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Abstract
This study is aimed to improve the students’ speaking ability at islamic junior high school ma’arif nu miftahul huda Mangunranangran grade vii in academic year 2012/2013. First, it is to know students’ speaking ability after being taught using teaching technique, mingling activity. Second, it is to find out the effectiveness of using Mingling Activity to improve the students’ speaking ability. Mingling activity is a technique in teaching and learning where students practice their English with other students. The mean score of pre-test before the researcher gave the treatment is 65.44, and the mean score of post-test after the researcher gave the treatment is 74.56. The t-test value is 7.6. The t-test value is higher than t-table. It means that the hypothesis of the research is accepted. 
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A. Background
Speaking is one of the important skills which have to learn if someone wants to master English. Speaking is one of the most important skills in learning English. The best way to learn speaking is practicing to speak. However, in many schools, the students does not have chance to speak English because they are passive students or also because the teacher does not use the suitable technique. Based on those problems, the writer tries to propose a new teaching technique to improve the students’ speaking ability which is called Mingling Activity. Thornbury (2000: 63) stated that one way of providing repetitive practice of formulaic language in a more communicative framework is to set up a mingling activity. This involves learners (space premitting) walking around, asking all the others questions with a view to completing a survey or finding a close match. Ramelan (1994: 4) explained that Speaking is a matter of habit. If someone wants to learn a foreign language he will obviously meet with all kinds of learning problem. These difficulties have to do with learning of the unfamiliar ways of arranging the foreign words into sentences. Brown ( 2007: 7) said that teaching is guiding and facilitating learning enabling the learn and sitting the condition for learning. Teaching means showing or helping someone to learn how to do something. Hornby (1995: 2) stated that ability means mental or phisical capacity, power or skill required to do something. On the other hand, Guralink (1994: 2) defines ability as a genetic word which represents the term capacity, capability, intellegence, competence, mind power, and other. It is also related to skill, knowledge to do something, profeciency, aptitude, faculty, expertise, facility, qualification, and strenght.

B. Research Method
The research was held on May 07, 2013 until May 16, 2013 at Islamic junior high school ma’arif nu miftahul huda mangunranan grade vii in academic year 2012/2013. The type of this research is quantitative research with an experimental method. The researcher uses one group pretest-posttest design in doing the research. In this research the researcher took 25 students of one class as sample from 59 students as population. Then, the researcher gave pre-test and post-test to the samples. To get the sample, the researcher uses purposive sampling technique, it is because of the consideration of time, effort, money, etc. In collecting the data, the researcher uses speaking test as instrument. The researcher gave two tests. Pre-test was given before treatment, and post-test was given after treatment. The pre-test is given to know the basic ability of students. The pre test in this research is the students are asked to introduce in front of the class, then the researcher records their introduction. The post-test is given to know the students’ speaking ability after the researcher gave the treatment. By using post-test, the researcher can know whether their speaking ability improves or not. The post-test in this research is the students are asked to make a conversation between two students and performs it in front of the class, and then the researcher records their conversation. 
In analyzing the data,   the   researcher   uses   descriptive   analysis   and inferential analysis. The descriptive analysis is to describe the students’ speaking ability before and after the researcher gave the treatment by using mingling activity. The descriptive analysis is to find out mean, median, mode, standard deviation, and variance both of pre-test and post-test. Then, the inferential analysis is to test the normality of the data, the homogeneity of the data, and the hypothesis.

C. Finding and Discussion
After doing the research, the researcher got the data both from pre-test and post-test. In pre-test, there were 25 students who did the test given by the researcher. The highest score was 80, the lowest score was 52, the median was 68, the mode was 68, the range was 28, and the mean of pre-test was 65.44. In post-test, there were 25 students who did the test given by the researcher. The highest score was 88, the lowest score was 60, the median was 76, the mode was 76, the range was 28, and the mean was 74.56. Based on the data of pre-test and post-test, we can see that the mean score of post-test (74.56) is higher than the mean score of pre-test (65.44). So, it can be said that there is good influence to the students’ speaking ability after the researcher give the treatment (mingling activity) to the students.
In the inferential analysis, the researcher calculates the test of normality, the test of homogeneity, and the test of hypothesis. In the test of normality, X²value of pre-test is 3.69. X² table sig 5 % is 11.7. The data was normal if X²value of the data is lower than 11.7. X²value of pre-test is lower than 11.7, so it can be concluded that the data of pre-test was normal. Then, X²value of post-test is 2.89. X² table sig 5 % is 11.7. The data was normal if X²value of the data is lower than 11.7. X²value of pre-test is lower than 11.7, so it can be concluded that the data of post-test was normal. In homogeneity test, a data was homogenous if the score of F value is lower than the F value on table and a data is not homogenous if the score of F value is higher than the F value on the table. F table sig 5 % is 1.98. The F score of this data is 1.108. 1,108 is lower than 1.98, so it can be concluded that the data is homogenous. In the test of hypothesis, the result of t-value is 7.6. Based on the 0.05 significant levels, the value of t-table is 2.063. The result of computation shows that t-value is higher than t-table, that is 7.6>2.063. So, it can be stated that the hypothesis “Mingling Activity to improve the students’ speaking ability at Islamic Junior High School Ma’arif NU Miftahul Huda Mangunranan in academic year 2012/2013 is effective” is accepted.

D. Conclusion and Recommendation

Based on the research finding and discussion, the researcher concludes that:
1.	The mean score of post-test is higher than the mean score of pre-test (74.56>65.44). It means that there is good influence after the students are given the treatment (Mingling Activity).
2.	The t-test value is higher than the t-table (7.6>2.063). It means that the hypothesis of the research is accepted. In other words, Mingling Activity is effective to improve the students’ speaking ability at Islamic junior high school ma’arif nu miftahul huda mangunranan grade vii in academic year 2012/2013.
	Finally, the researcher gives suggestions to the English teachers, to the students, and next researchers. To the English teacher, the researcher hopes that they must be more creative in teaching English. They can use more technique, method, strategy or others that can make the students interested in learning English. To the students, the researcher hopes that they can be more active in learning English. They also must practice it, so they can speak English. To the next researcher, the researcher hopes that, they can continue and complete this research because it is still far from perfect.
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