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ABSTRACT

Novita Sari, (2021): An Analysis of Lesson Plan Constructed by
Students at the Sixth Semester of English Language Education of
Universitas Islam Riau.

Keywords: Analysis, Lesson Plan, Students’ Lesson Plan.

Lesson plan is a vital components in supporting teaching and
learning process. Planning a lesson becomes a challenging task for
teacher, this is also occur to the student at Faculty of Teacher and Training
Education which requires prospective teachers to be able to construct their
own lesson plan. The objective of this research is to describe and reveal
the result of assessment from lesson plan that constructed by students.

This research was descriptive quantitative research. The research
was conducted at English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau.
The data was taken from the sixth semester students at English Language
Education of Universitas Islam Riau. The researcher took thirty five
students’ lesson plans from sixth semester in 6C class as sample. The
instrument of the research was document analysis. The data was collected
from the students were computed and analyzed. In order to find out the
individual students’ score, the researcher was used assessment of lesson
plan. The students’ score was from all aspect of assessment lesson plan.
Then, to classify the scores obtained from students’ lesson plan, the
researcher has established four categories; very good, good, enough, and
bad.

Based on research finding, the result of students’ score in
constructing lesson plan from all aspect of assessment, that the students at
the sixth semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam
Riau were almost categorized as good category with range score (80-90)
in constructing a lesson plan. Therefore, the students are need to improve
their knowledge about how to construct a lesson plan well because it is
very important for them. Moreover, they will be teachers in the future.
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background of the Problem

Teaching is part of professions. As this profession plays a crucial role in the
field of education. Thus, teachers’ ability in transferring knowledge influence the
successfully of students’ achievement in learning. Certainly, there are some aspects of
the professionalization of teachers that should be well known and prepared by a teacher
before teaching. One of the essential aspects in learning and teaching process in
classroom is preparing lesson plan. According Mulyasa (2011) a lesson plan is a plan
which describes procedure and management of study in order to reach one or more
basic competencies regulated in Standard of Content and syllabus. Preparing a lesson
plan previous teaching, such as organizing the content, choosing material, teaching
technique, and making ready instruction in accordance with the necessary of students.
By preparing lesson plans, it assures better management class properly during teaching

materials.

Since planning a lesson becomes a challenging task for teacher, this is also
occur to student at Faculty of Teacher and Training Education, foremost to student at
English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau. In which, the transition from

a student to a teacher and become an effective teacher is a challenging task in the



teaching field. While, effective teaching is a multifaced way which is needed severe
planning, provision and interest. As a teacher required to know the needs of student by
understanding the students’ priorities. Then, it will help student-teacher and teacher to
be an effective teacher. Because, a powerful teaching can be done best with a powerful
planning. Therefore, lesson plan is a vital component before teaching that teacher have

to come across as student in teacher education program.

It has been realized that lesson plan is considered one of important component
to support teaching and learning process. It regards with how combination of some
theories that will be presented in teaching and learning activity by a teacher. According
to Spratt, Pulverness and Williams (2005) lesson plan is a series of course plan which
provides direction for a teacher of what kind of materials of study to be taught and how
to teach them. Hence, before conducting teaching and learning process in the
classroom, teachers should have written description includes what materials, method,

time allocation, and methods for evaluating the students that will be applied.

Therefore, fruitful teacher in writing lesson plan will influence to teaching and
learning process. Because, an educator will not be ready teaching in the classroom
without a lesson plan and their explanation about lesson will not be clear. Undoubtedly
that a lesson plan is a necessary product before teaching. In addition, the improvement
of prospective teacher in teacher education program affirms in growing teachers who
are not only knowledgeable but also have capability in shifting their educational skills

into practice and one of the manner is through constructing a lesson plan.



Particularly, Regulation of Republic Indonesia N0.14/2005 stated that teacher
in Indonesia must have academic qualifications acquired through higher education
degree program. Furthermore, teachers should have competence includes competence
of pedagogic, personal, social, and professional. One of the competencies that requires
a teacher in lesson planning is pedagogic competence. Hence, students have to learn
how to contruct lesson plan properly based on national education standard. However,

there are still many students have difficulties in constructing a lesson plan.

Meanwhile, there are still some problems in constructing lesson plan faced by
students at the sixth semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam
Riau. First, the students have problems in formulating indicator of achievement and
learning objective. The students are still not capable in formulating indicator of
achievements which refers to behaviors that can be measured or observed students
consists of knowledge, attitude, and skill based on basic competence. Second, the
students have deficiencies in describing learning activity in appropriate with the lesson
objective. Third, the students have obstacles in deciding time allocation. Because, it
deals with the necessary for reaching basic competence and learning load. Last, the
students have difficulties in formulating learning assessment. They did not master
assesment for evaluation clearly, because there are some aspects of assessment should

be used such as self-assessment, skill assessment, and group assessment.

With those phenomenon, the researcher is interested to analyze the lesson plans

made by students. From this research, the researcher is hope to be able to identify things



that are less controlled by students, especially to the students from sixth semester at
English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau in constructing lesson plan, so
that the results of this research can provide input to the student or institusion to increase

prospective teachers to have the ability in constructing lesson plans properly.

Based on explanations above, the researcher is interested to analyze the lesson
plan that constructed by students. The researcher assumes that the research will be
useful for the students at Faculty of Teacher and Training Education in order to make
students more comprehend in constructing lesson plan and give the students reflection
how to construct lesson plan well. Finally, the researcher is interested to conduct the
research which is titled as “An Analysis of Lesson Plan Constructed by Students at

the Sixth Semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau”.

1.2 ldentification of the Problem

Based on the explanation in background of problem, the students should have
ability in constructing lesson plan properly due to the fact they may be a teacher within
the future. However, some students from the sixth semester at English Language
Education of Universitas Islam Riau still have problems to construct a lesson plan. S,
the students have problems in formulating indicator of achievement and learning
objective, the students have deficiencies in describing learning activity in appropriate
with the lesson objective, and the students have obstacles in deciding time allocation.

