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PREFACE 
 

The activities of the International Conference are in line and very appropriate with the 

vision and mission of Bandar Lampung University (UBL) to promote training and 

education as well as research in these areas. 

 

On behalf of the Fourth International Conference of Education and Language (4th ICEL 

2016) organizing committee, we are very pleased with the very good responses 

especially from the keynote speakers and from the participants. It is noteworthy to 

point out that about 80 technical papers were received for this conference 

 

The participants of the conference come from many well known universities, among 

others: International Islamic University Malaysia (IIUM), Malaysia, Hongkong 

Polytechnic University, Hongkong, Shanghai Jiao Tong University (SJTU), China, 

Shinawatra Univesity, Thailand, University of Texas, Austin, USA, University Phitsanulok 

Thailand, STIBA Bumigora Mataram, Universitas Ahmad Dahlan, STKIP-PGRI 

Lubuklinggau, Indonesia University of Education (UPI), Universitas Sanata Dharma, 

State Islamic College (STAIN) of Jurai Siwo Metro Lampung, State University of Sultan 

Ageng Tirtayasa and Universitas Lampung. 

 

I would like to express my deepest gratitude to the International Advisory Board 

members, sponsors and also to all keynote speakers and all participants. I am also 

grateful to all organizing committee and all of the reviewers who contribute to the high 

standard of the conference.  Also I would like to express my deepest gratitude to the 

Rector of Bandar Lampung University (UBL) who gives us endless support to these 

activities, so that the conference can be administrated on time. 

 

 

Bandar Lampung, 20 May 2016 

 

 

 

Drs. Harpain, M.A.T., M.M  
4th lCEL 2016 Chairman 
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Abstract 

This study aims to make instructional materials for blended learning suitable for implementation in Speaking 

class. The blended learning will combine face to face method with LMS-Schoology as the media for web-based 

learning. The participants of this research are the second semester of English Education Study Program in UBL 

who took speaking 2 subjects. The result of the research showed that the instructional materials for blended 

learning method in speaking 2 classes are able to facilitate students learning process and increase their activeness 

in learning.  

 

Keywords: blended learning, speaking skill, instructional design, instructional materials 

 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 
Technology is growing and used daily. There are many fields that use technology including education. As 

technology grows, it influences others and creating a change. Today you can see children as young as three years 

old use gadget. These children are called “media multi tasker” as they are able to operate multiple media devices 
at once. [13] Technologies made changes on their habits and learning.[11]New generation youth from age 15 up, 

especially in Indonesia, use mobile phone as their primary tool to connect with internet for their social, gather 

information, communication, etc.[3] Different era makes students expect different things in classroom situation as 

the demand and goals of study changes. Education moves from the knowledge transfer model collaborative, 

active, self-directed and engaging model. [22] Schneiderheinze (2010) cited Fulton & Honey (2002) A students 

success in this current world requires not only knowledge/hard skill but also social/soft skill, team work, critical 

thinking, fluency in communication and capable of using technologies. [17] We have come into a new era where 

non-traditional type of students increase. [17] This changes force teacher to adapt and use technologies in their 

teaching process. 

There are many things to adapt in this shifting era of traditional teacher centered learning toward a student 

centered learning. One of them is the way we make Materials. There are many arguments spouted about teachers 

making their own materials. “Today, Internet has bought globe into a single room.”[8] Internet makes it very easy 

to gather many kinds information including choosing materials for learning online so, some teachers sees no 

point in making it by themselves. Taking resources and media from internet is fast, easy and developed for 

general use. Teachers don’t see the need in butchering themselves in trying to make materials that may or may 
not work when they could just pluck it, ready to be used. Some teachers though, have different view as they 

would like to add personal touch in their learning process. These teachers view, as they knew what their students 

needs, learning ability, class room situation, etc. They are the ones who knew exactly what materials should be 

given to their students.     

Materials are important component in learning because without materials teachers would not be able to teach as 

they have no tools to do it. Despite that, role of materials in language teaching still not gaining sufficient 

attention.[10] Material design is regarded as trivial and theory free activity when actually they draw on a wide 

variety of theoretical foundation.[10] I interpret this statement as, in the process of designing materials, we could 

not just freely make it up as we goes. Some theoretical foundation should be considered and whichever chosen 

must be used to build the materials for our teaching and learning process. It is why a guideline is needed in 

making material design. This is where Instructional design steps in.  

