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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHOD 

This chapter discusses the area of the study that will be covered in some 

headings (A) Approach and Research Design, (B) Researcher Presence, (C) Research 

Location, (D) Data and Source Data, (E) Research Instrument, (F) Data Collection 

Technique, (G) Data Analysis Technique, and (H) Checking Validity of Findings 

A. Approach and Research Design 

The design of this study was descriptive-qualitative research. The description 

was about dicator of language 

learning in PPL 1 class. Descriptive research is research that is done by explaining or 

describing the variable in the past and now.25 

Qualitative approach design is aimed to examine the phenomenon as it is in a 

rich detail.26 This research uses qualitative approach in the way of collecting and 

analyzing the data. Qualitative method is chosen in this research, since this is a study 

ability is an abstract thing that can be measured and approached only by 

using qualitative method. This research used qualitative method, especially 

descriptive method. 

                                                           
25 Suharsimi Arikanto, procedure penelitian: Suatu Pendekatan Praktik, (Jakarta: PT. Rineka Citra, 
2006), Rev. VI, p.10 
26 Donald Ary, Introduction to Research in Education 8th Edition (Canada: Cengage Learning, Nelson 

Education, 2010), 25. 
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The design of this research was document research, because the researcher did 

not do any kind of field study such as observation, interview and so on. The 

researcher, in collecting the data used the documents in form  of 

(RPP). 

B. Researcher Presence 

In this research the researcher was as instrument of the research as well as 

data collector. To this purpose researcher took lesson plan that made by students of 

PPL 1 class at English Education Department in collecting the data through 

instrument and the researcher also made an interview to interview students about 

develop indicator of lesson plan. When the researcher took 

interviews the students, the researcher introduced her presence to the students in order 

to know that the researcher did research about students  

C. Research Location 

The subject of this study was the students in C class of PPL 1 class of English 

education department UIN Sunan Ampel Surabaya, because this class had thirteen 

students, until this class more. Also the lecturer that teach in this class always give 

suggestion or feedback after every students practice teaching and the lecture ask what 

is revised by students should be implemented in the next circle. 

The location where this research conducted was in UIN of Sunan Ampel, 

which located in Surabaya, Ahmad Yani street no. 117, East Java. UIN of Sunan 
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Ampel. It was the only state Islamic university in Surabaya and a university that has 

an English education department. 

D. Data and Source of Data 

To answer the problems in this research, there were two types of data; the first 

was primary data and the second was secondary data. Those data will be explained in 

detail below: 

1. Types of Data 

a. Primary Data 

lesson plan (RPP) of PPL 1 class at English Education Department of 

UINSA Surabaya. 

b. Secondary Data 

The secondary data of this research is the data got from some students 

from the students taken PPL 1 class. The researcher give open-ended 

questionnaire for some students of PPL 1 class at English Education 

Department of UINSA Surabaya, it can help researcher to support the 

data from doing open-ended question. 

2. Source of Data 

The sources of both primary and secondary data are 

plan and interview the students with some question that is given to the students of 
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PPL 1 class at English Education Department of UINSA Surabaya. Here, the 

ator. The researcher is also interview the 

students of PPL 1 class of English Education Department at UINSA Surabaya to 

 

E. Research Instrument 

In conducting this research, the researcher uses some instruments. Those 

instruments are:  

1. .  

As this research conducted in 1 times, that when the students were asked to 

make Lesson Plan (RPP) by the teacher to try become as teacher in middle 

test. 

The lesson plan used grading rubric to give some criteria in measuring the 

ability of students in developing indicator of lesson plan. The table below is 

the grading rubric that will be used to analyze this data by the researcher: 

Table 2:  indicator of lesson plan 

No Assessment Items  Checklist 
1.  Based on the level of development of thinking learners (according to 

level of taxonomy bloom) 
 

a. Poor (indicator arranged without concerning development of 
thinking learners) 

 

b. Fair (indicator arranged less accordance with the development of 
thinking learners level) 

 

c. Good (indicator arranged in accordance with the development of  
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thinking learners level) 
2 Related to standard competence and basic competence  

a. Poor  (the indicators arranged are not related to standard of 
competence and basic competence) 

