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Cooperative learning model talking stick type: To improve speaking skills?

AL Verrawati, A. Mustadi & W. Wuryandani
Universitas Negeri Yogvakarta, Yogvakarta, Indonesia

ABSTRACT: This research is motivated by problems that occur in IA class SD Negeri 2 Percobaan, namely the
average speaking ability of students included in the low category. The research objective is to improve students”
speaking skills through the cooperative learning model of Talking Stick types. This research uses Classroom
Action Research (CAR) using the Kemmis & Mc Taggart model. The subject of this research was class 1A of SD
Negeri 2 Percobaan Yogyakaria. The results show that the average pre-cycle of speaking s is 57, including
skilled enough. Afiter the action in the first cycle, speaking skills increase to 69.5 in the skill category. After the
action in the second cycle, speaking skills increase again to 81.0 and are categonzed as very successful. So, the

conclusion of this research is that cooperative learning model of the Talking w in each learning process
4

can improve students’ speaking skills.

I INTRODUCTION

Speaking skills are important for elementary school
students, because by speaking students will be able
to convey ideas, ideas, and responses io other siu-
dents, teachers. and other people. Talking has meani
which is an act of delivering messages from
ticipants (communicators and commumicants). The
purpose of speaking is so that the mes from the
speaker reaches the communigant. mg skill is
a person’s ability to transfer an idea, idea, or opin-
ion to other people. Talking is a"means of verbal
communication to convey ideas, ideas, and opinions
to others (Efrizal. 2012); ( E. Owens, 2012).
Speaking requires language for its means of com-
munication (Efnzal, 012). Based on these opinions,
speaking is the that a person has to convey,
express, and e information in the form of ideas,

ideas, opinions, and feelings to others using verbal

mmﬂmmdmn_

Ci ons in the field prove that at the elemclﬁ;ﬁf

school” level (SD), speaking skills are offen

cult skills for students to master. This is nad
by the results of observations at SD N 2 Percobaan
Yogyakarta class IA with a total of 32 stollents carnied
out on 610 February 2018. The results of the observa-
tions resulted in data that the value of speaking skills
and the level of student participation in learning speak-
ing skills were in the fairly skilled category. Based on
the observation data obtained, 44% of students who
passed were scored =65 (complete) and 66% got a
value <66 (not completed).

Leamning conditions at SD N 2 Percobaan at the
time of initial observation showed a lack of vanation
in learning that facilitates students to practice their
speaking skills and a lack of habituation in the learning
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process which gives students the opportunity to speak.
As sult, the speaking skills of class A students
at SD N 2 Percobaan Yng)rakana are still cxpencm:-
ing problems in improving them. The facts found in
the field prove that teachers still play.a central role
in learning, this event is not very g because stu-
dents’ thinking patterns will be very limited, whereas
in the current era of gl ization, various changes
have occurred according to ﬂ}'—‘ demands and needs of
society, and have chall :in the form of local prob-
lems as well as intesnational (global) problems that are
happening so rapidly.

Based on the'pesults of interviews with class |
teachers. i ftion was obtained that in the leamn-
ing progess. teachers had difficulty finding the right
model or method to teach speaking skills well, so
I.hn?rtl're learning process was not optimal. Efforts to
improve speaking skills are using the Talking Stick

_ type of cooperative learning model. The Talking Stick

cooperative learning model is expected to be able 1o
overcome the problems that exist in students” speaking
skills. This is in accordance with the research con-
ducted by (Widiyanti, 201 &) the results showed that the
application of the talking stick model could improve
the speaking skills of students in class V-3 at SD N
Suryakencana CBM Sukabumi in the 2017/2018 aca-
demic year. Similar research was also conducted by
(Antara, Kristiantari, & Suadnyana, 2019), The results
showed that the Talking Stick learning model assisted
with newspaper rubrics had an effect on the speaking
skills of fifth grade students of SD Negeni cluster 1X
Kintamani for the 2017/2018 school vear.
Cooperative learning is a learning model that pri-
oritizes learning that focuses on students as a learning
center and is interactive. This is supported by the opin-
ion of (Barkley, 2012) which states that cooperative
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learning requires students to cooperate, interact by
sharing information, and giving to one another. Coop-
erative learning models include cooperative learning
type Talking Stick, think pair share model (exchang-
ing pairs in pairs), round robin model (responding
in turn), talking chips model (talking pieces). and
others.

