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INTRODUCTION 

         English ois oone oof othe oforeign 

languages oin oIndonesia oplays important 

roles oon oboth owritten oand ooral 

communication. oAs oan ointernational 

language oEnglish ohas obeen otook since 

childhood, ostarting ofrom okindergarten 

but omostly ofrom oelementary ohigh 

school ountil osenior ohigh oschool oeven  

 

 

 

 

 up oto ograduate ofrom obachelor`s degree. 

oIn oIndonesia oEnglish ois onot a  strange 

othing, obecause oEnglish ohas obeen 

oincluding oin othe ocurriculum oat oevery 

olevel oof oeducation. oThe ogoal oof 

oincluding oEnglish oin othe oeducation 

ocurriculum oin oIndonesia ois oso othat 

oall ostudents ocan odevelop otheir oability 

oto ocommunicate oin oEnglish, oto oface 
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othe ooutside oworld, oboth oin ofurther 

oeducation oand oin othe oworld oof owork. 

Speaking ois oa opart oof odaily 

olifes othat owe otake oit ofor ogranted 

o(Thombuy, oin oYashori oRevola 

oarticle o: o2006 o459). oSpeaking ois 

operson`s oability oto oconvey oa oword 

oto oexpress osituations oand 

oconditions overbally. oSpeaking ois 

oone oof othe ofour oexpertise othat 

opupils oshould omaster. oIt's othe 

oelemental oskill othat opupils oprocess 

oin oorder oto obe oequal oto oenter 

oother oknowledge oSpeaking ois oone 

oof oimportant oexpertise oin 

oschooling oerudition oprocess. oGiven 

othe oimportance oof olearning oto 

ospeak oin oa olanguage oclass, 

oCitizenship opolicies ounder othe 

oMinister oof oPublic oAffairs 

oOrdinance oreflect othe oimportance 

oof oEnglish oin othe ostandards oof 

ocontent. oIn oaddition, oIndonesia ohas 

oestablished oEnglish oas oone oof othe 

omost oimportant oforeign olanguages o

in oacademia oand oas oone oof othe 

osubjects otested oin othe oCitizenship 

oExam. oThis oprovision ois ointended 

ofor oIndonesian ostudents oto oprepare 

ofor othe oday oof oglobalization. oSo 

othey’re ogrew oup oin opreparation 

oand ofighting oother opeople owith 

odifferent onative oEnglish. 

Besides oof othat othere oare 

oseveral oproblems oin ospeaking othis 

oproblem ocaused oby otwo ofactors, 

onamely ointernal ofactors oand 

oexternal ofactors. oInternal ofactors 

oare ocome ofrom othe ostudents, 

oincluding ostudents ohave oa olimited 

ovocabulary oand ohave othe oprinciple 

othat oEnglish ois odifficult. oSo, othis 

oresult oin othey oare onot ointending 

oto olearn oEnglish oand oit ohas oa 

onegative oimpact oon otheir ospeaking 

oability. oSecondly, oStudents ohave 

ono oidea oOr oan oEnglish ospeaking 

oinitiative. oThis ois odue oto olack oof 

ovocabulary, ogrammatical opatterns, 

oand opoor oEnglish ospeaking. 

oThirdly, ostudents ostill ooften omake 

omistakes owhen opronouncing 

oEnglish owords. oFourth, oproblems 

owith oprosodic ofeatures osuch oas 

ointonation, ostress, oand oother 

ophonological onuances ostill ocause 

omisunderstandings oin 

ocommunication. oExternal ofactors 

osuch oas oteaching omethods, 

ocurriculum, oteachers, oinstitutions, 

oenvironment oand osociety ooccur 

onaturally. 

    The oresearcher odecides oto 

osolve othe oproblem. oIn othis 

oresearch, othe oresearcher owill ouse 

ostory otelling omethod. oStory otelling 

omethod ois oassumed othat oit ocan 

oimprove ostudents ospeaking oability. 

         Applying ostory otelling omethod 

ois overy oimportant obecause othis 

omethod ocan obe oable oto ogive 

ochange oand oto oincrease ostudents 

ospeaking oability. 

  Based oon othe oproblems othat 

ohave obeen odescribed, oresearchers 

otry oto ouse oone oof oseveral 

otechniques othat oare oable oto 

oencourage ostudents oto ocontribute 

oto othe oteaching oand olearning 

oprocess. oTherefore othis oresearch 

oprocess oapplies othe ostory otelling 

otechnique obecause othis omethod ohas 

oits oown oadvantages ocompared oto 

oother omethods. oIndirectly ostory 

otelling ocan odevelop oimagination 

oand oconcentration oso othat ostudents 

oare ointerested oand ohave oconfidence 

owhen ospeaking. oBy ogiving oan 

oopportunity oevery ostudents oto 

ospeak oin oa oclassroom, othe 

oresearcher obelieve othat othis 

otechnique ohave obig oeffect ofor 

otheir ospeaking oskills. 

Story otelling ois othe oart oin 

owhich oa oteller oor osomeone 

oconveys oa omessage, otruths, 

oinformation, oknowledge, oor owisdom 

oto oengage oan oaudience oin oan 

oentertaining oway. oThis omethod ois 

ogood oto oenhance othem oto ospeak 
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oup oin oEnglish. 

 

Problem oresearch 

Based othe obackground oof othe oabove 

oissues, othe oissues oin othis ostudy oare: 

1. oDoes othe ostory otelling oaffect oon 

ostudent’s ospeaking oskills? 

1.1. Purpose oof othe ostudy 

The opurpose oof othis ostudy owas 

oto oinvestigate owhether ostorytelling 

ostrategies oaffect ostudents' ospeaking 

oability. 

