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Appendix 2
Speaking Assessment Rubric for Descriptive Text (Animals)
Criteria (ExceSIIent) 4 (Good) | 3 (Average) | 2 (Poor) 1P(c\>/oer3y Score
Pronunciati | Clear Minor Some errors | Frequent | Unintelli
on pronunciati | errors, affect errors, gible
on, correct | generally | comprehensi | often pronunci
stress and | clear on unclear ation
intonation

Grammar Correct use | Few Some errors | Many Severe
of present | minor but meaning | errors grammat
tense, grammati | clear affect ical
adjectives cal errors meaning | errors

Vocabulary | Rich Adequate | Limited but | Inadequa | Extremel
animal- descriptiv | acceptable te y limited
related e vocabulary | descriptiv | vocabula
vocabulary, | vocabular e words ry
descriptive |y
words

Fluency Speaks Slight Moderate Frequent | Constant
fluently, hesitation | hesitation pauses, hesitatio
natural slow n,
pace speech fragment

ed

Content Complete Good Basic Limited Poor or
description | descriptio | description descriptio | incomple
with all | n with | with  some | n, te
required most elements missing descripti
elements elements key on

elements
TOTAL
SCORE

Speaking Test:

Raw Score = Sum of all criteria (5-25)
Final Score = (Raw Score + 25) x 100
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Appendix 3
Expert Validation Sheet for Research Instruments

EXPERT VALIDATION SHEET FOR RESEARCH INSTRUMENTS

Research Title:

THE EFFECTIVENESS OF TIC-TAC-TOE GAME IN TEACHING SPEAKING DESCRIPTIVE TEXT AT MTS IMYAUL
ULUM CANGA'AN

Researcher:
NATHANIA ADIRATNA MAYAWATI
NIM: 932200119

English Education Department, UIN Syekh Wasil Kedirl
To: English Teacher of MTS lhyaul Ulum Canga'an

Dear Mr./Mrs. English Teacher,

1 am conducting research for my thesis and kindly request your expert validation of my research
instruments. Please assess the following materials by checking the appropriate score and providing

comments if needed.
Thank you for your valuable assistance.
Sincerely,

Nathania Adiratna Mayawatl

VALIDATOR INFORMATION:

Name: F\TeTUL ANAM, S.74
Position : English Teacher at MTS Ihyaul Ulum Canga'an



Date : 23 September 2024

SPEAKING TEST:

1 = Not Valid | 2 = Less Valid | 3 = Moderately Valid | 4 = Very Valid

A. SPEAKING ASSESSMENT RUBRIC VALIDATION

I No. Assesment Aspect Score (1-4) Comments/Suggestions W

1 | Clarity of assesment Criteria | O1 02 3% 40 | 14 's  eftenr uguja \

2 | Appropriateness for 8th 0102 37 40 | (£ o\fpmf’r’fﬁuw £or Wy ‘

grade students chndents in 3th sente \

3 Coverage of speaking skill 01 02 3% 40 A R ,_Aq.,\a/g kill chﬂ enks \\
components

- were 9od  evouyh |

B Ease of use in classroom 01 02 3@ 40 | fhat ertry {,r Y S'hféwh \

assesment \

|

Overall comments about the rubric:

That's  qovd _emough 1 Hane  because  tle rub ot was
bty Yo wndecston)  and bchlﬂA('Le Abents Lo $e
5(’&‘40\'\ N §5e88 parnd
\ = g

B. PRE-TEST & POST-TEST QUESTIONS VALIDATION



y
No. Assessment Aspect Score (1-4) Comments/Suggestions
1 | Clarity of test instructions Mmool [fu Lefh 4 Struchovs wees
clear

2 | Relevance todescriptive | 1023 04 o best Wsruchang sweee B
Sy mateds relevan ce ftte 452 bexs

3 Appropriate topics for ol o2 w3 o4 .““ w;c; e nfﬁof rrate
g for o 34idents

4 Ability to measure Dlo2¥3od K couldr Mengure My stulents!
speaking ability sperting bi Hﬂ

Overall comments about the test questions:
The quetons  wert Aprofrixte euougly for MY  Shudeuts

and  coulyd weasure  thir grcn]u:, abilily.

