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Preface

The fifth Annual Internatig@l Seminar on Tgansformative Educatiofzand Educational Leadership
(AISTEEL 2020) was held by virtual@seminar ©ony22 September,2020. This seminar is organized by
Postgraduate Schogl¢Univesitas[Neger, Medanand become a roulinggagenda atRostgraduate program
of Unimed now.

The AISTEEL is realized“this year with various presenters, lecturers, researchers andystudents from
universitiesfboth in&@nd’ out of Indonesia participating in, the seminarwith theme Educational
Innovatiop'in Globalization Practice”.

The fifth AISTEEL presents<4.distinguished keynote speakers.from UniversitassNegeri Medan -
Indonesia, Kyota Wniversity = Japan, Murdoch University — Australia, Prince of Songkla University —
Thailand and from' The University of Tokyo - Japan. In addition, presenters of parallelisessiohs come
from various ‘Gevernment and Private Universities, Institutions, Academy, and"Schools. Some of
them are those™Wwho have.sat and will sit in the oral defence examination..The plenary speakers have
been 'present=topics covering multi disciplines. They have contributed many inspiring inputs on
current trendinggeducational research topics all over.the world. The expectation 1§ythat all potential
lecturers and students have shared their research findings for improving, their teaghing progess and
qualitygand leadership.

There are 180 artiefes submitted to committee, some of which are presented orally‘#m parallgl sessions,
and others are presented through posters. The articles have been reviewed by double blind reviewer
and 104 ofythem werg-aecepted for published by Atlantis Press indexed by-laternational Indexation,
while 54 papers are ptiblished by digital library indexed by google schalar)

The Committees of AISTEEL,invest great efforts in reviewing the papers submitted to the
conference and Ogganizing thg'sessions to enable the pakticipants to gain maximum benefit.

Grateful thanks to allj of members of The (5" Annual "ternational Seminar on Transformative
Education and Educational ™eadership (AISTEEL 2020) for their qu#Standing contributions. Thanks
also given to Atlantis Press for produeing this voluge.

The Editors

Bornok Sinaga
Rahmad Husein
Juniastel Rajagukguk
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The Effect of Learning and Creativity Models on the
Economic Learning Quieowmes of Grade XI Berastagi
High School, Studenis

Wisnu Saputra Sembiring
Educational Technology Postgraduate Schaegl
State University of Medan
Medan, Indonesia
Aziz.bara3@gmail.com

Abstract—This*study aims‘(1) To find out the differences in
economic learning outcomes of‘students taught.with the STAD
learning model and direct learning models, (2) To find out the
differences in ecgnomic learning outcomes of students who have
high creativity are higheg, than economic learning outcomes of
students who have low creativity , (3) To find out the interaction
between learning models“and students creativity ‘in influencing
the economic lgarning louteomes of class XI students of SMA
Berastagi. The [research_sample was taken in 2 classes, namely
class X1 IPS-1 and XI IPS-3¢

The results ofithis study.are: (1) Economic.learning outcomes
of students taught with the STAD learning model are higher than
students taught with the dikegetlearning model. This can be seen
from the analysis of data obtained where the value of Fcount =
13.08, while the value of Ftable = 3.99 so Fcount = 13.08> Ftable
=3.99. (2) Economic learning abiliti€Syof students who have high
creativity are higher thap students who have low creativity. This
can be seen from the data,analysis obtained where the value of
Fcount = 13.35 while Ftableds 3.99, so Fcount= 13.35> Ftable =
3.99. (3) There is an interactionbetween the learning model and
students creativity in influencingthe economic learning'eutcomes
of class XI Berastagi high school students. This can be seen fram
the analysis of data obtained where“theésalue of Fcount = 28.19
while Ftable = 3.99 so Fcount = 28.19> Ftable™=,3.99.