 

Speaking 

Defenition oof ospeaking 

According oto oBrown oand 

oYule oin oNunan o(1989:26) oargue othat 

ospeaking ois ousing ospoken olanguage 

owhich oconsists oof oshort, oincomplete 

oor oseparate ospeech oin othe osphere oof 

opronunciation. oThe opronunciation ois 

overy oclosely orelated oto othe 

oreciprocal orelationship obetween othe 

ospeaker oand othe olistener othe oability 

oto ospeak oEnglish ois oa opreferred 

olanguage oor oa oforeign olanguage. oHe 

osaid ospeaking ois othe omost oimportant 

oskill oin ocommunicating oand osharing 

oideas oin ocommunication, oSpeaking ois 

oone oof othe olanguage oskills othat owe 

ohave oto ostart ocommunicating. oNunan 

o(in oKayi o2006:1). oSo ospeaking ois 

operson`s oability oto oconvey oa oword 

oto oexpress osituations oand oconditions 

overbally. 

 

Kinds oof oSpeaking 

The oKinds oof oSpecaking 

oActivities oSasmedi o(2008) oclassified 

othat othere oare omany okinds oof 

ospeaking oactivities o: 

1) Monologue oMonologue ois othat 

owhen oone ospeaker ouses otimes oof 

ospoken olanguage oof oany olength oas 

oin ospeeches, olectures, oreadings, 

onews obroadcast, oand othe olike. 

2) Pair oWork oPair owork oinvolves 

otwo oor omore ospeakers oand ocan 

obe osubdivided ointo othose 

oexchanges othat opromote osocial 

orelationships o(interpersonal) oand 

othose ofor owhich othe opurpose ois 

oto oconvey oprepositional oor ofactual 

oinformation o(transactional). oIn oeach 

ocase, oparticipants omay ohave oa 

ogood odeal oof oshared oknowledge 

o(background oinformation oor 

oschemata). 

3) Question oand oAnswer oThe 

oteacher ocan obegin oby osimply 

oquestioning oto othe olearner oin othis 

oactivity. oBut othe olearners ohave 

omastered othe oquestion opattern. 

oThey oshould opractice oquestioning 

oone oanother. oAfter onumbers oof 

oquestion oforms ohave omastered. 

oQuestion oand oanswer odrill ocan 

ocover oa owide oof ovariety otopies. 

oThere oare omany otopics oabout 

owhich oquestion ocan obe oasked. 

4) Retelling ois oan ointeresting 

oactivity oof ospeaking ogames ofor 

omaking orelax oof othe ostudents 

owhile ospeaking. oIt ocan ocreate othe 

omotivation oof othe ostudent’s oto 

ospeak oEnglish. oLike oguessing 

ogames. ospeech othrough oactions, 

oand otell oagain owhat ohave obeen 

oheard. 

Story oTelling 

Defenition oof oStory otelling 

Story otelling ois oan oactivity 

ocarried oout oby osomeone overbally 

oto oanother operson owith otools oor 

owithout otools oabout owhat oshould 

obe oconveyed oin othe oform oof 

omessages, oinformation oor ojust oa 

ofairy tale owhich ois oto obe oheard 

opleasantly obecause oit ois othe operson 

owho opresenting othe ostory oconvey oit 

oattractively o(Dhieni, o"2008: o6.3). 

oAccording oto oEchols o(in oaliyah, 

o2011) ostorytelling oconsists oof otwo 

owords, onamely ostory omeans ostory 

oand otelling omeans ostorytelling. oTwo 

owords ocombined ostory otelling 

omeans otelling oa ostory oor otelling oa 

ostory. oOther othan othat, ostorytelling 

ois oalso ocalled otelling oor ostory 

otelling oas osuggested oby oMalan, 
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ostory otelling ois otelling ostories 

obased oon ooral otraditions. oStory 

otelling ois othe oeffort omade oby othe 

ostoryteller oin oconveying othe ocontent 

ofeelings, othoughts oor oa ostory oto 

ostudents overbally. 

           Student’ ocan oeasily osummarize 

otale oand ostories othey've oheard 

ofrom osomeone obefore, oOr othey 

ocan ocreate otheir oown ostory oto otell 

otheir oclassmates. oStorytelling 

opromotes ocreative othinking. oIt oalso 

ohelps ostudents oexpress otheir oideas 

oin oan oearly oformat, oFor 

odevelopment oand oending, oincluding 

ocharacter oand ostory osettings. 

oStudents ocan oalso otell oriddles oand 

ojokes. oFor oexample, oat othe 

obeginning oof oeach olesson. oThe 

oteacher ocan ocall osome ostudents 

oand oopen oshort oriddles oand ojokes. 

oIn othis oway, othe oteacher onot oonly 

ohighlights othe ostudent's ospeaking 

oability, obut oalso odraws othe 

oattention oof othe oclass. 

 

Steps oof oStory oTelling 

Story otelling ois ogoing oto obe 

oused oby othe oresearcher oin othis 

oresearch. oIn oconducting othis 

omethod, othe oresearcher omust 

ofollow othe osteps oof ostory otelling 

omethod oto oensure othe omethod 

oruns owell. oSamantaray oin oZuhriyah 

o(2017:3) odescribed othe oprocedures 

oof ostory otelling oas ofollows: 

1. the oteacher ohangs ofour odifferent 

opictures oon othe owhite oboard 

2. the oteacher oasks othe ostudent’s 

oto omake ogroups oof oeight 

3. the oteacher oasks oevery ogroup 

otake oone oof ofour opictures 

ofrom othe owhite oboard 

4. the oteacher oasks othem oto 

odevelop oa ostory oin o30 ominutes 

5. the oteacher oasks othem oto oretell 

otheir ostory obased oon othe 

ogroup odiscussion 

6. the oteacher ogives oaward oto othe 

ogroup oconsidered othe obest 

ogroup 

 

Types oof oStory oTelling 

According oto oSumarjo 

oand oSuratmi oin oRahmansyah 

oand oPricilia o(2018:115), othere 

oare osome okinds oof ofairytale. 

oThey oare olegend, ofable, omite, 

oand osage. 

