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ABSTRACT
Name
Major
Title

: Loly Mustika Fajri
: Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris
: The Effect of Gallery Walk in Round Robin Strategy toward Students‟
Speaking Performance of The Seventh Grade Students‟ At MTs AnNizham Kota Jambi

.
Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah untuk mengetahui kepengaruhan dalam menggunakan
Galllery Walk in Round Robin Strategy terhadap kemampuan siswa kelas tujuh dalam
berbicara dalam bahasa Inggris (Speaking Ability) di MTs An-Nizham. Metode
penelitian ini adalah kuantitatif dan desain penilitian adalah kuasi-eksperimen, populasi
penilitian ini adalah siswa siswa kelas VII MTs An-Nizham yang berjumlah 32 orang.
Penulis menggunakan Total Sampling karena kelas tersebut memiliki kemampuan bahasa
Inggris yang hamper sama. Kelas VII A sebagai kelas control dan kelas VII B sebagai
kelas eksperimenal. Penulis menggunakan Speaking performance sebagai Instrument
penelitian dan test ini di laksanakan sebeum dan sesudah menggunakan Gallery Walk in
Round Robin strategy. Data penelitian ini di olah dengan memakai SPSS 22. Hasil ratarata post-test kelas control adalah 66.75 dan rata-rata kelas eksperimental adalah 72. 56.
Hasil akhirnya 0.696< 2.14.(
lebih kecil dari
),
ditolak dan
diterima. Berdasarkan data di atas bisa di ketahui bahwa adanya pengaruh dalam
kemampuan siswa-siswa dalam Speaking Ability dengan memakai Gallery Walk in
Round Robin strategy.
Key words: Kemampuan Berbicara Bahasa Inggris, Gallery Walk in Round Robin
Strategy

ABSTRACT
Name
Major
Title

: Loly Mustika Fajri
: Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris
: The Effect of Gallery Walk in Round Robin Strategy on Students‟
Speaking Performance of The Seventh Grade Students‟ At MTs AnNizham Kota Jambi.

The purpose of this study is to know the effect of using Gallery Walk in Round
Robin strategy on students‟ speaking skill. The method is quantitative method and
the design is quasi-experimental. The population of the research is the seventh
grade of MTs An-Nizham that consist of 32 students. The writer used Total
sampling because those classes almost have similar ability in English. VII A as
the controlled class and VII B as the experimental class. The instruments of this
study is speaking performance and it was conducted before and after using the
treatment. The result of the data was analyzed using SPSS 22. The mean score of
controlled class post-test is 66.75 and the mean of experimental class is 72. 56.
Therefore, the end result is 0.696< 2.14. the meaning is that (
is higher
than
),
is rejected and
is accepted. To sum it up, the result shows
that Gallery Walk in Round Robin strategy was effect on students‟ speaking Skill.
Key words: Speaking Skill, Gallery Walk in Round Robin Strategy
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
A. Background of the Study
Speaking is a tool for communication. Additionally, speaking is one of the skills
that have to be mastered by students‟ in learning English. Speaking is an essential tool for
communicating Grognet A.G. (1997). Beside, we communication with other, to express
our ideas, and to know others‟ ideas as well. Communication takes place, where there is
speech without speech we cannot commucate with one another. The importance of
speaking skills, hence is enormous for the learners of one language. Without speech, a
language is recuded to a more script. The use of language is an activity which takes place
within the confines of our community. We use language in a variate of situations.
The improve speaking ability of syudents. Furthemore, learning English can
improve speaking ability for students. To among four skills of learning English. Speaking
merges as one of the most important ones that are really essential to master for the
purpose of language communication. According to Chaney (1998) speaking is the process
of building and sharing meaning through the use of verbal and non-verbal symbolis, in a
variety of contexts.
The students must be able to mastered some steps to speak English. Fristly, the
students must be able mastered vocabulary. Secondly, the students have a good
pronunciation. Thirth, the students must be able to mastered grammar. The last, the
students have a good fluency. Speaking skill has many different aspects including two
major categories-accuracy, involving the correct use of vocabulary, grammar, and
pronuonciation practiced through controlled and guided activities, and fluency considered
to be “the ability to keep going when speaking spontaneously (Harmer, 2001).
The teacher has to do procedure to teach speaking skill. There are three
procedures ; pre-speaking activity, whilst- speking activity, and post-speaking activity. In
pre-speaking activity, teacher do greeting and tell one story to the student. In whilst-

speaking activity, teacher and student do to combination of the strategy, and last in postspeaking activity teacher gives wxercise or home work to sudents. So, the writer can

conclude that the combination of gallery walk and round robin strategy makes students
have good skill in daily conversation because with the strategy there is the action step
were the srydents should practice their oral ability with his/her friend in front of the class.
In fact, problem speaking in generally, based on the results of a survey conducted
by Chapman University, in 2016. There are 25,9% of Americans who have fear of public
speaking. Follow up surveys state that they are afraid that unwanted things happen when
they speak in public. For example, first, afraid to forget and to false, second, they are
afraid to the audience asking avestions but can not answer, third, afraid the audience is
smarter, and the last, fear in the shame. And then, Patricia Setyadjie, Country Manager of
EF English Center of Adults Indonesia added, “based on a survey of preliminary test
results, 46% were found to have two levels of speaking ability under reading and
listening skill”.
Forthemore, to improve students achievment in range of skill in learning English
all of teacher must to apply to combine two of the right strategies in learning process and
teaching. In speaking skill students must to master. It is skill, but the students‟ have a
difficulty in determaining the right grammar the appropriate words and than the good
pronounciation. Beside the students need combining the right stategies to improve their
speaking. Two of strategy which are combine is gallery walk and round robin. In the
application of this strategy begins by studying and understanding the eplained the
material in a language that can be understood by students.
Therefore, as for the advantages of gallery walk and round robin stategy,
including ecess gallery walk is students accustomed to build a culture of coperation solve
problems. In learning, mutual synergy to reinforce the understanding of learning
objectives. Familiarze students to appreciate the results of learning friends, active
physical and mental students during the the process learn, familiarze students giving and
receiring critcism (Rodgres, 2010;13).
As the result, the writer is intercored to conduct the study abouth the effect of
gallery walk in round robin strategy.

