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CHAPTER IV

FINDING AND DISCUSSION

This chapter covered the implementation of strategy that has been

discussed in the previous chapter. It is undertaken to find out how the

Collaborative Learning can improve the student’s listening skill in mixed-ability

class. This chapter is divided into four sections: (1) preliminary research; (2)

research implementation; (3) supporting data; and (4) discussion.

4.1 Preliminary Research

The data of this research were collected from the eighth grade students of

SMP Negeri 11 Kota Jambi in academic year 2016/2017. The research was

conducted on November 3rd - 24th, 2016. The data needed in classroom action

research were collected by administering four kinds of instruments: test,

observation checklist, field notes and interview. In test, there were pre-test and

post test. The pre-test in listening skill was administered to the subjects under

study in order to obtain their pre-existing ability in listening skill. It was

administered to the subjects under study before the treatments were given.

The researcher needs to know the ability of students from the cognitive

side before doing action research in the class. Therefore, the researcher tried to get

the students listening score. The pre-test was done on Thursday, November3rd,

2016. The researcher came to the class with the teacher at 07.10 am. Before the

researcher having a pre-test, the teacher introduced the researcher to the students.

After introducing the researcher, the teacher asked the researcher to handle the

class. The researcher started by easy talking to the students in order to make the

situation comfortable.
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The condition of the class was crowded. Some students’ walk around the

class and busy with their own. They also did not really pay attention to the

researcher when the researcher was talking in front of class.They looked

uninterested with the lesson. When the researcher said “Class!!” the class so calm.

But, it is only for few minutes. The researcher asked the students to stay sit and

watch the video carefully. The students looked enthusiastic when the researcher

was preparing the tools for playing the audio and video for pre-test. Then, the

researcher began to explain how to do the pre-test. The pre-test started at 07.30

am and finished at 08.10 am. In the pre-test, there were 20 questions. After the

test have given by researcher, most of the students still got score under minimum

requirement criterion (KKM). The scoring was done after the pre-test. The

researcher scored the pre-test with the collaborator. The pre-test scored based on

the scoring rubric that has been made. The researcher found that class VIII J has

the average score of 56.11. Thus, this condition must be improved by applying of

the technique which is appropriate to all students in mixed-ability class which is

collaborative learning.

Table 4.1.1

The result of Students’ Pre-test Score

No. Name Pre-test
Score

1 Student 1 50
2 Student 2 50
3 Student 3 50
4 Student 4 60
5 Student 5 25
6 Student 6 60
7 Student 7 60
8 Student 8 60
9 Student 9 55
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10 Student 10 75
11 Student 11 65
12 Student 12 60
13 Student 13 35
14 Student 14 65
15 Student 15 45
16 Student 16 60
17 Student 17 25
18 Student 18 70
19 Student 19 80
20 Student 20 75
21 Student 21 60
22 Student 22 85
23 Student 23 70
24 Student 24 40
25 Student 25 40
26 Student 26 25
27 Student 27 25
28 Student 28 65
29 Student 29 60
30 Student 30 70
31 Student 31 55
32 Student 32 60
33 Student 33 40
34 Student 34 65
35 Student 35 90
36 Student 36 45
Total 2.020

From the amount of the pre-test score, the mean could be gotten. The

mean score derived from the following formula:

11,56

36
020.2










X

X

xX

From the formula above, it could be seen that VIII J has the average

score of 56.11 in the pre-test. This result of the pre-test is used as the beginning
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score of the next tests. The result of the condition in the classroom is the students

looked surprised with speaker talk about. It might be cause they seldom doing

listening in the class. So, the students asked the researcher to repeatly the speaker.

They looked difficult to get the idea from the speaker. And also, always asking the

researcher to give their little bit key word to answer question about the speaker.

The result was also in line with the teacher’s information that some

students did not catch what the speaker talked about.The researcher did the

informal interview to the teacher to know deeply about the class condition,

especially in English class. The researcher asked to the teacher two questions

about the general condition of class and the difficulty in listening skill.

First category discussed the general condition of class. The teacher said

that some students in this class are slow to understand what they listened and

some students thought that listening was difficult. The teacher also said that some

students did not really respond about the teacher’s explanation. The students who

gave good attention were they who had the higher ability.

Second category was the difficulty in listening. The teacher said that some

students could not catch what the teacher talk/read, so the teacher must repeat it.

The teacher also added that listening in the class did not use media like audio or

video. The teacher was also acted as a speaker.

4.2 First Cycle

The material that was taught by the researcher in the class when having

the first cycle was greeting card, a lot, much and many, and little and few. Before

conducting this research and came to the class, the researcher prepared some

instruments that is needed while having an action research and also the lesson
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plan. The instruments that would be needed are checklist observation, and field

notes.

4.2.1 Meeting I

On Friday, November4th, 2016, the researcher and the collaborator came

to the VIII J class at 08.05 am. The situation in this class was very noisy and some

students were outside the class. The teacher did not introduce the researcher

because the teacher had introduced the researcher in pre-test meeting. Before

starting the lesson, the researcher checked the students’ attendance first. Everyone

was coming at the day. When the researcher started the class, the class looked

little stiff because they were taught by the researcher for the first time. They also

did not really pay attention to the researcher when the researcher was talking in

front of class. The teacher leave the class after make sure that the researcher was

ready to take the class. For starting the lesson, the researcher needed some times

to make the class in a good condition. It was very noisy. After about 10 minutes,

the researcher could make the class to be effective enough.

The researcher continued to give the question before she started the

lesson. “What did you do on your friend’s birthday”? Most of the students did not

understand when the researcher asked them by using English, so the question was

repeated by using Indonesian Language. And, some student’s busy with their own.

And, the students who wanted to answer raised their hands. “Kasih surprise miss”

said student 5. Thank you, said researcher. The researcher continued by asking them

bilingual (English and Indonesia), “Any else?” Then they answered, “Kasih kado

miss atau ucapan selamat miss”. They answer it together. As the result, the class

began to be noisy. “Oke good”, said researcher.
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Next, researcher asked second question. “Ada yang tau ucapan

selamatnya seperti apa dalam bahasa inggris?”. Salah satu siswa menjawab,

“Happy Birthday”, jawab student 7. “Great”, And, ada yang bisa kasih contoh

ucapan selamat lainnya? Most of student were only silent and did not respond.

Then, the researcher showed the example of the greeting card by infocus projector.

The researcher asked the students to stay sit and watch the video carefully. The

students looked enthusiastic when the researcher was preparing the tools for

playing the video. Then, Students are given a time to ask some questions about the

example of the greeting card. Some of them didn’t understand about the greeting

card. Some of them were just silent and busy own their business. Then researcher

explained it slowly until they understand and researcher wrote on whiteboard.

