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Abstract 

The objective of this articles was to find out whether or not the use of students personal experience method 

improve writing ability of the eight grade students at SMP Negeri 3 Baranti. This research used pre-

experimental method.  The population of this research was three classes of the eight grade students at SMP 

Negeri 3 Baranti in academic year 2017/2018 with the total population were 61 students.  The sample of this 

research was VIII. a  (21 students).  This sample was taken by simple random sampling technique.  This research 

applied student personal experience (SPE) method.  This research applied one kinds of instruments was writing 

test.The researcher found that by using student personal experience (SPE) method in teaching writing, it could 

improve the writing ability of the eight grade students at SMP Negeri 3 Baranti.  It was proved by P-Value was 

lower than α (0,000<0,05).  So, the researcher stated that H0 was rejected and H1 was accepted. Based on the 

data analysis, the researcher concluded that student personal experience (SPE) method was effective in 

improving students’ writing ability at SMP Negeri 3 Baranti.  
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Abstrak 

Artikel ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui apakah penggunaan metode pengalaman pribadi siswa dapat 

meningkatkan kemampuan menulis siswa kelas VIII SMP Negeri 3 Baranti. Penelitian ini menggunakan metode 

pra-eksperimental. Populasi dalam penelitian ini adalah siswa kelas VIII SMP Negeri 3 Baranti tahun pelajaran 

2017/2018 sebanyak tiga kelas dengan jumlah populasi 61 siswa. Sampel penelitian ini adalah VIII. a (21 

siswa). Sampel ini diambil dengan teknik simple random sampling. Penelitian ini menggunakan metode Student 

Personal Experience (SPE). Penelitian ini menggunakan salah satu jenis instrumen yaitu tes menulis. Peneliti 

menemukan bahwa dengan menggunakan metode Student Personal Experience (SPE) dalam pembelajaran 

menulis dapat meningkatkan kemampuan menulis siswa kelas VIII SMP Negeri 3 Baranti. Hal ini dibuktikan 

dengan P-Value lebih kecil dari (0,000<0,05). Jadi peneliti menyatakan bahwa H0 ditolak dan H1 diterima. 

Berdasarkan analisis data, peneliti menyimpulkan bahwa metode Student Personal Experience (SPE) efektif 

dalam meningkatkan kemampuan menulis siswa di SMP Negeri 3 Baranti. 

Kata Kunci: Keterampilan menulis, teks naratif, tenses, pengalaman pribadi siswa dan kosa kata 
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INTRODUCTION 

Writing is one of the language skills that 

play an important role in human 

communication. The most important of 

writing is coming to be more and more 

recognized. It is the written mark that links 

with the outside world is formed. 

There is no doubt that English writing is 

important as the other three-language skills. 

The ability to write is frequently demanded 

in many occasions in our life.  For many 

reasons writing skill is crucial to most 

people.  

Harmer (1989: 16) stated that listening 

and reading skills are regarded as receptive 

skill while Speaking and writing skills are 

considered to be productive skills. From 

those basic skills, writing skill seems to be 

the most difficult skill. Many researchers 

have found that writing skill is still 

complicated for students. The problem that 

faced by the students are correlated with 

grammar and vocabulary. 

Writing is crucial mean of human 

communication. It is used to communicate 

with other people in society and to express 

our feeling and opinions. Writing means of 

both communication and self expression. 

The students are expected to be able to 

communicate. The ability to communicate is 

the ability to understand and produce 

discourse of which it can be realized in four 

language skills, namely listening, speaking, 

reading, and writing. Moreover those four 

skills should be applied in real life. Hence, 

English subject needs to develop those skills. 

In order that, the students are able to 

communicate and make discourse in English 

language in certain literacy level. 

Kagan (1994:211) said that an interview 

was defined as a cooperative learning 

technique which able and motivated 

members of the class to acquire certain 

concept or information deeply from the 

public as respondents. It was an adaptable 

process in the classroom. The aimed of this 

technique was to gather students in a 

conversation for analysis purpose and new 

information before do writing. 

