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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to investigate whether the Round Robin Brainstorming method
was effective through students’ speaking skill at grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High
School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency. The research method used quantitative
experimental. The data collection technique was simple random sampling, with
pre-test and post-test based and the treatment. The data analysis used normality test
by Lilliefors and Shapiro Wilk, besides homogeneity test used Levene and
hypothesis test by paired sample test, that was two-tailed significance based. The
object of this research was Ya Bakii (Yayasan Badan Amal Kesejahteraan Ittihadul
Islamiyah) Senior High School Kesugihan Cilacap Regency students’ grade 11. The
variables required students’ speaking skill as the dependent variable, and Round
Robin Brainstorming as the independent variable. The result of the research showed
the method was effective on students’ speaking skill at grade 11, in Ya Bakii Senior
High School. The hypothesis test of control class has the value that was 0,048 <
0,05, it was defined that hypothesis accepted and null hypothesis rejected. Besides,
the value of experimental class according to paired sample test was 0,0000 < 0,005,
it could be defined that hypothesis was accepted and hypothesis null was rejected.
The result of the research concluded that Round Robin Brainstorming method was
effective for students’ speaking skill of grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School
Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency.

Keywords : Round Robin Brainstorming, Speaking Skill, Teaching Speaking.
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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION

Round Robin Brainstorming is applied due to investigate whether or not the
method is effective on students’ speaking skill, it is the basic reasoning which is
determining the formulation supposed to conduct the research.

A. Background of The Study

The fundamental skills in a language divided into three parts such as
listening, communication in classroom, and speaking.! Speaking is kind of either
active or productive skill, which is become the most important tool in order to build
communication, that means the communication is the goal and key of language
learning, besides the aim of speaking is to promote efficient communication as
language context, the success of speaking activity could be seen from the
productivity while the learners actively speak.? Besides, one of the English speaking
problem that is students difficulties to express their idea even in a simple form of
conversation.> Most of the students are low in English speaking due to the
difficulties while speak fluently in correct grammar, they are not really confidence,
and lack in vocabulary, that’s all influencing the students’ afraid for making mistake
while speaking.* According to those problematic cases, there is found some
students’ obstacles which causing problem in speaking skill.

Focusing on some reasons, there is such obstacles causing problem in
speaking skill, spesifically English speaking skill. First, the difficulties in teaching
speaking in Indonesia, where it happens whether from the kindergarten class,

elementary school, or even until high school degree, these difficulties makes the

! Shafaat Husein, Teaching Speaking Skills in Communication Classroom, International
Journal of Media, Journalism and Mass and Communication (IIMJMC), Vol. 3 (2017), page 14.

2 Novalina et. al, Improving Students’ Speaking Skill by Using Round Robin Brainstorming
Technique to The Eleventh MIA Grade Student of SMA Deli Murni Bandar Baru, Kairos ELT
Journal, Vol. 3 No. 1 (2019), page 28.

3 Laras et al, The Effect of Round Robin Brainstorming Strategy in Solving Speaking
Anxiety of Tenth Grade Students of SMK Muhammadiyah Pagaralam, Esteem Journal of English
Study Programme, Vol. 6 No. 1 (2023), page 146.

4 Syofia et al, The Use of Round Robin Brainstorming to Increase The Speaking Ability of
The Second Year Students of SMP N 13 Pekanbaru in Accademic Year 2012/2013, Teacher’s
Training and Education Faculty of Riau University Accademic Journal (2013), page 1.



student passive when they get the English subject in their class.® The point is,
unsuccess teaching activities influencing students ability in speaking skill.
However, the problems of English language teaching which is influencing on
speaking skill in Indonesia are complex. Second, one of the difficulties found
spesifically about method being used in teaching speaking. While, Mona have
stated that the result of students’ speaking ability are depends on how they receive
treatment while having learning activity in their learning process, it means the
method has relation on both aspects have stated.® Under these circumstances, it was
crucial for the teacher to encourage extensive student participation to achieve
positive outcomes in speaking.

Additionally, addressing anxiety is pivotal, students tend to refrain from
speaking in a classroom setting when feeling anxious. Consequently, lower levels
of speaking anxiety correlate with enhanced speaking skills, particularly in
vocabulary, pronunciation, and fluency. The innovative strategy of Round Robin
Brainstorming proves valuable in aiding teachers to tackle these speaking-related
challenges faced by students.” The fourth significant challenge hindering the
development of speaking skills lies in the traditional classroom's approach, often
centered on structured question-answer drills. These drills typically involve one
individual posing a question and another providing a pre-determined, predictable
answer. Often, there's only one correct response already set. The aim of this practice
is task-oriented, focusing on specific goals like relaying a phone message, gathering
information, or stating an opinion. However, in genuine communication,
participants find uncertainty about the other peoples response commonly. Authentic
communication entails an information gap, where every participant holds unique

information. Moreover, achieving their objectives might require participants to

SNovalina Sembiring et al, Improving Students’ Speaking Skill by Using Round Robin
Brainstorming Technique to The Eleventh MIA Grade Students of SMA Deli Murni Bandar Baru,
Kairos ELT Journal, Vol. 3. No. 1 (2019), page 28.

® Mona etal, The Effect of Round RobinTechnique Toward Students’ Speaking
Performance at MTS Muhammadiyah Pulau Punjung, Journal of Educational Management and
Strategy (JEMAST) Vol. 1 (2022), page 72.

" Laras et al, The Effect of Round Robin Brainstorming Strategy in Solving Speaking
Anxiety of Tenth Grade Students of SMK Muhammadiyah Pagaralam, Esteem Journal of English
Study Programme, Vol. 6 No. 1 (2023), page 147.



clarify meanings or seek confirmation of their understanding. To foster
communicative competence, instructors must design classroom speaking activities
that integrate purpose, create information gaps, and encourage diverse forms of
expression.® Considering onto some reasons above, teaching speaking method and
the variation of it becoming the needs while having learning activity that is
influencing the result of speaking skill in education sphere.

Indeed, there exists a highly effective method for enhancing students'
speaking skills: Round Robin Brainstorming. This approach, as defined by Spencer
Kagan, involves a team-building system. Round Robin is considered among the
adaptable team-building structures mostly and simplest structures. Besides, in a
Round Robin during the learning activity, each team member takes the time for
sharing session as the predetermined duration. To facilitate acquaintanceship, each
individual prepares and subsequently shares something about themselves. Various
topics are available for students to share, enabling them to become better
acquainted.® Round Robin Brainstorming offers several advantages. It fosters
stronger relationships among students. This technique also boosts confidence and
satisfaction levels by providing flexibility, allowing students to adapt to new
situations as they arise. Consequently, it encourages greater participation, thereby
enhancing students' English learning and interaction abilities. Moreover, it
promotes teamwork and teambuilding skills among students.® Besides, according
to Toshiya, brainstorming is kind of valuable skill for any field in problem solving
situation, this method claimed as an effective way to express the students’ thought

on a topic through group or peer activities in class.!!

Reflecting on the application of Round Robin Brainstorming mentioned

earlier, the researcher have identified the speaking skill as the subject to be

8 Taher Bahrani and Rahmatollah Soltani, How to Teach Speaking, Journal of Education
and Practice, Vol. 3 Number 2 (2012), page 27.

® Spencer Kagan and Miguel Kagan, Kagan Cooperative Learning, San Clemente CA :
Kagan Publishing (2009), page 246.

10 Rweewat Sripadith, Investigation of The Round Robin Brainstorming in Improving
English Speaking Ability Among Nakhonphanom University’s Second Year Students in Thailand,
Journal of Education and Learning, Vol. 8 No. 4 (2019), page 158.

11 Toshiya, Applying Brainstorming to EFL Classroom, Core Journal (2015), page 126.



examined. The object of this research was the students of Ya Bakii (Yayasan Badan
Amal Kesejahteraan Ittihadul Islamiyah) Senior High School, Cilacap Regency
grade 11. There are some reasons has considered in determining that school as the
object of the research. First of all, Round Robin Brainstorming theory has
effectively applied as the method while learning English, especially in enhancing
students’ speaking skill, as highlighted in Herni Yanti's previous research, it was
shown a clear progression, with the mean score in the post-test was (76.06) and
surpassing those of formative test Il that was (71.078), formative test | (65.04), and
the pre-test (58.58). The progress and changes proved by the score of pre-test and
post-test, it was proves the positive progress.’? Second reason, Ya Bakii Senior
High School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency has not been applying Round Robin
Brainstorming method on learning English, especially English speaking class. The
third reason, based on preliminary research, that school in a phase where one of
student level, especially grade 11, it was showing that the different learning method

was needed.

According to the objects have stated before, it is necessary to bring a thesis
entitled The Effectiveness of Round Robin Brainstorming Method on Students’
Speaking Skill of Grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap
Regency.

2 Herni Yanti, et. al, Improving Students’ Speaking Skill by Using Round Robin
Brainstorming Technique to Eleventh Mia Grade Students of SMA Deli Murni Bandar Baru, Kairo
ELT Journal, VVol. 3 No. 1, 2019, p. 37.



B.Clarification of Key Terms
This part is clarifying of the key term which is explained as follows:
1. Speaking Skill

According to Lazarton, speaking is the verbal use of language and a
medium through which human beings communicate with each other?

Based on the theory above, the researcher defines that speaking skill is
an ability to express ideas, to understand, to gain information and produce
sound of English term, word, phrase, and statement orally that can be measured
by some aspects as follows, pronunciation and accent, content, vocabulary,
grammar, fluency, and time.

2. Round Robin Brainstorming

According to Spencer Kagan, Round Robin Brainstorming is a team
work in which every member of group generating ideas with elaborate and
comment the ideas, as one of the simplest,” yet most flexible, teambuilding
structures, where each teammate takes a turn sharing for preset amount of
time.*

Based on the theory above, Round Robin Brainstorming is a method that
are involving teambuilding structure in a teamwork group of learning activity
that requires the member of group present their idea independently after having
discussion in a group.

Round Robin Brainstorming as a method, it is defined not as a kind of
brainstorming activity as teacher do in the beginning of teaching activity, but
this Round Robin Brainstorming done in the aftermath of learning process as a

method in form of activity.

C. Research Question
Based on the background of the study above, the formulation of

research question, is Round Robin Brainstorming method effective on students’

13 Ehsan Namaziandost et al, The Impact of Cooperative Learning on Developing
Speaking Ability and Motivation toward Learning English, National Research University Higher
School of Economics Journal of Language and Education, Vol.5, Issue 3, 2019, p.87.

14 Spencer Kagan and Miguel Kagan, Kagan Cooperative Learning, San Clemente CA :
Kagan Publishing (2009), page 246.



speaking skill at grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School, Kesugihan Cilacap
Regency?

D. Aim and The Significances of The Study
1. Aim of The Study
The aim of the study achieved in a study is the result from examining
whether there is the effectiveness of using Round Robin Brainstorming method
on the Students’ speaking skill of grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School,
Kesugihan Cilacap Regency.

2. Significances of the Study

a. ) Theoretical significance
This research are supposed to knowing the students’ English
speaking skill while using Round Robin Brainstorming method in teaching
English skill.
b.) Practical significances
1) For school
This research is expected to give the variation of teaching
method through the school which is Round Robin Brainstorming,
besides it supposed to give an outlook for the school related to the
teaching method that is Round Robin Brainstorming.
2) For teachers
For the teacher it supposed to contribute in side of thought in
order to change and improve the variation of activity and method while
teaching English through Students’ speaking skill.
3) For Researcher
It would be as an experiences, then it would be applied at the
end of the day while having the teaching opportunity in work space.
4) For Readers
It can enlarge readers’ knowledge, motivation and the
refference while teaching speaking, especially by using Round Robin

Brainstorming method. Besides it can be usefull for the further



research to do a better research related to teaching method related to

the Students’ speaking skill.

