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Evaluation of Gateball National Championship in 2022
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Abstracts: Gateball is a sport developed after World War Il. It is a combination of golf and cricket. In Indonesia, the
national gateball championship is one of the annual programs that aims to build and improve gateball performance
among sportsmen. As the number of gateball fans in Indonesia increases, it is necessary to evaluate to increase public
trust and provide information to gateball organizations in Indonesia. The main purpose of this study was to evaluate the
national gateball championship. This research uses qualitative and evaluation techniques using Context, Input, Process
and Product (CIPP) methods with a descriptive approach. Data collection method used triangulation (questionnaire,
interview, and observation). We used a random sampling method. Study population covered 32 provinces, involving 515
respondents representing all provinces in Indonesia. In this study we found (1) context evaluation: national
championships need to be expanded in order to create young athlete seeds, (2) input evaluation: participants,
organization, financing, and committee have not been carried out properly and need to be improved in accordance with
the development of gateball competitions, (3) process evaluation: sports competition regulations must always be updated
in accordance with the development of gateball in Indonesia, and (4) Product evaluation: there is an increase in the
number of participants and high public interest in organizing national competitions every year. Athletes competing in
national gateball championships focus on the achievements obtained by athletes at both the regional and national levels.
In addition, media support as a means of publication and promotion of sports to the public needs to be expanded.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Indonesian national sports system is a whole aspect of sports that is interrelated in a planned, systematic,
integrated, and sustainable manner as a whole. The national sports system includes regulation, education, training,
management, coaching, development, and supervision to achieve national sports goals (Law of the Republic of
Indonesia Number 3 of 2005, Chapter | Article 1 paragraph 3)[1]. Sports competitions can improve community
development of economics, health, and achievements [2][3]. Sports competitions start at regional, national, and
international levels [4][5]. Sports competitions have a positive social impact, attracting global attention, both
regional, national, and international sports matches [6][7][8]. Sports petition is one of the benchmarks for the
success of sports coaching [9]. Through a good match system and organization will support the development of
sports achievements [10][11].

Talent development in sports is holistic with a Long-Term Athlete Development (LTAD) system. This pattern will
help athletes achieve the best performance contained in training planning according to anatomical, musculoskeletal,
hormonal, and neurological development [9][12][13][14]. In sports, one of the goals of championships is to see the
results of the coaching that has been done and provide competitive experience. Evaluation is activity of collecting
information to assess tools, methods, and results that can be used as parameters and references in a better
direction [15][16]. Evaluation is carried out to determine the extent to which an activity achieves a goal and target
that has been set, provides information, recommendations for decision making that is carried out systematically
[17][18]. It aims to see the success rate of an activity [19]. The information can improve performance, find current
problems, and increase productivity [20][21][22]. The evaluation results are independent, scientific evidence that
can be used as a reference in better policy making [23][24].
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Gateball is developed after World War 1l. Gateball, which was first coined by Eiji Suzuki in Hokkaido Japan in
1947, is a modification of the Croquet game originating from the European continent, some information says it
comes from France, but some say it comes from England.

It is a combination of golf and cricket [25]. The gateball is played by two teams and each team consists of five
people [26]. The equipment used is gateball a wooden hammer, a ball with a field width of 15 meters and a length of
20 meters. Gateball games aim to score points and prevent opponents from scoring points [27]. Gateball has been
played in more than 49 countries and every 4 (four) years a world championship is held organized by WGU or
World Gateball Union [28].

The management of gateball in Indonesia is organized through the Executive Board or PB Gateball Indonesia
which is incorporated into the Indonesian National Sports Committee (KONI) which is tasked with helping the
government to develop sports both in the city center and in the regions. In Indonesia, the national gateball
championship is one of the annual programs that aims to build and improve gateball performance. This
championship was attended by 32 provinces with 300 athletes ranging in age from 16 years to 19 years.

