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ABSTRACT

The objective of this research is to find out whether or not the application of Imaginary Conversation can improve the speaking skill of the eleventh grade students at SMAN 1 Kasimbar. The researcher applies a quasi-experimental research design. The population of this research is the eleventh grade students. The sample of the research is taken by applying cluster sampling technique. The choosen samples are XI IPA 1 as the experimental group and XI IPA 2 as the control group. The instrument of collecting research data is test (pre-test and post-test). The pre-test is administered on August 4th2016 and the post-test is done December 6th 2016. In analyzing the data, the researcher counted the mean score. The mean of post-test of experimental group is 75.26, while the post-test of the control group is 58.85. These show the significant difference of both group. That is 16.41. It means that the Imaginary Conversation is proven to be effective in improving speaking skill of the students. To interprete the data, the researcher used 0.05 level of significance and 61 degree of freedom (df). The results of the analysis shows that tobs is 4.002 and ttable is 1.999. The results of the data analysis indicate that the tobs is higher than ttable, and the hypothesis is accepted. In conclusion, the application of Imaginary Conversation improves the speaking skills.
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INTRODUCTION


Speaking is a communication tool to enhance human’s life in the society. Speaking has important role for human being. In order to make people understand what we think, we can deliver our ideas through speaking. Jones (1989:14) defines, “speaking is a form of communication, so it is important that what you say is conveyed in the most effective way. How to say something can be as important as what you say in getting meaning across.” Base on that opinion, speaking is realized as communication, therefore, speakers are required to be able to express what they want to say as effectively as possible in order to convey the message. Speaking should get the attention from speakers and listeners because it plays the important role in our society. Meanwhile, “There are some reasons for speaking involved expressing ideas and opinions: expressing a wish or a desire to do something; negotiating and/or solving a particular problem; or establishing and maintaining social relationships and friendships. Besides, fluency, accuracy and confidence are important goal in speaking” (Donough and Shaw, 2003:134).


There are some types of speaking. Brown (2007: 327) describes six categories of speaking skill area. They are imitative, intensive, responsive, transactional (dialogue) , interpersonal (dialogue),  and extensive (monologue). And also there are some speaking component. Speaking has several components which support speaking itself. They are accuracy, fluency and comprehensibility which have to be mastered by the students in order to make them easy in practicing the language. The three items of speaking component have the strong relationship. Each item support other components. The idea or message can be delivered well, if the speaker can complete all of them.

In speaking, the students are emphasized to master short transactional and interpersonal conversation, oral simple short functional text, and simple short monolog. If it is fail, the teaching and learning activity does not achieve the learning objective. Therefore, the teacher should provide the appropriate methods or techniques to make the students interested to learn English especially to practice speaking English.
Subsequently, the reseacher conducted preliminary observation and interview in about teaching and learning speaking at the school. Based on the preliminary observation and interview, the reseacher found some problems. Most of the students have limited vocabulary; most of the students are still clumsy in speaking, they just speak when the teacher ask them; and the students are not enthusiastic and not courage enough to involve in the speaking learning process. Therefore, they need an attractive technique to stimulate them to speak English. However, there are many methods to improve students’ speaking skill. The reseacher considered that is necessary to find out an alternative way to create suitable and interesting method related to students’ condition. 
In relation to the problem stated previously, the researcher interested to apply Imaginary Conversation to improve their speaking. Imaginary conversation is one of the teaching model which involves fantasy or imagination to be some else or to be ourselves in spesific situation for a while. In applying Imaginary Conversation, the students are given imaginary situation, completed with very clear instruction, accompanied with supporting music and arrangement of the classroom or setting of the class based on the role play they have to play.It considered that this method is practiced to overcome students’ problem and can raise the students’ motivation in conducting speaking activity.
There are some advantages using Imaginary Conversation. According to Nurbaity (2005), the educational advantages of using Imaginary Conversation in teaching are Imaginary Conversation helps the students to develop an idea or opinion, Imaginary Conversation helps the students to develop their language creativity, Imaginary Conversation helps the students feel confidence and Imaginary Conversation develops love learning
Imaginary Conversation is expected to be able to solve the students speaking problem, because this model encourages students to feel free in expressing the ideas responsibly and interpersonally. It might help them to solve their problem in speaking. Furthermore, this strategy was different from the one that the teacher usually uses the one that the teacher usually uses. Therefore, the students might feel interested in learning English especially in speaking skill learning. 
Based on the explanation above, the researcher formulated a research question as follows: “Can the use of Imaginary Conversation improve the speaking skill of the eleventh grade students at SMAN 1 Kasimbar?”

