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THE EFFECTIVENESS OF TWO STAY TWO STRAY MODEL TO TEACH
WRITING VIEWED FROM STUDENTS’ CREATIVITY

Suhaemi
Dosen Sekolah Tinggi IImu Kesahatan Hamzar Lombok Timur
e-mail: emy_amy0609@yahoo.com

Abstrak: Tujuan utama dari penelitian ini adalah untuk mengetahui apakah (1) model Two stay two
stray lebih efektif daripada model pembelajaran Direct untuk mengajarkan keterampilan menulis; (2)
siswa yang memiliki kreativitas tinggi memiliki keterampilan menulis yang lebih baik daripada siswa
yang memiliki kreativitas rendah; dan (3) terdapat interaksi antara model pembelajaran dengan
kreativitas siswa dalam pembelajaran keterampilan menulis pada siswa STIKes Hamzar. Penelitian
yang digunakan dalam penelitian ini adalah penelitian eksperimental. Model pembelajaran yang
digunakan adalah Two Stay Two Stray Model dan Direct Instruction Model. Kreativitas sebagai
variabel atribut dibagi menjadi kreativitas tinggi dan kreativitas rendah. Populasi penelitian ini adalah
mahasiswa STIKes Hamzar tahun ajaran 2018/2019. Sampel penelitian ini adalah Kelas Keperawatan
sebagai kelas eksperimen dan Kebidanan sebagai kelas kontrol yang terdiri dari 18 siswa di setiap
kelas. Sampel diambil dengan menggunakan cluster random sampling. Data dikumpulkan dari tes
kreativitas dan menulis. Analisis data menggunakan: (1) statistik deskriptif dan statistik inferensial
yang digunakan untuk mengetahui normalitas dan homogenitas data; dan (2) uji Multifactor Analysis
of Variance (ANOVA) 2x2 dan uji Tukey digunakan untuk menguji hipotesis penelitian. Hasil analisis
data menunjukkan bahwa: (1) Two Stay Two Stray Model lebih efektif dibandingkan Direct Instruction
Model dalam pembelajaran keterampilan menulis; (2) Siswa yang memiliki kreativitas tinggi memiliki
keterampilan menulis yang lebih baik daripada siswa yang memiliki kreativitas rendah; dan (3)
Terdapat interaksi antara model pembelajaran dengan kreativitas siswa dalam pembelajaran
keterampilan menulis pada siswa STIKes Hamzar. Berdasarkan hasil penelitian dapat disimpulkan
bahwa Two Stay Two Stray Model merupakan model yang efektif dalam pembelajaran keterampilan
menulis, dan keefektifannya dipengaruhi oleh tingkat kreativitas siswa. Model Two Stay Two Stray
merupakan model pembelajaran yang efektif. Disarankan agar guru menerapkannya dalam pengajaran
menulis.

Kata Kunci: Two Stay Two Stray Model, Direct Instruction Model, Menulis, Kreativitas

Abstract: The main objectives of the research are to reveal whether (1) Two stay two stray model is
more effective than Direct instruction model to teach writing skill; (2) students having high creativity
have better writing skill than those having low creativity; and (3) there is any interaction between
teaching models and students’ creativity in teaching writing skill for the students of STIKes Hamzar.
The reseach applied in this research was an experimental research. The teaching models were Two Stay
Two Stray Model and Direct Instruction Model. Creativity as the attribute variable was divided into
high creativity and low creativity. The population of the research was the students of STIKes Hamzar in
the academic year of 2018/2019. The samples of this research were the Nursing as experimental class
and Midwifery as control class that consisted of 18 students in each class. The samples were taken by
using cluster random sampling. The data were collected from creativity and writing tests. These data
were analysed using: (1) descriptive statistics and inferential statistics which were used to find out the
normality and homogeneity of the data; and (2) Multifactor Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) test of 2x2
and Tukey test were used to test the research hypothesis. The result of data analysis shows that: (1)
Two Stay Two Stray Model is more effective than Direct Instruction Model in teaching writing skill;
(2) Students having high creativity have better writing skill than those having low creativity; and (3)
There is an interaction between teaching models and students’ creativity in teaching writing skill for
the students of STIKes Hamzar. Based on the research findings, it can be concluded that Two Stay Two
Stray Model is an effective model in teaching writing skill, and the effectiveness is affected by the
degree of students’ creativity. Two Stay Two Stray Model is an effective teaching model, it is
suggested that teachers apply it in their teaching writing.

