkatkan aktivitas siswa dalam proses kegiatan belajar di  kelas delapan  dari 

SMP N 3 Jabung. 

Kata kunci : Meningkatkan kemampuan belajar menulis siswa dengan 

menggunakan strategi Language Shaping Paradigm 
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Motto 

 

 

 ان ظر ماقال ولا تنظر من قال

 

UNDHUR MAA QOOLA WALAA TANDHUR MAN QOOLA 

“Do not see who is coneyed, but see what is conveyed” 

(Ali Bin Abi Thalib r.a) 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

A. Background Of Study 

As we know writing was an activity that never be left in education. 

Writing very essential part of the lesson, not only in englwash lesson, but 

also in other classes such as biology, mathematics and etc. The Student 

need to know how to write a letter, how to write result of a reply, how to 

make a description about something. In language, Writing was an activity 

in the form of pouring ideas with complex abilities through productive 

active activities in the form of letters and numbers symbolically so it can 

be understood by others.  

Writing was an activity that has many benefits. For thwas reason,  

when the student improve writing and practice skills continuously it would 

expands and increases vocabulary growth, improves writing fluency and 

composing sentences. Writing an activitythat can improve the ability to 

organize. The writing prospective was to developing  writing style and  

organizing in accordanceof an letter with hwas own ideas. 

Actually, writing have some types, such as: descriptive, narative, 

exposition, report, argumentative. Descriptive was a text that describe 

particular thing, person, animal, place and or event to the reader or hearers. 

Narative was a text that retell about the story in the past.It was includes 

fairy stories, fables, mystery, stories, science fiction etc. Exposition was a 

text that used to giving information, making explanations and interpreting 



2 

 

 
 

meanings. Report was a text that used to give an account of something, to 

offer a solution of  problem, to answer a question. Argumentative was a 

text that used to make a case or prove and dwasprove a satatement of 

prepotition.  

In addition, in the writing someone need a strategy to make easier 

when write a text, one of the strategy was Language Shaping Paradigm 

(LSP). The language shaping paradigm wasa strategy that used to connect 

students to the printed page through their own writing.  

Moreover, on the observation has been conducted on April 17
th

 

2019, writer found some problem at the eighth grade students, such as the 

sttudent are lack in mastery vocabulary, student do not know how to write 

a story based on the topic, student have less idea to write based on the 

topic, student have low motivation,especially in writing Ability. To 

supporting the the problem above, the writer  also enclose the student 

score that can be illustrated as follows.  
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Table I 

Pra-survey Data of Students` Englwash Writing Ability Score 

NO Students Code MMC Grade  Criteria 

1 ARF 75 55 Uncompleted 

2 ANS 75 65 Uncompleted 

3 ANG 75 50 Uncompleted 

4 ATH 75 55 Uncompleted 

5 AML 75 50 Uncompleted 

6 AHD 75 50 Uncompleted 

7 DMS 75 75 Completed 

8 DVD 75 55 Uncompleted 

9 DS 75 50 Uncompleted 

10 DM 75 45 Uncompleted 

11 EGA 75 60 Uncompleted 

12 FHM 75 65 Uncompleted 

13 FTR 75 55 Uncompleted 

14 IDM 75 50 Uncompleted 

15 IZN 75 55 Uncompleted 

16 JWT 75 55 Uncompleted 

17 NVL 75 75 Completed 

18 NVT 75 50 Uncompleted 

19 NY 75 45 Uncompleted 

20 NNK 75 40 Uncompleted 

21 PTR 75 65 Uncompleted 

22 PPT 75 50 Uncompleted 

23 RM 75 50 Uncompleted 

24 SACA 75 50 Uncompleted 

25 SBL 75 55 Uncompleted 

26 TSBT 75 65 Uncompleted 

27 UMI 75 50 Uncompleted 

28 YN 75 55 Uncompleted 

29 ZDN 75 60 Uncompleted 

30 WNA 75 55 Uncompleted 

Total Average   1450=48,3 Uncompleted 

Source : Writing ability test result in pre-survey at SMP N 3 JABUNG. 
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Table II 

The Categorization of Students Writing Ability 

SMP N 3 JABUNG 

 

No. Grade  Frequency Precentage  

1 ≥ 75 2 students 6,7% 

2 < 75 28 students 93,3% 

Total   30 students 100% 

                                 

Based on the data above we know that 13,3 % of student are 

complete in the Minimum Matery Criteria (MMC), meanwhile 86,6 % of 

student are not complete in the MMC. The writer hope after thwas strategy 

has be applied, more than 75% of student get75≤ achievement. 

Based on all statement above, the writer interest in “improving the 

student‟s writng ability by using Languge Shaping Paradigm (LSP) 

strategy at eighth grade of SMP N 3 Jabung Jabung in academic year of 

2019/2020. 

B. Problem Identification 

Problem identification was a problem obtained after conduct pra-survey. 

There are some problem that can identified  in problem identification, the 

problem above as follows : 

1) Student are lack in mastery vocabulary. 

2) Student do not know how to write a story based on the topic. 

3) Student have less idea to write based on the topic. 

4) Student have low motivation,especially in writing Ability  
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C. Problem Limitation                                 The 

writer was obtain some problem on the baground of study, but in 

that research the writer limits the problem by focusing limitation 

ofImproving The Students‟ Writing Ablity by Using Language Shaping 

Paradigm at the eight grade student in SMP N 3 Jabung in academic year 

of 2019/2020. 

D. Problem Formulation 

In order, on thwas research the writer also construct problem 

formulation to more focusing in conduct thwas research. The problem 

formulation of thwas research as follows: 

“can the Language Shaping Paradigm improve the student‟s writing ability 

at the eight grades of SMP N 3 Jabung in academic year of 2019/2020 ?”. 

E. The objective of the study  

The objective of study was to find out whether the Language 

Shaping Paradigm can improve the writing ability of the eighth grade 

students of SMP N 3 Jabung in academic year of 2019/2020. 

F. The benefit of the study  

1. For the student  

The writer hope that the student more interest with englwash 

lesson, so the teaching learning procces would be active in the class 

and the ability in englwash would be improve. 
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2. For the englwash teacher 

The writer hope with thwas research would be give possitive 

contribution in improve writing ability, so the teacher can use thwas 

way to teach in the class. 

3. For the headmaster 

The writer hope thwascan give possitive information in 

learning procces and also hope can make improve the quality  of 

education in SMP N 3 Jabung in academic year of 2019/2020. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED THEORIES 

A. Concept of Writing Ability 

1. Concept of writing ability 

a. Definition of  Writing 

According to James H. Breasted, the investation of script 

and a confortable system of writing and achiving had bigger 

influence on the development of the human race than anyother 

mental progress in the human history.
1
Moreover writing is also an 

ability that important for human development.  

According to nunan, Writing is a „complex, cognitive 

process that requires sustained intellectual effort over a 

considerable period of time.
2
 It means that  Writing was an activity 

that need a competence and habbit also involving psychological to 

express an idea on the article.  

Dorothy and Carlos stated that writing is also one o the 

most difficult skills to master in both a first language and a second 

language. Students can find it challenging to find ideas to include 

in their writing and each culture has its own style for organizing 

academic writing.
3
 Make letters or numbers on a surface, especially 

with a pen or pencil on paper, to put information, a message of 

                                                             
1
James H. Breasted, The concept of writing ,(university of lapland 2009), p.2 

2
Nunan, Proccess Writting,(The University of Birmingham july 2008), p.3 

3
Dorothy E, Zemach and Carlos Islam, Paragraph Writing From Sentence To Paragraph, 

(ttp: Macmillan, 2005) p. iv 
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good wishes, etc. In a letter and send to somebody, to produce 

something in written form so that people can read, perform and use 

it.  

Based on the statement above the writer make a 

conclusion that writing was an activity that important to be 

learning also a phsychological activity that need competence and 

habbit to express own ideaon the article. 

b. Definition of Ability  

According Oxford Advanced American Dictionary ability 

can be difined as the fact that someone or something was able to do 

something and level of skill intelegence.
4
 . 

Ability is ascribed for what is that one is able to do certain action.
5
 

In other word, ability is an action taken by someone. 

c. Definition of Writing Ability 

writing ability was one of skill in english that important to 

be learning also a phsychological activity that need competence 

and habbit to express own idea on the article and feeling to other 

people in written symbols to make other people or readers 

understand the ideas conveyed. 

 

 

                                                             
4
A.s hornby, Oxford Acvanced American Dictionary (Newyork:Oxford University Press, 

2000) 
5
John Bejamins B.V, Control and Ability, ( Copyright, 2010), p.27 
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2. Benefits of writing  

Writing is essensial. It brings about a lot of advantages 

(cf.Chappell 2011; or what is the impotance of writing?) as for the 

advantages such as the following:
6
 

a) Express one‟s personality. 

b) Foster communication. 

c) Develop thinking skills. 

d) Make logical and persuasive arguments. 

e) Give a person chance to later reflect on his/her ideas and re-

evaluate them. 

f) Provide and receive feedback. 

g) Prepare for school and employment 

3. Types of Writing. 

As we know that there were some types of writing as follows: 

1) Descriptive 

 Descriptive is an activity that do by the writer or the 

speaker to describe particular thing, person, animal, place and or 

event to the reader or hearers.
7
Descriptive was the way things look, 

smell, taste, feel, or sound. It may include moods, such as hapiness, 

loneliness,or fear. It means that descriptive used to describe more 

than the out ward appearence of people. 