Instructional design is, to put it simply, a guideline or steps we need to get though in order to reach the goal 

[16], and in this case, designing materials. “The best instructional materials not only serve their pedagogic goals 

but also hopefully provide the basis for memorable and enjoyable classroom experiences for both teachers and 
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students. The ingredients needed to achieve this level of engagement, however, are often difficult to 

quantify.”[10] This is true as every student is a unique entity that has different background, knowledge, skill, 

motivation, etc. Dirksen (2012) said “Learning experiences are like journeys.”[9] In learning we will experience 

many new things and gaining new knowledge. However the journey of learning should not only about having 

new experience and knowledge just like when we have a trip to Bali but, in the end of learning journey, we 

should retain the knowledge, learn from experience to be better just like Dirksen (2012) said “The end of the 

journey isn’t just knowing more, it’s doing more.”[9] In designing instructional materials, we need to know first 

on the gap or learner current situation and where do we want to take them or the goal. [9] Only after we indentify 

learners’ current situation we could design the appropriate materials for them and in this study, learners’ speaking 
skill situation. 

Speaking is a behavioral skill. We could only become proficient in using it if we practice it repeatedly and 

continuously. Speaking proficiency and fluency, in language learning, are often become the measurement on how 

well people know about language. In this globalization era, where people use English universally, speaking skill 

becomes very important for communication. Speaking is a productive skill but in learning process, it is not 

without theories and materials to accompany it. The materials should be constructed with clear instructions so 

students would be able to understand it clearly. If they clearly understand the materials provided, they will able to 

perform well and thus gaining satisfying results. The dilemma of teaching English productive skill is time. 

Productive skills could only be acquired through practicing continuously but, learning process in formal setting 

only provide limited amount of time. In Teacher Training and English Education (FKIP) of Bandar Lampung 

University, one subject, whether it is a theoretical subject or practical subject, both only have approximately 90 

minutes of learning time. Educators are expected to make do with it when they have so many things to share and 

learners need to be trained on many things. This situation makes blended learning looks appealing as it propose a 

combination of face to face method of learning with technologies. Learners are gaining a new experience, gain 

more control of their learning as they could access materials online anytime and anywhere. They get to know 

more about technology, fulfilling the demand of society on skills should be mastered by learners at the end of 

their study. Teachers are able to split their work load in two environments so; time is not an issue anymore. It’s a 
win-win situation.          

LMS Schoology is selected as the second environment of blended learning and the delivery strategy of 

instructional materials. Schoology could be accessed using various kinds of gadget that have access to the 

internet. It is simple, visually appealing, and easy to be accessed by students. Schoology is created by Jeremhy 

Friedman, Ryang Hwang and Tim Trinidad from Washington University in St. Louis in 2007. Based on the data 

in November 2014, Schoology has 7.5 million users in 60.000 schools in 200 countries over the world. 

Schoology has many features that could be used to deliver instructional materials. There are three main features 

inside Schoology; Courses, Groups and Resource. Course is where the learning process is going to be held. 

Groups are where students could interact with each other. Resource is where the materials are going to be 

compiled before posted into the course.  

 

1.1 Problem Identifications 
There are several problems identified in this study and based on the identifications these questions are 

formulated: 

• How are instructional materials for learning speaking skill for blended learning method by using Schoology 

designed? 

• How do the instructional materials look like? 

 

1.2 Research objective       
The objective that wants to be reached in this study based on the problem identifications stated is designing 

instructional materials for learning speaking skill for blended learning method by using Schoology.  

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW   

2.1 Traditional Learning to Student centered learning 
In the earlier era, teachers are the center of learning. They are the one who dictate on what students learn and 

do. Teachers focus on what they should do and not on what the learner should do. [2] This resulting a passive 

way learning as teachers the only person here who consistently do their job, teaching. It didn’t matter in the past 
though as the objective of learning was different. Learning in the past is to transfer knowledge from teacher to 

learner. That’s it. Learners depend on teachers heavily as the sole knowledge in learning. Time keeps running 
though and as the time passed, everything changes. The ways of learning is not an exception. In the past, job 

opportunities are wide if you have high education. Current working world, however, think it is not enough for 

students to graduate from high education. Students need to have many kinds of skills in order to get a job and 
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survive in the working world. [17] As the world shout, people echoes. The world changes and we must follow. 

Teacher centered learning left behind and Student centered learning get into the picture.  

Student centered learning is as the term imply, learning process with student as the center of it. The learning 

process is built in favors of student needs and interests. [2] Teacher role shift from the center become facilitator. 