Keywords: Two Stay Two Stray Model, Direct Instruction Model, Writing, Creativity
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BACKGROUND

One of the goals of teaching English is
that the students can develop their
competency in form of spoken and
written to get informational literacy level.
However, if teachers do not take any
further steps to change their teaching
models in teaching learning process; the
possible

result of teaching learning

process will not be achieved
appropriately. It means that both the
teachers and the students will far from
goals of teaching-learning.

In communication, people have to
arrange the discourse in order to make
the audiences understand. Writing is one
way to foster the ideas to the readers or
the audiences. By writing, someone can
share the taught; ideas, information, and
understanding even persuade the readers
to follow his or her thinking.

In writing, the writer must master
content,

organization, grammar,

mechanic, and vocabulary. Writing
reinforces the grammatical structures,
idiom, and vocabulary that have been
teaching. Second, when students write,
they also have a chance to be
adventurous with the language, to go
beyond what they have just learned to
say, to take a risks. Third, when they
write, they necessarily become varied

that involved with the new language; the

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
E-ISSN: 2722 — 7340

effort to express ideas and the constant
use of eye, hand, and brain is a unique
way to reinforce learning”.

Writing is a complex process that
involves some steps or process to make a
product of writing. It makes writing
differ from those other skills. Hyland
(2002: 9) states that writing is learned,
not taught. Writing is a way of sharing
personal meanings and writing courses
emphasize the power of the individual to
construct his or her own views on a topic.
Writing is not instant skill that can be
achieved without any preparation. Since
in writing, writer should pass three main
activates in writing such as preparation in
which a writer should have some
important things before making writing,
drafting is a process in which information
or ideas can be added or changed in order
to make a good writing, and the last is
revenging. In this step, a writer revises
his drafting in order to make a final
version.

Models in

process also has important role. The use

teaching learning
of model in different skill will help both
teachers and students achieve the goal of
teaching learning process. Every subject
even skill needs different models. Since
every applied model has its own steps or
stages in order to achieve the goal of

teaching learning process. One of the
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models that can be applied to teach
writing is Two Stay Two Stray model.
The Two Stay Two Stray Model from its
origin name ‘“one stray” adapted from
Kagan (1994) expands on the basic
principles of cooperative learning where
the students work and share together in
group. It gives the opportunity to the
entire group to share their information
and findings to another group available.
This teaching model has been used in
many researches and the result of using
this model showed that it can be applied
in many fields of teaching-learning
process. The researchers that used Two
Stay Two Stray in teaching learning
process such as; (1) Abdul Kadir Bagis
with his result of the study showed that
Two Stay Two Stray is an effective
teaching to teach speaking; (2) August
Lewaherilla proves that teaching reading
to the students through Two Stay Two
Stray Model can improve students’
competence in teaching reading; and (3)
Ardiana applied Two Stay Two Stray in
teaching writing and the result of her
study is Two Stay Two Stray is an
effective teaching technique in teaching
writing.

This teaching model can give
chance to every student to be actively
involved  during

teaching  learning

process. Two Stay Two Stray Model is

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
E-ISSN: 2722 — 7340

one of cooperative teaching models that
consist of four students that have role to
the success of the group. This teaching
model gives a chance to every group in
the class to share information to other
group. In this case, they can give and get
information to and from another group.
The students can develop their creativity
and strengthen their relationship among
students during teaching learning process
since this model supports students’
cooperativeness during teaching-learning
process. From the explanation above, It
can be assumed that this teaching model
is appropriate to develop students writing
skill.