2. Purpose of the study

As the number of gateball fans in Indonesia increases, it is necessary to evaluate to increase public trust and
provide information to gateball organizations in Indonesia. Therefore, the purpose of this study is to evaluate the
national gateball championship using qualitative and evaluation techniques using the Context, Input, Process and
Product (CIPP) method with a descriptive approach to describe the conditions in the field.

3. Material & methods

This research is evaluation research with a descriptive approach method to describe problems that occur
through the investigation of athletes, coaches, organizations. The evaluation in this study used the CIPP method.
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CIPP Evaluation Design [29]

The following is an explanation of the design and grouping used in this study:
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Evaluators identify local and central government policies to
determine the strengths and obstacles that exist

Evaluators conduct needs assessment using sampling methods, interviews,
guestionnaires, questionnaires, and documentation in looking at human
resources, infrastructure, required budgets and regulations

Evaluators provide an assessment of the results of the implementation that
have been implemented and what components need to be improved

Evaluators provide new recommendations for the gateball national
championship to be modified, continued, or dismissed

il

4. RESULT
4.1. CONTEXT EVALUATION

Context evaluation is an overview of the needs of the national championship, clarity about the policy of the
Gateball National Championship, including its purpose, goals, and objectives. Context evaluation includes: 1) legal
basis and government policy, 2) objectives and 3) objectives. The results are presented below in Table 1.

Value Frequency Percentage Category
5 204 39,61% Very Good
4 125 24,27% Good

3 90 17,48% Fair

2 53 10,29% Poor

1 43 8,35% Bad

Total 515 100,00

Meanwhile, a diagram showing the results of sub focus data from context evaluation is shown in figure 3 below:

Sub Context Program Evaluation Results

<\

<«

m VeryGood = Good = Fair = Poor = Bad
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Based on table 1 and figure 3 above, the results of the context evaluation sub-focus include three things: 1) legal
basis and government policy, 2) goals and objectives, and 3) objectives. Of the 515 respondents, 204 respondents
(39.61%) stated very good, 125 respondents (24.27%) stated good, 90 respondents (17.48%) stated quite good, 53
respondents (10.29%) stated not good, and 43 respondents (8.35%) stated not
good. Thus, overall, the program's evaluation sub context, which includes three factors, is categorized as excellent.

After determining the results of data calculations using a quantitative approach, the next step is to check data
based on the results of documents and interviews. The results of quantitative calculations are checked for the
validity of the data in accordance with the results of the study documents and the results of interviews or not. The
results of the document study and the results of the interview are presented in detail according to the indicators to
obtain the correct data.

4.2.Input Evaluation

The next evaluation of the gateball national championship implementation is the evaluation of input by identifying
objective conditions of resource support that support the implementation of the national championship program.
The sub-focus of input evaluation includes four factors: 1) participants, 2) implementation, 3) financing, and 4)
committee. The results are presented in the following table.

Value Frequency Percentage Category
5 171 33,20% Very Good
4 88 17,09% Good

3 84 16,31% Fair

2 112 21,75% Poor

1 60 11,65% Bad

Total 515 100,00%

Sub Input Program Evaluation Result

112

m Very Good = Good Fair Poor = Bad

Table 2 and the diagram results in figure 4 showed, sub-input evaluation includes four factors: 1) participants, 2)
implementation, 3) financing, and 4) committee. Of the 515 respondents, 171 respondents (33.20%) stated very
good, 88 respondents (17.09%) stated good, 84 respondents (16.31%) stated quite good, 112 respondents
(21.75%) stated not good, and 60 respondents (11.65%) stated not good. Thus, it can be concluded that the sub
input program can be categorized as good.
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4.3.Process Evaluation

The evaluation process includes the stages of competition rules, implementation, participation rate and public
interest, the role of the media in publications as an effort to promote sports to the public and the emergence of
potential athletes from the public. The sub-focus of process evaluation includes four factors: 1) competition rules
and 2) implementation. 3) the level of community participation and interest, and 4) the level of emergence of
potential athletes from the community. The results are presented in Table 3 below.