After that, the researcher explained what the strategy used during

teaching and learning process. In this meeting, the students were divided into six

groups by the researcher. Every group consisted of six students. Students were

asked to sit with their group assigned by the researcher. The students who have

high score in the pre-test will be a leader. And also, researcher explain the role in

the grup. For example, how to answer if the group know the answer of the

question, they should have the representative in every group and must rotate with

others, everyone in the group must be active and share their opinions together,

they must collaborate with their friend in group to share and discuss if their want

to answer the question, and as soon as possible.

The following was the members of groups:

No Group Students

1 1 Student 10, student 1, student 16, student 19, student 24, and student 32
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2 2 Student 18, student 2, student 4, student 9, student 27, and student 36.

3 3 Student 20, student 6, student 17, student 15, student 26, and student 34.

4 4 Student 22, student 5, student 11, student 21, student 25, and student 31.

5 5 Student 35, student 7, student 12, student14, student 29, and student 33.

6 6 Student 28, student 8, student 13, student 3, student 23, and student 30.

After the researcher finished explaining the role in the group for

collaborative, the researcher showed another greeting card. The researcher asked

some questions and asked the student to tell their opinion about greeting card that

the researcher showed. The researcher also prepared some questions about that so,

the students can discuss it. The condition of the class was very crowded and

students were busy with their own business. The researcher said to silent and calm

down.

Next, the researcher asked the representatives of the group to answer and

share their idea in rotation. Most of groups did not have good collaboration. There

were three groups which not really participation to discuss together in group, they

were group 2,3, and 6. They looked awkward with their members in group. Some

students’ did not want to help others to discusse and answere the question. In this

activity, the researcher noticed student 17, student 6, student 2, and student 13

who were considered to be paid more attention for the next meeting. Because,

they were busy with their own, not concern with study, only smile if the

researcher asked to share their opinion, also did not participate in their group. The

detail about group observation :

Group Observation
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Group 1 There were six members in this group. There were two boys and four girls.

This group shows good collaboration between the members, but two boys do

not participate and busy with their own business.

Group 2 There were six members in this group. There were three boys and three girls.

The members in this group were busy to talk with their friends when the

other group shared their opinion and answer the questions. And, the

members in this group did not want to collaborate with their friends.

Group 3 There were six members in this group. There were three boys and three girls.

Student 6 and student 17 were more passive in this group. And, student 26

and student 34 could make it balance. They could make student 20 and

student 15 wanted to share what the main idea that they listened too.

Group 4 There were sixs members in this group. There were three boys and three

girls. This group did a good collaboration. And, their always discussed with

the other before answer the question.

Group 5 There were six members in this group. There were three girls and two boys.

This group had a good collaboration with their friends in the group. They

shared each other about what they had listened. And, also their always

discussed with the other before answer the question.

Group 6 There were six members in this group. There were four girls and two boys.

However, they did not want to collaborate with their friends to answer the

question and share their ideas in discussion.

The group work ended around 09.20 am. The researcher asked some

students to conclude the materials about today then ended the class at 09.25 am.
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4.2.2 Meeting II

On Thursday, November10th, 2016, the researcher and the collaborator

came to the VIII J class at 07.05 am. Some students were still outside the class.

Before starting the lesson, the researcher checked the students’ attendance first.

Everyone was coming today. After that, the researcher conducted an opening

activity to lead the students to the material. In this activity, the researcher asked

the students if they had understood the previous lesson. Same as the previous

meeting, the teacher left the class after the teaching and learning process was

around 15 minutes and the researcher had ready to take over the class. The

material for this meeting was much, many, and a lot of.

The researcher began by asking the students to sit with their group which

is randomly assigned by the researcher. The students who have high score in the

pre-test will be a leader. Same as previous meeting, there are six groups but

different member of groups. It takes little much time, because they looked lazy

and do not like their group member.

The following was the members of groups:

No Group Students

1 1 Student 3, student 6, student 21, student 24, student 32, and student 35

2 2 Student 15, student 9, student 16, student 27, student 29, and student 34.

3 3 Student 19,student 12, student 15, student 17, student 23, and student 28.

4 4 Student 1, student 13, student 14, student 20, student 25, and student 31.

5 5 Student 26, student 7, student 11, student18, student 22, and student 30.

6 6 Student 4, student 8, student 10, student 2, student 33, and student 36.
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Some student’s looked dissatisfied with their group. But, the students

looked enthusiastic when the researcher was preparing the tools for playing the

video. After that, the researcher played the video about much and many. Some of

students did not really focus to study. But, they looked interested with the video.

The researcher thought that it was so great because they did not feel awkward

again to the researcher.

The researcher continued to give the question after they was already

watched the video. “Setelah selesai menonton video tersebut, berkaitan dengan

apakah pelajaran kita hari ini? At first, there was no respond as the first meeting.

Then, the researcher appoint group 3 to answer it. “Berdasarkan pendapat

kelompok kami miss, video tersebut menceritakan tentang much and many yang

artinya banyak, jadi tentang jumlah banyak”. answered student 23 as the

representative from group 3. “Oke, that’s good. Bagaimana dengan pendapat

kelompok lain? “Raise your hand”!! All of them were just silent. No one group

want answer the question.

Next, teacher asked the next question and only group 1, 2 and 6 that do

the group work well. Other groups were only silent and looked really shy to

discuss together with another group. Group 4 and 5 did not really to participate to

discuss with another group in the class. So, teacher asked their group to give

example of the materials. Only group 5 gave the correct answer.

The researcher thought that they might do not know or understand the

material. But, based on the collaborator they were so shy and scared to share or

answer the question. Sometimes they want to raise their hand, but they did not do

that and some of them were also lazy to be active.
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Then, researcher explained the material more complete until they really

understand about material and researcher wrote on whiteboard about that. Next,

the researcher continued with another video about much and many. The researcher

asked the students to watch the video carefully and discuss with their friend in the

group. Also, the researcher asked the students to write what the video show about

and the researcher also asked everyone in the group give 4 sentence examples

about much and many in one paper for each group. The following are examples

given by the students that pointed out by the researcher.

After the students watch the video and write their answer. The researcher

asked the students to share their opinion and their answer. So, all of the students

can discuss their answer. The researcher asked the students that have never

answered the question to be representatives of the group to answer and share their

idea. Same as the first meeting, sometimes the student’s in every group did not

want to help the others to do the answer the question or participation with discuss

together. In this meeting, the researcher noticed some student’s who were

considered to be paid attention more for the next meeting. That is the same

students as the first meeting. From the previous meeting and also this meeting like

less motivation for study and only smile when the teacher asked them to share

their opinion or answer the question, also did not participate in their group. The

detail group observation can be seen in appendix (see Appendix 6).