Another model that can be used is

Direct  Instruction  Model.  Direct
Instruction is teacher-centred. Direct
Instruction  Model refers to the
instruction led by the teacher. Direct

Instruction also refers to a specific
pattern of instruction that is emerged
from studies which is attempted to
identify the instructional procedures used

by the most effective teachers, those

teachers whose students made the
greatest gains in achievement
(Rosenshine. 2008:1). Rosenshine

explains that Direct Instruction Model

can reduce the difficulty in initial
practice in teaching learning process, can

support and guide during initial practice,
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provide supportive feedback, and provide
extensive students’ independent practice.
From this statement, it is hoped that
Direct Instruction could lead the students
having good writing skill.

The other thing that can affect the
students’ writing skill is the students’
creativity. In writing, creativity also
plays important role to produce a good
and understandable writing. Creativity is
one of the key factors that drive
civilization forward. Creativity has
important role in which students can
share new ideas or concepts in
communication. Boden (2004:1) states
that creativity is the capability to come
up with ideas or artefacts that are new,
surprising and valuable. Creativity is a
way to show new ideas, concepts in
minds that can be useful in solving
problems, communicating with others,
and entertaining others and ourselves.
Related to writing, creativity is form-
thinking process that pours out through
writing. A creative person will be able to
produce or create something new. It
makes a creative person differ from
uncreative person. Related to teaching
writing, a creative student has more ideas
that can be showed through his/her
writing. The creative students will be
able to create a text with their new ideas

and apply them in their writing product.

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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Based on the description above,
the researcher is interested in conducting
an experimental research to know the
effectiveness of Two Stay Two Stray
Model to teach writing viewed from

students’ creativity.

RESEARCH METHOD

This study was an experimental research
done from April to December 2019. This
reseach was conducted on students of
STIKes Hamzar in the academic year of
2018/2019. A factorial design is used to
both

experimental variables as well as an

analyse the main effects for
analysis of the interaction between
treatments. In this reseach, the population
was the students of STIKes Hamzar
academic year of 2018/2019. To take
sample from the population, researcher
used cluster random sampling. The
students of STIKes Hamzar are divided
into two programs; Nusring and
Midwifery. To find out which program to
be selected as sample the researcher used
lottery. the first class was put as
experimental class and the second class
was put as control class. To find the
experiment and control class, researcher
used lottery. The first and the second
lottery that appear were chosen as those
two categories. The first lottrey was

categorized as experiment class and the
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second lottrey was categorized as control
class.

To collect the data, the researcher
used test. In this research, researcher
used writing test to know student’s skill
in writing and creativity test to know
how creative the students based on
provided question. The models used in

analysing the data were descriptive

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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the significant difference is using Tukey
test. To know which group is better, the
means between cells are compared. The 2
x 2 ANOVA and Tukey test can be seen
in the table below.

Table. The Result of 2x2 Multifactor

Analysis of Variance

Source of

analysis and inferential  analysis.

Descriptive analysis was used to know

the mean, median, mode, and standard

deviation of the score of test. In addition,

inferential analysis was to know the

normality and the homogeneity of the

. SS df MS Fo Ft(0.05)
variance
Between
183.68 1 183.68 5.14 3.98
columns
Between rows 203.35 1 203.35 5.69 3.98
Columns by
rows 1128.13 1 1128.13  31.56 3.98
(interaction)
Between groups  1515.15 3 505.05
Within groups 2430.50 68 35.74
Total 3945.65 71

data. The normality and homogeneity test
were done before testing the hypothesis
using ANOVA test.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

