CHAPTER 111

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This chapter elaborates the methodology of theareke This chapter
consists of the research design, research queséisearch instruments and data
collection methods which consist of observation andrview. This chapter also

elaborates data analysis methods.

3.1. Research Question
The study attempted to provide an answer towardn#exls of various
interaction patterns in EFL classroom. It was dedied further into the following
research questions.
1. What are the patterns of EFL classroom interactitat appear in Team
Teaching model?
2. To what category of team teaching model do thesobesn interaction

patterns appear?

3.2.  Research Design

In relevant with the research questions, this studys guided by
pedagogical microscope in systemiotic approachceSthis study was aimed to
reveal the patterns of classroom interaction, pegiagl microscope instrument
was an ideal guiding framework as it was definetbgstemiotic approach toward
classroom discourse analysis’ (Suherdi, 2009:5).

As one of traditions in interaction analysis, Digs® Analysis tradition

makes use of qualitative method whereas it studiassroom transcripts and
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assign utterance to predetermined categories (BEH¥g:566). One of qualitative
method characters is exploring people’s life his®wror everyday behavior
(Silverman, 2005:6) which suited with the naturetlo study. Allwright and
Bailey (1991:2) stated that the only object wortbfyinvestigation inside the

classroom is classroom interaction.

3.3. Siteand Participants

The participants of this study were the second eysadf Ar-Rafi Islamic
Elementary School and two classroom teachers, éeachmber one had diploma
one degree from UHAMKA majoring kindergarten edumatand teacher number
two had S1 degree from UNINUS majoring math. Theoed grade was chosen
based on the policy of the school official afteatieg brief information on the
research’s purposes. Moreover, after trying tgopse in conducting the same
study in other several schools, Ar-Rafi was the and only institution that
willing to participate at that time. This institati have implemented team
teaching model in regard to the institution polinygrouping their students for
each fourteen students guided by a teacher wharelass consists of twenty four
students and also a teacher to take care of thenmedia equipments. Thus, the
school was chosen due to it was the only one tlest been consistently

implementing team teaching and the only one whiahk willing to be observed.

3.4. DataCollection Method
In order to gain the necessary data in answeriagdablearch questions, the

present research was done with the help of theoviiilg data collection
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techniques, they were observation, which consistvigleo recording and
classroom observation, and guided interview. Wtk guideline for analyzing
the patterns of classroom was pedagogical micr@sstgirument (Suherdi, 2009)
and the guideline in finding out the team teachmgdel were the categories of

team teaching by Goetz (2000)

3.4.1. Observation

Observation is an action derives based on one’smstahding on theories
related to the research (Syamsuddin & DamaiantiQ7ZB7). Classroom
observation research could be simply understoothasstudy of investigating
what was happening inside the classroom (Allwrigind Bailey 1991:2).
Allwright and Bailey (1991) also stated that “classm interaction was the only
object that worthy of investigation”.

The importance of doing observation in this reseasadue to observe tacit
understanding, theory in use and participant vi@mntpof which is not reveal
during interview (Al Wasilah, 2006:155). Since thesearcher acts as a direct
observer, his job is just watching rather thanrtglpart.

Observation was conducted in the two different sdagraders classrooms
to observe the patterns of classroom interactiah Bgam Teaching model. The
data gained through video recording. Video recaydsa type of data collection
method in qualitative research. Although in thesearch video data was very
attractive, it was very complex since both trangain and analysis were difficult

than was the case of audio data (Silverman 200516@®) reason of difficulties on
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analyzing video came from the nature of video réedrdata which was taking the
researcher into accessing so many cues (Silver®@: 27).

However, as the main focus of the video recordmthis research was to
find out the patterns of classroom interactioneanh teaching model and the type
of team teaching model used by the teachers, the was narrowed to it. Thus,
video recording was the instrument to answer besearch questions in this
research which was finding out what patterns adsti@om interaction occurred in
the team teaching classroom and also to find outtwkeam teaching model
which was adapted by the classroom’s teachers.

The recording was done two times, the first recaydivas done on 13
March 2010 and the second recording was done BmApgil 2010. There wasn't
any time limitation in the recording; it was mainbn the basis of complete
recording from the beginning of the activity urttie end. This observation was

done to answer both research questions

3.4.2. Interview

Interview was done in gaining the necessary dassirdgwith the research
(Alwasilah, 2006:191). Alwasilah (2006:154) alsatetl that interview was done
to gain in-depth information that couldn’t be asmssthrough observation. Indeed
in this research, interview was the research ingnt that convincing the
researcher on the validity of classroom observation

Interview used in this study did not only gain imf@mtion but also to
verify the impressions the researcher gained iremfasion. The interview was

needed also to answer both of research questionslyndo verify the finding of
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classroom interaction patterns from observation tanéind out the category of
team teaching model that appear in particular lagscoom interaction patterns.