The Talking Stick type of cooperative learning
model is a learning model that can encourage students
to have the courage to express their opinions and speak
in public. This is supported based on research by (Fajri,
Yoesef, & Nur, 2016) which states that cooperative
learning with the Talking Stick type is very appropriate
for students from SD, SMP, and SMA/SMEK. There are
several basic elements in cooperative learning which
is the Talking Stick type, which is to make students
able to work together in groups and work indepen-
dently and understand the material quickly {Shoimin,
2014). Students are trained in speaking skills when stu-
dents have to answer questions from the teacher while
holding a stick. Apart from practicing speaking, this
learning model also creates a pleasant atmosphere and
keeps students active,

The Talking Stick type of cooperative learning
maodel is appropriate for the PAIKEM learning process |
(participatory, active, innovative, creative, effective,
and fun). The cooperative learning model wnhthe
Talking Stick type makes students more gcous
to speak and express opinions (Suprijono, 2016),

Some of the advantages of the TalkmESuck ype
of cmperanve learning model by S {Shoimin,
2014) is that it a) can test students preparation when
learning, b) train students’ abllltm;.to be able to mas-
ter the subject matier qu.n:kly, ¢) motivate students
1o learn before learning begins (students learn more
actively) d) allow studqﬁhbecanm confident to put
forward ideas, information; ideas and responses. The
Talking Stick type of cooperative learning model in the
implementatiopaflearning is that the teacher presents
the material #.Id. the material can be studied in groups
which make§ it easier for children to exchange ideas to
unde  the subject matter. After the material given
by the teacher has been completed by the students, the
stiddents will be asked questions by the teacher with
the help of sticks. Students are trained in speaking
skills when students must answer questions from the
teacher when they get a chance to hold the stick. Apart
from practicing speaking skills, this learning model
also creates a pleasant atmosphere and keeps students
active.

The cooperative learning model of the Talking Stick
type makes studenis confident and courageous to
express ideas, ideas, and opinions (Suprijono, 2015).
The Talking Stick type of learning model trains stu-
dents to dare to speak, namely by giving students the
opportunity to answer questions given by the teacher.
According to opinion (Shoimin, 2014), regarding the
advantages of the Talking Stick type of cooperative
learning model inaddition to training students to speak
up, it is also a model that can make students more active
in learning.
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Based on the facts in the field, it shows that the
speaking skills of the A class students of SD N 2
Percobaan still need a variety of learning models. A
variety of learning models must be chosen according
to the needs, lessons, and also the student’s environ-
ment. Therefore, to overcome the problem of speaking
skills of the IA class students of SD N 2 Percobaan
Yogvakarta, which was still lacking, a study was con-
ducted using a cooperative learning model with the
Talking Stick type to improve the speaking skills of
the LA class students of SD N 2 Percobaan Yogyakarta.
Based on the facts obtained in the field, research was
carried outusing a cooperative learning model with the
Talking Stick type inan cn‘&m improve the speaking
skills of the IA class @ide:ms of SD' N 2 Percobaan
Yogyakarta.

e
2 METHODS

This re *H i a classroom action research using the
resear@ model developed by Stephen Kemmis and
Robin Mc Taggart, which uses four research compo-
)I'_'ul.-. in‘each step, namely planning, acting, observing,

i ‘and reflecting (Wiriaatmadja, 2014). Kemmis and

 Me Taggart’s model. If visualized, Kemmis and Mc
Taggart’s model will look like Figure | below.

Figure 1. Classroom action research model Kemmis and
Mec. Taggart.

The research was conducted from February to
June 2018. The research site was SD N 2 Percobaan
Yogyakarta. The research subjects were class IA SD N
Percobaan 2 Yogyakaria. The number of subjects in this
study were 32 students consisting of 18 male students
and 14 female students with various student diversity.

This research is classroom action research. This
study was designed using a spiral model cycle devel-
oped by Kemmis and Mec. Taggart (Wiriaatmadja,
2014) in each cycle will use four components of action
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namely (1) Plan, (2) Aet, (3) Observe and (4) Reflect in
an interlocking spiral. The use of the classroom action
research model Kemmis and Mc Taggan's model in
research is described as follows.