1. Legend 

Legend ois oa okind oof 

ofairytale owhich ohas 

orelation owith ohistorical 

oevent oor onature 

ophenomenon. oIt omeans othat 

olegend ois olocal opeople 

ostory owhich otells othe 

oorigin oof oevent oor oplace. 

oSometimes, oit ois odifferent 

ofrom othe oorigin ostory 

obecause oit ois onot oalways 

owritten. 

2 Fable 

Fable ois oone oof 

otraditional ostory owhich 

oappear oanimals oas ocharacter 

oin othat ostory. oChildren 

oalmost olove othis ostory 

obecause othe oanimals olike 

ohuman. oThey ocan otalk oeach 

oother, oattitude, oand ohas 

ointellect olike ohuman. 

oAccording oto oSumarjo oand 

oSuratmi oin oRahmansyah oand 

oPricilia o(2018:115), oFable ois 

oone oof otraditional ostory 

owhich oappear oanimals oas 

ocharacter oin othat ostory. 

 

3. oMite 

tale owhich ocontents 

oelements oof omystery, 

osupernatural oworld, oand ogod 

oworld othat osupposed oit owas 

oreally oVol. o3. oNo.1 oMaret 

o2020 oISSN. o2620-5599 

oJurnal oLiner, oInstitut 

oPendidikan oTapanuli oSelatan 

o181 ohappened oby osociety 

oas othe oowner oof othe ostory. 
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oSometimes othis ostory ois 

oexaggerated. 

4. Sage 

Sage ois oa ofairytale 

owhich ocontents oof ohistory 

oelements, oequipped owith 

oboth osupernatural opower 

oelement oand omiracle. oIt ocan 

obe oconcluded othat osage 

ocontents omany oelements oof 

ohistory. oThis ofairytale ois 

ospoken oby opeople oto 

opeople. 

 

Hypothesis 

Based oon othe otheories owere 

oexplained oabove, oit ocan obe oposed 

oa otheoretical ohypothesis oas ofollows: 

 

The ostory otelling otechnique 

owould obe owell oapplied ofor 

ostudents’ ospeaking oskills 

 

RESEARCH oMETHODOLOGY 

Research Odesign 

 The otechnique oused oby 

oresearcher ofor this oresearch ois 

oexperimental oresearch. Experimental 

oresearch involves oa ostudy oof othe 

effect oof othe osystematic manipulation 

oof oone variable oon oanother  variable. 

oThe oresearcher ouse ocluster orandom 

osampling otechnique oto odetermine 

owhether oStory oTelling otechniques 

ogive oa osignificant oeffect oon 

ostudent’s ospeaking oskills, oand oto 

odetermine ocomponents oof ospeaking 

oskill othat oimproved oby 

oimplementation oof ostorytelling 

otechnique oon ostudents, osuch oas 

ovocabulary, opronunciation, oGrammar, 

ofluency, oand ounderstanding. 

 

A. oPronunciation 

Pronunciation ofocuses oon 

oproduction oand oidentification oof 

othe osounds, ostress opatterns, oand 

ointonation oin oEnglish. oIt ointroduces 

omultiple-choice ohearing 

oidentification. oEnglish opronunciation 

ois oconsidered oby osome oaspects. 

oFirst, oit orelates oto othe ospeech 

oorgans oand ohow othe oorgans 

oproduce osounds. oThe oflow oof oair 

owhich ocomes ofrom olungs owill 

ohave omodification oat ovocal ocord, 

opharynx, omouth, oand onasal ocavity. 

oIt ohappens oas othe oopen oand oclose 

oof othe ovocal ocord. oUpper opart oof 

ospeech oorgan olike oat opharynx, 

omouth, oand onasal ocavity, othe oair 

owill obe omodified ointo oplosive, 

olateral, ovelar, onasal, obilabial, 

oalveolar, odental, oetc. 

Table 1. oPronunciation 
Aspe

cts 

Description oof 

oIndicator 

Score 

Pron

uncia

tion 

• Have ofew 

otraces oof 

oforeign 
oaccent. 

oAlways 

ointelligible, 
othough oone 

oisconscious 

oof oa 

odefinite 
oaccent 

• Pronunciation 

oproblems 

onecessitate 

oconcentrated 

olistening oand 
ooccasionally olead 

oto 

omisunderstanding. 

• Very ohard oto ounderstand 

obecause oof opronunciation 
oproblems. 

• Frequently obe oasked oto 

orepeat. 

• Pronunciation oproblems oto 

osevere oas oto omake 

ospeech ovirtually 
ounintelligible. 

5 95-100 

 

4 

 

85-94 

 

3 
 

75-84 

2 65-74 

1 Below 

o65 

 

b. Grammar 

Grammatical ois oabout 

oprofiency oin omatters oranging ofrom 

oinflections oto osyntax. oWe owould 

onot obe oable oto osay othe olanguage 

owithout oknowing othe opattern oof othe 

olanguage oit oself. oSince oknowledge 

oof ogrammar ois oessential ofor 

olanguage olearner, oit ois oclear othat 

ostudents oneed osome oknowledge oof 
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othese orules oto obe oable oto ospeak 

ocorrectly. oStudents oshould olearn 

ogrammar osuch oas omodals, omodifiers, 

oprepositions, oclauses oand oother 

ogrammatical ofeatures. 

Table o2. oGrammar 
Gram

mar 
• Makes ofew o(if oany) 

onotice oable oerrors 

oof ogrammar oor 

oword oorder 

• Occasionally 

omakes 

ogrammatical; 

oand/or oword 

oorder oerrors 

owhich odo onot, 

ohowever,obscur

e omeaning. 

• Makes o frequent 

o errors o of o grammar 

o and o word o order 

o which o occasionally 

o obscure 

5 95-100 

4 85-94 

3 75-84 

 meaning. 

• Grammar oand 

oword oorder 

oerrors omake 

ocomprehensio

n odifficult. 

