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IMPROVING THE STUDENTS’ WRITING ABILITY THROUGH 

AUTHOR’S CHAIR STRATEGY AT SMA N 1 TERUSAN NUNYAI IN 

THE ACADEMIC YEAR 2019/2020 

 

ABSTRACT 

BY 

INGGIT PASDIQOMAH 

 

The purposes of this research are to show that using Author’s Chair strategy 

can improve the students’ writing ability and students’ learning activities at the 

tenth graders of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai in academic year 2019/2020. The 

writer had outlined the problem in this research that focused on writing ability. It 

is related on the problem identification that the students have low motivation to 

learn English especially in writing, they get the difficulties to generating the idea 

and hard to applying the concept of punctuation on their writing, and they are also 

not interested about the learning method in the class. They always feel bored in 

English subject. 

  

 In this research, the researcher classroom action research (CAR) that was 

done in two cycles. Each cycle consists of planning, acting, observing and 

reflecting. The subject of this research were 10 students of the tenth graders of 

SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai. In collecting data, the researcher used test including of 

pre-test, post test I and post test II, observation and documentation. The research 

was conducted collaboratively with the English teacher of  SMA N 1 Terusan 

Nunyai. 

The results of this research prove that Author’s Chair strategy can improve 

writing ability and learning activity at the tenth graders of SMAN 1 Terusan 

Nunyai in the academic year 2019/2020. It was investigated that the percentage of 

students’ writing ability got from post-test 2 of cycle 2 is 80%. Meanwhile, the 

percentage of learning activity of cycle 2 is 75%. It means that result of students’ 

writing ability and learning activity in cycle II had already achieved the indicator 

of success that is 75 % of the students achieve the Minimum Mastery Criteria 

(MMC). 

 

Keywords: Writing Ability, Author’s Chair Strategy. 
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MENINGKATKAN KEMAMPUAN MENULIS SISWA MELALUI 

AUTHOR’S CHAIR STRATEGI DI SMA N 1 TERUSAN NUNYAI TAHUN 

PELAJARAN 2019/2020 

 

ABSTRAK 

OLEH 

INGGIT PASDIQOMAH 

 

Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah untuk menunjukkan bahwa penggunaan 

strategi Author’s Chair dapat meningkatkan kemampuan menulis dan aktifitas 

pembelajaran pada siswa kelas sepuluh SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai pada tahun 

pelajaran 2019/2020. Permasalahan yang diangkat oleh penulis dalam penelitian 

ini berkaitan dengan kemampuan menulis. Hal ini berdasarkan pada identifikasi 

masalah yang menjelaskan bahwa siswa mempunyai motivasi rendah untuk 

belajar bahasa Inggris khususnya materi menulis, mereka mengalami kesulitan 

dalam menciptakan suatu ide sulit untuk menerapkan konsep tanda baca pada 

tulisan mereka, dan mereka pula tidak tertarik terhadap metode yang digunakan di 

kelas. Mereka selalu bosan pada saat materi bahasa Inggris.  

 

Dalam penelitian ini, peneliti melakukan penelitian tindakan kelas (PTK) 

yang dilakukan dalam dua siklus. Setiap siklus terdiri dari perencanaan, tindakan, 

pengamatan dan refleksi. Subjek penelitian ini adalah 10 siswa kelas X SMAN 1 

Terusan Nunyai. Dalam mengumpulkan data, peneliti menggunakan tes pre-test, 

post test I dan post test II, observasi dan dokumentasi. Penelitian ini dilakukan 

secara kolaboratif dengan guru Bahasa Inggris SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai. 

 

 Hasil penelitian ini membuktikan bahwa strategi Author’s Chair dapat 

meningkatkan kemampuan menulis dan aktivitas belajar pada siswa kelas X 

SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai tahun akademik 2019/2020. Diselidiki bahwa 

persentase kemampuan menulis siswa yang didapat dari post-test 2 siklus 2 adalah 

80%. Sementara itu, persentase aktivitas pembelajaran siklus 2 adalah 75%. 

Artinya hasil kemampuan menulis siswa dan aktivitas belajar pada siklus II sudah 

mencapai indikator keberhasilan yaitu 75% siswa mencapai Kriteria Penguasaan 

Minimum (MMC). 

 

 

 

Kata kunci: Kemanpuan Menulis, strategi Author’s Chair. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCION 

A. Background of study 

English Language Teaching has significant role in Indonesia from 

elementary school until university. English is very important in Indonesia 

because English is foreign language for Indonesian people. English helps 

Indonesian people to communicate with other people and helps to looking 

for the job. There are four language skills such as speaking, reading, 

listening and writing. 

Actually, writing is one of the most important language skills 

because writing is one of productive skills besides speaking that enables 

the students to communicate their ideas and feelings in written form. 

Writing can be beneficial process to guide the students to be able to think 

critically related on the topic. Through writing,the writers can transfer the 

whole ideas to readers without any reduced content of message. There are 

many aspects required to have good writing ability which included of 

external and internal aspect. External aspects included of the motivation 

from their parents, environment, friends and learning media and strategy. 

While, internal aspects included interest, motivation and learning habit. 

However, being able to write in English is not easy. Writing is one 

of language skills that is difficult to do especially for students who learn 

English as a foreign language. This case can be seen from most of the 

students in high school who get difficulty in completing their English 
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writing task. It is hard for the students to write well because of the lack of 

vocabularies and low grammar mastery. It is difficult for them to generate 

the ideas or lost ideas. They are also hard in applying the concept of 

punctuation in writing. 

In line with the writing problems above, the researcher had 

investigated the writing problems at the tenth graders of  SMA N 1 

TERUSAN NUNYAI in the academic year 2019/2020. Based on the result 

of pre-survey conducted at SMA N 1 TERUSAN NUNYAI on Tuesday 

14
th

 2019, writing ability of the tenth graders is incomplete. The following 

table illustrates their writing ability based on Minimum Mastery Criteria 

(MMC). 

Table 1. Pre-survey data 

No. Name Grade Criteria  

1. AAH 50 Incomplete 

2. CRW 60 Incomplete 

3. IZ 60 Incomplete 

4. JA 65 Incomplete 

5. KD 65 Incomplete 

6. MIHAT 85 Complete 

7. NLA 75 Complete 

8. SR 55 Incomplete 
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9. SM 50 Incomplete 

10. WAH 60 Incomplete 

 

The table 1. above indicates the students’ problems in writing from 

categorized based on MMC (Minimum Mastery Criteria) into a complete 

and incomplete category. The following are the results of the 

categorization of writing ability at the tenth graders of SMA N 1 Terusan 

Nunyai. 

Table 2. Pre-Survey Result 

No. Minimum Mastery 

Criteria(MMC) 

Number Of 

Student 

Percentage Criteria 

1 < 70 8 80 % Incomplete 

2 ≥ 70 2 20 % Complete 

 

Based on the result of Pre-Survey, there are eight students who are 

not able to complete the Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC). The 

percentage of students who are not able to complete the Minimum Mastery 

Criteria (MMC) is 80 %. It means that it is very difficult for the students to 

write the text in english. Meanwhile, there are just two students who are 

able to complete the Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC). The percentage 

of the students who are able to complete the Minimum Mastery Criteria 

(MMC) is 20 %. The data prove that the percentage of the students who 

are able to complete the Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC)  is less than 
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who are able not to complete MMC. It is clear that most of the students 

have problems in their writing ability. 