B. Limitation of the study
The study is limited to the students at Islamic Junior High School An-Nizham
Kota Jambi. Especially to the seventh grade of Islamic Junior High School An-Nizham
kota Jambi.
C. Formulation of the problem
Can gallery walk in round robin strategy give significant effect on students‟
speaking performance?
D. Objective of the study
Whether gallery walk in round robin strategy can give significant effect on
students‟ speaking performance.
E. Significances of the study
After learning the result of this study, it is expected that teachers can teach using
guided method in writing without haing many problem. The result of this study hopefully
can be useful information for the teachers of English, for the researcher himself, for the
school, amd for the students. The first, to the teacher of English is the teacher can improe
their competence in English. The second, to the researcher himself is the result of this
research can help him in preparing himself in order to be a good teacher of English. This
research can also enlarge his knowledge and give him some experiences in conducting an
educational research. The third, to the school is he result of this study can enhance the
quality and quantity of English research literature of seven grade at Islamic Junior High
School AN-NIZHAM jambi city. The last, to the students this research will improve the
students‟ speaking skill especially in descriptive paragraph.

CHAPTER II
LITERATURE REVIEW

A. The Concept of Speaking
Speaking is a spoken productive language skill. It is about how the students
produce the language orally. Furthemore, according to Harmer (2007), speaking refers to
the students produce pieces of language and see how its turns out that information are
feedback into the acquisition process. Therefore, speaking focused on output where the
learner‟s attention is on conveying ideas and messages to another person. As Jones
coment that in speaking and listening we tend to be getting something done, eploring
ideas, working out some aspect of the world, or simply being together, in writing, we
may be creating a record, committing events or moments to paper. Based on quotation
above, it can be inferred that speaking is a spoken language productive skill that focused
on the students capability to produce pieces of the language orally. It is about how the
students express their selves such as ; exploring ideas, express feeling, etc.
B. The Function of Speaking
Selveral language experts have attempted to categarize the function of speaking in
human inetraction. According to Brown and Yule, as quote by Richards and Renanda
(2007), “the function of speaking are classified into three, there are talk as interest, talk as
transaction and talk as performance”. Each of these speech activities is quite distinct in
term of form and function and requires different teaching approachces. There are the
explanations of the functions of speaking:
1. Talk as interaction
Being able to inetract in a language is essential. In fact, much of our daily
communication remains interaction. This refers Talks to what we normally mean
by “conversation” and describes interaction refers to what server a primarily
social function. It is very difficult for the teacher to teach the students in this case.
The teacher should be able on invite the students give feedback event in small
convercation.

2. Talk as transaction
Talk as transaction refers to situations where the focus is on what is said or
done. The message and making oneself understood clearly and accurately is the
central focus, rather that the participants and how they interact socially with
each other, such; offerinf something, asking for directions, classroom
discussion,etc.
3. Talk as performance
This refers to public talk or public speaking, that is, talk which transmits
information before an audience such as morning talks, public announcements,
and speeches. Talks aas performance tends to be in the form of monolog rather
than dialog. Often follows a recognizable format and is closer to written
language than conversational language.
Based on explanation above, the teaching process are different in each funtion.
The teachers have to analyze first what the focus of the speaking class. Then, the
teachers identify the appropriate strategy to teach each kind of the function of
speaking.
C. Aspects of Speaking Performance
Speaking becomes important because speaking is a skill that can make people
easily understand to what things explained. Students speaking ability is expected to be
good because they have learned English since some years before and they will have
many performances related to oral skill in school. But in fact, even college students
speaking ability is still low. It is difficult for them to fulfill some aspects of speaking
performance. These aspects of speaking performance included:
a) accuracy
According to Nunan (2015), accuracy refers to extent to which the learners‟
speech is grammatical acceptable, with clear, intelligible pronunciation and
appropriatie choice of vocabulary.
b) Fluency
Fluency is the extent to which the learner can speak at an acceptable speed
with few false starts and hesitations (Nunan, 2015). Lade (1961, p.240) points
out that speaking ability id described as the ability to report acts or situation in
precise words, or the ability to converse or to express a sequence of ideas
fluently.

c) Pronunciation
According to Thornbury (2005, P. 128-129), pronunciation refers to the
students ability to produce comprehensible utterances to fulfill the task
requirements. Harmer (2001, p. 28-33) provide more issues related to
pronunciation. Pronunciation becomes important because it gives meaning to
want is being said.
d) Grammar.
According to Brown (2001, p. 62) “grammar is the system of rules governing
the conventional arrangement and relationship of words in a sentence”.
e) Vocabulary
Thornbury (2005, p. 22) suggests there usual things used by speakers in what
they are beig said. When people speaking, they are involving high proportion
of words and expressions that express their attitude (stance) to what is being
said. And then, speakers usually employ words and expressions that express
positive and negative appraisal because a lot of speech has an interpersonal
function and by identifying what people like and dislike they are able to
express solidaritas.
D. Speaking Assessment
Assessment is an on going process that encompasses a much wider domain.
Whenever, a student responds to a question, offers a comment, or tries out a new word
or structure, the teacher subconsciously makes an assessment of students‟
performance. Written work-from a jotted-down phrase to a formal essay is
performance that ultimately is assessed by self, teacher and possibly other students
(Brown, 2003:4). According to Harmer (2007:138), assessment of performance can be
explicit when we say that was really good, or implicit when, during a language drill,
for example, we pass on to the next student without making any comment or
correction (there is always the danger, however, that the students may misconstrue our
silence as something else).
Brown (2003, p.141) state as with all effective test, designing appropriate
assessment taks in speaking begins with the specification of objective or criteria.
Thoes objectives may be classified in term of several types of speaking performance:
the first, Imitative, at one end of a continuum of types of speaking performance is the
ability to simply parrot back (imitate) a word or phrase or possibly a sentence. While