Value Frequency Percentage Category
5 131 25,44% Very Good
4 109 21,17% Good

3 135 26,21% Fair

2 89 17,28% Poor

1 51 9,90% Bad

Total 515 100,00

Sub Process Program Evaluation Results

Based on Table 3 and Figure 5 the pie chart shows the results of the sub-focus of process evaluation covering
four factors: 1) competition rules, 2) implementation, 3) level of participation and public interest, and 4) emergence
of potential athletes from the community. The results of the evaluation process of 515 respondents stated that 131
respondents (25.44%) stated very good, 109 respondents (21.17%) stated very good, 135 respondents (26.21%)
stated quite good, 89 respondents (17.28%) stated not good, and 51 respondents (9.90%) stated not good. Thus,
the results of the subprocess program evaluation are categorized as good. The results of the study of documents
and interviews are presented in detail in accordance with the indicators of obtaining the correct data. Sub-indicators
in the evaluation process are categorized as good.

4.4.Product Evaluation

Product evaluations describe and detail environmental needs, namely the level of participation and public
interest, the role of the media in the publication and promotion of sports to the public, and the emergence of
potential athletes from society. The results are presented in Table 4 below:
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Value Frequency Percentage Category
5 102 19,81% Very Good
4 183 35,53% Good

3 111 21,55% Fair

2 76 14,76% Poor

1 43 8,35% Bad

Total 515 100,00

Sub Product Program Evaluation Results

111

183

m Very Good Good Fair Poor m Bad

As shown in Table 4 and Figure 6, the sub focus data of product evaluation include three factors: 1) clarification
on the level of participation and public interest, 2) the role of the media in the publication and promotion of sports to
the public, and 3) the emergence of potential athletes from the public. The evaluation results of 515 respondents
showed that 102 respondents (19.81%) stated very good, 183 respondents (35.53%) stated good, 111 respondents
(21.55%) stated sufficient, 76 respondents (14.76%) stated good. bad, and 43 respondents (8.35%) indicated not
good. Therefore, the results of sub-focus product evaluation data include three factors that are categorized as good.

5. DISCUSSION

This study focused on the evaluation of the implementation of the gateball national championship 2022 using the
CIPP evaluation model approach (consisting of Context, Input, Process, and Product) components. In the context
component, the sub-focus includes three factors: 1) legal foundations and government policies, 2) goals and
objectives, and 3) objectives. The input component includes four factors: 1) participants, 2) implementation, 3)
financing, and 4) committee. Process components for sub-focus include: 1) the rules of the sports
match/competition and 2) its implementation. While the product components for the sub-focus include three factors:
1) the level of participation and public interest, 2) the role of the media in the publication and promotion of sports to
the public, and 3) the emergence of potential athletes from the community.

Context evaluation includes three factors: 1) the legal basis and government policy, 2) goals and objectives, and
3) targets. Respondents who rated the program as good and very good as many as 515 respondents (81.12%);
Thus, overall program evaluation of sub contexts can be categorized as good. The purpose of the national
championship evaluation is to provide subsequent policy recommendations. In addition, in the evaluation of inputs
which include four factors, namely 1) participants, 2) implementation, 3) financing, and 4) committee, although there
are 172 respondents (33.40%) who think negatively, more than half of respondents still think positively. In total, 343
respondents (66.60%) thought this national championship was good or very good; Thus, the results of the
evaluation of program sub inputs can be categorized as good.
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In the evaluation process which includes four factors, namely 1) match rules, 2) implementation, 3) level of
public participation and interest, and 4) the emergence of potential sportsmen from the community, respondents
who rated the national championship in the category of poor 140 respondents (27.18%). However, there were
positive opinions from 375 respondents (72.82%) thus, the results of the evaluation of the gateball national
championship subprocess can be categorized as good.