The group work ended around 08.20 am. The researcher asked some

students to conclude the materials. Also, the researcher gave message to students to

prepare themselves to study in the next meeting. The researcher said good bye and

went out from the classroom and ended the class at 08.25 am.
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4.2.3 Meeting III

On Friday, November11th, 2016, the researcher and the collaborator

came to the VIII J class at 08.05 am. Before starting the lesson, the researcher

checked the students’ attendance first. One student was sick. After that, the

researcher conducted an opening activity to lead the students to the material. In

this activity, the researcher asked the students if they had understood the previous

lesson. As the previous meeting, the teacher left the class after the teaching and

learning process was around 15 minutes and the researcher had ready to takeover

the class. The material for this meeting was little and few.

The researcher began with asked the students to sit with their groups that

assign by the researcher. It is same with previous meeting, that is have six groups,

but different students every group. The students who have high score in the

pre-test will be leader. The following was the members of groups:

No Group Students

1 1 Student 3, student 5, student 11, student 13, student 17, and student 33

2 2 Student 1, student 4, student 10, student 21, student 18, and student 29.

3 3 Student 26, student 9, student 12, student 22, student 19, and student 30.

4 4 Student 6, student 35, student 15, student 20, student 23, and student 31.

5 5 Student 8, student 36, student 16, student 24, student 27, and student 32.

6 6 Student 2, student 7, student 14, student 25, student 28, and student 34.

After that, the researcher played the video by the speaker and projector.

The video was about little and few. During the video playing, most of the students
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watched the video carefully. Also, while the watched the video, some of them

write in the paper if their get the important idea of the video. The researcher

thought that the students can enjoy and focus with the lesson using the video or

audio. Also, they were so interested with the lesson and can pay attention to it.

After the video was finished, the teacher asked the students some

questions to make the students discuss together. Also, it was make the teacher

explain the material clearly with discuss together. The researcher give the

question after they watched the video.“What is the video tells about?. “Kelompok

kami miss, about little and few”!!, and also some student’s answer with enthustiac.

“little and few miss, artinya sedikit”.!! Everyone answer without raised their

hands, and it is make class very noisy. “Raise your hand if you want to answer”,

“Don’t forget it” teacher said. “Okay, pertanyaan selanjutnya, kapan kita

mengunakan little and few?”. All of member in each group looked busy to

whispering and discussing with their members. And also, some student’s write

their answer in a paper while discussed with others.

Then, representative from group 3 answer the question. “Kami dari

group 3 ingin menjawab miss, Little is digunakan untuk benda yang tidak dapat

dihitung dengan angka, sedangkan Few is digunakan untuk benda yang dapat

dihitung dengan angka” “Hampir samo kayak pelajaran kemaren dak miss,

bedanya kemaren artinya banyak, sekarang yang artinya sedikit”. jawab student

26. “Okay, thank you.” Sekarang miss minta group 6 meretell kembali apa

jawaban yang dikatakan oleh group 3 barusan. Dan berikan contoh kalimatnya

masing-masing 1” Said teacher. The group 6 was surprised and confused because

asked to answer with suddenly. Then, after their discussion and pointing at each
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other, finally student’s 2 as representatives from group 6 also replied. The detail

group observation can be seen in appendix (see Appendix 6).

Then, researcher explained the material more complete until they really

understand about material and researcher wrote on whiteboard. After that, the

researcher asked the students to sit back on their own. Then, the researcher and

collaborator give a paper test to every student. They would have a test. The

researcher explained what should they do first and said to not cheat to each others.

They must listen to the speaker carefully. And, write the answer of question on the

test paper. The audio was played by the researcher and they listened and worked

seriously because this was their individual test. The students finished doing this

test at the end of the class, at 09.25 am.

4.2.4 Reflection of Cycle 1

From the three meetings, the researcher needed to reflect the action. The

researcher analyzed all the data that was resulted from the implementation of the

collaborative Learning to know whether it could improve the students’ listening

skill or not. This activity was done by looking at the criteria of success. There

were three points of the reflecting action, they were:

(a) Result of Cycle 1

After implementing the collaborative learning to improve listening skill

in mixed-ability class, the researcher found several things in this first cycle. The

researcher noted the result from the instruments that has been made before the

action. The following is the summary of cycle 1.

Table 4.2.4 (a) Summary of Cycle 1
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Time of Meeting Activities
Observer

note/comment
Whole Notes

Friday,

November4th, 2016

a. Showing the

example of the

greeting card by

infocus projector.

b. Explaining the

material about the

greeting card.

c. Dividing the

class into six

groups by their

score in pre-test.

d. Showing the

another about the

greeting card and

asking the

students share and

discuss their idea

with their friends.

a. Students’

cognitive was not

really well. They

were less

knowledge. Class a

bit noisy.

b. Most of group

did not really well.

They were much

talking and not

focus with the

lesson. There are

student 17, student

6, student 2, and

student 13 that do

noisy and not

concern with the

lesson.

c. Not really

conducive

a. The class was

not effective. At

the beginning, the

students were

outside the class

b. Some students

walking around the

class and busier

with their own

business.

c. The students

looedk awkward

because this was

their first time

taught by the

researcher. They

looked not enjoy

and the class very

crowded.

d. The students

looked enthusiast
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when the

researcher

preparing the tools

for showed the

audio visual by

using infocus

projector and

speaker.

Thursday,

November10th,2016,

a. Dividing the

class into six

groups by the

teacher with

random.

b. Showing the

video about much

and many

c. Explaining the

material about

much and many.

d. Showing the

another video

about much and

many

a. The student start

enjoy and

comfortable with

the lesson taught by

the teacher.

Although, the class

still noisy enough.

b. The student in

the group started to

participate better.

Although, they

were much talking,

still shy and lazy to

share their ideas

and some students

not focus with the

a. Again, the

students looked

enthusiast when the

researcher

preparing the tools

for playing the

video by using

infocus projector

and speaker.

b. Some student

still busy with their

own, not concern

with study, only

smile if the

researcher asked to

share their opinion,
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e. Asking the

student to answer

the question

depend on the

video and

students share and

discuss their idea

with their friends.

lesson. Especially

the same student’s

in previous meeting

that do noisy and

not concern with

the lesson.

c. Group 4 and 5

not really active to

participation in the

disscuss together.

But, they still

understood about

the material.

also did not

participate in their

group.