Robert Lado (1988:205) said that 

―writing skill is neither acquired totally out 

of awareness nor learned totally consciously; 

it develops through conscious insight and 

rule formulation along with experience.‖  

Many students think writing is very 

difficult to do or to learn because there are 

many elements that they are must mastery 

such us, vocabulary, grammar, organization, 

spelling and punctuation. But the based 

problem for Indonesian student is English as 

foreign language is very different from their 

native language. So , the difficulty is not 

only in generating and organizing ideas, but 

also in translating their ideas into a text. 

Among the four language skill taught in 

schools, writing is the most difficult skill to 

learn. It needs specialized skill that includes 

the ability to express the writer‘s opinions or 

thought clearly and efficiently. These 

abilities can be achieved only if a learner 

masters some techniques of writing such as 

how to obtain ideas about what s/he will 

write on, how to express them in a sequence 

of sentences, how to organize them 

chronologically and coherently, and how to 

review and then to revise the composition 

until the writing is well built.  (Ratnasari, 

2004). The skill is even more complex due 

to its ―distancing‖ characteristic (Samuel, 

1989, P.1). That is the writer is required to 

be able to balance between that can be 

assumed to be audience‘s private 

background knowledge of communicative 

intent of text and the audience ability to 

make inferences, which depends on both 

knowledge of language and knowledge of 

the real world. The complicated process that 

a learner should go through must be learned. 

Because of the difficulties of writing, 

teacher should give more attention to teach 

writing skill to improve the students‘ skill in 

writing. At least, the learner can write simple 

or basic text. One of the way of 

improving  the students‘ attention in writing 

is using technique. One kind of useful 
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technique in teaching process is know want 

to learned method have fun enough to 

improve ability an interest to writing is 

Quantum Writing. Quantum Writing is a 

technique to improve yours‘ writing skill, 

Based on the issues above, then the 

researcher will conduct research by title 

"The Use of Student Personal Experience 

(SPE) Method in Narrative Text to Improve 

Students Writing Skill at eight graders 

students of SMP Negeri 3 Baranti in the 

school year 2017/2018". By using this kind 

of method, students will consider that it is 

easier to write or produce narrative text. this 

method will make the students easier in 

writing because they will tell their own 

personal experiences so that they will write a 

systematic narrative text. They will not be 

confused about how they will produce their 

own narrative text. 

 

METHODS 

Research Design 

The design of this research used pre- 

experimental with one group pre test, 

treatment and post test design to know the 

students ability in writing (Gay et al., 2006: 

257).  

Figure 3.1: Research design  
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Treatme

nt 

                  

Post-test 
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O1 
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O2 

 

Where: 

N : Sample 

O1 : Pre-test 

O2 : Post-test 

X : The treatment  

 

Variable Design and Operational 

Definitions 

2.2.1. Research Variables 

  In this research, there were two 

kinds variable namely, the dependent 

variable and the independent variable. The 

dependent variable was students‘ writing 

ability improvement. The independent 

variable was the implementation of the 

Student Personal Experience (SPE) method. 

The paradigm design of the variables was 

revealed in figure 3.2 below: 

 

          

 

 

Variable Design 

Where: 

X : The effectiveness of Student 

Personal Experience (SPE) methode 

Y : The student‘s writing ability  

 

Operational Definitions 

To make clear the variables in this 

research, the researcher describes the 

operational definition as follows: 

a. Student Personal Experience was a 

personal experience that has been 

experienced by every student when in this 

method they will be asked to write their 

experience in the form of narrative text. 

b. The writing skill was the students‘ 

achievement to write Narrative text that 

consists of five components of writing 

namely content, organization, vocabulary, 

language use, and mechanics in narrative 

writing.  

 

Population and Sample 

Population  

The population in this research was the 

eight graders students of SMP Negeri 3 

Baranti in the academic year 2017/2018. It 

consists of  3 classes and the classes are 

classified based on the students‘ registration 

number when they registered to enter the 

school. Class VIII.A consists of 21 students, 

class VIII.B consists of 20 students, class 

VIII.C consists of 20 students, and. So the 

total number of population class VII was  61 

students. 