The first stage of planning, at this stage starting
from finding problems that occur in the implemen-
tation of learning, then identifving and analyzing
their feasibility to be overcome with classroom action
research. The second stage is acting, the stage of imple-
menting the action is implementing the plan that has
been prepared at the planning stage. The third stage of
observing, at this stage the teacher makes observations
simultancously with the implementation of leamning
carried out by researchers and students. The fourth
stage of reflection reflection, the reflection stage is
the stage where the rescarcher analyzes or evaluates
the actions and the results are associated with the goals
o be achieved (Suharsapuira, 2014). Reflection reads
the implications of follow-up in the next cycle if the
goal has not been achieved or stops the research for
later reporting. Reflection must be carried out openly
and fairly and by means of team discussions.

Percentage of students’ speaking skills:

|+ — % 100%
+H¥

Information:

n = scores obtained by students

N = the total number of students:
=1

Table 1. Determine the \ﬂu&%fﬂr asgessment! category

according to { Arikunto, 2016) below.
Category = j Value Range
Very skilled 80-100
Skilled, | 66-79 B
Qmm#’y 56-654 ¥
Less ed 40-55
Very less skilled .“lr}‘l//

o

3 RESULT AND DISCUSSION

3.1 Result

The implementation of learning speaking skills of stu-
dents was surveyed during the pre-cycle. The initial
survey activity was carried out to determine the ini-
tial conditions in the ficld regarding learning speaking
skills, The results of this initial survey form the basis
for relevant actions in an effort to overcome existing
problems experienced by teachers and students. Obser-
vations and interviews were carried out in this initial
survey. The survey was conducted on 6—10 February
2018 1o see the learning process of speaking skills for
class A students at SD N Percobaan 2 Yogyakarta. The
results of the initial survey activities of this study are
as follows.
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The survey results show several problems that oceur
during the learning process, namely students are still
shy in expressing opinions, students still point to each
other when they are required to come forward to con-
vey opintons/discussion results, students sill convey
arguments/opinions that are very much in accordance
with what is recorded in the book and have not been
able to express opinions using the students “own lan-
guage, the students” voices when presenting the results
of the discussion were also not loud enough.

Based on the resulis ol’oln?éfnns and interviews,
it was found that the students” speaking skills were
still classified as low and had not achieved the goals
of learning. The leaming process activity is assessed
hasedunamnhnn. ge to appear in front of the
class, cooperation, and the abilities of students related
to speaking sl using Indonesian that are coher-
ent, good and correct. Based on all aspects of the
assessment, it was obtained data that the percentage
of success was 43.7% or 14 students who passed out
of i 1 of 32 students. Efforts to overcome students’
low speaking skills are by using a cooperative learning
model with the Talking Stick type.

The research was conducted in 'J‘mycles. each of
which consisted of 4 stages, namely? planning, doing,
observation, and reflection. The results of the study
proved thai there was an ingrease in speaking skills of
class IA students aftert of cooperative learning
model Talking Stick typ€ during the learning process.

Details of the mhpaﬁson of student scores on the
aspect ol'speakjm skills in pre-cycle, cycle 1, and also

cycle Il ¢ N 2 Percobaan Yogyakarta can be
seen in Fi 2 below.
o
b 4
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Figure 2. Companson of student scores in the speaking
skills aspect of siudents in pre-cycle, cycle 1, and also
evele 1.

Speaking skills from pre-cycle, then in cycle I, and
finally in cycle Il have increased as expected as an
indicator of success, both in terms of pronunciation,
intonation, diction and word choice, sentence struc-
ture, a calm and natural attitude, gesturing/mimicking
correctly, volume, fluency, and mastery of the topic.
The class average speaking skills in the nine aspecis
of students’ speaking skills.

The use of a cooperative learning model with the
Talking Stick type in thematic learning activities has
a positive effect so that it can improve speaking skills
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Figure 3. Improved speaking skills on nine indicators,

and increase speaking activitics for class IA students
of SD N Percobaan 2 Yogyakarta. Students” ability in
speaking activities. The increase in the average value
in the aspect of speaking skills was 43.8 (the aver-
age initial condition was 57.2, the increase in the
first cycle was 69.5, increased to 81.0 in the second
cyele).

