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ABSTRACT

ahasa Inggris, saat ini, menjadi populer sejak bahasa Inggris dimasukan sebagai
alam kurikulum muatan lokal. Oleh sebab itu, perlu adanya penelitian tentang tes
ing siswa sekolah dasar dengan gambar. Permasalahan penelitian ini adalah
ampuan keterampilan listening siswa SDN?” Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk

mengetahui kemampuan siswa sekolah dasar untuk memahami ungkapan-ungkaparn/frase/kata-

ggris dengan melalui media gambar. Penelitian im adalah deskriptif.

g en
yang terlibat padd penelitian adalah para siswa SDN Jember Lor Il Kelas V. Data didapatkan

. Data tersebut dianalisis secara deskriptif-statistik. Dari hasil penelitian, para

responden memiljki kemampuan yang cukup bagus. Hal ini karena media gambar membantu
pemahaman pararesponden untuk menjawab soal-soal yang diujikan. Jadi, hasil penelitian ini

mempunyai implika

i bahwa gambar adalah media yang efektif untuk pembelajaran bahasa Inggrs,

khususnya untuk pembelajar anak-anak seperti siswa sekolah dasar.
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nglish has a very important role in the world,
because it is a means of international commu

ication. Considering its importarice, it seems
necessary to present English at the Elementary
School. Based on the 1994 Curniculum of Elemen-
tary School, English is taught as a local content sub-
ject, starting from grade IV until grade VI.

As thelocal content cumiculum, it means that,
whether or not English will be given at the Elemen-
tary School in a certain area, the decision should be
based on several important considerations, suchas,
the availability of qualified English teachers and
enough facilities. It seems impossible the English
teaching learning process can be successfully con-
ducted at the El School without qualified
English teachers and spfficient facilities.

Dealing with the teacher, Maskur (1995:5)
explains that some schools use available teachers
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who are interested in teaching English, and some
other schools hire part-time English teachers. Un-
fortunately, the teacher training programs only train
teacher candidates to be English teachers at Juntor
and Senior High Schools. They do not have pro-
gram to prepare English teachers for Elementary
Schools. In fact, teaching English to children and
teaching English to High School students are differ-
ent. Scott and Ytreberg (1994:3) say that the
children’s world and the adult’s world are not the
same. Referring to this statement, teaching English
at the Elementary School has to consider children’s
world and their perception about the world.
Actually, there are two sorts of objectives in
language teaching, they are content and attitude ob-
jectives (Halliwel, 1993:10). Content objectives are
concerned with grammars, language uses and lan-
guage functions, while attitude objectives are con-
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cerned with the response of the learning in the as-
pects of the content, pleasure and confidence in ex-
ploring language, willingness to have to and want to
and dare to communicate. Considering the charac-
teristics of young learners in which they love to
play and fun, it is quite reasonable that the attitude
objectives become the objective of teaching language
for children. Halliwel (1993:11) says that the goal
of teaching language for children can give emphasis
on the atfitude goals. It is strengthened by the 1994
English Curriculurn for the Elementary School which
states that the goals of teaching English at the El-
ementary School are to make childreninterested in
English and enjoy to use it in daily conversation.
Hopefully, both of these goals become motivation
for children to learn Engiish in the SMP and SMU.
To obtain the above objectives, the teacher
has a duty to create an attractive situation in the
teaching leaming process and to make pupils enjoy
what they have been learning, So, it is necessary to
choosetheappropnatewchmqu&sandmatmals for
his pupils. According to Cook and Ambruster
(1983:151), the way young learners leaming is learn-
ing by doing which means that, the technique to
prwmtthemaiena] can be delivered by story tell-
ing, gameand song. with materials, Hamied,
etal (1995:252) suggest that the content of the ma-
terials should not be far from the children’s world.
Thus, talking about their own activities, hobbies,
family and their favor can be used asthe oontmtsof
material in the teaching learning process
When children start !earmng Enghsh, they
obviously need to be given language before they can
produce it by themselves; language has to go in be-
fore it can come out (Scott and Ytreberg, 1994:34).
Listening, as one of the language skills plays an im-
portant role in the foreign language acquisition.
Tarigan (1987.2) states that listening is the primary
skill because children leam the listening skill uncon-
sciously and naturally before they learn other skills.
Listening and reading skills are grouped as the
receptive skills, while writing and speaking skills
belong to the productive skills. We use receptive
and productive skills as integrated skills consciously
or unconsciously in the teaching leaming process
(Harmer, 1983:16). So listening is not taught as an
isolated skill at the Elementary School (Fisher and
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Terry, 1977:127). It means that in one meeting the
teacher canintegrate the four language skills, listen-
ing, reading, speaking and writing skills, but he can

give emphasis on only one language skill, It is in line
with the 1994 English Curriculum for the Elemen-

tary School, which states that the teacher should
use the four language skills as integrated skills in

English.