Friday,

November11th, 2016

a. Dividing the

class into six

groups by the

teacher with

random.

b. Showing the

material with use

video listening

about little and

few by using

a. The researcher

start can manage

time well and can

manage students

well.

b. The student

more be focus with

the lesson in this

meeting than last

meeting.

a. Again, the

students looked

enthusiast when the

researcher

preparing the tools

for playing the

audio or video by

using infocus

projector and

speaker.

b. Some students
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infocus projector.

c. Explaining the

material about

little and few.

d. Asked the

students back to

their own sit

e. Asked the

students do the

Post-Test 1

c. Some groups

start enthusiast in

group work and

start have a good

collaboration in

doing the group.

more enjoy or not

fell awkward again

with the teacher in

the class and their

start interested with

the lesson.

c. Some students

more be active and

made a joking

during the class

(b) The Result of Progress Test (Post Test 1)

To know the results of the student’s listening of the progress test, it can

be seen from the table here:

Table 4.2.4 (b)

The Result of Progress Test (Post Test 1)

No. Name Pre-test
Score

Post Test 1
Score

1 Student 1 50 40
2 Student 2 50 45
3 Student 3 50 75
4 Student 4 60 70
5 Student 5 25 50
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6 Student 6 60 -
7 Student 7 60 85
8 Student 8 60 95
9 Student 9 55 50
10 Student 10 75 75
11 Student 11 65 95
12 Student 12 60 60
13 Student 13 35 30
14 Student 14 65 65
15 Student 15 45 45
16 Student 16 60 60
17 Student 17 25 65
18 Student 18 70 95
19 Student 19 80 70
20 Student 20 75 75
21 Student 21 60 85
22 Student 22 85 75
23 Student 23 70 55
24 Student 24 40 50
25 Student 25 40 45
26 Student 26 25 65
27 Student 27 25 25
28 Student 28 65 95
29 Student 29 60 50
30 Student 30 70 75
31 Student 31 55 90
32 Student 32 60 60
33 Student 33 40 30
34 Student 34 65 80
35 Student 35 90 95
36 Student 36 45 75
Total 2.020 2.295
Average 56.11 63.75

From the table above, the researcher could calculate the mean of

students’ score and the improvement of students’ score in listening from the

pre-test to the progress test (post test 1). The mean score derived from the

following formula:
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Finally, to know whether the students improved their score or not, the

researcher used the following formula:
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Based on the calculation above, the researcher knew that the mean of

students’ first cycle was 63.75. The improvement of students’ listening score from

the pre-test to the progress test was 13.6%. The students’ score improvement still

not enough yet, since the target of the success criteria was at least 15% from the

pre-test mean score.

(c) The Result of Observation Checklist

The observation checklists were done by the collaborator during the

teaching and learning process. The collaborator did the observation while the

researcher was teaching. The observer was done the observation by looking the

observation checklist (see appendix 4).

In the checklist observation, it could be seen that the qualification

increased. The increasing of Indicator 1 (responding the teacher’s questions or

stimuli) was P, P, and F. At the beginning, the students did not give respond to the

researcher’s questions or ask back. Most of them did not pay to the teacher and

the video. They were busy to chat with their friends. The class was noisy. It means
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that the first indicator, that is about paying attention to the teacher’s stimuli did

not achieve the second criteria of success criteria, yet.

The increasing of the Indicator 2 (responding the teacher’s explanation

by using Collaborative Learning) was P, F, and G. The students did not really

respond the researcher’s explanation at first. Most of them did not do good

collaboration with their friends in their groups. Also, some student’s did not do

the task. But, in the last meeting some student’s in groups start enthusiast in group

work and start have a good collaboration in doing the group. It means this

indicator was enough.

The Indicator 3 (actively involved in group work) was P, P, and F. The

group was divided by the researcher. This was because the students did not

comfortable with their group. Also, the students were unusual to work in group

with friends who are not too familiar. It means that this indicator was not success.

The increasing of Indicator 4 (giving beneficial feedback to their friend’s

thought) was P, P, and F. The students looked difficult to respond to their friend’s

thought. Only some students who wanted to respond their friend. It means that

this indicator was also not success.

The increasing of Indicator 5 (showing the expression of enthusiastic

toward the strategy applied by the teacher) was quite good. It was F, G, and VG.

The students had showed the enthusiastic toward the collaborative learning given

by the researcher. Some students more enjoy or not fell awkward again with the

teacher. Also, some groups start to feel enthusiastic in group work and have a

good collaboration in doing the group work.
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The Indicator 6 (enjoy doing the listening by the teacher) was F, F, and

G. They looked happy and interested when they work or study with listening.

They also enjoyed the class during the implementation of technique. It means this

indicator was enough.

(d) The Result of Field Note

Field note was done by the researcher during the teaching and learning

activity was running. Everything that was happening in the process of the learning

process was written by the researcher such as students’ activeness and students’

took apart. The following summary is from the researcher’s field note.

Table Table 4.2.4. (d)

Summary of Field Note of First Cycle

Time of
Meeting Explanation

Friday,
November
4th, 2016

 The students looked awkward. They looked not
enjoy in the learning process.

 Some students were busy to talk with their friends..
So the class be so noisy.

 But, they looked enthusiast with the listening.
 I must use bilingual language (English and

Indonesia) and also used the expression in order to
make them understood what I mean.

 I group them. Most of them did not collaborate with
their groups.

 There were three groups which did not want to good
work, that was group 2,3, and group 6

 There student 17, student 6, student 2, and student 13
who were considered to be paid attention more for
the next meeting.

Thursday,
November
10th, 2016

 The students did not look awkward again. Starting to
be enthusiast in group work and have a good
collaboration in doing the group.

 Only group 1,2 and 6 that is do group work with
well.

 Some groups still did not collaborate with other
members

 They still a little bit noisy when the teacher
explaining.
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 The student 17, student 6, student 2, and student 13
still less motivation for study and only smile when
the researcher asked to share their opinion or answer
the question, also did not participate in their group.

Friday,
November
11th, 2016

 The students began to raise their hands to answer
teacher’s question.

 They looked really enthusiast to respond the teacher.
So, the class was so noisy.

 They looked enjoy in the learning process.
 Some groups looked quite good collaborate in

learning process
 Post-test: the students looked serious and focus in

this test. They asked the teacher to replay again and
again. But, teacher only give two chances.

(e) Revising plan

Based on those findings above, the researcher tried to solve the problems

found in the first cycle. The researcher discussed those problems with the

collaborators. Then, the researcher decided to plan over the action for the next

cycle. The revising plans were: (1) the researcher provided the more interesting

audio and video listening which was easier, closer or familiar to the students, (2)

the researcher gave freedom to the students to choose their group members. (3)

The researcher make student more enjoy and fun when they collaborate with their

friend in the class.

4.3 Second Cycle

The materials which were taught by the researcher in the class when

having the second cycle are some, any and simple present tense. As the first cycle,

before conducted this research and came to the class, the researcher prepared

some instruments that would be needed while having an action research and also
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the lesson plan. The instruments that would be needed are observation checklist,

and field notes.

4.3.1 First Meeting

The first meeting of cycle 2 was on Thursday, November 17th, 2016. The

researcher came to the class with the observers at 07.05 am. The researcher began

with checking the students’ attendance. Everyone was coming. The researcher

asked the students about the last material first. Then, the researcher prepared tools

to play the video around 5 minutes. After that, the researcher told the students that

today they would learn about some and any. The researcher began with asking the

students to sit with their groups depend on their own. They could choose the

members by themselves. The following was the members of groups:

No Group Students

1 1 Student 1, student 2, student 3, student 10, student 11, and student 32

2 2 Student 5, student 7, student 17, student 16, student 25, and student 36.