 

2 

 

65-74 

 

b. Vocabulary 

Vocabulary ois oone oof 

oimportant oelements oin oteaching oand 

olearning ospeaking. oIt ois oimportant 

ofor olanguage olearners oto ochoose 

oappropriate owords oin ocertain 

osituations oin oorder oto omake otheir 

ospeaking omeaningful. o10 oFor 

oexample, owhen opeople owant oto 

odescribe otheir ofeeling oabout 

osomething, othey ohave oto obe oable 

oto ofind oa oword owhich oreflects otheir 

ofeeling. oTherefore, ostudents oneed oto 

ounderstand othe oimportance oof 

omeaning oin ocontext oand othe ofacts 

oabout oword oformation oand ohow oto 

otwist owords oto ofit odifferent 

ogrammatical ocontexts. 

Table 3.Vocabulary 
Voca

bular

y 

• Use 

ovocabulary 

oand oidioms 

ois ovirtually 

othat oof oa 

onative 

ospeaker 

5 95-100 

4 85-94 

3 75-84 

2 65-74 

• Sometimes 

ouses 

oinappropria

te oterms 

oand/or 

omust 

orephrase 

oideas 

obecause oof 

olexical 

oinadequacie

s. 

• Frequently 

ouses othe 

owrong 

owords; 

oconversatio

n osomewhat 

olimited 

obecause oof 

oinadequate 

ovocabulary. 

• Misuse oof 

owords oand 

overy olimited 

ovocabulary 

omake 

ocomprehensio

n oquite 

odifficult. 

• Vocabulary 

olimitations 

oso oextreme 

oas oto omake 

oconversation 

ovirtually 

oimpossible. 

1 Below o65 

 

c. Fluency 

Fluency ois othe oability oto 

ospeak ospontaneously oand oeloquently 

owith ono opausing oand owith oabsence 

oof odisturbing ohesitation omarkers. oIt 

oalso orefers oto osome oaspects olike 

oresponding ocoherently owithin othe 

oturns oof othe oconversation, ousing 

olinking owords oand ophrases, okeeping 

oin omind oa ocomprehensible 

opronunciation oand oadequate 

ointonation owithout otoo omuch 

ohesitation. oFluency ocannot obe 

oseparated ofrom oaccuracy. 

Table o4. oFluency 
Fl

ue
nc

y 

• Speech oas ofluent oand 

oeffortless oas othat oof oa 

onative ospeaker. 

• Speed oof ospeech oseems 

oto obe oslightly oaffected 
oby olanguage oproblems. 

5 

4 
3 

2 

1 

95-

100 
85-

94 

75-

84 
65-
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• Speed oand ofluency oare 
orather othan ostrongly 

oaffected oby olanguage 

oproblems. 

• Usually ohesitant; ooften 

oforce ointo osilence oby 
olanguage olimitations. 

• Speech ois oso ohalting oand 

ofragmentary oas oto omake 

oconversation ovirtually 

oimpossible. 

74 

Bel

ow 
o65 

d. Comprehension 

Comprehension omeans othe 

ounderstanding oand othe ointerpretation 

oof owhat ois osaid. oIt ois oabout 

ostudents’ oprofiency oin ospeaking oon 

oall oprofessional oand ogeneral otopics 

owithout oa obig oeffort oand osmooth 

oas ogood oas othe onative ospeakers. oIn 

oconclusion, opronunciation, ogrammar, 

ovocabulary, ofluency, oand 

ocomprehension oare othe oimportant 

oand ocomplementary ocomponents oin 

othe odevelopment oof ostudents’ 

ospeaking oskill. oEach oelement ohas 

othe oscoring oscale oto omeasure othe 

olearners’ ospeaking oskills. oThen, othe 

oscores owill obe ocollected oas othe 

odata oof othe oresearch. 

Table o5. oComprehension 
Comprehen

sion 
• Appears oto 

ounderstand 

oeverything 

owithout 

odifficulty 

• Understands 
onearly 

oeverything oat 

onormal opeed 

oalthough 
oocational 

orepetititon 

• Understands 

omost oof owhat 

ois osaid oat 
oslower othan 

onormal ospeed 

owith orepetition 

• Has ogreat 

odifficulty 
ofollowing 

owhat ois 

osaid. oCan 

ocomprehend 

oonly o‘social 

oconversation

’ ospoken 

oslowly oand 

5 

4 

3 

 

2 

95-100 

85-94 

75-84 

 

65-74 

owith 

ofrequent 

orepetitions. 

It ois oapplied oin oorder oto oinvestigate 

othe oeffect oof ostorytelling oon ostudent 

ospeaking. 

oskills oin othe osecond ograde 

oof ojunior ohigh oschool. oIn othe 

oexperimental oresearch omethod, othe 

oresearcher ocan ouse otrue oexperimental 

odesign owith otwo oclasses. oThe ofirst 

oclass ohad ogiven oa otreatment oby 

ousing ostory otelling otechnique, owhere 

othis ois ocalled oas oexperiment ogroup. 

oThe osecond oclass ois oa ocontrol 

oclass, owhere othis oclass ois onot 

otaught oby ousing ostory otelling 

otechnique. oThe ostudy odesign ois 

oadopted ofrom oAry, oet.al o(2002). 

In othis ostudy, othere owere othree 

oprocedures owith ocarry oout oto ocollect 

odata: 

a. Pre otest 

Pre otest ois oone oof othe osteps ogiven 

oby othe oteacher oat othe obeginning oof 

othe olesson obefore othe olesson 

oexplained. 

b. Treatment 

The oexperimental ogroup owill obe 

otreated oby oapplying ocluster orandom 

osampling otechnique owhile othe 

ocontrol ogroup owill obe otreated oby 

oconventional owithout ousing oclustering 

otechnique. oThe oessence oof oan 

oexperimental odesign owill obe othe 

oconduction oof ocontrol, osince owithout 

oit, oit ois oimpossible oto oevaluate 

oambiguously othe oeffect oof oan 

oindependent ovariable o(Ary, o1979). 

oSo othe otreatment ois ogiven 

oexplanation owhile olearning oprocess, 

oespecially oin ospeaking oskills oby 

ousing ostory otelling. 

