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CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY 

 

This chapter elaborates how the study is conducted. It includes the design of 

the study, time and place of the study, data and data source, data collection 

technique, and data analysis method. 

3.1.Design of the Study 

The focus of this study is to gain in-depth understanding of the learning 

tasks which accommodate cognitive, psychomotor, and affective domains of 

the VII graders in SMPN 7 Jakarta. Since the study is bounded by particular 

place and time, case study is chosen as the method of this study. As defined by 

Creswell (2007) case study is an approach which explores a case in particular 

time and place to gain in-depth understanding of the data. Creswell view is 

strengthened by Burns (2000, p.460) that case study is “a method that is used 

to gain in-depth understanding of the subject and its focus on the process and 

discovery from the subject being researched”. 

 

3.2.The Case 

The case in this study refers to the context in which the study was 

conducted. The study was conducted by collecting the data from two teachers 

in a junior high school in East Jakarta. Teacher 1 has been experienced for 22 

years. For 20 years, she worked as a kindergarten teacher. Teacher 2 also has a 
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quite long experience as a teacher. For 16 years, she worked as an English 

teacher in junior high school level. Both teachers joined the training about the 

2013 Curriculum. Teacher 1 joined this training once and teacher 2 joined this 

training twice. 

The school where the data was collected is a school located in East 

Jakarta and categorized as Sekolah Standar Nasional (SSN). The school 

consists of 24 classes. Each class consists of 35 students. Because of the total 

number of the rooms and the students are unbalanced, the teaching and 

learning activity were divided into two shifts. VIII and IX grader students 

learned in the morning meanwhile the VII grader students learned in the 

afternoon. The students being observed in this study were VII grader students. 

The total class being observed in this study was 6 classes. 

 

3.3.Time and Place of the Study 

This study was conducted at grade VII students of SMPN 7 Jakarta, Jl. 

Balai Rakyat, Kel. Utan Kayu Utara, Matraman, Jakarta Timur. The study was 

conducted from October until November 2014. 

 

3.4.Data and Data Sources 

Below are the data and the data sources of the study: 

3.4.1. Data 

The main data of this study was the learning tasks that students do 

during the teaching and learning process as noted from the observation 
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and the transcription of the recorded classroom activities that were 

collected to see how the tasks are given to the students. The supporting 

data was the content of lesson plans, teaching materials, and the 

transcription of the teachers answer based on the interviews. 

 

3.4.2. Data Sources 

The sources of the data in this study were the learning materials: audios, 

written texts, and short videos, the English teachers, the students, and 

the lesson plans. 

 

3.5.Data Collection Techniques 

Creswell (2007, p.73) proposed that in case study the data is collected 

through several sources such as “observations, interviews, audio-visual 

material, documents, and report”. Similarly, Burns (2000, p.467) proposed 

three data sources in case study namely “documents”, “interviews”, and 

“participant and non-participant observation”. In this study, the data were 

collected through: classroom observation, document collection, and interview. 

Multiple data collections were used to get data triangulation. 

Triangulation was used in order to improve the validity of the data. 

Triangulation refers to “the use of two or more methods of data collection in 

the study of some aspect of human behaviour” (Burns: 2000, p.419). 

The steps employed by the researcher to collect the data: 
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1. Observation 

Classroom observation was focused on how the tasks provided by the 

teacher can accommodate the students’ cognitive, psychomotor, and 

affective domains of learning. When observing the classroom activity, the 

researcher sat at the back of the classroom and recorded the classroom 

activity using a camera. In order to get the data as natural as possible, the 

researcher played role as the non-participant observer where the observer 

is not a part of the observed situation. 

 

2. Document Collection 

The documents that were collected in this study were the lesson plans and 

teaching materials used by the teachers. The documents were collected to 

support the main data gained from the observation. 

 

3. Interview 

The data gained from the interview was used to support the data gained 

from the observation and document collection. The interview was 

conducted after the researcher finished collecting the data. The teachers 

were interviewed regarding their opinion about 2013 Curriculum, their 

understanding of 2013 Curriculum demand that is the integration of 

affective, cognitive, and skill domains, and how they execute it in 

practice. The interview was recorded using voice recorder. 
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3.6.Data Analysis Procedures 

The data which were collected previously was analysed into two 

groups. The data from classroom observation was analysed based on the three 

taxonomies (Cognitive, Psychomotor, and Affective), whereas the data from 

document collection and interview were used to strengthen and cross-check 

the data gained in the classroom observation. Below are the steps of analysing 

the data in this study: 

1. Noting the given tasks in the classroom. 

2. Transcribing the dialogues between the teachers and the students during 

the teaching and learning process. 

 
Table 3.1. Observation Transcription 

 

3. Categorizing the tasks in each meeting using task analysis framework 

(QALLT). 
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Table 3.2. Tasks Analysis based on Task Analysis Framework 

 

4. Analysing the tasks accommodate to the Cognitive domain by using 

Revised Bloom’s Taxonomy. 

 
Table 3.3. Tasks Analysis based on Cognitive Domain 
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5. Analysing the tasks accommodate to the Psychomotor domain by using 

Simpson’s Psychomotor Domain. 

 
Table 3.4. Tasks Analysis based on Psychomotor Domain 

 

6. Analysing the tasks accommodate to the Affective domain by using 

Affective Domain Taxonomy. 

 
Table 3.5. Tasks Analysis based on Affective Domain 
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7. Interpreting the data analysis result from the tasks analysis. 

8. Identifying the statements in the lesson plans and teaching materials to 

support the findings from tasks analysis. 

9. Transcribing the teachers’ interview as an additional supporting data to 

strengthen the findings from tasks analysis and to find out the teachers 

background. 

10. Presenting the findings. 

11. Drawing conclusions. 