Based on the results of the study concluded that there is an
interaction between learning models with student creativity on
economic learning outcomes, it is recommended that teachers be
able to use—learning models that are adapted to student
characteristics-including-high and low student creativity as an
effort to improve student economic learning outcomes,

Keywords—Learning Model, STAD and Direct,/High'and Low
Creativity, Economic Learning Outcom

|." INTRODUCTION

Learning is the most dominant activity in the educational
process in schools, so it plays an important role in determining
the success of achieving educational goals. How is the
preparation of learning, how the process is effective, how the
teacher teaches, how the evaluation of learning outcomes is
some of the things that are commonly encountered in learning.
According to Law Number 20 of 2003 concerning the
National Education System (Sisdiknas), it is explained that

learning “is..a process of interaction between students and
learning resources~in a_learningsenvironment. Based on this
statement, there are” four thingsgin learning, namely; 1) a
process which is a teaching and\learning activity, 2) students,
3) learning resources which consist of teachers, learning
facilities, and 4) learning environment.

Economic education has the meaning that it is a selection
and" reconstruction of educatigpal disciplines and social
sciences, humanities, which are organized and presented
creatively and scientifically foer educatiomal purposes [1].
Through the learning process ‘there is change, development,
progress, both in. the physieal-motor¢intellectual, socio-
emotional aspects as well as attitudes and values. The bigger
or higher the students achieve these developments, the better
the learning process will be,

The learning process_carried out/y the teacher does not
motivate students to learn. Thisgmeans that the learning
method thatf"is\carried out is8till conventional or direct
learning_methods. Conventiopal Learning is teacher-centered
learning. _Conventional learping objectives are students know
something not to be _ablel'to do something, in the learning
process students listen more and the teacher explains more like
how to lecture” The characteristics of conventional learning
arescharacterized by: (a) The teacher considers the ability of
students to be the same, (b) Using the class as the only place
to learn, (c) Teaching uses more lecture methods, (d) The
separation_between-fields. of study is clear, (e) ) Providing
activities that.do net vary, (f) Communicating in.one direction,
namely from teacher to student, (g) Teaching only using books
as learning_and information and /teachers; -and (h) .Only
assessing learning outcomes [2]

Based on the description above it can be concluded”that
conventional learning is learning that is generally used .in
schools, with learning steps, namely: the teacher gives
apperception followed by explaining teaching materials
verbally to completion, providing examples of questions,
opening question and answer sessions, giving assignments,
confirm assignments done by students, summarize the gist of
learning and provide homework.

However, in fact the expected economic learning outcomes
of students with the minimum completeness criteria (KKM)
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75 cannot be achieved by some students, this is evident from
the average score of student test exams in the economic
subjects class XI SMA Masehi Berastagi for the last 3 years,
namely the academic year. 2014/2015 with an average student
learning outcomes of 65.70%, in 2015/2016 with_ansaverage
of 70.35% and in 2016/2017 students' average learning
outcomes of economic learning were 69¢34%.

The effort that must be madesby the teacherste, solve
learning problems is the teacher's ability,to [petter manage the
learning process in the classroom. Onefef them IS by applying
appropriate learning methods, espegially for economic lessons.
The learning methods gprovidedghy“the teacher also greatly
affect student learningioutcomes.4Fhe main task of the teacher
is how to condition a'pleasant leasning atmosphere, in order to
arouse the curiosity of studentsyso that the desire to learn
grows [3]. One_of the learning models that can be-developed
to teach students, is the Student Teams Achievement Division
(STAD) type of cooperative lgarning model.

STAD is ong of the simplest cooperative learning methods;,
and is the best model for the initial stage for teachers wha.are
new to using a cooperative approach-[4]. The advantages of
the STAD Type Cooperative Learning Model are as follows:
(1) Students actively helpgand motivate the spirit to succeed
together, (2) Students wark together .in achieving goals by
upholding group norms{(8)Y"Actively acting as peer-tutors to
further increase ‘success groups, and (4) Interaction between
students along with their increasing ability to express their
opinions [4].

So it can be cancluded that the STAD learning maodel
helps students overcome studenty learning problems in
economic lessons to inerease students' knowledge of economic
lessons and increase a senge of group responsibility.

In learning economics, “another thing fthat needs to be
considered by teachers is student creativity“{5]. The lgarning
process is essentially to develop the activities and creativity of
students, through various interactionsfand learning experiences
[6]. Creativity is the ability to make new €embinations based
on existing data, information or elements [7-8].