Because, it deals with the necessary for reaching basic competence and learning load.



Last, the students have difficulties in formulating learning assessment. However, this

research was focused on analysis of lesson plan that constructed by students.

1.3 Focus of the Problem

This research was focused to analyze the lesson plan constructed by students at
the sixth semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau. By using
some aspect of assessment a lesson plan; the completeness of lesson plan, formulation

of learning objective, learning activity, assessment, and reflection.

1.3. Research Question

Based on focus of the problem above, the research question of this research is
“How good is lesson plan constructed by students at the sixth semester of English

Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau?”

1.4. Objective of the Research
The main objective of this research was to know how good the lesson plan
constructed by students at the sixth semester of English Language Education of

Universitas Islam Riau.



1.5. Significance of the Research

The significances for this study are as follows:

1. For the students
To give some meaningful information to the students of English Language
Education about constructing lesson plan in order to make students more
comprehend and give the students reflection to construct lesson plan.

2. For the lecturer
For the lecturer, this research can elevate and focus on training students to
construct lesson plan by giving suggest and solve the students’ problem.

3. For the researcher
This research is expected to enrich writers’ knowledge in constructing lesson
plan and to find out how good students in constructing lesson plan at the sixth
semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau.

4. For the readers
To provide some information to reader in constructing lesson plan based on
national education standard foremost to the students of English Language

Education.



1.6. Definition of Key Term

The researcher provides the definition of the term in order to prevent

misunderstanding and misinterpretation about some terms used in this research :

1. Construct
Construct is a way, act, or build something or put something together (Oxford
Learner’s Pocket Dictionary, Fourth Edition). In this research, constructing
means all the scope of materials that needed to teaching and learning process is
arranged into one in the form of written description or a guideline based on

students’ need.

2. Lesson Plan
According Spratt, Pulverness, & Williams (2005) that lesson plan is a series of
course plan which provides a guideline for a teacher of what kind of materials
study to be taught and how to teach them. So that a lesson plan is a preparation
prior to teaching in the form of guideline that describes the scope of materials

that will be taught by the teacher.



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

2.1 Relevant Theories

2.1.1 Definition of Lesson Plan

Lesson plan is a vital components in supporting teaching and learning process.
It regards with how combination of some of theories that will be presented by teacher
in teaching and learning activities. It is also considered as preparation that helpful to

achieve a successful in teaching and learning process in a school or institution.

Ministry of Education and Culture No.22/2016 defined lesson plan is a face-to-
face learning activity plan for one or more meetings. According to Spratt, Pulverness,
and Williams (2005) states a lesson plan is a series of course plan which provides a
guideline for a teacher of what kind of materials of study to be taught and how to teach
them. It means lesson plan is a preparation prior to teaching in the form of guideline
that describes the scope of materials that will be taught by teacher and teaching
technique. Whereas, Harmer (2007:308) adds lesson planing is the art of combining
various different elements into a coherent unity so the lesson has a character that
students can identity, work within, and react to. It means that all elements of that needed

in teaching and learning process is constructed into one based on the needs of students.



Meanwhile, Farrell (2002) defined a lesson plan as a unit in which it is a
sequence of correlated lessons around particular theme or it can be specified as a
systematic record of a teachers’ thoughts about what will be covered during a lesson
(as cited in Nesari and Heidari, 2014). Hence, before conducting a teaching and
learning process in the classroom, teachers should have written description includes
what material, method, time allocation, and method for evaluating the students are

described in detail.

In other explanations, Amininik et al. (2000) believes that lesson plan
preparation by faculty members is one of the appropriate ways for promotion of
education quality; it can help the lecturers in teaching as guidance. Additionally,
Coppola et al. (2004) lesson plan is main foundation of educational structure and it is
core of education. For this reason, teacher should not serve the students in classroom
without a lesson plan due to the fact that necessary for a success teaching. Therefore,
the student-teachers have to learn how to construct lesson plan properly. Because, it is
required to teacher before teaching. Moreover, lesson planning is an important thing to
the prospective teacher to getting experience. Because, it encourages them to reflect

the way to teach, the way to train, and the way to evaluate.

Based on theory descriptions above, it can be known lesson plan is a plan in the
form of written description or a guideline that must be prepared by teacher before

conducting teaching and learning activity to reach the learning objective.



2.1.2 Principle of Constructing Lesson Plan

Permendikbud No. 22/2016 stated lesson plan is developed from syllabus to

direct the learning activities of students in an effort to achieve basic competence.

Lesson plan is prepared in accordance with basic competence (KD) or sub-themes

which are held at one meeting or more times. In preparing lesson plan (RPP) should

pay attention to the following principles below :

a.

Individual differences in students include initial abilities, intellectual level,
talent, potential, interest, motivation to learn, social ability, emotion, learning
style, special need, learning speed, cultural background, norm, value, and
students' environment.

Active participation of students.

Student-centered to encourage enthusiasm for learning, motivation, interest,
creativity, initiative, inspiration, innovation and independence.

Development of a reading and writing culture that is designed to develop a
passion for reading, comprehension of various reading, and expression in
various forms of writing.

The provision of feedback and follow-up to the lesson plan includes a program
design for providing positive feedback, reinforcement, enrichment, and

remedies.

10



f.

g.

Emphasis on the linkage and integration of basic competence, learning material,
learning activity, competency achievement indicator, assessment, and learning
resource in one whole learning experience.

Accomodating thematic-integrated learning, integration across subject, learning
aspect, and cultural diversity.

Application of information and communication technology in an integrated,

systematic, and effective manner in accordance with the situation and condition.

2.1.3 Component of Lesson Plan

Permendikbud No.22/2016 about Primary and Secondary Education, Standard

of Process and (BPMSDMPK-PMP, 2014), the components of lesson plan are

described as follows:

a.

