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Abstract: 7KLV� VWXG\� DLPV� WR� LQYHVWLJDWH� WHDFKHUV¶� NQRZOHGJH� DQG� LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ� RI� 6$��

Quantitative and qualitative methods are used in this single study using test about SA, 

observation sheet, and field notes as the instruments. The result of this study showed that the 

number of training or workshops they attend is in line with their comprehension on SA. 

Secondly, the numbers of teachers who belong to deep knowledge category and shallow 

knowledge category are balance. Specifically, teachers with good knowledge tend to have 

strong knowledge about the concepts related to the characteristics, principles, and learning 

models of SA and steps of SA. The next, teachers with have fair knowledge are weak regarding 

the characteristics and steps in SA. The last is teachers who have poor knowledge do not 

understand mostly the concepts about SA. Related to the implementation, teachers who have 

good knowledge apply similar patterns like teacher with fair knowledge in applying the steps 

of SA. 
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Abstrak: Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui pengetahuan dan implementasi 

pendekatan saintifik oleh guru. Metode kuantitatif dan kualitatif digunakan dalam penelitian 

ini. Adapun instrumen yang digunakan adalah tes tentang pendekatan ilmiah, lembar observasi, 

dan catatan lapangan. Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa jumlah pelatihan atau workshop 

yang mereka hadiri sebanding dengan pemahaman mereka tentang pendekatan saintifik. 

Kedua, jumlah guru yang masuk kategori pengetahuan yang mendalam tentang pendekatan 

saintifik seimbang dengan jumlah guru dengan pengetahuan yang rendah. Guru dengan 

pengetahuan yang baik cenderung memiliki pengetahuan yang kuat tentang konsep-konsep 

yang berkaitan dengan karakteristik, prinsip, model pembelajaran, dan langkah-langkah dari 

pendekatan saintifik. Berikutnya, guru dengan pengetahuan yang cukup memiliki keterbatasan 

dalam memahami karakteristik dan langkah-langkah pendekatan saintifik. Guru yang memiliki 

pengetahuan yang lemah tidak memahami sebagian besar konsep-konsep tentang pendekatan 

saintifik. Terkait dengan implementasinya, guru yang memiliki pengetahuan yang baik 

menerapkan pola yang sama seperti guru dengan pengetahuan yang cukup dalam menerapkan 

langkah-langkah dari pendekatan saintifik.  

 

Kata kunci: pengetahuan guru, implementasi, pendekatan saintifik  

 

Responding the globalization challenge, Indonesia recently has implemented the new curriculum, namely 2013 Curriculum. 

2013 Curriculum is a new curriculum as a change of 2006 Curriculum which is declared in the decree No 81A and B, 2013. 

There are some differences between previous curriculum and 2013 curriculum. One of them is it is crucial to integrate soft skills 

and hard skills which embrace the domain of cognitive, affective, and psychomotor during learning process in this new 

curriculum (Shofiya, 2014).  

 2013 Curriculum is implemented since Indonesia students still have low achievement among countries in the world. 

Rather than teaching students how to think critically, teachers still put cognitive domain as the most essential part to be raised in 

teaching and learning process. Those in charge of making the educational policy believe that through the introduction of SA, 

Indonesian students will get better achievement (Widyantoro, 2014). SA, the approach used in 2013 Curriculum, has to be 

applied in the teaching of all subjects, including English. Anthony (1963) as cited by Brown (2007:14) mentioned that approach 

as a set of assumptions dealing with the nature of language, learning, and teaching. According to the guideline of the teaching 

and learning process ruled by Department of Education and Culture (2014:30), the aims of implementing SA are to increase the 

VWXGHQWV¶�LQWHOOHFWXDO�DELOLW\��VSHFLILFDOO\�LQ�KLJK-RUGHU�WKLQNLQJ��WR�JURZ�VWXGHQWV¶�DELOLW\�LQ�VROYLQJ�SUREOHPV�V\VWHPDWLFDOO\��WR�

gain better result of the learning process, and to train the students to communicate their ideas, particularly in composing 