The test can be conducted after the result
of normality and homogeneity tests are
calculated and fulfilled. The data analysis
is conducted by wusing Multifactor
Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) 2x2.
The null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected if Fo
is higher than Fi (Fo > F¢). It means that
there is a significant effect of two
independent variables to dependent
variable. After knowing that the null
hypothesis (Ho) is rejected, the analysis is
continued by performing the comparison

of the means between cells to see where

Table. Mean Scores
A1 Az

B1 79.56 68.44 74.00

B> 68.28 73.00 70.64
73.92 70.72

The table above shows that:

1. Because Fo, between columns
(5.14) is higher than Ftat the level
of significance a = 0.05 (3.98),
the (Ho) is

difference

null  hypothesis

rejected and the
between columns is significant.
The mean score of students who

were taught by using Two Stay
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Two Stray (73.92) is higher than
those who were taught by using
Direct Instruction Model (70.72).
It can be concluded that Two Stay
Two Stray Model in teaching
writing skill for the students of
STIKes Hamzar is significantly
different from Direct Instruction
Model and the teaching writing
using Two Stay Two Stray Model
iIs more effective than Direct
instruction.

Because F, between rows (5.69) is
higher than F; at the level of
significance o = 0.05 (3.98), the
null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected
and the difference between rows
is significant. The mean score of
students who have high creativity
(74.00) is higher than those who
have low creativity (70.64). It can
be concluded that the students
having high creativity have better
writing skill than those who have
low creativity.

Because F, columns by rows
(31.56) is higher than F; at the
level of significance o = 0.05
(3.98), the null hypothesis (Ho) is
rejected and it is concluded that
there is interaction between the
two variables, the teaching

models and students’ creativity in

teaching writing skill to the

students of STIKes Hamzar. In

other words, it can be stated that

the effect of teaching models

toward students’ writing skill

depends on the students’

creativity.

1. Tukey Test

Furthermore, the researcher needs
to use Tukey test to compare the means
of every treatment with the other means.
It is used to identify which means are
significantly different from the other. It
can be seen in the table 4.14.

Table 4. The Result of Tukey Test
Tuke

go qt
y
Significan
gl 3.21 > 2.86 )
Significan
g2 3.37 > 2.86 )
Significan
g3 7.88 > 2.97 )
Significan
g4 3.35 > 2.97

t

1. Because Qo between columns
(3.21) is higher than gt at the level
of significance a = 0.05 (2.86),
using Two Stay Two Stray is
significantly different from Direct
Instruction in teaching writing
skill. Because the mean of A
(73.92) is higher than A2 (70.72),
it can be concluded that Two Stay
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Two Stray is more effective than

Direct Instruction in teaching
writing skill.

2. Because go between rows (3.37)
is higher than q: at the level of

0.05 (2.86), it

can be concluded that the students

significance o =

who have high creativity and

those who have low creativity are

significantly different in their
writing skill. Because the mean of

B1 (74.00) is higher than B:

(70.64), it can be concluded that

the students who have high

creativity have better writing skill
than those who have low
creativity.

3. Because o between cells AiB;
and A2B: (7.88) is higher than gt
at the level of significance a =
0.05 (2.97), using Two Stay Two
Stray is significantly different

Instruction in

to the

from  Direct
teaching writing skill
students who have high creativity.
Because the mean of A1B1(79.56)
is higher than A2B1 (68.44), it can
be concluded that Two Stay Two
Stray is more effective than
Direct Instruction to teach writing
skill to the students having high

creativity.

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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4. Because (o between cells AiB>
and A;B> (3.35) is higher than gt
at the level of significance a =
0.05 (2.97),

Instruction is

using  Direct
significantly
different from Two Stay Two
Stray in teaching writing skill to
the students who have low
creativity. Because the mean
score of AiB> (68.28) is lower
than the mean score of A:B:
(73.00), it can be concluded that
using Direct Instruction is more
effective than Two Stay Two
Stray in teaching writing skill to
the students who have low

creativity.