C.

Identity

The identity includes; identity of school, subject or theme/sub-theme identity,
class/semester, number of meeting, and time allocation.

Core Compentence

Kl as the Core Competence to be achieved by the students have stated in the
school syllabus. In the KI there are four competencies to be reached by the
students, including spiritual, social, knowledge, and skill competence.

Basic Compentence

11



KD as Basic Competence is derived from core competence (KI) which in turn
it should be referred to the statements of core competence. Basic Competence
(KD) is the manifestation of core competence (KI). The embodiment of core
competence (KI) in Basic Competence (KD) will make a ‘red line’ of the
interrelatedness of both of them.

Indicator of achievement of competence

Indicator should be created by referring to Kl and KD which have been chosen.
In Curriculum 2013, for example, the indicator refer to Knowledge Competence
(Kompetensi Pengetahuan, KP) points 3.1 to 3.11 and Skill Competence
(Kompetensi Keterampilan, KK) points 4.1 to 4.13 (BPMSDMPK-PMP,
2014b).

Learning Objective

Learning objectives are formulated based on basic competence (KD), using
operational verbs that can be observed and measured, which include attitude,
knowledge and skill.

Learning Material

Learning material contains relevant fact, concept, principle and procedure, and
written in the form of items in accordance with the formulation of competency

achievement indicator.
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g. Learning Method
Learning method is used by teacher to make a learning atmosphere and learning
process so that students achieve basic competence that suitable to the
characteristic of students and the basic competencies to be achieved.

h. Learning Media and Resource
Learning media is in the form of learning process aids to deliver subject matter.
And Learning resource can be in the form of book, printed and electronic media,
natural surrounding, or other relevant learning sources.

i. Learning Activity
Learning activity is carried out through pre-activity, core activity, and post
activity.

j. Assessment
Assessment is process of collecting and processing information to determine

the achievement of student learning outcomes.

Additionally, Ministry of Education and Culture No. 14/2019 concerning with
Simplification of Lesson Plan. It is stated that following up on the Regulation of the

Minister of Education and Culture related to implementation of the 2013 curriculum:

1. The preparation of Lesson Plan is carried out on the principles of efficient,
effective, and student oriented.
2. There are 13 components of lesson plan that have been regulated in the

Regulation of the Minister of Education and Culture No. 22/2016 concerning
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Primary and Secondary Education Standard of Process, the core components
are learning objective, learning step, and learning assessment which must be
carried out by teacher. Whereas, other components are complementary.

3. Schools, groups of teachers of similar subjects in schools, Teacher Working
Groups/Subject Teacher Deliberations (KKG/MGMP), and individual teachers
can freely choose, make, use, and develop the lesson plan format independently
for greatest possible student learning success.

4. Lesson plans that have been made can still be used and can also be adjusted to

the provisions referred to numbers 1, 2, and 3.

Clearly, the current policy of Ministry of Education and Culture states lesson
plan is known as the core components in lesson plan, namely: (1) learning objective,
(2) learning step, and, (3) learning assessment, while the other 10 components are
called supporting components. However, a policy will of course be adjusted from time

to time.
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2.1.4 Format of Lesson Plan

The format of lesson plan shown below :

1. Permendikbud No.22/2016

RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN

Sekolah

Mata Pelajaran :

Kelas/Semester :

Alokasi Waktu

A. Tujuan Pembelajaran

B. Kompetensi Dasar (KD) / Indikator Pencapaian Kompetensi (IPK)

C. Materi Pembelajaran

D. Metode Pembelajaran

E. Media Pembelajaran

F. Sumber Belajar

G. Langkah-langkah Pembelajaran
a) Kegiatan Pendahuluan
b) Kegiatan Inti

c) Kegiatan Penutup

F. Penilaian Hasil Pembelajaran
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2.1.5 Steps of Constructing Lesson Plan

Mulyasa (2011) affirms that there are several steps in developing a lesson plan.

The steps are:

a. Fill out identity column. The identity includes: name of school, subject, subject
matter, and class/semester.

b. Determine time allocation.

c. Determine core competence and basic competence as well as indicators to be
used which are available on the syllabus. Commonly, there are four core
competencies in the syllabus which are aspect attitude to God (KI 1), attitude
to self and environment (K1 2), knowledge (KI 3), and skills (KI 4). To achieve
these basic competencies, it is explained in syllabus that students’activity in the
learning process based on standard of process. The students’ activity is
consisting of exploration, elaboration, and confirmation, there are: observing,
questioning, experimenting, associating and communicating. These activities
have to be explored in lesson plan and teacher must make their student actively.

d. Conceptualize objectives of study based on core competence, basic
competence, and indicators determined. It decided with the operational verb
that observed and measured the attitude, knowledge, and skill.

e. ldentify standard of material in accordance with main materials which are
available on syllabus. It must include factual, conceptual, and procedural.

Furthermore, some aspects have to be considered in identifying learning
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material are students’ potential, relevancy to local characteristic, physical,
intellectual, emotional, social, and students’ spiritual, usefulness for student,
knowledge structure, actual, deep and wide learning material, relevancy
between students’ needs and environment.

Determine method of teaching to be applied.

Conceptualize steps of teaching or teaching activity consisting of pre-teaching,
while-teaching, and post-teaching.

Determine resources to be used.

Arrange rubric assessment, observation sheet, example of questions, and
technique of scoring. Assessment has to be suitable with the learning

experiences that done in the learning process

2.1.6 Functions of Lesson Plan

According to Graves (2000), as cited in Heidari & Heidari, 2020 p. 142,
Lesson plan divided into two functions. First, giving the lesson a framework,
an overall form to ease a teacher in preparing the materials suitable for students
and managing teaching and learning process in the classroom. Second,
reminding a teacher of what teacher is going to do, especially if teacher gets
perplexed or temporarily forgets what teacher has intended. Therefore, it is a
fruitful and meaningful effort if a teacher spends their energy and time on
thinking and developing a lesson plan to meet the quality of teaching and

learning process in the classroom.
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Meanwhile, Nurdin (2005) states that there are four functions of lesson plan :

1).