                                                             
6
 Blanka frydrychova Klimova, The Importance of Writing, (university of hardec kralove 

january 2013), p.9  
7
 Gerot & wignel,students Descriptive Text Writing in SFL 

perpectives(IJECTAL,2017,),p.67 
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Descriptive writing requires the use of specific details and 

vocabullary that carries a strong meaning, so the reader can 

understand what which the writer meaning. 

2) Narrative  

A narrative was a story. Mostly narrative were imaginary 

stories but sometimes narrative can be factual too. It was includes 

fairy stories, fables, mystery, stories, science fiction etc.
8
 Narative 

place occurences in time and tells what happen according to natural 

time and tell what happen according to natural time squence. So, it 

illustrates that narrative was to retell about the story in the past. 

3) Exposition 

 Gennerally, an exposition not only have a purpose to 

presenting one side of an argument but also, exposition was used to 

giving information, making explanations and interpreting 

meanings.
9
 It means that in exposition give more about explanation 

and information about something well. 

4) Report 

 The purpose of report was to give an account of something, 

to offer a solution of  problem, to answer a question.
10

 It means that 

report tell about the characteristic of something clearly. 

 

                                                             
8
 Irwan Sulistyo, An analysis of generic structure of narrative text,p.171 

9
 R.R Jordan, Academic Writing Course Study in Writing, Third edition, (England: 

Pearson Education Limited,2003), p.27   
10

 Elizabeth kalucy, Report writing:process, principle and styles, (journal 

watch,des.2004), p.2  
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5) Argumentative  

 Argumentative was another types of essay writing and it 

was concerned with the reasoning ability of the writer to present an 

issue logically with an overriding view.
11

 The function of 

argumentation was to make a case or prove and disprove a 

satatement of prepotition. The argumentative was also called a 

genre of writing that requires the student to investigate a topic. 

Based on explanation above the writer conclude that writing 

was an ability that have several types and every types have 

function. 

4. Processs of writing  

However, in the writing there were process to write good 

writing and the process divided by four stages. Here‟re four stages of 

the good writing process :
12

 

a. Planning 

Pretend that someone who have time and finances to visit 

a country you‟ve never visited and know little about. Althought 

the someone could  hop a plane and figure out what to do when 

you get there, it would problably do some google searches, 

browse guidebook, buy a map and chat with other who  have 

made the trip.  

                                                             
11

 V.A.Alabi-Babtunde, The use of english in higher Education (Nigeria,Ilorin University 

Press, 1998) p.172 
12

Minneapolis, The Writing Process, (Capella University), p.3-p.34 
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If the someone were throught, it would sketch a complete 

itinery and read extensively about the destination. Then, the last 

step was pack the clothing and gear after consulting your packing 

list. Based on the pretend about, writing was like a trip and 

Planning result  a smoother voyage and give a convidence and 

energy for the writer to complete the trip.  

However, in this stage the writer have to analyzing the 

audience, determining the purpose of writing and generating   

Potential content. 

b. Drafting 

Planning was like getting ready for a trip, gathering 

information and making preliminary decisions about the general 

direction. Drafting was actual journey. Sometimes you follow the 

itenary the mapped out in the planning phase. However, the 

process of writing can occasionally tempt you of the beaten track 

as the someone stumble onto side roads that didn‟t know existed.  

Then the someone have to decide if the someone would stay with 

it original plan, take an unexpected side trip, or revise the entire 

itinery. So,  the key in this stage of writing process was to avoid 

editing and proofreading untill the writer‟s idea down. stoping, 

starting and making small changes as the writer would interrupt 

the thinking. As the second stage in the writing process, in this 
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stage writer have to making a case and structuring  envidence of 

the writer for that case.  

Based on the explain above drafting was a series of 

strategies designed to organize and develop a suistained piece of 

writing. 

c. Revising 

In the stage before, the writer learned that these activities 

were similar to planning a trip and then following through on the 

plan that be maked before. Revision was like the recapping and 

analysis of a trip after the travels have ended. So, how could the 

writer can make the trip be better?. Unlike taking vacation, 

writing does allow to go back, retrace or redo the path. Based on 

the pretend about revising was doing after do something and get 

feedback form experience or someone who assessing.  

If the someone revision means looking again at the entire 

work. The writer have to looks for feedback like an outside critic 

and finding opportunities for cutting, adding to, reording, or 

rewording  from the teacher or the student.   

In revising stage the writer have to putting their self in the 

place of reader, rethinking their approach, making changes that 

would improve their case. 
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d. Editing 

The final stage in the writing procces was editing. At this 

stage, writters review and assess text by examining diction, tone, 

style, and flow. Intermigled, these elemnts work toghether and not 

only express a voice of writter, but also influence by a intended 

audience of writting. 

Based on the explanantion above the writer have to 

eliminate  errors and improve the coherence and readybility of the 

written text that already be presented.     

5. Measurement of writing 

There were several categories on assignment writing, namely 

content, organization, vocabulary, language use and mechanics.
13

 

Categorization Score Level  Criteria  

Content  30-27 Excellent to very good Knowledgeable-

substantive-etc. 

26-22 Good to average  Some knowledge of 

subject-etc. 

21-17 Fair to poor Limited knowledge of 

subject- little subtance-

etc. 

16-13 Very poor Does not show 

knowledge of subject- 

non substantive-etc. 

                                                             
13

Heaton, J. B. Writing English Language Test. London and New York: 

Longman Group UK Limited, 1988. Page 146 
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Organization  20-18 Excellent to very good Fluent expression- 

ideas clearly stated- 

etc. 

17-14 Good to average Somewhat choppy- 

loosely organized but 

main ideas stand out- 

etc. 

13-10 Fair to poor Non fluent- ideas 

confused or 

disconnected- etc. 

9-7 Very poor Does not communicate- 

no organization- etc. 

Vocabulary  20-18 Excellent to very good Sophisticated range- 

effective word/idiom 

choice and usage-etc. 

17-14 Good to average Adequate range- 

occasional errors of 

word/idiom form, 

choce, usage, but 

meaning not obscured. 

13-10 Fair to poor Limited range- frequent 

errors of word/idiom 

form, choice, usage-etc. 

9-7 Very poor Essentially translation- 

little knowledge of 

English vocabulary. 

Language use 25-22 Excellent to very good Effective complex 

constructions- etc. 

21-19 Good to average Effective but simple 

constructions-etc. 

17-11 Fair to poor Major problems in 



16 

 

 
 

simple/complex 

constructions- etc. 

10-5 Very poor Virtually no mastery of 

sentence construction 

rules-etc. 

Mechanics  5 Excellent to very good Demonstrates mastery 

of conventions-etc. 

4 Good to average Occasional errors of 

spelling, punctuation-

etc. 

3 Fair to poor Frequent errors of 

spelling punctuation, 

capitalization-etc. 

2 Very poor No mastery of 

conventions- 

dominated by errors of 

spelling, punctuation, 

capitalization, 

paragraphing-etc. 

 

B. Concept of LSP (Language Shaping Paradigm) 

a. Definition of Language Shaping Paradigm 

According to manzo, language shaping paradigm is to connect 

students to the printed page through their own writing.
14

 it means that 

language shaping paradigm was a strategy that used to make a relation 

between  printed page and their own writing. 
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Anthoni Manzo,Content Area Reading: A Heuristic Approach, (Merril Publishig 

Company), p.368 
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language shaping is to connect to the printed to value and 

profit from personal throught and experiences and to  learn more.
15

 It 

means this strategy that used to make a text or printed page or relation 

based value, personal rhrought and experience. 

Based two statement about the language shaping paradigm was 

a strategy that used to help student make a review about their own 

writing. 

b. Principle of Language Shaping paradigm 

Language Shaping Paradigm has some principle.the principle about as 

follows:
16

 

1. Make student can review their written. 

2. Guiding the student to cooperate each other. 

3. Guiding the student to more creative. 

4. Guiding the student can develop a theme that can be given by a 

teacher. 

the writerconclude that LSP strategy used to teach and guides student 

in writing and understanding their own written and improving the 

student writing ability. 

 

 

                                                             
15

Tutik Lestari, Teaching Writing By Combining Quick Write & Language Shaping 

Paradigm Srategies, (STKIP PGRI Sumatra Barat), P.3 
16

Anthoni Manzo, Content Area Reading: A Heuristic Approach, (Merril Publishig 

Company), p.368 
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c. Benefit of Language Shaping Paradigm 

from the definition above LSP strategy has several benefits. the 

benefit about as follows:
17

 

1. This strategy can help student write sufficienly to generate an 

adequete sample for editing or shaping. 

2. This strategy can help student value and recheck their own writing. 

3. Can help the student develop their own idea. 

4. Help student to cooperation in review of the personal patterns of 

language and thought to their writing reviels. 

it was concluded that LSP strategy can improve student to 

understanding their written with their coorperation. 

d. Implementation of Language Shaping Paradigm 

According to manzo, there were six steps in Language Shaping 

Paradigm. The follow Step of LSP strategy:
18

 

a) The teacher begin with a stimulating topic for discussion that 

canengage children interest and eventually provide an authentic 

purpose for writing  

b) Students write stories or themes in the convensional way, or the 

teacher can write a dictated story of student 

                                                             
17

Tutik Lestari, Teaching Writing By Combining Quick Write & Language Shaping 

Paradigm Srategies, (STKIP PGRI Sumatra Barat), P.3 
18

Anthony Manzo, Literacy Disorder : Holistic Diagnosis & Remidiation, (Harcourt 

Brace Jovanovich College Publishers), p.461 
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c) Student select a student story or essay and revives and edits it 

jointly with student author, informing the student that his or her 

work was selected for the class to read and analyse. This teacher 

assisted revision can be guided by simple who, what, where, when, 

why, and how question. 

d) The teacher, with the student approval, prepares, comprehension 

question and language analysis and improvement exercise for the 

material. 

e) The teacher duplicates the story and exercise for the group to read 

and discuse. The student-author was urged to do a lot more 

listening than speaking during the initial discussion. 

f) The teacher then invites the student-author to participate more 

opently as the discussion moves to the language improvement 

exercises.   