VFLHQWLILF�ZULWLQJ�DV�ZHOO�DV�WR�GHYHORS�WKH�VWXGHQWV¶�FKDUDFWHUV��7R�DFKLHYH�WKH purposes of SA, there are five steps should be 

applied as stated in the decree No 58, 2014. It includes observing, questioning, collecting data, associating, and communicating. 
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Firstly, the observing step is defined as step for the students to observe materials in form of social function, structure of 

text, linguistic features, from written or oral text in the form of interpersonal, transactional, and functional text in reading texts, 

videos, or audios. In this step, students are encouraged to observe the environment using their five senses. This step is the 

development of inquiry-EDVHG�OHDUQLQJ�DQG�FRQVWUXFWLYLVP�ZKLFK�UHTXLUHV�WKH�VWXGHQWV¶�DFWLYH�SDUWLFLSDWLRQ�VR�WKH\�ZLOO�QRW�RQO\�

UHO\� RQ� WKH� WHDFKHUV¶� H[SODQDWLRQ� WR� JHW� WKH� NQRZOHGJH� DV� ZHOO� DV� WR� GHYHORS� WKHLU� WKLQNLQJ� VNLOOV� �1XUDHQL�� ������� ,W� PD\�

enhance stXGHQWV¶�FXULRVLW\�WR�JDLQ�PHDQLQJIXO�OHDUQLQJ�� 

The second step is questioning. The aim of this step is constructing knowledge about social function, linguistic features, 

and structure of the text in groups or whole class. The purpose of questioning is also to gain additional information related to 

what they observed. $V�WKH�H[DPSOH��WHDFKHUV�FDQ�DVN�VXFK�TXHVWLRQV�DV�µ:KDW�LV�WKH�PHDQLQJ�RI�����LQ�(QJOLVK"¶�RU�µ+RZ�GR�\RX�

VD\�����LQ�(QJOLVK"¶��7KH\�PD\�DOVR�DVN�TXHVWLRQV�UHODWHG�WR�D�WH[W��IRU�H[DPSOH��µ:KDW�LV�WKH�JHQHULF�VWUXFWXUH�RI�WKH�WH[W"¶�µ:KDW�

LV�WKH�IXQFWLRQ�RI�WKH�WH[W"¶ 

The third step is collecting data or information. In this process, students learn to apply or express something new that 

they have learned before in the real context. Moreover, students are asked to do experiments and explorations to understand and 

express the knowledge and skills obtained. 7KLV� LV� FORVHO\� UHODWHG� WR� 3LDJHW¶V� WKHRU\� LQ� ZKLFK� SHUVRQDO� PHDQLQJ� FDQ� EH�

constructed based on experiences (Williams & Burden, 1997:21). In English classes, the experimenting step can be done by 

exploring more sources or examples in other books or through online, doing simulations, role-play, and doing other structured 

activities. 

The fourth step is associating. In this step, students process the information which is obtained from activities they have 

done previously. The information is processed to increase the knowledge or to solve the problems in learning (Nuraeni, 2015). 

Furthermore, by processing the information, students are expected to be able to draw a conclusion. Based on Williams and 

%XUGHQ� ����������� µ«DWWHQWLRQ��SHUFHSWLRQ��DQG�PHPRU\�EHFRPH� WKH� IRFXV�RI� WKH�ZRUN�RI� LQIRUPDWLRQ�SURFHVVLQJ� WKHRULVWV�´�

During the association step, the students are asked to improve their understanding by analyzing, classifying, categorizing, 

inferring, or comparing different expressions, text structure, and elements of language.  

/DVWO\��FRPPXQLFDWLQJ�LV�WKH�ODVW�VWHS�WKDW�VKRXOG�EH�DSSOLHG��,W�DLPV�WR�GHYHORS�VWXGHQWV¶�DELOLW\�WR�SUHVHQW�NQRZOHGJH�

and skills obtained in through oral or written form. Meaningful feedback is crucial to be given to evaluate and improve the 

VWXGHQWV¶�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�WKH�PDWHULDO�OHDUQW��9\JRWVN\�VWDWHV�WKDW�³«�WKH�LPSRUWDQFH�RI�ODQJXDJH�LQ�LQWHUDFWLQJ�ZLWK�SHRSOH; 

not just speech, but signs and symbols as well (William & Burden, 1997:40). Related to this theory, the communicating step 

LQYROYHV�PRUH�LQWHUDFWLRQ�IURP�ERWK�WHDFKHU�DQG�VWXGHQWV¶�VLGHV�DV�WKH\�DUH�H[SHFWHG�WR�JLYH�DQG�JHW�PHDQLQJIXO�IHHGEDFN�HDFK 

other. By applying these five steps, it is expected that SA will lead students to meaningful English learning since they 

experience the learning process.   