C. TIC-TAC-TOE GAME PROCEDURE VALIDATION

No. Assessment Aspect Aspect Score Comments/Suggestions

1 Clarity of game steps ol0243 04 Liod

2 Appropriateness for olo2d3 04 iwes A({Nfﬂ'“‘- for f(Mlv-“‘J
speaking practice r mebce

3 Potential for student olo2 34 Shudents ould wrolve
engagement wun fe Pume

4 Practicality in classroom olo243nd Good Skt
setting
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Overall comments about the game procedure:

e _“'—"—..Y"Ow WAL 300), M Gludenbs lmfo(\rtﬁ

S K s and ey coud Ayt Wmprove Abei

Cpeaknug miths e gams

D. FINALRECOMMENDATION

Please check ONE option for each instrument:

Research Instrument Reccomendation
Speaking Assessment Rubric o Valid for use © Needs revision o Not valld
Test Questions

w'Valld for use o Needs revision o Not valid

Game Procedure w'Valid for use o Needs revision 0 Not valid

Final suggestions for Improvement:
gvernll _wrg  spol MJ(A aw\ Shduds could forus

om e Arme 50 'Hu.zj were w(,— n(—'ra;ol ts S preakc $ru[l¢'sh.

bul +he cesearcher Shoul) be Mocc ckw.?ul so ot

tle Shudeuts were more ochve
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Signature of Validator,

1

( }

Name: FlTRoTal- ANpnl, ¢ .§F
Position : English Teacher, MTS lhyaul Ulum Canga'an

Date : 23 September 2024
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Appendix 4
Pre-Test And Post-Test Questions (Descriptive Text - Animals)

PRE-TEST INSTRUCTION

Topic: Describing Animals

Instructions:

1. You will choose one animal card randomly.

2. Describe the animal based on the picture.

3. Include: physical appearance, habitat, food, and special characteristics.

4. Speak for about 2 minutes.
5. You will be assessed on your descriptive speaking ability.

Example Animal Choices: Cat, Rabbit, Bird, Fish, Butterfly

POST-TEST INSTRUCTION
Topic: Describing Animals with More Details
Instructions:
1. You will choose one animal card randomly from different animals.
2. Describe the animal in detail.
Include:
» Physical appearance (size, color, body parts)
» Habitat (where it lives)
» Food (what it eats)

» Characteristics (special abilities, behavior)

Why you like/dislike this animal
3. Speak for about 2 minutes.
4. You will be assessed on your descriptive speaking ability.

Example Animal Choices: Elephant, Dolphin, Eagle, Penguin, Tiger
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Classroom Observation Sheet for Descriptive Text Teaching

Observation Date : 21 September 2023
Class : VII A (Experimental Group)
Observer : Nathania Adiratna Mayawati
Topic : Descriptive Text about Animals
No. Aspect Yes No Notes
All students nodded and asked
1 | Students understand instructions v relevant question about game
rules
2 | Students use descriptive vocabulary v g_sed animal adjectives: furry,
ig, small, colorful, fat, slow
18/19 students actively
3 | Tic-Tac-Toe game engages students v participated, high enthusiasm
observed
Average 3-4 descriptive
4 | Students describe animals effectively v sentences per turn, good
struture
45-minutes  session:  5-min
5 | Time management is appropriate v revies, 35-min game, 5-min
conclusion
. — . 16/19 students could describe
6 | Learning objectives achieved i animals with 4+ characteristics
Reduced hesitation, louder
7 | Students show confidence in speaking v voices, more eye contact than
pre-test
Immediate  correction  on
8 | Teacher provides adequate feedback 4 pronnounciation/grammar
during game turns

Observer's Signature:

Nathapia Adifatta ™
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Appendix 6
Photo Documentation of Learning Activities
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Photo 3: Student describing an animal to class



Photo 5: Classroom during speaking activity
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Appendix 7

Raw Data Of Pre-Test And Post-Test Scores

Experimental Class (Class A) - Tic-Tac-Toe Method

Total Students: 19

Student Pre-test (Rater 1) Post-test (Rater 2) Gain
El 60 62 2
E2 61 65 4
E3 63 68 6
E4 64 70 6
E5 65 72 7
E6 65 74 9
E7 66 78 12
ES8 68 76 8
E9 69 82 13
E10 70 80 10
E11 70 85 15
E12 72 74 2
E13 73 73 0
El4 73 88 16
E15 74 80 6
E16 75 90 15
E17 76 91 15
E18 78 92 14
E19 79 77 -2

Mean 69.53 77.74 +8.21
Control Class (Class B) - Discussion Method
Total Students: 18