So it can be concluded that creativity is essentially a
person's ability to produce something new, both in the form of
ideas and real work, both in the form of new works and a
combination of «existing.things, all of which are relatively
different from what has been there before.

Designing econemic learning.should e goal-oriented and
try to adapt to the physical and psychological conditions, of
students, so that'they carry ‘out learning activities according to
their “interests, desires, talents and-ereativity- according to
students' abilities [9]. So.it can'be concluded that the learning
process will be able to run-well and achieve the objectives of
economic learning, so a teacher must see the creativity of the
student or student in the classroom.

Creativity is a daily activity related to individual or group
activities in a society, so by developing creativity it is hoped
that students can solve the problems they face independently
or in groups. This creativity is created in all fields and

eISSN: 2548-4613

creativity can be taught in schools, because everyone basically
has their own creativity, even though at different levels. That
in essence, creativity is a person's ability to produce something
new, both in the form of ideas and real works, which are
relatively. different from what has been there before.

The success ofycreativity is the intersection between the
chilld'ssskills in certaimfields (domain skills), creative thinking
and“WorksKills, and intrinsic motivation. This intersection of
creativity,: Whichfis,called thexcreativity intersection theory.

Based on ‘the “leamning problems described above, to
improve the quality#of. économichlearning, especially high
school students, it is necessary to Gonduct research on the
application of learning medels that involve students actively
thinking, discussing and innovating. Especially to answer the
problems of students who experience obstacles in participating
in economic learning. Researchersighoose and are interested in
the STAD learning model-because this model is a learning
model based on students as leafners, while researchers are
interested in using creativity as @ moderating variable because
in-learning/what the teacher also_needs to pay attention to is
student creativity. This:is because a person's ability to process
information manages it according®to their own level of
creativity. By knowing there afe individual differences in
student creativity, teachers can understand that students who
attend..class have different ways of solving problems or
dealing with tasks. which are given, For this'reason, the title of
this  research is: “The Influenceé™ of Learning Models and
Creativity on Economic Learning®Outcomes of Class XI SMA
Masehi Berastagi"

It.. METHOD

This research was conducted at¢$SMA Masehi Berastagi in
the even semester of the 2018/2049 academic year. This study
used €xperimental research with a 2 x 2 factorial design.The
affordables population wasgall students of class XI SMA
Masehi Berastagi whoswere spread over several classes and
were carried outsin the even semester of the 2018/2019
academic year” The sample was taken by using cluster random
sampling technique, namely by selecting the class randomly as
the experimental class and the control class. There are 103
students who are members of 3 (three) classes in the
affordable-population-who, were previously randomized to a
new class placement (classXI). Sampling/was carried out in 2
(two) stages. Because this study used.a 2 x 2 factorial design,
in the first.stage, 3 (three), classes/were.randomly selected
from a sample frame of 3/(three) classes. From the /3 (three)
classes, each’group was selected randomly into /2 groups,
namely-the experimental ‘group and the control group. One
class selected to be the experimental group consisted of 51
students and one class selected to be the control group
consisting of 52 students. In the second stage, each group was
divided into two, namely a group consisting of students who
had high creativity and a group consisting of students who had
low creativity. Student creativity was measured using a
creativity test instrument. As much as 27% of the upper group
was stated as the group that had high creativity. Meanwhile,
27% of the lower group was stated as the group with low
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creativity style. So that the students obtained data as many as
18 students who have high creativity and 18 students who
have low creativity are scattered in the experimental group and
the control group. Data on social studies learning outcomes
(IPS) were obtained through instruments designed. tesmeasure
student learning outcomes in social studies®stibjects in the
form of a written test with an objective®multiple choice test.
Measuring the validity of this reseafCh instrument*8sing the
Biserial correlation formula. Reliability testing, using the KR=
20 formula in the experimental group and'the control group

The research data were analyzegd,usingydescriptive analysis
and inferential analysisi” The data analysis requirements test
was carried out by thée data narmality test using the Liliefors
test technique. Homogeneity testsOf variance using Fisher's
exact test and Bartlett's feSt.gfhe results of the analysis
requirements test showedythat the data were~ normally
distributed and homogengous. The_researchshypothesis testing
used two-way ANOVA 2 X 2 at a significant level o = 0.05. A
further test to Compare between treatment groups and the
number of research subjects for each ‘cell was the same, the
Tukey test was|used.