3 3 Student 35, student 26, student 12, student 27, student 14,and student 23.

4 4 Student 8, student 20, student 15, student 31, student 34, and student 33.

5 5 Student 9, student 21, student 22, student 24, student 28, and student 29.

6 6 Student 6, student 4, student 13, student 18, student 19, and student 30.

While dividing the group, some of the students were excited, because

they got member with their own friend. They took not long time to make groups.

In this meeting, the researcher also paid attention more to the naughty boys. The

researcher asked them to not talk during the class.
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The researcher played the video by the speaker and in-focus projector.

The video was about some and any. During the video was playing, most of the

students watched the video carefully. They focused to the video. For those who

did not really catch the video, they could saw the English subtitle. Even though,

some students still busy on own their business and disturbed their friend, but they

still focus and watched the video until video finished. Also, some of them write in

the paper if they get the important idea of the video. The students felt more

comfortable and accustomed with listening. They can enjoy and focus with the

lesson using the video or audio. They know what they should do to get the point.

Also, they were so interested with the study and can serious with it.

After playing the video, the researcher asked the students with some

questions to make the students discuss together. Also, it was make the teacher

explain the material clearly with discuss together. The researcher give the

question after they watched the video.

“Materi tentang apakah yang kalian lihat pada video tersebut? Asked

researcher. “ About some and any miss”!! answered the student’s with together.

All of student’s looked focus during watched the video. “Okay, pertanyaan

selanjutnya, ada yang tau kapan kita mengunakan some and any?”. All of

member in each group looked busy to whispering and discussing with their

members. Some student’s also have discussion before answer the question and

then their write their ideas before their answer it.

The representative from group 2 raises hand, “Kami dari group 2 ingin

menjawab miss, some untuk kalimat positive miss, kalau any tuh negative sama

interogative” . jawab student 36. “Good, thank you. Sekarang miss minta group 4
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meretell apa jawaban yang dikatakan oleh group 2 barusan. Dan sekalian

berikan contoh kalimatnya masing-masing 1”. Then, the group 3 answered it,

after their discussion with other members. The detail group observation can be

seen in appendix (see Appendix 6).

Almost all student’s looked enthusiast and raise their hands to answer the

question. Almost all of groups were mutually scrambles to share their opinion and

their answer in discussion. So, the class was noisy. They did not looked shy

anymore and enjoy in learning process.

Then, researcher explained the material more complete until they really

understand about material and researcher wrote on whiteboard. Next, the

researcher continued with another video about some and any. The researcher

asked the students to watch the video carefully and discussion with their friend in

the group. And also, the researcher asked the students to answer and share with

another group what the video show about and the researcher also asked everyone

in the group to discuss together with their friend before sharing with another

group and said the reason of their answer.

After the students watched the video and discussed about their answer.

The students shared their opinion and their answer. All of the students can discuss

together well with their answer. It is very different with the first cycle. The

student can have fun with their discussion and sometimes they were joking in the

group. This activity actually needs a long time, but it is make student can share

the idea and make another interested with the lesson. Even though, everyone in

the group still busier with their own, but they still focus and participation with

group. The group work ended around 08.20 am. The researcher asked the some
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students to conclude the materials about today and gave message to students to

prepare themselves to study in the next meeting. The researcher said good bye and

went out from the classroom. Then ended the class at 08.25 am

4.3.2 SecondMeeting

On Friday, November 18th, 2016, the researcher came to the class with

the observers at 08.05am. The researcher began with checking the students’

attendance. One student was not coming. She was sick. The researcher asked the

students about the last material first. Then, the researcher prepared tools to play

the video around 5 minutes. After that, the researcher told the students that today

they would learn about simple present tense. The researcher began with asked the

students to sit with their groups depend on their own. They could choose the

members by themselves. That is same with the previous meeting. The following

was the members of groups:

No Group Students

1 1 Student 1, student 2, student 3, student 10, student 11, and student 32

2 2 Student 5, student 7, student 17, student 16, student 25, and student 36.

3 3 Student 35, student 26, student 12, student 27, student 14, student 23.

4 4 Student 8, student 20, student 15, student 31, student 34, and student 33.

5 5 Student 9, student 21, student 22, student 24, student 28, and student 29.

6 6 Student 6, student 4, student 13, student 18, student 19, and student 30.

The researcher played the video by the speaker and in-focus projector.

The video was about “wake up! Routine daily. “. When they watch the video,

some student very happy and also follow to singing like in the video. They also
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laugh when the see funny picture in the video. They really fun and interested with

the video and can serious watched it.

After playing the video, the researcher asked the students to repeat again

like the video with the act and they were really happy to do it. Then, the

researcher asked the question after that.

“What is about the lesson, today? said researcher. Almost of the

student’s raise their hands and looked so excited. And then, teacher choose group

5 for answered the question. “Video tadi tentang yang kita lakukan di pagi hari

sudah bangun tidur miss” jawab student 16. “Good, thank you.” Teacher asked

again with the next question about the video and all student’ shared their

ideas.And, the discussion running with well in the classroom. The detail group

observation can be seen in appendix (see Appendix 6).

The researcher explained the material about present tense more complete

until they really understand about material and researcher wrote on whiteboard.

And then, the researcher continued with another video about simple present tense.

The researcher asked the students to watch the video carefully and discuss with

their friend in the group. After they watched the video, the students were asked to

write the verb in the video. In this situation, all the member group have to

collaborate and more participate to do this activity. And, they do team group work

with well. The researcher asked the students to answer and share with another

member before their sharing with another group and said their answer.

In this activity, the student can have fun with their discussion and

interested with the lesson. And, they asked the teacher to sing again before the

class ended, so the teacher and students were singing together. This condition was
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very good, because the student looked so happy and enjoyed the class. Especially

with the student’s that were paid attention by the researcher. They looked also

enjoy working with their new group than their previous group. They could share

their ideas free and enjoy than before. The group work ended around 09.20 am.

The researcher asked the some students to conclude the materials about today.

Also, the researcher gave message to students to prepare themselves to study in

the next meeting. The researcher said good bye and went out from the classroom

then ended the class at 09.25 am.

4.3.3 ThirdMeeting

On Thursday, November 24th, 2016, The researcher came to the class

with the observers at 08.05am. The researcher began with checking the students’

attendance. Every one was coming. The researcher asked the students about the

last material first. Then, the researcher prepared tools to play the video around 5

minutes. After that, the researcher told the students that today they would learn

about simple present tense in the descriptive text. The researcher began with

asked the students to sit with their groups depend on their own . They could chose

the members by themselves. That is same with the previous meeting.

No Group Students

1 1 Student 1, student 2, student 3, student 10, student 11, and student 32

2 2 Student 5, student 7, student 17, student 16, student 25, and student 36.