Student Pre-test (Rater 1) Post-test (Rater 2) Gain
C1 55 58 3
Cc2 57 62 5
C3 57 62 5
C4 58 63 5
C5 60 65 5
C6 61 66 5
c7 61 65 4
C8 62 64 2
C9 63 66 3
C10 64 67 3
Cl11 65 66 1
C12 66 68 2
C13 67 69 2
C14 68 70 2
Ci15 69 70 1
C16 70 72 2
C17 72 75 3
C18 74 78 4

Mean 68.83 67.00 +3.17
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Appendix 8

SPSS Analysis Output

1. Normality Test Results

38

Tests of Normality
Kolmogorov-Smirnov® Shapiro-Wilk
Class Group Statistic df | Sig. | Statistic | df| Sig.
Pre-test score Experimental (Class A) 104 19 .200]] 969 19| .765
Control (Class B) 087 18 .200] 976 18 .904]
Post-test score | Experimental (Class A) 091 19 .200] 970 19 .782
Control (Class B) 1371 18]  .200] 971 18 .808
*. This is a lower bound of the true significance.
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
2. Homogeneity Test Results
Tests of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene Statistic dfl df2 Sig.
Pre-test score | Based on Mean .047 1 35 .829
Based on Median .035 1 35 .852
Ba_sed on Median and with 035 1 34.969 852
adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean .047 1 35 .829
Post-test score | Based on Mean 5.958 1 35 .020
Based on Median 5.714 1 35 .022
Ba_sed on Median and with 5714 1 30.444 023
adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 6.009 1 35 .019
3. ANCOVA Results
Source Typglll Sum of Df | Mean Square F Sig. | Partial n?
quares
Corrected 1645.162 2 822.581 22.366 | .000 | .568
Model
Intercept 1455.634 1 1455.634 39.581 | .000 | .538
PreTest 579.603 1 579.603 15.759 | .000 | .317
Group 901.248 1 901.248 24507 | .000 | .419
PreTest * Group | 54.192 1 54.192 1.474 233 | .042
Error 1248.865 34 | 36.371
Total 202092.000 37
Corrected Total | 2894.027 36
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Appendix 9
Inter-Rater Reliability Result

1. Reliability Test Results for Descriptive Text Assessment

Statistical Test : Pearson
Value : 0,995
Number of Items : 2 (Rater 1 and Rater 2 scores)

2. PEARSON CORRELATION RESULTS

Correlation Measure Value Interpretation
Pearson Correlation (r) 991 Very High Agreement
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 Significant at p < .01
N 37 Total Students

3. INTERPRETATION GUIDLINES

Pearson Correlation (r) Agreement level

0.90 -0.100 Very High Agreement
0.70 - 0.89 High Agreement

0.50 — 0.69 Moderate Agreement
0.30-0.49 Low Agreement
0.00-0.29 Very Low Agreement

4, CONCLUSION
The Pearson correlation coefficient of r = .991 (p < .01) indicates very high inter-
rater agreement between Rater 1 (pre-test scores) and Rater 2 (post-test scores).
This proves that the scoring of students' speaking performance was highly
consistent, objective, and trustworthy for this study, despite being conducted by
two different raters at different times.

5. RATERS INFORMATION

 Raterl : Nathania Adiratna Mayawati

« Rater 2 : Fitrotul Anani, S.Pd.



Appendix 10
Researcher's Biography

Full Name

Student ID

Place, Date of Birth
Gender

Religion
Nationality
Address

Email

Phone

PERSONAL DATA

: Nathania Adiratna Mayawati

: 932200119

. Gresik, 25 April 2002

: Female

: Islam

: Indonesian

: Canga’an UjungPangkah Gresik RT.01 RW.07
: Thanthaniaaa5@gmail.com

: 0812-2017-8073

EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND

1. Elementary School
2. Junior High School
3. Senior High School
4. University
Department (2019)

: MI, Thyaul Ulum Canga’an (Year: 2007-2013)

: MTS, Thyaul Ulum Canga’an (Year: 2013-2016)
: MA, Thyaul Ulum Canga’an (Year:2016-2019)

: UIN Syekh Wasil Kediri, English Education

RESEARCH EXPERIENCE
Thesis: "The Effectiveness of Tic-Tac-Toe Game in Teaching Speaking at MTS

Ihyaul Ulum Canga'an™

Declaration:

| hereby declare that all information provided above is true and correct.

Kediri, 10 March 2026

(Nathania Adiratna Mayawati)
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