In addition, it is investigated by the researcher that the tenth 

graders of SMA N 1 TERUSAN NUNYAI get difficulty in writing 

because they have limited grammar mastery and vocabulary, they have 

low motivation in writing so they tend lazy to write some sentences, they 

are hard to generated the idea that waswritten by them. Moreover, the 

improvement of students’ writing skill can be done by application one of 

the appropriate teaching strategies. Graves in Judy states that the purpose 

of the Author’s Chair strategy  is to provided an opportunities for students 

to present their writings with classmates through feedback.1 Therefore, the 

writer conducted a classroom action research entitled “Improving The 

Students’ Writing Ability Through Author’s Chair Strategy at SMA N 1 

Terusan Nunyai.” 

 

B. Problem Identification 

Based on background of problem above, the researcher identifies some 

problems, as follow: 

1. The students’ vocabulary mastery should be increased; 

2. The students’ grammar mastery needs to be improved; 

3. The students’ motivation in writing should be increased; 

                                                             
1
 Judi Tilton Brunner. Helping Students Understand What They Read. USA. ROWMAN 

& Littlefield Publishers:2011 
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4. The students find difficulties in generating the ideas; 

5. The students have lost ideas in the writing process; 

6. The students are hard in applying the concept of punctuation in writing; 

7. The students’ writing ability should be improved.  

 

C. Problem Limitation 

Based on problem identification above, the researcher limits the problems 

on the problem of students in having low writing ability. The improvement 

of students writing ability was done by using Author’s Chair Strategy. 

D. Problem Formulation 

In relation with the problem limitation above, the researcher tries to 

formulate the problem of this research as follow: 

“How does Author’s Chair strategy improve the students’ writing ability 

and learning activity at SMA NEGERI 1 Terusan Nunyai in the academic 

year 2019/2020?” 

 

E. Objective and Benefit of the Study 

1. Objective of the Study 

Objective of this research is in order to investigate how writing ability 

and learning activity of the tenth graders at SMA NEGERI 1 

TERUSAN NUNYAI in the academic year of 2019/2020 can be 

improved by using Author’s Chair Strategy. 

2. Benefit of the Study 
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a. For the students 

This research is very useful for the students to help them writing 

english texts, so that their abilities can be increased by using the 

author's chair strategy. 

b. For Teacher of English 

It is hoped that this research is one sources of inspiration for 

English teachers to chose the right learning strategies to improve 

students' writing ability. It is because Author’s Chair helps students 

to gather information from existing stories or facts such as people's 

ideas, and events. 

c. For the Other Researchers 

When writing must be improved by various research efforts, this 

research can be one of the real examples of one of the efforts to 

improve writing by using this strategy. Hopefully, this research is 

useful for further research to be developed into the next research. 

 

F. Prior Researches 

This research was conducted by considering several previous 

studies so that researchers get a strong view and foundation. The first 

previous research was carried out by Nozalia
2
. The results of previous 

studies that first proved that teaching writing by combining Author’s Chair 

with Flower writing strategy help the students to remind some important 

                                                             
2
 Siska Nozalia. “Teaching Writing Descriptive Text By Combining Author’s Chair With 

Flower Writing Strategy At Junior High School”.Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris 40. 2(2014) 
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things that should be involved in writing descriptive text such as 

identification and description about something, place and someone. It 

makes easy to students to develop their idea in writing ability. These 

strategy would be helpful as the teacher teach in writing. 

This research has similarities with the first previous research. The 

similarity is in the strategy used Author’s Chair  in teaching writing. The 

next similarity is the research method used, this research and previous 

research first used Classroom Action Research  to improve writing ability. 

The first previous research also had differences with this research, the first 

difference lies in the difference in the research sample. This research 

involved the tenth graders at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai as a research 

sample. While, the first previous research involved the ninth grade in 

SMPN2 Kinali Pasaman Barat. The following differences exist in the 

number of learning strategies used. This study used a teaching strategy 

namely Author’s Chair. While, the first previous research collaborated  2 

teaching techniques to improve writing, among others Author’s Chair and 

Flower writing strategy. 

The second previous research was carried out by Roza
3
. The result 

of this previous research that teaching writing by combining Author’s 

Chairs with Point, Illustration, and Explanation (PIE) by using this 

strategy, students can improve their understanding in writing and students 

                                                             
3 Risa Elfa Roza.“Teaching Writing Report Text By Combining Point, Illustration, 

Explanation (PIE) And Author’s Chair Strategies For Senior High School Students”.Pendidikan 

Bahasa Inggris 40. 2(2014) 
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are easy to express their ideas in written form. This is also expected to 

achieve learning objectives for high school students.  

The similarity from this study and the second previous research is 

the used Author’s Chairs Strategy and to improve the students’ writing 

skill in Senior High School, the second previous research and this study 

used Classroom Action Research. This pevious research also had 

differences with this research. The difference lies in the number of 

learning strategies used. The second previous research collaborated two 

strategies, among others Author’s Chairs and Point, Illustrations, 

Explanation (PIE). While, this research use Author’s Chairs to improve the 

students’ writing ability. 

The third previous research was carried out by Prima.
4
 The result 

of this previous research that teaching writing by combining Quick Write 

with Author’s Chair Strategies can help the students in producing a good 

writing, the teacher has to use a suitable and good strategy in teaching and 

learning process and students will have the ability to write short or long 

sentences individually based on clear steps and assisted with interesting 

diagrams in writing a correct text. 

The similarity from this research and the third previous research is 

used Author’s Chair Strategy and to improve students writing ability in 

Senior High School. This previous research also had differences with this 

research, the difference lies first in the number of learning strategies used. 

                                                             
4
Vino Hendra Prima. “Teaching Writing Descriptive Text By Combining Quick Write 

With Author’s Chair Strategies For Senior High School Students”. 
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This previous research combine two strategies, among others Quick Write 

and Author’s Chair Strategies. While, this research just use Author’s Chair 

to improve the student writing skill.  

The fourth previous research was carried out by Mirandha.
5
 The 

result of this previous research that teaching writing by combining Four 

Square with Author’s Chair Strategies is very appropriate and helpful to 

help the students improve their ability in writing. 

The similarity from this research and the fourth previous research 

is used Author’s Chair to improve the students writing ability and the same 

sample is in Senior High School. The previous research also had 

differences with this research, the first  diferrence lies in the number of 

learning strategies used. This previous research combine two strategies, 

among others Four Square with Author’s Chair. While, this research is 

used Author’s Chair to improve the students writing ability.  

The fifth previous research was carried out by Mayasari.
6
 The 

result of this previous research that teaching writing by combining Y Chart 

with Author’s Chair Strategies that strategies are able to make the learning 

and teaching process more effective because these two strategies produce 

learning models that are very useful, interesting and useful for teachers 

and for students. 

                                                             
5
Nia Putri Mirandha. “Teaching Writing Descriptive Text By Combining Four Square 

With Author’s Chair Strategies For Senior High School Students”  
6
Lusi Mayasari. “Teaching Writing Descriptive Text By Combining Y Chart And 

Author’s Chair Strategies For Junior High School Students” 
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This  research has similarities with the fifth previous research . The 

similarity from this research and the fifth previous research is used 

Author’s Chair to improve the students writing ability. This previous 

research also had differences with this research, the first difference lies in 

the difference in the research sample. This research involved in Senior 

High School  as a research sample. While, the fifth previous research 

involved in Junior High School. The following differences exist in the 

number of learning strategies used. This study used a teaching strategy 

namely Author’s Chair. While, the first previous research collaborated  2 

teaching techniques to improve writing, among others Y Chart with 

Author’s Chair Strategies. 