In answering the first research question, the vwgr was guided by the
principle of classroom interaction patterns prodidgy Ellis (1997) and Rahayu
(2007) (see chapter II) added with the categorfaateraction analysis provided
by Flanders cited in Inamullah (2005) while in apswg the second research
guestion, The questions were designed based oohtdracters of team teaching
provided by Goets (2000) . The interview was tageorded and transcribed. It
was done to make ease the process of data andlysisnterview was done two
times, the first was done on the"™28pril 2010 and the second was done on the 8
of June 2010. The first and the second interviewewdone in form audio tape

format.

3.5, DataAnalysis Method

The data analysis was conducted to get the ansofetbe research
questions. It is in the form of research finding.this study, all the gained data
from the three data collection instruments werelyaea gradually by using

pedagogical microscopic as the analysis instrument.

3.5.1. Datafrom observation
Data from observation is in form of recorded atyiviThe recorded data
was gained through filming the teaching and leayrpnocess from preparation

phase until the evaluation phase by using Sony yhaagh. After gaining the
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recorded data, it was transcribed in form of trapson to make ease the next
analysis.

The transcription was analyzed in pedagogical rsmwpe analysis
(Suherdi, 2009) through categorizing the excharageks counting the percentage
of the emergence of every category. The instrumestd in the process of
analyzing the patterns of classroom interactionewibe categories of exchanges
from Suherdi (2009) as follow;

1. Knowledge discourse
2. Action Discourse
3. Skill Discourse
All of the categories followed by at least six maé categories as shown in the

following table.

New
No Meanin
Code &
1 i Teacher gives explaination/student answer the teacher
actual question

Q’ . .

o 2 TB T gives actual question

2

(S]

x

[NN]

L 3 TU T gives display question

ks

3

N 4 Kal Teacher/student comments on JL

5 Kak Teacher/student comments on Kal

c &
S m 6 TA Teacher gives action example/student do an action
g g based on teacher instruction.

w
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Teacher asks students do a non scored action/student
7 MA do action based on teacher instruction/student asks
teacher to give example of an action

8 SA Teacher asks student to do an action

KaA Teacher/student comment on TA

Action Exchange
(o]

10 KaKa | Coments on action comment

Teacher gives example of language
11 TK communication/student do language communication
based in teacher’s request.

Teacher asks student do non scored language
communication/student do language communication on
teacher instruction/student asks teacher to give an
example of language communication

13 SK Teacher asks student to do action

14 KaTk | Teacher/students comment on TK

12 MK

Skill Exchange

15 | KaKtk | Commnet on comment on KaTK
Figure 3.1
The categories of utterance in classroom interaction analysis
(from Suherdi, 2009 : 35 - 75)

All of the categories above are used to symbolize ttterances or
exchanges from the video transcription. The symbwisre counted and
percentage to find out the tendency of particulahanges. It was done due to
find out the teachers’ belief to the classroomelevance with the implementation
of certain patterns of classroom interaction. Agaming the percentage, the final
conclusion of what were the patterns of classromeraction was drawn based on
theories provided in chapter 1.

The recorded classroom activity also answered theorsl research
question. The recorded data was observed agaimatahed it with the field note

done by the researcher during the observation. Betmecorded data and the note
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lead to the conclusion of what model of team teaghised in the classroom. The
instruments in finding out the team teaching madel provided by Goetz (2000)
in two categories, the first category of team t&aghmodel which involve more
than one teacher in the classroom are ;

- Traditional Team Teaching,

« Collaborative Teaching

« Complimentary / Supportive Team Teaching

« Parallel Instruction

+ _Differentiated Split Class

« Monitoring Teacher

While for the second category of team teaching hictv the instructors work

together but do nonecessarily neither teach the same groups of stsidsor
necessarily teach at the same time consist of different forms, according to

Goetz (2000) they are;

The team members meet to share ideas and resdwicdgey function

independently.

« The teams of teachers sharing a common resourd¢ercémthis form,
teachers instruct classes independently, but stes®urce materials
such as lesson plans, supplementary textbooksxandise problems.

« The team in which members share a common grouguoests and

plans for instruction but teach different sub-grewpithin the whole

group.

« One individual plans the instructional activities the entire team.
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« The team members share planning, but each instrtedches his/her

own specialized skills area to the whole grouptofients.

3.5.2. Datafrom interview

Interview used to gain information on the patteshslassroom interaction
and team teaching model. Interview was done throxgibe recording by using
hand phone as the media. After gaining the recoddgal, it was then transcribed
into written form and then categorized them by gspedagogical microscope
analysis in finding out the classroom interactioattgrns and team teaching

categories in finding the team teaching model.

3.6. Summary of Chapter ||

This chapter discussed how the researcher condtleeesearch in order
to answer the research questions which consists#farch design that explain on
what method that appropriate with the researchanahat basis, the site and the
participants involving in the research and how tfeta was collected and

analyzed.
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