I11. RESULT.AND DISCUSSION
A. Research Result

1) Students' Economic,l earning Outcomes Taught with
the STAD Learning, Model Are Higher than Students Taught
Using Direct Leanning Medels. Statistical hypothesis testing
for the STAD Learning Model and Direct Learning Model are
as follows

Ho : pAl < pA2
Ha: pAl > pA2
In sentences it can be written:

Ho: Student Economic Learning Outcomes’ Who are
taught using the STAD Learning Medel are lower or the same
as students who are taught using the Directal.earning Model.

Ha: Students' learning outcomes using themsSTAD
Learning Model are higher than students taught using the
Direct Learning Model.

From_the-results of the data calculation, it was obtained
that the average studentilearning outcomes taught with the
STAD Learning/Model were 80.87 and the standard deviation
was 11.08 while'the average Direct'L.earning:Model was)73.41
and the standard deviation was 9.88. Based on the results ‘of
the  ‘analysis of /variance in _Table 414, the results of the
calculation of the Learning Madel data.are obtained, where the
value-of Fcount = 13.08, while.the value of Ftable with dk'=
(1.61) and a = 0.051s'3.99. These results indicate that Fcount
= 13.08> Ftable = 3.99 so that the null hypothesis (Ho) is
rejected and the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted, thus
the research hypothesis which states that the Economic
Learning Outcomes of Students who are taught with the
STAD Learning Model are higher than students who are
taught with the Direct Learning Model are verified.
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2) Economic Learning Outcomes of Students with
Higher Creativity Higher than Students with Low Creativity.
The statistical hypothesis testing for high and low creativity is
as follows

Ho "Bl 1B2
Ha: uB1 > uB2
In“sentences it can be.written:

Ho: Eeonomig, learning Qutcomes Students who have
higher learning ekeativity, are lower or equal to students have
low learning creativity.

Ha: Economic Leafning Outcomes Students who have
high learning creativity are higher than students have low
learning creativity.

From the results of the data-ealculation; it was obtained
that the average of studentseconomic learning outcomes with
high learning creativity was 80'53and a standard deviation of
11.84, while the average students®who had low learning
creativity were 72.91 and a standakdsdeviation of 8.33.

Based on the results of hypathesis testing in Table 4.18
above, the results of the ‘calculation of crgativity data are
obtained, where Fcount = 13.35, /while the Ftable value with
dk = (1.61) and a = 0.05 is 3.99%These results indicate that
Fcount'= 13.35> Ftable = 3.99,,50 that the' Zero Hypothesis
(Ho)is: rejected ‘and the Altermative Hypothesis (Ha) is
accepted, thus the research hypethesis Which states that the
Economic Learning Outcomes of Students who have high
learning creativity are higher than students who have low
learning creativity are vefified.

3) There is an Intéraction Between Learning Models
and Students@reativity in Influencing Student Economic
Learning* Outcomes. The statistical hypothesis testing for the
Learning and Creativity Model is as follows:

Ho:A><B=0
Ha: A><B#0
In sentences it can be written:

Ho: There is no interaction between learning models and
student creativity—in_.influencing studentseconomic learning
outcomes.

Ha: There is aninteraction between learning models and
student creativity in influencing student economic /learning
outcomes.

From-the results of the data calculation; it*was obtained
that the average Student Economic Learning Outcomes taught
with the STAD Learning Model and High Creativity (were
88.94 and a standard deviation of 4.49 while the average
Economic Learning Outcomes of Students taught with the
STAD Learning Model and low creativity were 70 , 5 and
standard deviation of 7.78 while the average of Student
Economic Learning Outcomes taught with Direct Learning
Model and High Creativity is 72.10 and a standard deviation
of 10.76 while the average Economic Learning Outcomes of
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Students taught with Direct Learning Model and Low
Creativity of 75.31 and standard deviation of 8.47

Based on the results of hypothesis testing in Table 4.14
above, the results of the calculation of the interaction da
the Learning Model and Creativity ability are obtained, where
Fcount = 28.19 and Ftable value with d .61) and o= 0.05
is 3.99. These results indicate that F

ount> Fta 28.1

3.99), so the Alternative Hypothesisi(Ha) is cce%nd tl
meanin t is an
interaction between the Lea I e ability of
Creativity in influenci t onomic Learning
Outcomes. which statessthat ther d&nteraction between the
Learning Model creat@in influencing Student

utcomes.