Table o6. oTeaching oprocedure oof 

oexperimental otreatment 
Teacher 

oactivity 

Student’s oactivity 
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The oteacher ogreet othe ostudents oto 

oopen othe oclass 

The ostudents 

ogreet othe 

oresearchers oto 
oopen othe oclass 

The oteacher ointroduce ospeaking 
oand oexplain oall oabout oit 

The ostudents opay 
oattention oto othe 

oteacher 

oexplanation 

The oteacher oexplain oan oexample 

oof ospeaking otest oand othe oask 

student oto ocheck otheir 
ounderstanding 

The ostudents opay 

oattention oto othe 

oteacher oand 
ocheck otheir 

Understanding 

The oteacher oexplain oabout 

oclustering otechnique oand othe 

oteacher oexplains ohow oto ousing 

oclustering otechnique oin ospeaking 
otest. 

The ostudents opay 

oattention oto othe 

oteacher 

oexplanation 

The oteacher ogive oan oexample oof 

ospeaking otest ousing ostory otelling 

otechnique 

The ostudents 

olisten oan 

oexample oof 

ospeaking otest oto 

othe oteacher 
oexplanation 

The oteacher oask othem oto opractice 
otheir ospeaking oskills obased oon 

ostory otelling 

The ostudents 
opractice otheir 

oability oin 

ospeaking 

otestbased oon 
ostory otelling 

 

Table o7. oTeaching oprocedure oof 

ocontrol ogroup 
Teacher’s oActivity Student’s 

oActivity 

The oteacher ogreet othe 

ostudents 

The ostudent ogreet othe 

oteacher 

The oteacher oexplain othe 

ostudents othe oaim oof 

ospeaking otest oand oalso 

oexplain oabout othe omost 

oimportant oof ostory otelling 

The ostudent opay oattention oto 

othe oteacher’s oexplanation 

The oteacher oexplain oan 

oexample oof ospeaking otest 

oand oask ostudents oto ocheck 

otheir ounderstanding 

The ostudent ocheck otheir 

ounderstanding oabout ospeaking 

oskills 

The oteacher oask othe ostudent 

oto opractice otheir ospeaking 
oskills obased oon ostory 

otelling 

The ostudent opractice ostory 

otelling oin ofront oof othe 
oclass 

The oteacher ocheck othe oresult 

oof ostudent’s owork 

The ostudent odeliver otheir 

owork 

The oteacher oask ostudents oto 

opresent otheir owork oin ofront 

oof 

The ostudents opresent otheir 

owork oin ofront oof oclass 

 

c. Post otest 

The opost otest oprocedure ois othe ofinal 

oevaluation oin othe oform oof oquestions 

othat othe oauthor ogives oto othe 

ncommunity oafter othe olesson 

o/material ohas obeen odelivered. 

oTeacher owill otest othe ostudent 

ospeaking oskills oby oasked othem oto 

oretell othe ostory obased oon othe 

omaterial. 

 

 

 

Instrument Oand Otechnique of 

collecting Odata 

        The oinstrument oof othis oresearch 

ois otest otechnique, onamely ospeaking 

otest. oSpeaking otest ois odefined oas oa 

otest oin owhich oa operson ois 

oencouraged oto ospeak, oand othen 

oassessed oon othe obasis oof 

othatspeech. oIt ocan obe oused oalone oor 

ocombined owith otests oof oother oskills 

o(Underhill o1997: o1 o& o7). oThe 

o researcher o collected o the o data 

o regarding o student’s o speaking o skills 

o before o and o after obeing otaught oby 

ostory otelling. oThen, othe oresearcher 

othe oincreased oby ocomparing othe 

oscore oof opre- otest oand opost otest oof 

ostudent’s ospeaking oskills. oThe 

oinstrument othat owere oused oin othis 

oresearcher owere opre-test oand opost 

otest oin oform oof opaired oconversation. 

 

Time Oand Oplace Oof Oresearch 

The oresearch owill obe 

oconducted oat oSMP oSwasta oGKPI 

oPadang oBulan oMedan. oIt ois olocated 

oat oJl. oJamin oGinting oNo. o352, 

oPadang oBulan, okec. oMedan oBaru, 

oKota oMedan. oThis oschool ohas othree 

ogrades, onamely othe oseventh, othe 

oeighth oand onineth ograde. oThe 

oresearch owill obe ocarried oout oin othe 

ofirst osemester oof othe oeighth ograde 

oof othe oSMP oSwasta oGKPI oPadang 

oBulan oMedan oin othe oacademic oyear 

o2021/2022. oThis ostudy owould obe 

ocarried oout oin oDecember o2021. 

 

Population Oand Osample 

Sugiono o(2008:80) osaid othat 

opopulation ois oa ogeneralization oare 

oconsists oof oobject oor osubject othat 

ohas odefine oquality oand ocharacter 
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othat ois odecided oby oa oresearcher oto 

obe olearned oand oconclude oit.The 

oresearcher ochoose oVIII oGrade 

oStudents oof oSMP oSwasta oGKPI 

oPadang oBulan. oThey oconsists oof o2 

oclasses, othey oare oVIII-1 oand oVIII-2. 

According oto oArikunto 

o(2009:95) osaid othat oif othe 

opopulation ois oless othan o100, oit ois 

obetter oall oof othem obecome osamples. 

oTherefore, o36 ostudents oin oboth oof 

othe oclasses owill obecome othe osample 

oin othis oresearch. 

 

The Ovalidity Oand Reliability of the 

text 

Validity 

Any otest, owhether oit`s oa oquick 

oclassroom oquiz oor oa opublic oone, 

omust obe oas oaccurate oas othe 

oexaminer ocould odo oit. 