E. Organization of The Paper

There is the research structure : this research began with a cover contain
thesis title, a statement of originality, follows with official note from the
supervisor, approval sheet, motto, dedication, acknowledgements, abstract and
keywords, table of contents, list of tables, and appendices of the research.
Moving on to the main pledges of this research separated into :

The first chapter is the introduction which consists the background of the
study, clarification and the key terms, research questions, objectives and
significance of the research and structure of the research.

The second chapter clarifies literature review that include review of
relevant studies, literature review of Round Robin Brainstorming method,
teaching speaking theories, and speaking skill.

The third chapter is the research method, this pledge contain the of type of
the research, time and location of the research, population and sample of the
research or objects of the research, variabels of the research, indicators of the
research, technique of data collection and technique of data analysis.

The fourth chapter presents the results of the research, which consists of a
general description about learning activity in Ya Bakii Senior High School
Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency, spesifically in the subject matter of English and
the finding of this research.

The fifth chapter contain the conclusion and the suggestion of the research.
In this chapter, the researchers conclude and give some suggestions related to
the research.



CHAPTER 11
LITTERATURE REVIEW
In this pledge contain some related theories and the definition of every
variables, both dependent and independent variables. There is the spesific
arrangement of theoretical framework, related previous studies, and the formulation
of hypothesis upon the research.
A. Theoretical Framework
1. Speaking skill
a. Definition of Speaking
Speaking serves as a means to comprehend and acquire information
through verbal interaction, it involves expressing thoughts and ideas using
spoken language. Proficiency in a language is indicated by the capability to
comprehend others and respond effectively in that language. Strong speaking
skills sustain active participation in genuine English communication,
enabling the expression of thoughts and ideas effectively.'®
To put it differently, Speaking encompasses the creation and exchange
of significance using both verbal and nonverbal cues across diverse situations.
Verbal communication involves elements like speech volume, pace,
language, grammar, and vocabulary. On the other hand, non-verbal
communication encompasses sounds, gestures, facial expressions, eye
contacts, body language, tone or pitch of speech, spatial proximity,
observable conduct, posture, and attire of an individual. These combined
elements contribute to effective communication.®
Based on Sri Wahyuni, et al, “speaking is the way of communicating
with the other verbally supposed to achieve goals to express the opinions”.!’

Besides, based on Ehsan Namaziondist on his study about “The Impact of

15 Iswardati, The Implementation of Group Investigation to Improve the Students’
Speaking Skill, Journal of Dinamika lImu (2016), Vol. 16 (2), p. 246.

16 Arifa Bunglowala, Non Verbal Communication: An Integral Part Of Teaching Learning
Proces, Bandung:International Journal of Research in Advent Technology, 2015, p. 371.

17 Sri Wahyuni, et al, The Effect of Round Robin Brainstorming Strategy in Solving
Speaking Anxiety of Tenth Grade Students of SMK Muhammadiyah Pagalaram, Esteeem : Journal
of Engish Study Programme, Vol. 6, No. 1, 2023, p. 146.



Cooperative Learning on Developing Speaking Ability and Motivation toward
Learning English” Lazarton have said, “Speaking is the verbal use of language
and a medium through which human beings communicate with each other.”
Speaking skill is the pivotal skill that people need to communicate each other
in everyday situations. Generally, speaking defined as the ability to show and
express something in a spoken language. It is putting ideas into words to make
other people gain the message that is being conveyed.'®
b. Definition of Speaking Skill

Burns and Joyce had characterize speaking as an interactive process
where the meaning is constructed through the reception, production and
processing the information, besides Revell adds that speaking involves an
exchange of knowledge, ideas, feelings, and options between individuals,
requiring a conceptual understanding of what is being communicated. In
essence, speaking involves vocalizing sounds and expressing thoughts and
emotions using spoken language. The spoken language was an interactive
process reliant on context, participants, shared experiences, the environment,
and the intended purposes. Often spontaneous and flexible, speaking demands
not just linguistic competence (grammar, vocabulary, pronunciation) but also
sociolinguistic competence, knowing when, why, and how to use language.
Successful speaking involves synthesizing these skills and knowledge for
effective communication. The speaking skill holds a pivotal role in both
learning and teaching foreign languages.*®
c. Speaking Assessment

Spencer Kagan and Miguel Kagan emphasize that effective assessment
hinges on capturing a representative sample of the entire class. By engaging
with students as they participate, instructors can gather insights from high-

achieving, average, and lower-achieving students, forming a comprehensive

18 Ehsan Namaziandost et al, The Impact of Cooperative Learning on Developing Speaking
Ability and Motivation toward Learning English, National Research University Higher School of
Economics Journal of Language and Education, Vol.5, Issue 3, 2019, p.87.

19 Nguyen Lam Minh Tuyen, Some Effective Waysto Improve Speaking Skill of English
Majored Freshmen at Tay Do University in Viet Nam, British Journal of Multidiciplinary and
Advanced Studies, page 1.
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understanding of the class's thinking. This approach facilitates quick,
authentic assessment. Cooperative learning structures facilitate this process,
enabling assessments that are more genuine, comprehensive, and efficient by
involving and capturing the perspectives of diverse student groups..?°
According to the designing assessment task in speaking skill by Brown,
it was stated exist five basic types of speaking. Those consist of imitative
speaking, responsive speaking, intensive speaking, extensive speaking and
interactive speaking. The various types of speaking skills encompass different

levels of linguistic engagement.

a. Imitative speaking, the initial type, involves repeating stimuli, a pair of

words, a sentence, or even a question to assess intonation production.

c. Intensive speaking, the second type, requires test-takers to present short
language stretches to showcase their linguistic proficiency at a specific

level.

d. Responsive speaking, the third type, engages in brief interactions,
allowing more creativity compared to intensive tasks. It differs from

interactive speaking in the relatively limited length of utterances.

e. Interactive speaking, the fourth type, spans longer interactive discourse,
including interviews, role plays, and discussions. It also involves tasks of
similar duration with fewer interactions, like speeches, storytelling, or

translations.

f. Extensive speaking involves intricate and lengthy discourse, often

resembling variations of monologues with minimal verbal interaction.

There are the element of speaking regarding by Harris, there are
involves: comprehension, grammar, vocabulary, fluency, and pronunciation.
The indicators of pronunciation, grammar, vocabulary, fluency, and

comprehension can be described as follows:

20 gpencer Kagan & Miguel Kagan, Kagan Cooperative Learning, Kagan Publishing
(2009), p. 15.0.
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a. Acceptable pronunciation signifies possessing a standard English accent.

b. The grammatical system is demonstrated by minimal or no noticeable
errors in grammar or word order.

c. Vocabulary mastery represents a comprehensive knowledge of words.

d. Fluent speech refers to speaking without hesitation, maintaining a smooth
flow.

e. Comprehension involves a complete understanding of the topic without
difficulty, employing relevant vocabularies associated with the subject
matter.?!

According to Maulana Mualim et.al, assessing speaking requires the
oral performance of the students. The assessment interview basically done
with recorded the students’ oral performance, the student could be asked to
make a audio about introducing themselves in English. The assessment
process could be done by implementing the interactive activities during the
learning process.??

Speaking assessments according to the Council of Europe are typically
presented as an overall mark on band scales or score points. These
assessments aim to offer valid, reliable, and consistent results that reflect
learners' speaking achievements or levels commonly. Speaking assessment
scales are usually categorized into holistic and analytic methods. The holistic
approach assesses learners' performance as a whole without separately
evaluating the component parts or criteria. It's particularly suitable for quick
formative assessments, especially when evaluating performance across
various criteria might be challenging. Holistic scoring saves time but lacks

specific feedback for improvement, potentially making it difficult to score

21 Bunga Prima Rahayu, The Use of Media and Technology to Enhance English Speaking
Skill during Pandemic of Covid-19 Era, Proceedings International Confference on Education of
Suryakencana, 2021.

22 Maulana Mualim et.al, The Useof Interactive Formative Assessment in An EFL Class
Through The Comment Column of Google Classroom, Tarling: Journal of Language Education,
Vol. 6, Number 1, 2022. p.37.
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work spanning different proficiency levels.On the other hand, the analytical
method involves initially evaluating individual parts separately and then
summing up these scores to derive a final total score. An analytical
assessment rubric comprises criteria and scales (weights). This method offers
valuable insights into students' strengths and weaknesses, providing detailed
information for both students and teachers. However, as per Mertler,
compared with the holistic assessment, the analytical assessment is more
time-consuming, and even with a well-defined rubric, the probability of
assessors may not consistently assign the same score if the criteria are not
clearly outlined are exist.>® Assessing speaking could be defined as a process
involves many stages. In some stage, people interact also act to produce
something for the next stage. While the assessment developers become the
key players in speaking assessment cycle, the interlocutors, raters, examinees,
and score users also have a role to play in the activities.?*

The rubric being used in speaking assessment in this reserach that is
analytical descriptive rubric, that is kind of rubric that divide each criterion,
which is show some scales for a list that are contain the description or
components each rating, this type of rubric is ratio that used to assess
important task where each component are important being evaluated
separately.?

d. Teaching Speaking

Teaching is guiding and facilitating learning, enabling the learner to
learn, setting the conditions for learning.?® Speaking are also the key
component while learning English. During the learning process, the teacher

and the students have to aware through the roles as long as learning activity.

23 VVenera Ulker ,The Design and Use of Speaking Assessment Rubrics, Ishik University,
Journal of Education and Practice, Vol. 8, NO. 32, 2017, p. 136-137.

24 Sari Louma, Assessing Speaking, London : Cambridge University Press, 2009, p.4.

% Venera Ulker ,The Design and Use of Speaking Assessment Rubrics..... p.135.

26 H . Douglas Brown, Principle of Language Learning and Teaching, America, p 8.
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Commonly, the roles are also influenced by the different skills, but on some

conditions, the aim is to use spoken language to communicate with others.?’

Teaching speaking skills involves organizing dedicated classes where
teachers create interactive activities that encourage students in order to
practice the target language extensively. The focus is on a student-centered
approach, with teachers designing activities specifically aimed at facilitating
speaking exercises, fostering an environment where students actively engage

and communicate in the language.?®

According to Agus Husein As Sabig, during the teaching English,
teachers mostly put lot of expectations from the students. As of that condition,
most of students significantly, they have standards of the right writing and
speaking of their students. That means the importance of teaching speaking
supposed to have standard on English accent, even if that is challenging for

students have no standard English accent.?

1.Principles of Teaching Speaking Skills

According to Anuradha et al, there are the principles of teaching

speaking skills:

1.) Start encouraging students to speak from the very beginning, or as
early as possible, without waiting to teach them a specific set of
words or phrases.

2.) Be patient if some students simply repeat what's been said or give
one-word answers initially.

3.) Allow learners to actively use whatever English they know.

2 Nga H.T. Nguyen, Some Effective Ways to Improve Speaking Skill of English, British
Journal of Multidiciplinary and Advanced Studies : English Language, Teaching, Communication,
Litterature and Linguistic, Vol. 4 (1), 2023, p. 42.