2).

3).

4).

To decide teaching and learning activity. It means that before the teacher
IS going to teach, he/she has to decide a good material, simple instruction
and good activities for students, so that student will interest and enjoy with

the learning process.

To give the content and the goal. It means that the teacher is not only
prepare a good material but also look for the material which has a good

content and goal that he/she will give to the student in the class.

To decide the way to get the goal that has been appointed. It is still not
enough when the teacher finds the material with good content and goal. It
is because teacher has to decide the best way to reach the goal that he/she

has been chosen.

To measure how far the goals has been reached and what are the steps that
should be done if the goal has not been reached yet. When teacher teaches
with lesson plan, he/she will get feedback from that activities about what
is missed out on his/her planning. So the teacher will make the correction
of that learning process and next he/she will try to find the best way to reach

the goal of that learning.
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2.1.7 Criteria of Good Lesson Plan

A good lesson plan is based on the needs and levels of target students.

According to Kizlik (2004:146) in writing a good lesson plan, there are four criteria

need to be considered :

1).

2).
3),

4).

The expected learning outcomes should specify what the pupils will actually do
(or be expected to do) that are observable to the teacher. (Appropriate learning
objectives and learning outcomes).

Adequate and relevant resources (including time).

Effective instructional strategies for the level of intended pupils learning.
Motivating activities which contribute directly and effectively to the lesson
objectives, including fair and accurate evaluation of pupils’ understanding of

concepts or mastery of skills.

Meanwhile, Wikanengsih (2015) stated that a good lesson plan has to fulfill the

following components :

1),
2).
3).

4),

Subject Identity: it contains a clear identity,

Standard of Competence: appropriate to the curriculum,

Basic Competence: appropriate to the curriculum,

Competency Achievement Indicator: it contains operational and measurable

words,
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5). Learning Objective: it covers three learning domains, cognitive, attitude, and
psychomotor,

6). Teaching Material: Materials given to students must be in accordance with their
level of development; organizing the material must be interesting in order to
encourage students to learn,

7). Time Allocation: suitability of timing based on the needs of each step,

8). Learning Method: accuracy of method selection,

9). Learning Activity: it shows the learning process that activates students in
achieving the three learning domains,

10). Assessment of Learning Outcomes: it refers to the learning objectives, and

11). Learning Resources: it empowers various kinds of learning resources.

2.1.8 Aspect of Assessment a Lesson plan

There are five aspects of assessment in assessing a lesson plan that should pay
attention from guideline of micro teaching (Yulianto & Sri Yuliani, 2021). The

following aspects are :

a. Completeness of Lesson Plan
In this aspect of assessment a lesson plan, it has eight indicators. The eight
indicators are: there is identity of school, there is basic competence, there is
learning objective, there is learning material, there is time allocation, there is

learning activity, there is assessment, and there is reflection.
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b. Formulation of Learning Objective
The second aspect is formulation of learning objective. In formulating
learning objective, learning objective should derive from basic competence.
Then, learning objective should outline into competencies to be achieved.

c. Learning Activity
The third aspect is learning activity. In learning activity, it should have
supporting documents from the beginning of activity till the closing activity.

d. AssessmentThe fourth aspect is assessment.
It has three sub indicators. First, there is assessment for aspect of knowledge.
Second, there is assessment for aspect of skill. Third, there is assessment for
aspect of attitude.

e. Reflection
The last aspect is reflection. In reflection, there is reflection activity. In

planning a lesson, reflection is needed in the end of learning process.

2.2 Relevant Studies

To have more references and make aware of the value of this research, a review
of the previous findings is obviously needed. There are some studies that were

conducted on analysis of lesson plan constructed by students.
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First, Zulhermindra and Rahmawati (2017) conducted a research entitled “An
Analysis of Lesson Plans Written by English Student-Teachers for Young Learners”.
The objectives of their research were explained the use of consistency principles in
constructing lesson plans of teaching English for young learners made by students.
They found that the documents of learning process planning made by students from the
English Tadris Study Program have not implemented the principles of syllabus and
development of the lesson plan. While, the consistency principles in the development
of syllabus has been implemented in the document, however it still found some
documents that do not show the consistency between basic competence, indicator,

learning material, learning experience, learning resource and assessment.

Second, Devita Herviani and Riana Eka Budiastuti (2018) in their journal
entitled “An Analysis of Prospective Teachers’ Lesson Plan in SMA N 9 Semarang”.
The study aims at analyzing the appropriateness of lesson plan created by prospective
teachers in SMA N 9 Semarang based on Permendikbud No0.22 Tahun 2016.
Additionally, it aims to know the level of prospective teachers’ understanding to
renewals in the lesson plan of revised curriculum 2013. The researchers found that the
degree appropriateness of prospective teachers’ lesson plan in SMA N 9 Semarang are
still relatively low. It was caused by the extent understanding and mastery of

prospective teachers’ lesson plan that was not comprehensive.

Third, Aysegiil Zingir Giilten (2010) conducted a research entitled “Am I

planning well? Teacher trainees' voices on lesson planning”. The objectives of this
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study was to explore the first lesson planning experience of the teacher trainees’ and
pick out their reactions. He found that the results underline while making plans, teacher
trainees face with issues like formulating objectives and choosing suitable activities for
certain levels. Predominant demanding situations encompass teacher trainees’
hesitations about the process, timing difficulties, deficiencies in sequencing and

choosing activities, preparing effective transitions and finding sources.

Based on some related studies above, the researcher concludes that from the
view of similarity all of the research above are focused on analysis of lesson plan
constructed by students. However, none of the past studies above are conducted in Riau
which is lead the researcher conduct the study with the title “An Analysis of Lesson
Plan Constructed by Students at the Sixth Semester of English Language Education of
Universitas Islam Riau”. Furthermore, this study became the newest research that focus

to analyze lesson plan that constructed by students.