 

Reliability 

Brown oclaims othat othis 

oreliability ois oconcerned owith othe 

oprecision oof odimension. oThis otypes 

oof oprecision owas omatched oin ogetting 

ocomparable ooutcome owhen othe 

omeasurements owere otaken oon ovarious 

oopportunity, owith ovarious oinstruments, 

oand oby ovarious opeople. oThe 

ostatistics oof oreliability oin oidentifying 

oreading ospeaking ounderstanding oand 

oa owell-structured otext otest owere 

opredicted oabove o0.0 oclose oto o1.00. 

oAccording oto oHeaton, othe otest’s 

oreliability owas oassessed: 

“0.0 o– o0.20” o= oReliability ois opoor 

“0.20 o– o0.40” o= oIt ois oenough oto 

obe oreliable 

“0.41 o– o0.70” o= oIt ois ogood oto obe 

oreliable o4 

. o“0.71 o– o1.0” o= overy ogood o 

 

RESULT oAND oDISCUSSION 

The oDescription oof oData 

          The odata oin othis ostudy ois 

oquantitative odata, onamely odata 

ocollected oby oscores. oBefore 

oproceeding oto ofurther ocalculations 

oof othe odata, oa odescription oof othe 

opre-test oand opost-test oresults ofrom 

othe oexperimental oclass ofollows. 

oTreatment owas odone oand otaken 

ofrom ospeaking otest onamely 

opronunciation, ovocabulary, ogrammar, 

ofluency oand ocomprehension. 

Data oAnalysis oMethod 

To ofind oout oif oor onot ohas oan 

oimportant oeffect oimplementing ostory 

otelling omethod oon ostudent’s 

ospeaking oskills, othe oresearcher o use 

othe oscore oof ostudents oboth othe 

oexperimental ogroup oand ocontrol 

ogroup. oThe odata oof othe ostatistical 

oresult owere odivided ointo otwo oparts. 

oThe odata owere oobtained othrough 

opre-test oand opost otest. oWhen 

oanalyzing odata, oresearchers ouse othe 

oStatistical oProduct oand oService 

oSolutions o(SPSS). 

 

Table o8. oPre-Test oand oPost oTest oof 

oExperimental oGroup oScore 

 
No Initial 

oName othe 

oStudents 

Pre 

oTest 

o(x1) 

Post 

oTes

t o(x2) 

1 GJES 56 73 

2 AM 54 71 

3 DEP 55 71 

4 HFS 71 79 

5 GM 63 82 

6 APSA 63 81 

7 AN 65 80 

8 AH 60 75 

9 BHHS 53 71 

10 OVJ 53 71 

 Total 593 754 

From otable oabove oshowed othat oan 

oExperimental ogroup, othe ototal oscores 

oin othe opre-test o593 oand othe ohighest 

owas o71 oand othe olowest owas o53. 

oWhile othe ototal oscore o in othe opost 

otest ois o754, oand othe ohighest owas 

o82 oand othe olowest oscore ois o71. 

The ofrequency oof opre-test oand opost 

otest oscore owhich owas osignificantly 

odifferent ocan obe oseen o below: 
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Table o9. oFrequency oof ostudents’ 

oSpeaking oPre-Test oscore oin 

oExperimental oGroup 

 
Score  oFrequency Percentage 

53  o2 ostudents 20% 

54 1 student 10% 

55 1 ostudent 10% 

56 1 ostudent 10% 

60 1 ostudent 10% 

63  o2 ostudents 20% 

65 1 ostudent 10% 

71 1 ostudent 10% 

Total  o10 ostudents 100% 

From odata oabove, oit oshows othat 

othere owere o2 ostudents owho ogot 

oscore o53 o(20%); o1 ostudent ogot 

oscore o54 o(10%); o1 ostudents ogot 

oscore o55(10%); o1 ostudent ogot 

oscore o56(10%); o1 ostudents ogot 

oscore 

60(10%); o2 ostudent ogot oscore 

o63(10%); o1 ostudents ogot oscore 

o65(10%); o1 ostudents ogot oscore 

71(10%). 

  

Table 10. oFrequency oof 

oStudents’ oSpeaking oPost- oTest 

oExperimental oGroup 

 
Score Frequency Percentage 

71 4 ostudents 40% 

73 1 ostudent 10% 

75 1 ostudent 10% 

79 1 ostudent 10% 

80 1 ostudent 10% 

81 1 ostudent 10% 

82 1 ostudent 10% 

Total 10 

ostudents 

100 o% 

From othe odata oabove, oit oshows 

othat owere o4 ostudents owho oget 

oscore o71 o(40%); o1 ostudents ogot 

oscore o73 o(10%); o1 ostudents owho 

oget oscore o75 o(10%); o1 ostudents 

owho oget oscore o79 o(10%); o1 

ostudents owho get oscore o80 o(10%); 

o1 ostudents owho oget oscore o81 

o(10%); o1 ostudents owho oget oscore 

o82 o(10%). 

Table o11.oPre oTest oand oPost 

oTest oof oControl oGroup oScore 

 
No Initial oName 

oof othe 

oStudents 

Pre 

Test 

o(x1) 

Post 

oTest 

o(x2) 

1 HPSH 57 81 

2 JAB 54 80 

3 JL 54 71 

4 JFS 61 82 

5 JAM 71 82 

6 JKYS 67 84 

7 JS 67 82 

8 KAG 60 80 

9 LPH 54 81 

10 MAN 60 80 

 Total 605 803 

From othe otable oabove, oit ois 

oshown othat othe ocontrol ogroup 

othe ototal oscores oin othe opre-test 

ois o605 oand ohighest owas o71 

oAnd oit owas othe oworst o54. oThe 

ototal onumber oof opoints oin othe 

opost-test ois o803 oand ohighest 

owas o84 oand othe olowest owas 

o71. 

 

Table o12.oFrequency oof oStudents’ 

oSpeaking oPre- oTest oControl oGroup 

 
Score Frequency Percentage 

54 3 

stud

ents 

30% 

57 1 

ostu

10% 
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dent 

60 2 

ostu

dent 

20% 

61 1 

ostu

dent 

10% 

67 2 ostudent 20% 

71 1 

ostudents 

10% 

Total  o10 ostudents 100% 

From odata oabove, oit oshows othat 

othere owere o3 ostudents owho ogot 

oscore o54 o(30%); o1 ostudent ogot 

oscore o57 o(10%); o2 ostudents ogot 

oscore o60(20%); o1 ostudent ogot 

oscore o61(10%); o2 ostudents ogot 

oscore 

67(20%); o1 ostudent ogot oscore 

o71(10%). 