this is a purely phonetic level of oral production, a number of prosodic, lexical, and
grammatical properties of language may be included in the criterion performance.
Second, intensive. A second type of speaking frequently employed in assessment
contexts is the production of short stretches of oral language designed to demonstrate
competence in a narrow band of grammatical, prhasal, lexical, or phonological
relationship (such as prosodic element-intonation, stress, rhythm, juncture). The
speakermust be aware of semintic properties in order to be able to respond, but
interaction with an interlocutor or test administrator is minimal at best. Examples of
intensive assessment tasks include directed response tasks, reading aloud, sentence
and dialogue completion; limited picture-cued tasks including simple sequences; and
translation up to the simple sentence level. The third, Responsive. Responsive
assessment tasks include interaction and test compewhension but at the somewhat
limited level of very short conversations, standard greetings and small talk, simple
requests and comments, and the like. The fhourt, interactive, the difference between
responsive and interactive speaking is in the length and complexity of the interaction,
which sometimes includes multiple excanges and/or multiple participants. Finally,
Extensive (monologue). Extensive oral production tasks include speeches, oral
presentations, and story-telling, during which the opportunity for oral interaction from
liteners is either highly limited (perhaps to nonverbal responses) or ruled out
altogether.
E. Gallery Walk Strategy
Gallery walk is a discussion technique that gets students out of their chairs and
into a mode of active engagement. For the clearest assumption about the meaning of
the strategy, the experts state the definitions of the strategy. According to Bower and
Keisler (2011, p.158) gallery walk is a strategy requires the students to visually
represent their knowledge to unit of study. This strategy allows students to explore the
usage of academic language in a low stress environment while receiving feedback
from their peers. In addition, according to Eller and Sheila (2009, p.137) gallery walk
is strategy in which the students are connected to a succesfull even. They also add that
the strategy make the students to have an experience become much more meaningful
when they can actually “see” it for themselves.Furthermore,Klippel (1992, p.34)
supposes that gallery walk is a strategy which can make students identify the concepts
or issues about significant learning from the topic under consideration.

Prosedure of gallery walk strategy according to Eller and Sheila (2009, p.137)
state that there are steps of gallery walk strategy as following: first, gather up
information related to the topic. Second, enlarge this information, or list them on a
chart paper. Third, place the enlarged informayion or charts on the classroom. Fourth,
when the students come into the classroom, talk about the success of the topic and
why it is successful. Then, divide the students into smaller team, or two or three
people. After that, give the teams time to walk around the room examininng the
information or charts and holding discussion related to the success of the topic. As
teams are engaging in this gallery walk, play motivation music lightly inn the
background. Finally, once all of the information or charts have been examined, have
the entire group talk about the success of the topic.
F. Round Robin Strategy
Round robin is a strategy that can be used in teaching speaking. The strategy
can be done for making the students answering the questions based on the topic which
is discussing. According to Klippel (1992, p.35) round robin is a strategy which help
the students to state the ideas or answering the questions based on the topic. Then,
Frangenhelm (2005, p.13) states the round robin is a valuable strategy at the start of
any unit since it allows the teacher to discover the general level of knowledge of the
class and can also be used for revision purposes, as well as being used for specific
purposes. It takes some organising and is best practised in a non-threating or noncurricular setting. In addition, Ferrer (2008, p.106) states that round robin strategy in
which each group member contributes an idea to the group in a systematic round-thegroup fashion. Each member is required to wait for his/her turn to speak out. The skill
of listening to each other‟s ideas is emphasied.
The procedures of round robin strategy according to Klippel (1992,p.35) the
procedures of the strategy can be begun by asking the students to make groups which
consist of 4-6 students. After that, the teacher gives an interesting question which can
invite their answers. Next, the students are given the time for thinking the answer of
the question. Then, they would share the answers for the question each other. Finally,
the students must record their answers. There are the procedures of round robin
strategy.

G. Gallery Walk in Round Robin Strategy
This strategy is a new strategy in teaching English by combining gallery walk
in round robin strategy. This strategy can be a solution for teachers in facilitating the
teaching of speaking and make students more active in the learning process. So that
this can be made in one of the methods that can be used by a teacher in the process of
learning. According to Bower and Keisler (2011, p.158) gallery walk is a strategy
requires the students to visually represent their knowledge to unit of study. This
strategy allows students to explore the usage of academic language in a low stress
environment while receiving feedback from their peers. And then, Frangenhelm
(2005,p.13) states the round robin is a valuable strategy at the start of any unit since it
allows the teacher to discover the general level of knowledge of the class and can also
be used for revision purposes, as well as being used for specific purposes.
Teaching speaking by combining Gallery Walk in Round Robin strategy, the
procedures are: first, teacher gives the topic to the students (GW). Second, teacher
gathers up information related to the topic (GW). Third, teacher enlarges this
information and list them on a chart paper (GW). Fourth, teacher places the enlarged
information or charts on the classroom (GW). Fifth, when the students come into the
classroom, talk about the success of the topic and why it is successful (GW). Then,
teacher divides the students into smaller team, or two or three people (GW). After
that, give the teams time to walk around the room examininng the information or
charts and holding discussion related to the success of the topic (GW). Once all of the
information or charts have been examined, have the entire group talk about the
success of the topic (GW). Next, teacher gives issue for the students (GW). Then,
teacher divides the students into small group (4-6) with one person appointed as the
recorder (RR). Teacher poses a question with many answer (RR). After it, teacher
gives the students time to think about the answer (RR). After that, teacher asks the
team shares their responses with one another round robin(RR). Finally, teacher asks
the students to recor the answer.
H. Thinking Framework
Speaking is one of the most important abilities to be mastered, because it is a
requirement to communicate in English. However, it is difficult to speak in English
for EFL learners like in Indonesia. Teacher has responsibility or training or helping