In Student centered learning, teacher is not the only one responsible in learning process. As learners become 

more active as teacher encourage student to participate in teaching learning process, student becomes responsible 

in their own education. [2. p.49] It is not about what the teacher must do anymore but it is now on what the 

learner should do.   

 

2.2 Learning, Instructional design and material connections 

There are countless definitions and explanation about the term learning. Miriam Webster online dictionary 

define learning as“the activity or process of gaining knowledge or skill by studying, practicing, being taught, or 
experiencing something” and “the activity of someone who learns: knowledge or skill gained from learning”. 
Cambridge online Dictionary defines learning as “the activity of obtaining knowledge” and “knowledge obtained 
by study”. Oxford online dictionary define it as “the acquisition of knowledge or skills through study, experience, 

or being taught” By comparing those definitions, it could be seen that Miriam Webster gave a more detailed 
definition as it could represent both Cambridge and Oxford dictionaries definitions. 

Learning is a conscious and continuous process as it starts from when we are alive until death. Every person 

mind is different and the way they work is also different. Children mind works differently than adult and vice 

versa. However, in learning language, especially for second language, an adult learner might have adult mind but 

with lower capabilities on doing task. [6] They might be in the same level as primary grade students’ user of 
language they want to obtain. This happens because language acquisition, when hitting certain mark, slowed 

down. It is harder to learn and master languages when that mark has been passed. In learning, mind tries to make 

connections between the information gained with the schema inside it and the information retained might not be 

the same. [7, p 9] That’s why it is necessary to use instructional design to make instructional materials, the tools 

for used to facilitate learning, so the format of learning become consistent. “…your learners get used to the 
format and don’t have to expend mental energy repeatedly orienting themselves to the format; instead, they can 

focus on the content...” [9] Too much repetitions and variations though could be bad.  The former imply as 

learner have encounter it often and become exhausted by lack of variation while the latter could cause irritation 

and annoyance, especially when too much variation only used as an excuse of having many variation in learning 

process. [p. 87] Instructional design is needed to make instructional materials in order for both teacher and 

learners have smooth learning experience.   

 

2.3 Speaking skill in the present day  
Speaking is a productive skill which is used for communication between people all around the world. Human is 

a social creature that would constantly seeking interaction with others. So, it is not presumptuous to say that 

speaking is the most important language skill. [1] Somdee and Suppasetseree (2013) agrees with Khamkien 

(2010) idea of  in context of second language learning, speaking skill is the most important skill to be mastered. 

[18] I agree with this idea as learners speaking ability are often becomes the measure of their achievement in 

mastering a language. In this globalization era, where English language is used as communication all around the 

world, a good speaking skill is needed by students to have a better future. Baker and Westrup (2003), as citied by 

Baniabdelrahman (2013), further explains that by having a good speaking ability, students would have a better 

job offer and gaining promotions thus better chances in life. They could even pursue to continue their study [1] 

even aboard.  

 

2.4 Instructional design theory and models 
“An instruction is a set of events that facilitate learning…” [20] Riegeluth and Carr-Chellman (2009) explain 

further about instruction. They points out instruction and construction could not be separated in the context of 

learning. They explained that instruction is made in order to help learners learn “…if instruction is to foster any 
learning at all, it must foster construction. Instruction is not instruction if it does not foster construction.”[16] 

Reigeluth and Carr-Chellman (2009) further explain that people learn by constructing their knowledge and 

manipulating materials actively which is the principal of constructivism. [16] Therefore, it could be concluded 

that instruction contains constructivism theory in the context of learning.  

Design is goal oriented and concerned in identifying good methods to achieve said goals as it is used to 

facilitate outcome and assisting creation of something. [16] “…design means a creative pattern or a rational, 
logical, sequential process intended to solve problems.”[20] Instructional design, then, could be defined as a set 

of instructions in order to help learners learn and achieve goal of learning.  
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Syariffudin (2007) rephrase Siemense (2012) ideas that,”…there are many different definitions for instructional 
design and all of them are an expression of underlying philosophies and viewpoints of what is involved in the 

learning process.” [20] Instructional design ranges from the most complex till the simplest definitions. Henridge 

Group (2004) citied More, Bates & Grundling (2002, p.71), “At its most basic level, instructional design focuses 
on three fundamental concerns: identifying the goals; selecting the strategy; and, evaluating success.” This study 
is focuses on instructional material design for blended learning as the scope limitation so it didn’t need to have a 
complicated design as of yet.  

