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CHAPTER III 
RESEARCH METHOD
In this section presented several research methods that were used as guidance in this study. It was divided into three parts. They were research design, setting and subject of the research, and research procedures. All of them would be presented as clear as possible as below: 
A. Research Design
The design of this study was a "Classroom Action Research Design (CAR)".  The classroom action research has some definitions as follows:
a. Classroom action research is research conducted by teachers in the classroom itself through self-reflection, in order to improve its performance as a teacher, so that student learning outcomes to be improved (I GAK Wardani, et. al, 2000: 14).
b. Classroom action research is an examination of learning activities in the form of an action that deliberately raised and occur together in a classroom (Suharsimi Arikunto, 2006: 3).

c. Action research is the way groups of people can organize the conditions under which they can learn from their own experiences and make their experience accessible to others. (Adopted from Kemmis and Mc Taggart, 1982 in Sukardi, 2008: 210).
From several definitions above, the writer got conclusion that classroom action research is a process of research doing by the teacher for repairing and improving the students’ achievement of certain learning in the classroom.
The design of this study was based on Kemmis and Taggart as follows: That includes the four steps of: (1) planning, (2) implementing the action or strategy, (3) conducting observations, (4) held a reflection / analysis. So this research is a spiral cycle process, from planning until reflection. 
Applying the principle of an action research design, this study involved this spiral of planning, acting, observing and reflecting. The researcher took the model of an action research proposed by Kemmis and Taggart (1982) shown in Figure (3.1).
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Figure. 3.1. Adopted from Kemmis Taggart in Langgeng 2011.
The four steps above were preceded by preliminary study. Preliminary study is an activity done by the researcher before the action research and during the teaching and learning process. It was done to see what the problem really existed in the first year students at MA Nurul Ulum Munjungan.
This study was also research collaboration. It means that research conducted by subject teachers and researchers. The researcher worked collaboratively with English’teacher in this research activity. As a collaborator, the researcher had to search the implementation of action, and the English’teacher recorded the student activities by using observation and field note. After implementing the strategy and the students’ data had been gotten, the researcher analyzed whether the criteria of success proposed had been achieved or not.
B. Setting And Subject Of The Research
This study was conducted at MA Nurul Ulum Munjungan in academic year 2011-2012. This school is located in Munjungan village, Trenggalek regency. MA Nurul Ulum Munjungan is one of growing school institutions of Munjungan areas and public attention to these institutions is quite large. It could be seen from the development quantity of students from year to year that always increase. So, there are the new buildings over there.
That location was chosen because that school needed to be renewed in teaching and learning of speaking English in which the students in that school got difficulty in speaking because the teacher just used the conventional techniques. So, the students weren’t motivated to speak English. 
The subjects of this study were A class of the tenth year students of the second semester. There were forty students of XA class. It consisted of twenty boys and twenty girls. The tenth grade of A class at MA Nurul Ulum Munjungan less motivated in speaking material. So the researcher helped the students to solve the problem and gave alternative strategy to the teachers to teach speaking English by using peer assessment. Besides that, the students’ achievement of tenth grade of MA Nurul Ulum in related topic to be low. So, the researcher gave and made the stronger basic in order to when the student sits the next grade, they will not get serious problem especially in speaking English inside class or outside class. 
C. Research Procedures
This section discusses the procedures of the study covering preliminary observation, planning, implementing, observing, and reflecting
1. Preliminary Observation
Preliminary observation was conducted to get information about the first year student at MA Nurul Ulum Munjungan. For the first step, the researcher interviewed the teacher and student in order to know how far the speaking English achievement the student of tent grade A. Then the researcher observed the student over there.

By interviewing and observing them, the researcher found several problems about the speaking. It will be explained as follow: 

a. The students got difficulty in speaking English. 

b. They weren’t confident to speak English in class or out class.

c. 90 % of students’ speaking English achievement was under KKM score.

d. Basically, the teachers didn’t give obligation the student to speak English.
e. There was no motivation to the student to speak English.

f. In this school, especially for speaking skill, conventional technique was still used. 

g. This school had never used peer assessment to assess speaking. So, the researcher collaborates with the teacher tried to use peer assessment to motivate and give students’ feedback in speaking.
2. Planning

Based on the problems found during preliminary, it formulated a plan of action on the issue. The researcher used the peer assessment technique to teach speaking skill. In this stage, the researcher had provided a suitable strategy, designing lesson plans, criteria of success, socializing the research problem.  Plans drawn up by researchers to repair learning include: 
a. Socializing the Research Problem

This research carried out in the Islamic Senior High School of Nurul Ulum Munjungan. For the first, the researcher contacted the English teacher of A tenth grade. We conduct the agreement based on procedures in this research that the researcher would apply the strategy and the English teacher as observer. We made collaboration in this procedure. The English teacher didn’t want to be as teacher in this research because she didn’t know more this technique. Secondly, the researcher met with the head master to get permit in order the researcher could conduct the research in that institution. Furthermore, the researcher and the English teacher as collaborator arrange the research schedule. The research schedule can be seen below:
Table 3.1 Research Schedule
	No.
	Action
	Time