All of the prior research use Classroom Action Research (CAR), 

and this research also used Classroom Action Research to improve the 

students writing sbility. 

Referring to the prior research, the differences are about different, 

research sample and research finding. Therefore, by considering some 

prior researches above, it is proper to implement Author’s Chair strategy in 

teaching writing. The researcher want to know the students’ writing ability 

and language activity in English at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai. Writing is 

one of the important aspects in English, the students will be confuse if they 

still difficult for writing in paragraph. Based on pre-survey result, the 

researcher finds out the fault of the students’ descriptive text. Therefore, 

the researcher thinks that those are needed to be investigated. 
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CHAPTER II 

THEORITICAL REVIEW 

 

A. The Concept of Writing Ability 

1. The Definition of Writing Ability 

According to Brown, writing is a way for someone to express 

thoughts, feelings and ideas into a writing.
7
 Writing is expressing what 

is in the mind and showing what is being felt. 

Weigle explains that writing is the most important standardization 

in education compared to standardization of speaking.
8
 Writing is 

considered more important in the world of education, especially in the 

accuracy of writing.  

Javed holds that writing is one of four basic skills, students begin 

to learn communicate and interact through writing at the school level.
9
 

Writing is a means by which someone can communicate or express 

feelings, thoughts. 

                                                             
7
H. Douglas Brown, Teaching by Principle : An Interactive Approach to Language 

Pedagog, second edition. (California:Longman, 2002),p. 337 
8
Sara Cushing Weigle, Assesing Writing. (United Kingdom : Cambridge University, 

2002),p. 17 
9
 Muhammad Javed, “A Study of Students’ Assessment in Writing Skills of the English 

Language”. International Journal of Instruction 6. 2(2013),p. 130 
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Meanwhile, Harmer states that writing is useful for various 

activities in discussion forums that require reporters.
10 Writing is a 

meaningful way to note something related to the discussion topic. 

The notion that writing ability is the skills needed to develop an 

idea.
11

 Therefore, writing ability is a skill to express ideas, thought, 

and feeling to other people in written symbols to make other people or 

readers understand the ideas conveyed. 

Based on the statements above, writing ability is also required 

when discussing, writing also can help students to get the opinion that 

there are thoughts and feelings through writing other than speaking 

2.  Definition of Descriptive Text 

Zemach maintains descriptive define how someone or something 

looks and feels.12 It is a way to enrich other forms of writing or as a 

dominant strategy for developing a picture of what something looks 

like.  

Based on the explanation above, the researcher assumed that 

descriptive text is the text that used to describe something or someone. 

 

 

                                                             
10

Jeremy Harmer, How to Teach Writing. (England : Pearson Education, 2004),p. 40 
11

Elke Van Streendam, Measuring Writing : Recent Insights into Theory, Methodology 

and Practices. (Boston : Brill, 2012),p. 169 

12
 Zemach.  Dorothy E, And Charlos Islam, Paragraph Writing From Sentence To Paragraph, 

(Macmilan, 2002), P. 25  
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3.  Writing Process 

The process of writing has four steps as follows.
13

 

a. Prewriting 

The first step is called prewriting, prewriting is a way to get ideas. 

In prewriting students choose a topic and collect ideas to explain the 

topic. 

b. Organizing 

The next step is organize the ideas into a simple outline. Below the 

first sentence contains the main ideas and sentences that provide more 

information about the topic discussed 

c. Writing 

The next step is to write a basic concept, using the outline as a 

guide. Write concepts without stopping thinking about spelling, 

grammar, or punctuation. 

d. Revising and Editing 

The last step is revise and edit, revise the concepts that have been 

written and edited grammar, spelling and punctuation. 

 

4.  Writing Assessment 

The assessment of writing ability is guided by the use of an 

appropriate writing rubric. In an writing assessment in general is 

assessed from the content created, the organization, vocabulary, and 

                                                             
13

 Alice Oshima,Introduction to Academic Writing. (USA : Pearson Education, 2007),p. 16 
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mechanics. Whether, the four components are in accordance with what 

is expected for a good writing. One of the suitable writing rubric is as 

follows.
14

 

Table 3. Writing Assessment 

Content  

30-27 Excellent to very good Knowledgeable, substantive-etc. 

26-22 Good to average Some knowledge of subject-adequate 

range-etc. 

21-17 Fair to poor Limited knowledge of subject, little 

substance-etc. 

16-13 Very poor Does not show knowledge of subject, 

non-substantive-etc. 

Organization 

20-18 Excellent to very good Ideas clearly stated-etc. 

17-14 Good to average loosely organized but main ideas stand 

out. 

13-10 Fair to poor an idea confused 

9-7 Very poor Does not communicate, no organization, 

Vocabulary 

20-18 Excellent to very good effective word/idiom choice and usage 

17-14 Good to average Adequate range, occasional errors of 

word/idiom from, choice, usage but 

meaning not obscured. 

13-10 Fair to poor frequent errors pf word/idiom from, 

choice, usage 

9-7 Very poor Essentialy translation, little knowlege of 

English vocabulary. 

Language use 

25-22 Excellent to very good Effective complex constructions 

21-19 Good to average Effective but simple constructions 

17-11 Fair to poor Major problems in simple/complex 

constructions-etc 

10-5 Very poor Virtually no mastery of sentence 

construction rules 

Mechanics 

5 Excellent to very good Demonstrates mastery of conventions 

4 Good to average frequent errors of spelling, punctuation 

3 Fair to poor Frequent errors of spelling punctuation, 

capitalization 

2 Very poor No mstery of conventions  

 

 

                                                             
14

J.B. Heaton, Writing English Language Tests. (USA:Longman Group, 1988), p. 146 
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B. Author’s Chair Strategy 

1.  The Definition of Author’s Chair Strategy 

Burmer maintains that author's strategy is a teaching strategy that 

provides feedback to students on the writing made by making specific 

suggestions to improve writing, and asking questions that motivated 

students to write.15 Author's chair can improve students' writing ability by 

making feedback about the topic of discussion. 

According to Freeman, the author's chair is the main writing 

mechanism that gives students the opportunity to know the results of their 

writing through the feedback provided that is useful for strengthening their 

writing skills.16 This strategy can make students more active in responding 

to their classmates' writing. 

Furthermore, Champman argues that author’s  chair is teaching 

strategy that is done with media chairs as a tool used to argue in assessing 

a writing.17 Author's chair is used to train students in writing and in 

arguing about topics that are being discussed through the chairs provided 

in front of the class. 

Based on statements above, author’s chair is strategy to reinfore 

the students’ writing ability by making feedback on the topic. This strategy 

                                                             
15 Trisha burmer,Writing Strategies for Mathematics.  (Huntington Beach:Shell 

Education, 2014), p. 182. 
16 Marcia S. Freeman, Teaching the Youngest Writers : A practical guige. (USA : Maupin 

House,2003), p.  42 
17

 Carolyn Chapman. Differentiated Instructional Strategies For Writing in the Cpmtent 

Areas. (USA : Corwin, 2009), p. 71 
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can also improve students' writing skills and can make students more 

active in responding to their classmates' writing according to the topic of 

discussion. 

2. The Benefits of Author’s Chair Strategy 

The benefits of author’s chair strategy are illustrated, as follows: 
18

 

a. Providing opportunity for individual work or a collaborative effort;  

b. Encouraging attention to detail and student engagement;  

c. Taking little teacher preparation; 

d. Being  easy to explain and to understand 

e. Helping students understand how an author develops a storyline 

through characterization; 

f. Providing a purpose for reading; 

g. Being a good activity for a substitute teacher. 