There are many kind of instructional design. Syariffudin (2007) listed many theories and model of instructional 

design in his journal. He cited Gustafson and Branch (2002) the differences of ID’s based their characteristic of 
content. [20]  

Table 1. Differences between ID models based on their characteristic of content. 

 
 

Based on the table above, Knirk & Gustafson model was adapted for this study. The adaptation is as follows;  

 

 
Figure1. Adaptation of Knirk & Gustafson Instructional design model. 

 

2.5 Instructional material  
Instructional Materials formally defined by EC Section 60010 (h). This law states “Instructional Materials 

means all materials that are designed for the use by pupils and their teachers as a learning resource and may be 

printed or non-printed aand may include textbooks, technology-based materials, other educational materials and 

test.” [12] Fufunwa (1974) as citied by Olawale (2013) said instructional materials are materials of visual, audio 

and audio-visual category that helps to make concepts abstract and ideas concrete in teaching and learning 

process. [14] It means, instructional materials are tools that should be adaptable and interpreted differently from 

many points of view. Instructional materials make ideas concrete as it helps learners to process the materials, gain 

the knowledge from it and producing something from the idea which is concrete.   
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2.6 Blended Learning 
Blended learning is quite vague as there are no definitive definitions. [21] That statement is very true as there 

were confusion about blended learning since its uprising. Sloan C Workshop in 2005 participant discussed about 

the definition of Blended learning and resulting two adaptation of blended learning; board and narrow definitions. 

[15] The board definition is “Courses that integrate online with traditional face to face class activities in a planed, 
pedagogical valuable manner; and…” the narrow definition is “Where a portion (institutionally defined) of face 
to face time is replaced by online activity.” Both are citied by Picciano and Dziuban (2007) in their book Blended 
Learning: research perspective. [15]   

There are several other definitions which are popularly mentioned and referenced like Staker and Horn (2012) 

“Blended learning is a formal education program in which a student learns at least in part through online delivery 

of content and instruction with some element of student control over time, place, path, and/or pace…and at least 
in part at a supervised brick-and-mortar location away from home.”[19] As of 2013, Staker and Horn with 

Christensen added the definition with “the modalities along each student’s learning path within a course or 
subject are connected to provide an integrated learning experience.”[5] Another definition often found is 

“Blended learning systems combine face-to-face instruction with computer-mediated instruction.” by Graham 
(2006). [4] Despite the choice of word in attempt to define what blended learning is, those definitions do have the 

same points which are; Integration of learning experience as all of them combine face to face with online 

learning. All definitions stated that blended learning needs either face to face traditional meeting partially or the 

online meeting partially. Even though Graham (2006) didn’t word his definition of blended learning toward 
online or face to face method partially, it could assumed from his wording that he means an equal or even 

combination between those two. 

 

3. METHODOLOGY  

3.1 Research Design  
This study is a qualitative research conducted in Teacher Training and English Education Faculty of Bandar 

Lampung University. This research use LMS Schoology that will contain the instructional materials and 

exercises. This study starts from February 2016 until April 2016. An informal face to face interview with 

Speaking 2 teacher was conducted to gain a more insight on student speaking ability condition. The instructional 

materials then were made based on the result of interview and posted online for students to access and learn them. 

The instructional materials were compiled in a form of unit. There were 1 experimental unit and 3 instructional 

material units. Students learn using the instructional materials from March – April 2016. Every week students had 

one face to face formal classroom meeting and two online meetings. Observation was used to revise the 

instructional materials.     

 

3.2 Research Participants 
Second semester students of Teacher Training and English Education Faculty Undergraduate study were 

chosen as the participants of this study. The reason for choosing second semester students, who took Speaking 

subject, besides the problem in time management, is because teacher found there is no significant improvement in 

their speaking ability. As students of English Faculty who are going to be a teacher in the future, students must 

have a good and clear communication skill. 

 

4. INSTRUMENTS  

4.1 LMS Schoology 
Schoology is the house of instructional materials and a part of blended learning in Speaking 2 class. There are 4 

units in total that contained the instructional materials for speaking class. One unit was for trial and 3 units for 

proper learning. Each unit contained a topic which was divided into two sub topics. Students met online twice a 

week with face to face meeting in between. Students were targeted to finish a unit each week.  

 

4.2 Interview and Observations 
The Interview was conducted to gain in dept knowledge about students learning condition. The interview was 

held before the study only with the lecture of Speaking 2 subject. The researcher viewed, as a person who teaches 

the subject and meet students on daily basis, their input would be enough to start this study. 