2.3 Conceptual Framework

The conceptual framework underlying in this research is given in the following

figure.
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Figure 2.1 Conceptual Framework

An Analysis of Lesson Plan Constructed by Students at
the Sixth Semester of English Language Education of
Universitas Islam Riau

l

Aspect of Assessment Lesson Plan

1) (3) -
Completeness of Learning o
Lesson Plan Activity eflection
) @

Formulation of

Learning Objective Assessment

This study was investigated the lesson plan constructed by students. The
theoritical framework for studying the phenomena on the lesson plan constructed by
students from sixth semester at English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau.
This study aimed to know how good students in constructing lesson plan at the sixth
semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau. It was used aspect

of the assessment of lesson plan from Guideline of Micro Teaching (Yulianto & Sri
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Yuliani, 2021): the completeness of lesson plan, formulation of learning objective,

learning activity, assessment, and reflection.
2.4 Assumption

The researcher assumes that the students have a good category in constructing
lesson plan at Sixth Semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam

Riau.
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CHAPTER IlI

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Research Design

The design of this research is descriptive quantitative research. The research
was used only one variable, namely an analysis of lesson plan constructed by students
at the sixth semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau.
According to L. R. Gay (2012) quantitative research is the collection and analysis of
numerical data to describe, explain, predict, or control phenomena of interest. The
researcher was analyze and describe the variable x (independent variable) that is lesson

plan constructed by students.

3.2 Location and Time of the Research

The research was conducted at English Language Education of Universitas
Islam Riau, particularly to the sixth semester students. The location of this research is
located on JI. Kaharuddin Nasution No.113 Pekanbaru, Riau. The research was started

on 3 May 2021.
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3.3 Source Data

3.3.1 Population

According to Sugiyono (2013:80) population is a generalization which consists
of objects/subjects that had certain qualities and characteristics are determined by the
investigator to be studied and then drawn conclusion. In this research, the population
was the sixth semester students of English Language Education of Universitas Islam
Riau in the academic year 2019/2020. It consists of four classes, 6A (33 students), 6B
(38 students), 6C (35 students), and 6D (38 students). The following table is the number
of students’ population at the sixth semester of English Language Education of

Universitas Islam Riau.

Table 3.1 Population of the sixth semester students at English Language

Education of Universitas Islam Riau in academic year 2019/2020

No. Class Population
i) 6A B3
2 6B 38
3 6C 85
4 6D 38
Total 144
3.3.2 Sample

According to Sugiyono (2013:81), sample is a part of number and
characteristics of the population. The researcher used the purposive sampling.

Purposive sampling is a sampling technique data source with certain consideration. The
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sample of this research was the sixth semester students of English Language Education
of Universitas Islam Riau. The researcher chose the sixth semester students in 6C class
as the sample which consists of 35 students. But, the researcher was decided about 35
students or only one class as sample in this research in order to make it easy for the

researcher to explore the object under study.

3.4 Instrument of the Research
In order to get the data, which is needed to support this research, the researcher
was used document analysis. The researcher used document analysis in order to analyze

and to know the result of assessment the students’ lesson plan.

3.4.1 Document Analysis

The researcher was used document analysis to review and utilize it as relevant
information. According to Nana Syaodih (2007, p.221) documentation as a technique
to collect the data by assembling and analyzing the documents, either written
documents, pictures or electronic ones. In this research, the document was collected in
the form of written or printed documents students’ lesson plan by the researcher. The
researcher was analyzed the lesson plan in order to know the result of assessment of
lesson plan constructed by students through checking the completeness of each

elements lesson plan. Then, the researcher was assessed lesson plan that created by the
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students adopted from the assessment of Lesson Plan from Guideline of Micro

Teaching (Yulianto & Sri Yuliani, 2021).

Table 3.2 Assessment of Lesson Plan

ASPECT OF INDICATOR OF
NG ASSESSMENT ASSESSMENT Fe | NOTE
1. | Completeness of | a. There is identity of school
Lesson Plan b. There is basic competence
c. There is learning objective
d. There is learning material
e. There is time allocation
f. There is learning activity
g. There is assessment
h. There is reflection
2. | Formulation of | a. Learning objectives are
Learning derived from basic
Objective competence
b. Learning objectives are
outlined into competencies
to be achieved
3. | Learning There is supporting document
Activity
4. | Assessment a. There is assessment aspect
of knowledge
b. There is assessment aspect
of skill
c. There is assessment aspect
of attitude
5. | Reflection There is reflection activity

Source: Guideline of Micro Teaching (Yulianto & Sri Yuliani)
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3.5 Data Collection Technique

In collecting data, the researcher was used document analysis by collecting the
students’ lesson plan as a document in order to analyze and to know the result of
assessment of students’ lesson plan. Firstly, the researcher was asked permission from
each personal sixth semester students at English Language Education of Universitas
Islam Riau, foremost 6C class to collect their lesson plan in order to be analyzed by the

researcher.

3.6 Data Analysis Technique

In analyzing data, the researcher analyzed data from data collection technique.
The researcher analyzed students’ lesson plan refers to scoring rubric of lesson plan
adopting from (Modul Pelatihan Implementasi Kurikulum 2013) through analyzing and
giving scoring for each aspect of assessment a lesson plan by checklist in the column
score according to criteria listed in the column: (score 1 = unavailable/unsuitable),

(score 2 = incomplete/partly suitable), and (score 3 = complete/suitable).