students to speak English. Practicing speaking also does not have to be in the
classroom, it could be outside the classroom.
In addition, speaking has three different functions. That means everyone has a
different purpose when they communicate each other. Either they want to say
something like regular conversation, or they need information to be gained or just to
provide information to others.
Moreover, they five elements of speaking such as comprehension, grammar,
vocabulary, pronunciation and fluency are needed in speaking. Indeed, the more
people mastering every element, means the better also the way they are communicate.
As explained above, speaking has five elements that must be done if students
want to communicate well. The existence of a gallery walk in round robin strategy is
to help students in English speaking. In accordance with the gallery walk in round
robin strategy advantages that prioritize cooperation and interact more often with
friends also problem solving. Group cooperation makes students interact more often
with their friends by using English. They trained their comprehension since they tried
to understand what their friends said. And of course it can help them in adding
vocabulary. Also it can help students for the pronunciation and fluency. Even though,
some of them were still wrong in saying a word, but when they were practice
continuously, their pronunciation and fluency seems better. And for grammar, they
writer did not prioritize grammar, the most important thing is they understand each
other and try to practice continuously, but the writer must keep reminding if there
grammatical errors I their speaking.
However, it is difficult to speak in English. Therefore, the gallery walk in
round robin strategy can be an alternative way to tech speaking in English classroom.
In addition, this strategy has some advantages that facilitate teacher and students. The
gallery walk in round robin strategy can encourage students to be active in the
classroom. Students can share their ideas, they also interact and communicate with
their friends, and they can be as free as possible to ask questions and answers to a
related topic.

CHAPTER III
METHOD AND PROCEDURE
A.

Setting and Subject of The Research
This research was conducted in islamic junior high school An-Nizham. This school is

located at jambi city. There are two classes for the sevent grade this school uses K13 curriculum.
This research was held on second semester in year 2017/2018.

B.

Method of The Study
In conducting the research. the writer applied one type quantitative method which was

experimental research. Frankel and Wallen (2006, p.267) state that experimental research is type
of research that directly attempts to influence a particular variable, and when properly applied, it
is the best type of testing hypothesisabout cause and effect relationship. The major characteristic
of experimental is that of the experimental research is a experimental research. Experimental
research is a powerful research method to establish cause and effect relationship (Borg, W.R.,
Gall, M.D. 1989, p.639) involving two or more variables, the variable that becomes the cause
(independent ) and the variable that becomes the effect.
The design for this research is expressed in the following table:
Table 3.1
The table pf research design

Class

Pre Test

Treatment

Post Test

Experimental

O1

X

O1

Control

O1

Y

O1

Explanation

:

X

: The imlementation of Gallery Walk in Round Robin Strategies

Y

: Conventional learning/regular

O

: Intial test and final test.

C.

Operational Definifation
In order to avoid misunderstanding, the writer tries to explains some terms.
1.

Gallery Walk Strategy
Gallery walk is a discussion technique that gets students out of their chairs and into a

mode of active engagement. For the clearest assumption about the meaning of the strategy,
the experts state the definitions of the strategy. According to Bower and Keisler (2011, p.158)
gallery walk is a strategy requires the students to visually represent their knowledge to unit of
study. This strategy allows students to explore the usage of academic language in a low stress
environment while receiving feedback from their peers. In addition, according to Eller and
Sheila (2009, p.137) gallery walk is strategy in which the students are connected to a
succesfull even. They also add that the strategy make the students to have an experience
become

much

more

meaningful

when

they

can

actually

“see”

it

for

themselves.Furthermore,Klippel (19992, p.34) supposes that gallery walk is a strategy which
can make students identify the concepts or issues about significant learning from the topic
under consideration.
2.

Round Robin Strategy
Round robin is a strategy that can be used in teaching speaking. The strategy can be

done for making the students answering the questions based on the topic which is discussing.
According to Klippel (1992, p.35) round robin is a strategy which help the students to state
the ideas or answering the questions based on the topic. Then, Frangenhelm (2005, p.13)
states the round robin is a valuable strategy at the start of any unit since it allows the teacher
to discover the general level of knowledge of the class and can also be used for revision
purposes, as well as being used for specific purposes.
D.

Variables
There are two variables in this reasearch. They are Gallery walk in Round robin

strategy and students‟ speaking performent.
1. Variable X (Independent variable) : GW and RR Strategies
2. Variable Y (Dependent variable)

E.

: control class

Population and Sample
1. Population
Sugiono (2011, p.80) says that population is generalization area consist of
object or subject that has a quality and specific which is decided by researcher to
observe and then to put the conclusion of it. According to Fraenkel and Wallen

(1990, p.68), population is the group of the reseacrher, the group to whom the
researcher would like to generalize the result of the study. The population of this
study is the seven grade students of the state islamic junior high school An-Nizham
kota Jambi.
Table 3.2
Total population of the study

2.