It means that Languge Shaping Paradigm was A strategy from  

student (because the student who make the materi), by student 

(because the student who disscussed the materi) and to student 

(because the materi would back to student as a question or 

comprehension exercise). 
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C. Action Hypotesis 

In this Classroom Action Research his stated as follow: 

“The use Language Shaping Paradigm strategy can improve writing 

abilityat the eighthgraders of SMP N 3 Jabung in academic year of 

2019/2020” 
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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHOD 

 

A. Setting Location and Subject Location 

       Thisresearch was classroom action research type, and it would be 

conducted at the eighth grade of SMPNegeri 3Jabung, which waslocated in 

Jabung, East Lampung. Action research concern with a social practice, aimed 

towards improvement, a cyclical process, participative, determine by 

practitioners. 

      The subjects of this research was the students of 

SMPNegeri3Jabung.Therewas thirty students of class VIII B of 

SMPNegeri3Jabung The writer choosed this class because most of the 

students has low score in English lesson especially in Writing Ability. Bellow 

the data of class VIIIB of SMP Negeri 3Jabung 

Table 4 

The Whole Data of Class VIIIB of SMP Negeri 3Jabung 

Class 

Gender 

Male Female 

VIIIB 15 15 

Total 30 

Source: Ledger of the English Teacher of SMP Negeri 3Jabung, taken on 

April 17, 2017. 
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B. Object of Study 

      The object of the study was research wasImproving StudentsWriting 

Ability by using Language Shaping Paradigm (LSP) Strategyat the Eighth 

Grade of SMP Negeri 3Jabung East Lampung. 

 

C. Action Plan 

       Action research was a method for improving and modifying the working 

system of a classroom in the school.
19

 It means that, action research was a 

research that was used to investigate and evaluate the students and teachers 

work in teaching and learning with the aim of collecting information about 

what they want.  

      There were four components in one cycle for conducting classroom action 

research.  It conswasts of planning, action, observation, and reflection. The 

four phases of the classroom action cycle were conducted integrated like 

spiral. Each phase was concluded based on the previous one and the next. It 

means that, the activities in the classroom action research were based on 

planning, action, and observation, then, the writercould make a reflection to 

determine the next cycle. The purpose of the research was to know the 

problem solving. In this research, the writer needs a collaborator to help in 

this action research.  

      McNiff defines that “Action research is a name given to a particular way 

of researching your own learning. It is a practical way of looking at your 

                                                             
25

Anne Burns, “Doing Action Research in Englwash Language Teaching”, (New York: 

Routladge, 2010), Page 5. 
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practice in order to check whether it is as you feel it should be.”
20

It can be 

concluded that Classroom Action Research was the inquiry towards the 

problems faced in the learning activity by conducting an action and analyzing 

the action taken of the process and result of learning.In this research, the 

writer as the teacher, and the teacher as collaborator. The English teacher was 

Mrs Winarsih, S.Pd as the collabolator in this research. 

      In the classroom action research, the writer would like to hold the 

research in some cycles. There were a relationship between one and the other. 

They were planning, action, collection/ analyzing data, and reflection. It 

means that, action research consist of four steps include planning, action, 

observation, and reflection. 

Figure 1 

Design of Classroom Action Research Model 

 

                                                        CYCLE I 

 

 

                                            CYCLE II 

 

                                                             
20

Jean McNiff and Jack Whitehead, Action Research: principles and practice, (London 

and New York: Rutledge Flamer, 2002), p.16 
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Planning 
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        Based on model design from McKernan above, there were four steps in 

aacting process, they were planning, action, observation and reflection. 

Which was all activity has relationship with the other. 

1. Cycle I 

a. Planning 

         Planning was the first step before we were going to teach in the 

learning program. The material must suitable with the syllabus, and 

the instrument of evaluation.
21

In the first phase, after analyzing the 

finding of the preliminary study such as identifying and diagnosing 

student‟s problem in writing skill that occur in the classroom and 

concluding the finding in preliminary study. Then the writer and the 

collaborator (teacher) prepared some plans to conduct the classroom. 

They were the following: 

1) The writer prepared the lesson plan including teaching 

procedure, media, and relevant material to be applied in acting 

phase. 

2) The writer prepared learning resource for students. 

3) The writer determined the method or strategy to be applied in 

acting phase. In this case, the writer usedlanguage shaping 

paradigm to improve students writing ability. 
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Ernest T. Stringer, “Integrating Teaching, Learning, and Action Research”, (United 

States: SAGE Publications.Inch, 2010), Page 4. 
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4) The writer prepared observation format and also evaluation 

format to evaluate the student‟s activity after teaching and 

learning process. 

5) The writer and the collaborator designed the criteria of success. 

b. Action 

          This activity was implementation of learning activities that 

have prepared in the planning. It was the realization from the 

planning that the writer had made. Without the action, the planning 

just imagination that never real. At the acting stage, the writer tried 

to implement some techniques or procedural acts that had formula at 

planning. 

        The process follow the sequence of activities contained in the 

learning scenario. Using a sheet of observation, it used to make some 

notes the activities in the process of learning Writing by using 

problem solving learning tecnique. Here was the step in action that 

the writer could make in action: 

1) Pre – Activity 

a) The writer started the lesson by greeting to the students. 

b) The writer and students prayed together. 

c) The writer checked students‟ attendance. 

d) The writer informed to the students about the competence, 

the indicator and the objectives that should be achieved. 
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2) While Activity 

a) The writer divided students  in the class into some group 

b) The writer begin with a stimulating topic for discussion. 

c) Students write storiesb based on the topic. 

d) The writer selected student story for class to read and 

analyse together. 

e) The teacher give some ice breaking to make student do not 

feel bore. 

f) The prepare to duplicates exercise and student story for 

groups to read and disscussed. 

g) The teacher then invites the student-author to participate 

more opently as the discussion moves to the language 

improvement exercises. 

3) Post – Activity 

a) The writer ask the students to answer some question. 

b) The writer gives the conclusion of the material. 

c) The writer gives score for students.  

d) The reseacher closed the meeting by saying Sallam. 

c. Observation 

        Observing was either an activity of a living being, consisting of 

receiving knowladge of the outside world through the sense, or the 

recording of data using scientific instruments. The term may also 
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refer to any data collected during this activity.
22

 Based on the 

observeing, the writer decided whether there was anything that the 

writerwould be increase soon in order that action achieve the aim of 

the writer goals. The writer observed them in every activity.  

d. Reflection 

       After observation process was done, the writer and the reseacher 

made a reflection to evaluate teaching learning process and the 

improvement of students‟ writing Argumentative. 

Reflection was an activity to analyze, understand, and make 

conclusions based on observations and field notes. Reflection was 

done by analyzing the results of tests and observation, and was used 

as the basis for improvements in the next cycle. 

2. Cycle II 

a. Re-planning 

       In the first step, before conducting the action in the next step, the 

writerwould be repaired the problem found in cycle one. It would be 

explained as follow: 

1) The writerwouldbe analyzes the reflection result to obtain the 

solving problem. 

2) The writer would revised and prepared the lesson plan based on 

the problem appears in the previous cycle including teaching 
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Jean McNiff and Jack Whitehead, “Action Research: Principles and Practice”, 

(London: RoutledgeFalmer, Inch. 2002).Page 35. 
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procedure, media, and relevant material to be applied in acting 

step. 

3) The writerwould rearranged observation format and also reforms 

the evaluation format to improved the plan indicators that had 

not been achieve yet in the previous cycle. 

b. Action 

       The second step in the action research was action. It was the 

implementation of the planning. In this step the writer acts as 

follows: 

1) Pre-Activity 

a) The writer started the lesson by greeting to the students. 

b) The writer and students praying together. 

c) The writerchecked students‟ attendance. 

d) The writer informed to the students about the competence, 

the indicator and the objectives that shall be achieve. 

2) While Activity 

1) The writer divided students  in the class into some group 

2) The writer begin with a stimulating topic for discussion. 

3) Students write storiesb based on the topic. 

4) The writer selected student story for class to read and 

analyse together. 

5) The teacher give some ice breaking to make student do not 

feel bore. 
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6) The prepare to duplicates exercise and student story for 

groups to read and disscussed. 

7) The teacher then invites the student-author to participate 

more opently as the discussion moves to the language 

improvement exercises. 