28 Benter Oseno Gudu, Teaching Speaking Skills in English Language using Classroom
Activities in Secondary School Level in Eldoret Municipality, Kenya, Journal of Education and
Practice, Vol.6, No.35, 2015, p. 61.

29 Agus Husein As Sabig, Localized English for Ngapak Javenese Speakers as Language
Instruction, English Franca, Vol. 4, Number 2, 2020 p.90.
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4.) Introduce structures, phrases, or words and encourage learners to

apply them in various situations while practicing extensively.

5.) Use techniques like back-chaining or tail-forwarding to create
longer sentences by combining multiple shorter ones.

6.) Incorporate role-plays and pair-work frequently, guiding active
participants while encouraging passive ones to engage and
correcting when necessary.

7.) Ensure through preparation activities, lesson planing and tasks
beforehand.

8.) Allow learners to make errors and mistakes in the early stages,
avoiding interuptions and corrections that might influencing
fluency and discourage them.

9.) Take into account individual weaknesses, offering individual
attention and being understanding and sympathetic towards each
student.°

2. Problem of Teaching Speaking

Speaking holds great importance for language learners, not just for
communication but also for fostering language acquisition and the growth
language competence. In educational settings where the target language is
used across various subjects, speaking becomes crucial for thinking and
learning. Unlike assessments in reading and writing, where performance
can be documented, speaking activities produce fleeting outputs with little
recorded evidence once the activities conclude. Teacher who have no
guidance in work which they could evaluate and give feedback on,
actually, as the result problems makes the learners go unnoticed to
uncorrected while facing speaking activity.3! That is why the teachers have

to impose the certain and proper teaching method by using Round Robin

30 Shafaat Husein, Teaching Speaking Skills in Communication Classroom, International
Journal of Media, Journalism and Mass Communications (IJMJMC), Vol. 3, Issue 3, 2017, page 15-
16.

31 Christine, Teaching Speaking in the Language Classroom, SEAMEO Regional
Language center (2007), page 5.
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Brainstorming as one of teaching and learning method then it should be

valued as following activity.

2.Round Robin Brainstorming
1) Definition of Round Robin Brainstorming
Round Robin Brainstorming is a team work in which every member
of group generating ideas with elaborate and comment the ideas, as one
of the simplest, yet most flexible, team building structures, where each
teammate takes a turn sharing for preset amount of time.%?
2) The Purpose of Round Robin Brainstorming
Round Robin is kind of cooperative learning structures, in essence
students joining and contributing to the group, besides brainstorming
which require the students to open up their individual idea based on any
task. It brings many possible solutions that have set up as mere
brainstorming, and regularly require the student to do speaking activity on
the process of.>
3) Step of Round Robin Brainstorming
According to Herni et al on Barkeley, the procedures of Round Robin
Brainstorming in teaching speaking are as follows:

1. Arrange students into groups of four until six.

2. Explain the detail of brainstorming, that is to explore some ideas,
which each group member will take turns clockwise without
interrupting or hindering the idea flow.

3. If assigning roles like recorder or rule enforcer would be helpful,
take a moment for role allocation.

4. Specify if the group will go around once or multiple times, set a time
limit, and introduce the topic.

5. Initiate the activity by having one student state an idea aloud.

Subsequently, each student contributes a new idea, continuing this

32 Spencer Kagan & Miguel Kagan, Cooperative Learning, San Clemente CA: Kagan
Publishing (2009), p. 246.
3 Spencer Kagan & Miguel Kagan, ....... p.10.21.
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sessions until all students have participated. The objective is for the

group to collectively discuss a topic, ensuring every member

contributes numerous ideas in their turn.3
3. Advantages and Disadvantages of Round Robin Brainstorming

The most oreintations on having students active in work by group
could be determined by the structure also the technique being used. Thus,
encouraging everyone to fee that the important of being individually
accountable could be done if any group work. In order to encouraging the
member to play an important roles, Round Robin Brainstorming as a
method, seek an equalize participation, which means all the member have
to participate on every activities, spesifically based on their Round Robin
Group.

Round Robin Brainstorming having some advantages and
disadvantages as a teaching and learning speaking method. There are some
advantages of Round Robin Brainstorming as follows, making some
students are able to speak a lot in their classrooms. Meanwhile, the
disadvantages one is that, Round Robin Brainstorming also could make
the domination of some students in every group of Round Robin

Brainstorming.®

B. Previous Studies
Regarding to the previous study, there are some related studies as the
researcher conduct, the first study is coming from Mona, by using Round Robin
technique in speaking perfomance, it seems like there were three key findings
through the impact of the Round Robin Technique on students' speaking
performance. First, there was a significant positive effect observed in the

statistical analysis. Second, there was a notable difference shown in the speaking

3 Herni Yanti et al, Improving Students’ Speaking Skill by Using Round Robin
Brainstorming Technique to The Eleventh MIA, SMA Murni Bandar Baru, Kairo ELT Journal
(2019), p. 236.

% Istigomah Nur Rahmawati et al, Improvement Grade X Students’s Speaking
Achievement Under Round Technique, International Journal on Education, Vol.1 No.1, page 2.
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performance between the use of Round Robin Technique and conventional
methods, as indicated by the results of an independent sample test. Lastly, the
analysis of the experimental class demonstrated that speaking performance was
notably better when utilizing the Round Robin Technique compared to
conventional methods, it was shows that the alternative hypothesis being
accepted and the rejection of null hypothesis.

Herni Yanti et al. research highlighted the efficacy of the Round Robin
Brainstorming technique in enhancing students' speaking abilities. The impact
of implementing this technique was successfully bringing the consistent
improvement in students' speaking scores from thepost-test and pre-test. Data
analysis revealed that the mean score of post-test was (76.06), it surpassed the
score of formative test Il that was (71.078), formative test | (65.04), and the pre-
test (58.58). Quantitative insights gathered from the observations sheets, field
notes and the result of questionnaires. They indicated that students exhibited a
keen interest in learning speaking through the Round Robin Brainstorming
technique. This method served as a confidence booster for students who
previously struggled with speaking. The positive response was evident in the
students' enjoyment of the speaking classes and their adapt the application of the

technique, ultimately resulting in favorable outcomes.®’

The third relevant study was coming from thesis of Khayati, that have said,
Round Robin as a structure of cooperative learning that are effective and
improve for students speaking skill, it proves by the result from the speaking
progress of the students of VII E in Junior High School Mawaddah got the
improvement from the preliminary study, from 56,95 to 68,90.% The relevant

study related to the Round Robin Brainstorming was focusing on the impact of

% Mona et al, The Effect of Round Robin Technique Toward Students’ Speaking
Performance at MTS. Muhammadiyah Pulau Punjung, Journal of Education Management and
Strategy Vol 1, No. 1 (2022), page 82.

3" Herni Yanti et al, Improving Students’ Speaking Skill By Using Round Robin
Brainstorming Technique To The Eleventh Mia Grade Students Of Sma Deli Murni Bandar Baru,
Kairos ELT Journal, Vol. 3 No. 1 April 2019 , page 37.

3 Khayati, The Use of Round Robin Structure to Improve Students’ Speaking Skill, STAIN
PONOROGO : Thesis of Khayati (2016), page 37.
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Round Robin Brainstorming as a technique through the intro to linguistics class,
from a study entitiled ‘Applying Round-Robin Brainstorming to Introduction
Linguistic Class’ by Elfrida Silalahi, English Program, Faculty of Social and
Politic Sciences, University of Merdeka, Malang. Based on the study, the author
has found that there was a progress from every cycle, the students’ scores
increased from cycle I to cycle II, that enhancement on students’ comprehension
of Introduction to Linguistics caused by Round Robin Brainstorming
implementation. Consistent score improvements in successive tests suggest that
the Round-Robin Brainstorming technique has the potential to enhance students'
grasp of Intro to Linguistics. The positive outcomes underscore the effectiveness
of this approach in improving students' performance in linguistic studies. Given
these encouraging results, she was growing suggestion for English
Teachers/Lecturers to employ the Round-Robin Brainstorming technique when
teaching Intro to Linguistics at the college level. This method facilitates close
monitoring of students' understanding of specific course content and promotes a
deeper comprehension.

According to Yudi Arifani et, al, on the study of ‘The Use of Cooperative
Round Robin Discussion Model to Improve Students’ Holistic Ability in TEFL’
they found that during the process of Round Robin Brainstorming, the students
facing the hesitation while asking some question or delivering the question on
their group .The worse thing could happened during presentation context, it
could be generated a proposition that if the students did not equally participated
in the small round robin discussion group so it can be projected that the bigger
classroom discussion will only dominated by smarter students. It makes the
equal roles of each member and time limit of small group should be maintained

very strictly as consequently.*°

% Elfrida B R Silalahi, Applying Round Robin Brainstorming on Introduction to Linguistic
Class, EnJourMe : (English Journal of Merdeka), Culture Language and Teaching of English, Vol.
5,Number 2, 2020, p.155.

40 Yudi Arifani, et al, The Use of Cooperative Round Robin Discussion Model to Improve
Students’ Holistic Ability in TEFL, International Education Studies, Vol. 10, Number 2, 2017,
p.142.
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Meanwhile, according to Raweewat Sripadith, on the study entitled,” An
Investigation of The Round Robin Brainstorming in Improving English
Speaking Ability,” the findings shows the overall improvement on speaking
abilities, the significat improvement spesifically on language appopriateness,
fluency, grammatical accuracy, and language appropriateness. There was found
that the method successfully make the students more freely while expressing the
idea without the fear of mistakes. That could boost the students’ confidence
levels as well as the teacher. Besides, Round Robin Brainstorming has the
advantages on its flexibility and simplicity. The flexibility itself makes the
effective tool in enhancing the teambuilding efforts.*

According to the previous research written by Niluh and Juliana, from
University of Dharmawagsa, there was found the effectivenesss of Round Robin
technique through students speaking ability. The research object was SMA Budi
Agung, the result was demonstrated that the students’ speaking ability and
vocabulary improved as a result of their participation while having Round Robin
activity. It was found that the students’ afraid while speaking English in class
with a technique Round Robin is less. Besides students becoming more confident
and enthusiast that was directly influencing their knowledge progress. From that
study, which is basically used the pre-test and post-test, the result of an analysis
of data shows the pre-test ad the post test, which is in experimental class
basically used Round Robin technique, it was found the score of mean that is
87,6; meawhile in control class, it was found 78,4. That means the experimental
class has higher score than control class, due to the use of Round Robin
technique. On the other test as kind of hypothesis test, it was using two-tailed
significance, the score was 0,000, which is 0,000 < 0,05 as the hypothesis test, it
means the Ha was accepted and the Ho was rejected. The result from hypothesis
test shows that Round Robin technique was effective in enhancing speaking
ability in SMA Budi Agung. The Round Robin technique notably encouraged

students to overcome their hesitation in speaking English and express themselves

41 Raweewat Sripadith, An Investigation of The Round Robin Brainstorming in Improving
English Speaking Ability, Journal of Education Leasrning, VVol. 8, Number 4, 2019, p.159.
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freely, especially in the discussion forum. This approach fostered a confident
and enthusiastic environment, enabling students to stay updated and expand their
knowledge while diminishing their fear of speaking. The statistical analysis, with
a two-tailed significance level of 0.000 < 0.05, supported the hypotheses,
revealing a significant impact associated with implementing the Round Robin
technique in the classroom. This evidence strongly indicates that the Round
Robin approach effectively improves students' speaking abilities. Consequently,
researchers view the Round Robin method as a viable alternative solution in

instruction.*?