No

Classes

Number of Students

1

VII A

16 Students

2

VII B

16 Students

Total

32 Students

Sample
According to Frankel and Wallen (1990, p.66) a sample group of subjects on

which information is obtained. The writer used total sampling because the samples
include the entire population. In this study the writer has taken second classes as
sample to analyze. The sample was class VII A which has 16 students‟ and VII B
consist of 16 students.
F.

The Instrument of the Study
Oral test was used as an instrument in this study. The writer gave an oral test
on pre-test and post-test. Pre-test was given to measure students‟ speaking
performance before the treatment. Meanwhile, the post-test was given to measure
students‟ speaking performance after getting the treatment. The test was given to the
both experimental class and controlled class. For the test, the rubric was needed to
assign some grades for the students.

Table 3.3
Students‟ Speaking Skill Rubric
No

Criteria

1.

Pronunciation
(15%)

Rating Score

Description

5

(85-100)

Has few traces of foreign language.

4

(70-84)

Always intelligible, thought
conscious of definite accent.

one

is

2.

Grammar

3

(60-69)

Pronunciation
problem
necessities
concentrated listening and occasionally lead
to misunderstanding.

2

(50-59)

Very hard to understand because of
pronunciation problem, most frequently be
asked to repeat.

1

(0-49)

Pronunciation problem to serve as to make
speech virtually unintelligible.

5

(85-100)

Make few (if any) noticeable errors of
grammar and word order.

4

(70-84)

Occasionally makes grammatical errors or
word order errors that do not, however
obscure meaning.

3

(60-69)

Make frequent errors grammar and word
order, which occasionally obscure meaning.

2

(50-59)

Grammar and word order errors make
comprehension difficult, must often
rephrase sentence.

1

(0-49)

Errors in grammar and word order, so,
severe as to make speech virtually
unintelligible.

5

(85-100)

Use of vocabulary and idioms is virtually
that of native speaker.

4

(70-84)

Sometimes use inappropriate terms and
must rephrases ideas because of lexical and
equities.

3

(60-69)

Frequently use
the
wrong words
conversation somewhat limited because of
inadequate vocabulary.

2

(50-59)

Misuse of words and very limited
vocabulary makes comprehension quite
difficult.

1

(0-49)

Vocabulary limitation so extreme as to
make conversation virtually impossible.

(15%)

3

Vocabulary
(20%)

4

Fluency

5

(85-100)

Speech as fluent and efforts less as that of a
native speaker.

4

(70-84)

Speed of speech seems to be slightly
effected by language problem.

3

(60-60)

Speed and fluency are rather than strongly
effected by language problem.

2

(50-59)

Usually hesitant; often force silence by
language limitations.

1

(0-49)

Speech is so halting and fragmentary as to
make conversation virtually impossible.

5

(85-100)

Appears to understand everything without
difficulty.

4

(70-84)

Understand nearly everything at normal
speed, although occasional repetitions.

3

(60-69)

Understand most of what is said at slowestthan-normal speed with repetitions.

2

(50-59)

Has great difficultly following what is said.
Can comprehend only „social conversation‟
spoken slowly and with frequent repetitions.

1

(0-49)

Cannot be said to understand even simple
conversational English.

(25%)

5

Comprehension
(25%)

Adapted from Speaking Rubric for Fluency Activities 2005. Person Education: logman.
Kakans.wordpress.com

G.

Validity and Reliability
1. Validity
The most simplistic definition of validity. Is that it is the degree to which a test
measure what it is supposed to measure. Validity refers to the precise measurements
of the test. According to Best (208, p.254)” a test is said to be valid to degree that it
measure what it claims to measure”. In this esearch the writer will use content validity
and reliability.

2. Reliability
According Fraenkel (2009, p.15) Reliability refers to the consistency of the
scores obtained- how consistent they are for each individual from one administration
of an instrument to another and from one set of items to another. The technique that
will be cronbach Alpha. According Duwi(2019, p. 64) cronbach alpha is a method
often used in research to measure the scale range. The researcher tested reliability of
test by using spss 22. The result reliability instrument was showed as follow.
√

√

√

Based on the results of the test. It has found that r (0.487) was higher than r
table (0,482) or 0.487 > 0.482.
H.

Technique and Procedures for Intervention.
The reseacrh was held for twelve meetings. The writer conducted the research twice a

week. In the experimental group, the write combining the Gallery Walk and Round Robin
strategies. Table 3.5 show the teaching procedures both in experimental and control group.

Table 3.4
Table of Teaching Procedure
Experimental group (GW in RR)

Control group

Opening

Opening





Greating and praying before start the
learning process

Greating and praying before start the
learning process



Checking students‟ attendance



Checking students attendance



The teacher motivate the students‟ by



The teacher motivate the students‟ by

asking some questions about the

asking questions about the related

related material

material

During Activity


During Activity

The teacher remind the students about



The teacher saying about topic

the material in the last week



The teacher gives the students to use



The techer explain about material



Teacher gives the topic to students

the conversation.


(GW)


Teacher

the expression.
gathers

up

information



realted to the topic(GW)


Teacher enlarge information and list

Teacher

palces

information

or

the
charts



enlarged
on

the

When the students come into the
classroom, talk about the success of
the topic and why it is successful
(GW)



Then, teacher divides the students
into smaller team, or two or three
people (GW)



Teacher gives the team to walk
around the room examining the
information or charts and holding
discussion related to the success of
the topic (GW)



Once all of the information or charts
have been examined, teacher has the
entire group talk about the success of
thr topic ( GW)



Next, teacher gives the issue for the
students (GW)



The

students

create

a

group

discussion.

classroom(GW)


The students practice their pronounce
correctly.

them on a chart paper (GW)


The teacher invites the students to use

Teacher devides the students into
small group 4-6 with one person



The teacher asks the students to
practice the conversation based on the
topic in front of class.

appointed as the recorder (RR)


Teacher poses a question with many
answers (RR)



After it, teacher gives the students
time to think about the answer (RR)



After that, teacher asks the team
shares their reasponses with one
another round robin (RR)



Finally teacher asks the students to
record the answers (RR).