Economic Learning ©

Furthermore, with the @on between Learning Model
variables and <Creativity Student Economic Learning
Outcomes, it is) necess provide an estimation graph

interal Fig. 1.

which shows th
el

90,00

85.00

80,00

75.00
70,00
6500

60,00

Fig.1. The Interaction of Leagning Models and creativity in influencing
Student Economic Learning Outcames

Based on the results of testi Q)t hieh
states that there is an interaction‘between the Learni glel
and Creativity in influencing dent Economic Learning
Outcomes, it is necessary to test the™average difference
between the two propositions, for this reason Seheffe's further
test is used. Figure 4.9 shows the interaction betwee e
STAD Learning Model and Creativity in influencing student
learning outcomes, but the STAD Learning Model strategy is
more dominant than the Direct Learning Model. In other
words,the better the-Learning-Model used by the teacher in
delivering teaching materials, the higher the achievement of
students' Economic Learning-Outcomes. The, testresults:using
the Scheffe test'can be'seen in table 4:16;

TABLE I. SUMMARY OF SCHEFFE TEST CALCULATIONS

No.-~~ Advanced'Test Restilts Fcount Franie(0,05)
1 UA1B1 PA2B1 17,37 8,26

2 UA1B1 HA1B2 39,06 8,26

3 | pAB: HA2B. 4293 8,26

4 | uAB: HA1B2 12,09 8,26

5 UA2B1 HA2B2 10,68 8,26

6 pA1B2 HA2B2 2,33 8,26

Information :
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Al1B1 : The average reading result of students' reading
comprehension is taught with the STAD Learning
Model on High creativity.
A2B1 : The average reading result of students' reading
comprehension is taught with the Direct Learning
odel on High creativity.
1B2: The average result of learning to read the
nderstanding of groups of students taught with
STAD Learni

g Model at low creativity.

A2B2 g, result of students' reading

compreh which, is taught by Direct
Learnin creativity.

B. Discussion of Resear P&ults

1) The learning outco f students who are taught
using the*'STAD learning mo higherthan those who are
taught using.thedirect. lear odel. Rrom the results of

the research Fcount> Ftable smhe Economic Learning

Outcomes of Students who far
Learning Model are higher than®stude
the Direct Learning Model are t
students<in the' STAD Learnin
more-potentials possessed by s
STAD Learning Model-based

el group accommodate
ts with fthis type. In the
ing Madel students are

involved in many class activi such brain exercise,
making goal setting cards, making mind maps, role playing,
simulations, activation assignm nd demonstrations. Those

with high creativity abilities e more challenged, excited
and motivated to follow the lessons. Many activities involve
them so they don't feel bored.

Conversely, studentsm this type
Direct Learning Mode ich is

ill feel bored with the
ery dominated by the

d do not have many class
enthusiasm. They are not

S ing less accommodated in the Direct Learning
del. So that stude become bored and not enthusiastic
sons. Therefore, it can be concluded that high
/il get higher student learning outcomes if taught
the STAD Learning Model compared to the Direct
Learning Model.

This is-intine with-Simbolon's writing(2016: 58-69) from
the analysis of thednitial test results, the researcher found that
out /of 27 [students in class V there were only 8 students or
29.26% who were able to achieve or exceed-the'predetermined
KKM, namely 70. While the mean in the'initial test was 53.33.
In the first cycle, there were 15 /students/wha completed  or.
55.55%-and there were 12" students 'who had not received a
complete score or 44.45%. In the second cycle there were 24
students who completed or 88.88%, while the other 3 students
did not get a complete score or 11.12%. The average value in
the first cycle was 65.18 increasing to 80.25 in the second
cycle. Completeness of learning also increased by 33.33%
from the percentage of completeness learning in the first cycle
of 55.55%, increasing to 88.88%. From the increase in
classical completeness obtained by students, it can be
concluded that the use of the CIRC (Cooperative Integrated

teacher. Stu listen more a
activitiess t ouse students
MII to'de anything. They are easily curious and want to
0

about taking |
creativi
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Reading and Composition) learning model can improve
students' reading comprehension skills in Indonesian language
lessons, the main material of children's story instristic
elements.