The evaluation product includes three factors, namely 1) clarity about the level of participation and public
interest, 2) the role of the media in the publication and promotion of sports to the public, and 3) the emergence of
potential athletes from the public. 119 respondents (23.11%) think that it is not good or not good. As many as 396
respondents (76.89) said the national championship is good. Thus, the results of product evaluation can be
categorized as good.

CONCLUSIONS

From the evaluation results of the gateball national championship from the aspect of competition regulations, the
achievements are quite good and accountable. The selection of the National Gateball Championship is based on
the achievements obtained by athletes at both the regional and national levels. The national gateball championship
is expected to continue on a regular basis.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank all respondents who participated in this study.
FUNDING

This study was not supported by any funding from individual or organization/s
AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND MATERIALS

All data is retained by the lead author and available on request
CONFLICT OF INTEREST

All authors declare no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES

[1] The president of republic of Indonesia, Undang-Undang Republik Indonesia Nomor 3 Tahun 2005 Tentang Sistem Keolahragaan Nasional.
2005. [Online]. Available: https://jdih.kemenkeu.go.id/fulltext/2005/3TAHUN2005UU.htm

[2] S. S. Gratton C, Dobson N, “The economic importance of major sports events: A case-study of six events,” Manag. Leis., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 17—
28, 2000, doi: . https://doi.org/10.1080/136067100375713.

[3] H. W. Tien, C., Lo, H.C., Lin, “The economic benefits of mega events: A myth or a reality? A longitudinal study on the Olympic Games,” J.
Sport Manag., vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 11-23, 2011.

[4] I. M. McGarry, T., Anderson, D. I., Wallace, S. A., Hughes, M. D., & Franks, “Sport competition as a dynamical self-organizing system,” J.
Sports Sci., vol. 20, no. 10, pp. 771-781, 2002, doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/026404102320675620.

[5] C. Ibanez, Competition Law and Sports Governance: Disentangling a Complex Relationship. 2022. [Online]. Available:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=4130043 or http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4130043

[6] H. Khodr, “Exploring the driving factors behind the event strategy in Qatar,” Int. J. Event Festiv. Manag., vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 81-100, 2012, doi:
https://doi.org/10.1108/17582951211210951.

[7] S. Henderson, J.C., Foo, K., Lim, H., Yip, “Sports events and tourism: the Singapore Formula One Grand Prix,” Int. J. Event Festiv. Manag.,
vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 60-73, 2010, doi: https://doi.org/10.13128/formare-23109.

[8] T. Pianese, “Interpreting sports events from a resource-based view perspective,” Int. J. Sport. Mark. Spons., vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 240-261,
2021, doi: . https://doi.org/10.1108/ijsms-09-2019-0095.

[9] M. Bailey, R. P., Collins, D., Ford, P. A., MacNamara, A’., Pearce, G., & Toms, “Participant development in sport: An academic literature
review. Commissioned report for Sports Coach UK,” Leeds: Sports Coach UK, 2010. http://www.sportni.net/wp-

1520



International Journal of Membrane Science and Technology, 2023, Vol. 10, No. 2, pp 1514-1521

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]

(18]

[19]
[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

content/uploads/2014/06/ParticipantDevelopmentinSport.pdf.

M. M. Shehu, J., & Mokgwathi, “A discourse analysis of the National Sport and Recreation Policy for Botswana,” Sport. Educ. Soc., vol. 12,
no. 2, pp. 193-210, 2007, doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/13573320701287544.

L. Cserhati, G., & Szabd, “The relationship between success criteria and success factors in organisational event projects,” Int. J. Proj.
Manag., vol. 32, no. 4, pp. 613-624, 2014, doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2013.08.008.

A. Balyi, |, & Hamilton, “Long-Term Athlete Development: Trainability in children and adolescents. Windows of opportunity. Optimal
trainability. Victoria,” Natl. Coach. Inst. Br. Columbia Adv. Train. Perform. Ltd, 2004.