3) Post – Activity 

a) The writer ask the students to answer some question. 

b) The writer gives the conclusion of the material. 

c) The writer gives score for students.  

d) The writer closed the meeting by saying Sallam. 

c. Observation 

        In the third step, the writer would observe the student‟s activity, 

their participations, class situation during teaching and learning 

process, and teacher (writer) performance by using structure 

observation form and made note the overall activities. Furthermore, 

the writerwould also collected the data from the post test and the 

result of student‟s activity.  

d. Reflection 

       In this step, the writerwould compared the score of pre-test and 

post-test. The writer reviews and reflects on students‟ activity and 

teacher performance whether it was positive or negative, the second 

cycle enough or need for the next step. 
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D. Data Collection Method 

       To collect data, the reseacher usedthe data collection by using instrument 

as bellow: 

1. Test 

      Test was set of stimulation present to an individual in order to elicit 

responses on the basis, which a numeral score can be assigned. The 

material in pre-test and post-test were different but have same 

difficulties. The test consists of pre-test and post-test. The types of the 

test werewriting composing text. The test was divided into two parts, as 

follow:  

a. Pre-Test 

      The pre-test was given in the first meeting before doing 

treatments in order to know ability of the students before doing the 

action research Post-Test. 

b. Pos-Test 

      The post-test was given in the last meeting after doing treatments 

to found out whether the treatments give any contribution to the 

students‟ achievementin the class or not. The improvement could be 

seen if the average score of the post-test was higher than pre-test. 

This step would be done after the treatment to know the influence of 

the Problem solving techniquewereable to Improve the 

Students‟Writing Argumentative. 
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2. Observation 

         The research would take field notes on the behavior and activities 

of individuals at the research site. Observation was a basic method for 

obtaining data in Classroom Action Research. Observation plays an 

important part in any kind of data-gathering and most action research 

project use this as an instrument.In this research, the writer would 

directly organize observation in the field research; the writer looking for 

the information that related the students‟ writing in that school and the 

writer would take the data of the class VIII. 

3. Documentation 

       Documentation was a tool to collect some information in the form of 

written source or document such as books, magazines, daily notes, 

etc.Documentation was needed to get the information from written 

source or documents.The writer uses this technique to documentation 

obtain data about state of students, the history of SMP N 3 Jabung, state 

of the environment, the state of teachers, staff and organizational 

structure, and geographical condition school. 

4. Field Note 

        Field note was observation instrument used in CAR to provide a 

record of whatwas going on during an observation which includes 

descriptions of places, people, objects, acts, activities, events, purposes, 

times and feelings.
23

 In this research, the writer would use field note to 
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Ibid, p. 526. 
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record the student‟s activity during the learning process. In this research, 

the writer would conduct the field note in order to get the complete data 

from the eighth graders of SMP N 3 JABUNG about the students 

activities, events in each learning steps, learning purposes, leaning time, 

and feelings of the students in the learning process. 

E. Data Collection Instrument 

1. Writen Test 

        To identify the students` writing ability at the eighth grade of SMP N 

3 Jabung, the writer was applied writien test. The way in  measure written 

test was writing composing text. The test consists of pre-test and post-test, 

in this reasearch would be in the form of writing composing text. 

2. Observation Sheet 

        In this research the writer observed about what would happening 

during teaching learning process when the teacher implemented Langauge 

Shaping Paradigm (LSP) in teaching writing. The aspects that would be 

observed are: 

a. The students`participation in learning process. 

b. The teacher performance in the classroom. 

3. Documentation Sheet 

It refers to the achieve data that helps the writer to collect the needed data. 

The writer utilizes the document related to the object research such as, as 

follows 

: 
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a. The quantity of the students. 

b. The condition teacher‟s and officials` employees. 

c. School history. 

d. Structure of school organization. 

e. School location sketch at SMP N 3 Jabung. 

4. Field Note Sheet 

          Field note sheetwas an instrument  to record all events that happen 

in process the action of the teacher or writer. This field note was useful to 

knowing the students` progress in the learning process. 

F. Data Analyswas Technique 

         To knowthe simulation technique couldimprove Students‟ Writing 

Ability, the writer administers the pre-test before using reporter simulation 

technique and post-test after using reporter simulation technique. 

        To analyze the data, the writer computes data of the average rates of pre-

test (X-pre) and post-test (X-post) by using formula as follows:
24

 

X = 
  

 
 

Where: 

X : Mean of average score 

∑ X : Number of students score 

N : Total number of student 
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Donald Ary.et.al, “Introduction ton Research in Education. Eight Edition”, (USA: 

Wadsworth Cengage Learning, 2010), Page 108. 



34 

 

 
 

        Then, to know the result the writer would compare between pre-test and 

post-test. The result would be match by the minimum standard in this school 

at least 75. If in cycle I there were some students not successful, so the writer 

would like to conducted in cycle II.
25

 The minimum cycle in CAR 

(Classroom Action Research) at least two cycles, if from cycle II all of the 

students were successful from Minimum Matery Criteria (MMC), the cycle 

able to be stoped until cycle II. 

The formula to know the percentage of the students who pass the 

MnimumMatery Criteria (MMC) in each cycle as follow:
26

 

 P = 
 

 
 x 100% 

P : Class Percentage  

F : Frequency 

N : Number of Students 

G. Indicator of Success 

        The research repute to be success if 70 % of students got minimum score 

at least 75 and there was improvement students learning activity in teaching 

learning process after using Problem solving techniquein teaching learning 

process. Therefore the students become more active and enthusiastic in 

learning English. 

  

                                                             
25

Daniel R. Tomal, “Action research for Educator. Second edition”, (United Kingdom: 

Rowman& Littlefield Publwashers.Inch, 2010), Page 109. 
26

Timothy C. Urdan, “Statwastics in Plain Englwash”, (London: Lawrence Erlbaum 

Associate Publwashers, 2015), Page 10. 
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CHAPTER IV 

RESEARCH RESULT AND INTERPRETATION 

 

A. Research Result 

In this chapter the researcher would like to present about the research. 

It involved the research result and discussion which had been carried out by 

the researcher at SMP Negeri 3Jabung especially for the Eighth grade of 

student in class VIII
1
SMP Negeri 3Jabung East Lampung. 

1. The Profile of The School 

a. The History of State Junior High School 3Jabung 

SMP N 3Jabung was located on Jl. Raya Seragi makmur 

(Adiluhur-Jabung), East Lampung. This school was established on 

2014 by a society figure of East Lampung on the 7,270 m
2
area at 

Jabung distric. At the same time, this school were have 12 local . 

The establishment of this school based on the NSS/NIS/NPSN 

202.12.04.06.151/20510/10814601. ThisSchool has been builded 

after devision of village in jabung distrik. 

b. Building Condition and School Facilities 

SMP 3Jabung has the satisfy facilities to support the learning 

activity. Specifically, the facilities as follows: 
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Table 6 

The Teacher Education Background at SMP N 3 Jabung 

 

Higher Education Male Female 

S3/S2 1 - 

S1 4 12 

D3/Sarmud 1 - 

D2 - - 

D1 - - 

SLTA - - 

SLTP - - 

SD - - 
 

Table 7 

The Teacher and Functional Formation at SMP N 3 Jabung 

No Academic Subject Total 

1 Islam Religion 3 

2 Civics 2 

3 Indonesian 2 

4 English 2 

5 Sains 2 

6 Mathematics 2 

7 Lampung Language 1 

8 Social Science 2 

9 
Physical Education or 

Sport 
1 

10 Art and Culture 2 

11 Computer Science 1 

Source: Documentation of SMP N 3Jabung in the academic year 

2019/2020. 
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c. Total of The Students at State SMP N 3 Jabung 

Total of the students divided some classes that can be 

identified as follows: 

Table 8 

The number of students at SMP N 3 Jabung in academic year 

2019/2020 

No. Class 

Sex 

Amount 

Male Female 

1 VII 42 81 123 

2 VIII 54 70 124 

3 IX 43 81 124 

Amount 371 

Source: Documentation of SMP N 3Jabung in the academic year 2019/2020 

on Febuary 4 2020. 

d. Vision and Mission of State SMP N 3 Jabung 

Table 9 

Vision and Mission of State SMP N 3 Jabung 

 

Vision : 

Discipline, Performance, the Good Manners, and Taqwa 

No Indicated by 

1. Dicipline at the teching-learning activity 

2. Performing in the intracurricular and extracurricular 

3. Have a good manners in interacting 

4. Taqwa in the religion spiritual 

 

No Mission 

1. Inure to be diciplin in all things continuously 

2. Sprout up the teachers, staff, and studnets awareness to do the duty and 

obigation 

3. Implement the teaching-learning process optimally. 

4. Pushing and improving the teacher and staff professional ability, also the 
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facilities and infrastructure 

5. Assistingand guiding students to recognize they own potential and respectful 

to the other. 

6. Practicing  the religioun activities in the daily life. 

Source: Documentation of SMP N 3Jabung in the academic year 2019/2020 on 

February 4th 2020 
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e. The Organizational Structure ofSchool 

 

Figure 2 

The Organizational Structure of State SMP N 3 Jabung in 2019/2020 
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B. The Description of Research Result  

This research was classroom action research, and it was conducted at 

the Eighth Grade of SMP Negeri 3Jabung East Lampung, which was located 

in Jabung, East Lampung. This research was conducted in two cycles. Each 

cycle consisted of four steps that were planning, acting, observing, and 

reflecting which accomplished in two meeting. The students result of writing 

text was gained through test which consisted of pretest and post test that was 

given to the students in the beginning research and in the end of each cycle, 

while the students‟ activity weregained from the observation of students‟ 

learning activities. 

1. Action and Learning at Pre-Test 

a. Pre-test activity 

Pre-test was presented to student which was aimed to find out 

students‟ ability before the treatment was implemented. It was 

conducted on Tuesday, January21, 2020 at 10.15 A.M until 11.45 

A.M and it took about 90 minutes. In this meeting the writer was 

being an observer and the collaborator was being a teacher. 

