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The main objective of this research was to find out the students’ 
difficulties in speaking at SMP PGRI Barembeng and the students’ 
strategies in overcoming their difficulties in writing narrative text 
This research used descriptive quantitative method. The 
participants of this research were the students’ at SMP PGRI 
Barembeng. The sample of this research were 44 students taken by 
purposive sampling technique. The researcher used the writing test 
as the instrument of this research. Based on the research findings, 
there were two students’ difficulties those were; lack of vocabulary, 
lack of confidence and lack of grammar. The researcher also found 
23 students’ strategies in overcoming writing difficulties at SMP 
PGRI Barembeng, those were; memory strategy, cognitive strategy, 
affective strategy and social strategy.  
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INTRODUCTION 

English is an international language that is widely used in many countries around the 
world. Students need to master English in all skills. The skills are Listening, Speaking, 
Reading, and Writing. In this case, the researcher is going to focus on writing skill.The first 
sign of writing is, that writing is the top level of a language. It is the last macro skill that has 
to be mastered by people who want to be able to communicate perfectly. The second 
significance is that writing is a productive skill. It involves producing language rather than 
receiving it. In writing, people will produce written language. The third significance of 
writing is that writing is the most complex macro skill in language mastery. In writing, 
people apply everything that they have got in the three stages before. The fourth or the last 
significance of writing is that writing is the stage of language mastery where people can 
generate ideas. In writing, people should construct the idea perfectly to make it so 
understandable that other people can catch the meaning or the purpose of the message 
(idea) in writing.Students in junior high school should be able to write or produce narrative 
text.  

It is not something attractive and fun for them to write narrative text although the 
narrative text has a purpose to entertain the reader. They know many stories related to 
narrative text but when they have to produce their own 2 narrative text, they face many 
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difficulties. Many students cannot get and generate their own idea. Some students have an 
idea but cannot express it in their own sentences. They also have difficulties in arranging the 
idea into good order to form a good narrative text. They also lack of vocabularies related to 
the idea that they want to write. 

The teacher usually asks the students to write a sentence as many as they can but they 
do need to know how to make their students write as many as they can. This fact encourages 
the research to focus on helping the students developing their writing ability. Writing 
narrative text requires more attention in detail. There are complex rules in writing that 
cannot be ignored. When students write something, they have to pay more attention to 
word spelling, punctuation marks, dictions, grammar, the purpose of their writing, and the 
idea of their writing itself. However, researchers find it difficult for students to make good 
and correct narrative texts, according to the guidelines taught. Often researchers find many 
errors that occur in writing narrative text due to errors in grammar and lack of vocabulary. 
The problem may be caused by some aspects: The first is rare opportunity to use English 
because the status of English as a foreign language, not as main daily communication. The 
second is the students do not have enough practice in writing text. So the students may 
make mistake like, determining the main idea, using the suitable word, and arranging the 
sentences. Therefore, the students need to master the structure of the English language, 
should have enough vocabulary, and also know the spelling of the words in order to be able 
to write correct sentences and arrange them into a good paragraph. The last, the technique 
that used by teacher do not support the students motivation to write the paragraph. 

Regardless of the obstructions found by students, writing is a very important 
competence. It is because nowadays people, who take technology as their means of 
communication, seem to be impossible to be separated from the activity of writing, from the 
simplest like sending short messages through mobile phones and to the more complex like 
making business letters via e-mail. The importance of writing is also seen from the fact that 
the skill has become a need for people to compete in the global era. Students need to 
prepare themselves for their future. They need to be able to write an application letter when 
applying for a job and many other kinds of written texts when doing their job later. Besides, 
writing is a means of expressing ideas or communicating with others. There are situations in 
which the ability of writing is crucial or written language is a need, as it is said by Nunan 
(1993) that writing is needed to communicate with others who are removed in time and 
space, or is used for those occasions on which a permanent or semi-permanent record is 
required. Such situations can be easily found in real-life every day, for instance, when 
someone was visiting a friend but he could not meet and he left a note. 