Table o13. oFrequency oof 

oStudents’ oSpeaking oPost- oTest 

oControl oGroup 

 
Score Frequency Percent

age 

71 1 ostudent 10% 

80 3 ostudents 30% 

81 2 ostudents 20% 

82 3 ostudents 30% 

84 1 ostudent 10% 

Total 10 ostudents 100% 

From othe odata oabove, oit oshows 

othat owere o1 ostudents owho ogot 

oscore o71 o(10%); o3 ostudents ogot 

oscore o80 o(30%); o2 ostudents 

owho ogot oscore o81 o(20%); o3 

ostudents owho ogot oscore o82 

o(30%); o1 ostudents 

who ogot oscore o84 o(10%). 

 

From othe odata oabove, owe 

ocan osee othat othere owas oactually 

osignificant odifferent obetween oPre- 

otest oand opost-test oin 

oExperimental oclass oand oPre-test 

oand opost-test oin ocontrol oclass. oIt 

oalso oshowed othe osignificant 

odifference oof othe ogain 

oexperimental oclass oand ocontrol 

oclass. 

A. Calculating othe oMean o(M) 

Based oon othe oresults oof othe 

oscore odata oobtained, othe 

ocomputer oprogram oSPSS o25 ois 

oused oto ocalculate othe oMean 

ovalue oas ofollows: 

 

Paired oSamples 

oStatistics 
 
Mean 

 
N 

Std. 
oDevia

tion 

Std. 
oErr

or 

oMe

an 

Pair 

o1 

pre_Ex 59.30 10 6.093 1.927 

post_Ex 75.40 10 4.624 1.462 

Pair 

o2 

Pre_cont 60.50 10 6.096 1.928 

Post_cont 80.30 10 3.498 1.106 

From othe odata otable oabove, oit 

oexplain othat opre-test oscore ofrom 

ocontrol oclass ohighest othan 

oexperimental oclass o(60.50 o> 

o59.30) oand opost otest oscore ofrom 

ocontrol oclass ohighest othan 

oexperimental oclass o(80.30 o> 

o75.40) owith o10 osamples o(N). 

A. Calculating oStandard 

oDeviation o(SD) 

Based oon othe o results oof othe 

o score odata oobtained, o the 

ocomputer o program oSPSS o 25 o is 

oused oto ocalculate othe oStandard 

oDeviation ovalue oas ofollows: 

Group 

oStatistics 
  

Class 

 

N 

 

Mea

n 

Std. 

oDe

viati

on 

Std. 

o

Er

ro
r 

o

M

ea
n 

experiment_

contr ool 

Eksperim

ent 

10 75.40 4.624 1.462 

Control 10 80.30 3.498 1.106 

Based oon odeviation otable 
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oabove, oit ostandard odeviation oof 

othe oexperimental oclass ois o4.624 

oand othe ostandard odeviation oof 

othe ocontrol oclass ois o3.498. 

oThese oresults oshow othe oamount 

oof ostandard oerror oin othe 

ospeaking oskills oof ostudents oafter 

ousing othe ostory otelling omodel oin 

oclass oVIII oSMP oSwasta oGKPI 

oPadang oBulan oMedan. 

B. Tests oof oNormality 

The onormality otest oof othe odata oin 

othis ostudy owas ocarried oout ousing 

oa oformula oKolmogorov-Smirnov 

oand oShapiro-Wilk owith oprocessing 

ousing othe oSPSS o25 oprogram. oThe 

oresults oof oprocessing othe onormality 

otest odata owere oas ofollows. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From the table above it is explain that the 

data is not normally distributed because 

the value of  

P < 0.001 which mean the value of p < α  

A. Test oof oHomogeneity 

After oknowing othe olevel oof 

onormally odata, othen oa otest 

ohomogeneity ois ouse oto oknow othe 

olevel oof osimilarity oof ovariances 

obetween othe otwo ogroups, ocontrol 

oand oexperimental ogroups. oThe 

oresearcher ocompared othe osig oon 

olevene ostatistic owith osig> o0,05. 

Test oof oHomogeneity oof oVariances 
Levene oStatistic d

f 

1 

d

f 

2 

Sig 

. 

pre_test Based oon oMean .045 1 18 .834 

Based oon oMedian .070 1 18 .795 

Based oon 

oMedian oand 

owith oadjusted odf 

.070 1 17.737 .795 

Based oon otrimmed 

omean 

.058 1 18 .812 

Based oon oMean 3.967 1 18 .062 

Based oon oMedian 3.032 1 18 .099 

Based oon oMedian 

oand owith oadjusted 

odf 

3.032 1 17.271 .099 

Based oon otrimmed 3.884 1 18 .064 

omean 

Based oon othe otest otable oof 

ohomogeneity oof ovariances oit 

ois oknown othat othe oPvalue oin 

olevene otest ois ogreater othan 

othe osignificance olevel owith 

othe ovalue oof oPvalue o> oα 

o(0,062 o> o0,05), oand othe odf 

ovalue oused ois o17. oSo othe 

ovalue oof ohomogeneity 

oindicates othat oboth ovariants 

oare onot ohomogeneity. 