Closing

Closing





The teacher asks the students what
difficulties

they

face

about

the

difficulties

material.




they

face

about

the

material.

The teacher asks the students‟ what is



The teacher asks the students‟ what is

the conclusion about the material

the conclusion about the material

today.

today.

The teacher concludes material and
closed

the

learning

process



by

The teacher concludes material and
closed

praying together.

I.

The teacher asks the students what

the

learning

process

by

praying together

Technique of Analysis the Data
1. Descriptive Analysis
In this step the writer ranked the students score based on several categories. First, the

writer calculated the frequencies of the students score. Then, the writer classified the score
based on category was adapted from Heaton and Nugiantoro (in Saputra, 2012.p.30)
Table 3.5
The Score Interpretation for the Students Achievement
Score

Category

85-100

Very good

70-84

Good

60-69

Enough

50-59

Low

0-49

Very low

2. Statistical Analysis
In this study, the research applied some test as follows;
1. Normality test
In this research, normality test are used to determine if a data.
2. Homogeneity test
After normality test gives indication that data is distributed normally,
homogeneity test is needed to be done. It is used to know the similarity of the two
conditions or population.
3. Hypothesis test
For the hypothesis test, the writer uses T-test to find out whether there are the
differences between two variables in this study. After gaining the t-value, the
writer compares t-value and t-table using formula for the manual calculation as
Sudjiono stated on his book as follows:

The value of “t observe”
Mean of the difference of Experiment class
Mean of the difference of control class
Standard error of experiment class
Standard error of control class

Before accounting the data using t-test, the procedure of calculation will be as
follows:
a. Determining mean of variable x:

b. Determining mean of variable y:

c. Determining standard of deviation score of variable x:
√
d. Determining standard of deviation score of variable y:
√

e. Determining standard error of mean of variable x:
√
f. Determining standard error of mean of variable y:
√
g. Determining standard error of difference of mean of variable x and y:
√

h. Determining

:

Specification:
The mean of gain score of experiment class
The mean of gain score of control class
The total score of experiment class gain score
The total score of control class gain score
The total experiment class gain score minus
The total control class gain score minus
= The standard deviation of gain score of experiment class
= The standard deviation of gain score of control class

= The standard error mean of experiment class
=The standard error mean of control class
= The total number of students in experiment class
=The total number of students in control class.

4. The Statistical Hypothesis
The hypothesis of statistic that used in this research is :
: There is a significant effect of using gallery walk in round robin strategy
toward speaking performance.
: There is no significant effect of using gallery walk in round robin strategy
toward speaking performance.
The assumption of the hypothesis as follows:
1. If t-test >t-table in significant level 5%, the null hypothesis is rejected and the
alternative hypothesis is accepted. It mean that there is significant difference
between the students‟ speaking ability by using gallery walk in round robin
strategy and the students speaking ability without using gallery walk in round
robin strategy at the seventh grade students of Islamic junior high school AnNizham kota jambi. The use of gallery walk in round robin strategy is effect to
speaking ability.
2. If t-test<t-table in significant level 5% , the null hypothesis is accepted and the
alternative hypothesis is rejected. It means that there is no significant
difference between the students speaking ability by using gallery walk in
round robin strategy and the students speaking ability without using gallery
walk in round robin strategy at the seventh grade students of Islamic junior
high school An-Nizham kota jambi. The use of gallery walk in round robin
strategy is effect to speaking ability and the use of gallery walk in round robin
strategy is not effect to speaking ability.

CHAPTER IV
RESEARCH FINDING AND INTERPRETATION
A. Research Finding
1. Data Description
In the data description, the writer described the test result to the sample, the students
of MTS AN-Nizhamkotajambi. The result was used to get empirical evidence about the
effect of gallery walk in round robin strategy on students speaking performance of the
seventh grade students MTS AN – NIZHAM kotajambi, in academic year 2017/2018, the
result of the research is presented is s data description based on the result. The data analysis
result obtained trough speaking test.
Here is the table description of pre-test and post-test score.
Table 4.1
The Students‟ Pre-Test and Post-Test Score in Class VII B
Experimental Class
No
Students
Pre test
Post test
Gained
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

R1
R2
R3
R4
R5
R6
R7
R8
R9
R10
R11
R12
R13
R14
R15
R16
Mean

56
62
60
59
49
53
58
56
61
62
59
61
65
55
58
62
57,93

73
80
81
72
73
70
72
64
67
74
71
72
73
72
71
76
72,56

17
18
21
13
24
17
14
8
6
12
12
11
17
17
13
14
14,62

289
324
441
169
576
289
196
64
36
144
144
121
289
289
169
196
23,331

Based on the table above, it showed that the score of pre-test and post-test in
experimental class were different. The students‟ pre-test mean was 57,93 with the lowest
score 49 and the highest score 65. Meanwhile, the post-test mean was 72,56 with the lowest
score 64 and the highest score 81.
Here is the table of students‟ score in controlled class.
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Table 4.2
The Students‟ Pre-Test and Post-Test Score in Class VII A
Controlled Class
No