	
	
	Day
	Date and Month
	Hour

	1
	Preliminary study

a. 
	· Saturday
· Monday 
	- March 31th, 2012
- April 9th, 2012 
	- 08.00-10.15
- 08.15-11.00

	2

	Cycle 1

a. Meeting 1

b. Meeting 2

c. Test
	· Friday

· Monday
· Friday 
	·  April 13th, 2012

·  April 23th, 2012

·  April 27th, 2012
	· 09.30-10.45
· 07.30-09.00
· 09.30-10.45

	3
	Cycle 2

a. Meeting 1

b. Meeting 2

c. Test 

b. 
	·  Friday

·  Monday 

·  Friday 
	·  May 4th, 2012

·  May 7th, 2012

·  May 11th, 2012
	· 09.30-10.45

· 07.30-09.00

· 09.30-10.45


b. Providing a Suitable Strategy
The researcher provided a strategy by using peer assessment technique to help the students in solving their speaking problem. The steps in providing peer assessment technique were explained bellow: 

1) The teacher explains the criteria of peer assessment technique

2) The teacher explains how to do this technique.

3) The students are divided into two groups of speaking class
4) There are twenty students in Each group
5) Each student assess in their group. It means that when two students came forward to demonstrate, the other students (eighteen students) assess the students’ performance based on the criteria which was provided. The Students ‘arrangement can be seen in Figure 3.2.
Figure 3.2 The Map of the Students’ Arrangement
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c. Designing Lesson Plans
This lesson plan was arranged and developed base on the syllabus in second semester of tenth grade in Islamic senior high school.
This lesson plan consists of: 

1) Course identity

2) Standard competence

3) Basic competence

4) Indicator

5) Learning objective

6) Learning material

7) Approach/Technique 
8) procedures in teaching and learning

9) Teaching Source 

10) Procedures of assessment. (See the appendix 1 (A) and 1 (B))
d. Preparing the Criteria of Success
This criterion of success was set to determine whether by using peer assessment technique was effective or not. It could be seen whether this technique could solve the problem in speaking English of tenth grade A of Islamic senior high school of Nurul Ulum Munjungan Trenggalek. There were two indicators of students success in speaking during this technique was applied in teaching and learning process. It can be seen below:
1) 75 % of students felt pleasant in teaching and learning process. The researcher uses the questionnaire, field note, observation sheet to see students’ comfort. Field note and observation sheet was used as complementing to get the data of students’ comfort. The students’ comfort can be seen by using percentage formula. The students could be said getting pleasant if “yes percentage” more than “no percentage”. 
2) 80 % of students were able to speak English with score ≥ 70 (equal or above KKM score). To see the students’ score, the researcher used test in interviewing form.
3. Implementing 
Based on the planning above, teaching and learning speaking activity was applied through applying peer assessment technique. Firstly, the researcher as teacher explained the peer assessment criteria and how to do it. She also showed the advantages of peer assessment. Furthermore, she divided the 40 students into two groups. Each group consisted of 20 students. When two of them demonstrated in front of class with related topic which they made, other students (eighteen students) gave assessing based on the criteria of peer assessment that was made by the researcher. After do it, two of them were asked to give general assessment orally. Then, the teacher also gave reinforcement critic to the related students. Thus, the students got feedback from it. In same time, the other groups also did it in different room. 
4. Observing 
Observation is the process of collection data about the effects of the apply strategy which happen during and after the implementation of the action. It is supported by Prof. Supardi that observation is collecting data, Suyadi (2001:63). This activity was done by English teacher. She observed the students and the researcher’s activity and took note of the situation in class. It included the problems that arise during applying peer assessment technique and its progress. The English teacher as observer also used the check list of observation which was provided.
The instruments which were used to collect the data in observation as follows:

a. Test

Test was used as tool or procedure to determine or measure something in the atmosphere by the means and the rules that have been determined (Arikunto 1999:53). The first test was used to measure the students’ achievement in speaking. The shape of the test which was used by the researcher was in the oral form or interviewing test. Interview is getting information by asking questions directly to respondents (Singarimbun et.al 1998: 53). Another opinion suggests that the interview is a technique of collecting data with a systematic way of questioning and face to face (Asy’ari tt: 87). Form of this interviewing test required students to use all the knowledge that had been earned and learned. It was related with the expression of invitation. This test was also used to see what extend the students’ speaking English achievement in preliminary study and in the end of each Cycle.
Table 3.2 Rating Scale of Speaking Scoring (Hughes : 1989)

	No.
	Element of speaking
	score
	criteria

	1.
	Pronunciation
	6
	Native pronunciation, with no trace of foreign accent.

	
	
	5
	No conspicuous mispronunciation, but would not be taken for a native speaker.

	
	
	4
	Market foreign accent and occasional mispronunciations which do not interfere with understanding.

	
	
	3
	Foreign accent requires concentrated listening, and mispronunciations lead to occasional misunderstanding and apparent errors in grammar and vocabulary. 