 Table 3.1 : Population of the Research 

No Cla

ss 

Population 

1 VIIIA 21 

Y X 
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2 VIIIB 20 

3. VIIIC 20 

         Total 61 

              Source : Document of SMP 

Negeri 3 Baranti 

 

Sample 

Based on the population above, to get 

valid data, the researcher use cluster 

sampling technique that one class of the 

eight graders students of SMP Negeri 3 

Baranti. The researcher selects VIII.A 

consist of 21 students. So the number of 

sample that has been used by the researcher 

were 21 students. 

 

Instrument of the  Research 

To collect the data, the researcher gave 

writing test as the instrument. The test 

applied for pre test and post test. The pretest 

aimed at finding out the prior writing ability 

of the students while post test aims at 

finding out the students‘ writing ability after 

treatment was given. This activity was also 

intended to find out whether or not the 

students writing ability kep holding of the 

materials after the treatment. 

 

Procedure of Collecting Data 

The procedure of collecting data in this 

research involved the following: 

Writing Test 

a. Pre-test 

 Pre-test is given in conduct 

treatment at the first meeting by the 

following procedure: 

1) The researcher introduced 

himself first and explain what the students 

activity and distribute the writing test to the 

students, to know the students‘ skill in 

writing before treatment. 

2) The researcher gave score 

to the students‘ result test. 

b. Post-test 

1)  After giving the treatment, the 

students were given writing test. The test are 

same with the pre-test and the topics were 

same. 

2) The 

researcher gave score to the students‘ result 

test. 

 

Treatment 

After gave a pre test, the researcher give 

the treatment to the students. The treatment 

through Student Personal Experience (SPE) 

method. 

To collect the data, the researcher has 

bee used the test as an instrument. Before 

gave the test, the researcher gave the 

treatment.  In this case the researcher gave 

the students one of describe of thing as a 

treatment in teaching writing. By doing 

treatment, the researcher want to know the 

students‘ writing skill after teaching through 

Student Personal Experience (SPE) method. 

The procedure when the researcher 

collect the data in this study by giving 

treatment and the test to the students as 

follows: 

a. In the first meeting, the researcher 

introduces the writing narrative text include: 

definition, linguistic features, generic 

structure, step and what thing could be 

enclosed in our writing. And then, instructed 

the students to wrote writing a narrative text 

through Student Personal Experience (SPE) 

method with theme ― My Unforgetable 

Moment‖. 

b. In the second meeting, the researcher 

invites the other theme ‗My School‘‘. And 

then asked the students to compose writing 

narrative based on the instruction which has 

been gaven. 

c. In the third meeting, the researcher 

give the theme ―My Holiday‘‘ and ask the 

students again to try to wrote a narrative text 

through the Student Personal Experience 

(SPE) method based on the instruction that 

were given. 

d. In the fourth meeting,  the researcher 

gave the theme about ‗My Old Friend‘‘. The 

students have to compose the Student 

Personal Experience (SPE) method and give 

them examples. 
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The researcher used audiobook in 

teaching writing every meeting or each 

material with time allocation is 90 minutes 

(2 x 45 minutes). The steps in teaching 

writing by using Student Personal 

Experience (SPE) method: 

a. The researcher gave greeting for the 

students and pray. 

b. The researcher check the name list of 

students in class. 

c. The researcher gave a motivation  to 

each  student before teaching the material. 

d. The researcher introduced Student 

Personal Experience (SPE) method in 

teaching writing to use difference simple 

instruction for each meeting. 

e. The researcher gave the simple 

instruction to the students to wrote a text. 

f. The researcher gave example about 

the material. 

g. The researcher gave chance taught 

student to ask for unclearly material. 

h. The researcher instruction the 

students to wrote a text based on the theme. 

i. Scoring the result of the students. 