By virtue of the findings in point
3 and point 4, it is known that Two Stay
Two Stray is more effective than Direct
Instruction in teaching writing skill to the
students having high creativity and
Direct Instruction is more effective than
Two Stay Two Stray in teaching writing
skill to the students having low
creativity, therefore, there is interaction
between the teaching models and the
students’ creativity in teach writing skill
and the effectiveness is affected by the

degree of students’ creativity.
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A.Discussion of the Result of the Study

1. The Difference between Two
Stay Two Stray and Direct
Instruction in teaching writing.
Teaching writing using Two Stay

Two Stray Model for the students of
STIKes Hamzar is more effective than
teaching writing using Direct Instruction
Model. The result of hypothesis testing
shows that there is significant difference
on the students’ writing skill between the
students taught using Two Stay Two
Stray Model and those taught using
Direct Instruction Model because the
finding of ANOVA shows that Fo
between columns (5.14) is higher than F;
0.05

(3.98). Moreover, the finding of mean

at the level of significance a =

score between the students taught using
Two Stay Two Stray Model (73.92) is
higher than the students taught using
Direct Instruction Model (70.72).

In Two Stay Two Stray, the
teaching learning process is students
centered. Students have a great chance to
present, share and get information during
teaching learning process. Students have
responsibility to their group that means
they have to play their role in order to
achieve the teaching learning goal. As
stated by Hammiddin (2010: 316), Two
Stay Two Stray is a group discussion and

each member of groups has responsibilty

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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to their group. The students have more
chance to appreciate differences and

group
participation. In this case, Two Stay Two

share  experiences  through
Stray gives the students chance to
actualize themselves with other students’
in-group as team to be actively involved.

In Two Stay Two Stray model,
there are two main activities that students
should pass through, in-group discussion
and stray to other groups. In a group
discussion, the students should actively
participate in producing ideas and
opinions on a selected topic before they
stray to other groups. During this section,
the students helped each other to get the
successful of teaching-learning goals.
Locker (2000: 1) states that students
work in group provide great motivation;
the students are forced to be responsible
to other members of the group and
frequently do more and better work on
writing  project  when

they only

responsible to themselves. It describes
that working in a group have the students
to be actively involved in activities that
promotes the activeness of the students.
Haycraft (1986: 17) states that to
give more practices to your class, break
them up into pairs or small groups. This
encourages those who are shyer or
reluctant to participate. Group work gives
chances for

the  students greater
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independence. Jolliffe (2007: 3) reveals
that students work together in small
group to support each other to improve
their own learning and that of others.
This statement supports what Two Stay
Two Stray does. In Two Stay Two Stray,
the students strayed after they have
discussed in their group and the other
member of the group stayed to have
guest from other members’ group to
share information about their writing
product as well. Through these activities,
the students improved their writing skill
since they practice revising and editing.
Meanwhile, Direct Instruction is
teacher centered.. The teacher has great
power to control the role of the students
by giving certain instruction that students
should do in order to get the teaching
learning goal. In this case, the teacher
withdraws support gradually and only
when students show that they can work
on their own. It means that every activity
in the class played based on the
instruction of the teacher. Direct
Instruction is a model of teaching which
focuses on directing and expliciting in
the specific skills and strategies that are
necessary for writing skill. It allows
teacher to scaffold instruction, gradually
shifting and releasing responsibility for

completing a task from him to students.

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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Joyce, et al (2009: 431) define
that Direct Instruction Model consists of
five phases, such as (1) orientation, (2)
presentation, (3) structured practiced (4)
guided practice, and (5) independent

practice. During the phases, teacher gives

rosponsibility for students to pay
attention and practice the steps. In
general, Direct Instruction models

advocate that essential content should be
exposed to students via an active
presentation of information, Rosenshine
(in Huitt, et.al. 2009: 3).