Firstly, the collaborator opened the class by greeting, praying, 

checked the attendance list, and asking the students‟ condition. Then, 

the collaborator gave the explanation to the students about 

Descriptive for 40 minutes by using explanatory method. 

Afterwards, to measure their ability before giving the treatment, the 

Writer gave them pre-test. The writer used objective test in the form 
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of essay which consisted of three topics which had to be completed 

for 45 minutes. 

 

b. The students‟ pre-test result 

Table 10 

The Result of Pre-Test Score of Writing Ability 

NO 
Students 

Code 

Criteria of The Score 
TOTAL 

Note 

≥75 C O V L M 

1 ARF 21 10 13 18 3 65 Uncompleted 

2 ANS 17 11 7 13 4 52 Uncompleted 

3 ANG 21 15 14 12 4 66 Uncompleted 

4 ATH 22 17 13 20 5 77 Completed 

5 AML 17 10 12 5 2 46 Uncompleted 

6 AHD 21 14 10 11 4 60 Uncompleted 

7 DMS 17 9 13 11 2 52 Uncompleted 

8 DVD 18 13 11 13 3 58 Uncompleted 

9 DSO 23 17 14 17 4 75 Completed 

10 DMA 22 10 14 11 4 61 Uncompleted 

11 EGA 20 11 10 12 2 55 Uncompleted 

12 FHM 16 9 12 11 2 50 Uncompleted 

13 FTR 13 12 9 11 2 47 Uncompleted 

14 IDM 22 18 17 14 4 75 Completed 

15 IZN 21 12 10 13 3 59 Uncompleted 

16 JWT 22 17 14 17 3 75 Completed 
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17 NVL 16 11 9 9 2 47 Uncompleted 

18 NVT 21 8 10 10 3 42 Uncompleted 

19 NYR 17 8 7 8 2 42 Uncompleted 

20 NNK 20 17 14 15 4 75 Completed 

21 PTR 17 7 7 9 2 42 Uncompleted 

22 PPT 17 7 11 17 3 55 Uncompleted 

23 RMA 15 7 12 8 2 44 Uncompleted 

24 SAC 16 12 7 10 3 48 Uncompleted 

25 SBL 15 13 7 8 3 46 Uncompleted 

26 TSB 22 17 17 16 4 76 Completed 

27 UMI 21 17 15 18 4 75 Completed 

28 YNI 17 11 11 11 2 52 Uncompleted 

29 ZDN 21 14 10 11 4 60 Uncompleted 

30 WNA 22 14 17 13 4 75 Completed 

High Score 77 

Lowest Score 42 

Average 58 

 

 

Table 11 

Frequency of students‟ score in Pre-test  

 Grade Category Frequency Percentage 

1. ≥75 Completed 8 26.67% 

2. <75 Uncompleted 22 73.33% 

Total 30 100% 

Source: The result score of writing post test 2 at VIII
1
 class of 

SMP Negeri 3Jabung on February3
th

 2020. 
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Graph 1 

Percentage of Students Writing Pre-Test Score 

 

 

 

Based on the result of student‟s writing ability pre-test score, it 

can be inferred that 22 students (73,33%) were not successful and 8 

other students (26,67%) were successful. The successful students were 

those who got the minimum mastery criteria at SMP Negeri 3 Jabung at 

least 75. The successful students were fewer than those unsuccessful 

students. From the pre-test result, the researcher got the average of 58, 

so the result was unsatisfactory.It indicated that the result of 

studentswriting ability was still low. It was the reason why the 

reseacher used Language Shaping Paradigm to improve students 

writing ability. Therefore, the researcher and collaborator made a plan 

to implement the action or treatment that consisted of planning, action, 
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observation, and reflection to repair the weaknesseswhich faced by the 

students. 

2. Cycle 1 

a. Planning 

In the planning stage, the researcher and the collaborator 

prepared several things related to the teaching and learning process 

such as: prepared the lesson plan, made the instrument that would 

be examined as post test in the cycle I, prepared the material, made 

the observation sheet of the students‟ activity, identified the 

problem and found the causes of problem at the beginning and the 

end of learning activities. The researcher also planned to give 

evaluation to measure the students‟ mastery on the given materials. 

b. Acting 

1) The first meeting 

The first meeting was conducted on Monday, January 

27
th

 2020 at 08.30 a.muntil 10.00a.m and followed by 

30students. The meeting was started by praying, greeting and 

checking the attendance list. 

In this stage, the condition of the class was effective 

because the collaborator handed the researcher to make sure 

the students‟ effectiveness before the researcher was doing 

research in the class. It showed that most of students gave their 

full nice attention to the researcher when the study time came.  
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For the beginning, the researcher started to introduce 

theprocedure of technique that would be used in the learning 

process, then started to deliver the material. The researcher 

gave the paragraph about „things in the class‟ and asked the 

students to read it as a sample. Then, the researcher said “Well 

class, now I want to ask you. What was the type of the 

Paragraph?” Some students answered “descriptive text”, some 

students kept silent, and one students answered 

“descriptiveparagraph”. The researcher said “Good! The type 

wasdescriptive paragraph. Today we would discuss together 

about descriptive text.” 

The researcher explained that the used paragraph in the 

teaching learning was organized in the descriptive form. The 

generic structure included identification and description. The 

purpose of the paragraphwasto describe person, thing or place 

in specific.Then, a student asked “Mr, what 

wasidentificationsentence?” The researcher answered 

“identification sentence in a paragraph that explanedabout 

introduction of person, place, animal or objectwould be 

describe”. 

Next, the researcher announced the member of groups 

that consist of five students. Each student in one group has 

different member. The researcher asked the members of group 
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to read and discuss together about the given paragraph. Then, 

the researcher asked the students to find difficult words and 

asked it to her. After that, when the discussion time was up, the 

researcher called the name of the group and than were standing 

up. The researcher gave the same question for all students who 

had the name and they answered it. 

In this stage, the students were actively following the 

teaching learning process, because they worked it on the 

group, so they would discuss when found the difficulties. But, 

there were still trouble faced to the students. Such as, some of 

the students were not confidence to share the ideas in front of 

the others, they still felt shy, and because of their lack of desire 

in writing English paragraph for some students, they lost the 

discussion time. 

2) The second meeting 

The second meeting was conducted on Tuesday, 

January28
th

 2020 at 10.15 until 11.45. This meeting was used 

to post test 1. The researcher began the lesson by praying, 

greeting, checking attendance list and asking the students‟ 

condition. The researcher gave the ice breaking and reviewed 

the last material shortly then gave the post test 1. Kinds of the 

test wasessay which consisted of 3 topics. The result of the 
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students‟ test in post test 1 was better than test in pre-test 

before.  

Table 12 

Students‟ Post Test 1 score 

NO 
Students 

Code 

Criteria of the Score 
TOTAL Note (≥75) 

C O V L M 

1 ARF 21 13 15 18 3 75 Completed 

2 ANS 22 13 18 17 4 76 Completed 

3 ANG 23 17 19 12 4 75 Completed 

4 ATH 24 17 17 18 4 80 Completed 

5 AML 17 13 14 17 3 64 Uncompleted 

6 AHD 22 15 14 15 4 78 Completed 

7 DMS 21 13 10 10 3 57 Uncompleted 

8 CVD 22 14 14 11 3 64 Uncompleted 

9 DSO 23 17 15 18 4 77 Completed 

10 DMA 23 17 10 11 3 64 Uncompleted 

11 EGA 21 11 13 12 3 60 Uncompleted 

12 FHM 21 13 10 11 3 58 Uncompleted 

13 FTR 21 14 13 12 3 63 Uncompleted 

14 IDM 22 17 17 16 4 76 Completed 

15 IZN 21 12 12 12 4 61 Uncompleted 

16 JWT 22 18 14 17 4 75 Completed 

17 NVL 15 13 9 9 3 49 Uncompleted 

18 NVT 22 11 13 11 4 61 Uncompleted 
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19 NYR 19 8 10 10 3 50 Uncompleted 

20 NNK 23 16 15 15 4 77 Completed 

21 PTR 20 13 11 8 3 55 Uncompleted 

22 PPT 21 9 14 9 3 56 Uncompleted 

23 RMA 16 13 12 11 3 55 Uncompleted 

24 SAC 22 16 17 11 4 76 Completed 

25 SBL 21 13 14 14 4 66 Uncompleted 

26 TSB 23 16 17 18 4 78 Completed 

27 UMI 22 16 17 18 4 77 Completed 

28 YNI 20 11 15 12 2 60 Uncompleted 

29 ZDN 23 16 14 13 4 78 Completed 

30 WNA 23 14 19 15 4 75 Completed 

High Score 80 

Lowest Score  55 

Average 66,1 

 

 

Table 13 

Frequency of students‟ score in Post test 1 

No. Grade Category Frequency Percentage 

1. ≥75 Completed 14 46.67% 

2. <75 Uncompleted 16 53.33% 

Total 30 100% 

Source: The result score of writing post test 1 at VIII
1
 class of SMP 

N 3Jabung on Jauary28
th

 2020. 
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Graphic 2 

The Result of the Students‟ Score f the Post-test 1 

 
Based on the result above, it could be seen that 14 students 

(46.67%) got score up to the standard and 16 students (53.33%) got 

score less than the standard. It was higher than the result of pre-test. 

