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This research is to describe the implementation of mind mapping learning model
that can improve the learning outcomes of civil education subject. This research was
conducted at Public Elementary School Mawar 2 of Banjarmasin, specifically on
grade 5 students involving 29 students consisting of 13 male students and 16 female
students. This research is classroom action research. The data analysis used was
descriptive quantitative. The research results show the learning outcome of students
on Civil Education subject is improving in every meeting. Therefore, mind mapping
learning model can improve learning outcome of students.
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I. Introduction

Education is a conscious activity aimed at
developing human capabilities (Djamarah, 2000).
The purpose of education contained in Law
Number 20 on national education system,
especially in article 3 which is developing learners’
potential so that they become persons imbued with
human values who are faithful and pious to one and
only God; who possess morals and noble character;
who are healthy, knowledgeable, competent,
creative, independent; and as citizens, are
democratic and responsible. Generally, Education
is divided into formal education and non-formal
education. Formal education is performed
continuously in every types and level of education

on every educational unit.

Educational unit is an education service group that
organizes education. School is one of educational
institutions providing various learning activities.
Learning is an activity in which student is the active
learning subject who creates their own cognitive
structures (Vygotsky, 1978: 134). Students as one
of the important parts in educational field requires
special attention when giving treatment. Learning
is not merely memorizing, identifying, and
recalling (Arfiyanti, 2017). However, students are
also required to understand the concept and
explain it as well as describing their understanding
through pictures (Cabahug, 2012). In addition,
students are also required to manage the
information to achieved learning outcome
(Degeng, 2004). According to Akbar (2013)
learning process should be able to encourage
motivation and easier learning understanding for
the learners.

From the observation results, it showed that the
implementation of learning process in the field was
still far from the expectation mentioned above. It
led to poor learning outcome of students which
was still below the expectation. Especially for Civil
Education Subject that explains long and boring
materials for the learners. The same thing also
applied to Public Elementary School Mawar 2 of
Banjarmasin. So, it needs a proper solution to
improve learning outcome of the students
especially for Civil Education subject. One of the
proposed solutions is the implementation of
learning model.

j-k6em Vol. 1 No. 3 2018

Learning model can be defined as a systematic
procedure used to organize learning experience for
the learners, so the learning objectives can be
achieved. According to Joyce & Weil, learning
model is a plan or pattern used to organize
curriculum (long term learning plan), design
learning materials, and guide the learning in the
classroom or others (Rusman, 2010). One of
learning model that can be used to achieve learning
outcome expected by Civil Education subject is
mind mapping.

Mind mapping is representation of thought
process written in the form of images with
diagrams, colors, symbols, and words (Buzan,
2009). This learning model is considered able to
improve students’ learning outcome since it does
not only require students to memorize the whole
material, but it is conceptualized more
systematically and structured. Buzan further
explains that Mind mapping leads to left and right
brain activity by evoking critical thinking that leads
to the reflective and functional of human brain. 4
characteristics of mind mapping learning model are
(I) the subject of attention is manifested in the
image at the center which is the main theme; (Z)
the main theme is then divided into sub themes; (3)
the branch contains keywords associated with the
lines, and (4) branches are linked structurally.
Many researches have implemented mind mapping
model and showed significant improvement in the
learning outcomes.

2. Methodology

This was classroom action research conducted in 3
cycles. Each cycle covers 4 stages of planning,
implementation, observation, and reflection.

This research was conducted at Public Elementary
School Mawar 2 of Banjarmasin. The subject of the
research was all grade S students involving 29
students consisting of 13 male students and 16
female students.

The analysis used descriptive quantitative
technique that was obtained from students learning
outcome. Based on the observation conducted by
the researcher, it showed that 51.72 % (15
Students) have not achieved KKM (Minimum
Mastery Criteria) of Civil Education subject. The

research was categorized as successful if students
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able to achieve mastery of learning outcome >
80% with Minimum Mastery Criteria (KKM) >
75 classically.

3. Results and Discussion

The research conducted for 3 cycles at Grade 5
Public Elementary School Mawar 2 of Banjarmasin
indicated the learning outcome had improved in
each cycle. In the first cycle, it did not show a
significant improvement of learning outcomes.
This is because the students felt inconvenient with
learning that implements mind mapping model. In
the second cycle, learners started to get used to the
implementation of mind mapping model, it also
showed good things on student learning outcome.
In the third cycle, the improvement of learning
outcome appeared significant.

After learning outcome data of students was
analyzed, the researcher created table of the average
learning outcome of Grade 5 students at Public
Elementary School Mawar 2 of Banjarmasin as
presented in line charts.

Average of students' learning outcome
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The picture above shows the improvement of
students learning outcome average on Civil
Education subject due to Mind Mapping model
Implementation in the learning process.

In addition, the improvement also occurs on
learning outcome of students classically, based on
the scores obtained on the chart above, it shows
improvement on the students learning outcome of
Civil Education subject in each meeting. It was
only §1.72 % of students who were able to achieve
Minimum Mastery Criteria at the beginning of the
observation. It improved as many as 13.79 % to
65.51 % at first meeting and improved more at the
second meeting, to 75.86 % and improved more at

the third meeting of 13.79 % to 89.65 %.

In current education paradigm, the objectives of
Iearning are not only studying the subjects’

10

substance but refers more to the concept of
constructivism that encourages and appreciates
their learning efforts. With such active learning
scenarios, students will strive to empower all their
academic potential and strategies to solve

individual / group problems (Djamarah, 2000).

4. Conclussion and Recomendations

Based on the results explanation and discussion
above, it can be concluded that the implementation
of mind mapping learning model on Civil
Education subject at Public Elementary School
Mawar 2 of Banjarmasin can significantly improve
learning outcome of students.

Recommendations in the research is proposed to:
(I) teacher is suggested to use mind mapping
learning model when performing teaching and
learning process, (2) the principal is encouraged to
familiarize mind mapping learning model to
teacher or other education implementer, (3) future
researcher, it can be used as consideration and
reference when conducting similar research.
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