 

Technique of Data Analysis 

The data are collected in line with 

instrument and analyze quantitatively by 

using the procedures as follows : 

Writing Test 

a. Scoring the result of the students 

In analysis the data collects through 

writing skill, the researcher used the 

following techniques.  

In this researcher, the data were collected  

after giving instruments of collecting data 

the respondents ( students ). The data were 

analysis through quantitative analysis. To 

get the score, the researcher uses scoring 

scale which includes the content, 

organization, vocabulary, language use, and 

mechanics on the students‘ pieces of writing. 

The data was analyzes by employing the 

following procedures. Scoring the result of 

the students 

Table 3.2 Assessing the components of 

writing through scoring rubric. 

Content 

30 – 27 

 

26 – 22 

 

21 – 17 

 

16 – 13 

 

EXCELLENT TO VERY 

GOOD: knowledgeable – 

substantive – etc. 

GOOD TO AVERAGE: 

some knowledge of subject – 

adequate range – etc. 

FAIR TO POOR: limited 

knowledge of subject – little 

substance – etc. 

VERY POOR: does not 

show knowledge of subject – 

non-substantive – etc. 

Organization 

20 – 18 

 

17 – 14 

 

13 – 10 

 

9 – 7 

EXCELLENT TO VERY 

GOOD: fluent expression – 

ideas clearly stated – etc. 

GOOD TO AVERAGE: 

somewhat choppy – loosely 

organized but main ideas 

stand out – etc. 

FAIR TO POOR: non-

fluent – ideas confused or 

disconnected – etc. 

VERY POOR: does not 

communicate – no 

organization – etc. 

Vocabulary 

20 – 18 

 

17 – 14 

 

 

13 – 10 

 

 

9 – 7 

EXCELLENT TO VERY 

GOOD: sophisticated range – 

effective word/idiom choice 

and usage – etc. 

GOOD TO AVERAGE: 

adequate range – occasional 

errors of word/idiom form, 

choice, usage but meaning not 

obscured. 

FAIR TO POOR: limited 

range – frequent errors of 

word/idiom form, choice, 

usage – etc. 

VERY POOR: essentially 

translation – little knowledge 

of English vocabulary. 

Language Use 

25 – 22 

 

21 – 19 

EXCELLENT TO VERY 

GOOD: effective complex 

constructions – etc. 
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17 – 11 

 

10 – 5 

 

GOOD TO AVERAGE: 

effective but simple 

construction – etc. 

FAIR TO POOR: major 

problems in simple/complex 

constructions – etc. 

VERY POOR: virtually 

no mastery of sentence 

construction rules – etc. 

Mechanics 

5 

 

4 

 

3 

 

2 

EXCELLENT TO VERY 

GOOD: demonstrates mastery 

of conventions – etc.  

GOOD TO AVERAGE: 

occasional errors of spelling, 

punctuation – etc. 

FAIR TO POOR: frequent 

errors of spelling, 

punctuation, capitalization – 

etc. 

VERY POOR: no mastery 

of conventions – dominated 

by errors of spelling, 

punctuation, capitalization, 

paragraphing – etc. 

 

Calculating the students‘ score 

 Students‘ score 

n =                                     X100                   

Score maximum 

 

Where : 

n = final students‘ score 

(Source: Depdiknas) 

b. Classifying the score of the 

students 

The data were classified into five 

classifications by referring the scoring 

system as follows: 

 

Table 3.3  Scoring classification of 

writing 

No. 
Classifica

tion 
Score 

1. Very good 86 -100 

2. Good 71 – 85 

3. Average 56 –70 

           

4. 

          

Poor 
            41 – 55 

           

5. 

             

Very poor  
0  – 40 

     (Depdiknas, 2006:38) 

Below were the classification, score, and 

criteria of the components (content, 

organization, vocabulary, language use, and 

mechanics). 

c. Calculating the mean score, standard 

deviation, frequency table, and the value of 

t-test to identify the difference between 

pretest and posttest by using inferential 

analysis in SPSS 21.0 program for windows 
evaluation version. 

d. To test the hypothesis, the researcher 

will obtain t-test at level of significance α = 

0.05 or non independent sample and 

compared it with the result of the P-Value of 

the data. 

