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Appendices

INSTRUMENT VALIDATION ELSA SPEAK APPLICATION

Validator Name

Position/Institution

Research Title

Skills at the Eighth Grade of MTs Zainul Anwar Kraksaan

Instructions:

1. This validation sheet was filled out by the principal of MTs Zainul Anwar.

: The Effect of ELSA Speak on Students’ English Speaking

2. Give an assessment of the use of the video media by giving a check mark (V)
in the “Yes” column if the question is appropriate, and “No” if the question is

not appropriate.

No

Assessment Aspects

Yes

No

Are the indicators in the rubric in accordance with the speaking competency

to be measured?

2 | Do the aspects of pronunciation, fluency, and intonation cover speaking
skills as a whole?

3 | Are the speaking tasks appropriate to the ability level of MTs students?

4 | Do the indicators in the rubric support each other to assess speaking skills as
a whole?

5 | Is each score level in the rubric explained specifically and unambiguously?

6 Is the use of terms, format, and rubric structure consistent and easy to
understand?

7 | Is the rubric easy for teachers or assessors to use in assessment practices?

Validator’s Notes:
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Instrument Validation ELSA Speak Application

Validator Name s Heme Shy
Position/Institution ?rhc. fol of M Zawd A‘Mﬂ
Research Title : The Effect of Elsa Speak on Students' English Speaking Skills at The

Eight Grade of Mts Zainul Anwar Kraksaan
Instructions:

1. This validation sheet was filled out by the principal of MTS Zainul Anwar
2. Give an assessment of the use of video media by giving a check mark (V) in the "Yes"
column if the question is appropriate and "No" if the question is not appropriate

No Assessment Aspects Criteria
Yes No
1. | Are the indicators in the rubric in accordance \/
with the speaking competency to be measured?
2. | Do the aspects of pronunciation, fluency, and \/

intonation cover speaking skills as a whole?
3. | Are the speaking tasks appropriate to the ability

level of MTs students?

TS

4. | Do the indicators in the rubric support each other
to assess speaking skills as a whole?

5. | Is each score level in the rubric explained \/
specifically and unambiguously?

6. | Is the use of terms, format, and rubric structure \/
consistent and easy to understand?
7. | Is the rubric easy for teachers or assessors to use \/
in assessment practices?
Catatan validator :

. 2025

v@ ... Qi)
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Validator Name :noundlt , §-$
Position/Institution  : T eacher / MTs - 2wnul Anwac
Research Title

Instrument Validation ELSA Speak Application

Eight Grade of Mts Zainul Anwar Kraksaan

Instructions:

1i

This validation sheet is filled out by a learning method expert

: The Effect of Elsa Speak on Students' English Speaking Skills at The

2. Give an assessment of the use of video media by giving a check mark (V) in the "Yes"
column if the question is appropriate and "No" if the question is not appropriate

No Assessment Aspects Criteria
Yes No
/
1. | Are the indicators in the rubric in accordance \/
with the speaking competency to be measured?
2. | Do the aspects of pronunciation, fluency, and \/
intonation cover speaking skills as a whole?
3. | Are the speaking tasks appropriate to the ability \/
level of MTs students?
4. | Do the indicators in the rubric support each other \/‘
to assess speaking skills as a whole?
5. | Is each score level in the rubric explained \/
specifically and unambiguously? 4
6. | Is the use of terms, format, and rubric structure \/
consistent and easy to understand?
7. | Is the rubric easy for teachers or assessors to use \/
in assessment practices?

Catatan validator :
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Table of Blueprint of Speaking Test Based on Pronunciation, Fluency, and Intonation
Indicators

No

Learning Objective /
Competency Standard

Assessment Speaking Test Max
Indicator Aspect Format | Score

Students are able to
speak in English with

appropriate

pronunciation, fluency,

and intonation

Students are able to Pronunciation | Individual | 5
pronounce English oral test
words correctly and

clearly

Students are able to | Fluency Individual |5
express ideas oral test
smoothly without
excessive pauses or
repetitions

Students are able to | Intonation Individual |5
use appropriate oral test
intonation to convey
meaning effectively

Table of Speaking Assessment Rubric Based on Pronunciation, Fluency, and
Intonation

No.

Assessed
Aspect

Score

Brown’s
Category

| Description of Assessment Indicators

Pronunciation

A (90—
100)

Pronunciation is very clear, accurate, and close to
native level. Almost no errors in sounds
(vowels/consonants), word stress, or sentence
intonation. Matches educated native speaker
standard.

B (80-89)

Generally clear and easy to understand; minor
pronunciation errors that do not affect
comprehension. Errors are very rare.

C (70-79)

Some pronunciation errors that affect
understanding but still comprehensible with
effort. Errors rarely disrupt communication;
stress/intonation may sound foreign.