Huitt (2009: 9), Direct Instruction has the

According to

teacher to be actively present new
content of skills to the students covering
small amounts of material in an
organized, step-by-step manner, having
them practice that and provide corrective
feedback and reinforcement continuously
throughout the lesson.

From the elaboration above, the
differences between Two Stay Two Stray
and Direct Instruction can be seen on the
learning activity and the involvement of
the teacher and the students. As stated
above, Two Stay Two Stray is students
centered while DI is teacher centered.
Two Stay Two Stray promotes the
student’s activeness in teaching learning
process while DI promotes teacher

instruction on the student’s activity

during teaching learning process.
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Form the statements above and
the result of the research; it can be
concluded that Two Stay Two Stray is
more effective than Direct Instruction in
teaching writing skill.

2. The

Students’

between
High

Differences
Having

Creativity and Students Having

Low Creativity.

The students of STIKes Hamzar
who have high creativity have better
writing skill that those having low
creativity. The result of the second
hypothesis testing shows that there is
significant difference on the students’
writing skill between those who have
high creativity and those who have low
the finding of
ANOVA shows that F, between rows
(5.69) is higher than F at the level of
significance o = 0.05 (3.98). Moreover,

creativity because

the finding of mean score between
students having high creativity (74.00) is
higher than the mean score of students
having low creativity (70.64). Thus, It
can be stated that Two Stay Two Stray is
more effective than Direct Instruction in
teaching writing skill to the students
having high creativity.

Creativity has an important role
in learning. More creative students are a
better they will get the achievements. As
stated by Munandar (2012: 25), everyone

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
E-ISSN: 2722 — 7340

has different level of creativity which
affects to their ways of thinking, their
behavior and their competences in all
aspects. The difference between students
having high and low creativity can be
seen from their writing. Students with
high creativity showed that their writing
skills are batter than those having low
creativity. Lau (2011: 215) states that
creative people are often diligent,
discipline, and highly focused. It shows
that students having high creativity
produce more ideas than those having
low creativity. The teacher can see
students’ ability in producing ideas from
the ideas in students written product
while for those having low creativity,
they make their writing as they are. They
might provide their writing with no new
ideas. As stated by Simonton and
Amabile (in 2002: 4)

Creative individuals have several features

Herwageen

that distinguish them from their less
creative peers: They have a rich body of
domain-relevant knowledge and well-
developed skills, and they find their work
intrinsically motivating. They tend to be
independent, unconventional, and more
risk-taking, and to have wide interests
and a greater openness to new
experiences.

The students with high creativity

showed their ability to produce many
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ideas, show a conceptual of thinking,
produce unusual ideas, and add detail to
the basic idea that differ from student
who have low creativity. Creativity can
influence the succeess of teaching
learning.
Good and Brophy, 1990: 619), creativity

involves

According to Guilford (in
divergent  thinking  as
represented by the fluency, flexibility,
and originality of thought process. These
statements show that creative students
can generate ideas at rapid pace in order
to solve problem in new perspective and
generate new and genuinely different
ideas. Thus, the high creative students
expressed their ideas and thoughts freely.

On the other hand, students with
low creativity tend to express their ideas
as they are. It means they have low
passion to create their ideas or develop
their thought. The low creativity students
sometimes are afraid of making mistake
rather than try to explore their ideas and
show them to their friends. Students with
low creativity have lack of curiosity
toward something new that they find. As
the result of their low creativity, it is
quite difficult for them to think creatively
and share their ideas. Stenberg and
Williams (1996: 11) state that students

who are less creative often make
mistakes in encouraging ideas and
solutions. Guilford and Torance (in

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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Rockler, 1988: 45) explain that without
creativity, people find it difficult to solve
problems and they have little opportunity
for creative expression.