 

The criteria of testing hypothesis are:  

a) If p-value > 0,05, HO is accepted, H1 

is rejected. It means that there was no 

significance difference after and before the 

students got treatment by using Student 

Personal Experience (SPE)  Method. 

b) If p-value   0,05, HO is rejected, H1 

is accepted. It means that there was a 

significance difference after and before the 

students got treatment by using Student 

Personal Experience (SPE)  Method. 

 

RESULTS AND DISSCUSSION 

Results 

This section deals with the presentation 

of students‘ achievement in writing 

consisted into five parts Heaton, 

Organization, Vocabulary, Language Use 

and Mechanics (Heaton:1989). 

Students’ Writing Ability 

a. Scoring classication of students‘ test. 

Before and after giving test, the 

researcher analyzed  the students‘ eriting 

score  (pre-test and post-test). 
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No Classif

ication 

Score Pre

-test 

Pos

t-test 

   F             % F                

%                  

1 Very 

Good 

86 – 

100 

0              

0 

2                 

9,52 

2 Good 71 – 

85 

0              

0 

13               

61,91 

3 Averag

e 

56 – 

70 

5             

23,81 

4                 

19,05 

4 Poor 41 – 

55 

16           

76,19 

2                 

9,52 

5 Very 

Poor 

< 

41  

0              

0           

       

0                 

0 

 Total  21           

100 

   

21               

100 

 

    

        Table 4.1 shows that the students‘ 

score in (pre-test) most of them are in poor 

category, 16 (76,19 %) students are 

classified into poor, 5 (23,81 %) students are 

classified into average. There are not any 

students classified into very good and very 

poor. While test result of (post-test) most of 

them are in good category, 2 (9,52 %) 

students is classified into very good, 13 

(61,91 %) students are classified  into good, 

4 (19,05%) atudents are classified into 

average, 2 (9,52%) students are classified 

into poor and there are not student classified 

into very poor category. It means that the 

students ability in writing had been improve 

because most of the students score is 

increase. It shows that the students writing 

ability was higher after learning by student 

personal experience method. 

 

b. The mean score and standart 

deviation of the students‘ test result 

       In this part, the discussion deals with 

the argument of the difference of VIIIa in 

pre-test and psot-test was significantly 

different. The findings of test were presented 

in the following table. 

Table 4.2 The Mean Score and Standart 

Deviation of The Students‘ Test. 

 

Class 

XI IPA 1 

M

ean 

Score 

Standar

d 

deviatio

n 

PRE-

TEST 

49

,33 

6

,7

5 

POST

-TEST 

72

,24 

1

0,

64 

 

 Based on the tbale above that the mean 

score of class VIIIa pre-test and post-test is 

different. The mean score of pre-test 49,33 

was categorized as poor category and post-

test 72,24 was categorized as good category. 

The mean score of post-test was higher  than 

pre-test (72,24>49,33). The standard  

deviation of pre-test is 6,75 and standart 

deviation of post-test is 10,64. It meant there 

was a significant different between students‘ 

pre-test and post-test. To prove it, the 

researcher applied one sample t-test analysis 

using SPSS version 21.0 for windows 

Evaluation Version shown in table below. 

c. Probablity Value  

In order to know whether or not the 

mean difference between pre-test and post-

test was statically significant at the level of 

significant 5% (0,00). The result of 

calculation was shown as follow : 

Table 4.3 The t-test Value of Students‘ 

Test 

                                      

Α 

P-Value 

0,05 0,000 

 

               Based on the statistic test in 

asymptotic significant (paired-sample) 

column, in relation to the finding of test, the 

P-Value was lower than α (0,000<0,05). 

This meant that H0 was rejected and H1 was 

accepted. It meant that teaching writing 

through Student Personal Experience (SPE) 
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method has good the effect to the students‘s 

writing ability. 

