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I. Introduction 
 

Education is one of the human efforts to prepare for the future. The future will demand 

more human intelligence in thinking. Education is something important and cannot be 

separated from a person's life, both in the family, society and nation (Sari, 2021).  Education 

has a very strategic role in determining the direction of the forthcoming of the nation's quality 

of community knowledge (Musdiani, 2019). This compulsory education program is expected 

to provide minimum education for Indonesian citizens to be able to develop their potential so 

that they can live independently in a community environment or continue their education to a 

higher level (Martono, 2020). 

Education is carried out since the human being is in the womb of a mother until he is 

born into the world and finally the human will leave this world. Education can be done 
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anywhere and anytime, without being limited by space and time. The main education starts 

from the family environment then the school environment and also the community 

environment. 

Today the world of education has an important role for the development of a nation in 

an effort to build superior and intelligent human resources so that they can compete with 

other nations. In Indonesia this is formulated in the 1945 Constitution Article 1 point 20 No. 

20 of 2003. 

The basic abilities contained in the content of Indonesian language subjects in the 2013 

curriculum include listening, speaking, reading, and writing skills. The four language skills 

are presented in an integrated manner, but it is possible to emphasize one skill such as reading 

skills. is. Skills. which. productive. Reading is an interactive activity to pick and understand 

the meaning contained in written language. Somadayo (2011). The teacher is. spearhead. 

implementation of the learning process. Therefore, the teacher must be able to create a very 

effective learning atmosphere. The use of the right learning model can make learning fun and 

students easily grasp the material being taught. 

Based on the results of observations made by researchers on grade 1 MI students in 

Duren Sawit, so far teachers in their learning are still using traditional methods. busy doing 

other things like. tell a story. with. another teacher friend, .doing administration. 

Besides. that. Teacher. no. using media in learning so that it can be seen when the 

lesson takes place, students look less interested, lethargic, bored, pay less attention and talk to 

each other with their classmates or other friends, so the class atmosphere becomes crowded. 

This can be seen when learning through direct observation shows that the KKM scores that 

students get are much below the KKM. Based on this background, a title was taken "The 

Influence of Make a Match Type Cooperative Learning Model and Learning Motivation on 

Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes at Madasah Ibtidaiyah Students in Duren Sawit". 

Studies. Preliminary that researchers did in class 1 A and class 1B as follows: 

1. Researchers conducted observational research and found the lowest score of Indonesian 

language learning outcomes under the KKM class 1A as many as 15 students and class 

1B 20 students. 

2. Researchers conducted observational research and found the lowest score of Indonesian 

language learning outcomes under the KKM class 1A as many as 13 students and class 

1B as many as 15 students. 

3. Researchers conducted observational research and found the lowest score of Indonesian 

language learning outcomes under the KKM class 1A as many as 10 students and class 

1B as many as 12 students. 

The following is the minimum completeness table for learning Indonesian for class 1 

MI Duren Sawit. 

 

Table 1. 1 Minimum Completeness Criteria 

 

No 

KKM  

( 70 ) 
Class 

Number 

Of 

Students 

Obser

vation 

1 

Obser

vation 

2 

Obser

vation 

3 
Information 

1. 70 - 100 1A 35 15 13 10 Its done 

2. 0 - 69 1B 35 20 15 12 Unfinished 
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From the table above, it can be concluded that the low learning outcomes of Indonesian 

students at MI Al Wathoniyah 1A Duren Sawit in grade 1 can also be seen from the average 

score of students who have just reached 60. This value is very less than the minimum 

completeness score (KKM) which reaches 70. 

Based on the data collection, it is known that the highest score is 81, the lowest value is 

35, and the average value is 59.50 which is classified in the sufficient category (50 – 69). The 

data above when visualized into a diagram is as follows: 

 

 
Figure 1. Indonesian Language Learning Outcome Diagram 

 

1.1 Problem Formulation 

1. Does the Make a Match type of cooperative learning model have a direct effect on 

Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes? 

2. Does learning motivation affect Indonesian language learning outcomes? 

3. Does the Make a Match cooperative learning model affect the motivation to learn 

Indonesian? 

4. Does the Make a Match Type Cooperative Learning Model and Learning Motivation 

have an effect on Indonesian language learning outcomes? 

5. How is the Effect of Make a Match Type Cooperative Learning Model and Learning 

Motivation on Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes for Class 1 Students of MI Al 

Wathoniyah 1A? 

 

1.2 Research Objectives 

In accordance with the existing problems, the purpose of this study was to obtain data 

and analyze student learning outcomes using the Make A Match type cooperative learning 

model. Motivate students in learning to read early and obtain good learning outcomes. 