C. Hypothesis
Based on the reasearch with the title The Effectiveness of Round Robin
Brainstorming on the students’ Speaking Skill of Grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior
High School Kesugihan Cilacap Regency there are the hypothesis:

a. Ho : Round Robin Brainstorming method is not effective for students’
speaking skill grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan,
Cilacap Regency.

b. Ha : Round Robin Brainstorming method is effective for students’ speaking
skill grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap
Regency.

42 Niluh Ramadani & Juliana, Applying Round Robin Technique on Students’ Speaking
Ability, Journal of University Dharmawangsa, Vol. 17, number 1, p. 273.
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CHAPTER 11
RESEARCH METHOD

The research method used quantitative research, with experimental
design which is pre-test and post-test control group design spesifically.
Quantitative method defined as one of the research method based on positivism
philosophy, it is used to observed certain population and sample, besides it is
involving data collection by using research instrument, and using quantitative
data analysis type while examine the hyphotesis applied.*® The research pledges
has the concept, that is first; determining two group as the sample that are
randomly chosen before, second; the pretest are given for the sample coming
from experimental class followed by a treatment, fourth; the post-test is shared
to the experimental class then followed by giving the pre-test to the control class

without any treatment and the last, the post-test are given to the control class.*

A. Research Design
The research design of the thesis entitled The Effectiveness of Round Robin
Brainstorming Method on Students’ Speaking Skill of Grade 11 in Ya Bakii
Senior High School Kesugihan Cilacap Regency used quantitative method.
Which is involving the object that was the students of grade 11 in Ya Bakii
Senior High School Kesugihan. The research design used experimental includes
pre-test and post-test control group design. Experimental method is an

arrangement of research that is given the hypothesis testing strictly.*

43 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuntitatif, Kualitatifdan R&D, Bandung : Alfabeta, 2019,
p. 15.

4 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuntitatif, Kualitatifdan R&D,... p. 116.

4 Sidik Priadana and Denok Sunarsi, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Tangerang Selatan :
Pascal Books, 2021, p. 120.
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B. Research Site and Participants
1. Research Site
The research is located at Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan,
Cilacap Regency, St. Kebon Salak Number 155, Kesugihan Induk,
Kesugihan, Cilacap, Central Java, Pos Code 5327. The decision of choosing
Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan as the research site because of the
school has not been applying Round Robin Brainstorming method especially
on English learning process.
2. Research Participants
The participants of this research was from student of Ya Bakii Senior
High School grade 11 class of F3 and class of F4 on the Year of Accademic
2023 until 2024, the researcher who was applying the Round Robin
Brainstorming method, and one of English teacher as one of the rater in
speaking assessment.

C. Population and Sample

1. Population

Population are the combination of subject also object in a same
generalization which has certain characteristic, quality, while determined by
the researcher supposed to gain the conclusion at the end of research.*®

The population of the research was students of Ya Bakii Senior High
School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency grade 11 that are divided into 6 class, it
was 198 students as overall. The decision on choosing students from class of
11 due to the consideration of students readyness and the school’s principle.
Based on the preliminary research, the students class of 10 reviewed by the
teacher as the students who still in addaptation phase, so that it should be
English teacher’s responsibility to take the time a lot with the students,
besides the students class of 12 reviewed as the students that have to put more

attention and focus on the summative examination as the end of high school,

46 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D,...., p.285.
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they need lot of time to mastering the material and skill as the schoool
expected. Meanwhile, the class of 11 reviewed as the proper degree to be
examined due to at that time, the students need more elaboration and the
variation of learning method, so that it was proper to apply the method of
Round Robin Brainstorming upon class of 11.

. Sample

Sample is a or some parts of population includes all the characteristic
which population has.*” Sample defined as the part of population that has the
certain characteristic.® Besides, the sample’s determining design being used
that was Simple Random Sampling. Simple Random Sampling is kind of
technique in probability sampling while having data sampling process that
are applied for homogenous population in common, which is not considering
the degree of population.*

The sample of this research was from grade 11, spesifically class of F3
as the control class with the amount of students (32 students), and the class of
F4 as the experimental class with the total of students (31 students). Total of
sample was 63 students. The decission of choosing F3 and F4 as the sample
due to consideration that in class of 11, there is 6 class that is F1,F2, F3, F4,
F5, F6. The researcher was determinig F3 and F4 as the sample because of
the students was observed as overall, they could be the representative of the
class of 11. The decission of choosing the sample based on class done because
of the the teacher and researcher viewed the students English speaking ability
as equall for all class, so that by choosing F3 and F4 from the amount 6 class
as the sample was not influencing through the unbalance in research. That
decision on the preliminary research done by the researcher in the last two
months before the treatment with the English teacher consideration by using

simple random sampling.

47 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kualitatif dan R&D,..., p.285.
48 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D, ..., p.127.
49 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kualitatif dan R&D,..., p.129.
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D. Variable of The Research
In this research, there are two variables, the independent variable and
dependent variable.
1. Independent Variable (X)

Independent variable or free variable is a variable that are
influencing the dependent variable changes.® In this research, the
independent variable is Round Robin Brainstorming.

2. Dependent Variable ()

Dependent variable or output variable is a variable which is

influenced by independent variable, as the effect of independent variable.>!

In this research, the dependent variable is students’ speaking skill.

E. Data Collection Techniques

The data collection defined as the strategic step on a research supposed to
gain the data.>? The data collection on this research as follows:
1. Pre-test
Pre-test is a test designed as the intention to find out at the sample’s
ability before getting the treatment, the pre-test is used to measure how
different the students’ speaking skill before getting treatment in the
experimental class and no treatment in control class.>®
The pre-test being used in this reasearch was a project based, the pre-

test was given to the students in form of an instruction to make a video of

50 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D, ..., p.69.

51 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D, ..., p.69.

52 Hardani et.al, Metode PenelitianKualitatif & Kuantitatif, Yogyakarta: Pustaka llmu,
p.120.

53 Anas Sudijono, Pengantar Evaluasi Pendidikan, Jakarta: Raja Grafindo Persada,
2001, p. 70
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individual speaking with the heading of the topic was ‘Banning all kind of
beggar in Indonesia to seek money from all public society.” The next, the set
of the duration of speech was 2 until 4 minutes, which is the criteria of

speaking asessment sheet was included on the pre-test sheet.

2. Post-test

A post-test assesses the students' mastery of materials after instruction.
It measures the change in speaking skills between the experimental class
(with treatment) and the control class (without treatment), determining the
impact of the intervention on students' speaking abilities.>*

The post-test used in the research was the written instruction through
two classes, both control and experimental class. The instruction contains
some rules to make a video about speaking, in the time duration of 2 until 4
minutes with the topic ‘school can be second home of the students’, the task
should be recorded in form of video which is contain audio and visual.

3. Treatment

In this research, the treatment has been applicated through the
experimental class, it was basically doing the learning process in 5 times of
meeting with the same material, that was ‘Stating Opinion, Stating Agreement
and Stating Disagreement.’ First, the learning process by using Round Robin
Brainstorming method, start with grouping all the students into 5 until 6
groups, with the member on each group was 4 until 5 students. The next, the
teacher gave the instructions about the topic have to discussed, about the set
of time that was basically 5 minutes to discuss on each group, then followed
by having a presentation session 10 minutes for every group. The rules of
presentation and declare the ideas while having Round Robin Brainstorming
method has differenciation with another discussion group. In Round Robin

Brainstorming every member on each group has to determine their own idea

% Wardah Fika Nur Afifah, The Effectiveness of Joly Phonics Method towards Students’
Pronounciation Ability in 7" Grade of SMPN 1 Bawang Banjarnegara, Thesis : UIN Prof. K.H.
Saifuddin Zuhri Purwokerto, p.19.
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which is different on each other. The cycle of the presentation has been
rounded and the students have presented one by one regularly from the first
speaker until the last speaker, in one circle. The end of learning process has
no conclusion, because of the goal of Round Robin Brainstorming was
supposed to dig students’ independent, student personal interdependence, and

critical thinking without imitating the other students’ idea.

Table (3.1) Schedule of The Treatment

Time Description

Doing the preliminary research, follows with
determining the experimental and control
class based on simple random sampling
A method, the random sampling done based on
7 FelgEERE LNt 28 English teacher choices. She has been

February, 2023 randomly choose from the 6 class exist, it was
taken 2 class as the sample, it was depend on
the all students’ characteristic, especially
grade 11 that considered as homogeneous
sample.

Starting the experiment without giving the
treatment for control class, followed by
12 August 2023 giving the task to make a video about
speaking with the duration arround 2- 4
minutes, in order to be valued and to be
asessed as pre test data.

26 August 2023 Starting the experiment without giving the
treatment for control class.

2 September 2023 Doing the experiment session for
experimental class, without subtitute the
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treatment of Round Robin Brainstorming
method during the learning process.

12 September 2023

Doing the experiment session for
experimental class, with subtitute  the
treatment of Round Robin Brainstorming
method during the learning process.

16 September 2023

Doing the experiment session for control
class, without subtitute the treatment of
Round Robin Brainstorming method during
the learning process.

19 September 2023

Doing the treatment by teaching English
using Round Robin Brainstorming method
especially for experiment class treatment.

17 October 2023

Doing the treatment by teaching English
using Round Robin Brainstorming method
especially for experiment class treatment.

4 November 2023

Doing the experiment session for control
class, without subtitute the treatment of
Round Robin Brainstorming method during
the learning process.

18 November 2023

Doing the experiment session for control
class, without subtitute the treatment of
Round Robin Brainstorming method during
the learning process, followed by giving the
post-test sheet to make a video about
speaking with the duration arround 2-4
minutes, in order to be valued.

28 November 2023

Doing the treatment by teaching English
using Round Robin Brainstorming method
especially for experiment class, followed by
giving the post-test, to make a video about
speaking with the duration arround 2-4
minutes, in order to be valued.

21 December 2023

Collecting all the data of speaking assessment
result both from control class and experiment
class from the rater 1 and rater 2.
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F. Data Analysis

Data analysis are the activity for grouping the data based on the variable
and kind of respondent, deserving the data of each variable which is being
observed, do the calculation supposed to solve the problem, and do the
calculation to examine the hyphothesis being submitted.>® There are some data
analyses to support this research entitled ‘The Effectiveness of Round Robin
Brainstorming Methon on Students’ Speaking Skill Grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior
High School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency’ as follows:

1. Validity Test

The validity of research instrument being used in this research, basically
expert validity. Expert validity are one of the process in validating the
instrument involving the expert, which in that condition the expert give
some suggestions and insight through the instruments while on the
instruments construction process.*® The validity focusly on the pre-test and
post-test’s arrangement process, and the rubric of speaking that are being
used by the raters supposed to valuing students’ speaking skill. The rater
was valuing the data were two raters, first rater was from the expert, an
English Teacher in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap
Regency, Mrs. Qonita Khafidzoh, S.S. and the second rater was the

reseracher, Asti Hayatri.

1) Construct Validity

In this research, the construct validity are needed, in order to
supporting the research that are basically using test or the similar kind
of test. The construct of validity are the process of validating the
symptom based on the definition used.®’ In this research the definition
supposed to the effectiveness of Round Robin Brainstorming method.