The criterion of students who were successful in mastering the 

material should get minimum mastery criteria, at least 75. Learning 

process was said success when 70% students got score ≥75. The 

fact showed that the result was unsatisfying.   

c. Observing 

In observation, the researcher presented two meetings in 

cycle I of learning to find information of the paragraph in writing 

lesson. The researcher explained the Language Shaping Paradigm 

trategyto the students. The students confused about what they 

should do and got the difficulty to find the information of the 

paragraph. 
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In the second meeting, the researcher explained Language 

Shaping Paradigm before giving assignments. In this meeting, the 

students began active. They also began to be interested in teaching 

and learning process. In the post test 1, there were 14 of 30 students 

got good score. Although only 16 students who passed the 

minimum score, but the result of the students‟ test was better that 

the students‟ pre-test before giving treatment. 

The indicators of student activities as follows: 

1) Some students can write sufficienly as a sample for 

editing. 

2) Some students can value, recheck and understand about 

their own writing. 

3) Some students can develop their own idea. 

4) Some students are able to cooperate each other in 

review the material. 

The observation result of students‟ learning activities on 

first meeting and second meeting of the first cycle could be seen on 

the table below: 

Table 14 

Student‟s Learning Activities at First Meeting in Cycle I 
 

No 
Students 

Code 

Indicators Total 

1 2 3 4  

1 ARF √ √   2 
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2 ANS √    1 

3 ANG √  √  2 

4 ATH √ √ √ √ 4 

5 AML √    1 

6 AHD √ √   2 

7 DMS  √ √  2 

8 DVD  √ √  2 

9 DSO √ √ √ √ 4 

10 DMA √  √  2 

11 EGA √  √  2 

12 FHM √    1 

13 FTR √    1 

14 IDM √ √ √ √ 4 

15 IZN √ √   2 

16 JWT √ √ √ √ 4 

17 NVL   √  1 

18 NVT √    1 

19 NYR  √   1 

20 NNK √ √ √  3 

21 PTR   √  1 

22 PPT   √  1 

23 RMA √    1 

24 SAC  √   1 

25 SBL   √  1 
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26 TSB √ √ √ √ 4 

27 UMI √ √ √ √ 4 

28 YNI √  √  2 

29 ZDN √ √   2 

30 WNA √ √  √ 3 

Total 22 16 17 7 
62 

Percentage 73% 53% 57% 23% 

 

Table 15 

Student‟s Learning Activities at Second Meeting in Cycle I 
 

No 
Students 

Code 

Indicators Total 

1 2 3 4  

1 ARF √ √ √  3 

2 ANS √ √ √ √ 4 

3 ANG √ √ √ √ 4 

4 ATH √ √ √ √ 4 

5 AML √  √  2 

6 AHD √ √   2 

7 DMS   √  1 

8 DVD  √ √  2 

9 DS √ √ √ √ 4 

10 DM √  √  2 

11 EGA √  √  2 

12 FHM √    1 
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13 FTR √ √   1 

14 IDM √ √ √ √ 4 

15 IZN √ √   2 

16 JWT √ √ √ √ 4 

17 NVL   √  1 

18 NVT √    1 

19 NY  √   1 

20 NNK √ √ √ √ 4 

21 PTR   √  1 

22 PPT √  √  2 

23 RM √    1 

24 SACA  √   1 

25 SBL √ √   2 

26 TSBT √ √ √ √ 4 

27 UMI √ √ √ √ 4 

28 YN √  √  2 

29 ZDN √ √ √  3 

30 WNA √ √ √ √ 4 

Total 24 19 20 10 
73 

Percentage 80% 63% 67% 33% 
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Table 16 

The Percentageof Student‟s Learning Activities at Cycle I 
 

No Students Activities 

Cycle I 
Poin 

(%) 
First 

Meeting 

Second 

Meeting 

1 
Some students can write 

sufficienly as a sample for editing. 73% 80% 7% 

2 

Some students can value, recheck 

and understand about their own 

writing. 53% 63% 10% 

3 

Some students can develop their 

own idea. 57% 67% 10% 

4 

 

Some students are able to 

cooperate each other in review the 

material. 

23% 

 

33% 

 

10% 

 

Total 206% 243% 
37% 

Average 51,5 60,8 
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Graph 3 

The Comparison betweenFirst Meeting andSecond Meeting of Student‟s 

Learning Activities in Cycle 1 

 

The tableand graph above showed that not all of the 

students were active in learning process. The average percentage of 

the student‟s learning activity in first meeting was only 51,5 and 

second meeting was 60,8. Based on the result above, it could be 

conclude that the learning process was not successful related with 

the indicator of success at least 70 % passed the criteria. 

d. Field Note 

At this stage the researcher made a note of students‟ 

activities. From the observation on cycle I in the beginning of 

learning before the researcher used Language Shaping Paradigm 

Strategy. Most of students still seemed confused in the class, most 

46

48

50

52

54

56

58

60

62

First Meeting Second Meeting

Average Score 

Average Score



56 

 

 
 

of students who difficulty to do the test was given, and most of 

students were not active in learning process. 

e. Reflection 

From the result observation in learning process in cycle 1, it 

can be concluded that in the learning processhas not achieved 

MinimumStandard Criteria of the research yet.At the end of this 

cycle, the researcher and the collaborator analyzed and calculated 

all the processes like student‟s pre-test score and the result of 

student‟s post-test 1 score. The comparison between pre-test score 

and post-test 1 score as follow: 

Table 17 

The Comparison between Pre-Test and Post-TestScore 

No 
Name 

Initial 

PreTest 

Score 

PostTest 

1 score 

Improvement 

Score 
Explanation 

1 ARF 65 70 5 Improve 

2 ANS 52 74 22 Improve 

3 ANG 66 75 9 Improve 

4 ATH 77 80 3 Improve 

5 AML 46 64 18 Improve 

6 AHD 60 70 10 Improve 

7 DMS 52 57 5 Improve 

8 DVD 58 64 6 Improve 

9 DS 75 77 2 Improve 
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10 DM 61 64 3 Improve 

11 EGA 55 60 5 Improve 

12 FHM 50 58 8 Improve 

13 FTR 47 63 16 Improve 

14 IDM 75 76 1 Improve 

15 IZN 59 61 2 Improve 

16 JWT 73 75 2 Improve 

17 NVL 47 49 2 Improve 

18 NVT 42 61 19 Improve 

19 NY 42 50 8 Improve 

20 NNK 70 73 3 Improve 

21 PTR 42 55 13 Improve 

22 PPT 55 56 1 Improve 

23 RM 44 55 11 Improve 

24 SACA 48 70 22 Improve 

25 SBL 46 66 20 Improve 

26 TSBT 76 78 2 Improve 

27 UMI 75 77 2 Improve 

28 YN 52 60 8 Improve 

29 ZDN 60 70 10 Improve 

30 WNA 70 75 5 Improve 

Total 1740 1983 
243 

 

Average 58 66,1 
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Graph 4 

Average Score of Pre-Test and Post-Test 1 

 

The table and the graphic above showed that the mean score 

of pre-test score was 58 and average score ofpost-test I was 

66,1and the mean improvement score was 8,1 point. There was 

improvement between pre-test and post-test 1 but did not fulfill the 

indicator of success. It could be concluded that the result was 

unsuccessful, because of the indicator of success could not be 

achieved yet that was 70% of the total students must be passed the 

criteria. 

Regarding to the result of student‟s post-test score and the 

observation of student‟s activities in cycle I it caused of give a 

subject material was not run well, so some students could not clear 
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to understanding the material. Some students were not satisfied 

because most of the students did not pay attention towards the 

teacher‟s explanationand they did not get difficulties to answer the 

question and some students got failure in test of cycle I. So, the 

researcher and collaborator have to continue in cycle II which 

consisted of planning, acting and observing and reflecting. 

3. Cycle 2 

In other that to repair the weakness in cycle I the researcherneed 

to be held to continue in cycle II because of cycle I was not success.In 

this phase cycle II has four essential phases namely planning, action, 

observation and reflection. The implementation of cycle II could be 

explained on the following sequences: 

a. Planning 

Based on the observation and reflection in cycle I, it showed 

failure. So, the researcher and collaborator try to repare the 

problem in cycle I and arrange the planning for cycle II based on 

the problem that students deal toward writing ability especially 

descriptive paragraph. In this phase the researcher and collaborator 

made the planning that would use in teaching learning process that 

was preparing the lesson plan, preparing the material, preparing the 

learning media, and preparing the observation sheet of the students‟ 

activity 2. 
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b. Action 

1) First Meeting 

The first meeting was held on Monday, February, 3
th

, 

2020 at 08.30 A.M –10.00 A.M and it took about 90 minutes 

or 2 × 45 minutes. In this meeting the researcher was as a 

teacher and Mrs. Winarsih, S.Pd as the collaborator as well as 

an observer. 

At the beginning of teaching learning process the 

researcherbegan the meeting by praying, greeting, checking 

attendance list and asking the student‟s condition. Afterwards, 

the researcher gave the students the learning material about 

writing ability especially descriptive writing. In section the 

researcher as the teacher also explained the used of simple 

present tense as the requirement of formula to make 

descriptive writing well. 

After explanation was done, the teacher ask to the 

students about the material, was the students were understand 

or not. In this meeting condition of the class was effective. 

Most of student was pay attention about the teacher 

explanation. Then for the next section the teacher order to the 

students to make a group discussion. Each group consisted of 

four up to five persons. 
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Afterwards the researcher gave each group the exercise 

to be discussed and finished in a group. Later on, the leaders in 

each group were invited to conclude the discussion result about 

the descriptive writing. To strengthen their result discussion 

the teacher gave some feedbacks and question as needed to 

check their understanding about the topic had been taught. 