 

3. The Implementation of Author’s Chair Strategy in Teaching 

Writing Ability 

The implementation of author’s chair strategy in teaching writing 

ability is explained, as follows:
19

 

a. The researcher provides students with reading material and 

questions related to the topic; 

                                                             
18

 Judy Tilton Brunner, Helping Students Understand What They Read. (USA : 

ROWMAN & Littlefield, 2011), p. 48 
19

  Ibid, p. 49 
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b. The reseacher tells students to use the questions as a guide for a 

written response to the reading; 

c. The researcher explains that each student will share his writing 

with the class while sitting in the Author’s Chair. This can be a 

specific chair in the front of the room, or each student’s individual 

chair can become the Author’s Chair; 

d. After completion of the writing project, each student presents their 

writing to the class; 

e. The researcher instructs the students’ to make notes and share 

comments about the writing with the author. Comments may be 

related to accuracy of content, writing style, interpretation of 

content, suggestions for improvement, and so forth. 

 

C. Action Hyphotesis 

Based on the Theoritical above, the reseacher formulates the action 

hypothesis, as follows: 

“The Implementation of Author’s Chair Strategy can improve the 

students’ writing ability and learning activity at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai 

in the academic year 2019/2020”. 
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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

A. Variable and Definition of Operational Variable 

1. Variable of the Research 

This research consisted of two variables, dependent variable of the 

research is writing ability. Meanwhile, the independent variable of this 

research is Author’s Chair Strategy. 

2. The Definition of Operational Variable 

The definition of operational variable is explained, as follows : 

a. Dependent Variable 

The dependent variable of this research is students’ writing 

ability that focuses on the students’ ability. The indicators of a 

written test in this variable are: 

1) The students are good in content of writing. The content should 

be relevant to the topic. 

2) The students are good in organization of writing.  

3) The students are able to write descriptive text by using good 

mechanics writing. 

b. Independent Variable 

This variable was measured by observation. To observe this 

variable the researcher used observation sheet. The indicators of this 

variable are: 

1) The students paid attention to teacher explanation. 
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2) The students asked/answered the question. 

3) The students were active in the teaching learning process. 

4) The students were able able to do the task. 

B. Setting of The Research 

This research was conducted at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai in class 

X  located in Lampung Tengah. Total of the students from the tenth up to 

twelfth graders are 1.175 students and total of the class are 35. 

 

C. Subject of  the Research 

The researcher chose the tenth graders of social class with the total 

students were 10 students because their writing ability have low and the 

researcher would improve their writing ability. This is based on the result 

of pre-survey at the tenth graders of  SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai in the 

academic year 2019/2020. 

Table. 4 The Number of Students 
 

No 

 

Grade 

 

Sex 

 

Total 

 Male Female 

1 X IPS 1 3 7 10 

 

 

D. Action Plan 

This research used Classroom Action Research (CAR) to improve the 

students’ writing ability. According to Burn, Classroom Action Research 
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(CAR) is a research process that can respond quickly to political, social 

and educational questions with various practices.
20

  

McNiff states that Classroom Action Research (CAR) is the research 

process used to research your problem.
21

  

Based on the statements above, Classroom Action Research (CAR) 

could be applied to achieve educational goals. In other words, action 

research is appropriate to help educators improve their abilities during the 

learning process. 

Classroom action research (CAR) has various models. According to 

O’Leary, action research consists of some phases, as follows.
22

 

 

Figure 1.  Action Research 

                                                             
20 Anne Burn, Collaborative Action Research for English Language Teachers, 

(Cambridge University : Press 1999) P.25 
21 Jean McNiff and Jack Whitehead, Action Research: Principles and Practice, (New 

York: RoutledgeFalmer, 2002) Second Edition, p.15 
22

Zina O’Leary, The Essential Guide To Doing Research, (London : Sage Pubication, 

2004),p. 141 
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This figure describes the order of the research which is planning, 

action, observation, and reflection that implement in each cycle. This 

picture describes if the first cycle can not be achive, so it is probably 

continued in the next cycle that have same phase on the first cycle. 

The research procedures are namely cycle 1 and cycle 2. This 

procedures are as follows. 

1. Procedure of cycle 1 

a. Planning 

In this research, the researcher conducts some plans, namely: 

1) The reseacher prepares the lesson plan based on the 2013 

curriculum and English syllabus.  

2) The reseacher prepares the observation note and guidelines  

3) The reseacher prepares the instrument of written tests before and 

after CAR. 

b. Acting 

This activities are implemented on the following step: 

a) Pre teaching avtivity 

1) The reseacher greets the students and checks the attendance 

list. 

2) The reseacher gives warm up activities. 

3) The reseacher explains general overview related to the topics 

of descriptive text. 
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4) The reseacher confirms the students their comprehension about 

the descriptive text. 

b) While teaching activity 

1) The reseacher implements Author’s Chair strategy. 

2) The researcher explains how to write descriptive paragraphs 

well; 

3) The researcher would apply the author's chair strategy in 

learning by giving questions related to the topic and students 

write descriptive text about their favorite things. 

4) After completion, the researcher asks the students’ to share 

their writing with the class while sitting in the Author’s Chair; 

c) Post teaching activity 

1) The researcher and the students concluded the learning topic 

that have been discussed; 

2) The researcher greets the students in end of the meeting; 

c. Observing 

From the observation sheet, the researcher should know the 

result of the student’s learning activities by writing down the 

learning process happened. 

d. Reflecting 

In the last phase, by reflecting the researcher can get 

information from the action that the researcher has been done 

whether any influence to students' learning process. Because the 
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researcher still found the problems, the researcher conducted the 

next cycle and used the collected data in cycle one as the reference 

by repairing all the problems in previous cycle. 

 

2. Procedure of cycle 2 

a. Planning 

The cycle 2 have some plans, as follows. 

1) The researcher prepares the lesson plan based on the 2013 

curriculum and English syllabus.  

2) The researcher prepares the observation note and guidelines  

3) The researcher prepares the instrument of written tests before 

and after CAR. 

b. Action  

The researcher applies the cycle 2 to doing the exercise. 

c. Observing 

The researcher observes whether there had been an improvement of 

the students’ learning process in this cycle 2 

d. Reflecting 

The observation results in the learning process are compared with 

the results of the scores in the pre-test and post-test, if there is a 

good improvement in accordance with the MMC, the researcher 

continues the action to the next cycle. 
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E. Data Collection Technique 

In this research, the researcher collected the data by using test, 

observation and documentation. 

1. Test 

The tests included of pre-test and post-test. Both of the tests are in 

form of asking the students to write descriptive text about place and 

related on the topic. 

a. Pre Test 

The pre-test was conducted before implementation  

Author’s Chair in preparations study. Pre-test of this research is  

in the form of essay test that ask the students’ to write descriptive 

text in English about place and related on the topic. 

b. Post Test 

Post-test was applied after doing the treatment. The test 

asks the students to write descriptive text about place and ralated 

on the topic. 

2. Observation 

In this research, the researcher observed the students’ behaviors 

and the students’ activities in the learning process to know how the 

process of learning was held. 

3. Documentation 

The researcher used documents which are taken from the data of 

the school such as total of the students and teachers, the history of 
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SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai, the condition teachers and officials 

employes in SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai, organization stucture of 

SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai, and writing worksheet and classrooms 

materials of students at SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai. 