METHODOLOGY

In this research, the researcher employs the quasi experimental design, non-equivalent (pre test and post test) control-group design. Creswell (2009:160) asserts, “the experimental group A and the control group B are selected without random assignment. Both group take a pre-test and post-test. Only the experimental group received the treatment.”. In other words, both experimental and control group are given the same test. However, the experimental group is taught the independent variable of this research. The researcher uses the Imaginary Conversation as the technique, while the control group are not taught with the same technique. It is applied the Lecture Method . The research design uses Creswell’s model (2009:161) as follows:
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Population is considered as a research subject. Neuman (2014:247) defines that, “Population is a large group of many cases from which a researcher draws a sample and to which results from a sample are generalized.” It means that population is the subject of the research that has been analyzed by the research. The population of this research is the eleventh grade students. The eleventh grade students were divided into 6 classes. The number of population was1 90 students.
Cohen et al state: “The smaller group or subset is the sample.” Sample is taken from the number of population. In taking this sample, the researcher applied cluster sampling. Because the students in the school where the researcher conducted the research are divided into six classes and the class required the same ability in each class, so the researcher chooses 2 classes. One class is as the experimental group and the other one is as the control group. The researcher wrote the name of the classes in pieces of paper and than he rolled it. After that he took two pieces of paper, the first piece was as the experimental group. It was XI IPA 1 and the second piece was as the control group. It was XI IPA 2. 
Variables can be classified as independent and dependent variables. Hatch and Farhady (1982:15) define, “Independent variable is the major variable which you hope to investigate. It is variable which is selected, manipulated, and measured by the researcher, on the other hand, dependent variable is the variable which you observe and measure to determine the effect of the independent variable.” Related the topic, the researcher used two variables: dependent and independent. Dependent variable is the variable depends on the other factors. The dependent variable is speaking skill of the eleventh grade student, while the independent variable is the variable stands alone and not changed by the other variables. Independent variable also called as manipulated variable or controlled variable. It is Imaginary Conversation.
In conducting the research, the researcher only used test as the main instrument that include pre-test and post-test. Pre-test was conducted before the treatment, and post-test was given after treatment. The researcher got the data after conducting the test. And the technique of data collection is tests. The test instrument covered pre-test and post-test and they were recorded.
The first step of this research is doing the pre-test to get the basic information of sample knowledge in speaking English. They are given the situation and than make the conversation with their own partner. And the result is computed by researcher in number. 
After giving the pre-test to the students, the researcher gave the treatment to the students especially in experimental group for eight times. The researcher taught the speaking skill through Imaginary Conversation. The material is about the daily expression, they are expressing surprise, offering advice and asking for advice, asking and giving permission, expressing relief, expressing pain, expressing  of pleasure, expressing of scare and asking and giving opinion. At the end of meeting, the researcher conducted the post-test to know the students achievement after got the treatment.
In analyzing the score for each student, the researcher used the scoring procedure. He counted the scores using the scoring rubric by Heaton (1990:100) as follows:

Table 1. Scoring Rubric of Fluency and Comprehensibility
	Rating
	Fluency
	Comprehensibility

	6
	Speaks without too great an effort with wide range of expression. Search for word occasionally but only one or two unnatural pauses.
	Easy for the listener to understand the speaker’s intention and general meaning. Very view interruptions or clarification.