1. Analyzing the direct effect of the Make a Match type cooperative learning model on 

Indonesian language learning outcomes. 

2. Analyzing the effect of learning motivation on Indonesian language learning outcomes. 

3. Analyzing the effect of the Make a Match type of cooperative learning model on the 

motivation to learn Indonesian. 

4. Analyzing the effect of the Make A Match type cooperative learning model and 

learning motivation on Indonesian language learning outcomes. 
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5. Analyzing the effect of the Make a Match type of cooperative learning model and 

learning motivation on the Indonesian language learning outcomes of the 1st grade 

students of MI Al Wathoniyah 1A. 

 

II. Review of Literature 
 

Learning is change maturity of students as a result of learning. According to Sudjana 

(2010) "Learning outcomes are the abilities that students have after they receive the learning 

experience". 

Jihad and Haris (2012) “to obtain learning outcomes, an evaluation is carried out or 

assessment which is a follow-up or a way to measure the level of student mastery. Mulyasa 

(2010) “Learning Outcomes is the overall learning achievement of students which becomes 

an indicator of learning, there is a change behavior and successfully achieve instructional 

goals.”. 

Learning outcomes are changes that occur in students' cognitive, affective and 

psychomotor after being evaluated, so that students' achievements can be seen. The factors 

that influence learning outcomes according to Wahab (2015) include internal factors and 

external factors. 

The make a match type of cooperative learning model was developed by Lorn Curran 

in 1994. Joyce & Well in Huda (2013) argues that "learning models are plans or patterns that 

can be used to shape curricula, design instructional materials and guide the teaching process 

in classrooms or classrooms in a different setting”. Arends (in Suprijono, 2013) explains that 

the learning model refers to the approach used, including learning objectives, stages in 

learning activities, learning environment and classroom management. 

The Make a Match type cooperative model is a technique of finding pairs, students are 

grouped and then asked to find a partner from the cards they hold. The advantage of this 

technique is that students look for partners while learning about a concept or topic in a 

pleasant atmosphere. This technique can be used in a subject and for all age levels of students 

(Lorn Curran in Huda, 2011). 

Learning motivation is a change in energy within a person (personal) which is 

characterized by the emergence of feelings and reactions to achieve goals. Uno (2013) states 

that motivation is an impulse contained in a person to try to make changes in behavior that 

are better in meeting their needs. 

Sardiman (2011) argues that motivation can also be said to be a series of efforts to 

provide certain conditions, so that someone is willing and wants to do something. 

Learning motivation is a change in energy within a person (personal) which is 

characterized by the emergence of feelings and reactions to achieve goals. Uno (2013) states 

that motivation is an impulse contained in a person to try to make changes in behavior that 

are better in meeting their needs. 

 
III. Research Methods 

 

The model used in this study is a make a match type of learning model by using the 

observation method with a quantitative approach. According to Sugiyono (2013) said that 

research methods based on the philosophy of positivism are used to examine certain 

populations or samples, sampling techniques are generally carried out randomly, data 

collection uses research instruments. 

The reason for using the make a match type of cooperative learning model is to be able 

to know the process of teaching and learning Indonesian language and the low learning 
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outcomes of Indonesian in early reading for grade 1 students. Knowing the inhibiting factors 

that cause low student learning outcomes. 

The data analysis technique in this study is in the form of numbers and analysis using 

statistics to measure and obtain research results through observation sheets. Observational 

research in question is to explain causal relationships or correlations which is usually called 

path analysis. 

The reason the researcher uses the observation method is because this study explains 

the causal relationship and the study of hypotheses, while the quantitative approach in 

question is the interpretation and measurement of research data in the form of numbers. 

In this study, the variables to be studied are the Make a Match cooperative learning 

model (exogenous variable), Learning Motivation (intermediate endogenous variable), and 

Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes (last endogenous variable). To see the effect 

between exogenous and endogenous variables, the following variable constellation was 

designed: 

 

 

 
 

  

  

 

Figure 2. Research Theoretical Model 

 

X1 : Make a Match Type Learning Model 

X2 : Learning Motivation 

Y   : Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes 

      : Direct influence 

 

 This study chose an observational research design because the researcher examined the 

success of first graders in learning Indonesian to read the beginning, therefore the researcher 

used an observational research design to collect the necessary data. The strategy that the 

researcher uses is the Make A Match type of cooperative learning model. 

 The data analysis carried out in this study and the methods used include: 

1) Preliminary Analysis 

The steps in applying the Make A Match type technique to Indonesian learning 

outcomes are as follows. 