With the development of technological advances, all our daily needs are met starting 
household needs, transportation, to communication needs. Difficulties in communicating 
between nations have now been eliminated with the help of online translator technology, as 
well as in writing. Now our needs in writing good and correct English have been met with 
the creation of a grammar website. Even so, it has not been systematically tested whether the 
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helper website has been proven to help the accuracy of the language in writing good and 
correct narrative texts.Based on the explanation above, the researcher wants to conduct a 
research entitle “The Use of English Spelling and Grammar Checker Website in Improving 
Junior High School Students'  in Writing Narrative Text”. 

RESEARCH METHOD  

Type of research using in this research is experiment. This experimental research can be 
interpreted as a method of research used to find the effect of certain treatment against 
others in control condition. In this study, the researcher asserts a pre-experimental method 
with singleclass; the researcher gives pre-test, a treatment and posttest design. 

TABLE 1 RESEARCH DESIGN 

TI X T2 

 
Where : 

T1 : The pre-test 
T2 : The post test 
X : Treatment 

             (Gay : 2012) 

Population and Sample 

The population of this research is the whole grade VIII students of SMP PGRI 
Barembeng in the academic year 2019/2020. The population consisted of three classes. The 
total of the population of this research is 45 students. 

TABLE 2 NUMBER OF POPULATION 

Class Number of Students 
VIII.a 22 

VIII.b 22 

TOTAL 44 
 
Data Analysis Technique 
To analysis the data, the researcher employed the formula as follows: 
1. Scoring the students’ correct answer pre-test and post-test. 

Students’ Score = 
The number of student’s correct answer  

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒
 𝑋 100 

(Gay, 2012) 
2. Scoringthe students based on the following criteria, they are : 

 (West Virginia, 2008) 
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TABLE 3 STUDENTS’ SCORING OF CONTENT CRITERIA 

Classification Criteria  Score 
Excellent  Shows the smooth relationship 

between ideas 
90-100 

Very good Shows the transition of relationships 
between ideas 

80-89 

Good  The relationship between ideas is 
unclear 

70-79 

Fair  The relationship between ideas is 
chaotic 

60-69 

Poor Failed to realize the idea 50-59 
       (West Virginia, 2008) 

TABLE 4 STUDENTS’ SCORING OF LANGUAGE USE CRITERIA 

Classification Criteria Score 
Excellent Effective complex construction, few errors of 

argreement, tense, number, word/order function, 
article, pronoun and preposition 

90-100 

Good Effective but simple construction. Minor problems 
in complex construction. Several errors of 
agreement, tense, number, word/order, function, 
article, pronoun, preposition but meaning seldom 
obscured. 

70-89 

Fair Major problems in simplex/complex construction, 
frequenterrors of negation, agreement, tense, 
number, or fragments. Run-on sentence. Meaning 
confused or obscured. 

50-69 

poor 
 
 

Virtually no mastery of sentence construction rule. 
Dominated by errors of tense, 8 number, articles, 
pronouns, and preposition. Does not communicate. 
Or not enough to evaluate. 

30-49 

(West virginia, 2008) 

3. Computing the frequency and the rule percentage of the students’ score: 

𝑃 =
𝑓 

𝑛
× 100 

Where: 
P= Percentage 
f= Frequency 
n = The total number of students 

(Gay, 2012) 
4. To find the students’ improvement the formula as follows: 
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% =
𝑥2 − 𝑥1

𝑥1
× 100 

Where: 
% = the students’ improving 
X1 = the mean score of pre-test 
X2 = the mean score of post-test 

(Gay, 2012) 

1. Finding out the significant difference between the score of the pre-test and 
post-test by using the formula: 

t = 𝐷

√∑ D2(∑D)2
𝑁

N (N−1)

 

Where: 
t = test of significance 

𝐷
        = the mean of the difference score 

D = the sum of all score 
(∑D)2 = the square of the sum the different score 
N  = the total number of score 

  1 = constant number  
(Gay,2012) 