The construct validity determining the detail tools used to measure the

%5 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D, ..., p.206.
%6 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D,...., p.179.
5 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif Kualitatif dan R&D,....,p.179.
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effectiveness of Round Robin Brainstorming, especially through
speaking skill ability in Ya Bakii Kesugihan Senior High School, grade
11.
2) Content Validity

In this research, the content validity supposed to support the
research, that are test based. The content validity is a validity through
the content or material being used in the research.®® The material being
used related to the Round Robin Brainstorming application. In this
research, the researcher have determined the content spesifically, that
was about Stating Opinion, Agreement and Disagreement as one of
material on subject matter English of grade 11 in Yaa Bakii Senior High

School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency.

2. Normality Test
Normality test is a test aimed to find out whether the dependent

variable and independent variable has the normal distribution.® The
normality test being used on this research was Lilliefors in IBM SPSS
Statistic 20. The steps of normality test of data by using Lilliefors start from
determining the significance, with the significance level that is 5% (0,05), the
hypothesis as follows:

HO : Sample was coming from the data which is normally distributed

H1 :Sample was not coming from the data which is normally

distributed

The criteria being used on this test as follows :

If L count <L table = Ho accepted, and

If L count > L table = HO rejected

Besides, the formula being used was :

X=X xi)/n

58 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kualitatif dan R&D.,.....,p.184.

%9 Wardah Fika Nur Afifah, The Effectiveness Of Jolly Phonics Method Towards
Students’ Pronunciation Ability In 7th Grade Of Smpn 1 Bawang Banjarnegara, Thesis of Wardah
Fika Nur Afifah : UIN Prof. K.H. Saifuddin Zuhri Purwokerto, p.29.
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S(zZi)=1Zi, 22, ..., Zn < Zi/n

’ i2_ x2
SD = (xi=—x=)
n-1

According to those formulas, the resul of t value from L count and L
table could be considered that are supposed to find out the proper hypothesis

of normality test.5

3. Homogeneity Test

Homogeneity test is a test supposed to examine the similarity of the
population and to find out the similarity before some groups.®’ The
homogeneity test being used was Levene IBM SPSS Statistic 20. Levene test
has the requirements that is, if the value of Levene Statistic > 0,05 (value of
Levene higher than 0,05), it means that the data variations detected as

homogeneous data.®?

4.Hypothesis Test

The hypothesis test being used in this research was comparative
hypothesis, that is a hypothesis that guess whether or not the significant
distinction on the value from two group are exist.®® The hypothesis test are
spesifically using t-test sample related. The test being used in order to
examine the comparative hypothesis two samples related was t-test two
sample, especially the data in form of interval or ratio.®* Besides, this research
used paired sample t-test in analysing the data. Paired sample t-test is one
method of testing the hypothesis where data that used is not independent

paired sample, t-test applied supposed to compute the differences between the

p.82.

60 Nuryadi, et.al, Dasar-Dasar Statistik Penelitian, Yogyakarta : Sibuku Media, 2017,

61 Wardah Fika Nur Afifah, The Effectiveness Of Jolly Phonics Method Towards

Students’ Pronunciation Ability In 7th Grade Of Smpn 1 Bawang Banjarnegara,..., p.29

62 Nuryadi, et.al, Dasar-Dasar Statistik Penelitian, ...,p.93.
8 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kualitatif dan R&D,..., p.210.
84 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kulaitatif dan R&D,..., p.211.
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result of post-test and pre-test sboth in control class and experimental class.
The reseracher was focusly dig the data based on Paired Sample T-test.
According to Nuryadi, the basis of decision paired sample t-test is
divided into two :
a. If the value of Sig. (2-tailed) < Research Alpha (0.05), then HO is
rejected and Ha is accepted.
b. If the value of Sig. (2-tailed) > Research Alpha (0.05), then HO is
accepted and Ha is rejected.®®
Besides, the use kind of t-test formula also determined based on the
result of homogeneity test, if the varian was not homogeneous, the t-test
formula being used is t-test with separated varian as follows:%®
X1-X2
S B

L Tz

t test (Separated Varian) =

X : The mean of students’ score
S : varians

: amout of data

=

p.262.

6 Nuryadi et al, Dasar Dasar Statistik 2017,..., p. 17.
8 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kualitatif dan R&D, Bandung : Alfabeta,



CHAPTER IV
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter describes findings and discussion of the research, it begins
with the description of the data, data analysis, and the discussion through the data
has calculated based on the examination in this research. This research was using
pre-test and post-test based, ended by hypothesis cheking to examine whether or
not the Round Robin Brainstorming method are effective for Students’ speaking

skill of grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High Schoool, Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency.

A. Findings
1. Description of The Data

This research are typically quantitative experimental with the
type of the data is ratio, as portrayed on the instrument being used in pre-test
and post-test. The subject of the research is Students’ Speaking Skill, then the
object of the research was students of Ya Bakii Senior High School
Kesugihan, grade 11. There was separated into two pledges of group, first,
Control Class (32 students), then the Experimental Class (31 students). The
sample taking are based on simple random sampling, with a data analyses are
parametric based. The variable being used in this research is dependent
variable that is Students’ speaking skill, and independent variable that is
Round Robin Brainstorming method. The kind of hypothesis being used
according to the data is comparative hypothesis.

The flows of the experiment was beginning by having preliminary
research, in order to collect the data of the school and the students spesifically
about the teaching method used in English subject matter. Second,
determining the sample and population with the teacher in the school to get
the data of sample and population randomly. The third, having an research
instruments process to get the valid construction of the data pre-test and post-
test, follows by instruments validation by the expert, includes reliability of
the instrument, on this step the researcher fixed the rubric of speaking

assessment with the instrument validators. Fourth, the researcher examine the

32
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two class both control and experiment by using pre-test and post-test has

validated. The experimental class is the class that get the treatment,

meanwhile the control class is the class that was not getting the treatment. At

the end of the examination through the sample, there is the data results from

pre-test and post-test, both from rater 1 and rater 2 in subject matter of English

with focus on ‘Stating Opinion, Disagreement, and Agreement,” where these

shows as control class and experimental class in different table as follows:

Table (4.1) Average of Pre Test - Post Test Control Class
Valued by Rater 1 & Rater 2

NTROL
C%L ASS PRE TEST POST TEST
RATER | RATER | AVERAGE | RATER | RATER | AVERAGE
1 2 1 2
1. 46,67 46,67 46,67 | 43,66 50 46,83
5 4333 | 56,67 50| 46,67 40 43,335
3, 36,67 | 3333 35| 5333 | 6333 58,33
4 50 46,67 48335 60 50 55
5, 50 36,67 43335 | 5333 | 4333 48,33
6. 4333 | 56,67 50 | 36,67 40 38.335
7. 56,67 | 56,67 5667 | 60 50 55
8. 60 2333 41665 | 56,67 | 4333 50
9. 3330 [ N6 30| 3333 40 36,665
10. 4333 | 56,67 50 | 46,67 40 43,335
11. 56,67 | 56,67 56,67 | 50 63,33 56,665
12 4333 | 46,67 45| 4333 50 46,665
13. 4333 | 56,67 50 | 3333 40 36,665
14, 3333 | 46,67 40| 4333 50 46,665
15, 46,67 | 46,67 4667 50 66,67 58,335
16. 46,67 | 56,67 5167 5333 40 46,665
17. 46,67 | 56,67 5167 | 43,33 50 46,665
18. 60 30 45| 60 40 50
19, 4333 | 56,67 50 | 4333 50 46,665
20. 46,67 | 46,67 4667 5333 | 56,67 55
21. 50 33,33 41,665 | 953,33 70 61,665
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22. 56,67 40 48,335 | 33,33 40 36,665
23. 53,33 36,67 45 | 56,67 50 53,335
24. 43,33 30 36,665 | 46,67 40 43,335
25. 56,67 40 48,335 | 43,33 50 46,665
26. 43,33 36,67 40 | 36,67 40 53,33
27. 33,33 36,67 35| 33,33 50 41,665
28. 56,67 36,67 46,67 | 53,33 43,33 48,33
29. 46,67 30 38,335 | 46,67 40 43,335
30. 56,67 43,33 50 43,33 66,67 55
31. 43,33 40 41,665 | 43,33 50 46,665
32. 60 30 45 60 50 55

According to the table (4.1), theres the data description about the
control class both in pre-test and post-test session. The control class contain
32 students which is being involved both intwo session of data collection
process, that is pre-test session and post-test session. They pre-test and post-
test result of English speaking assessment were valued by two raters. The first
rater was Qonitat Khafidzoh, S.Pd, and the second rater was the researcher,
Asti Hayatri. Every students in control class was did not get the treatment as
the experimental class. Based on the pre-test data valued by rater 1, the lowest
score was 33.33 then for the highest score was 60, besides based on pre-test
data valued by rater 2, the lowest score was 26.67 then the highest score was
56.67. In pre-test, the lowest average value from the rater 1 and rater 2 was
30, meanwhile the highest score of average value on pre-test was 56.67.
Compared with the post-test score, based on the rater 1, the lowest score was
33.33, and the highest score was 60, besides based on rater 2, the lowest score
of post-test was 40, and the highest score of post-test ws 66.67. The lowest
average score of post-test was 36.665 and the highest average score of post-
test was 61.665.
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Table (4.2) Average of Pre Test - Post Test Experiment Class

Valued by Rater 1 & Rater 2

PRE TEST POST TEST
RATER1 | RATER | AVERAGE | RATER | RATER | AVERAGE
2 1 2

40 50 45 | 56,67 60 58,335
70 40 55| 80 73,33 76,665
2667 | 6333 45| 50 66,67 58,335
46,67 50 48,335 | 53,33 | 5333 53,33
46,67 | 43,33 45| 53,33 | 5333 53,33
33,33 40 3333| 40 46,67 43,335
50 50 50 | 46,67 70 46,67
6333 | 4333 53,33 | 63,33 | 5333 58,33
50 40 45| 53,33 | 63,33 58,33
50 40 45| 53,33 50 51,665
5333 | 6333 58,33 | 60 60 60
30 50 40| 5333 | 46,67 50
30 40 35| 60 33,33 46,665
46,67 50 48,335 | 60 70 65
40 66,67 53,335 | 60 66,67 63,335
46,67 40 43335 | 63,33 | 66,67 65
40 50 45| 60 70 46
43,33 40 41,665 | 60 40 50
40 50 45| 56,67 | 66,67 61,67
50 56,67 53,335 | 53,33 60 56,665
43,33 70 56,665 | 50 53,33 50
46,67 40 43,335 | 56,67 | 56,67 56,67
60 50 55| 70 53,33 61,665
53,33 40 46,665 | 63,33 | 7333 68,33
60 50 55| 60 66,67 63,335
30 40 35| 50 60 55
43,33 50 4333 | 5333 | 5333 53,33
40 43,33 41,665 | 50 53,33 51,665
46,67 40 43,335 | 63,33 70 52
4333 | 66,67 55| 50 70 60
36,67 50 43335 | 66,67 | 7333 70
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According to the data of experimental class on pre-test and post-test,
there is the data description of experimental class, first about the pre-test
sccore. Based on rater 1, the lowest score of pre-test was 26.67 then the
highest core of pre-test was 70. Meanwhile, based on the rater 2, the lowest
score of pre-test was 40, and the highest score of pre-test was 66.67. The
average score from rater 1 and rater 2 is that, first the lowest average score
was 33.33 and the highest average score was 58.33. Moving on to the post-
test score of experimental class, based on the rater 1, the lowest score was 40,
and the highest one was 80. Meanwhile, based on the rater 2, the lowest score
was 33.33, and the highest score was 73.33. The lowest average score from
both rater 1 and rater 2 on post-test was 43.335, and the highest average score
of post test from rater 1 and rater 2 was 76.665.