Before the time was up, the teacher give motivation to the 

students and remind to keep on learning at home. Then the last 

closed the meeting. 

2) Second Meeting 

The second meeting was conducted on Tuesday, 

February4
th

, 2020 at 10.15A.M – 11.45 P.M, this meeting used 

to post test 2 in the last of cycle II,  for 2x45 minutes after the 

students given the action, the researcher gave posttest II to the 

students. In this meeting, most of the students could answer 

well. Then the result of post-test II could be seen as follow: 

Table 18 

The Result of Students Argumentative Writing Post-Test II Score 

 

NO 
Students 

Code 

Criteria of the Score 
TOTAL Note (≥75) 

C O V L M 

1 ARF 21 13 15 18 3 79 Completed 

2 ANS 22 13 18 17 4 80 Completed 
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3 ANG 23 17 19 12 4 82 Completed 

4 ATH 24 17 17 18 4 81 Completed 

5 AML 17 13 14 17 3 70 Uncompleted 

6 AHD 22 15 14 15 4 75 Completed 

7 DMS 21 13 10 10 3 72 Uncompleted 

8 DVD 22 14 14 11 3 80 Uncompleted 

9 DS 23 17 15 18 4 80 Completed 

10 DM 23 17 10 11 3 70 Uncompleted 

11 EGA 21 11 13 12 3 70 Uncompleted 

12 FHM 21 13 10 11 3 65 Uncompleted 

13 FTR 21 14 13 12 3 75 Uncompleted 

14 IDM 22 17 17 16 4 82 Completed 

15 IZN 21 12 12 12 4 70 Uncompleted 

16 JWT 22 18 14 17 4 80 Completed 

17 NVL 15 13 9 9 3 60 Uncompleted 

18 NVT 22 11 13 11 4 65 Uncompleted 

19 NY 19 8 10 10 3 60 Uncompleted 

20 NNK 23 16 15 15 4 75 Completed 

21 PTR 20 13 11 8 3 67 Uncompleted 

22 PPT 21 9 14 9 3 70 Uncompleted 

23 RM 16 13 12 11 3 65 Uncompleted 

24 SACA 22 16 17 11 4 75 Completed 

25 SBL 21 13 14 14 4 75 Uncompleted 

26 TSBT 23 16 17 18 4 82 Completed 
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27 UMI 22 16 17 18 4 80 Completed 

28 YN 20 11 15 12 2 70 Uncompleted 

29 ZDN 23 16 14 13 4 75 Completed 

30 WNA 23 14 19 15 4 75 Completed 

High Score 82 

Lowest Score  60 

Average 73,6 

Table 19 

Frequency of students‟ score in Post test 2 

No. Grade Category Frequency Percentage 

1. ≥70 Completed 24 80% 

2. <70 Uncompleted 6 20% 

Total 30 100% 

Source: The result score of writing post test 1 at VIII
1
 class of SMP 

N 3Jabung on February4
th

 2020. 
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Graphic 4 

The Result of the Students‟ Score of the Post-test 2 

 

Based on the result above, it could be inferred that 24 

students (80%) were successful and 6 other students (20%) were 

not successful. From the post-test II results, the researcher got the 

average of 73,6. It was higher than post-test 1 in cycle I. 

According to explanation above, it can be inferred that 

indicator of success was achieved. That was 80% from the students 

got score at least 75 for the minimum standard criteria and the other 

hand the cycle II was successfully. 

c. Observation 

In this phase has similar step with the previous cycle. While 

the treatment was being presented by the researcher, the student 

activities during the learning process were also being observed by 
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the observer. The students who were active in discussion would get 

reward to make the learning more fun and to stimulate the students 

most enthusiastic. 

For the observation sheet in detail could be seen in 

appendix 16 and 17 for meeting 1 and meeting 2 at cycle II. The 

observation result of students‟ activities on meeting 1 and meeting 

2 at the second cycle could be seen on the following table: 

Table 20 

Observation Result of Students Learning Activity of First Meeting 

at Cycle II 

No 
Students 

Code 

Indicators Total 

1 2 3 4  

1 ARF √ √ √  3 

2 ANS √ √ √ √ 4 

3 ANG √ √ √ √ 4 

4 ATH √ √ √ √ 4 

5 AML √  √  2 

6 AHD √ √ √  3 

7 DMS √  √  2 

8 DVD √ √ √  3 

9 DS √ √ √ √ 4 

10 DM √ √ √  3 

11 EGA √  √  2 

12 FHM √  √  2 
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13 FTR √ √  √ 3 

14 IDM √ √ √ √ 4 

15 IZN √ √   2 

16 JWT √ √ √ √ 4 

17 NVL √  √  2 

18 NVT √ √   2 

19 NY  √ √  2 

20 NNK √ √ √ √ 3 

21 PTR √  √  2 

22 PPT √ √ √  3 

23 RM √ √   2 

24 SACA √ √   2 

25 SBL √ √  √ 3 

26 TSBT √ √ √ √ 4 

27 UMI √ √ √ √ 4 

28 YN √  √ √ 3 

29 ZDN √ √ √  3 

30 WNA √  √ √ 3 

Total 29 22 24 13 
88 

Percentage 96% 73% 80% 43% 

Note : 

≤50% : Not Active 

≥50% : Active 
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Table 21 

Observation Result of Students Learning Activity at Second Meeting 

in Cycle II 

No 
Students 

Code 

Indicators Total 

1 2 3 4  

1 ARF √ √ √ √ 4 

2 ANS √ √ √ √ 4 

3 ANG √ √ √ √ 4 

4 ATH √ √ √ √ 4 

5 AML √ √ √  3 

6 AHD √ √ √ √ 4 

7 DMS √ √ √  3 

8 DVD √ √ √ √ 4 

9 DS √ √ √ √ 4 

10 DM √ √ √  3 

11 EGA √ √ √  3 

12 FHM √  √  2 

13 FTR √ √ √ √ 4 

14 IDM √ √ √ √ 4 

15 IZN √ √ √  3 

16 JWT √ √ √ √ 4 

17 NVL √  √  2 

18 NVT √ √   2 

19 NY  √ √  2 

20 NNK √ √ √ √ 4 
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21 PTR √ √ √  3 

22 PPT √ √ √  3 

23 RM √ √   2 

24 SACA √ √ √ √ 4 

25 SBL √ √ √ √ 4 

26 TSBT √ √ √ √ 4 

27 UMI √ √ √ √ 4 

28 YN √  √ √ 3 

29 ZDN √ √ √ √ 4 

30 WNA √ √ √ √ 4 

Total 29 27 28 18 
102 

Percentage 96% 90% 93% 60% 

Note : 

≤50% : Not Active 

≥50% : Active 

Table above showed achieved the score of students‟ activity 

in teaching learning process at cycle II. Then the percentage of 

students‟ activity at meeting one and meeting two of cycle II could 

be seen as follow: 
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Table 22 

The Percentage of Students Learning Activity at Cycle II 

No Students Activities 

Cycle II 
Poin 

(%) 
Meeting 

1 

Meeting 

2 

1 

Some sttudents can write 

sufficiently as a sample for 

editing 96% 96% 0% 

2 

Some students can value, 

recheck and understand 

about their own writing 73% 90% 13% 

3 

Some students can develop 

their own idea  80% 93% 13% 

4 

Some students are able to 

cooperate each other in 

review the material 43% 60% 17% 

Total 292% 339% 
43% 

Average 73 84 
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Graph 6 

The Comparison between First Meeting and Second Meeting of 

Students Learning Activity at Cycle II 

 

 

The table and the graph above showed that the students‟ 

activity in cycle II improved significantly from the previous cycle. 

It could be showed, in first meeting the mean percentage of the 

entire indicators of student‟s activities was 73, in second meeting 

the mean percentage was 84 and the mean score both meeting was 

78,5 with the improvement percentage was 11. It could be conclude 

that the learning process of cycle II was successful because the 

entire indicatorof success from first meeting up to second meeting 

of students‟ activity had been fulfilled at least75. 

d. Field Note 

From the observation on cycle II, most of the students were 

interested to follow the lesson, most of the students could practice 
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well and correctly, most of the students were active during teaching 

learning process. 

e. Reflection 

At the end of this cycle, the researcher and the collaborator 

analyzed and calculated all the processes like student‟s post-test II 

score and observation of student‟s learning activities. The 

comparison between students post-test I score and post-test II score 

could be compared on the following table: 

Table 23 

The comparison between Post-Test I and Post-Test II Score 

No 
Name 

Initial 

Pos-

Test I 

Score 

Post-

Test 2 

Score 

Improvement  Explanation 

1 ARF 70 79 9 Improve 

2 ANS 74 80 6 Improve 

3 ANG 75 82 7 Improve 

4 ATH 80 81 1 Improve 

5 AML 64 70 14 Improve 

6 AHD 70 75 5 Improve 

7 DMS 57 72 15 Improve 

8 DVD 64 80 16 Improve 

9 DS 77 80 3 Improve 

10 DM 64 70 6 Improve 

11 EGA 60 70 10 Improve 
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12 FHM 58 65 7 Improve 

13 FTR 63 75 12 Improve 

14 IDM 76 82 6 Improve 

15 IZN 61 70 9 Improve 

16 JWT 75 80 5 Improve 

17 NVL 49 60 11 Improve 

18 NVT 61 65 4 Improve 

19 NY 50 60 10 Improve 

20 NNK 73 75 2 Improve 

21 PTR 55 67 12 Improve 

22 PPT 56 70 14 Improve 

23 RM 55 65 10 Improve 

24 SACA 70 75 5 Improve 

25 SBL 66 75 9 Improve 

26 TSBT 78 82 4 Improve 

27 UMI 77 80 3 Improve 

28 YN 60 70 10 Improve 

29 ZDN 70 75 5 Improve 

30 WNA 75 75 0 Improve 

Total 1983 2208 230  

Average 66,1 73,6 

Mean 

(7,7) 
Lowest Score 55 60 

Highest Score 80 82 
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From the table above, it could be seen that the score of the 

students in post-test IIwas various. The highest score was82 and the 

lowest score was60. The average score of post-test II was 73,6. 