2. The criteria for the hypothesis testing is as follows: 
 TABLE 5 HYPOTHESIS TESTING 

Comparison Hypothesis 
H0 H1 

t-test < t-table Accepted  Rejected  
t-test > t-table  Rejected  Accepted  

The table above meant (1) the t-test value is smaller than t-table value, the null 
hypothesis is accepted, while the alternative hypothesis is rejected, and (2) the t-test 
value is equal to greater than t-table value, the null hypothesis is rejected while the 
alternative is accepted. 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

In this posttest classroom learning, researchers as teaher used conventional learning in 
the classroom. In general, the process and steps in the classroom were the same as the 
procedures in the learning class at the control 1 class meeting in the pre-test.From the 
evaluation of the post-test in this control class, the researchers obtained the results’ value of 
student learning scores. Based on the minimum completeness score of school achievement 
was 71. The students who complete learning outcomes were 12 students. The students do 
not complete learning outcomes were 10 students. The average student scores were 65, 6 %. 
The students got the very goodscore was 4, 5% or 1 student. The students got the good score 
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was 54, 5 % or 12 students. The students got the very fair score was 18, 2 % or 4 students. 
The last, the students got the very poor score was 22, 7 % or 5 students. 

From the research conducted by researchers at the 1st and 2nd meetings in the control 
class and control class, it can be described that the average score of students at the first 
meeting of the control class was 67.5 and at the second meeting the control class was 67, 6. 
an increase of 2 points of student learning outcomes seen from the results of posttest 
evaluation.Whereas in the control class the first meeting got an average of 65.6 and at the 
second meeting it was 67.6. So it can be concluded that at the control class meeting there 
was an increase of 2 points of student learning outcomes as seen in the post test.the 
prosentase of score in very good, good, fair, and poor score was unincreased or the same 
prosentase. 

The achievement of these learning outcomes included the results of student activity as 
well as in developing the material being taught. The learning outcomes increased in the 
experimental class by 8.2 points while the control class was 2 points. It was seen from the 
meeting data of the experimental class and the control class, it can be concluded that 
learning to write narrative text using spelling and grammar checkerbetter be able to improve 
students' accuracy in class learning. 
Normality Test 

The normality test was carried out to analyze the data used for the evaluation questions. 
In the experimental class and the control class, the distribution was normal or not. This 
normality test used the SPSS version 23.0 program with the Kolmogorov Sminov Test, the 
results of which were attached. Based on the normality test with the Kolmogorov Sminof 
Test, the results of the normality test for the experimental class and control class values will 
be explained in the table and SPSS 23.0 below. 

TABLE 6. RESULTS OF NORMALITY TEST OF EVALUATION QUESTIONS 

ANOVA 

Kelas A      

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 426.568 1 426.568 1.494 0.228 

Within Groups 11995.318 42 285.603   

Total 12421.886 43    

Based on the output above, it was known that the significant value (sig.) For all data 
both in the Kolmogotov-Sminov test and the Shapiro-Wilk test ≥ 0.05 was 0.228, it can be 
concluded that the research data was normally distributed. 

Homogeneity Test 
This sample homogeneity test aimed to analyze whether or not the sample variations 

were taken from the same population. Based on the Test of Homogeneity of Variance, the 
results of the homogeneity test of the evaluation results obtained from the second meeting 
in the experimental class and the control class using the SPSS 23.0 computer program. The 
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results of the experimental class homogeneity trial using literacy strategies and the control 
class using conventional learning were as follows: 

TABLE 7. TEST OF HOMOGENEITY OF VARIANCES 

Levene Statistic df1 df2 Sig. 

1.704 1 42 0.199 

The results of the homogeneity test above indicate that the significance value was ≥ 
0.05, so the data distribution was homogeneous. Because the data was normally distributed 
and homogeneous, there was an increase in students' thinking skills. 

1. Hypothesis Testing 
After checking the normality, and homogeneity of variances of the data, the researcher 

checked the hypothesis test. According to Sugiyono (2015), if t-value > t-table, it could be 
calculated that Alternative Hypothesis (Ha) was accepted and Null Hypothesis (H0) was 
rejected or if the Sig. (2-tailed) were under or same with 0,05, then (Ha) was also accepted. 
Moreover, the table 4.4 below showed the table statistic of the data and the table 9 showed 
the result of the hypothesis test of the data. 