1. Come to school to observe students by doing a pretest. 

2. The pretest is in the form of a picture worksheet where students have to put word/letter 

cards in the box next to the picture. 

3. After the students finish doing the pretest, it will get the results of the high and low 

scores obtained by each student. 

4. At the second meeting, the researcher gave the instrument sheet to the class teacher, in 

which students were asked to know vowels and consonants, read patterned syllables 

and read simple words. Before doing the task the teacher formed several groups and 

then explained how to work on the instrument sheet. 

5. The teacher distributes task sheets and word/letter cards to the groups that have been 

formed. 

X1 

X2 

  Y 
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Furthermore, the assessment was carried out by the class teacher, namely Mrs. Hj. 

Rojelah, S.Pd.I graduated from Muhammadiyah University Prof. DR. Hamka. The data 

analysis technique used is descriptive and inferential. 

2). Descriptive Analysis 

The use of descriptive data analysis is used to describe the state of the data for each 

variable, namely the lowest score, highest score, average score, median, mode, standard 

deviation, variance, frequency distribution, and histogram. 

3). Inferential Analysis 

Inferential statistical analysis (hypothesis testing) is used to test the research hypothesis 

through path analysis. All hypothesis testing using = 0.05 and = 0.01 before testing the 

hypothesis, the following tests were carried out: (1) normality test of estimated error using 

Leliefors test, (2) significance test and regression linearity using t-test and f-test. 

Testing the validity of the instrument items using the Pearson correlation formula The 

function of this formula is to determine the validity of each item of the research 

questionnaire. The Pearson Product Moment correlation formula is as follows: 

 

      r xy= n∑xy – (∑x) (∑y) 

{n∑x2 – (∑x)2} {n∑y2 – (∑y)2} 

             

Information: 

Pearson Product Moment Correlation Coefficient 

X = Number of scores in the distribution X 

y   = Total score in Y . distribution 

xy  = Total score in X and Y distribution 

x2  = Number of results squared in the distribution X 

y2  = Number of results squared in the Y . distribution 

n  = Number of samples (respondents) 

 

4) Instrument Reliability Testing 

 This test is intended to measure the research instrument in order to determine the 

consistency of the measuring instrument. The reliability test in this study was carried out with 

internal consistency, namely trying the measurement instrument. only once then the data 

obtained were analyzed using statistical tests in this case using Cronbach's Alpha. as follows: 

 

r11 = [ k ] 1 – [∑ab2 ] 

              K – 1 at2 

 

Information : 

Instrument reliability coefficient 

K = number of instrument items 

ab2 = Item variance 

At2 = Total variance  

 

IV. Discussion 
 

4.1 Results  

The description of the research results is presented with simple statistics in the form of 

data descriptions, testing requirements for analysis, testing hypotheses, discussing research 

results, and research limitations. Regarding the distribution or distribution of the data 

obtained from the two variables in this research. The scores presented in this study were 
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processed using descriptive statistics. Based on the research problem and the number of 

variables, the description of the data is grouped into two parts according to the number of 

research variables. The two variables are the Make a Match (X1) type learning model as the 

independent variable (exogenous). And learning motivation (X2) as the dependent variable 

(endogenous). As well as learning outcomes of Indonesian dependent variable (last 

endogenous) 

There are 3 students who get an interval score of 10-12, 8 people who get an interval 

score of 13-15, 5 people who get a score of 16-18, 5 people who get a score of 19-21, and 5 

students who get a score of 22-24 8 people, and 2 people who get a score of 25-27. 

Graphically, the frequency distribution of Indonesian language learning outcomes using the 

make a match type of cooperative learning model is shown in Figure 3 below. 

 

 
Figure 3. Diagram of Indonesian Language Learning Results with the Make A Match 

Learning Model 

 

4 students who got an interval score of 11-12, 7 people who got an interval score of 13-

14, 7 people who got a score of 15-16, 5 people who got a score of 17-18, and a score of 19-

20 as many as 5 people, and 2 people got a score of 21-22. Graphically the frequency 

distribution of Indonesian learning outcomes using the lecture learning model is shown in 

Figure 4 below: 

 

 
Figure 4. Indonesian Language Learning Outcome Diagram with Lecture Learning Model 

 

 There are 5 students who get an interval score of 13-15, 9 students who get an interval 

score of 16-18, 10 students who get a score of 19-21, 8 students who get a score of 22-24 and 

a score of 25-27 as many as 2 people. Graphically, the frequency distribution of Indonesian 

learning outcomes on high learning motivation is shown in Figure 5 below: 
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Figure 5. Diagram of Indonesian Learning Outcomes on High Learning Motivation 

 

 There are 3 students who get an interval score of 10 – 11, 9 students who get an interval 

score of 12 – 13, 7 students who get a score of 14 – 15, 3 students who get a score of 16 – 17, 

and 3 students who get a score of 18 – 19. 3 people, and 1 person who gets a score of 20-21. 