Previously, several studies have been conducted by researchers about the implementation of SA. Arfianti (2014) 

conducted a study in 6031���0DODQJ´��7KH�UHVHDUFKHU�REVHUYHG�WKUHH�(QJOLVK�WHDFKHUV�ZKR�WDXJKW��WK�JUDGH�VWXGHnts by using 

SA. The results showed that teachers applied various activities in each step of implementation of the SA. However, not all steps 

can be done in one meeting because of some practical reasons, such as the limited time.  

Another descriptive-qualitative study was also conducted by Nuraeni (2015) about the implementation of SA in English 

classes at SMA Negeri 6 Malang. The findings showed that teachers already understood the concept of SA in which they found 

it flexible to implement the approach during the teaching and learning process. In the same way, another study was also 

conducted by Anni (2014). The result shows that the implementation of steps of SA in the classroom was not maximized by 

teachers. Some steps were not conducted in the teaching and learning process.  

In addition, Muniroh (2014) raised a similar topic in her study which investigated the challenges faced by the teachers in 

the implementation of 2013 Curriculum and their recommended solution. This study involved 7 SMP teachers in Malang city; 

one teacher was assigned as the trainer-teacher and the others were assigned as the target-teachers. The result showed that 2013 

Curriculum had been implemented well in the target schools in Malang city, especially for English subject. However, there were 

FKDOOHQJHV�RQ�WKH�WDUJHW�WHDFKHUV¶�ODFN�RI�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RQ�WKH�FRQFHSW�DQG�LPSOHmentation of SA and assessment on manner 

competence.  

'HDOLQJ� ZLWK� WHDFKHUV¶� knowledge on SA, there is no any quantitative research or previous studies investigated in 

Indonesian context. Therefore, FRQGXFWLQJ� WKH� UHVHDUFK� DERXW� WKH� WHDFKHUV¶� knowledge on SA and implementation of SA is 

important since there are some problems found in understanding concept and implementing SA. THDFKHUV¶�PLVLQWHUSretations on 

SA may give impacts to the implementation of SA in the classroom. Further, it will influence the achievement of students in 

achieving learning objectives.  
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METHOD 

The aim of this study is to get the objective description about the teDFKHUV¶�NQRZOHGJH�RQ�6$ and implementation of SA 

by Senior High School Teachers in Malang. The principles of the quantitative and qualitative techniques are utilized in a single 

study to collect and analyze the data using test about SA, observation sheet, and field notes as the instruments.  

The population for this research was public senior high school English teachers in Malang. The teachers who were 

involved in this study are 32 teachers out of 41. 

There were three instruments used to conduct this study: test, observation sheet, and field notes. Test was used as the 

major instrument and observation and field notes supported the major instrument. 

 

Test about Scientific Approach 

The test is aimed at NQRZLQJ� WHDFKHUV¶�knowledge about SA. The researcher decided to adapt the test provided by the 

Indonesian Ministry of Education and Culture for English teachers in the official training of 2013 curriculum from the 

government. The researcher adapted the test since there are some points in the test related to the main variable in this approach 

which is about SA. In addition, there were many questions added by the researcher since the test provided by government only 

elicits some parts of SA. They were PDGH�EDVHG�RQ� WKH� WHDFKHU¶V� WUDLQLQJ�PDWHULDO�RI� LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI������&XUULFXOXP� LQ�

English. The test used in this study consists of 36 questions in form of multiple choices. The questions provided are related to 

aims, principles, characteristics, learning models, and steps of SA. 

Observation Sheet 

The observation sheet was utilized to guide the researcher to conduct observation focusing on the implementation of 

each step of SA of Curriculum 2013 done by the English teachers. Its function was to guide the researcher to describe how the 

steps of SA implemented in the teaching of English done by the teachers who were being observed. The observation sheet was 

made in form of observation checklist. The observation only focused on the whilst activity in the teaching and learning process. 