Table 3.3 Criteria Score

No. Criteria Score
1. Unavailable/Unsuitable 1
2. Incomplete/Partly Suitable 2
3 Complete/Suitable 3

Source: Modul Pelatihan Implementasi Kurikulum 2013 (Kemendikbud)
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To know the students’ score in constructing lesson plan, the researcher was used
formula as follow by calculate the final result of assessment from total score divided

total of indicator :

Total Score

Final Score = - x 100%
Maximum Score

After the researcher adopted the formula above, the result of assessment
students’ lesson plan was ranged into four criteria assessments : very good, good,
enough, and bad adopted from Modul Pelatihan Implementasi Kurikulum 2013. The

criteria assessment is described below :

Table 3.4 Criteria Assessment

Predicate Score
Very good (A) 90 <A <100
Good (B) 80<B <90
Enough (C) 70 <C <80

Bad (D) <70

Source: Modul Pelatihan Implementasi Kurikulum 2013 (Kemendikbud)
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CHAPTER IV

RESEARCH FINDING

4.1 DATA PRESENTATION

In this chapter, the researcher presents the data obtained from the lesson plan
constructed by students. The data was taken from sixth semester at English Language
Education of Universitas Islam Riau. The researcher took thirty five (35) students’
lesson plans from sixth semester in 6C class as sample. In order to find out the
individual students’ score, the researcher was used assessment of lesson plan, to know

the result of students’ score in constructing a lesson plan.

4.1.1 The Presentation of the Students’ Score in Constructing Lesson Plan

The students’ score was from all aspect of assessment lesson plan. Then,

Total Score

computed and analyzed by (Final Score = x 100). There were five

Maximum Score

aspects in assessing lesson plan, such as completeness of lesson plan, formulation of
learning objective, learning activity, assessment, and reflection. After that, the result of
assessment from students’ lesson plan was ranged into four criteria assessment. The
four criteria assessments are very good, good, enough, and bad. The result of the

students’ score in constructing a lesson plan showed in table below:
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Table 4.1

Presentation of Students’ Score in Constructing Lesson Plan

Aspect of Assessment
Sample | completeness | Formulation ) Total | Final Category
) Learning . Score | Score
of of L_earr_ung Activity Assessment | Reflection
Lesson Plan Objective

S1 22 6 3 3 3 37 82,2 Good
S2 23 6 3 4 3 39 86,6 Good
S3 16 2 8 4 £ 28 62,2 Bad
S4 21 6 3 5 3 38 84,4 Good
S5 22 6 2 4 3 38 84,4 Good
S6 23 6 3 5 3 40 88,8 Good
S7 23 6 3 8 3 43 95,5 | Very good
S8 22 5 3 6 & 39 86,6 Good
S9 21 A 3 & 3 36 80 Good
S10 18 2 3 4 3 30 66,6 Bad
S11 23 6 3 7 3 42 93,3 | Very good
S12 21 6 3 9 3 42 93,3 | Very good
S13 18 4 3 6 3 34 75,5 Enough
S14 23 6 3 4 3 39 86,6 Good
S15 23 6 3 4 3 39 86,6 Good
S16 22 4 3 9 3 41 91,1 | Very good
S17 21 6 3 3 3 36 80 Good
S18 22 4 3 3 3 35 77,7 Enough
S19 23 6 ., 3 3 38 84,4 Good
S20 23 6 3 3 3 38 84,4 Good
S21 21 2 3 4 3 33 71,1 Enough
S22 22 6 3 9 3 43 95,5 | Very good
S23 23 6 3 8 3 43 95,5 | Very good
S24 23 6 3 5 3 40 88,8 Good
S25 23 6 3 6 3 41 91,1 | Very good
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S26 16 2 3 4 3 28 62,2 Bad
S27 20 6 3 3 3 35 77,7 Enough
S28 21 6 3 8 3 41 91,1 | Very good
S29 16 2 3 4 3 28 62,2 Bad
S30 23 6 3 4 3 40 88,8 Good
S31 23 6 3 5 £ 41 91,1 | Very good
S32 22 6 3 3 3 37 82,2 Good
S33 22 6 3 6 3 40 88,8 Good
S34 23 6 3 7 3 42 93,3 | Very good
S35 23 6 3 3 3 38 84,4 Good

4.1.2 The Presentation of Students’ Score Classification in Constructing

Lesson Plan from each Aspect of Assessment Lesson Plan

After obtaining the individual scores of students in constructing lesson plan,
there were types of indicators as stated in the rubric of assessment (see appendix 2, 3,
4, 5, and 6). The following tables showed the classification of students’ score in
constructing lesson plan from each aspect of assessment lesson plan. There were five
aspects; (1) completeness of lesson plan (with eight indicators), (2) formulation of
learning objective (with two indicators), (3) learning activity (with one indicator), (4)

assessment (with three indicators), and (5) reflection (with one indicator).
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4.1.2.1 Completeness of Lesson Plan

The following table 4.2 was shown the students’ score classification in aspect
of completeness of lesson plan based on Appendix 2. In aspect of completeness of

lesson plan consists of eight indicators.

Table 4.2

Students’ Score Classification in Completeness of Lesson Plan

Students' Score Classification
Completeness of Unavailable/ Incomplete/ Complete/
Lesson Plan Unsuitable Partly Suitable Suitable
(1) (2) 3)
F P F P F P

There is identity of i | / r 35 100%
school
There is basic 3 8.5% 6 17% 26 74%
competence
Th_ere is learning 3 8.5% 7 20% 25 71,4%
objective
There is learning = 14.3% 3 8.5% 27 77.1%
material
There Is time 9 25 7% . . 26 74%
allocation
The_m_e is learning ) ) ) ; 35 100%
activitiy
There is assessment 1 2,8% 30 85% 4 11,4%
There is reflection - - - - 35 100%
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Based on table 4.2 it can be seen the students’ score classification in
completeness of lesson plan. It consists of eigth indicators. For indicator 1 (there is
identity of school) indicates that all students have written identity of school completely.
It means that the students did not have problems in writing identity of school in

constructing of lesson plan.

For indicator 2 (there is basic competence) that there were 3 (8,5%) students
who did not write basic competence. While, there were 6 (17%) students who are still
incomplete or partly suitable to write basic competence. Then, there were 26 (74%)
students who have written basic competence completely and suitably. As the result, the

highest percentage was complete/suitable were 26 (74%) students.