D (56-69)

Frequent pronunciation errors that interfere with
clarity and understanding. Stress/intonation often
incorrect.

E (11-55)

Pronunciation is unclear, with many sound errors;
very difficult to understand except for listeners
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used to foreign-accented English.

Fluency

A (90—
100)

Speaks fluently and naturally without unnecessary
pauses, repetition, or excessive fillers. Sounds
confident; matches the fluency of an educated
native speaker.

B (80-89)

Generally fluent with few pauses or minor
repetitions that do not affect flow. Able to
maintain conversation smoothly.

C (70-79)

Somewhat fluent but with noticeable pauses or
fillers; still able to be followed. Can discuss
practical, social, and professional topics with
some effort.

D (56-69)

Frequent hesitations, stammering, and repetition;
ideas are difficult to convey completely. Can only
manage basic conversation with support.

E (11-55)

Not fluent, many long pauses, choppy and
disconnected speech; unable to express full
sentences. Only able to respond with very simple
utterances.

Intonation

A (90—
100)

Uses appropriate stress and pitch variation
according to context. Intonation is natural,
expressive, and similar to an educated native
speaker.

B (80-89)

Mostly appropriate, with minor intonation errors
that do not affect meaning.

C (70-79)

Intonation is flat or inconsistent; lacks expression
but still acceptable. May sound foreign.

D (56-69)

Frequent intonation errors; sentence meaning
becomes unclear or ambiguous.

E (11-55)

Monotonous or completely incorrect intonation;
does not reflect the intended meaning at all.

To assess students' speaking skills, this study used a rubric that

evaluated pronunciation, fluency, and intonation on a scale of 1-5 for each

test item. The speaking test consisted of 15 items, and each item was scored
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based on these three aspects, resulting in a maximum raw score of 225 per
student (15 items x 3 aspects x 5 points).

To simplify interpretation and allow for standardized comparisons,
each student's raw score was then converted to a scale of 100. This method
provided a clear and consistent measure of students' speaking skills
improvement before and after using the ELSA Speak app. | applied the
formula:

Total Score

¢ T
Final Score 575 100

Table of Reliability Statistics of Research Instrument
Research Variables | Cronbach’s Alpha Value Interpretation
Students’ Pronunciation 0.985 Excellent reliability

Tabel Nilai r Tabel Product Moment
Taraf Signifikansi 5% dan 1%

Table of Critical Values of r Product Moment at 5% and 1% Significance Levels

N r tabel 5% r tabel 1%
10 0.632 0.765
11 0.602 0.735
12 0.576 0.708
13 0.553 0.684
14 0.532 0.661
15 0.514 0.641
16 0.497 0.62
17 0.482 0.602
18 0.468 0.59
19 0.456 0.57
20 0.444 0.561
21 0.433 0.549
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22 0.423 0.537
23 0.413 0.526
24 0.404 0.514
25 0.396 0.505
26 0.388 0.496
27 0.381 0.487
28 0.374 0.478
29 0.367 0.47

30 0.361 0.457
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Table of Critical Values of Pearson’s Product Moment Correlation (r table) at 5% and 1% Significance Levels
Correlations

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 Ab A7 A8 A9 Al10 All Al2 Al3 Al4 Al15 TOTAL

Al Pearson 1 .8557 909" .848™ 861" .866 .861 .838" .842™ 816" .860 .941" .809" .796™ .924" 952"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <001 <001 <001 <001 <,001 <001

N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18

A2  Pearson 855" 1 8167 7327 774" 6197 8257 .683" .860" .730” .829" 792" .774” 753" 841" 865"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 .006 <,001 .002 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001

N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18

A3  Pearson .909™ .816™ 1 .848" 861" .832" .820" .797" .707" .829" 765"  .887" .704™ 831" .897" 914"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) <,001 <,001 <001 <001 <,001 <001 <001 .001 <,001 <001 <001 .001 <,001 <001 <,001

N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18

A4  Pearson .848™ 732 .848™ 1 .832" 796~ .878" 9307 .736" .744™ 7527 876" .746" .7617 .833" 902"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001

N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18

A5  Pearson 8617 7747 8617 .832" 1 .798™ 902" .767" .759™ .882"  .847" 9157 778" 927" 927" 936"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <001 <001 <001 <,001 <001 <,001

N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18

A6  Pearson 866~ .6197 .832" 796 .798" 1 .838" .852™ 7377 867" .778" .890" .7117 779" .833" 892"
Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) <001 .006 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <001 <001 <001 <001 <001 <001

N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
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A7

A8

A9

Al0

All

Al2

Al3

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

Pearson
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)

.861

*%

<,001
18
838"