 

DISCUSSION 

             Based on data above, it showed 

that the applied of Student Personal 

Experience (SPE) method could improve 

students‘ writing ability of SMP N 3 Baranti. 

  The description of the data 

collected through the test as explain in the 

previous section showed that the students 

ability in writing improve significantly. It 

was supported by the mean score of the 

students‘ test in class VIIIa (post-test). The 

mean score of post-test was 72,24 was 

higher than pre-test score was 49,33. The 

data in previous section showed that 

applying Student Personal Experience (SPE) 

method in teaching writing was more 

effective than did not use Student Personal 

Experience (SPE) method. It was supported 

by the difference mean score of pre-test and 

post-test. 

  In the other side, based on the 

result of data analysis in table 4.3 in test of 

probably value, the researcher found that the 

p-value was lower than α (0,000<0,05). This 

meant that H0 was rejected and H1 was 

accepted. It showed that teaching writing 

through Personal Experience (SPE) method 

had good effect to the students‘ writing 

ability. 

  Regarding to the explanation 

above, the researcher also found that the 

highest score in each component was 

comprehensibility and accuracy and the 

lowest score was word choice. 

  Based on the students‘ result 

obtain and state in findings above, the 

researcher use t-test in inferential  statistic 

through SPSS version 21.0 program to test  

the hypothesis. In other words, there was an 

improvement on the students‘ writing ability 

after applying Personal Experience (SPE) 

method at SMP Negeri 3 Baranti. 

 

 

 

CONCLUSION 

 Student Personal Experience (SPE) 

method was effective in improving students‘ 

speaking ability of eight grade students of 

SMP Negeri 3 Baranti in academic year 

2017/2018. It was proved by p-value  was 

lower than the α (0,000<0,05). So, the 

researcher stated that H0 was rejected and H1 

was accepted. It means that by using Student 

Personal Experience (SPE) method in 

teaching writing, it could improve the 

students‘ writing ability of the eight grade 

students at SMP Negeri 3 Baranti. 

So, the researcher concluded that Student 

Personal Experience (SPE) method was 

effective in improving students‘ writing 

ability of eight grade students of SMP 

Negeri 3 Baranti in academic year 

2017/2018. 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

Alhamdulillahi Rabbil Alaamiin, without 

the blessing of the Almighty Allah SWT, the 

researcher could not finish this writing.  His 

realized that this Thesis could have never 

been completed without the assistance of a 

number of people.  Therefore, His would 

like to acknowledge them and His does not 

forget to send love and peace to beloved 

prophet Muhammad saw, his families and 

true followers of Islam. The researcher 

realizes that this thesis could have never 

been completed without the assistance of a 

number of people.  Therefore, the researcher 

would like to acknowledge them, they are: 

(1)The management of Muhammadiyah 

Sidrap as the founder of college, (2) Dr. H. 

Aminuddin Mamma, M.Ag. as the head of 

Sekolah Tinggi Keguruan dan Ilmu 

Pendidikan (STKIP) Muhammadiyah 

Sidenreng Rappang.(3) Andi Sadapotto, 

S.Pd., M.Hum. as the head of English 

Education Program. (4) Dr. Hj. Geminastiti 

Sakkir, S.Pd., M.Pd. and Dr. Hj. Nuraini K, 

M.Pd. as supervisor for her/his guidance, 

suggestion, correction, patience, willingness 

to assist and their wisdom during the writing 

of this thesis. (5) All lecturer and staff of 



 
INTEGRATING PERSONAL EXPERIENCE (PE) METHOD IN NARRATIVE TEXT: WRITING 

APPROACH 

 (Sam Hermansyah, Andi Sadapotto, Muhammad Hanafi, Nadirah, Restia Wati Angreni) 

155 

 