4. Field Note 

In this research, the researcher used filed note to focus on a 

particular issue or teaching behavior over period of time. Moreover, 

the researcher took field note related to the classroom situation, 

classroom management, classroom interaction between teacher and 

students or students with students, etc. 

F. Data Collection Instrument 

1. Writing Test Question 

To assess students’ descriptive writing ability of the tenth graders 

of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai in the academic year 2019/2020, the 

researcher applied some writing tests that consisted of pre-test and post-

test. There are two choices of descriptive text topics such as “Please 

explains about Market or School”. 

Table. 5 The table of specification of essay writing test 

Outcomes to Assess Item Types (with 

Item numbers) 

Content Standard Objectives Essay Test 

 

Total 

Points 

4.10Arrange the 

simple oral and 

written 

descriptive texts 

about people, 

tourist attractions, 

3.The students are able 

to  arrange simple oral 

and written descriptive 

texts about people, 

tourist attractions, and 

famous historical 

Compose 

a new 

descriptive 

text about  

a. Market 

0-100 
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and famous 

historical 

buildings, taking 

into account the 

purpose, structure 

of the text, and 

elements of 

language, 

correctly and in 

accordance with 

the context. 

 

buildings, taking into 

account the purpose, 

structure of the text, 

and elements of 

language, correctly and 

in accordance with the 

context. 

b. School 

Total Point 100 

 

G. Data Analysis Technique 

In this research, the researcher used the data analysis by taking the 

average from pre-test and post-test to know the improvement, the 

researcher compared between pre-test and post-test score. Then, the results 

are matched with the minimum mastery criteria (MMC) in the school at 

the tenth graders of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai, the minimum mastery 

criteria (MMC) for English subject is 70.  

Because there are some students were not successful in cycle 1, 

the researcher conducted the cycle 2. In cycle 2 the students were 

successful, so the cycle is stopped because the students have to achieve 

the minimum mastery criteria (MMC). 

The researcher used statistical technique to analyze the data by a 

formula for counting the average score is as follow: 

N

X
X


  

Notes: X  =Mean  
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   X  =The total number of students’ scores 

 N = Number of students
23

 

Moreover, the formula to figure out the precentage of the students 

whopass the minimum mastery criteria in each cycle as follows:
24

  

P = 
 

 
      

P = Class percentage 

F = Frequency 

N = Number of student 

H. Indicator of Success 

The indicator of success is taken from the process and the result of 

the action research. This research is called successful if 70% of students 

got score 70 as minimum score in writing ability. In addition, 70% of the 

students are active in learning activity. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                             
23 Donald Ary at all, Introduction to Research in Education, (USA: Wadsworth Cengage 

Learning, 2010) Eighth edition, p.110 

 
24

 Ibid 
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CHAPTER IV 

RESEARCH RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

A. Reseach Result 

1. Description of Research Location 

a. The History of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai 

SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai was established in 1991 and got a DIP 

number in 1992. The high school is located in Terusan Nunyai District, 

Central Lampung, which is a fraction of Terbanggi Besar District. SMAN 1 

Terusan Nunyai was once called SMAN 2 Teranggi Besar, since 1999 it 

changed to SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai. 

Terusan Nunyai District is located in the north of the Terbanggi Besar 

District and is crossed by the central Sumatra crossroad to Menggala 

(Tulang Bawang Regency). The geographical location is around 115
0
 east 

longitude and 4.75
0 south latitude 

. The headmaster of SMA N 1 Terusan 

Nunyai in the academic year 2019/2020 is Drs. Andreas Sinaga, MM. 

b. The Condition of Teacher and Official Employers at SMA N 1 

Terusan Nunyai.  

 The data of teachers in academic year of 2019/2020 based on the 

employment of the status, it can be identified as follow; 
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Figure 2. The Condition of Teachers at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai 

 

c. The Quantity of the Students at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai 

There are 1188 students of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai. Each grade 

consists of 36 classes. The tenth grades consisted of twelve classes 

with 374 students, the eleventh grades consisted of twelve classes 

with 411 students, and the twelveth grades consisted of twelve classes 

403 students. The Quantities of the students at SMA N 1 Terusan 

Nunyai that could be identified as follows: 

Table 6. The Students’ Quantity of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai 

Penjurusan Siswa Jumlah 

Tingkat X Tingkat XI Tingkat XII 

P L P L P L 

MIA 144 81 141 71 143 59 639 

IIS 83 66 127 72 116 85 549 

TOTAL 1188 

 

2. Description of Research Data 

This research used classroom action research. It was conducted in 

two cycles: cycle I and cycle II. Each cycle consisted of two meetings and 

40 

28 
1

2

PNS 

Honor 
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each meeting takes 2x35 minutes. Each cycle includes of planning, action, 

observation and reflection. In this research, the researcher is as an English 

teacher and Mrs. Sumarni, S.Pd as the collaborator. 

a. Pre-test activity 

  The researcher conducted the pre-test on Friday September, 13
th
 

2019, this meeting used as the pre-test for 2x35 minutes before the 

students were given the action. This meeting was started by praying 

and greeting, checking the attendance list, and asking the students’ 

condition. In this chance, the Pre-test became the opening of the 

meeting. The Pre-test was about descriptive text and some students 

very enjoyed to do their test and others looked very annoying. The 

table belows shows the data of the students Pre-test score: 

Table 7. The Result of the Students’ Score in Pre-test 

No. Name Grade Criteria  

1. AAH 75 Complete  

2. CRW 63 Incomplete  

3. IZ 63 Incomplete  

4. JA 61 Incomplete  

5. KD 79 Complete  

6. MIHAT 43 Incomplete  

7. NLA 41 Incomplete  

8. SR 53 Incomplete  

9. SM 54 Incomplete  

10. WAH 55 Incomplete  

Total Score 587 

Average 58.7 

Highest Score 79 

Lowest Score 41 
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Table 8. The Frequency of the Students’ Score in Pretest 

No 
Students’ 

Score 
Frequency Precentage  Explanation 

1 ≥70 2 20% Complete  

2 <70 8 80% Incomplete  

Total 10 100%  

 

The result of Pre-test showed that the precentage of students who 

did not achieve the minimum mastery criteria (MMC) is higher than the 

precentage of those who achieve the minimum mastery criteria (MMC). In 

addition, the result of Pre-test did not achieve the indicator of success. 

 

Figure 3. The Percentage of the Students’ Score on Pretest 

Based on the result of the pretest above, it can be inferred that the 

students still have low in writing ability. While, this condition was 

20% 

80% 

≥ 70 < 70

The Precentage of Students Score in Pretest 

pre-test
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appropriate with the background of problem in the chapter I that they need 

new media to improve their writing ability in descriptive text. 

b. Cycle 1 

1) Planning 

In this research, the researcher is as an English teacher with Mrs. 

Sumarni, S.Pd  as collaborator. Before the learning process began, 

the researcher and the collaborator would like to discuss about, as 

follow: 

(1) Preparing the material of descriptive text and preparing the 

lesson plan. 

(2) Making the items of the Pre-test and the Post-test I in the 

cycle I. 

(3) Preparing the media needed in the implementation of 

Author’s Chair strategy. 

(4) Making the observation sheet of the students activity 1. 

The Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC) at SMA N 1 Terusan 

Nunyai for English was 70, the lesson is writing descriptive text. In 

this meeting, the students were expected by the researcher got 

specific information of the descriptive text. In the first and second 

meeting, the researcher explained about descriptive text using 

Author’s Chair strategy. Therefore, in the last meeting the researcher 

evaluated essay writing about descriptive text for the 10 students of 

X IPS
1
 class.  
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2) Acting 

The action in cycle 1 consisted of three meetings; one meeting 

for the Pre-test, one meeting for the action, and one meeting for the post 

test, there are: 

a) The first Meeting 

The first meeting was conducted on Tuesday, September 17
th 

2019 for 2x35 minutes. In this meeting, the researcher acted as 

a teacher and the collaborator acted as the observer, the action 

as follow: 

1) The researcher greeted the students and checks the 

attendance list. 

2) The researcher gave the information about the material. 

3) The researcher gave the material about the descriptive text 

and the researcher gave the example. 

4) The researcher asked the student about the material that 

was related and the students answered. 

5) The researcher and the students made conclusion together 

before closed the meeting. 

b) The Second Meeting 

The second meeting was conducted on Friday, September 

20
th

 2019 for 2x35 minutes. In this meeting, the researcher acted as 

a teacher and the collaborator acted as the observer, the action as 

follow: 
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1) The researcher greeted the students and checks the 

attendance list. 

2) The researcher gave the information about the material. 

3) The researcher gave the material about the descriptive text 

and the researcher gave the example. 

4) The researcher asked the student about the material that 

was related and the students answered. 

5) The researcher and the students made conclusion together 

before closed the meeting. 

c) Post-test I 

This meeting was conducted on Tuesday, September 24
th
 

2019, this meeting used as the postest 1 for 2x35 minutes after 

the students were given the action. The result of the students’ 

score in post-test I is showed in the following table: 

Table 9. The Result of the Students’ Score in Post-Test 1 

No. Name Grade Criteria  

1. AAH 79 Complete  

2. CRW 67 Incomplete  

3. IZ 78 Complete  

4. JA 63 Incomplete  

5. KD 80 Complete  

6. MIHAT 47 Incomplete  

7. NLA 43 Incomplete  

8. SR 54 Incomplete  

9. SM 70 Complete 

10. WAH 60 Incomplete  

Total Score 641 

Average 64.1 

Highest Score 80 

Lowest Score 43 



35 

 

 

Table 10. The Frequency of the Students’ Score in Post-Test I 

No 
Students’ 

Score 
Frequency Percentage  Explanation 

1 ≥70 4 40% Complete 

2 <70 6 60% Incomplete  

Total 10 100%  

 

The result of Post-test I showed that the precentage of students 

who did not achieve the minimum mastery criteria (MMC) is higher than 

the precentage of those who achieve the minimum mastery criteria 

(MMC). In addition, the result of the students’ test was better than the 

students’ test before giving treatment. 

 

Figure 4. The Percentage of the Students’ Completness Score on Postest 1 

 

 

60% 

40% 

<70 >70

The Precentage of Students Score in Post-

test 1 

Post-test 1
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3) Observing 

In observation of teacher’s action the researcher presented 

three meeting in cycle 1 of learning to find the information of the text 

in reading lesson. This observation was conducted by the 

collaborator, Mrs. Sumarni, S.Pd. She is an English teacher for the 

tenth grade students’ of SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai. In the first 

meeting, the researcher only gave the Pre-test for the students. The 

students who got the score more than 70 in pretest cycle 1 are 2 

students of 10 students. 

In the second meeting, the researcher explained the materials 

about descriptive text and using Author’s Chair strategy in teaching 

learning. A highly appreciation came to their interest in doing the task 

and example from the researcher because they found the media was 

very interesting.  

In the third meeting, the researcher gave the Post-test I for the 

students. The students began be active and interested in teaching 

learning process. In Post-test II of cycle I there were 4 students of 10 

students who got 70 or more but this result be better than before 

giving treatment. The data of the students’ activity can be seen in the 

table 12 bellows: 
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Table 11. The Result of the Students’ Activity in the Learning Process of 

Cycle 1 

No Students Activities Frequency Percentage 

1 Students paid attantion to 

teacher explanation 

6 60 % 

2 Students asked/answered the 

questions   

7 70 % 

3 Students were active in the 

class 

5 50 % 

4 Students were able to do the 

task  

5 50 % 

Total Students 10 

The average percentage of students’ learning 

activity 

57.5% 

The data above explained that the total of students who paid 

attention to the teacher explanation were 6 (60%), 7 students (70%) 

responded to the researcher explanation. Students were very active in 

asked or answered the question, they were only 5 students (50%). 5 

students (50%) were to make the note based on the material. 

4) Reflecting 

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

could be concluded that in the learning process has not achieved 

Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC) of the research. The end of this 

cycle, the researcher analyzed and calculated all the processes like 

students’ pretest score and the result of students’ post-test I score. 
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The comparison between pretest score and post-test I score was as 

follow: 

Table 12. The Comparison Between Pretest and Postest I Score in Cycle I 

 

NO 

Name 

Initial 

Pre 

Test  

Post 

Test I  

 

Improving 

 

Explanation 

1. AAH 75 79 4 Improved 

2. CRW 63 67 4 Improved 

3. IZ 63 78 15 Improved 

4. JA 61 63 3 Improved 

5. KD 79 80 1 Improved 

6. MIHAT 43 47 4 Improved 

7. NLA 41 43 2 Improved  

8. SR 53 54 1 Improved 

9. SM 54 70 16 Improved 

10. WAH 55 60 5 Improved  

Total 587 641 

 
Average 58.7 64.1 

High Score 79 80 

Low Score 41 43 

Table 13. The Comparison of Students’ Pre-Test and Post-Test I in Cycle I 

Interval Pre-Test Post-Test I Explanation 

≥70 2 4 Complete 

< 70 8 6 Incomplete 

Total 10 10  

Then, the graph of comparison students writing ability pretest and 

posttest I score in cycle I could be seen as follows: 



39 

 

 

 

Figure 5. The Comparison of Percentage of the Students’ Completness Score 

on Pretest and Posttest I 

 

The table and the graphic above, in pre-test it could be seen that 

total from 10 students, it could be concluded that 2 (20%). The students 

who got score >70, was complete the minimum mastery criteria(MMC). 

Then the students who were incomplete the minimum mastery criteria 

(MMC) were 8 (80%) students who got score <70. In post-test I, it could 

be concluded that 4 (40%) students who got score >70 students, was 

complete the minimum mastery criteria (MMC). Then who incomplete the 

minimum mastery criteria were 6 (60%) students who got score <70. 

Average score of pretest was 58.7 and average score of Post-test I was 

64.1. There was improvement between pretest and postest I, but did not 

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

20% 

80% 

40% 

60% 

≥70 <70

Precentage of Students' Score on Pre-test and Post-

test 1 

pre test post test 1
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unsuccessful, because of the indicator of success could not be achieved yet 

that was 70% of the total students must be passed the criteria. 

c. Cycle II 

The cycle II was similar with cycle I. It divided into planning, 

acting, observing, and reflecting. It would be explained more as follow: 

1) Planning 

Based on the reflection that had been conducted in the cycle 

1, the researcher and the collaborator made the planning of the 

action, as follow: 

(1) Preparing the materials of descriptive text and preparing the 

lesson plan. 

(2) Preparing the items that will be examined as the post-test in 

the end cycle. 

(3) Preparing Author’s chair  strategy that used in the action 

learning. 

(4) Preparing the observation sheet of the students’ activity 2. 