For indicator 3 (there is learning objective) that there were 3 (8,5%) students
who did not write learning objective. While, there were 7 (20%) students who are still
incomplete or partly suitable in writing learning objective. Then, there were 25 (71,4%)
students who have written learning basic competence completely and suitably. As the

result, the highest percentage was complete/suitable were 25 (71,4%) students .

For indicator 4 (there is learning material) that there were 5 (14,3%) students
who did not write learning material. While, there were 3 (8,5%) students who are still
incomplete or partly suitable in writing learning objective. Then, there were 27 (77,1%)
students who have written learning basic competence completely and suitably. As the

result, the highest percentage was complete/suitable were 27 (77,1%) students.
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For indicator 5 (there is time allocation) that there were 9 (25,7%) students who
did not write time allocation. While, there was no student who is incomplete or partly
suitable in writing time allocation. Then, there were 26 (74%) students who have
written time allocation completely and suitably. As the result, the highest percentage

was complete/suitable were 26 (74%) students.

For indicator 6 (there is learning activity) indicates that all students have written
learning activity completely and suitably. It means that the students are able in writing

learning activity completely and suitably in constructing lesson plan.

For indicator 7 (there is assessment) that there were 1 (2,8%) students did not
write assessment. While, there were 30 (85%) students who are still incomplete or
partly suitable in writing assessment. Then, there were 4 (11,4%) students who have
written assessment completely and suitably. As the result, the highest percentage was
incomplete/partly suitable were 30 (85%) students. It means that mostly students are

still not able in writing assessment in constructing a lesson plan.

For indicator 8 (there is reflection) indicates that all students have written
reflection completely and suitably. It means that the students are able in writing

reflection completely and suitably in constructing lesson plan.
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4.1.2.2 Formulation of Learning Objective

The following table 4.3 was shown students’ score classification in formulation
of learning objective based on Appendix 3.
Table 4.3

Students’ Score Classification in Formulation of Learning Objective

Students’ Score Classification

: Unavailable/ Incomplete/ Complete/
Formulation of
: A Unsuitable Partly Suitable Suitable
Learning Objective
(1) (@) ©3)
P P F P F P

a. Learning objectives
are derived from 6 17,1% 5 14,2% 24 | 68,8%
basic competence

b. Learning objectives
are outlined into
competencies to be
achieved

6 17,1% 2 14,2% 24 | 68,8%

Based on table 4.3 it can be seen the students’ score classification in formulation
of learning objective. It consists of two indicators. For indicator 1 (learning objectives
are derived from basic competence) indicates that there were 6 (17,1%) students who
did not write learning objective based on basic competence. While, there were 5
(14,2%) students who are still incomplete or partly suitable in writing learning
objective based on basic competence. Then, there were 24 (68,8%) students who have
written learning objective based on basic competence completely and suitably. As the

result, the highest percentage was complete and suitable were 24 (68,8%) students.
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For indicator 2 (learning objectives are outlined into competencies to be
achieved) indicates that there were 6 (17,1%) students who did not write learning
objective through outlining into competencies to be achieved. While, there were 5
(14,2%) students who are still incomplete or partly suitable in writing learning
objective through outlining into competencies to be achieved. Then, there were 24
(68,8%) students who have written learning objective through outlining into
competencies to be achieved completely and suitably. As the result, the highest
percentage was complete and suitable were 24 (68,8%) students. Because indicator 1

and indicator 2 are related each other so the result was similar.

4.1.2.3 Learning Activity
The following table 4.4 was shown students’ score classification in aspect of
learning activity based on Appendix 4.
Table 4.4

Students’ Score Classification in Learning Activity

Students' Score Classification
Unavailable/ Inclg);rllrﬁlete/ Complete/
Learning Activity Unsuitable artly Suitable
Suitable
<) @ ®)
F P F P F P
There is supporting i i i i 0
document 35 100%
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Based on table 4.4 it can be seen students’ score classification in learning
activity. It consists one indicator. For indicator 1 (there is supporting document)
indicates that all of students have written learning activity by equipped supporting
document. It means the students have no problem to write learning activity by equipped

supporting documents.

4.1.2.4 Assessment
The following table 4.5 was shown students’ score classification in aspect of
assessment based on Appendix 5.
Table 4.5

Students’ Score Classification in Assessment

Students' Score Classification

Unavailable/ Incomplete/ Complete/
AssesSTERl Unsuitable Partly Suitable Suitable
1) (2) (3)
F P F P F P

a. There is assessment

9 |257% 16 35,5% 10 28,5%
aspect of knowledge

b. There is assessment

. 23 | 65,7% 4 11,4% 8 22,8%
aspect of skill

c. There is assessment

0 0 0
aspect of attitude 21 | 60% 3 8,5% 11 | 31.4%
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Based on table 4.5 it can be seen students’ score classification in assessment. It
consists of three indicators. For indicator 1 (there is assessment aspect of knowledge)
indicates that there were 9 (25,7%) students who did not write assessment for aspect of
knowledge. While, there were 16 (35,5%) students who are still incomplete or partly
suitable in writing assessment for aspect of knowledge. Then, there were 10 (28,5%)
students who have written assessment for aspect of knowledge completely and suitably.
As the result, the highest percentage was incomplete/partly suitable were 16 (35,5%)

students.

For indicator 2 (there is assessment aspect of skill) indicates that there were 23
(65,7%) students who did not write assessment for aspect of skill. While, there were 4
(11,4%) students who are still incomplete or partly suitable in writing assessment for
aspect of skill. Then, there were 8 (22,8%) students who have written assessment for
aspect of skill completely and suitably. As the result, the highest percentage was

incomplete/partly suitable were 23 (65,7%) students.