	5
	Has to make an effort with at times to search for words. Nevertheless, smooth delivery and only view unnatural pauses.
	The speaker’s intention and general meaning are fairly clear. A few interruptions by the listener for the sake of clarification are necessary.

	4
	Although he has to make an effort and search for words, there are not too may unnatural pauses. Fairly smooth delivery. Mostly, occasionally fragmentary but success in conveying the general meaning. Fair range of expression.
	Most of what the speaker’s say is easy to follow. His intention is always clear but several interruptions are necessary to help him to convey or to seek clarification.

	3
	Has to make an effort for most of times. Has to search for the desired meaning. Rather halting delivery and fragmentary. Range of expression often.
	The listener can understand a lot of what is said, but he must constantly seek clarification. Cannot understand many of the speaker’s more complex or longer sentences

	2
	Long pauses while he searches for the desired meaning. Frequently fragmentary and halting delivery. Almost gives up making the effort at times. Limited range of expression.
	Only small bits (usually short sentences and phrases) can be understood and then with the considerable effort by someone who is used to listening the speaker.

	1
	Full of long and unnatural pause. Very halting and fragmentary delivery. At times give up making effort. Very limited range expression.
	Hardly anything of what is said can be understood. Even when the listener makes a great effort or interrupts, the speaker is unable to clarify anything he seems to have said.


Adapted from Heaton(1990:100)
In this research, the researcher limited the scoring until 3 rating. It based on the situation and condition of the students.

Firstly, the researcher computed the individual score to analyze the gained data by using formula recommended by Arikunto (2006:276). After obtaining the individual score, the researcher counted students’ mean score. Therefore, the researcher used a formula proposed by Hatch and Farhady (1982:55). Moreover, after obtaining the mean score, the researcher counted individual deviation of students’ score either in experimental group or the control one. The researcher used the formula proposed by Hatch and Fahrady (1982:59). After obtaining the individual deviation, the researcher double squared the standard deviation of students’ scores in both the experimental group and the control one. The researcher computed the formula recommended by Hatch and Farhady (1982:59). And to get the tobs, the researcher calculated the standard error first by using the formula proposed by Hatch and Farhady (1982:112). Finally, the researcher computed the tobs by using the formula proposed by Hatch and Farhady (1982:111).
FINDINGS

The researcher analyzed the data taken from the pre-test and the post-test of the experimental and the control group. The researcher administered a test (pre-test) to measure the basic knowledge of eleventh grade students at SMAN 1 Kasimbar in speaking before giving the treatment. He conducted the pre-test on August 4th, 2016 at XI IPA 1 and XI IPA 2. In this case, the experimental group was received the treatment with Imaginary Conversation while the control group was not treated with the independent variable, but it was treated with Lecture Method. Meanwhile, he conducted the post test to know how effective the use of Imaginary Conversation in improving speaking skill of the students. The post-test was conducted on December 6th, 2016. The result of the tests were compare to know whether the use of Imaginary Conversation can improve the speaking skill of the eleventh grade students or not.

Treatment was a possible way to reach objective by applying the method. In this research the treatment was only given to the experimental group and administrated after the pre-test. Expression was used as the material to be discussed in every meeting.
The computation of the pre-test and post-test result can be seen in the following table:
Table 2. The Result of Pretest of the Experimental and the Control Group

	No
	Initial Name of Experimental Group
	Standard Score
	Initial Name of Control Group
	Standard Score

