CHAPTER Il

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Introduction

This chapter presents the explanation about proesdushich are taken in
this study in order to find out the answer to teeearch questions. This chapter
includes research method, research participantgjfication of terms, data

collecting techniques, and data analysis.

3.1  Research Method

This study used a qualitative approach. Qualitatesearch is considered
appropriate as this research analyzes the dataugihrabservation (video
recording).

Moreover, discourse analysis method is also corsidappropriate as this
research is concerned with the investigation td it the exchange patterns of
teacher students’ interaction. It is in accordamgéh Suherdi (2003) who
proposes that classroom discourse analysis prowed#sselected analytical tools

to find out how interaction between teacher andestis takes place in classroom.

3.2 Research Participants
The participants of this study are an English clessher and a class of
eight year students in a junior high school in Bargl This selection was based

on the reason that the eight year students arenaskto be more active during
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teaching learning process in class. The data & $tidy is expected to be

obtained from these participants.

3.3 Clarification of Terms
In order to give comprehensive understanding alloist research, this

study tries to clarify the terms which is usedhis research, as follows:

. Discourse.
Based on Ventola and Martin (Suherdi, 2003), diss®us define as one
of the three strata on the language plane in saaiataction, which is
called systemiotic approac@onsequently, discourse in this research is in
line with the definition, which is clearly explaihdoy Suherdi (2008), it is
one of the three strata on the language planectivists of cohesive and
coherence sentences creating a unit that has ctampéaning.

. Teacher-Students Interaction.
Interaction is “act on each other” (Oxford Advandszhrner’s Dictionary
Of Current English, 1974). But then, in this resbkarthe definition of
teacher-students interaction is in line with Allghtt and Bailey (1991),
which is explained as interaction between teachdrstudents that happen
in classroom involving visual and non-visual beloavi

. English Course
Based on Hornby (1974), English course is defirec aeries of lessons
or lectures on English subject. In this study, hgcourse is limited to

English lesson that happens in a classroom.
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3.4  Data Collecting Techniques

Several techniques are employed to collect the,dat follows:
observation, interview, and investigating documg@esson plan). Through this
steps, necessary information about teacher-studigetsction in English course
are expected to be obtained. Each instrument erlgl@laborated in the next

sections.

3.4.1 Observation

This study conducted observation through video nding since it would
give advantages in gaining data for classroom dissoanalysis. It is in line with
Fraenkel and Wallen (1990) who state that videoonding has several
advantages; a) the video may be replayed sevenaktib) experts or interested
others can also hear and/or see what the researocbserved and offer their
insights accordingly; ¢) a permanent record of aertkinds of behaviors is
obtained for comparison with later of different saes (p.373). This kind of
recordings could assist this study to seek fordvigliof the data transcription.

The video recording was taken with duration 70 rtesuin an EFL
classroom that consists of thirty four (34) eigbagstudents. It was taken once as
it is based on the meeting used by the teachethéotopic. The process used in
taking the observation was adopted from Suher@D€8), as the following:

» Choosing the teaching learning process that woelceborded.

* Recording the chosen teaching learning process.
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An observation guide is used as well as additiomstfument to collect the
data in observation. The observation guide consistsme situations that might

happen in the classroom. The observation guiddeaseen imppendix A.L

3.4.2 Interview

Second step of gathering data is interview. Therutwee was the
English teacher from the participants’ class. Theerview consists of eight
questions that focused on checking and supportiagdsult of data transcription
in order to get the accurate data. It is in lineghwstainback (1988, as cited in
Sugiyono, 2008, p.318) who stated that the internvig provides the researcher a
deeper understanding of the observed phenomenaniniérview questions can

be seen iMppendix A.2.

3.4.3 Document

The document (lesson plan) was taken and analyzeddier to complete
checking the result of data transcription from ebagon. This document analysis
was expected to provide additional information @signing interview as well as

in analyzing data.the lesson plan can be seAppendix B.3.

3.5 Data Analysis
As stated above, this study conducted several stepsler to provide the

data needed. The collected data was analyzed ér todjet the final result of this
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study. The process of analyzing data of this stwadg adopted from Suherdi

(2008), as follows:

. Making transcription result of the video recording.
As stated above, making the data transcription foiservation is the first
step of analyzing the data. In this step, thislytade the transcript of
the participants’ spoken language in the class. fféwescription can be
seen inAppendix B.1.

. Segmenting the data and giving participants’ signs.
In this step, the transcript of all the spoken lsage had been segmented
based on its own grammatical meaning as equallglasse, including
elliptical clause. And then, this study gives sign the speakers: T for
teacher and S1-S34 for the students that had higeadsbased on their
seats. This data can be seeAppendix C.

. Identifying function of expressions.
In this step, this study identified functions ofeey expression by
observing its meanings and intonations. And thieis, study observes the
intonation pattern and the stress at the end ofe¢héence. If decreasing, it
must be news sentence, while if increasing, it lesa question sentence.
Question sentence signed with question mark (?dudh, exclamatory
sentence signed with exclamation mark (!).This deam be seen in
Appendix C.

. Identifying duration of pauses.
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In this step, this study observes whether the turaif pauses has long
pause between the stop or it is still a seriehefgattern. If there a long
pause and the next expression was the respondet@atse, so there
should be another communicator in the slot. Theis,study connected the
slots so that the processing negotiation of thenmgafound its end. In
order to be able to see teacher-students interacbonpletely, the slots
those had different pause duration is given sigthefsilent participants
when they should answer. In this kind of pause pin¢icipants are signed
in a totality (Ss). This data can be seeAppendix C.

. Identifying exchanges.
In this step, this study identifies exchanges basedliscourse analysis
system develop by Sinclair and Coulthard (shown Figure 2.2).
However, the feature coding of transcript datatoes $tudy is only focused
on the moves that may occur in the classroom asrsihFigure 2.3and
Figure 2.4 The analysis is conducted using Suherdi’'s (20@6yified
framework analysis. Moreover, the study signedsyroptic moves that
had more than one expression in which it is accadavith Ventola's
(1988) notions of unit move and move complex. Tdasa can be seen in
Appendix C.
This study provided explanation of labels to expldlentola’s (1988)
notions of unit move and move complex, as it wasdus this research.

Every expression was given by number such as 2)),etc. And then,
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signing it with mathematical mark based on its fioxc (=) for

elaboration, (+) for extension, and (x) for enhaneast.

When all of the steps of data analysis are dors,dfudy analyzes the
exchange patterns used by the teacher to inten#ittthe students. In analyzing
the pattern, this study analyzes teacher-studemtsalyand non-verbal interaction.
Then, in analyzing it, this study uses some caterideciding the method used by
the teacher for the teaching. If the teacher dotegthe verbal interaction, then it
can be assumed that the teacher tend to do legturitine teaching (Hills, 1979).
In elicitation, two-third portion of verbal inter@n is done by teacher (Flander,
1970). And in discussion, teacher’s verbal inteoacis one-third of the verbal

interaction portion (Dillon, 1994).
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