For indicator 3 (there is assessment aspect of attitude) indicates that there were
21 (60%) students who did not write assessment for aspect of attitude. While, there
were 3 (8,5%) students who are still incomplete or partly suitable in writing assessment
for aspect of attitude. Then, there were 11 (31,4%) students who have written
assessment for aspect of attitude completely and suitably. As the result, the highest

percentage was unavailable/unsuitable were 21 (60%) students.
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4.1.2.5 Reflection

The following table 4.6 was shown students’ score classification in aspect of

reflection based on Appendix 6.

Students’ Score Classification in Reflection

Table 4.6

Students’ Score Classification
_ Unavailable/ | "SMPE | Completer
Reflection Unsuitable ALy Suitable
Suitable
@ @ ®)
F P F P F P
There is reflection activity - - 35 100%

Based on the table 4.6 it can be seen from students’

score classification in

reflection. It consists one indicator. For indicator 1 (there is reflection activity)

indicates that all students have written reflection complete/suitable. It means that the

students are able to write reflection completely and suitably.
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4.2 DATA INTERPRETATION
Based on data presented in the previous chapter, the students’ score in
constructing lesson plan can be classified from the scores obtained from all aspect of
the assessment in constructing lesson plan, shown in the table 4.7 below.
Table 4.7

Students’ Score Classification in Constructing Lesson Plan

Classification
No Frequency Percentage
' (Person) (%)
Category Score

1. Very good (A) 90 <A <100 10 29 %

2. Good (B) 80<B <90 L7/ 49 %

3. Enough (C) 70<C <80 4 11 %

4. Bad (D) <70 4 11 %
Total 35 100%

Based on table 4.7, it can be seen the students’ score classification in
constructing lesson plan. There were four categories for the students’ score
classification that there are very good category (90 < A <100 ), good category (80 < B
<90), enough category (70 < C < 80), and bad category (< 70).

For the first category (very good), the student who got very good category were
10 (29)% students. For more details (see table 4.1). It told there were 10 students (such

as sample 7, 11, 12, 16, 22, 23, 25, 28, 31, and 34) who got very good category with
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variety in scores. Meanwhile, for the second category (good), the student who got good
category were 17 (49%) students (such as sample 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20,
24, 30, 32, 33, and 35). For the third category (enough), the student who got enough
category were 4 (11%) students (such as sample 13, 18, 21, and 27). Last, the fourth
category (bad), students who got bad category were 4 (11%) students (such as sample

3,10, 26, and 29).

N — N S A

Diagram 4.1 The Students' Percentage in
Constructing Lesson Plan

m Very good

= Good
Enough
Bad

Diagram 4.1 shows that the students' percentage in constructing lesson plan.
From the analyzing, the result of assessment lesson plan constructed by students at the
sixth semester of English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau, there are two
striking parts; the highest and the lowest percentage. Concerning with the highest
percentage, the diagram saw that good category is the highest percentage, it was about

49% or almost half of students’ number in the class. Meanwhile, very good, enough
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and bad category is the lowest percentage. Very good category was about 29%. For
enough and bad category are hit a low percentage was about 11%. In short, this
percentage show to us students’ score in constructing a lesson plan from sixth semester
at English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau got good category with range
score (80-90). So, the students are need to improve how to construct a lesson plan well

because it is very important for them moreover they will be a teacher in the future.
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

5.1 Conclusion

This research focuses on analysis of lesson plan that constructed by students
from sixth semester at English Language Education of Universitas Islam Riau. And
this research shows clear of the result of assessment the lesson plan constructed by
students from all aspect of assessments (completeness of lesson plan, formulation of
learning objective, learning activity, assessment, and reflection).

From the research findings, it was found the completeness of lesson plan shows
that from the highest percentage : (1) all students have written identity of school
completely, (2) there were 26 (74%) students who have written basic competence
completely and suitably, (3) there were 25 (71,4%) students who have written learning
basic competence completely and suitably, (4) there were 27 (77,1%) students who
have written learning basic competence completely and suitably, (5) there were 26
(74%) students who have written time allocation completely and suitably, (6) all of the
students have written learning activity completely and suitably, (7) there were 30 (85%)
students who are still incomplete or partly suitable in writing assessment.

Then, students’ score in formulation of learning objective in constructing found
that : (1) there were 24 (68,8%) students who have written learning objective based on

basic competence completely and suitably, (2) there were 24 (68,8%) students who
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have written learning objective through outlining into competencies to be achieved
completely and suitably.

Next, students’ score in learning activity in constructing a lesson plan explained
that all students have written learning activity by equipped with supporting documents.
Meanwhile, students’ score in assessment in constructing lesson plan showed that : (1)
there were 16 (35,5%) students who are still incomplete or partly suitable in writing
assessment for aspect of knowledge, (2) there were 23 (65,7%) students who did not
write assessment for aspect of skill, (3) there were 21 (60%) students who did not write
assessment for aspect of attitude. Last, students’ score in reflection in constructing
lesson plan show to us students that all of students have written reflection in complete
and suitable.

Based on the result of students’ score in constructing lesson plan from all aspect
of assessment, that the students from sixth semester at English Language Education of
Universitas Islam Riau were almost categorized as Good Category with range score
(80-90) in constructing a lesson plan. Therefore, the students are need to improve their
knowledge about how to construct a lesson plan well because it is very important for

them moreover they will be a teacher in the future.
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5.2 Suggestion
Based on result of the research, the writer would like to give some suggestions
to the lecturer, to the student, and the future researcher.
1. The Lecturer
The lecturer is hoped to guide student to solve the students’ problems in
constructing a lesson plan by applying new methods, strategies, and techniques
in teaching specifically about constructing a lesson plan.
2. The Students
The students have to learn more how to construct lesson plan well and the
students have to pay attention to some components which are still in some
problems related to lesson plan.
3. The Future Researcher
For the future researcher is expected to conduct a better study with a better
research metodology and more data collection instruments which is still related

to constructing lesson plan.
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