The initial condition shows that the averape score
of speaking skills is still low, that is, 14 smudents are
categorized as skilled and 18 students are categorized

as less skilled. Some of the reasons are that the major- I
ity of students still have low motivation and interest in

speaking activities, the atmosphere of learnin iv-
ities is less fun and less conducive, and use of
models in the teaching and learning s&utrned
out by the teacher does not direct or provide oppor-
tunities for students to be able to pric speaking
skills. f

After the first cycle of action, the average speaking
skill score began to increase’hy 17.7 (initially 57.2
to 69.5). Based on existing value data from cycle 1
at the first, second, an d meetings combined, the
average value is 69.5. In the first cyele it is known
that 21 students have reached the skilled and highly
skilled categorywilia value of =66, In this first cycle,
from 5 aspeci$ of speaking skills assessment, aspects
of sentence cture and calm and natural attitudes
have mcmm‘d.

s factors that increase the ability to speak

logical factors of students (motivation and
mte'rﬁlt] In cycle |, students are more motivated to
learn and have more opportunities to develop and prac-
tice speaking skills. These factors are closély related
to aspects of fluency and accuracy, mastery of material
during the learning process because each student must
be able to master all learning topics by discussing with
groups.

Although in cyele | there was an increase in stu-
dent speaking ability, the success index in speaking
skills was 75% of the total number of students that
had not been fulfilled, and there were still some prob-
lems, namely mastery of the topic and optimal use of
sentence structures. When discussing, several students
discussed a topic that did not fit the context. So a revi-
sion is needed to continue in the second cycle with a
time limit when discussing.
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In cycle 11, speaking skills increased by 16.8 (mean
in cycle 1 69.5 increased to 81.0). It is known that
28 students have completed their studies or 87.5% of
the 75% indicators of success. In cycle 11, the time to
discuss the material from the teacher is more effective,
the topics discussed are focused and optimal, most stu-
dents have been able to follow the steps of the Talking
Stick learning model well, and students have shown
active speaking that meets the criteria of being very
skilled. These results prove that Talking Sticks are a
cooperative and fun learning model. The Talking Stick
learning model is carried out with the assistance of a
stick, the student who gets or holds the stick must be

ready to speak to answe hgtf.hﬁns from the teacher
after the students lmm the subject matter.
.1‘

3.2 Discussiong

Based on theéx 1on of the research results above,
the use of the Thlinng Stick type cooperative model
in lherﬁﬁn ]mrmng activities has a positive effect
so that it can improve students’ speaking skills and
increase speaking activities of class LA students of SD

2 Percobaan Yogvakarta. Students” ability in speak-
ing activities. The increase in speaking skills was 43.8
(the initial condition, mean 57 .2, increased in the first
cycle, namely 69.5, increased to 81.0). .4,

In the initial conditions, the n score of stu-
denis’ speaking skills was in the fairly skilled category.
The reason is that the use of learning models carried
out by the teacher has not vet referred to or provided
opportunities for students to practice speaking skills.

Afier the first cycle of action, the students® speak-
ing skills increased by 47.7 (initially 57.2 to 69.5).
Based on the existing value data from cycle 1, it is
known that 21 s have finished learning or 65%
of the 75% suctess indicator. In this first cycle, from 5
aspects of speaking skills assessment, aspects of sen-
tence stroemre and calm and reasonable attitude have
increased.

Some of the factors that cause students’ speaking
skills to increase are students’ psychological factors
(motivation and interest). In cycle 1, students are more
motivated to learn and have more opportunities to
develop and practice speaking skills. These factors are
closely related to aspects of fluency and accuracy, mas-
tery of learning materials because each student must
be able to master all learning topics by discussing with
his group.

Even though in cycle | there was an increase in
students’ speaking skills, the success index of speaking
skills, which is 75% of the total number of students, has
not been fulfilled, and there are still several problems,
namely mastery of the topic and the use of optimal
sentence structure. When discussing, some students
discuss topics that are out of context. So to overcome
this. it is necessary to revise it to be continued in cycle
11 with time restrictions when discussing.

In cycle 11, students’” speaking skills increased by
16.8 (mean in cycle 1 69.5 increased to 81.0). It
is known that 28 students have finished learning or
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87.5% of the 75% success indicator. In cycle 11, the
time to discuss the material provided by the teacher
was more effective, the topics discussed were focused
and optimal, most students were able to follow the
steps of the Talking Stick learning model well, and
students had shown activeness to speak that met the
criteria of being very skilled. This is in accordance
with the theory that the talking stick is a cooperative
learning model. This learning model is carried out with
the help of a stick, who is holding the stick must answer
questions from the teacher after students learn the sub-
ject marter. Talking Stick learning is very suitable for
elementary, junior high, and high school/ vocational
students. In addition to practicing speaking, this learn-
ing will create a fun atmosphere and keep students
active (Fajri, Yoesef, & Nur, 2016).