Graphically the frequency distribution of Indonesian language learning outcomes using the 

lecture learning model is shown in Figure 6 below: 

 

 
Figure 6. Diagram of Indonesian Learning Outcomes on Low Learning Motivation 

 

 2 students who got an interval score of 13-15, 2 people who got an interval score of 16-

18, 4 people who got a score of 19-21, 8 people who got a score of 22-24, and a score of 25-

27 as many as 2 people. Graphically, the frequency distribution of Indonesian language 

learning outcomes using the make a match type of cooperative learning model for high 

motivation is shown in Figure 7 below: 

 

 
Figure 7. Diagram of Indonesian Language Learning Results Using the Make A Match 

Learning Model on High Motivation 

 

 There are 3 students who get an interval score of 11 – 12, 3 people who get an interval 

score of 13 – 14, 3 people who get a score of 15 – 16, 2 people who get a score of 17 – 18, 
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and those who get a score of 19 – 20 as much as 1 person. Graphically, the frequency 

distribution of Indonesian learning outcomes using the make a match type cooperative 

learning model at low motivation is shown in Figure 8 below: 

 

 
Figure 8. Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes Diagram Using the Make A Match Type 

Learning Model on Low Motivation 

 

 There are 2 students who get an interval score of 13-14, 5 people who get an interval 

score of 15-16, 3 people who get a score of 17-18, 4 people who get a score of 19-20, and 

those who get a score of 21-22 as many as 2 people. Graphically, the frequency distribution 

of Indonesian language learning outcomes using the high-motivation lecture learning model 

is shown in Figure 9 below: 

 

 
Figure 9. Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes Diagram with Lecture Learning Model 

on High Motivation 

 

 as many as 5 people, who got a score of 15-16 as many as 2 people, who got a score of 

17-18 as many as 2 people, and who got a score of 19-20 as many as 1 person. Graphically 

the frequency distribution of Indonesian learning outcomes using the lecture learning model 

at low motivation is shown in Figure 10 below: 

 

 
Figure 10. Diagram of Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes by Using the Lecture 

Learning Model on Low Motivation 
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The first hypothesis; in the ANOVA table, the Fcount value is 6.078 greater and 

Ftable = 4.013 at the real level = 0.05 (Fhit = 6.078 > Ftab(=0.05) = 4.013). This proves that 

the learning outcomes of Indonesian with the make a match type of cooperative learning 

model are better/higher than the group of students who learn Indonesian learning outcomes 

using the lecture learning model. 

The second hypothesis, in the ANOVA table, obtained that Fcount 5.259 is greater 

than Ftable = 4.013 at a significant level = 0.05 (Fhit = 5.259 > Ftab(=0.05) = 4.013). This 

proves that there is an interaction between the make a match type of cooperative learning 

model and learning motivation on Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes. 

The third hypothesis: based on further testing of Indonesian Language Learning 

Outcomes using a make a match type of cooperative learning model compared to Indonesian 

Language Learning Outcomes using a lecture learning model for high motivation (A1B1 

versus A2B1), the value of tcount = 3.618 is smaller than the value ttable = 2.037 at the level 

of significance = 0.05. Thus, the Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes of the group of 

students who studied with the cooperative learning model of the make a match type were 

better than the group of students who studied with the lecture learning model at high 

motivation. 

Fourth hypothesis; further testing of Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes using 

the make a match type of cooperative learning model compared to Indonesian Language 

Learning Outcomes using the lecture learning model for low motivation (A1B1 versus 

A2B2), the value of tcount = 0.131 is smaller than the value of ttable = 2.064 at significance 

level = 0.05. Thus, the Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes of the group of students 

who studied with the cooperative learning model of the make a match type were the same as 

the group of students who studied with the lecture learning model at low motivation. 