	1
	AR
	50.00
	AS
	33.33

	2
	A
	66.66
	AA
	83.33

	3
	AA
	66.66
	AP
	83.33

	4
	AZ
	66.66
	AM
	66.66

	5
	D
	66.66
	ABA
	83.33

	 6
	DM
	50.00
	AR
	50.00

	7
	EN
	83.33
	ABR
	50.00

	8
	FA
	50.00
	A
	33.33

	9
	IM
	50.00
	AMW
	66.66

	10
	JY
	83.33
	AK
	66.66

	11
	K
	50.00
	H
	33.33

	12
	LF
	50.00
	HJ
	66.66

	13
	M
	50.00
	IR
	50.00

	14
	MET
	33.33
	J
	50.00

	15
	MPJK
	66.66
	LAY
	83.33

	16
	MH
	66.66
	MA
	66.66

	17
	MI
	50.00
	MK
	50.00

	18
	NT
	50.00
	MH
	50.00

	19
	N
	33.33
	NR
	50.00

	20
	NI
	33.33
	NLSC
	66.66

	21
	NA
	50.00
	S
	83.33

	22
	NL
	33.33
	SRJ
	50.00

	23
	RW
	33.33
	W
	83.33

	24
	R
	66.66
	Y
	33.33

	25
	SAF
	83.33
	I
	50.00

	26
	SR
	50.00
	SA
	50.00

	27
	SW
	66.66
	NS
	83.33

	28
	SWN
	66.66
	NDA
	83.33

	29
	W
	33.33
	KCTD
	66.66

	30
	Z
	50.00
	SSL
	33.33

	31
	ZK
	100.00
	AR
	33.33

	32
	-
	-
	DG
	83.33

	
	Total Score
	1749.91
	
	1916.57

	
	Average 
	56.44
	
	59.89


The result above shows the total standard score of the students of the experimental group and control group. And also the total number of the students of experimental group and control group. To get the standard score, the reseacher computed average score of students’ comprehensibility and fluency. And also the mean score of the data are computed. To get the mean score of the data, the researcher applied the formula from Arikunto. The total of individual score is divided by total of individual in each group, control group and experimental group. 
 Based on the data above, it can be seen that the highest score of pre-test in experimental group is 100.00 and the lowest score is 33.33. The highest score of pre-test in control group is 83.33 and the lowest score is 33.33. The total score of experimental group is 2749. 91 and the total score of control group in pre-test is 1916.57. Before giving the treatment, the reseacher computed the students’ mean score of pre-test. The mean score of the experimental group in the pre-test was 56.44. And than he calculated the means score of the control group. The mean score of the control group does not show the high difference. It is 59.89.

After analysing the result of both group, the data show the difference of mean score between the experimental and the contol group, where experimental group was 56.44 and control group was 59.89. So, the difference between two groups were about -3.45. It means that the level of knowlegde of those groups was closely equal before given treatment. And the research can be continued because the difference is not too far.
Next the researcher conducted the treatment. The treatment takes eight meetings. It is done after the pre-test in control group and experimental group and the result of pre-test is calculated. And after that treatment is done, the researcher conducted the post-test. Then after the post test is done in experimental group and control group, the researcher counted the mean score from both of group.

We can see in the table 3, the highest score of the post-test in experimental group is 100.00 and the lowest score is 50.00. While the higher score in control group is 83.33 and the lowest score is 50.00. The total score of experimental group is 2333.26 and the total score of control group is 1883.24. And the the mean score of the experimental group was 75.26 and the control group was 58.85. The difference between experimental and control group is 16.41. It shows that the experimental group has improved significantly after getting the treatment. These show that the speaking skill of the students can be improved after the treatment.
Table 3. The Result Post-test of the Experimental Group and Control Group

	No
	Initial Name of Experimental Group
	Standard Score
	Initial Name of Control Group
	Standard Score