 

b. Fair (the indicators arranged are less related to standard of 
competence and basic competence) 

 

c. Good (the indicators arranged related to standard competence and 
basic competence) 

 

3 
affective, and psychomotor) 

 

a. Poor (the indicators arranged do not show the learners achievement 
in terms of cognitive, affective, and psychomotor) 

 

b. Fair (the indicators arranged only one or two of three domains 
cognitive, affective, and psychomotor show the learners 
achievement) 

 

c. Good (the indicators arranged show the learners achievement in 
terms of cognitive, affective, and psychomotor) 

 

4 Using the operational verb that can be measure  
a. Poor (the indicators arranged do not use operational verb that can be 

measured) 
 

b. Fair (Most indicators arranged do not use operational verb that can 
be measured) 

 

c. Good (All indicators arranged use operational verb that can be 
measured) 

 

5 Do not use the ambiguous words  
a. Poor (All indicators arranged contain the ambiguous words)  
b. Fair (the indicators arranged less contain the ambiguous words)  
c. Good (All indicators arranged do not contain the ambiguous words)  

6 Observing the relevant learning sources  
a. Poor (the formulation of indicators arranged do not observe relevant 

learning sources) 
 

b. Fair (the formulation of indicators arranged less observing relevant 
learning sources) 

 

c. Good (the indicators arranged by observing the relevant learning 
sources) 
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2. interview 

It is used to interview students of PPL 1 of C class at English Education 

Department of UINSA Surabaya about the students difficulties in developing 

indicator of lesson plan made by them. The table below is form of interview: 

Table 3: Form of interview 

The researcher provide some questions for interview the students as follows: 

For the students 

Date   :____/______/____ 

Time/Location :_____/__________ 

Name   :_______________ 

1. What are your considerations in developing indicator? 

2. Do you include the cognitive, affective, and psychomotor domain in 

developing indicator? 

3. How do you break down standard of competence and basic competence in 

developing indicator? 

4. What are your steps in developing indicator? 

5. Do you have any difficulties in developing indicator? What are they? 

6. How do you face those difficulties? 

The answer can be answered with using English or Indonesian language 
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F. Data collection technique 

In collecting the data, the researcher did not take part directly in the activity. 

In other word, the researcher did not play arole as a direct participant observer. The 

researcher only collected  Lesson Plan (RPP). Here, the 

researcher took one time meeting to collect the data and it was be conducted after the 

middle test with an assumption that students already have bckground knowledge 

dealing with the way how to make Lesson Plan. 

After the researcher took Lesson Plan made by students, then the researcher 

observed whether the indicator of Lesson Plan made by students of PPL 1 class are 

good or not by using the checklist criteria of indicators made by the researcher. 

The researcher also interviewed the students of PPL 1 class that make lesson 

iculties in developing 

indicator of lesson plan. The interview will be done with 1 time interview. 

G. Data analysis technique 

Data analysis technique plays an important role in conducting a research, 

since analysis can help the researcher to get a valuable meaning to solve the 
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problems.27 In order to get a good understanding related to the data, there are some 

steps that should be done first: 

a. The data is collected by the researcher. As what has been explained 

before, there was be 1 time in making Lesson Plan made by students in 

middle test that needed by the researcher to described. 

b. The researcher analyzed use 

grading rubric. 

c. After the researcher analyzed 

using grading rubric, the researcher noticed between good criteria or 

not. 

d. The researcher interviewed to the students that make lesson plan about 

 

t of answer, the researcher processed and took 

conclusion as content in this research. 

H. Checking Validity of Findings 

In checking validity of this research, the researcher used two different 

research methods they were documentation and interview. To insure the validity of 

the instrument used in this research, the researcher consulted several times to thesis 

advisors and the competent English 

the finding and interpretations of this research, the researcher read and analyzed the 

                                                           
27Nazir, Moh. Ph.D. (2009).MetodePenelitian. (Jakarta: Ghalia Indonesia). pg 364 
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data repeatedly. Then, the data that had been analyzed by researcher were cross-

checked to insure the validity. In addition, the researcher involved the some theories 

about developing good indicator in the lesson plan and consulted to her thesis advisor 

lecturer in order to specify the appropriate interpretations and descriptions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