0. Malina, R. M., Bouchard, C., & Bar-Or, Growth, maturation, and physical activity. Champaign, IL: Human Kinetics.

J. Tihanyi, Long term planning for young athletes: An overview of the influences of growth, maturation, and development. Sudbury, ONT:
Laurentian University, 1990.

R. C. Sonnichsen, High Impact Internal Evaluation: A Practitioner’s Guide to Evaluating and Consulting Inside Organizations. London:
SAGE, 2000.

R. Whitley, The Intellectual and Social Organization of the Science. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000.

F. Hakan, K., & Seval, “CIPP evaluation model scale: Development, reliability and validity,” Procedia-Social Behav. Sci., vol. 15, no. 1, pp.
592-299, 2010, doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.03.146.

A. M. Montero, “Sports training in ancient Greece and its supposed modernity,” J. Hum. Sport Exerc., vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 163-176, 2020, doi:
https://doi.org/10.14198/jhse.2020.151.15.

D. Borg, W. R., & Gall, Educational Research. Longman, 1983.

B. R. Martin, The Changing Social Contract for Science and the Evolution of the University’, in A. Geuna, A. J. Salter and W. E. Steinmueller
(eds) Science and Innovation: Rethinking the Rationales for Funding and Governance. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing, 2003.

L. Giunti, C., Naldini, M., & Orlandini, “Professional development to support teaching innovation. The experiences of the schools leading the
Avanguardie Educative Movement,” Open J. Per La Form. Rete, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 103-115, 2018, doi: https://doi.org/10.13128/formare-
23109.

O. M. Rawashdeh, M., Aimasarweh, M.S., Alhyasat, E.B., Rawashdeh, “The relationship between the quality knowledge management and
organizational performance via the mediating role of organizational learning,” Int. J. Qual. Res., vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 373-386, 2021, doi: .
https://doi.org/10.24874/1JQR15.02-01.

P. Pirmin, Bundi., & Trein, Evaluation use and learning in public policy. Policy Science. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-
022-09462-6

K. Kaplanidou, K., Kerwin, S., & Karadakis, “Understanding sport event success: exploring perceptions of sport event consumers and event
providers,” J. Sport Tour., vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 137-159, 2013, doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/14775085.2013.861358.

K. A. Kalab, “Playing gateball: A game of the Japanese elderly,” J. Aging Stud., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 23-40, 1992, [Online]. Available:
https://doi.org/10.1016/0890-4065(92)90025-2

B. Simorangkir, W.P,, Irfan, M., Valianto, “Proceedings of the 6th Annual International Seminar on Transformative Education and Educational
Leadership (AISTEEL 2021),” Adv. Soc. Sci. Educ. Humanit. Res., p. 591, 2021, doi: https://doi.org/10.2991/assehr.k.211110.064.

C. T. Hsu, C. C., Sandford, B., Ling, C. J., & Lin, “Can the Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology (UTAUT) Help Explain
Subjective Well-Being in Senior Citizens due to Gateball Participation?,” Int. J. Environ. Res. public Heal., vol. 18, no. 7, 2021, doi:
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18179015.

T. R. Almeida, “Gateball: jogo, cultura e identidade niponica no Parque Farroupilha. Saldo de iniciagdo Cientifica,” Livro de resumos. Porto
Alegre: UFRGS, 2003.

Y. Kang, “Indoor Gateball’s Influence on Life Satisfaction and the Prevention of Falls by the Elderly.,” 2014, vol. 2, no. 6, pp. 1885-1889,
2016, doi: https://doi.org/10.1589/jpts.26.1885

DOI: https://doi.org/10.15379/ijmst.v10i2.1551

This is an open access article licensed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/), which permits unrestricted, non-commercial use, distribution and reproduction in any medium,
provided the work is properly cited.

1521


mailto:https://doi.org/10.15379/ijmst.v10i3.1470