Researcher then observed every online meeting to see how students use the instructional materials and the 

problems students encountered regarding to it. 
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5. Result and Discussion  

5.1 Elaboration of stages in designing the materials 
In designing the materials, the researcher used some stages. The design models used in this study covers four 

main stages resulting from the modification of the instructional design model of Knirk & Gustafson. Those stages 

were used as the main answer to the first question stated in the problem formulation.  Explanations of those 

stages are presented as follows. 

 

Stage 1: Indentifying Problem 
The problems are identified by Informal face to face interview with teacher of Speaking 2 subject. The teacher 

explained about the classroom condition in Speaking 2 subject. Teacher shows concern in lack of participation of 

students in speaking 2 classes. In the previous semester, students are active and have great performance in 

speaking. The teacher suggests lack of motivation that influences students to participate in speaking classes. The 

teacher says their speaking skill level are varied which is normal for every classroom with students from many 

backgrounds and learning styles. Teacher also concerned about time. Students are not active in speaking and 

when asked to perform in front of the class they are hesitant to do so and wasting time. Students who perform in 

front of the class might only be the same set of people for every single meeting but it means other students won’t 
get a chance to practice. Because of the time limitations in speaking class, the knowledge and practice 

distribution are not balanced. The big class is also an issue here as big class means many students for teacher to 

pay attention but no time to accommodate them. Because of their hesitancy to practice and there are people who 

are actively participating, they started to make it become a habit. They build a belief that since there are many 

people who participate and the time is not enough they don’t need to do anything at all besides sitting in the 

classroom to sign attendance. Learners are getting used to the traditional classroom learning and started to get 

bored with it. Teacher summed up that student needs to get something new in order to make them active again. 

 

Step 2: Developing Objectives 
The objective of making these instructional materials is to facilitate students of Speaking to class in their process 

of learning speaking skill.  

There two main objectives of the lesson are 

• To improve Students’ knowledge regarding to the topic discussion. 

• Practice their ability in formulating the speech production: the way they deliver the speech act. 

The following table is the specific objective of the designed materials that should be achieved; 

Table 2. Specific objectives of Designed Materials that should be achieved 

No Topics Specific Objectives 

1 My Idol At the end of the meeting the students are expected to be able to: 

1. Recall person(s) that are considered as idol(s)  

2. List some idol(s). 

3. Memorize the information of a video. 

4. Discuss some idol(s). 

5. Explain reason why a person becomes idol(s) 

6. Demonstrate idol(s) in your life.  

2.  Love At the end of the meeting the students are expected to be able to: 

7. Define about love(s)  

8. List kinds love(s). 

9. Explain the information of videos. 

10. Express their feeling(s) about love(s). 

11. Categorize kind(s) of love. 

12. Demonstrate their definition of love(s) 

3. Dream Vacation At the end of the meeting the students are expected to be able to: 

13. Recognize some famous place(s)  

14. List some famous places(s). 

15. Restate the information(s) of a video. 

16. Discuss some famous place(s). 

17. Plan your own vacation(s) 

18. Demonstrate their vacation plan(s) 

 

Instructional materials are made in a form of units. There are 4 units in total. The first unit as the name suggests 

is a unit to test students on how well they are able to use the LMS Schoology and their response about it. The rest 

of the units are the real instructional materials students are going to use to facilitate their learning process in 

speaking class. Each unit consists of two sub-units and for each sub units contains several instructional materials.  
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Figure 2. Screen shoot of instructional materials form 

 

The researcher chose LMS schoology as the place to build the instructional materials. There are several 

strategies and media chosen based on the interview results. The media are pictures, videos with scripts, questions 

and assignments. The media are chosen based on things that interest student the most when they learn in the class 

room situation. Teacher found students were mostly paying attention when teacher use pictures and audio-visual 

media. Students in second semester loves watching movies but are still have difficulties when watching English 

of American movies without subtitles. To make them adjust and able to practice their speaking, all of the videos 

are having subtitles or given script so students could watch and listen on how the native speakers speak and 

repeat it. If they are not sure of what the native speaker said as sometimes the native speaker are fast, they could 

see the subtitles or the script and repeat that part again until they get it right. The questions and assignments are 

made based on the materials to assess students whether they understand the materials chosen and given or not. 

The strategies chosen to teach students the materials are discussions, writings, audio-visual aids, test/ quizzes for 

assessing students, individual and group works. These strategies are common and not new in English classroom 

situation and that’s why it was chosen. As it is not new, students would not have to adjust on many things and 
could focus on learning the instructional materials. Discussions are basically to discuss the materials between 

students and teacher also students with other students.      