 

4.2 Discussion  
Through descriptive analysis, it was obtained that the average score of Indonesian 

language learning outcomes with the make a match type cooperative learning model was 

different from the scores produced by students with the lecture learning model, which were 

18.40 and 15.97, respectively. This fact is supported by the results of inferential analysis 

which states that there is a significant difference between Indonesian language learning 

outcomes and the make a match cooperative learning model on Indonesian language learning 

outcomes with the lecture learning model. Judging from the average score produced by the 

two learning models, it can be said that the make a match type of cooperative learning model 

produces higher Indonesian learning outcomes than the lecture learning model. Thus, the 

make a match type of cooperative learning model is much more effective than the lecture 

learning model in improving Indonesian language learning outcomes, especially those that 

are the subject of this study. 

In the group with high motivation, the descriptive statistical approach did not provide a 

difference in the average Indonesian language learning outcomes taught using the make a 

match type of cooperative learning model were higher than using the lecture learning model, 

which were 21.06 and 14, respectively. ,42. So that the resulting hypothesis is that there is no 

significant difference in learning outcomes of Indonesian language taught by the make a 

match type of cooperative learning model and by the lecture learning model. With these facts, 

it can be said that using a make a match type of cooperative learning model is better than 

using a lecture learning model in improving Indonesian language learning outcomes with 

high motivation. 

In the group with low motivation, where the Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes 

are between groups of students who study with the cooperative learning model type make a 

match with groups of students with the lecture learning model. The average scores are 17.43 



  
 

 

6517 
 

and 14.44. It can be seen that these two average scores do not provide a difference, so 

descriptively it can be said that both are the same. 

With these facts, it can be said that using the make a match type of cooperative learning 

model will obtain the same results as using the lecture learning model in improving the 

learning outcomes of Indonesian students who have low motivation. 

The advantages of the results of the Indonesian reading of the beginning of this study 

are: 

1. Students look for partners while learning about a word or letter in a pleasant 

atmosphere. 

2. This technique can be used in all subjects and can be used for all ages. 

3. An atmosphere of joy will grow in the learning process. 

4. Students are motivated by doing learning using the Make A match method rather than 

the lecture method. 

5. Student cooperation will be realized dynamically together with their group friends. 

6. The emergence of the dynamics of mutual cooperation of all students evenly. 

In addition to the advantages obtained from the results of this study, there are also 

weaknesses in preliminary reading research using the Make A Match method, namely. 

1. Students need guidance from the teacher to carry out activities. 

2. The available time needs to be limited so that students do not play too much in the 

learning process. 

3. Teachers need to prepare adequate materials and tools. 

4. There will be unrest and uncontrollable crowds 

From all the analysis results that have been described both by descriptive analysis and 

by inferential analysis, it is very reasonable to say that the learning model using make a 

match is more effective in improving Indonesian learning outcomes compared to the use of 

the lecture learning model. 

Thus, the results of the study conclude that there is an influence between the Make a 

Match learning model on Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes. The make a match 

learning model is better than the group of students who study with the lecture learning model 

at high motivation. The make a match learning model is the same as the group of students 

who study with the lecture learning model at low motivation. 

 

V. Conclusion 
 

5.1 Conclusion 

This research has empirically succeeded in proving a positive influence with the make a 

match learning model which is better/higher than the group of students who learn Indonesian 

with the lecture learning model. As indicated by the research data through calculations using 

product moment correlation and at a significant level = 0.05, which results in a tcount of 6.41, 

which is greater than t-table of 1.67. This means that the null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected and 

the hypothesis (Ha) is accepted. 

Thus, the results of the study conclude that there is an influence between the Make a 

Match learning model on Indonesian Language Learning Outcomes. The make a match 

learning model is better than the group of students who study with the lecture learning model 

at high motivation. The make a match learning model is the same as the group of students 

who study with the lecture learning model at low motivation. 
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5.2 Suggestion 

Based on the results of the study, the researchers provide suggestions: 

1. For educators to be more creative and sensitive again to the right model or strategy to 

be applied or given to the students we will teach. Don't be shy to ask if there's a 

problem or something you don't understand. For low grades, teachers should use fun 

learning strategies, not monotonous and boring ones. Explore as much of the student's 

potential as possible to develop 

2. Students should have high enthusiasm and motivation in participating in Indonesian 

language lessons. Responsible for the tasks assigned by the teacher so that the learning 

outcomes achieved are in accordance with the KKM and are satisfactory. 

3. For further researchers, there are still many factors that influence the learning outcomes 

of Indonesian. Therefore, this research can be used as a reference for further researchers 

who are interested in conducting research, especially regarding learning Indonesian 

language learning matrices using the Make a Match type model. 

4. Schools should provide direct feedback so that teachers become more enthusiastic in 

teaching and more creative in choosing appropriate learning methods so that students 

are more enthusiastic and motivated to take part in learning activities every day. 
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