3 3 Student 35, student 26, student 12, student 27, student 14, student 23.

4 4 Student 8, student 20, student 15, student 31, student 34, and student 33.

5 5 Student 9, student 21, student 22, student 24, student 28, and student 29.
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6 6 Student 6, student 4, student 13, student 18, student 19, and student 30.

The researcher play the video by the speaker and infocus projector. The

video was about “Describing People“. During the video was playing, most of the

students watched the video with focus. Sometimes, they laugh if they saw funny

picture in the video. They also talk about the video with the group member. They

really fun and interested with the video. They looked more comfortable and Enjoy

with listening than cycle before.

After playing the video, the researcher asked the students some question

after that.“What is the video tells about” teacher asked. Almost of the student’s

raise their hands and looked so excited. And then, teacher choose group 6 to

answer the question. “Group 6, please”. “Video tadi tentang macam macam

orang miss”. Student 4 answered it as representative from group 6. “Good, thank

you.” teacher said.Teacher asked again with the next question about the video and

all student’ shared their ideas. And the discussion runs well in the classroom. The

detail group observation can be seen in appendix (see Appendix 6).

Based on the researcher and collaborator, in this activity the student can

enjoy and share with their friend before their present to answer the question from

the teacher. They really collaborate with their group member and all the members

paid attention to the friends who were giving explanation or the opinion. Then,

researcher explained the material about descriptive text more complete until they

really understand about material and researcher wrote on whiteboard. Next, the

researcher asked the student to make a short paragraph about descriptive text. The

student looked seriously doing their exercise with their group.
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After that, the researcher asked the students to collect their task every

group and asked the student to sit back on their own. Then, the researcher and

collaborator give a paper test to every student. They would have a test. The

researcher explained what should they do first and said to not cheating to each

others. They must listen to the speaker carefully. And, write the answer of

question depend on the paper test. The speaker played by the researcher. They

listened and worked seriously because this was their individual test. The students

finished doing this test at the end of the class, at 09.25 am.

4.3.4 Reflection of Cycle II

From the three meetings, the researcher needed to reflect the action. The

researcher analyzed all the data that was resulted from the implementation of the

collaborative learning to know whether it could improve the students’ listening

skill or not. This activity was done by looking at the criteria of success. There

were three points of the reflecting action, they were:

(a) Result of Cycle II

After implementing the collaborative learning to improve listening skill

in mixed-ability class, the researcher found several things in this second cycle.

The researcher noted the result from the instruments that has been made before the

action. The following is the summary of cycle II.

Table 4.3.4. Summary of Cycle II (a)
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Time of Meeting Activities
Observer

note/comment
Whole Notes

Thursday,

November17th, 2016

a. Dividing the

class into six

groups, but the

students chose

their member by

themselves.

b. Showing the

material about

some and any by

infocus projector.

c. Explaining the

material about

some and any.

d. Asking the

students to write

the example of

a. The group work

was quite good and

did not spend much

time for make a

group.

b. The Student’s

looked enthusiast

during the video

was playing.

c. The materials

were given well. If

some student’s not

understand about

the materials, they

looked asking other

member about their

problem.

d. The student’s

looked very enjoy

with their group

a. The student’s

still focus when

their watch or listen

the video or

speaker.

b. The class was

effective enough.

The students more

comfortable with

their group.

Eventhough they

were still a bit

noisy, especially

the boys. But, they

still pay attention to

the lesson and more

cohesive with their

members.

c. The group work

was quite good and

enjoy in the
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some and any

with their group.

Their could share

and discuss their

idea with their

members.

e. Showing the

exercise video

about some and

any. And the

student’s share

with the another

group their

answer and also

the reason from it.

and can share their

ideas to make the

example of some

and any. There are

3 boys and 2 girls

that always noisy

when the previous

meeting visible

motivation and

looked fairly quiet.

e. Every group

very enthusiast and

brave to answer

and share their

ideas.

learning process.

d. Some of the

student’s more be

active and be brave

to share their

answer eventhough

the answer is

wrong.

Friday,

November18th,2016,

a. Dividing the

class into six

groups, but the

students chose

their member by

theirselves.

a. The student very

enjoy and

comfortable with

the lesson taught by

the teacher. Also,

with their group

that their choose by

their own like the

previous meeting.

a. The students

looked very

enthusiast and

comfortable with

their group.
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b. Showing the

video about

“Wake up!

Routine daily. “

c. Explaining the

material about

Simple Present

Tense

d. Asking the

students to write

the example of

simple present

tense in one

paragraph with

their group. Their

could share and

discuss their idea

with their

b. The materials

was given well.

c. Every group

very enthusiast and

brave to answer

and share their

ideas.

d. The student’s

looked very enjoy

with their group

and can share their

ideas to make the

example example

of simple present

tense in one

paragraph

b. Some student

looked motivated

to be active in the

group. Also, looked

interested and

enthusiast to

singing the song of

the matrials.

c. The student’s

make many

interaction with the

teacher and another

friends so class

looked noisy.

d. The work group

in every group was

good.
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members.

e. Showing the

another video

simple present

tense.

f. Asking the

student to write

and answer the

question depend

on the video and

students share and

discuss their idea

with their friends.

Thursday,

November 24th, 2016

a. Dividing the

class into six

groups, but the

students chose

their member by

theirselves.

b. Showing the

video about

a. The student very

enjoy and

comfortable with

the lesson taught by

the teacher. Also,

with their group

that their choose by

their own like the

previous meeting.

b. The Student’s

a. The work group

was good enough

b. All of the
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“Describing

People”

c. Explaining the

material about

Descriptive Text

d. Asking the

students to write

the short

paragraph about

the descriptive

text with their

group. Their must

share and discuss

looked enthusiast

during the video

about describing

people was playing.

They looked focus

and concern with

the video.

Sometimes they

laugh when the see

funny picture from

the video.

c. The materials

was given well.

d. The student

more be focus with

the lesson.

student’s were

interested to the

material today.

Perhaps, because

the video was about

the describing

people. And, it is

familiar for them.

c. The student’s

make many

interaction with the

teacher and another

friends so class

looked noisy.

d. The work group

in every group was

good,
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their idea with

their members.

e. Asked the

students back to

their own sit

f. Asked the

students do the

Post-Test 2

In this cycle, the researcher found that one of criteria of success had

reached again. It was the improvement of student’s listening score at least around

15%. The improvements based on criteria of success could be seen in the

following.