Table (4.3) Descriptive statistics

Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum | Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Pre Test Control 32 30.00 56.67 | 45.3669 6.16032
Post Test Control 32 36.66 61.66 | 48.4456 6.72171
Pre Test Eksperimental 31 33.33 58.33 | 46.6681 6.53855
Post Test Eksperimental 3 43.33 76.66 | 56.9194 7.64995
Valid N (listwise) Kl

According to the descriptive statistics, there was found that mean of
post-test experimetal class is 56,9194, then the mean of pre test for
experimental class is 46,6681, so that the mean different is 10,2513. For the
control class, there was found that the post test mean is 48,4456, then for the
pre test control class is 43,3669, that means the mean difference is 3,0787.

2.Data Analysis
1. Instrumet Validation

The research has conducted used instrument validation at the beginning
of the research. The istrument validation being used was validity by expert.
Validity by expert is the process or validating, both construct and cotent
validity through the instrument was used. The instruments used was pre-test

and post-test, and the rubric of speaking assessment.



2. Normality Test

Table (4.4) Test of Normality
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Tests of Normality
Kolmagorov-Smirnov® Shapiro-Wilk
Kelas Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Pre Testdan Post Test Kelas Control 110 64 .052 .984 64 551
Gabungan Kelas Eksperimental 092 62 200" 982 62 495

* This is a lower bound of the true significance.

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction

According to the test of normality by Lilliefors test and Shapiro Wilk,

it shows the data that the significance of control class was 0,052, which is

0,552 > 0,005, it means the control class data distribution was normal. Based

on the test of normality o experiment class, the significance shows 0,200,

which is 0,200 > 0,005, it means the experiment class data distribution was

normal. Besides, based on normality test by Shapiro Wilk, the significance of

control class shows 0,551, which is 0,551 > 0,005, then at the experiment
class, it shows the significance that was 0,495, which is 0,495> 0,005. That

means, the normality test both for the control and experiment class was

normal.

3.Homogeneity Test

Table (4.5) Homogeneity test

Test of Homogeneity of Variance

Levene
Statistic df1 df2 Sig.
Pre Testdan Post Test Based on Mean 5.644 1 124 .019
Gabungan Based on Median 5.744 1 124 018
Based on Median and 5744 1 119.377 .018
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 5614 1 124 .019

Based on the table of homogeneity test, the value of mean shows 0,019,

which is 0,019 < 0,05, it means the data was not homogenous. The sigificance

of the value of median was 0,018, which is 0,018 < 0,05, it means the data was

not homogenous.
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4.Hypothesis Test

Table (4.6) Hypothesis test

Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval of the
Std. Error Difference

Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)

Pair1  Pre Test Control - Post -3.07875 8.47608 1.49837 -6.13470 -.02280 -2.055 3 .048
Test Control

Pair2  Pre TestEksperimental - -10.25129 7.47160 1.34194 -12.99189 -7.51069 -7.639 30 .000
Post Test Eksperimental

Based on the Paired Sample test, as the hypothesis test, there was
found that the pre test and post test in control class has the significace 0,048,
which is 0,048 < 0,05, that means Ha was accepted and Ho was rejecteted, it
could be defined that Round Robin Brainstorming method was not effective
through students speaking skill even if based on the data shows the
effectiveness for control class, it was because of there was no treatment
related in control class, meanwhile, in experimet class, the significancewas
0,000, which is 0,000 < 0,05, which means Ha was accepted, and Ho was
rejected, that means Round Robin Brainstorming method was effective for
experimental class, and absolutely effective because of the experimental class
has treatment while learning process that used Round Robin Braintorming
method.

B. Discussion

As the beginning purpose of this study entitled The Effectiveness of
Round Robin Brainstorming Method on Students’ Speaking Skill of Grade 11
in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency’, the researcher
supposed to examine whether or not Round Robin Brainstorming are effective
for students’ speaking skill. The researcher gain some positive data from the
process of examining the speaking skill by using Round Robin Brainstorming
method. From the result of the students outcome on having the learning process
by implementing a method, the researcher are able to assume that the method
related was effective for students’ speaking skill. The effectiveness are detected

by the result of paired sample test has applied on the value of significance,
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related to the criteria exist. According to the result of paired sample test, the
value of experimental class from pre-test and post-test was 0,000, which is
0,000 < 0,05, which means Ha was accepted, and Ho was rejected, that means
the method was effective for experimental class. Besides, from the control
class, the result of the test that was 0,048, which is 0,048 < 0,05, that means Ha
was accepted and Ho was rejecteted, it could be defined that the method was
not effective through students speaking skill even if based on the data shows
the effectiveness for control class, it was because of there was no treatment
related in control class. Meanwhile, in experimental class, as the sample of the
research, the method was effective, so that it could be defined that Round Robin
Brainstorming was effective on students’ speaking skill of grade 11 in Ya Bakii
Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap regency.

The researcher was using the pre-test and post-test to collect the data of
students’ speaking skill, it was in form of instruction supposed to the students’
grade 11, to make an individual speaking video both experiment class and
control class. As Maulana Mualim have stated related to the type of speaking
assessment, that assessing speaking requires the oral performance of the
students which is basically done with recorded the students’ oral performance,
the student could be asked to make an audio about introducing themselves in
English.®” In this research, the researcher involving the instruction for making
a video, that was obviously contain an audio as the process on students’
speaking assessment to examine the effectiveness of the method on speaking
skill.

The possitive effects from the process examining the method during the
learning process on experiment class, that was the students becoming less of
anxiety due to the process of speaking was presented based on their group, it
was affect through the students that they could speaking more productive rather
than they have speaking presentation by theirself. On some conditions, the

students put their enjoy expression while having presentation session, it was

67 Maulana Mualim et.al, The Useof Interactive Formative Assessment in An EFL Class
Through The Comment Column of Google Classroom, ......p.37.
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because of on the learning process students have no pressure, but they just have
to speak as their thought have arranged before, besides the students presents
the result of their discussion with joyfull. As the beginner, building the defend
to prevent the anxiety by express the joyfull while speaking activity
individually is important, it could boost up the students to produce the words
more.

In favour of Raweewat Sripadith study entitled, ’4n Investigation of
The Round Robin Brainstorming in Improving English Speaking Ability,” the
findings shows the overall improvement on speaking abilities, the significant
improvement spesifically on language appopriateness, fluency, grammatical
accuracy, and language appropriateness. There was found that the method
successfully make the students more freely while expressing the idea without
the fear of mistakes. That could boost the students’ confidence levels as well
as the teacher. Those relation on the result while applying Round Robin
Brainstorming method proves that that method brings the influence on
speaking ability, not only in side of language aspects but also, anxiety or feel
nervous caused by speaking activity, it could be decreased by applying Round
Robin Brainstorming as the following beneficial on applying that learning
method.%8 In accordance of the similarity of result on Round Robin
Brainstorming method implementation during speaking class, the previous
researcher found that the method could make the students expressing the idea
freely and without the fear of mistakes, meanwhile based on the researcher the
method could make the students express the idea without having pressure and
can build joyfull condition in their own group discussion especially while
having presentation as speaking activity during the class, the following positive
impact was that the more students enjoy the speaking activity on their group,
the more students on another group feel comfort too on their group.

Based on the result about the effectiveness of Round Robin

Brainstorming method on experimental class in Ya Bakii Kesugihan Senior

68 Raweewat Sripadith, An Investigation of The Round Robin Brainstorming in Improving
English Speaking Ability,...... ,p.159.
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High School Kesugihan, it was influenced by some factors, according to
Spencer Kagan, Round Robin Brainstorming is a team work in which every
member of group generating ideas with elaborate and comment the ideas, as
one of the simplest, yet most flexible, team building structures, where each
teammate takes a turn sharing for preset amount of time.%® The first factor is
about the method has applied, it was successfully push the students to generates
the ideas, it could be seen from the activity while having treatment, that all
students have speak up. The point were not only about generating the idea, but
how all the students as a member of a group getting the chance to present the
idea. Those conditions build up the equal chance through all the member of the
group. As the Round Robin Brainstorming ensures that every student in the
group gets an equal chance to present their ideas, the method will assist more
the teacher in teaching more efficiently and helping the students to create an
attractive, enjoyable, and engaging learning atmosphere.”

Considering onto the material that the researcher found the related goals
between improving speaking skill by using Round Robin Brainstorming and
the goal of the subject matter that not merely require students to states some
argumentations, opinions in form of agreement or disagreement, refers to the
material of stating opinion, agreement and disagreement. The certain material
while testing and valuing the speaking skills becoming the point that was
difficult being built, but on this research, the reseracher found the certainty
between the material used to teach speaking and the method being used that are
proper, also found the progress on speaking skill, spesifically on experiment
class.

Refers on the study of Shaping Students’ Character through
Edutainment Strategies from Desi Wijayanti Ma’rufah et al, one of the method
to form student character is by creating creative and fun environment that are

supposed to make the students do not experience in boredom in the learning

8 Spencer Kagan & Miguel Kagan, Cooperative Learning, ..., p. 246.
0 Nurul Annisa et.al, Teaching Vocabulary Through Round Robin Brainstorming
Technique, English Education Journal, 2022, p.53.
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process and can develop their talents with the teachers’ guidance.” These
conditions can be built by applying Round Robin Brainstorming method, where
the students have the different learning process and its environment, this
method can affecting the students on having fun learning by building the
interaction on discussion group based, and the session of presenting the result.
The process of learning especially on discussion session and presenting session
teach the students to respect the others answer by listening them even if the
students have their own opinion. Those parts of activity in Round Robin
Brainstorming method could help the school, spesifically on English subject
matter to build students’ character.

Besides, acccording to the previous research written by Niluh and
Juliana, from University of Dharmawagsa, it was detected that the
effectivenesss of Round Robin technique through students speaking ability in
SMA Budi Agung, the result was demonstrated that the students’ speaking
ability and vocabulary improved as a result of their participation while having
Round Robin activity. It was found that the students’ afraid while speaking
English in class with a technique Round Robin is less. Besides students
becoming more confident and enthusiast that was directly influencing their
knowledge progress.”? Related to that study, the reseracher was found about
the following phenomenon generated from Round Robin Brainstorming
activity, the progress of speaking skill in that class, the habit was built such as,
first the students becoming less in anxiety while speaking, the anxiety is a
factor that difficult to be measured but it can broke all the speaking activity
when it comes on every single one while speaking, besides the more practice
using Round Robin Brainstorming the more students has positive
interdependence. Positive interdependence is a situation where group of a
students has equal portion in believing through the member of a group in

discussing a matter. One of the advantages of positive interdependence is,

! Desi Wijayanti Ma’rufah et. al , Shaping Students’ Character through Edutainment
Strategies, Journal of Education and Social Research, Vol. 11, Number 6, 2021, p.174.
2 Niluh Ramadani & Juliana, Applying Round Robin Technique..., p. 273.
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during the learning process with positive interdependence brings the students
to share their goal, knowledge and skill, it shows the form of share team goal,
so the students cooperate forr mutual benefit.”® That habit could lead the
students for having high tollerate, togetherness, also critical thinking. The
critical thinking itself are also happens due to the in the aftermath of a Round
Robin Brainstorming method, the students was required for having an
individual and different answer with all member in a team, so that they are
trained to be independently work and think, also present their thought on their
group, every student has an equal position, every student has equal
responsibility on their group, and every individual has different exploration on
their answers about the topic being discuss in the Round Robin Brainstorming

activity.