Overall, most of the students were categorized as
skilled and highly skilled at speaking according to the
criteria set in the speaking skills assessment. There are
4 students who have not achieved the success crite-
ria because of several factors, including two students
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skilled in speaking according to the success criteria set
out in the speaking skills assessment, as many as 28
out of 32 students. There are four students who have
not achieved the success criteria due to several factors,
mncluding two students who often get sick and cause
students to be less enthusiastic in learning, and two
students who are less enthusiastic and less interested
when the discussion takes place.

A
4 CONCLUSION by

r

y

Based on the r':sul:__s.'{ﬂ"tllis study, it was concluded
that the effort todmprove speaking skills on sticks of
grade | A stydénts at SD N 2 Percobaan Yogyakarta
academic year 2017/2018 was successful by using
¢ learning model with the talking type.

s i ",ewdenctd by the results of the research which
showed that there was an increase in speaking skills
t the beginning before the cycle (pre-cycle), then

who are often sickly resulting in students being less ,1’4 m the first cycle that increased from the pre-cycle,

enthusiastic in learning, and two students who are less
enthusiastic and less interested when the di
takes place.

Although in cycle | there was an increfise &in stu-
dents” speaking ability, the success index in speaking
skills was 75% of the total numbersof students that
had not been fulfilled, and there were still some prob-
lems. namely mastery of the tﬂ*ﬂ.‘ﬁd optimal use of
sentence structures. When, discussing, some students
discuss topics that do not fit the context. The effort to
follow up on this prohliﬁ;u by carrying out a revision
process to continue the second cycle with a time limit
during discussion.

In the second tyele, speaking skills increased 16.8
(average uﬂh: first cycle 68.9 increased to 85.7). It is
knmvn that 28 students have completed their studies

;ﬁ:ﬁs of the 75% indicators of success. In cycle 11,
hmemdlscnss the material provided by the teacher

s hore effective, the topics discussed are focused and
optimal. most students have been able to follow the
steps of the Talking Stick Icarnlng maodel w:ll and stu-
dents have shown speaking activeness that meets the
criteria of being very skilled. This is in accordance with
the theory that the cooperative learning model with the
Talking Stick type can improve speaking skills. The
Talking Stick learning model uses a stick as a medium
ofassistance during the learning process, students who
hold the stick are required to speak to present ideas
or responses that are in accordance with the ques-
tions from the teacher afier students leamn the subject
matter.

The use of a cooperative learning model with the
Talking Stick type is very suitable for students of
various school ages ranging from elementary school,
junior high school and SMA/SMEK. Learning the Talk-
ing Stick model trains students to speak, and learning
is able 1o make students active and learning becomes
more fun (Fajri, Yoesef, & Nur, 2016). Overall, most
of the students were categorized as skilled and highly

and finally in the second cycle the speaking skills
increased again in class 1A and had met the indica-
tors. success, that is, 75% of students nrcuilcgonzed as
skilled/highly skilled. In this second@ycle the research
was stopped because it had met the indicators of
research success,

Researchers provide suggestions to educators that
it is important to apply and develop various learn-
ing models. The learning model makes the learning
process more meaningful and can also develop stu-
dents’ speakinfg;kil[s’. Therefore, it is hoped that this
research can’ become a reference for carrying out
further research so that it can further optimize the
applicdlion of creative and innovative learning models
for the ereation of effective learning.

The implication is based on the research results,
namely that cooperative learning will further train stu-
dents’ abilities if learning uses a learning model that
is able to make students more confident and fun. The
Talking Stick is one type of cooperative learning model
that is able to give students the motivation to dare
to express opinions, ideas, and arguments because of
the steps in the Talking Stuck learning model which
requires students to speak after getting sticks and ques-
tions from the weacher during the learning process.
Based on the results of this study, it is expected to be
able to become a reference for further research so that
it can optimize the application of cooperative learning
models that are able to train students” abilities and be
able to improve students” abilities.
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