According to Siagian and Susanto (2012:##43-48) who
argue that the STAD Learning Model in#its application and
results is expected to help students wnderstand the.strengths
and potential advantages they havesthat can be deweleped. In
addition, according to Gumawan (2007), “sthe®slevel of
expectation we give students will havefa value that is directly
proportional to the achiewement ofylearning outcomes, if the
level of student expectations is_hightfor lessons it will be in
line with the increase/in achieyement and vice versa. For that
we need a Learning Model with a series of practical
approaches in learning with._the STAD Learning Model
strategy. Gunawan (2007)%said that the purpose-of learning
with the STAD \LearningyModel is_ how termake the learning
process effective, efficient,/and enjoyable.

In the application of the STAD Learning Model students
are given problem topicsithat aim to explore the students'
initial knowledge. Fromfthese problems students then propose
temporary answers (hypotheses) in accordance with their
initial knowledge. Toq_gpreve the truth of the proposed
hypothesis, students carrysout observational activities through
literature from ‘several relévant reference sources or.through
experiments. This of courseycan /provide-opportunities for
students to develop students' thinking skills optimally-.in
learning activities.

Whereas in the ‘Direct Learning Model students are more
prioritized to choose topics or themes that they will learndin-an
independent way and seek that (learning to draw conclusions
and apply it to everyday life.

According to Simbolon (2014), these regsults ingdicate that
to teach teaching materials about learning ability in'economic
lessons it is better to use a cantextual learning approach
compared to using conventional learning. This is in line with
the results of research conducted by Susamti (2002: 87-93)
entitled: Mastery of economic data in bank cal€ulations. The
results showed that there was a positive relationship between
the ability to identify economic values.

From the.description above, it can be seen that the learning
outcomes of students learning with the STAD Learning Model
are basically how to! make the learning process/ effective,
efficient, Jand' fun. Thus, /it.is clear, that-using the STAD
Learning / Madel will ‘have a better effect on' the!learning
outcomes, of /Economic/ LLearning Qutcomes, compared/ to
learning‘using the Direct Learning Model.

2)" Economic Learning Outcomes of<Students Who Have
Higher Creativity Is"Higher Than Students'Who Have Low
Creativity. The research shows that the average value of
students who have high creativity is higher than students who
have low creativity. This indicates that students who have high
creativity are better able to understand economic learning
outcomes than students who have low creativity.
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Creativity is a form of throwing messages or symbols that
inevitably will have an influence on the feedback process,
because feedback has proven that there is a guarantee that the
message has reached the listener. The importance of creativity
aswamlearning outcome is contained in one of the cross-
curriculum competencies which is part of the competency-
based curriculum “(Ratumanan, 2003), where students use
language oto. understand, develop, and create ideas and
infermation, as well as to*interact with others.

If it is relatéd™to Student learning outcomes, this research
also supports previgusgesearch stated by Dahnia (2010) which
concluded that thefe Tisi'a positive relationship between
billingual skills and creativity skillsSin class X students of
SMAN 4 Malang. Farida's research (2006) concluded that
there was a significant influencesbetweenistudents' attitudes on
peer relationships on adolescent adjustment with a
contribution 0f+49.98%, thereqwas a sigfificant influence
between interpersonal communication on. adolescent self-
adjustment with a contribution ‘of} 44.49%, there was an
influence There is a significantidifference between students'
attitudes /towards peer interaction and interpersonal
communication’ towards. adolescent adjustment with a
contribution-of 56.3%. This influence is positive because the
correlation value is _positive. Thisymeans that the better the
student's attitude towards peer_interaction and interpersonal
communication of students, it is expected that the adolescent's
adjustment will be better too, and-Viee versa.