According to Munandar (2004:
105) the students having low creativity
have less imagination. The students get
difficulty to develop the writing product,
to make the writing interesting, and to
arrange the organization well. In
producing writing, a student is hoped to
be able to produce many ideas in order to
develop a writing product. It is opposite
to the students having high creativity.
They are supposed to produce many
ideas in the beginning of writing. This
activity happens in drafting process. It is
supported by the result of the research

Thrower (in Hanson and Eller,
1999: 358)

students demonstrate higher level of

regards more creative

achievement. By  considering  the
explanation of high and low creativity
students and the role of creativity on
writing, it can be concluded that there is
significant difference between students
having high creativity and students
having low creativity. Since creativity
becomes one of factors in
The
creativity have ability in producing a

learning

writing. students having high
better writing text than students having

low creativity. Thus, it can be stated that
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students having high creativity have
better writing skill than those having low
creativity.

From the elaboration above and
the result of the research, it can be
concluded that there is difference
between students having high and low
creativity in writing. The students have
better writing skill when the students are
taught by Two Stay Two Stray model.

3. Interaction between Teaching
Models and Students’ Creativity
Based on the finding of
hypothesis testing, there is interaction
between teaching models and students’
creativity on the students’ writing skill.
The result of ANOVA shows that Fo
columns by rows (31.56) is higher than
Ft (3.98). The finding of test shows that
the mean score between students having
high creativity taught using Two Stay
Two Stray Model (79.56) is higher than
those taught using Direct Instruction
Model (68.44); and the mean score of
students having low creativity taught
using Direct Instruction Model (73.00) is
higher than those taught using Two Stay
Two Stray Model (68.28). It means that
Two Stay Two Stray Model is more
effective for the students who have high
creativity, while Direct Instruction Model
is more effective for the students who

have low creativity. In other words, the

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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effectiveness of the models in teaching
writing depends on the degree of
students’ creativity.

Two Stay Two Stray is one of
cooperative learnings that give students’
chance cooperatively work together that
is adapted from kagan’s One Stay Three
Stray. According to Lie (2007: 60), Two
Stay Two Stray gives opportunity for the
result to the other groups, either as
guesses or as hosts. This cooperative
learning stimulates the students to give
and share their ideas or information to
other students. It means that there is a big
chance for them to respect each other
upon the different ideas. Huda (2012:
140) states that Two Stay Two Stray can
be applied in every subject and every
level. Two Stay Two Stray supports
students to be actively involved since
every student member have to contribute
to share their ideas in making writing
The students this

product. through

teaching model could develop their
creativity in producing ideas freely.

To get a maximum goal in
teaching-learning process using this
model, creativity needs to be considered.
Two Stay Two Stray Model is one of the
teaching models that accommodate
students having high creativity. This
model does not limit the students to
and to their

participate develop
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competence. However, this model
supports the students to help their friends
and to be actively involved in teaching-
learning process. Two Stay Two Stray
stimulates the students produce new
ideas even give new information during
teaching-learning process. Furthermore,
Two Stay Two Stray is students centered,
most of the teaching learning activities is
on students’
Crawford (2005: 63), this model is

usefull for sharing ideas in which the

activity. According to

students have responsiblity to provide

information to others.
According to

Hamiddin, 2012: 3), Two Stay Two Stray

offers a low-treat forum where students

Crawford (in

can exchange ideas and build social skill.
After discussing and producing a draft
within the group, they have to stay and
stray to the other groups to share their
writing product. Lie (2004) explains that
Two Stay Two Stray Model gives the
students chance to every member of the
group to share the result and infromation
with other groups. In this case, the
students in the class partcipated or
involved actively to the success of the
group to get the goal of teaching learning
process. During teaching-learning
process, the students were free to develop
and create their ideas. The students could

give any input to other students toward

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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their writing and also took advantages to
make the written product better. From the
elaboration above, it can be stated that
two stay is suitable to teach writing skill
for the students having high creativity.
On the hand,