Students

Pre test

Post test

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

R1
R2
R3
R4
R5
R6
R7
R8
R9
R10
R11
R12
R13
R14
R15
R16
Mean

51
55
52
54
59
60
51
52
56
54
58
56
56
58
57
56
55,31

67
71
70
62
65
70
70
66
62
65
65
63
68
68
68
68
66,75

Gained
y
16
16
18
8
6
10
19
14
6
11
7
7
12
10
11
12
11,43

256
256
324
64
36
100
361
196
36
121
49
49
144
100
121
144
0,1473

Based on the table above, it showed that the score of pre-test and post-test in controlled
class were different. The students‟ pre-test mean was 55,31 with the lowest score 51 and the
highest score 60. Meanwhile, the post-test mean was 66,75 with the lowest score 62 and the
highest score 71.
As explained above, the average score of both experimental class and controlled class
were increased. However, the experimental class‟ score had increased more slightly than the
controlled class. This can be seen through the range points by the two groups. The progress of
the two cases can be seen in the diagram below;

Figure 4.3
The Difference Between Students‟ Scores in Experimental and Control Class
80

72.56
66.75

70
60

57.93

55.31

50
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2. Data Analysis
Based on the data obtained, the writer analyze the test score of the experimental class
and controlled class by calculating the formula t-test. Before using t-test, it is necessary to find
out the normality and homogeneity values of the data. The normality test is needed to know
whether the data has been normally distributed. After the normality test, the homogeneity test
is needed to know the data were homogeneity or not.
a. Normality Test
This test is carried out in order to check whether the data is normally distributed
or not. To measure normality test in this research, the writer used SPSS22 for windows.
Indicator testing normality test is if the significance value > 0.05 then data normally
distributed. Otherwise if the significance value <0.05 then the data not normally distributed.
The result of computing the data from SPSS22 for windows show that the significant value for
pre-test and post-test in speaking test is 0.200. it means that 0.200>0,05, the writer can
conclude that the data tested normal distribution. The result can be seen below;

Table 4.4
The Result of Normality Test
Tests of Normality
a

Kolmogorov-Smirnov
Class
Result

Statistic

df

Shapiro-Wilk

Sig.

Statistic

df

Sig.

experiemntal

.208

16

.063

.922

16

.179

control

.167

16

.200

*

.931

16

.257

The result shows that the data of two classes and controlled class have almost the
same ability in speaking.
b. Homogeneity Test
After getting the normality test, the next step is homogeneity test. It purposed to
test similarity of the sample in both classes. The result can be seen as follows;
Table 4.5
The Result of Homogeneity Test
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Result
Levene Statistic
.176

df1

df2
1

Sig.
30

.678

Homogeneity is used to determine whether or not the data are homogenous. If the
significance value is lower than 0.05, it means that the data are homogenous. On the other
hand, if significance value is higher than 0.05, it means that the data are not homogenous.
Based on calculated by SPSS 22 for windows the significance value for the pre-test and post
test in speaking test is 0.678 , which means a significant value is higher than 0.05
(0.678>0.05). The writer can conclude that the data of students‟ pre-test and post-test in
speaking test have the same variant or homogenous.
c. Hypothesis Test
After finishing the normality and homogeneity test, in order to know the
significant difference between experimental and controlled class, the data was calculated by
using t-test. The writer used t- test formula with significant level 5% in some step as
follows;

1) Determining mean of variable x:
=
2) Determining mean of variable y:
=
3) Determining standard of deviation score of variable x:
√

√

=√

4) Determining standard of deviation score of variable y:
√

√

=√

5) Determining standard error of mean of variable x:
=

√

√

√

6) Determining standard error of mean of variable y:
=

√

√

√

7) Determining standard error of difference of mean of variable x and y:
√

√

√

=√

8) Determining

=8,3416625046

:

=
Based on the computation of the independent sample t-test formula from the score of pretest, it show that the mean score of the control class was 55.31 and the mean score of the
experimental class was 57.93. Meanwhile, the complication of the independent sample t-test
formula from the score post-test shows that the mean of control class 66.75 and the mean score
of the experimental class was 72.56 .

Consequently, the row that must be read 15 second row of t-test column, the value of
sig(2tailed) is .000, less than 05, it mean that there is statistically different between class VIIB as
the experimental and class VIIA as the control groups.
Based on the description above, the researcher calculated the t-test formula. Based on the
calculated it can be know the statistical value of t-test is 0.696 and the degree of freedom (df)
was 16 (df= N-2, df= 16-2=14) whereas t-table at 5% significant level for df=14 was 2,14. It
means than the value of the t-test in this research was smaller than the value of the t-table
(0,696<2,04).
Thus, the null hypothesis (Ho) that was formulated “ there was not significant effect of
gallery walk in round robin strategy on students‟ speaking performance of the seventh grade
students‟ at MTS An-Nizham kota Jambi” was rejected.in other words, the alternative hypothesis
(Ha) of this research which says, “There was significant effect of gallery walk in round robin
strategy on students‟ speaking performance of the seventh grade students at MTS An-Nizham
kota Jambi”. Was accepted.
B. Interpretation
After collecting the research data, the writer analyzed all of them by using SPSS 22. In
the data described above the data was taken from 16 students both of controlled and
experimental class. Table 4.1 described the pre-test and post-test of experimental class, with
mean score 57.93 the lowest score was 49 and 62 for higher after the treatment, the mean score
achieved 72.56. the mean score of post-test was higher than pre-test. Students lowest score for
the post-test was 64 and 81 for the highest score. Moreover, table 4.2, presented pre-test and
post-test of controlled class. The mean score 55.31, with 51 as the lowest score and 60 as the
highest score. After getting the treatment, the mean score 66.75 with the lowest score 62 and the
highest score 71.
Moreover, the data from table 4.1 and 4.2 also shows that minimum gained score both of
the experimental was 6 and controlled class was 6. Average gained the score of the experimental
class was 14.62 and for the controlled class was 11.43. it proves that using Gallery Walk in
Round Robin Strategy if effective on students‟ speaking skill.
Based on the finding of the study, the researcher some interpretations. The first is
teachers‟ education background and students‟ achievement. It is found that there is significant
improvement between experimental class and control class, in the lesson speaking gave
opportunities for students‟ to understand the lesson through the real experience. Before treatment
conducted in the class, the students‟ had difficulties when speak English, after the treatment by
gallery walk in round robin strategy the students easy to understand of speaking the lesson. There
are some reasons behind this results.
The first, gallery walk in round robin strategy on the experimental class can build group
cooperation on students‟ so as to facilitate the difficulties the students to solve the problem.