3) There is an interaction Between learning models and
creativity in influencing student economic learning outcomes.
The results showed that there was an interaction between the
Learning Model and creativity on Student Economic Learning
Outcomes. When viewed“from the sverage student learning
outcomes in_the group of students'who have high creativity
and aregaught with the STAD léearning Model is higher than
the average learfing outcomes’of groups of students who have
high Creativity and are taught using the Direct Learning
Model. Furthermorggs~the average learning outcomes of
students in groups’of students who have low creativity and are
taught_with*the STAD Learning Model are lower than the
average learning outcomes of groups of students who have
low creativity and are taught using the Direct Learning Model.
This indicates that the average score for the group of students
who have high creativity is taught using’the STAD Learning
Model compared to using the Direct Learning Model.

So, there is anyincrease in creativity. This increase is
because students can follow learning well, where students are
able to solve/the problems posed; there is‘a Learning/Model
that can--foster<"the “enthusiasm "of students-in learning.
Meanwhile, in teaching and learning activities, both the STAD
Learning Model and the Expositorial Learning Model
Learning Model can take place interactively because of the fun
learning atmosphere where each student can work together in
solving problems.

The application of the STAD Learning Model to students
who have high creativity can explore the potential that exists
in them. With high creativity, students will find it easier to
understand and solve problems. This illustrates that students
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who have high creativity are suitable to be taught using the
STAD Learning Model. The interaction between the Learning
Model and creativity is one indication that shows that in
addition to the STAD Learning Model, the characteristics of:
students, in this case, creativity are a factor_thatwaffects
Student Economic Learning Outcomes

This is reinforced by the findipgs made by_Simbolon
(2014) in his research results. Therelis an effect oftinteraction
between students who are given contextual and, conventional
learning approaches on learning ability,in économic lessons.
Because there is an interaction between students who are
given a contextual andseonventional®learning approach to the
ability to speak the language, it'isfeontinued to test the simple
effect with the Tukey test. Ingaddition, students learn to
interact and cooperate withtheir environment, both between
students, teachers and students, and studentswwith their
surrounding environmenty in an effort to explore knowledge or
concepts from practical /material. Thus, it is hoped that
students can build and finditheir own knowledge, information
and learning sKills theymneed, where the information, skills;
knowledge and knowledge are obtained. by empowering
students to interact actively, which'is useful for'solving their
learning problems.

Based on fthis, it can be concluded that there is an
interaction between the application of the Learning Model and
the ability of students' creativity to student economic learning
outcomes. Selectiop of the right learning model is the main
key in the successfof the 1éarning process. This study proves
that the selection and application of a good and appropriate
learning model and ‘supported by_high creativity will produce
good learning outcomes so that learning objectives can be
achieved as expected. Teaching and-learning activities in class
are active and fun.

Then based on further tests,with the Scheffe testit ean be
concluded that: (1) the average Economic Learning Quicomes
of Students taught with the STAD_L earning Model and high
creativity are higher than the averagéwmEconomic Learning
Outcomes of Students taught with Direct Learning Models and
high creativity; (2) the average Economic Learning*Outeames
of Students taught with the STAD Learning Model and high
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creativity are higher than the average Economic Learning
Outcomes of Students taught with the Direct Learning Model
and low creativity; (3) the average Economic Learning
Outcomes of Students who are taught using the STAD
Eearning, Model and high creativity are higher than the
average Econemic Learning Outcomes of Students taught with
Direct Learning Medels and low creativity; (4) the average
Economicglearning Outcomes of Students taught with the
Dikect Learning Model andshigh creativity are higher than the
average Eeenomic I*earning Ouicomes of Students taught with
the STAD Learning*Model and low creativity; (5) the average
learning outcomes’” @fistudents taught by Direct Learning
Model and high creativity is.higher than the average learning
outcomes. Creativity of students taught by Direct Learning
Model and low creativity, and; (6) the average Economic
Learning Outcomes of Stwdents taught with the STAD
Learning Model and low creativityaare lowerthan the average
Economic Learning Qutcomesvof Students taught with Direct
Learning Model and low creativity.
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