 

Field Notes 

According to Bogdan and Bilken (1998), a field note is an important document which is able to help the researcher to 

collect more data since it is a written account of what the researcher hears, sees, experiences, and thinks in the course of 

collecting and reflecting on the data in a qualitative study. Field notes were useful to help researcher to take some notes of what 

happen in the classroom during the teaching and learning process which is not covered by the observation.  

 

Data Collection 

In this study, the researcher collected the data by administering the test and conducting observation to the teachers. The 

data of this study were obtained from the result of the test, observation and field notes. All teachers will be tested while only 

few teachers are observed.   

As the first step, the tests were distributed to public senior high schools English teachers after the researcher asking the 

permission of the headmaster before. Out of 41 tests distributed, 32 (78%) were completed and returned to the researcher. The 

score obtained from the results of the tests divided WKH� WHDFKHUV� LQWR� ILYH� FDWHJRULHV� RI� NQRZOHGJH�� ³YHU\� JRRG´ (85²100), 

³JRRG´ (70²84)��³IDLU´ (55²69)��³SRRU´ (40²54)��DQG�³YHU\�SRRU´ (0²39). Secondly, the researcher asked permissions to the 

teachers who are willingness to be observed before observation was conducted. In this research, observations were held in 

SMAN 2 Malang, SMAN 3 Malang, and SMAN 5 Malang. The researcher also brought some notes in the classroom to write 

anything happen during the observation besides having observation checklist as the guideline. 

 

RESULTS 

 The following table gives information about WHDFKHUV¶�knowledge on SA��,W�LV�IRXQG�WKDW�WHDFKHUV¶�NQRZOHGJH�LV�YDULHG�LQ�

terms of different categories. It is indicated by the percentage that represents whether teachers had very good, good, fair, poor, 

or very poor knowledge. 

 

Table 1. Categories of 7HDFKHUV¶�.QRZOHGJH�RQ�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK 

No Categories Quality 
Number of 

Teachers 

Range of 

Scores 
Percentage 

Cumulative 

percentage 

Levels of 

Knowledge 

1 1 Very good 0 - 0% 

50.00% Deep 
2 2 Good 16 

72.22-

80.55 
50.00% 

3 3 Fair 13 
58.33-

69.44 
40.63% 

50.00% Shallow 
4 4 Poor 3 

44.44-

52.77 
9.37% 

5 5 Very poor 0 - 0% 
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 As an example, in category 2, 50.00% teachers have good knowledge on SA. Surprisingly, based on the result, there are 

no teachers having very good and very poor knowledge since no scores fulfil the range of category 1 and 5. Furthermore, these 

five categories can accumulatively be divided into two major groups: deep and shallRZ�� ³'HHS´� FRQVLVWV� RI� WZR� FDWHJRULHV��

³YHU\�JRRG´� DQG� ³JRRG´� UHSUHVHQWLQJ��������RI� WKH� WHDFKHUV�� ³6KDOORZ´� FRQWDLQV� WKUHH� FDWHJRULHV�� ³IDLU´�� ³SRRU´�� DQG� ³YHU\�

SRRU´�UHSUHVHQWLQJ��������RI�WKH�WHDFKHUV��,W�LV�REYLRXV�WKDW�WKH�QXPEHU�RI�WHDFKHUV�SRVVHVVLQJ�³GHHS´�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�³VKDOORZ´�

knowledge on SA is balance.  

 

English Teachers¶ Knowledge on Scientific Approach 

Teachers with Good Knowledge 

Teachers with good knowledge had some various characteristics about background of the teachers and about WHDFKHUV¶�

NQRZOHGJH� RQ� 6$�� 7HDFKHUV¶� NQRZOHGJH then was divided into three sections; section 1 about aims of SA, section 2 about 

characteristics, principles and learning models of SA, and section 3 about the stages of the method. Dealing with the 

background, the percentages of the last educational level of teachers were same between undergraduate and graduate program. 

For the teaching experiences, they had started teaching English long before 2013 Curriculum is used. Only 1 (6.25%) teacher 

has taught no more than 5 years. Furthermore, more than half of teachers with good knowledge already join those kinds of 

training three or more than three times.  