 

Step 3: Implementation 

The instructional materials are implemented in Blended learning using LMS Schoology as the online part. The 

materials are compiled in Recourse feature in Schoology before posted into the course where the learning process 

would commence. The strategy and media are implemented as follows; 

1. Discussion 

The media used in discussion strategy is discussion forum. Discussion Forum is where students interact with 

the instructors and other students. In the discussion forum, teacher would guide students and provide 

feedbacks on their performance. Students will gain control of their own learning but at the same time could 

still seek guidance from instructor or their friends when they have problems in understanding the materials. 

Students would become more active in learning as they could gain response immediately and could control 

their learning experience and that will increase their self achievement.   
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Figure 3. Screen shoots of online discussion sessions 

 

2. Writing 

Students used writing strategy in the updates. Students are often confused on how to express their thoughts 

orally. Writing down their ideas is a good way to filter their thought and construct their speaking to be more 

structured. Students used updates feature to jot down their thoughts. By mapping their thoughts and 

producing writing, it will also improve their writing skill not just making it as a guideline for their speaking 

performance.  

 

 
Figure 4. Screen shoots of writing assignments 

 

3. Audio-Visual aids 

In order to gain students attention, audio-visual media was selected to help students learn. Students like to 

experience many things in learning process. Audio-visual aids are popular and believed by many educators, 

able to increase students’ motivation and gain students attention in class room situation. There are several 

features that can be used for uploading the videos into Schoology. The ones used for uploading the audio-

visual aids is Add Page feature since Page could contain combinations of audio-visual materials into one 

place.  
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Figure 5. Screen shoot of audio-visual aids 

 

4. Test or quizzes  

Test and quizzes are chosen because both could help measure students understanding of the instructional 

materials. Students are needs to think, connecting ideas inside their mind with the knowledge their get from 

the materials to reach an understanding and construct it before answering test or quizzes.  

 
Figure 6. Screens shoot of questions types 

 

There are many kinds of test or quizzes that could be made in Schoology but researcher chose Short answer or 

Essay questions to make them gain a good habit of forming their own answer based on their individual 

understanding and knowledge thus how they answer those questions are able to measure their understanding of 

the lesson.   

5. Individual Work and Group Work 

For this study, the online meetings are focusing more on the individual works while face to face classroom 

meeting implement both of the strategy. Students learn individually online as the class started from 7 – 9 pm 

at night, twice a week on week days. It could be assumed that students access Schoology site at home. 

Students are encouraged to learn actively as in online class if they don’t to something and don’t reply or 
participate in learning activities it would immediately shows both from the gadget display screen and the 

most useful analytical feature that even records every single thing students do in the online meetings. It 

makes students active individually and in response increasing their individual achievement. Group work 

could also be implemented online but as of now the group work still limited to the face to face classroom.    

Step 4: Revising 

The researcher observes the use of instructional material for every online meeting. After each sub-unit is 

completed, researcher listed the problems found in the learning process regarding to the instructional materials 

and adjust or change the instructional materials according to the result of observation. From the observations, 

most of students used mobile phone to access Schoology. They have some problems with signals especially when 

brown out or because of their house location. Students didn’t have problem with the format of instructional 
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materials as they have been coached prior to the online lesson. But have problems in using it maximally. They are 

not used to learn online and are confused on what to do in the online class even with the guide from instructor. 

This prompted researcher to make guidelines for each instructional materials. They complained about the high 

quality of videos because they have to download videos to be able to watch it as they used Schoology apps that 

could be downloaded by smart phones to access Schoology. If you use Schoology application to access 

Schoology, you need to download videos that you want to watch so the researcher adjusted the video resolution 

to decrease heavy load of data. There are always something new found and attempted to be fixed so this step is a 

continuous effort and researcher thought it is more appropriate than designing all the instructional materials 

before hand and wait until all of the instructional materials are used before evaluating and revising it.   
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Figure 7. The screen shoots of instructional materials sample in Schoology. 

 

 

6. CONCLUSION 
This study shows the way how to design instructional materials by using adaptation of instructional design 

method. It also lists several strategies that could be used for delivering the instructional materials. The result 

based on observation of  the usage of instructional materials designed for blended learning in speaking 2 classes 

revealed the design are able to facilitate students in learning process and makes them more active in participating 

lessons.  
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