	
	
	2
	Frequent gross errors and a very happy heavy accent make understanding difficult, require frequent repetition.

	
	
	1
	Pronunciation frequently unintelligible.

	2.
	Grammar
	6
	No more than two errors during the interview.

	
	
	5
	Few errors, with no patterns of failure.

	
	
	4
	Occasional error showing imperfect control of some patterns but no weakness that cause misunderstanding.

	
	
	3
	Frequent errors showing some major patterns uncontrolled and causing occasional irritation and misunderstanding.

	
	
	2
	Constant errors showing control of very view major patterns and frequently preventing communication.

	
	
	1
	Grammar almost entirely inaccurate phrases.

	3.
	Vocabulary
	6
	Vocabulary apparently as accurate and extensive as that of an educated native speaker.

	
	
	5
	Professional vocabulary broad and precise; general vocabulary adequate to cope with complex practical problems and varied situations.

	
	
	4
	Professional vocabulary adequate to discuss special interests; general vocabulary permits discussion of any non-technical subject with some circumlocutions.

	
	
	3
	Choice of words sometimes inaccurate, limitations of vocabulary prevent discussion of some common professional and social topics.

	
	
	2
	Vocabulary limited to basic personal and survival areas

	
	
	1
	Vocabulary inadequate for even the simple conversation

	4.
	Fluency
	6
	Speech on all professional and general topics as effortless and smooth as a native speaker.

	
	
	5
	Speech is effortless and smooth, but perceptibly non-native in speech and evenness.

	
	
	4
	Speech is occasionally hesitant, with some unevenness caused by rephrasing and groping for words.

	
	
	3
	Speech is frequently hesitant and jerky; sentences maybe uncompleted. 

	
	
	2
	Speech is very slow and uneven except for short or routine sentences

	
	
	1
	Speech is so halting and fragmentary that conversation is virtually impossible.

	5.
	Comprehension 
	6
	Understands everything in both formal and colloquial speech to be expected of an educative native speaker.

	
	
	5
	Understands everything in normal educated conversation except for very colloquial or low frequency items, or exceptionally rapid or slurred speech.

	
	
	4
	Understands quite well normal educated speech when engaged in a dialogue, but requires occasional repetition or rephrasing.

	
	
	3
	Understands careful, somewhat simplified speech when engaged in a dialogue.

	
	
	2
	Understands only slow, very simple speech on common social and touristic topics; requires constant repetition and reprashing.

	
	
	1
	Understands too little for the simplest type of conversation.


b. Observation sheet
Observation was used to collect the data about the students’ comfort during teaching and learning activity. It is a special observation and systematic recording aimed at one or several phases in order to study the issue (Asy’ari 1999:87).
The results of observation sheet were used to see whether the learning process was in conformity with the plan. It also could be used to see the factors that support or hinder the learning process.

The observation sheets consisted of some observing points of the teacher and the student, such as the students and the teacher activity. The observation sheets were in check list form. 
The researcher used the observation check list to know the students’ comfort in English teaching and learning process.
c. Questionnaire

The questionnaire was administered to the students to get information about their attitudes toward in the English teaching and learning process using peer assessment.  The questionnaire was yes-no questions and the researcher made the form on it. It was used to know what extend were the students’ comfort in teaching and learning process.
d. Field note
Field note was made to obtain objective data about things that occur during learning activities that were not listed in the observation sheet. The results of field notes were used to complete data observations. Field notes contained some important things that happened during the learning process in addition to those contained in the observation sheet. 
5. Reflecting
Reflection is a critical review of activities (reflective) about the changes that occur (a) in the class, (b) classroom atmosphere, and (c) teachers. At this stage, teachers and researchers answer why, how, to what extent interventions have produced significant changes (Supardi 2010: 133).
Reflection was done at the end of each act. This was done to determine the outcome of actions taken. The things that were done were: (a) analyzing a new action performed, (b) making the interpretation, meaning, and concluding the data obtained. The English teacher and the researcher made decision whether this research stopped until here or still continued to next Cycle. If the result of the Cycle 1 was unsuccessful or it wasn’t as criteria of success, this research was continued to the second cycle. It was done with different procedures but same technique (using peer assessment). 
The data gotten from the students’ speaking test were analysed to find the average value of students, researcher used the formula: 
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X = Average scores 
   ΣX = Total number of scores that are 
    N   = Number of participants 
Researcher used the percentage formula to determine the comfort of students’ speaking in teaching learning process, as in Arikunto Suharsimi (1985: 140) as follows:
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P         = Percentage level of comfort
ΣXo     = Number of students that feel pleasant
ΣXn      = Maximum number of students
Criteria of comfort are determined as follows: 

86% - 100% = Very pleasant
76% - 85% = Pleasant
66% - 75% = Quite pleasant
56% - 65% = moderate 
0% - 45% = very less pleasant 

To ensure the truth the data in this study used data credibility (trust standard). There are three characteristics in this study (Faisal, S 1990:31): 
a. Extend the time / not in a hurry (prolonged engagement) 
b. Continuous observations (persistent observation), so the information gained deeper and more detailed. 
c.  Triangulation. Researcher uses triangulation techniques so that the correctness of data can be obtained through the turn of the technique.
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