(b) The Result of Post Test (Post Test II)

To know the results of the student’s listening of the second post-test, it

can be seen from the table here:

Table 4.3.4. (b)

The Result of Progress Test (Post Test 1)

No. Name Pre-test
Score

Post Test II
Score

1 Student 1 50 60
2 Student 2 50 55
3 Student 3 50 75
4 Student 4 60 75
5 Student 5 25 65
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6 Student 6 60 60
7 Student 7 60 85
8 Student 8 60 85
9 Student 9 55 60
10 Student 10 75 70
11 Student 1 1 65 100
12 Student 12 60 65
13 Student 13 35 60
14 Student 14 65 70
15 Student 15 45 60
16 Student 16 60 65
17 Student 17 25 85
18 Student 18 70 90
19 Student 19 80 75
20 Student 20 75 75
21 Student 21 60 85
22 Student 22 85 80
23 Student 23 70 60
24 Student 24 40 60
25 Student 25 40 60
26 Student 26 25 75
27 Student 27 25 60
28 Student 28 65 85
29 Student 29 60 60
30 Student 30 70 75
31 Student 31 55 90
32 Student 32 60 65
33 Student 33 40 60
34 Student 34 65 80
35 Student 35 90 95
36 Student 36 45 85
Total 2.020 2.610
Average 56.11 72.50

At the second cycle of class action research, the researcher calculated

mean of students’ score and the improvement of students’ score in listening from

the Pre-test to the Post-test II. The mean score derived from the following

formula:

5.72
36
610.2







X

X

N
x

X
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Finally, to know whether the students improved their score or not, the

researcher used the following formula:

%2,29

%100
11,56

11,565,72

%1001









P

xP

x
y
yyP

Based on the calculation above, the researcher knew that the mean of

students’ second cycle was 72,5. The improvement of students’ listening score

from the pre-test to the post test was 29,2%. The students’ score improvement was

success. It means, the action has met one of criteria of success that the students

get at least 15% from the pre-test mean score.

From the table above, the researcher found that the criteria of success

had reached. The students listening skill improved 29,2% and the students

enjoyed the process of learning. As the criteria of success had reached, the

researcher did not think to conduct the next cycle. The researcher thought that two

cycles was enough for this action research.

4.4 Supporting Data

Before conducting this action research, the researcher had prepared all

instruments needed to collect the data. The instruments were observation checklist,

field note, and interview protocol. The researcher provided all supporting data

from all instruments in the following:

4.4.1 Observation Checklist
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The observation checklists were done by the collaborator during the

teaching and learning process. The collaborator did the observation while the

researcher was teaching. The observer was done the observation by looking the

observation checklist (see appendix 4). The observation checklist contained of 6

indicators. The indicators can be seen in Appendix 4. In the checklist observation,

it could be seen that the qualification increased.

The increasing of Indicator 1 (responding the teacher’s questions or

stimuli) was P, P, F, G, G, and VG. At the beginning, the students did not give

respond to the researcher’s questions or ask back. During the implementation of

the Collaborative Learning, the students’ respond increased until Very Good

qualification. It means that Indicator 1 was successful.

The increasing of the Indicator 2 (responding the teacher’s explanation

by using Collaborative Learning) was P, F, G, VG, VG, and VG. The students did

not really respond the researcher’s explanation at first. Most of them did not do

good collaboration with their friends in their groups. But, they responded the

researcher’s explanation meeting by meeting. The students in groups start to be

enthusiast in group work and have a good collaboration in doing the group

meeting by meeting.

The Indicator 3 (actively involved in group work) was also successful.

The increasing was P, P, F, G, G, and G. The first cycle was Poor, Poor, and Fair.

The group was assign by the researcher. The student’s looked not comfortable and

not enjoy with their group. And, the students unusual working group with friends

who are not too familiar. But, in the second cycle was good, good, and good. The

result was quite good because the students chose their own members. They work

in a group better than cycle 1. At all, this third indicator was successful.
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The increasing of Indicator 4 (giving beneficial feedback to their friend’s

thought) was P, P, F, G, G, and G. The increasing of this indicator was not

significant. At the two first meeting, the qualifications were both Poor. The

students looked difficult to respond to their friend’s thought. The third meeting

was Fair. The increasing needed three meetings. Then, it needed three meetings

again to reach the qualification Good. At all, this fourth indicator was successful.

The increasing of Indicator 5 (showing the expression of enthusiastic

toward the strategy applied by the teacher) was quite good. It was F, G, VG, VG,

VG, and VG. From the first meeting, this indicator was successful. The students

looked enthusiastic toward the discussion in the group and also toward listening

materials given by the researcher. That was why the qualification showed 4 VG.

The Indicator 6 (enjoy doing the writing tasks given by the teacher) also

increased. The increasing was F, F, G, G, VG, and VG. It was also not significant.

They looked happy when they work or study with the collaborative learning. They

also enjoyed the class during the implementation of listening.

4.4.2 Field Note

Field notes were done by the researcher during the teaching and learning

process. The researcher wrote everything that was happening during the process.

In this action research, the researcher found the student’s progress in learning

listening by using collaborative learning. They took apart during the lesson. The

activeness of the students could be seen from the field note. The following

summary was from the researcher’s field note.
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Table Table 4.4.2

Summary of Field Note of Second Cycle

Time of
Meeting Explanation

Friday,
November
4th, 2016

 Almost all of student’s had been enthusiastic in the
learning process.

 Almost all of group mutually scramble for share their
opinion and their answer in discussion.

 They have quite good collaboration in doing the
group.

 They looked not be shy again and enjoy in learning
process.

 The student can fun with their discussion and
sometimes their doing joking in the group.

 The student’s looked enjoy working group with their
new group than their previous group.

Thursday,
November
10th, 2016

 Almost all of student’s had been enthusiastic in the
learning process.

 They have a good collaboration in doing the group.
 When they watch the video, some student very happy

and also follow to singing like in the video.
 The student looked so happy and enjoy with the

class. Especially with student 17, student 6, student
2, and student 13 that be paid attention by the
researcher. The student’s looked enjoy working group
with their new group than their previous group.

Friday,
November
11th, 2016

 Almost all of student’s had been enthusiastic in the
learning process.

 They have a good collaboration in doing the group.
 When they watch the video, some student laugh if

they saw funny picture in the video.
 They looked enjoy in the learning process.
 Post-test: the students looked serious and focus in

this test. Because, this is the last test. They asked the
teacher to replay again and again. But, teacher only
give one chance.

4.4.3 Interview

Through interview, the opinions of using Collaborative Learning in

listening are taken. This interview was conducted on November 24th, 2016. The

total students who were interviewed were six students of VIII J. In this case, the
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researcher chose those six students randomly who can be representative to answer

the interview questions.

This interview purpose is to know how successful in using Collaborative

Learning toward Listening skill and to support the finding data and result of every

cycle in teaching learning process especially in listening skill. Before doing the

interview, the researcher explained to them about what will be interviewed. The

researcher also explained about the Collaborative Learning, so the students could

answer the interview questions.

From the interview, the researcher found that the students were

interested to the Collaborative Learning applied by the researcher.