(5) Planning the scenario of the implementation of action and 

the implementation of Author’s Chair will be used in the 

class. 

2) Acting 

The action in the cycle II, consisted of three meetings, two 

meetings for the action, and one meeting for the Post-test in the 

end of cycle. They are: 
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a) The First and the Second Meeting 

Based on the learning implementation plan II, the 

allocation of the time for two meetings is 4x35 minutes. 

Therefore, the first and the second meeting were used as the 

implementation of the action in cycle II. 

The first meeting was conducted on Friday, September 

27
th

, 2019. The action that was conducted as follow: 

(1) The researcher greeted the students and checked the 

attendace list. 

(2) The researcher gave the information about the subject that 

would study. 

(3) The researcher reviewed the materials that had studied in 

the cycle I that was descriptive text. 

(4) The researcher gave the example of the descriptive text by 

using Author’s Chair strategy. 

(5) The students followed the teaching learning carefully, they 

were enjoy and anthusiasm to study. 

(6) The students were asked to review again about the 

descriptive text on their writing respons. 

(7) Finally, the researcher and students made  a conclusion  and 

closed the class. 
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The second meeting was conducted on Tuesday, October 

01
st
, 2019. The action that was conducted as follow: 

(1) The researcher greeted the students and checked the 

attendance list. 

(2) The researcher gave the information about the subject 

materials would studied. 

(3) The researcher reviewed the material that had studied in the 

cycle I. 

(4) The researcher gave the example and task about descriptive 

text for the students. 

(5) After the task was collected, the researcher and students 

disscussed about the writing respons from the task it. To 

study the Post-test I item that has been done in the end cycle 

I. 

(6) The researcher and the students made the conclusion about 

the subject material that was studied. 

(7) The researcher closed the learning process. 

b) Post-test II 

The third meeting was conducted on Friday, October 04
th 

2019. This meeting used as the Post-test II in the end of cycle II, 

for 2 x 35 minutes the students was given the action. It has been 

finished well by the students where they had to make good 
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descriptive text on their writing respons. The result of the students’ 

score in postest II can be seen in the following table 15:  

Table 14.  The Result of the Students’ Score in Postest II 

No. Name Grade Criteria  

1. AAH 84 Complete  

2. CRW 74 Complete  

3. IZ 78 Complete 

4. JA 80 Complete  

5. KD 90 Complete  

6. MIHAT 69 Incomplete  

7. NLA 48 Incomplete  

8. SR 77 Complete  

9. SM 74 Complete  

10. WAH 71 Complete  

Total Score 745 

Average 74.5 

Highest Score 90 

Lowest Score 48 

 

Table 15. The Frequency of the Students’ Score in Postest II 

No 
Students’ 

Score 
Frequency Precentage  Explanation 

1 ≥70 8 80% Complete  

2 <70 2 20% Incomplete  

Total 10 100%  
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The result of Post-test II showed that the precentage of students’ 

writing ability achieved the indicator of success. It is because the 

precentage is more than 70%. 

 

Figure 6. The Percentage of the Students’ Completness Score on Postest II 

 

 

3) Observing 

In this step, the researcher presented the materials by using 

Author’s Chair strategy in learning process, there were also five 

indicators used to know the students’ activities like in learning 

process previously.  

Based on the result of the observation sheet in cycle II, the 

researcher indicated that learning process in cycle II was successful. 

The result score of students’ learning activities observation, as 

follows: 

20% 

80% 

≥70 >70

The Precentage of Students Score inPost-

test 2 

Post-test 2
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Table 16. The Result of the Students’ Activity in the Learning Process of 

Cycle II 

No Students Activities Frequency Percentage 

1 Students paid attantion to 

teacher explanation 

8 80 % 

2 Students asked/answered the 

questions   

7 70 % 

3 Students were active in the 

class 

7 70 % 

4 Students were able to do the 

task 

8 80 % 

Total Students 10 

The average percentage of students’ learning 

activity 

75% 

 

Based on the result of the research in cycle II, it could be inferred 

that cycle II was successful. The researcher felt satisfied about the result of 

the research. There were ≥70% of students passed the examination. It 

means the students’ writing ability had improved. From the result above, 

the researcher concluded that this research was successful and would not 

be continued in the next cycle. 

4) Reflecting 

Based on the result of the observation above, it can be 

inferred that the result of using Author’s Chair strategy was good. 

The researcher checked the students’ score before and after using 

Author’s Chair strategy. The researcher found the significant 
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improvement in students’ score in descriptive text. The 

comparison between the students’ score at Pret-test, Post-test I, 

and Post-test II has taken. The students score on writing ability 

from Post-test I to post-test II could be seen in table 18: 

Table 17. The Comparison Between Post-test I and Post-test II Score 

 

NO 

Name 

Initial 

Post 

Test I  

Post 

Test II 

 

Improving 

 

Explanation 

1. AAH 79 84 5 Improved 

2. CRW 67 74 7 Improved 

3. IZ 78 78 0 Constant 

4. JA 63 80 17 Improved 

5. KD 80 90 10 Improved 

6. MIHAT 47 69 22 Improved 

7. NLA 43 48 5 Improved  

8. SR 54 77 23 Improved 

9. SM 70 74 14 Improved 

10. WAH 60 71 11 Improved  

Total 587 745 

 
Average 58.7 74.5 

High Score 79 90 

Low Score 41 48 

 

Table 18. The Comparison of Students’ Post-Test I and Post-Test II 

Interval Post-Test I Post-Test II Explanation 

≥70 4 8 Complete 

< 70 6 2 Incomplete 

Total 10 10  
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Then, the graph of comparison students writing descriptive text 

postest I and postest II score in cycle II could be seen as follow: 

 

Figure 7. The Percentage of Comparison of Students’ score on  Postest I and 

Postest II 

 

Based on the result above, it could be inferred that using Author’s 

Chair strategy to teach descriptive text could improve the students’ writing 

ability because there was improved from average in post-test I 64.1 

became 74.5 in post-test II. In the cycle II, most of the students could 

develop their writing ability. It means that cycle II was successful. 

d. Interpretation 

Writing would be easier when it was supported by the appropriate 

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

were enthusiastic to attention from researcher explaination in learning 

process. The researcher assumes that teaching writing ability through 

Author’s Chair strategy can improve the student’ writing ability. 

40% 

60% 

80% 

20% 

≥70 <70

Precentage of the students' score on Postest I 

and Postest II 

post-test I post-test II
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1. Result of Students Learning  

a. Result of students Pretest Score 

From the result of  pretest showed that most of the students got 

difficult for doing the writing test. Based on the table, students average 

were 58.7, it showed that most of the students have not passed yet in 

achieved the Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC) at least 70. There are 

2 students of 8 students passed of the MMC. 

b. Result of Students Postest 1 Score  

Based on the table, the students average was 64.1 it shown that 

most of the students have not passed yet in achieved the minimum 

mastery criteria (MMC)  at least 70. In this postest I, there are 4 

students of  10  students passed of the minimum mastery criteria 

(MMC). It could be concluded that most of the students failed in 

achieving the materials. 

c. Result of Students Postest II Score  

This researcher continued to cycle II because the score of 

postest I in cycle I did not fulfilled the minimum mstery criteria 

(MMC) yet there are 8 students passed the minimum mastery criteria 

(MMC). Based on the table, students average were 74.5 it showed 

that most of the students have achieving the minimum mastery 

criteria (MMC) at least 70. In post test II there are 8 students of 10 

students passed of the MMC and the research was successful. 
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2. The Comparison of Score in Pretest, Postest I in cycle I, and 

Postest II in Cycle II. 