<,001
18
.842™

<,001
18
816"

<,001
18
860

<,001
18
941

<,001
18
809

<,001

.825

*%

<,001
18
683"

.002
18
860"

<,001
18
F30%

<,001
18
829

<,001
18
7927

<,001
18
7747

<,001

.820

Fk

<,001
18
7977

<,001
18
707"

.001
18
829

<,001
18
765

<,001
18
887"

<,001
18
704

.001

.878

Hk

<,001
18
.930™

<,001
18
736"

<,001
18
744

<,001
18
7527

<,001
18
876"

<,001
18
746

<,001

.902

Fk

<,001
18
767

<,001
18
759"

<,001
18
882"

<,001
18
847"

<,001
18
915~

<,001
18
778"

<,001

.838

.852

Fk

<,001
18

Hk

<,001
18
737"

<,001
18
867"

<,001
18
778™

<,001
18
890

<,001
18
7117

<,001

1 .880™

<,001
18 18

880" 1

<,001
18 18

823" 747"

<,001 <,001
18 18
864" .794™

<,001 <,001
18 18
827 758"

<,001 <,001
18 18
938" .856"

<,001 <,001
18 18
8217 790"

<,001 <,001
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.823

147

Fk

<,001
18

Hk

<,001
18

18
776"

<,001
18
899"

<,001
18
814

<,001
18
7337

<,001

.864

794

Hk

<,001
18

*%

<,001
18
776"

<,001
18

18
858"

<,001
18
869"

<,001
18
823"

<,001

.827

.758

Hk

<,001
18

Hk

<,001
18
899"

<,001
18
858"

<,001
18

18
8417

<,001
18
850"

<,001

.938

.856

Hk

<,001
18

*k

<,001
18
.814™

<,001
18
869"

<,001
18
841”

<,001
18

18
796"

<,001

821

.790

*%

<,001
18

Hk

<,001
18
733"

<,001
18
.823™

<,001
18
850

<,001
18
796"

<,001
18

.858

*k

<,001
18
717"

<,001
18
759"

<,001
18
.929™

<,001
18
858"

<,001
18
861"

<,001
18
729"

<,001

.882

*k

<,001
18
7747

<,001
18
766"

<,001
18
868"

<,001
18
869"

<,001
18
.903™

<,001
18
821"

<,001

951

*k

<,001
18
.893™

<,001
18
.870™

<,001
18
921™

<,001
18
916~

<,001
18
963

<,001
18
866"

<,001



N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
Al4 Pearson 796 7537 8317 7617 .927° 779" .858™ 717" 7597 929" 858 .861" .729" 1 .895"  .906™
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) <001 <001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001 <001 <001 <,001 <001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
Al5 Pearson 924 8417 897" .833" 927" .833" 882" 774" 766" .868™ .869" .903" .821" .895" 1 .951"
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <,001 <001 <001 <001 <,001 <,001 <,001
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
TOT Pearson 952" 865~ 914" 9027 .936" .892" 951" .893 .8707 .921™ 916" .963" .866~ .906 .951" 1
AL Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) <001 <001 <,001 <001 <,001 <001 <,001 <001 <001 <,001 <001 <001 <,001 <,001 <,001
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
Table of Paired Samples T-Test Results
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Significance
95% Confidence Interval of
Std. Error the Difference One-  Two-Sided
Mean Std. Deviation Mean Lower Upper Sided p p
Pairl PRETEST - -8.88889 13.53379 3.18994 -15.61908 -2.15869 -2.787 17 .006 .013

POSTTEST
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Raw Data of Students’ Pre-test Scores

Form ini untul mencatat skor pretest masing-masing siswa pada aspek Pronunciation, Fluency, dan Intonation.
Skor diberikan antara | sampai 5 untuk setiap aspek.

FORM PENILAIAN SPEAKING SKILL SISWA

Mo |Nama Siswa a1 Q2 as a4 Qs ae azv as as aio 011 a1z Q13 a1a ais Total Kategori |Final Score
1|khofifatul Amaliyah 4 5 5 4 6 4 5 7 5 4 5 4 & 5 4 73|Very Poor 32
2[Mar'atus 5 12 g 11 12 12 13 12 14 11 13 11 13 11 12 11 177 |Good 79
3|Maria Ulfa Oktavia 10 10 10 10 g g 10 9 10 10 10 10 9 g g 144|Fair 64
4(Nadira Ayu Septriasa 9 10 g 10 9 10 10 g 10 9 10 10 9 9 9 142|Fair B3
S{Nur Alfiyatul H. Junaidi 12 12 11 12 12 11 12 12 12 11 1z 1z 1z 11 12 176|Good 78
6|5itti Nur Hasanah 5 5 4 B 6 6 6 5 B 5 B B 7 6 86|Poor 38
7|Aulia Nazil Ramadani 10 9 11 9 12 10 7 7 10 9 10 a8 11 13 145|Fair 64
a|Glenandra Refal ahdiyat & 5 6 6 5 6 5 5 & 5 & 5 6 5 84(Poor 37
a|Lailatul Mashfiyah 10 10 10 9 9 10 10 9 10 10 10 10 g 10 145|Fair 64