To sum up those results on examining Round Robin Brainstorming
method through students’ speaking skill. It was found that Round Robin
Brainstorming method was effective on students’ speaking skill grade 11 in Ya
Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency. The positive results
was from the differences of pre-test and post-test value both from control class
and experiment clalss. Based on the hypothesis test, in experiment class, the
significance was 0,000, which is 0,000 < 0,05, which means Ha was accepted,
and Ho was rejected, that means Round Robin Brainstorming method was
effective for experimental class, and absolutely effective because of the
experimental class has treatment while learning process that used Round Robin
Brainstorming method. Besides, the following impacts overall on the
experiment is related to the advantages of Round Robin Brainstorming
implementation in side of anxiety and the fear of mistakes that are decrease
while learning English speaking, and build the students more confidence to
speak up. Beside the habit that are could lead the students for having high

tollerate, togetherness, also critical thinking, it could not be measure as this

3 Spencer Kagan and Miguel Kagan, Cooperative Learning, California : Kagan Publishing,
2009, p.12.6.
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research done while examine Round Robin Brainstorming on students’
speaking skill. Those following beneficial has strenghten the effectivenes of

the method being used in this research.



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION, LIMITATION OF THE STUDY, AND SUGGESTION

This chapter concludes the end of the research with some suggestions and
the limitation of the study. The conclusion is portrayed objectively based on the
data analyses of the research.

A. Conclusion

According to the result of the calculation on detecting and examining
whether or not Round Robin Brainstorming are effective on students’ speaking
skill of grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan Cilacap Regency,
it could be concluded that Round Robin Brainstorming method was effective,
the sample of the experimental class that detected as effective, it was
representatively includes grade of 11 of Ya Bakii Senior High School Year of
Accademic 2023/2024. Based on the data of a hypothesis test, there was found
that the pre test and post test in control class has the significace 0,048, which
is 0,048 < 0,05, that means Ha was accepted and Ho was rejecteted, it could be
defined that Round Robin Brainstorming method was not effective through
students speaking skill even if based on the data shows the effectiveness for
control class, it was because of there was no treatment related in control class,
meanwhile, in experiment class, the significance was 0,000, which is 0,000 <
0,05, which means Ha was accepted, and Ho was rejected, that means Round
Robin Brainstorming method was effective for experimental class, and
absolutely effective because of the experimental class has treatment while
learning process that used Round Robin Braintorming method. The reseracher
concluded that Round Robin Brainstorming method was effective on students’
speaking skill of grade 11 in Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap
Regency.

45
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B. Limitation of The Study
Based on the study conducted by the researcher, this study has some
limitations. It might be the factors that are could be considered by the other

researcher with has same subject of research. Those limitations are as follows:

1. This study has been limited to investigate The Effectiveness of Round
Robin Brainstorming Method on Students’ Speaking Skill of Grade 11 in
Ya Bakii Senior High School Kesugihan, Cilacap Regency, especially
Year of Academic 2023 until 2024, besides it supposed to apply the
method of Round Robin Brainstorming method on teaching English,
spesifically speaking skill.

2. On the process of determining the sample, the researcher was not
involving the tools while taking the sample by herself, but the researcher
involving the expert in that school as the object of the research, to take the
sample.

3. The time alocation for having treatment, from the first treatment to the next
treatment on experiment class was too long, due to the object of the
research related has some projects at the same time.

C. Suggestion
1. For School
This research is expected to give the variation of teaching method
through the school that is Round Robin Brainstorming, besides it
supposed to give an outlook for the school related to the teaching method
as merely Round Robin Brainstorming.
2. For Teachers
For the teacher it supposed to contribute in side of thought to
achieve change and improve the variation of activity and method while
teaching English through Students’ speaking skill.
3. For Researcher
It would be as an experiences, then it would be applied at the end

of the day while having the teaching opportunity in work space.
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4. For Readers
It can enlarge readers’ knowledge, motivation and the refference
while teaching speaking, especially by using Round Robin
Brainstorming method. Besides it can be usefull for the further research
to do a better research about teaching method related to the students’
speaking skill.
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TREATMENT IN EXPERIMENT CLASS

=

Applying Round Robin Brainstorming method Applying Round Robin Brainstorming
meet 1 method meet 4

Applying Round Robin Brainstorming
meet 2 method meet 5

Applyiﬁg Round Robin BrainAstorming method
meet 3



INSTRUMENT

Satuan Pendidikan : SMA

Nama Sekolah : SMA YA BAKII 01 KESUGIHAN CILACAP
Kelas/ Semester : 11 Fase F (F3/F4)/1

Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris

Subjek Materi . Stating Opinion, Agreement and Disagreement

PRE TEST

1. Make an individual speech video without looking at the text about this
following topic :
- Banning all kind of beggar in Indonesia to seek money from all public
society.
2. Set the duration of speech arround 2- 4 minutes!
3. Submit the video to the head class!

4. Collect all the videos by using google drive link in one week deadline!

The analysis of the video will be conducted based on rubric at the following page



Satuan Pendidikan : SMA
Nama Sekolah : SMA YA BAKII 01 KESUGIHAN CILACAP
Kelas/ Semester : 11 Fase F (F3/F4)/1

Mata Pelajaran : Bahasa Inggris
Subjek Materi . Stating Opinion, Agreement and Disagreement
POST TEST
5. Make an individual speech video without looking at the text about this

© © N o

following topic :
- School can be ‘second home’ of the students.
Set the duration of speech arround 2- 4 minutes!
Submit the video to the head class!
Collect all the videos by using google drive link in one week deadline!

The analysis of the video will be conducted based on rubric at the following

page.



Satuan Pendidikan
Nama Sekolah
Kelas/ Semester
Mata Pelajaran

: SMA

: SMA YA BAKII 01 KESUGIHAN CILACAP

: 11 Fase F (F3 & F4)
: Bahasa Inggris

Subjek Materi . Stating Opinion, Agreement and Disagreement
SCORING RUBRIC FOR SPEAKING
N SCO DESCRIPTION
ASPECT
@) RE
5 ] Pronunciation is excellent; good effort at accent.
4 ] Pronunciation is good; good effort at accent.
o Pronunciation is good; some effort at accent, but
Pronunciatio | 3 [ _
is definetely non-native.
1. n and _ i
Pronunciation is okay; no effort towards a native
Accent 2 ]
accent.
. Pronunciation is lacking and hard to understand;
. no effort towards a native accent.
Understand all the statement without any
Sl vier e
difficulties.
A Understand almost all the statement, athough
] there is repetition in certain part.
2. Content i
Understand most of what she/he talks in slow
31 peaki
speaking.
2 ] Content is related with the test.
1 ] Content is not related with the test.
. Excellent control of language features; a wide
] range of well-chosen vocabulary.
Good language control; good range of relatively
3. | Vocabulary 4 1]
well-chosen vocabulary.
3 Adequate language control; vocabulary range is
]

lacking.




Weak language control; basic vocabulary choice

with some words clearly lacking.

Weak language control; vocabulary that is used

does not match the task.

Grammar

Accuracy & variety of grammatical structures.

Some errors in gramatical structures possibly

caused by attempt to include a variety.

Frequent grammatical errors that do not obscure

meaning; little variety in structures.

Frequent grammatical errors even in simple

structures that at that times obscure meaning.

U oo

Frequent grammatical errors even in simple

structures; meaning is obscured.

Fluency

[

Smooth and fluid speech; few to no hesitations;
no attempts to search for words; volume is

excellent.

Smooth and fluid speech; few hesitations, a

slight search for words, inaudible word or two.

Speech is relatively smooth; some hesitations
and unevenness caused by reprashing and

searching for words; volume volume waver.

Speech is frequently hesitant with some

sentences left uncompleted; volume very soft.

Speech is slow, hesitant & strained except for
short memorized phrases; difficult to perceive
continuity in speech; inaudible.

Time

Speech 2 until 4 minutes, no hesitation, fluent,

content full of meaning.

Speech 2 until 4 minutes, no hesitation, less

fluent, content full of meaning.




3 Speech 2 until 4 minutes, less hesitation, fluent,
[ content full of meaning.
5 Speech 2 until 4 minutes, no hesitation, less
] fluent, content less off meaning.
. Speech under 2 minutes, less hesitation, less
[ fluent, content less of meaning.
Total Aspect :6x5=230
T0t8.| Score : total correc; aspect x 10
Name :
Class
Date
No. Aspect Score
1. | Pronunciation and Accent
2. | Content
3. | Vocabulary
4. | Grammar
5. | Fluency
6. | Time

Total Correct Aspect

Total Score




INSTRUMNT VALIDATION SHEET







STUDENTS OF GRADE 11 IN YA BAKII SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL

KESUGIHAN
KELAS : XIF1
NO NIS NISN NAMA SISWA
1 4756 | 0064200218 | AISYAH NURI NAJWA
2 4732 | 0071067380 | ANASTASIA SHAFAA N.
3 4758 | 0072954368 | ANJAHUSYIFA RAHMATIKA
4 4763 | 0074709854 | ATIKA NAURAH RAYYANI
5 4793 | 0072322148 | AYU HANIFA SUCI R.
6 4794 | 0072381804 | AYUNIA KHARISMA WIJAYA
7 4765 | 0065952148 | DEA INTAN NUR AENI
8 4736 | 0077259491 | FAIZAH SETIANTI
9 4833 | 0071881272 | FEBIANA ALFI MU'MINAH
10 4767 | 0075398328 | FITROTUL AZYAN ZERA A.
11 4769 | 0074005068 | GINANITA SYIFA M.
12 4837 | 0076713251 | INNAROTUN NI'MAH
13 4743 | 0078952869 | IZYAN NASUHA
14 4838 | 0077285804 | KHANIFAH HIMMATUL ULYA
15 | 4940 | 0069190268 | LYNA SALSABILA
16 4771 | 0078284896 | MASNA NUR ANIS R,
17 4745 | 0078252444 | MIRNAWATI
18 4773 | 0071058140 | NA'IFAH RAHMAWATI
19 4809 | 0073177325 | NUR ALFI FADILAH
20 4747 | 0079603582 | PRIMA AMARETA
21 4812 | 0074874739 | RESTIANA MARRTEN PERTIWI
22 4815 | 0078618624 | SHAFINA PUTRI AZZAHROH
23 4817 | 0071191177 | SITI MAYSAROH
24 4748 | 0079820151 | SITI NUR CHANIFAH
25 4847 | 0087577757 | SRI LESTARI BUNGA FIRDAUS
26 4849 | 0060134824 | UTHIYA AKHLAQUL KAROMAH
27 4850 | 0075191123 | UYUNUN NADZROH
28 4787 | 0078881035 | VIANISA LATIEF AULIA
29 4752 | 0064319245 | VITRI NURJANAH
30 4755 | 0073870690 | ZUHRIYATUL HAFIZA