English learning process was successfull in cycle I but the 

students’ average score was low. While, the score of the students in 

postest I was higher than pretest. Moreover, in cycle II the students’ 

average score was higher than cycle I. The following was table 19 of 

illustration score in cycle I and cycle II: 

Table 19. The Comparison of Writing Ability of Pre-Test, Postest I in Cycle I 

and Postest II in Cycle II 

No 
Score 

Pre-Test Post-Test I Post-Test II 

1. 75 79 84 

2. 63 67 74 

3. 63 78 78 

4. 61 63 80 

5. 79 80 90 

6. 43 47 69 

7. 41 43 48 

8. 53 54 77 

9. 54 70 74 

10. 55 60 71 

Total  587 587 745 

Average 58.7 58.7 74.5 

Complete 2 4 8 
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Table 20. The Comparison of Students’ Pre-Test, Post-Test I Score in Cycle I 

and Post-Test II Score in Cycle II 

Interval Pre-Test Post-Test 

I 

Post-Test 

II 

Explanation 

>70 2 4 8 Complete 

< 70 8 6 2 Incomplete 

Total 10 10 10  

 

Based on the result of the Pre-test, Post-test I and Post-test II, it 

was known that there was a significant increasing of the students’ score. It 

could be seen from the students got score 70 from 2, 4 became 8. 

Therefore, the reseacher concludes that the research was successful 

because the indicator of success in this research had been achieved. The 

researcher shown the graph of the result of Pre-test, Post-test I and Post-

test II, as follow: 

 
Figure 8. The Comparison Score of Students Writing  Ability in Pre-Test, 

Post-Test I in Cycle I, and Post-Test II in Cycle I 

 

20% 

80% 

40% 

60% 

80% 

20% 

>70 <70

The Comparison Score on Pretest, Postest I and 

Postest II 

pre test post test 1 post test 2
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Based on the graph above, it could be inferred that Author’s Chair 

strategy was able to improve the students’ writing ability. It is supported 

by improvement of the students’ score from pretest to postest I and from 

postest I to postest II. 

 

3. The Result of Students’ Learning Activities in Cycle I and Cycle 

II  

The students’ learning activities data were gotten from the 

whole students’ learning activities on observation sheet. Table 21 

shows the improvement of writing ability, as follow: 

Table 21. The Percentage of Students Learning Activities in Cycle I and 

Cycle II 

No 

Students’  

Activities 

Cycle I Cycle II 

Improving F Percentag

e 

F Percentag

e 

1 

Students paid 

attantion to 

teacher 

explanation 

6 60 % 8 80 % 

Improved 

2 

Students 

asked/answere

d the questions   

7 70 % 7 70 % 

Improved 

3 

Students were 

active in the 

class 

5 50 % 7 70 % 

Improved 

4 

Students were 

able to do the 

task  

5 50 % 8 80 % 

Improved 
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Figure 9. Learning Activity in Cycle I and Cycle II 

Based on the data had gotten, it could be inffered that the total of 

students in cycle I who paid attention to the teacher explanation were 6 

(60%), 5 students (50%) responded to the teacher explanation. Students 

were very active in asked or answered the question, they were only 6 

students (60%). 3 students (30%) were to make the note based on the 

material. Meanwhile, in cycle II it could be inferred that cycle II was 

successful. The researcher felt satisfied about the result of the research. 

There were ≥70% of students passed the examination. It means the 

students’ writing ability had improved. From the result above, the 

researcher concluded that this research was successful and would not be 

continued to the next cycle. 

B. Discussion 

In teaching writing at SMA N 1 Terusan Nunyai especially in 

students of the tenth graders based on the pre survey there are some 

problems like some students find difficulties in generating the ideas and 

the students are hard in applying the concept of punctuation in writing. 

60% 
50% 

60% 

30% 

70% 70% 70% 70% 

Activity 1 Activity 2 Activity 3 Activity 4

The Precentage of Learning Avtivity 

cycle 1 cycle 2
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The researcher chose Author’s Chair strategy to improve the students’ 

writing ability. 

The researcher used this strategy to generating the students’ ideas 

and made students more active on their writing ability in learning English. 

There was appositive improving about students learning activities using 

Author’s Chair strategy. Therefore, Author’s Chair strategy hopefully is 

useful in the learning activities. 

Based on the explanation of cycle I and cycle II it could be shown 

that the use of Author’s Chair strategy could improve the students’ writing 

ability. There is progress from the students got score >70 from Pre-test 

20% or 2 students, Post-test I 40% or 4 students and Post-test II 80% or 8. 

It could be seen that is an improving on the students complete score and 

total of the students who passed from pretest, Post-test I to Post-test II. 

Moreover, the passing grade was 70 in this research, in Pre-test 

there is 2 students or 20% passed the test with the average 58.7, in Post-

test I there is 4 students or 40% who passed with the average 64.1 and the 

Post-test II there is 8 students or 80% who passed the test with average 

74.5. From the explanation, the researcher concludes that this research is 

successful and it could be stopped in the cycle II because the indicator of 

success 70% of students got score >70 are achieved. 

The result of the student’s activities in cycle I and cycle II 

improved. Pay’ attention of the teacher’ explanation from 60% in cycle I 
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become 80% in cycle II, the students’ ask/answer question from 70% in 

cycle I become 70% in cycle II, the students’ activeness in the class from 

50% in cycle I become 70% in cycle II and the students’ were able do the 

task from 50% in cycle I become 80% in cycle II. The result of students’ 

activities in cycle I and cycle II there are improving about students’ 

learning activities. 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

A. Conclusion  

Based on the result of the learning process on two cycles, the 

researcher would like to describe the conclusion that the writing ability 

could be improved through Author’s Chair strategy at the tenth graders of 

SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai, Author’s Chair strategy can improve writing 

ability at the tenth graders of SMAN 1 Terusan Nunyai. It can be seen on 

the progress from pretest to cycle I and cycle II. The percentage of 

students’ writing ability got from Post-test II of cycle II is 80%. It means 

that result of cycle II had already achieved the indicator of succes that is 

75 % of the students achieve the Minimum Mastery Criteria (MMC).  

In addition, the implemenation of Author’s Chair strategy can 

improve the students’ learning activity at the tenth graders of SMAN 1 

Terusan Nunyai. It was investigated that the percentage of learning 

activity of cycle 2 is 75%. It means that Author’s Chair strategy can 

improve the student’s learning activity. 

B. Suggestion 

Based on the conclusion above, it could be delivered some suggetions 

to be shared more attention in teaching and learning process go to:  
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1. For English Teacher 

a. The teacher suggested prepare and sellect appropriate strategy and 

materials to produce the effective teaching learning process. Also, 

the teachers should determine the target of the teaching which 

must be achieved. The teacher suggested be able to create the 

teaching learning process enjoyable, such as selecting text or new 

teaching media.  

b. It is better for the teacher to use Author’s Chair strategy in English 

learning especially in writing because it could improve students’ 

writing ability. 

c. The teacher suggested give motivation to the students in order to 

be active in learning process. 

2. For the Students 

It suggested to the students to be more active in learning 

process in the class and improve their ability in writing so they can be 

success in English learning. 

3. For Headmaster 

It is suggested for headmaster to support the English teacher to use 

Author’s Chair strategy in learning proccess, because this strategy is 

so helpfull. 
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