10|Maulana Suddrajat 9 3 10 12 g 12 11 13 9 10 3 10 7 g 10 147|Fair &5

11|Mch. syatullah Maulidi 9 9 10 10 9 g 10 10 10 9 10 10 9 10 10 144|Fair g4

12|Mch. Lana Qotrul Hador 4 5 4 3 5 B 4 3 5 [+ 7 4 3 7 4 70|Very Poor 31

13| Oktavia Nur Laili 5 5 5 5 6 5 5 B 5 5 G 5 5 6 5 79|Poor 35

14|5iti Juhairiah B 5 5 < 3 5 4 5 6 5 5 4 7 4 5 73|Poor 32

15|5yauqi alaikar Rohman & 7 6 6 7 6 7 6 6 & 7 & 7 6 6 95(Poor 42

16|Feri Kurniawan 5 4 5 7 2 5 3 5 5 4 5 5 4 6 5 72|Poor 32

17|M. Nafil Jalaluddin llmi 7 & 3 7 6 7 4 7 = 7 7 & 5 7 6 96|Poor 43

18|Muhammad Fahri 7 6 6 7 6 6 7 6 6 6 7 6 6 6 6 94|Poor 42
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Raw Data of Students’ Post-test Scores

FORM PENILAIAN SPEAKING SKILL SISWA

Form ini untul mencatat skor post-test masinz-masing siswa pada aspek Pronunciation, Fluency, dan Intonation.
Skor diberikan antara 1 sampai 5 untuk setiap aspek.

Mo Nama Siswa ai a2 Q3 a4 as Qa6 a7 [ok:3 Qs Q1o Qi1 Qi2 Qi3 Qi4 Qis Total |Kategori |[Final Score
1[Khofifatul Amaliyah 3 7 3 7 5 9 5 10 3 4 9 11 7 & 3 112|Fair 50
2[Mar'atus 5 15 15 10 15 14 11 15 15 14 8 15 15 15 15 15 207 |Very Good 9z
3[Maria Ulfa Oktavia 15 15 15 14 13 14 15 14 13 15 11 15 15 1z 10 206|Very Good 9z
4|Nadira Ayu Septriasa 15 15 15 11 15 15 15 11 15 15 11 15 15 15 15 213|Very Good 95
S[MNur Alfiyatul H. Junaidi 12 15 15 13 15 14 15 15 14 9 11 15 11 15 15 204|Very Good 91
6|Sitti Nur Hasanah 5 5 5 B 7 B 5 B 7 5 8 5 6 7 G 89 |Poor 40
7|Aulia Nazil Ramadani 15 15 11 15 11 15 15 13 15 11 15 15 15 15 1z 208|Very Good 9z
2|Glenandra Refal Ahdiyat 7 a 5 9 7 5 5 7 5 7 5 5 4 a 4 91|Poor 40
9|Lailatul Mashfiyah 10 7 B 8 8 7 B 8 5 a8 B 8 7 B a8 108 |Fair 48

10(Maulana Suddrajat 8 13 10 7 11 7 10 15 10 7 11 15 14 9 10 157 |Good 70
1[Mah. syatullah Maulidi 7 5 8 -z, 7 9 9 5 11 4 10 8 8 B 5 111|Fair 49
2[Maoh. Lana Qotrul Hador 5 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 & 4 5 5 4 73|Wery Poor 32
3|Oktavia Nur Laili 6 9 8 E4 8 B B ¥ 6 a8 9 7 10 B 7 110|Fair 49

Siti Juhairiah 7 a8 5 7 7 10 B 5 5 5 7 6 5 B 7 96(Poor 43
5|syauqi Alaikar Rohman 6 8 & 5 4 12 & 6 4 4 10 6 6 & 7 96 |Poor 43
6|Feri Kurniawan 8 9 B 10 6 7 7 6 7 B 7 11 6 a8 9 113|Fair 50
7M. Nafil Jalaluddin Hmi 9 8 5 8 7 B 7 5 7 7 7 5 7 9 9 106|Fair 47
&[Muhammad Fahri 3 7 9 9 6 9 3 4 g 7 7 5 5 3 & 107 |Fair 48
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Figure Students participating in the research during the speaking test session.
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Figure The ELSA Speak application used for speaking skill practice in the study
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