Regarding the knowledge, category 2 teachers have different levels of knowledge. Half of teachers (50%) had very poor 

knowledge about the aims of implementing 2013 Curriculum. On the other hand, the rest of teachers had very good and good 

knowledge (19% and 31% respectively). Although those who were very poor understood the expected ability possessed by 

students by implementing SA, they did not understand the aim of 2013 Curriculum that education is seen as the interaction 

between teacher and students to develop meaningful learning and knowledge for the future. Additionally, they also failed to 

answer the main principle of implementing SA. Based on the percentages, they indicated that most of teachers with good 

knowledge did not know much about the aims of implementation of 2013 Curriculum.  

In section 2 about characteristics and principles and learning models of SA, 14 (87%) teachers had good knowledge, and 

2 (13%) teachers possessed fair understanding about the concept. All teachers were able to deal with characteristics of SA such 

as underlying principle of SA, learning through modelling, learning by observing, learning by experimenting, and learning by 

using various sources. However, the majority of teachers did not understand the role of teacher and explanation given by teacher 

in inquiring process. Related to principles and learning models, most of teachers had strong knowledge on characteristics of 

discovery learning and problem-based learning although some of them did not perceive the concept of project-based learning 

well.  

In section 3, the majority of teachers had very strong knowledge about the stages of SA. Ten teachers had very good 

knowledge, five teachers had good knowledge, and only one teacher had fair knowledge. The teachers with very good 

knowledge were able to explain 91-100% of the stages, the aim of every stage and the activities conducted in the stages of SA. 

Meanwhile, some of teachers who were in good and fair level of understanding still faced problems in answering question about 

questioning and associating stage.  

  

Teachers with Fair Knowledge 

Some characteristics of teachers with fair knowledge were quite similar to teachers with good knowledge even though 

there were some sections in which the results were significantly different from each other. Regarding the first, most of teachers 

(69%) having fair knowledge graduated from undergraduate level of university while the rest graduated from graduate program. 

The data shows that 85% of teachers have taught English for more than 10 years. Only one teacher had 6²10 years experiences 

in teaching and the other one has taught less than five years. Rather different from the result of teachers with good knowledge, 

fewer teachers joined the training, workshop, or seminar about 2013 Curriculum or SA more than three times.  

In part B, some of teachers still had major problems in answering the aims of implementing 2013 Curriculum. Most 

teachers had fair knowledge about the characteristics and principles and learning models of SA, and the numbers of well and 

fairly knowledgeable teachers were balance in section 3 which was about the stages of SA. Particularly in section 1, the 

percentage of those who had good knowledge was equal to teachers who possessed poor knowledge which is 46%. The other 

teachers in this category, similar to the characteristic of teachers with good knowledge in category 2, had major problem in 

answering the test which was about meaningful knowledge and learning as the goal of 2013 Curriculum specifically SA. There 

were 11 (85%) teachers chose the wrong answer.  

In the next section, the levels of knowledge were also quite varied; 1 (8%) teacher had good knowledge, 10 (77%) 

teachers had fair knowledge, and 2 (15%) teachers had poor knowledge on characteristics and principles and learning models of 

SA. One teacher that had strong knowledge could answer well about the concept learning by experimenting and learning by 

various sources. However, the teacher chose wrong answer toward the question about the theoretical principle underlying SA. 

In general, teachers mostly did not understand about the concept of learning through modelling. They simply could not really 

differentiate between learning through modelling and learning through observing.  
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Additionally, most teachers (85%) did not perceive good understanding about the features observed in the teaching and 

learning process (structure, phrases, vocabulary, etc.) Most of them chose either the use of writing format or the use of picture 

in the text as guide to help students to find the aim of the texts rather than vocabulary as the important part of a text. Similar to 

category 2, teachers with fair knowledge also had inappropriate responses answering the questions about learning through 

inquiring. Half of teachers emphasized on students who should ask actively in the beginning of learning process, while some 

teachers put both teacher and student playing the most important role in developing students critical thinking. Likewise, the next 

question about the characteristic of explanation given by teacher in inquiring process took a lot of wrong answers from the 

teachers. 92% of teachers were misled by answering that the explanation should be objective and should create more problems 

and questions to students. After that, 62% of teachers referred the meaning of discovery learning to either project-based learning 

or problem-based learning. Interestingly, the problem was DOVR�IRXQG� LQ� WKH�TXHVWLRQ�DERXW� WHDFKHUV¶� UROH� LQ� VWXGHQW-centered 

learning. They answered that teachers should give more explanation to students in teaching and learning process instead of 

facilitating them to solve problems to develop their critical thinking.  