KELAS : XI F2
NO | NIS NISN NAMA SISWA
1 | 4730 | 0063674122 | ALLAILA ALIFFIA GUSTIK.
2 | 4790 | 0078243912 | AMEL NINING ELIYANSYAH
3 | 4733 | 0072055085 | ASTUTI RISMA HANI
4 | 4792 | 0069157364 | AYLA NUR KHOLIS SAPUTRI
5 | 4734 | 007227395 | CAHYANING TYAS
6 | 4941 | 0073774032 | DEWI KURNIA NUR ANDINI
7 | 4766 | 0065803158 | DEWI LESTARI
g | 4795 | 0078839355 | DITA ARDIYANTI
9 | 4832 | 0076862297 | ERSA NURUL HASANA
10 | 4796 | 0073735155 | FEBBY MONTH VALLENA
11 | 4834 | 0077634281 | FIRNA AGUSTIN DAMAYANTI
12 | 4768 | 0068939264 | FLOUDYA NAVIZA QUDZ
13 | 4739 | 0071682871 | HANIN EVANIA AZZAHRA
14 | 4800 | 0074372069 | 1zZATUL MILLAH
15 | 4839 | 0061971375 | LAELA HUSNA
16 | 4801 | 0071124147 | ||ANA FATIMATUZ ZAHRA
17 | 4803 | 0079548323 | MAHFUDHOTUL HUSNA
18 | 4744 | 0077539359 | MAKHYA ANJANA
19 | 4840 | 0076269216 | MUNIFATUN DZAKIROH
20 | 4805 | 0072214555 | MUSBIHATURROHMAH
21 | 4789 | 0068715735 | NADIA AZKA MUSTAFIDA
22 | 4810 | 0063693203 | NURI NUR AMANAH
23 | 4777 | 0078809494 | NURUL HUWAIDA
24 | 4844 | 0078631156 | PUTRI SYIFA NIA TRIHAPSARI
25 | 4750 | 0071404626 | THIBI MUTAWAKKILAH
26 | 4820 | 0079210404 | ULFIATUNNISA
27 | 4753 | 0071422170 | WINARTI
28 | 4821 | 0073638465 | YETI AFIFATUL MA'RUFAH




KELAS : XI F3
NO | NIS NISN NAMA SISWA
1 | 4823 | 0079530739 | AFDILA WAHYU NIHAYAH
2 | 4824 | 0078365311 | ALEYDA NUR HIMMAYA
3 | 4761 | 0076282496 | ASNI ZUHRUFA MAULIDI
4 | 4764 | 0071964359 | AULIA NURHAYATI
5 | 4825 | 0073966279 | AULIA SEPTI RAMADHANI
6 | 4826 | 0072965917 | AYU SEPTIA NINGSIH
7| 4827 | 0071901070 | AZKIA ROHMATUL HIDAYAH
g | 4829 | 0072528256 | pEWI AWALURAHMAH
9 | 4836 | 0057791000 | |NDILESTARI
10 | 4799 | 0076727363 | INTAN DIAH UMAMI
11 | 4770 | 0078181636 | KHUSNUL ALFIATUL FITRIYAH
12 | 4802 | 0072993228 | | INA NUR HAYATI
13 | 4804 | 0075216428 | MAZAYA FAJRIATUS ZAHWA
14 | 4841 | 0075766108 | NADILA SAFIRA SEPTIANTI
15 | 4746 | 0077525062 | NADYA DWI KURNASIH
16 | 4842 | 0071611502 | NAILA SOVIANA FADILAH
17 | 4807 | 0075234947 | NAYSILLA PUTRI ZHAFIRA
18 | 4775 | 0071520176 | NUR ALVIYAH
19 | 4776 | 3084717995 | NUR FADILAH
o0 | 4843 | 0062012628 | NURHALIZA
21 | 4845 | 3071056835 | RISKA APRILLIA PUTRI
22 | 4846 | 0082747651 | R1ZKA DEVANTI EKA APRILIA
23 | 4813 | 0079602635 | ROBINGAH ADAEWIAH
24 | 5166 | 0075942710 | SALSABILA JANNATUL MA'WA
25 | 4814 | 0061161708 | SALWA ATIKA RAHMADHANI
26 | ©165 | 0078291765 | SyIFA LUTFIATUN NAJWA
27 | 5138 | 0072478481 | TRI HANDAYANI
28 | 4853 | 0084737306 | YUNI|NOVITA
29 | 4854 | 0075545622 | ZAHRA AMALIA RAMADANI
30 | 4855 | 0063141079 | ZAHRO NUR AULIA
31 | 4856 | 0074000052 | ZAHROTUL KHUSNIYAH
32 | 4822 | 0078135049 | 7AL FA FAERUS ZAIN




KELAS : X1 F4
NO NIS NISN NAMA SISWA
1 4731 | 0061638153 | AMIROTUL KHODIJAH
2 ANIQ RIFDAH SAPUTRI
3 4760 | 0072380524 | ARINA SIFAUL UMMAH
4 4791 | 0063766931 | AULIA WIRDIYATUL ULUM
5 4828 | 0072967065 | CLARA ARTIKA PUTRI
6 4737 | 0073350520 | FINA WISTAQUL KHUSNA
7 4835 | 0071597231 | FITRI NUR AZIZAH
8 4738 | 0066765136 | FITRIANA AZZAHRA
9 4740 | 0065244639 | INDAH NURSIFA
10 4741 | 0071847868 | ISNA RAHMA FADHILA
11 4806 | 0075596789 | NABILA QURROTA NURUL NGAINI
12 4772 | 0062604350 | NAFIS FADHLIA NUR RAMADHANI
13 4774 | 0069762013 | NAJWA AULIA FITRIA
14 4808 | 0078729869 | NGAZIZATUL MUKARROMAH
15 4778 | 0074429297 | RIZKI NUR AZIZAH
16 4779 | 0075856591 | ROSSYA ADILLA ZAHWA
17 4780 | 0075984235 | SABRINA BINTAN TSABITA
18 4781 | 0077382381 | SAHILA HIDAYAH
19 4816 | 0074198977 | SHOFFI MUFTIATUL HUSNA
20 4782 | 3073694462 | SUCI AMALIA RAHMAH
21 4749 | 0079466431 | SUFI MUFIDA
22 4818 | 3075558443 | SUSI SUKMAWATI
23 4783 | 0075027681 | SYAFA AZAHRA FADILLAH
24 4819 | 0075969298 | SYAZANI NURUL NABILAH
25 4784 | 0073987855 | SYIFA NAILALMUNA INDRIYANI
26 4785 | 0079179722 | UPI DWI MASRUROH
27 4786 | 3076658475 | USWATUN KHASANAH
28 4751 | 0073736306 | VIRGYNIAR TARAH ABADI
29 4852 | 0071129270 | WINTANG ANGGRAENI KUSUMA
30 4788 | 0079648775 | ZALFA ZAHIYAH
31 4754 | 0079414037 | ZAVIRAH NUR AZIZAH




KELAS : XIF5
NO NIS NISN NAMA SISWA
1 4875 | 0066968576 | ADIB WILDAN CHUMAIDY
2 4944 | 0065645077 | ABDA PUTRA ERLANGGA
3 4911 | 0075056272 | AHMAD ATAMUNAFI
4 4879 | 0065702031 | AHMAD AZIZ AL HAKIM
5 4913 | 3066215402 | AHMAD HOERURIZAL
6 4861 AHMAD MUNAJI
7 4884 | 0064136815 | DANAR EMILLUL FATTA
8 4887 | 0071889888 | EDY MUKHLISIN
9 4868 | 0063038299 | FADIL MAUSUL RAMDANI
10 4918 | 0061038663 | FAJIRI FATKHUL MUBAROK
11 4857 | 0067265370 | FATHUL MANAN AZIZ
12 4864 | 0076118894 | FEBRIAN NUGROHO
13 4943 | 3062041569 | FIRMANSYAH
14 4920 | 0075478937 | GAYUH TRIWIBOWO
15 4921 | 0071541006 | GILAR DIAN DANU
16 4865 | 0062966947 | HANAFI ABAZ DZULFIKAR
17 4863 | 0075219336 | HILMAN MUSTOFA
18 4923 | 0056504688 | MUHAMMAD HANAN MASRUR
19 4924 | 0072892886 | MUHAMMAD ALIF NAJIB HIDAYATULLOH
20 4877 | 0065832193 | M.IQBAL BAIHAQI
21 4859 | 0077215028 | MIFTAHUL HUDA
22 4942 | 0069050090 | MUHAMAD ROUF HAKIM
23 4876 | 0075283080 | MUHAMMAD AMRU ZAKY
24 5156 | 0073891136 | MUHAMMAD HILMY ZAIN ROUF
25 4858 | 0073311553 | MUHAMMAD IBRAHIM
26 4927 | 0079623479 | MUHAMMAD IDRUS MAWLA
27 5155 | 0069349873 | MUHAMMAD WILDAN AL FAJRI
28 4900 | 0061357783 | MUKHAMAD FATIH KHAIRUL ANWAR
29 4931 | 0071611502 | MULKI ZAHARA
30 4901 | 0073842053 | RAYHAN JATMIKO
31 4873 | 0069206439 | RAZY SUTA SAMBAYU
32 4903 | 0071144987 | RIFA MUFADHAL ULINUHA
33 4904 | 0078045146 | RIJAL AUSAT MIFTAHUL AMNU




34 4862 | 0077081870 | ROHMATULLOH KAMALUDIN AL AMIN
35 5167 | 0064984109 | SEPTIAN NUR HIDAYAT
36 | 5161 | 0061017279 | SYAM MAULANA
37 | 4906 | 0069584150 | WIRA KUSUMA MANGGALA
3g | 5164 | 0078478623 | YUSUF MIFTAHUR ROHMAN
39 | 4860 | 0066520093 | ZAENAL MUTAQQIN
40 | 5172 | 0079260531 | ZIDAN SUKMAZIAN SAPUTRA
KELAS : X1 F6
NO NIS NISN NAMA SISWA
1 4909 | 0069091588 | ABDUR ROZAQ AL GHOZALI
2 4910 | 0078289662 | AHIB GESANG PINUJI
3 4912 | 0062221754 | AHMAD AZHAR ASSYAUQI FATHURROZAQ
4 4914 | 0071164908 | AHMAD MASYHUDI
5 4880 | 3069224706 | AHMAD RIQQIY Bl WAFA
6 5141 0062640858 | AHMAD TANJIZUR ROFI'l ATHOILAH
7 4916 0075525695 | ANDANI PAMUNGKAS
8 5139 | 0063268325 | ARUL SAPUTRA
9 4882 | 0079528850 | BAHRUL ULUM ABDURROHMAN
10 4883 | 0077273929 | DANI ALFIANSYAH
11 4885 | 0061095729 | FADHLURROHMAN
12 5162 | 0076344865 | FATKHAN MUZAMIL
13 4889 | 0067620971 | FIKTOR DIMAS NUGROHO
14 4890 | 0077832983 | FIRDZAN MAULANA AL FARUQ
15 4919 | 3089804197 | FUAD SAMSUL HIDAYAT
16 5140 0058764064 | IKHWAN NUR HUDA
17 4892 | 0079108217 | M RAFI MUTOHAR
18 4878 0052640256 | M TAUFIQ NUR HIDAYAT
19 5163 0058928854 | M. DIAZ ABDUL HAMID
20 4893 | 0073583973 | M. MUTTAQI ILHAM
21 4896 | 0076538571 | M. NAUFAL FAWAZ
22 5173 MIFTAHUL ULUM
23 4870 3080593557 | MOHAMAD HASBULLOH




24 4872 | 3061493091 | MOHAMAD KHUWAILI AYIB

25 4894 | 0079753602 | MUFTI HAKIM HIDAYAT

26 4925 | 0075590117 | MUHAMMAD EKI MUWAFFA
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