- “ Ya, sangat bagus. Sangat baik, dan juga sangat bermanfaat karena disini kita

bisa sharing bersama-sama dengan 1 tim kita atau bertukar fikiran sekaligus

menambah rasa solidaritas di dalam teman-teman satu tim kita. Yaaa intinya kita

bisa sharinglah dengan teman-teman kita, yaa seperti itu..”

- “Baik, tambah mudah sih belajarnya kalau pakek group-group tuh.”

- “ Menurut saya, yang miss terapkan itu menarik, dan karena ada kelompok jadi

bisa bertukar pendapat.”

- “Kayak lebih bisa sharing sama temen-temen trus bisa kenal dengan

teman-teman sekelas.”

- “ Sangat menarik, karena misal kita dak tau, kita bisa bertanya segroup kita.”

- “Karena, disini kita masih bisa bermain sekaligus sharing bersama kita. Yaa
pengetahuannya juga dapet.”

4.5 Discussion
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This research focused on improving students’ listening skill by using

Collaborative Learning for students in mixed ability class at SMPN 11 Kota Jambi.

The data was taken in VIII J class which consisted of 36 students. This research

was done in two cycles, every cycle consisted of three meetings. Each cycle

consisted of procedures are planning, action, observation, and reflection (Kemmis

and Mc Taggartt, 1990). The students were asked to sit on the group and worked

based on roles of Collaborative Learning to improve the Listening skill. It is

supported by Tomlinson (2001), he said that mixed ability class can be managed

by making small group and it was appropriate to teach mixed-ability students

which grouping system was flexible.

Related to mixed-ability students, worked collaboratively in a group

could help them to learn Listening skill effectively. It was because students had

high ability that will help their friends to generate the ideas and understood its

process. Also, in group they can enjoy and comfortable to study in the learning

process. As the result, lower ability students could also improve their Listening

skill by Collaborative Learning. It was appropriate that the goals of Collaborative

Learning are to improve Listening skill and increase understanding of students in

learning process.

In the last meeting of every cycle in this action research, students were

asked to do a Listening test. Each of them could answer well, there were little

mistake in the last of cycle. It was match with the statement which was delivered

by Tomlinson (2001) who said that variation in learning process was important to

measure students’ improvement in mixed ability class.

Furthermore, students got different role in their group during learning

process. Students with high ability would help lower skill students during teaching
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learning process. It happened during learning process ( Teo, 2006). Higher ability

students help their friends to study based on the topic which they got in every

cycle. Besides, they were also able to share the result of their group to other

group’s work to check their ideas.

Based on the results in the research, there were three categorized the

criteria of success that improvement the student’s:

1. The improvement of the students listening skill showed from the

increasing of their Listening score

In this action research, researcher provided interesting topics which were

different in every meeting. This is supported by Harmer (2001) who mentioned

one strategy to teach mixed ability class by considering students’ interest and

learning profile. It was improved by the result of students’ Listening skill of every

cycle that increased. The improvement of the students listening skill showed from

the increasing of their listening score started from the preliminary research score

(pre-test), cycle 1 score, and cycle 2 score (post-test). The students’ mean score in

the pretest was 56.11. It was categorized that students listening skill were still low.

After the treatment had given, the students’ mean score in the post test were

increased in each cycle. It could be seen from the mean figure of post test in cycle

I was 63.75, and cycle II was 72.5. The improvement of the students’

listening score from the pre-test to the final post-test was 29.2 %. It means that the

first of criteria of success in this action research has been achieved. Besides, most

students responded the teacher well by paying attention to the teacher and the

speaker and video, answering the teacher’s question, and doing the task well. The

improvement of students’ score was the effect of the use of Collaborative

Learning during the lesson.
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2. The improvement of students’ activeness and participation in learning

process.

Students’ activeness and participation were seen by their attitude in

responding researcher’s questions and asking question or opinion during the

learning process. Students gave better participation in every meeting. In mixed

ability class, students were being an active explorer who explore the materials

from the teacher (Tomlinson,2001). That condition was done in this action

research. Mostly, in the first cycle, students were more often to be quiet and also

created an effective athmosphere in learning. However, it is changed time by time

and the activities had been observed during the action research. In the first cycle,

most of students just kept silent when the researcher asked them and did not

participation with their group. But, it changed continuously cycle to cycle and in

the last cycle students were be brave and active. Many students were motivated to

be active with their group in the learning process. They also have a good

collaboration to discussion together in their group.

The students who have lower ability then could show that they wanted to

participate in the learning process. Students who had higher ability then were

willing to help the others about the materials. So, they could work together to get

the idea and share their opinion and also their skill were improved in the same

time. That situation proved that good relationship in learning between students

created students’ comfort and it could be maintained by a good teacher (Harmer,

2001). This condition made students who had lower ability enjoyed to share their

ideas when they worked collaboratively and was not afraid to say their ideas to

their group.
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3. The improvement of students’ enthusiastic and give good response in

learning process.

In the beginning of this action research, students in VIII J class were not

really enthusiastic to follow learning process. They were too busy to create noise,

talked each other and stood up around the class. They did not really care with the

attandance of researcher and her collaborator. However, after did some meetings,

there started to be enthusiastic and interesting to follow learning process. And,

listen the speaker or watch the video in learning process in a group was interesting

for them.

In this action research was the students give good response from the

teacher’s instruction and explanation in the process of learning. It was proved by

checklist observation and field notes that began from the third meeting in the

cycle 1 until the second cycle. The students response the teacher’s instruction and

explanation well. At the beginning of this action research, students shocked to

understand the speaker talked about, but after the more than two meetings, they

began to be accustomed and they were interested to learn listening with the

collaborative learning.

The researcher used differentiated instruction as the treatment for the

mixed-ability class. It was differentiating by manipulating the environment of the

learning process by using laptop, projector, speaker. By manipulating the

environment of learning, the students be more enthusiastic to learn, because they

were seldom used those kinds of materials before. The researcher also treated the

mixed-ability class by differentiating the process/activity by Collaborative
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Learning. In the first cycle, students were assigned in the group by the researcher.

And, the second cycle they can choose their group on their own.

Those two differentiated instructions implemented by the researcher in

this research were succeeded facilitate the mixed-ability condition. The students

enjoy and felt motivated with those kinds of learning. As Tomlinson (2001) said

that variation in learning process was important to measure students’

improvement in mixed-ability class.

4. The Result of the Interview.

To see whether the Collaborative Learning was success or not also proved

by the interview. All of the result can be supported by result of interview. There

were six students that had given some opinion of Collaborative Learning. Most of

them said that Collaborative Learning was interesting and easy to understand

about the materials. It could make students that had low motivation becoming

high motivation in listening. They felt easy to get idea and share with the group

because they could work together. Also, the researcher provided the more

interesting audio and video listening which was easier, closer or familiar to the

students. When they got a test individually, they could do well by themselves.

These findings indicated that Collaborative Learning could improve Listening

skill in mixed-ability class at SMP N 11 Kota Jambi.