 

DISCUSSION 

This oresearch otittle othe 

oeffect oof ostory otelling 

omethod oon ostudent’s ospeaking 

oskills ofor othe osecond ograde 

oof oSMP oSwasta oGKPI 

oPadang oBulan, oMedan oin 

oacademic oyear o2021/2022aims 

oto oknow othe oeffect oof ostory 

otelling omethod, otherefore, 

oresearchers odo oseveral ostep 

ostarting ofrom: 

1. Pre otest 

Pre-test ocan obe odefined oas oan 

oactivity oto otest othe olevel oof 

ostudent’s oknowledge oon 

omaterial othat owill oconvey 

oand obe otested owhile othe opre-

test ois oconducted oto odetermine 

othe oinitial oability oof ostudents. 

oTherefore, othe oresearchers 

oconducted othis opre-test obefore 

olearning oactivities oor obefore 

ostudents oare ogiven otreatment. 

oThe oquestion oinstrument owas 

oconsist oof o4 oquestions ofrom 

ousing ostory otelling omethod 

owith othe otopic omouse-deer 

oand ocrocodile. oThe ostudents 

ohad oto opay oattention oto othe 

ofive oaspects oused oin 

oassessment orelated oto othe 

ovocabulary, ogrammar, 

ocomprehension, ofluency, oand 

opronunciation. o While ofor othe 

oallocation otime o15 ominutes, 

owith othe onumber oof ostudents 

Table oTest oof oNormality 

 
Kolmogorov-Smirnova 

 

 
Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic Df Sig. Statistic Df Sig. 

experiment_control .276 

explai
n oth 

20 

at othe odata 

.000 

is onot 

onor 

.807 

mally odistri 

20 

buted 

obeca 

.001 

use othe 

ova 
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othat oattended othe oclass owas 

o10 ostudents. 

2. Treatment 

The oresearcher ogives othe 

otreatment oin ocontrol oand 

oexperiment oclass. oThe 

oresearchers oin othis otreatment othe 

oteachers ocome oto othe oclass oand 

oteach ospeaking oby ousing ostory 

otelling omethod. oThe oexperiment 

oand ocontrol ogroup oare ogiven 

osome omaterials owhich oconsisted 

o communicative oaspects othat owill 

obe otaught oby othe oteachers oin 

osame oways. oThe otreatment ois 

odone o1 omeeting. 

3. Post oTest 

After opretest, othe oresearcher 

oconducted oa opost otest oto osee othe 

ostudent’s oskills oafter ousing ostory 

otelling omethod, oit ocan obe oseen 

oresult othat othe ovalue oof ostudents 

oincreased. oThe oresearchers ogives oa 

ostory otitled omouse-deer oand 

ocrocodile othen ostudents ogiven otime 

oto oread oit oand olater othey owill oretell 

othe ostory owith otheir oown osentences. 

The ostudents ohave oto opay 

oattention oto othe ofive oaspect oused 

oin oassessment orelated oto ovocabulary, 

ogrammar, ocomprehension, o fluency, 

oand opronunciation. oAfter oseeing othe 

oaverage oof oexperimental oclass owas 

o75,4 owhile ocontrol oclass owas o80,3. 

oIt ocan oconcluded oin othe opost otest 

othe ocontrol oclass ohas ohigher oscore 

oexperimental oclass. 

4. The oeffect oof ostory otelling 

oon ostudent’s ospeaking 

oskills 

After opre-test oand opost otest ohas 

obeen odone oeven othough ohas osame 

omaterial, obut oit ocan obe oseen othat 

othe ouse oof ostory otelling omethod 

ogiven oaffect oon ostudents ospeaking 

oskills owith othe oresult othat othe 

ovalues oof ocontrol ogroup ohigher othan 

oexperimental ogroup. oThe omean 

oscore opre-test oof oexperimental oclass 

ois o59,30 owith othe ototal oscores owas 

o593, owhile othe omean oscore oof 

ocontrol ogroup o60,50 owith othe ototal 

oscores owas o605. 

Based oon ot-test oanalysis oby ousing 

oSPSS o25 oand oexcel o2007, oit ocan 

obe ocalculated owas o2,673, odegree oof 

ofreedom o17. oIn othe odegree oof 

ofreedom oof o17 owas ofound othat ot-

table owas o2,1 oand othe oresult oHo 

owas oaccepted. oFor ostudents, ostory 

otelling omethod ohelps otheir ospeaking 

obeside othat othey oalso oenjoy oand 

ocan olearn owherever oand owhatever 

othey owant. 

 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

CONCLUSION 

Based on results and discussion, 

Researcher in conclusion use of the 

storytelling method has an effect on the 

student speaking skills in the 

experimental class and the control class. 

According to the obtained data, the 

mean score of the control class is higher 

than experimental class, with the value 

of the control class 60.50 > 59.30 The 

average post-score of the control class 

is higher than that of the experimental 

class 80,30 > 75,40. 

From the t-test on SPSS 25 showing 

pre-test and post-test of data student`s 

speaking skills at SMP Swasta GKPI 

Padang Bulan, Medan, scores from 

0.062 & lt; 0.05. We know that the value 

of t-hitung is 2,673 while the t-table 

calculation with df of 17 is 2.1 which 

means 
t-hitung t-table p-value α 

 

> < 

 

(2,673)(2,1) (0,016)

 (0,05) 

 

So, HO was accepted and H1 was rejected 

 

SUGGESTION 

With regard to the research findings 

outlined above and the various limitations 
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the authors have in this study, in an 

attempt to provide motivation, 

enthusiasm, and serious attention to 

educators, educators, students and other 

researchers, Recommendations that can 

be enhanced from the results of this study 

are as follows: 

1. For teachers 

This is a research study that helps 

English teachers apply this method to 

the classroom. The researchers suggest 

that this method can enrich the teaching 

methods for teachers. In the learning 

process, a good teacher is a teacher who 

knows how to create a happy learning 

atmosphere, creating conditions for 

students to be comfortable and interested 

in these activities in order to make 

learning take place smoothly and 

effectively, exactly for the purpose set 

out. 

2. For the students 

The researcher hopes that students 

can use the story telling method on 

students` speaking skills and have an 

effect on students' speaking skills by 

using this method. Students must be 

confident to speak English to their 

teachers and friends. Students must also 

play an active role in the learning 

process, and dare to express ideas, 

especially in speaking. 

3. Other researchers 

The researcher suggests that other 

researchers interested in the same field 

continue this research. 
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