According to Slavin, Arbani and Chambers (sanjaya, 2009, p.242) cooperative learning can
deliver all students‟ on the success together. Whereas, in the control class did not to do treatment
on gallery walk in round robin strategy, although increased but the result are small, this caused
students‟ not to work with his friends but for the individual to solve the difficulties in the
learning process especially in learning speaking.
The second, gallery walk in round robin strategy on experimental class can be made the
atmosphere of learning become more fun so that students‟ to be more comfortable to learn. The
atmosphere of learning is highly influential against the students‟ atmosphere of the fun can make
the students‟ more interested to learn. According to Roestiyah (1999) as a educators should
create a learning atmosphere that is fun to produce a quality learning process, so as to provide a
positive impact on students‟ learning outcomes. While, in the control class even though the
students‟ follow the lessons well in class. But in fact the students become more quickly bored to
follow the lesson in class, this has resulted in students difficult to understand the lessons that
have been explain by teacher.
The third, gallery walk in round robin strategy in the experimental class can accustom the
students‟ to be mutual respect and appreciate the result of learning a his friend and familiarize
students give and receive critics. According to Ismail (2008, p.90) gallery walk requires students
able to develop his understanding of the material, are able to work together to solve problem and
receive or give critics in the learning process. While, in the control class did not do treatment on
the gallery walk in round robin strategy though the students can understand the learning but do
not give and receive critics by his friends‟. They have a significant difference. Its means that
there is a significant improvement of using gallery walk in round robin strategy.

CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION
A. Conclusion
This study is aimed to get empirical evidence about the effect of gallery walk in
round robin strategy on student‟ speaking performance of the seventh grade students‟ at MTS
An-Nizham kota jambi in academic year 2017/2018. It is needed to do this study to prove the
theories and previous related studied that had been mentioned in the previous chapter.
Based on the finding, it can be synthesized that the gallery walk in robin strategy has
a significant effect on students‟ speaking performance of the seventh grade students at MTS
An-Nizham kota jambi. There was a significant difference in the students score of student
who were taught by gallery walk in robin strategy and the other who did not. It is proved by
the result of hypothesis test by using significance 5% (0.05). Ha is accepted and Ho is
rejected because (0.696) was smaller that (2.14).
In conclusion, it could be interpreted that Gallery Walk in Round Robin Strategy on
Students‟ Performance was effect for Seventh Grade Students‟ at MTS An-Nizham kota
jambi academic year 2017/2018.
B. Suggestion
Based on the previous chapter above, the writer would like to offer some suggestions.
The first suggestion is future researchers can be conducted with similar theme by using both of
quantitative method. The treatment can be given to know the perception of teacher and students
related to the use of gallery walk in round robin strategy in speaking skill. Hence, it is hoped that
future researchers can be use a bigger population from more than one school as the research
sample.
The second suggestion is for the school. the schools have to facilitate all of the
teacher‟ activities related to increase their professionalism. Then, the school should prepare the
means and infrastructure of learning completely at school.
The third suggestion is for the teacher. The English teacher should be chosen an
appropriate strategy in the class. The gallery walk in round robin strategy is recommended for
teaching and learning speaking. The students will be active participants in the class and it makes
students confident to share their ideas. Furthermore, English teacher should be more
understanding the condition of their students, if the students in the classroom are bored with
teacher‟s technique or method, the teacher has to find out another the appropriate method or
strategy.

The last suggestion for the students. The writer hope the students can improve their speaking
skill by learning with gallery walk in round robin strategy. It is hoped that students have a
long-term improvement in their speaking skill.
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Appendix X
The Result of Students‟ Speaking Test

No
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

The Students‟ Pre-Test and Post-Test Score in Class VII B
Experimental Class
Students
Pre test
Post test
Gained
R1
R2
R3
R4
R5
R6
R7
R8
R9
R10
R11
R12
R13
R14
R15
R16
Mean

56
62
60
59
49
53
58
56
61
62
59
61
65
55
58
62
57,93

73
80
81
72
73
70
72
64
67
74
71
72
73
72
71
76
72,56

17
18
21
13
24
17
14
8
6
12
12
11
17
17
13
14
14,62

289
324
441
169
576
289
196
64
36
144
144
121
289
289
169
196
23,331

The Students‟ Pre-Test and Post-Test Score in Class VII A
Controlled Class
No

Students

Pre test

Post test

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

R1
R2
R3
R4
R5
R6
R7
R8
R9
R10
R11
R12
R13
R14
R15
R16
Mean

51
55
52
54
59
60
51
52
56
54
58
56
56
58
57
56
55,31

67
71
70
62
65
70
70
66
62
65
65
63
68
68
68
68
66,75

Gained
X
16
16
18
8
6
10
19
14
6
11
7
7
12
10
11
12
11,43

256
256
324
64
36
100
361
196
36
121
49
49
144
100
121
144
0,1473

Appendix XI
DOCUMENTASI

Photo With School Principal MTs An-Nizham Kota Jambi
Explanation about the Material.

Discussion in Group
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