More teachers understood the stages and aims of stages in SA. Similarly, the percentages of teachers with good 

knowledge and fairly knowledgeable teachers sat equally reaching 46% each. Meanwhile, 2 (15%) teachers had poor 

knowledge. The most wrong answers in this section came from questions about questioning, associating and collecting data 

activities, and the aim of observing in SA. Like category 2 teachers, teachers with fair knowledge have also been misled by 

answering observing as the option for questioning activity illustrated in the question. Surprisingly, all of teachers answered 

incorrectly by referring exploring or internalizing knowledge and skills obtained into associating activity in SA instead of 

referring it into collecting data activity. Furthermore, 77% teachers stated wrongly that the aim of observing is either to improve 

the ability of expressing opinion or to develop creativity, curiosity, and the ability to formulate questions. 

 

Teachers with Poor Knowledge 

Ranging from 44.44²52.77, 3 (9.37%) teachers were considered having poor knowledge among others. Based on the 

background of teachers, one teacher graduates as a Master Degree from university level while the rests graduate from 

undergraduate level. Two of them have taught English in formal education more than 10 years while the other has 6²10 years 

experiences in English. In fact, teachers who had poor knowledge actually have joined some training, workshop, and seminar 

about 2013 Curriculum although all of them only join those activities twice. 

There were also various charactHULVWLFV�RI�WHDFKHUV¶ knowledge. 1 (67%) teacher had good knowledge while the other 2 

(33%) teachers had poor knowledge about the aims of 2013 Curriculum implementation. Most wrong answers in section 1 were 

obtained from the questions similar to category 2 and 3 about the goal and main principle of 2013 Curriculum. However, quite 

different from those two categories above, teachers with poor knowledge answered differently that the goal of 2013 Curriculum 

is WR� GHYHORS� VWXGHQWV¶� PHQWDO� VWDWH� IRU� WKH� IXWXUH�� )XUWKHUPRUH�� LQ� VHFWion 2, one teacher had fair knowledge about the 

characteristics and principles and learning models of SA while the rests had low understanding about these concepts. Teacher 

with fair knowledge mostly got wrong answers about the learning through modelling. The teacher could not distinguish between 

learning through modelling and learning by observing. In addition, almost similar with the problem of teachers in category 3 

faced, the teacher viewed that student who had to be initiative to ask questions in the classroom. She did not understand that 

teacher plays an initial role in asking questions to the students in the teaching and learning process.  

Not only weak in the concept of characteristics of SA, teacher also failed to differentiate the idea between discovery 

learning, problem-based learning, and project-based learning. On the other hand, the teacher still had very good understanding 

about the concept of learning by experimenting and learning by various sources. Rather different from teacher with fair 

knowledge in this section, the two teachers understood only very few (38%) concepts of characteristics and principles and 

learning models of SA. They had good knowledge about content as initial focus in learning English. Furthermore, these teachers 

understood about the concept of project-based learning. Overall, the teachers had very low understanding about the other 

concepts of SA. Nevertheless, there were few questions that those three teachers answered correctly. They understood 

³FRQVWUXFWLYLVW´�DV�WKH�EDVLF approach of SA. Moreover, they had good concept about the role of teacher as a facilitator in the 

teaching and learning process.  

Even worse, teachers had very weak or shallow knowledge regarding the stages of SA. Generally, all of them failed to 

comprehend the aims and activities done in SA although in some cases they still had concise knowledge about it. They 

understood the aim of collecting information, associating, and communicating. Additionally, they also succeeded answering the 

question about the example of activity done in communicating. However, from all questions left in section 3, they got a failure 

which indicated that they mostly could not understand the ideas of aims and activities conducted in every step of SA. 
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Implementation of Scientific Approach in Teaching and Learning Process 

Teachers with Good Knowledge 

Based on the previous finding about the result of the test, it was found that both T3 and T8 had good knowledge on SA. 