STKIP Muhammadiyah Sidenreng Rappang 

for their guidance for his study and facilitate 

him with good service.(6) Special thanks to 

headmaster of SMP Negeri 3 Baranti for his 

permission to the researcher in doing the 

research in that school. (7) His deepest 

thanks to all students of VIII.a of SMP 

Negeri 3 Baranti who spend their time for 

being sample of this research. (8) Many 

thanks also for his best friends, all of 

member English Student Association and to 

his classmates in English Education Program 

of STKIP Muhammadiyah Sidenreng 

Rappang who also have given their help, 

motivation and support. (9) His deepest 

thanks are to Riska Miranti S.Pd and Jasman 

Landa S.Pd for their guidance, motivation 

and for all.(11) The great expression of the 

researcher‘s gratitude is addressed to my 

father Hasan and my mother Nawira, 

Hasnawati (elder sister), Munir S.Pd (elder 

brother), Hasnani (younger sister), M. Akbar 

(younger brother), Anwar (younger brother) 

for their love, supports and prayer in 

finishing this thesis 

 Finally, He given his deepest 

appreciation to everybody that has been a 

part of his life but he failed to mention.  

Hopefully, this thesis will be useful for the 

reader. May the Almighty Allah swt. bless 

us now and forever. 

 

 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
Arikunto, Prajoko, 2008. Application of 

Quantum Writing Method toward Insya 

Subject at Madrasah Tsanawiyah Pabelan 

Magelang. On 2008 Digital Library UIN 

Sunan Kalijaga Yogyakarta. 

Gunersel, et all. (2009) Improvement in Writing 

and Reviewing Skill with Calibrated Peer 

ReviewTM. International Journal for the 

Scholarship of Teaching and Learning. 

Gay, L. R.,Geofrey E. Mills, Peter Airasian. 

2006. Educational Research :  

Competences for analysis and Aplications 

- Eight Edition. Ohio : Pearson Merrill 

Prentice 

Harmer, J. The practice of English Language 

Teaching, New York: Longman,  2007. 

Hornby. A.S . 1995. Oxpord Advanced 

Learner’s Dictionary of Current English. 

Great Britain. Oxpord University Press. 

http://olc.spsd.sk.ca/De/PD/instr/storymap

ping/index.html accessed on 4 April 2014 

J.B HeaLton. 1991. Writing English Language 

Tests. New edition. Longman handbooks 

Hall 

Kagan.1994. An Introduction of Method to 

English Learning and Teaching‖. 

England: Pearson Education Limited 

Lado, Robert. 1988. Teaching English Across 

Cultures. Singapore: Kim Hup Lee 

Printing Co Pte Ltd 

Nata, Aly (Online), 2018. Definition of Students 

Personal Experience. On 15 November 

2017, 23.20 p.m. 

Nikolov Marianne et.al. 2010. The relationship 

between reading skills in early English as 

a foreign language and Hungarian as a 

first language. International JouNrnikaol 

loofv B&ili nCgsuaapliós:m. 

Rahman, Kaharuddin. 2015. Improving Writing 

Ability By Using Photograph at the Tenth 

Grade Students of SMA Negeri 1 Panca 

Rijang. S1. Unpublished : STKIP 

Muhammadiyah Sidrap. 

Sarwar1 Muhammad et. Al. 2014. Assessing 

English speaking skills of Prospective 

Teachers at entry and graduation level in 

teacher Education program. language 

testing in Asia.  

Shaarawy1Hanaa Youssef,. 2014 The Effect of 

Journal Writing on Students‘ Cognitive 

Critical Thinking Skills. A Quasi-

Experimental Research on an English as a 

Foreign 

Sinaga et al, 2015. The Effectiveness of 

Scaffolding Design in  Training Writing 

Skills Physics Teaching Materials. 

International Journal of Instruction. 

Sugiyono, 2010.MetodePenelitianPendidikan: 

Pendekatan Kuantitatif, Kualitatif, dan R 

& D, Bandung: Alfabeta. 

Yigzaw Abiy. 2013. High School Students‘ 

Writing Skills and their English Language 

Proficiency as Predictors of their English 

Language Writing Performance. 

international journal. 

http://olc.spsd.sk.ca/De/PD/instr/storymapping/index.html
http://olc.spsd.sk.ca/De/PD/instr/storymapping/index.html