Instruction Model is another model in

other Direct
which the teaching and learning process
focuses on the teacher. It makes Direct
Instruction is known as teacher centered.
It means that the students cannot freely
active in teaching learning process since
they have to follow the instruction. The
role in teaching learning process is
mainly on the teacher. The students tend
to be passive and they were not creative
students. The students do activity based
on the instruction given by the teacher.
As cited by Cohen (in Magliaro, Lockee,
& Burton, 2008: 6) posit that Direct
Instruction Model should not be used for
higher level learning or performance, but
in situations where motor skills or
prerequisite intellectual skills are being
instructed. Related to the level of

creativity, the students having low
creativity is suitable to teach using this
model, since the students just waited the
teacher’s instruction and input to do the
activities without any freedom of action
to develop their writing. The students

with low creativity were afraid to take
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risk, were not able to accomplish hard
effort and passive.

In this model, the students tend to
be passive because the teacher has a
dominant figure. The interaction between
the teacher and the students are usually in
the form of one-way communication
from the teacher to the students. Besides,
the students’ scientific and creative
thinkinng cannot be facilitated properly.
Therefore, teaching writing using Direct
Instruction Model is more effective than
Two Stay Two Stray Model for the
students having low creativity because
the students with low creativity are
always helped by the teacher for
developing their writing step by step. As
stated by Huitt (2009: 9),

Instruction made the teacher to be

Direct

actively present new content of skills to
the students in order to make the teaching
learning process is achieved. Duran and
Carnine (2003: 3) state that in direct
instruction, the teaching process may
include the teacher signalling, modelling,
and following a lesson which is scripted
and is designed to have the students
respond chorally as teacher signals the
small group or an entire group of
students.

Based on the elaboration and the
the the

result of research above,

implementation of two different models

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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for teaching writing gives different result
to the students having high and low
creativity. Therefore, there is an
interaction between teaching models and
students’ creativity for teaching writing
skill. 1t can be inferred that Two Stay
Two Stray is suitable for the students
who have high creativity and Direct
Instruction is suitable for the students

who have low creativity.

CONCLUSION

Based on the result of the data analysis,
the research findings are as follows:

1. Two Stay Two Stray is more
effective than Direct Instruction in
teaching writing skill for the students of
STIKes Hamzar. It is supported by the
result of the finding in which the mean
score of Two Stay Two Stray Model
(73.92) is higher than the mean score of
Model (70.72).

Furthermore, the result of Anova test

Direct  Instruction
between columns showed that there is
significant difference in which Ft with
the level of significance a = 0.05 (3.98)
is lower than Fo (5.14).

2. The students having high
creativity have better writing skill for the
students of STIKes Hamzar. It is

supported by the result of the finding in
which the mean score of the students
having high creativity (74.00) is higher
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than students having
(70.64). In addition, the result of Anova

low creativity

test between rows showed that there is
significant difference in which Ft with
level of significance a = 0.05 (3.98) is
lower than Fo (5.69)

3. There is an interaction between
teaching models and students’ creativity
in teaching writing skill for the students
of STIKes Hamzar. It is supported by the
finding of test that the mean score
between students having high creativity
taught using Two Stay Two Stray Model
(79.56) is higher than the mean score of
those taught using Direct Instruction
Model (68.44); and the mean score of
students having low creativity taught
using Direct Instruction Model (73.00) is
higher than the mean score of those
taught by using Two Stay Two Stray
Model (68.27). It means that the students
who have high creativity are appropriate
taught by using Two Stay Two Stray
Model, while the students having low
creativity are appropriate taught using
Direct Instruction Model. In other words,
the effectiveness of the models in
teaching writing skill used in different
classes depends on the degree of
students’ creativity.

Based on the research findings
above, it can be concluded that Two Stay

Two Stray Model is an effective teaching

P-ISSN: 2503 — 1708
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model in teach writing skill for the
students of STIKes Hamzar in the
academic year of 2018/2019. Besides,
there is an interaction between the
teaching models used and the students’

creativity in teaching writing skill.
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