Hypothesis testing in this study aimed to analyze learning by using spelling and 
grammar checking website to improve students' accuracy in writing narrative texts. This data 
collection was from the results of the evaluation at the second meeting in the experimental 
class and the control class. This hypothesis test uses the SPSS version 23 program with the 
Mann Whitney test as part of non-parametric statistics. The Mann Whitney test was used to 
determine whether there was a difference in the mean of the two unpaired samples. The 
improvement of students' thinking skills in the experimental class by using learning to write 
narrative text by using spelling and grammar checkers on the website and the control class 
used conventional learning. To find out the results of hypothesis testing, it will be explained 
in the following table. 

TABLE 8. THE RESULT OF HYPOTHESIS DATA STATISTIC IN EXPERIMENTAL 
CLASS RESIDUALS STATISTICSA 

 Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation N 

Predicted Value 46.78 89.19 73.95 12.828 22 

Residual -11.986 24.223 .000 7.416 22 

Std. Predicted Value -2.119 1.188 .000 1.000 22 

Std. Residual -1.577 3.188 .000 .976 22 

a. Dependent Variable: Kelas A    
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TABLE 9. THE RESULT OF HYPOTHESIS DATA STATISTIC IN CONTROL CLASS 

RESIDUALS STATISTICSA 

 Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation N 

Predicted Value 63.38 74.55 67.64 3.308 22 

Residual -36.064 16.615 .000 14.611 22 

Std. Predicted Value -1.285 2.089 .000 1.000 22 

Std. Residual -2.409 1.110 .000 .976 22 

a. Dependent Variable: Kelas B    

 
TABLE 10. THE RECAPITULATION RESULT OF HYPOTHESIS DATA STATISTIC IN 

BOTHEXPERIMENTAL CLASS AND CONTROL CLASS 

Teaching 
Narrative 
Writing Text 

 N Mean Std. 
Deviation 

Std. 
Error 

Gain 
Scores 

The Use of English Spelling and 
Grammar Checker Website 

22 73.95 12.828 16.616 

 The used of 
conventional teaching 

22 67.64 3.308 6.205 

The table 10 indicated that the output "Test Statistic" above that the value. Sig. (2-tailed) 
0.000 5 0, 05, then Howas  rejected and Hawas accepted, which means that there was a 
difference in the average ability of students in writing narrative text using spelling and 
grammar checker websites between the experimental class and the control class. The data 
shoewed the experimental class had mean score 73,95cand control group 67, 64 with the 
participant of each groups was 22. It means thatthe mean score in experimental class was 
higher than control class which wasconly 6.205. Then, the standard deviation of 
experimental group was 12,828andcontrol group 3,308. The conclusion, the data had 
significant difference between theuse of spelling and grammar checker website and the use 
of conventional teaching as could beseen from the mean scores of two groups in table 11. 
From the mean scores, theresearch question can only be answered was by using the 
significant differencethat there was the significant difference between the use of spelling and 
grammar checker website and the use of conventional teaching method that was 9.52. 

After analyzing the data, it could be concluded that: 

1. Grammar checker tool could improve the students’ writing narrative texts mastery 
at SMP PGRI BAREMBENG in academic year 2019/2020. 

2. The students’ ability at writing narrative texts before using   grammar  checker tool 
was low, the mean score of the pre-test ( 67,7). The percentage of the students who 
got point up 75 grew up in pre-test, students who got up 80 were only 6 of 44 
students or   15,4%. 

3. The observation and interviews conducted by the writer during the action showed 
that the students were motivated and interest to participate and actively in writing 
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narrative textsactivity. 
4. The teacher’s response about the implementation of grammar checkertool was 

positive and it would be an alternative tool in teaching writing. Therefore, grammar 
checker technique could improve the students’ ability in writing of narrative texts. 
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