Besides, the percentage of students‟ successfulness of post-test II 

score was 80% or 24 students of the total students completed the 

minimum standard criteria and 20% or 6 students did uncompleted 

the minimum standard criteria (MSC) at least 75. It means that the 

indicator of success of this research had been achieved that was ≥ 

70% students was gotten score 75. It indicated that the students‟ 

writing ability especially on the descriptive writingwas improved. 

Regarding to the result above, it could be inferred that this 

Classroom Action Research (CAR) was successful and it would not 

be continued in the next cycle because of the learning process and 

the product of learning entirely passed the indicators of success and 

it means thatLanguage Shaping Paradigm Strategycould improve 

students writing ability. 

B. Interpretation 

The writing ability especially Descriptive writing would be easier to 

understanding when it supported by the right method, because the lesson 

would take more concrete for students and the students have to complete 

understanding. During the research, the researcher observed that the students 

were interested in teaching and learning process. They were enthusiastic to 

attention from teacher explanation in learning process. 
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The researcher assumes that teaching by using Language Shaping 

Paradigm Strategy can improve students writing ability especially on the 

Descriptive writing. By using group work the students learn descriptive 

writing easier because the students could asking and discuss with the partner 

in the group. So, it has proved that Language Shaping Paradigm could be one 

the interesting technique to teaching writing ability esspecially on descriptive 

writing. 

In this phase, the data interpretation of this research was divided into 

two kinds of data. They were obtained from the result of pre-test, post-test I 

and post test II (the product of students learning) and observation result of 

student‟s learning activities (the process of students learning). For further 

description would explain as follow: 

1. Result of Students Learning 

a. Result of Students Pre-Test Score 

In this phase, the researcher presented the pre-test to measure 

the student‟s ability before implementing the treatment. The 

reseacher obtained the data through test in the form of essay which 

completed for 80 minutes. It was done on monday, January 20
th

 

2020. From the result of pre-test showed that most of the students 

got difficult for doing the test. Based on the table 10 the students‟ 

average were 58, it showed that most of the students have not passed 

yet in achieving the Minimum Standard Criteria (MSC) at least 75. 
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In this phase, only 8 students out of 30 students completed of the 

minimum standard criteria. 

b. Result of Students Post-Test I Score 

In this research, to know the students‟ writing ability 

especially descriptive writing mastery after implementing the 

treatment the researcher conducted the post-test I. It was done on 

Monday, January, 4
th

 2020. Based on the table 12 the students‟ 

average was66,1. It shown that most of the students have not passed 

yet in achieved the minimum standard criteria at least75. In this 

stage there were14 students out of 30 students passed of the 

minimum standard criteria. It can be conclude that most of the 

students failed in achieving the material. 

c. Result of Students Post-Test II Score 

In this phase, the researcher continued to cycle II because the 

score of post test I in cycle I did not fulfilled the minimum mastery 

criteria yet that was only 46% completed the minimum standard 

criteria.The researcher presented the post-test II to measure the 

student‟s ability after implementing the treatment. The researcher 

obtained the data through test in the form of essay which completed 

for 80 minutes. It was done on Tuesday,february4
th

 2020. Based on 

the table 17 the students‟ average were 73,6, it showed that most of 

the students have achieving the Minimum Standard Criteria (MSC) 

at least 75. In this phase,24 students out of 30or 80% students 
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completed of the minimum standard criteria and the research was 

successful. 

d. Comparison of Score Pre-Test, Post-Test I and Post-Test II 

The score from the implementation of the cycle I and II can 

be seen in the table result of students‟ learning below. 

Table 24 

The Comparison of Pre-Test Score, Post-Test I Score, and Post 

Test II Score 

No 
Score 

Pre-Test Post-Test I Post-Test II 

1 65 70 79 

2 52 74 80 

3 66 75 82 

4 77 80 81 

5 46 64 70 

6 60 70 75 

7 52 57 72 

8 58 64 80 

9 75 77 80 

10 61 64 70 

11 55 60 70 

12 50 58 65 

13 47 63 75 

14 75 76 82 

15 59 61 70 

16 75 76 80 

17 47 49 60 

18 42 61 65 

19 42 50 60 

20 75 75 75 

21 42 55 67 

22 55 56 70 

23 44 55 65 

24 48 75 75 

25 46 66 75 

26 76 78 82 

27 75 77 80 
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28 52 60 70 

29 60 70 75 

30 70 75 75 

Total 1740 1983 2208 

Average 58 66,1 73,6 

 

Graph 7 

The Average Score of Students Writing ability Text in Pre-Test, 

Post-Test I, and Post-Test II 

 

Based on the table and the graph above, in the cycle I from 

the pre-test to the post-test have progress average score from 58 to 

66,1. There was improving about 8,1 point. Then from the cycle II 

have progress average score from 66,1 to 73,6, there was increasing 

about 7,5 point. 

 

 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Pre Test Post Test 1 Post Test 2

Average Score 

Average Score



78 

 

 
 

2. ObservationResult of Students’ Activities 

This observation result was gotten when the learning process 

happened by collaborator. The result of the observation result of 

students‟ learning activity can be seen in the table below: 

Table 25 

Result of Students‟ Activities at Cycle I and Cycle II 

No Students’ Activity CycleI CycleII Improvement 

1 

Some students can 

write sufficiently 

as a sample for 

editing 

76% 96% 20% 

2 

Some students can 

value, recheck and 

understand about 

their own writing 

58% 81% 23% 

3 

Some students can 

develop their own 

idea 

62% 86% 24% 

4 

Some students are 

able to cooperate 

each other in 

review the material  

28% 51% 23% 

Total 224 314 90 

Average 56% 78% 22% 
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Graph 8 

Percentage of Students Activities at Cycle I and Cycle II 

 

Based on the table above it could be seen that from the cycle I up 

to cycle II have significant improvement with the average score of 

students‟ activities at cycle I was 56%  become 78% at cycle II. The 

students‟ activity to write sufficiently as a sample for editing from cycle I 

to cycle II improved by the percentage at least 76 % in cycle I become 

96% in cycle II and the improvement percentage was 20%. 

Then the students‟ can vallue, recheck and understand about their 

own writing from the cycle I up to cycle II. The percentage of this 

activity in cycle I was 58% and in cycle II 81% by the improvement 

percentage was 23%.The percentage of students‟ can develop their own 

ideain cycle I was 62% and in cycle II was 86% by the improvement 

percentage was 24%. It would be conclude that this activity was 

improved also. 
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After that the student‟s were able to cooperate each other in 

review the material improved significantly. The percentage of this 

activity in cycle I was 28% and at cycle II was 51% by the improvement 

percentage was 23%.  

Regarding to the data, the students‟ activeness and enthusiasm to 

follow teaching and learning process showed significant improvement by 

applying Language Shaping Paradigmto teach writing ability especially 

descriptive writing from cycle I to cycle II by the mean percentage 

consecutively from 56% to 78% in which the mean percentage was 22%. 

Then, to know the significant improvement of students‟ activity could be 

seen on the graph 5 below: 
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Graph 9 

The Result of Students‟ Activity at Cycle I and Cycle II 

 

Based on the above discussion, it can be concluded that the 

problem solving technique can improve the students‟ writingability at 

eighth grade of SMP Negeri 3Jabung East Lampungand this research was 

done on the cycle II so, it would not be continued on the next cycle. 

Then, the indicator of success of this research had been achieved 

that was 70% from total students was gotten score at least 75 and the 

students become more active and enthusiastic in teaching learning 

process end then there was significant improvement of students learning 

activity.  
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

A. Conclusion 

        Considering from all data gathered in classroom action research,  

researcher concluded that average of students‟ writing score at eighth grade of 

SMP Negeri 3 Jabung in pre-test was 58, post test 1 was 66,1 and in post test 2 

was 73,6. As a result, by implementation of Language Shaping Paradigm (LSP) 

strategy, students‟ writing abilities at eighth grade of SMP Negeri 3 Jabung 

could be improved. The students who gained score at least 75 in post test 2 

were 24 students (80%). It means that more than 70% students were successful 

and indicator of research could be reached. the percentage of students‟ 

activities at eighth grade of SMP Negeri 3 Jabung in cycle I was 56% and there 

was an improving in cycle II, it was 78,5%. As a result, Language Shaping 

Paradigm strategy could improve students‟ activities in teaching learning 

process at eighth grade of SMP Negeri 3 Jabung. 

B. Suggestion 

       Based on the result of research, the researcher would like to constructively 

give suggestions as follows: 
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1. For the taecher 

It was suggested to the teacher to use Language Shaping Paradigm as the 

teaching learning technique because it could improve the students‟ writing 

abilities. 

2. For the other reasecher 

It was suggested to other researchers who want to develop this study to 

include another skill in learning English, such as speaking, listening, or 

reading as well as involve different subjects and also different text. 
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