	1
	AR
	66.66
	AS
	66.66

	2
	A
	100.00
	AA
	66.66

	3
	AA
	100.00
	AP
	66.66

	4
	AZ
	83.33
	AM
	50.00

	5
	D
	83.33
	ABA
	83.33

	 6
	 DM
	66.66
	AR
	50.00

	7
	EN
	83.33
	ABR
	50.00

	8
	FA
	83.33
	A
	50.00

	9
	IM
	100.00
	AMW
	50.00

	10
	JY
	100,00
	AK
	66.66

	11
	K
	50.00
	H
	66.66

	12
	LF
	50,00
	HJ
	50.00

	13
	M
	66.66
	IR
	50.00

	14
	MET
	83.33
	J
	50.00

	15
	MPJK
	50.00
	LAY
	50.00

	16
	MH
	66.66
	MA
	66.66

	17
	MI
	66.66
	MK
	66.66

	18
	NT
	100.00
	MH
	83.33

	19
	N
	50.00
	NR
	50.00

	20
	NI
	83.33
	NLSC
	66.66

	21
	NA
	50.00
	S
	66.66

	22
	NL
	66.66
	SRJ
	83.33

	23
	RW
	50.00
	W
	50.00

	24
	R
	50.00
	Y
	50.00

	25
	SAF
	83.33
	I
	66.66

	26
	SR
	83.33
	SA
	66.66

	27
	SW
	83.33
	NS
	50.00

	28
	SWN
	100.00
	NDA
	50.00

	29
	W
	83.33
	KCTD
	33.33

	30
	Z
	50.00
	SSL
	33.33

	31
	ZK
	100.00
	AR
	50.00

	32
	-
	-
	DG
	83.33

	
	Total Score
	2333.26
	
	1.883.24

	
	Average 
	75.26
	
	58.85


After getting the mean score of pre-test and post-test, the individual deviation and square deviation are calculated. The individual deviation is the difference of individual score with the mean score of the test. Individual score is taken from the result of post-test in each group and the mean score of the test is taken from the mean score of each group too. The deviation also shows the number of sample variability which is got. If the individual deviation is high, it means the sample has the large variability. If the individual deviation is low, it means that the deviation score has the litle variability. The individual deviation is used to observe the characteristic of the data which is researched. Each individual deviation score is squared to get the square deviation and all of the square deviation from each individu will be totaled. The total of individual square deviation is used to know the standard deviation of the data.

The deviation score of experimental group dan control group are computed based on formula proposed by Hatch and Fahrady. In this formula, when all of the individual deviation scores is added up, the total of individual deviation scores is always zero. The mean is the balance point. If the minus weights are added up on one side of individual score or mean of the data and the plus weighs on the other side, the total of individual deviation score constantly will gwt zero. It is because they balance each other out.

 The highest deviation of experimental group is 24.74 and the lowest deviation is -25.26. After calculating the individual deviation, the researcher squared the deviation. From the data squaring, the researcher found that the highest of square deviation was 638.06, while the lowest square deviation was 65.12. And the total of square deviation is 10483.86.
And researcher also counted the individual deviation score of the control group. The highest deviation of control group is 24.48. The lowest deviation is -25.52. After calculating the individual deviation score, the reseracher also squared the individual deviation score. And from the score squaring, the researcher found that the highest of square deviation is 651.27, while the lowest square deviation is 60.99. And after squring each individual deviation score, the researcher added up them. And the total of the square deviation of control group is 5545.27.
After getting the individual deviation and square deviation of control and experimental group, the researcher calculated the standard deviation of both the group. He found that standard deviation of experimental group is 18,69 and control group is 13,37. Finally to get the tobs, the researcher calculated the standard error first. In that calculation, the researcher found 4.10.
Next, the researcher computed the tobs to know the significant difference between the control and experimental groups. The result shows 4.002.
Furthermore, the researcher calculated the tobs score to know the significant diffenrence between the experimental group and the control group. The data included in tobs are the mean score of post-test, the sum square deviation score and the number of research subject in each group. After getting the value of tobs, the analysis was continued by counting the ttable. The critical ttable using 0.05 level of significance and 61 degree of freedom (df) (Nx + Ny – 2 = 31 + 32 – 2). By using the interpolation formula, the researcher got 1.999 as the ttable
The result of the data analysis showed that the tobswas 4.002 by applying 0.05 level of significant with the degree of freedom (df) Nx + Ny – 2 = 61. The researcher found that the tobs(4.002) is higher than ttable(1.999). It means that the research hypothesis is accepted.