Pictures as the English teaching media play an
important role m leaming foreign language. The rea-
son is that they can increase the effectiveness of
leaming; that s, helping the students and taking ideas
in a more meaningful and interesting manner. The
clarification of using the pictures will lead the pu-
pils to view more curiousty and meaningfully on
the subject given. According to Piaget quoted by
Fisher and Terry (1977:2), children learn best when
they are involved in their own learning. It means
that children must be given direct experiences.
Tydiman, (1969:285) states that pictures and other
instructional aids provide a near type of experiences.

Inco this research, pictures as En-
glishteachingmediarelatedtoaﬁstaﬁngsld]lbe—
come a prionty. When pupils hear words or infor-
mation, then they usually make a short response
verbally or non-verbally as a sign whether they un-
derstand the message. The pictures function as sup-
port which helps the pllplls process this informa-
tion. Shortly, the pictures will help the pupils inter-
pret and understand the message that is heard more
easily and clearly.

Based on the issue above, a research on as-
sessing pupils’ listening abilities through pictures
was conducted.

RESEARCHPROBLEM
The problemsi in this research are
divided into the main problem and specific prob-
lems. The main problem of this research is “How
were the fifth year pupils’ listening abilities through
pictures at SDN Jember Lor ITI Jember in the 2000/
2001 academic year? This is divided into:
a. How were the fifth year pupils’ abilities in lis-
tening for detailed information
at SDN Jember Lor Il Jember in the 2000/2001
academic year ?
b. How was the fifth year pupils’ ability in listen-
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ing for mainideas through pictures at SDN Jember
Lor Il Jember in the 2000/2001 academic year.

RESEARCH

This research was intended to describe the
fifth year pupils’ listening abilities of SDN Jember
Lor ITI Jember in the 2000/2001 academic year. In

research because the mimber of the respondents was
less than a hundred studesnts, namely 55 pupils. The
17 pupils were from the VA class, and the 38 pupils
were from VB class. The respondents of this re-
search were the fifth year students of SDN Jember
Lor [ Jember in the 2000/2001 academic year. The
data were taken from a test. The data anatysis method

&

line with this purpose, the appropriate design cho-  used in this research was statistical method.
sen was a descriptive ch. The research area
was determined by using the purposivemethod. This ~ FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS
research was conducted at SDN Jember Lor I The following table shows the scores of his-
Jember. The populationresearch was choseninthis  tening test of the respondents:
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MNOTES : A : Listening for detailed information
B : Listening for main ideas
NO : The number of the respondents
r : The number of the correct aunswers
F  : The number of the wrong answers
A : The scores obtained in each indicator
The following table is the computation re- dicator.
sults of each indicator. The results were analyzed n= The scores obtained by the students
by using the formula : of each indicator in listening test
N=Thetotal mumber of the score of the
items of each indicator
E=-§—-—X100%

Where: E= The scores of the students’ listening
abilities through picturesin each in-

Thus, the interpretation of the respondents’
Score in listening can be visualized as follows:
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NOTES : NO : lhe number of the respondents

n  : The scores of each indicator obtained by the students

N : Thetotal score of the test items of each indicator

E  : Thescore of the students’ listening through picture in each indicator

T : Thetotal students’ scores of listening abilities through pictures

M : The mean score

Based or the results of the data analysis, it
was found that:
1. The mean score for listering for detailed informa-
tionwas 74.9;
2. The mean score for listening for main ideas was
87.6;and
3. The mean score for listening abilities was 79.9

[n addition, it was shown that;

1. The mean score of the pupils’ listening ability for
detailed information was 74.9, It was around 66-
77. 1t means that the classification of the stu-
dents’ score on abilities in listening for detailed
information was more than enough.

2. The mean score of listening for main ideas was
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87.6.1t was around 86 -95. It means that the clas-
sification of the pupils’ listening ability for main
idea was very good.

3. The mean score of the pupils’ listening abilities
was 79.9. it was around 76- 85. It means that the
classification of the pupils’ listening abilities was
good.

From the results of the data analysis of the
pupils’ listening abilities, it is known that the low-
est mean score of the pupils’ listening abilities is
listening for detailed information 74.9 or more than
enough. There are 36.4% pupils having more than
enough classification. These pupils mostly failed to
answer the listening test especially for the items
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number 16 until mumber 20. For these items, the
pupils have to catch the detailed information of spo-

kenlanguage.
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CONCLUSION
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may be concluded that
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good. It was proved that
students’ listening
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Its of the data analysis, it
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