DISCUSSION

The objective of this research is to find out whether the use of Imaginary Conversation is effective in teaching speaking at the eleventh grade students of SMAN 1 Kasimbar or not. The researcher limited his research on fluency and comprehensibility, especially responsive and interpersonal.The results of the data analysis show that the mean score of the post-test is higher than the mean score of the pre-test. It proved that speaking skill can be improved through Imaginary Conversation. The difference is significant where the tobs (4.002) is higher than ttable (1.999) by using 61 degree of freedom.


There are three problems of the students, most of students lack of vocabulary, still clumsy in speaking and they are not enthusiastic and not courage enough to involve in speaking learning process. Therefore, the researcher taught the students how to build their vacabulary achievement, their confidence and also their motivation to study with applying Imaginary Conversation to make the different model from what their teacher did. 
Base on the pre-test, the difference of mean score from two groups is -3.45. It means that the level of knowledge is closely equal. And it means that the research can be continued by giving the Imaginary Conversation tratment at the experimental group. And the control group is also given the treatment but it uses the other method. It is the lecture method. And after conducting for eight meeting, the researcher give the post-test to the student. The result of pre-test is better than post test. The difference of mean score of the post test from the two groups is 16.41. Where the mean score of experimental group is higher than control group. It shows that the application of Imaginary Conversation can improve the speaking skill of the students.

The problem before the research conducted is answered. The first problem, most of the students have limited vocabulary. This problem could be solved by giving them opportunity to make a short conversation with their partner, so they could find out the vocabulary by themselves. Having much vocabulary make them more fluent and responsiple in speaking.
The second problem is most of the students are still clumsy in speaking. By applying Imaginary Conversation, the researcher believe that this technique could help the students to improve their speaking skill because through Imaginary Conversation, students are given the opportunity to play a role according to the topics base on imaginary situation. It also could cultivate courage and confidence students. It can be seen when the researcher asks them by using English, they could answer the questions orally. With the confidence, they can speak interpersonally with their partner and teacher because they are understand with the topic that they talk.
The last is the students are not enthusiastic and not courage enough to involve in the speaking learning process. The improvement is achieved due to the implemented of Imaginary Conversation where the steps help students to love in learning. They are interested and active during the class because firstly, the researcher introduces the technique and how to apply it, then asked them to make a small group and than identify the material. That makes them easy to understand the material. More importantly they are motivated to do the exercises; this can be achieved because in every meeting, the researcher always gives them example first and then gives them opportunity to play role in imaginary situation related to the material, so for the next topics they can do the conversation better. Besides that they are more confidence to ask questions even talk to their friends by using English. In other words, the application of Imaginary Conversation technique is effective to improve speaking skill of the eleventh grade students.

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

In this research, the researcher concludes that the use of Imaginary Conversation is effective in improving speaking skill at the eleventh grade students. It can be shown at the result of the data analysis. The research hypothesis presents that tobs (4.002) is higher than ttable(1.999). It means that the research hypothesis is accepted. It answerd the previous problem statement that applying Imaginary Conversation can improve the speaking skill of the elenth grade students.
After getting the result of this research and providing conclusion of the research, the researcher would like to offer some suggestion as follows that might be important for improvement. The first suggestion is to researchers. The researchers should apply the  Imaginary Conversation to solve the problem gained during instructional process about speaking. The second suggestion is to the students. They should pay attention during the treatment. They should know that the advantage of this technique to increase their comprehensibility and fluency in speaking English. Third suggestion is to the teachers in which they should be more imaginative and competence in teaching English. The last suggestion is to the readers. They can read this research if they want to know more about the use of Imaginary Conversation in teaching speaking.
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