In implementing the steps of SA, all teachers conducted all the steps appropriately from observing until communicating 

although in several cases the activities conducted in the step did not represent the aim of the step itself. However, since they 

taught different level of students and had different materials and topics discussed in the classroom, the activities conducted in 

every step are also varied.  

Regarding the first, T3 conducted four meetings to finish one topic which was about narrative text. In the first meeting, 

as the observing step, the teacher began the lesson by playing a movie about Cinderella in front of the class to attract studenWV¶�

attention. As the next step, the questioning step was actually done during observing step. However, no student raised questions 

related to the movie. In collecting information step, the teacher asked students to read the narrative text presented in their 

coursebook. The teacher then required them first to identify the language structure of the text. However, still, the teacher 

provided more specific explanation related to narrative text by showing materials through slides in power point. The teacher 

showed not only about the structure of the text, but also the linguistic features such as adverbial time, past tense, etc. 

Furthermore, character, plot, and setting in narrative text were also identified. 

In the second meeting, there were several activities held in associating step. First, the teacher asked students to find other 

narrative stories on the internet. Furthermore, the teacher then required students to analyze the structure and element of 

language in the stories they had gotten. As another task, before students at the end should perform story-telling based on the 

stories they had, the teacher asked them to read the stories aloud one by one to check their pronunciation. Students were free to 

create their performance as attractive as possible. They might use properties to support their performance since it was not purely 

story-telling; they had to act the characters in the story, too.  

In the third meeting, students performed the story in front of their teacher and friends one by one. The evaluation of the 

performances was done in the last meeting about narrative text. As the performances were recorded, the teacher played the 

videos one by one in front of the classroom. The teacher gave students a scoring rubric so that they could evaluate their friHQGV¶�

performances in terms of pronunciation, grammar, fluency, and gestures while they were watching the video.  

Different from T3, T8 taught students of grade XI Lintas Minat. The topic discussed at that time was about proverb. As a 

EUDLQVWRUPLQJ��WHDFKHU�ZURWH�VRPH�VHQWHQFHV�³$OO�WKH�:RUOG�LV�D�6WDJH´�DQG�³%HWWHU�/DWH�WKDQ�1HYHU´�RQ�WKH�ERDUG��7HDFKHUV�

asked students whether they had already known the meaning of both sentences. Some of them raised their hands and answered 

them correctly. Furthermore, they discussed the real meaning together so that all students got same ideas about them. Teacher 

then asked students about the type of sentences written on the board whether they were quote, wise words, or proverb. There 

was one student asking the differences between them. The teacher then answered the questions directly until they found that 

what were written there were proverbs. 

Moreover, in collecting data step, teacher wrote ten phrases and sentences and asked students to find the meaning 

through online or any ways in pairs. After 15 minutes, they talked about the meaning together. As the activity conducted in 

collecting information step, teacher asked students to work in groups to find good stories that describe one of the proverbs 

provided by teacher. If they cannot find the interesting stories on WKH� LQWHUQHW�� WKH� VWRULHV� FDQ� EH� REWDLQHG� IURP� VWXGHQWV¶�

experiences. Students could choose randomly the proverbs that would be represented by the stories as they wanted. In 

associating step, students were asked to write the stories they had got in a piece of paper. After that, they had to write a script 

based on the story they had. Later, for the next meeting, in communicating step, the students in group had to act the script out in 

front of the classroom. While they were performing the story, the other students watching the performance should guess what 

SURYHUE�WKDW�ZDV�UHSUHVHQWHG�E\�WKH�VWRU\��7HDFKHU�JDYH�IHHGEDFN�WR�WKH�VWXGHQWV¶�SHUIRUPDQFH�DQG�ILQDOO\�DVNHG�WKH�VWXGHQWV�

what they had learnt from the activities and materials discussed.  

 

Teacher with Fair Knowledge 

Apart from those two observed teachers above, according to the test result, T16 had shallow understanding about SA. 

+RZHYHU�� LQ�WKH�SUDFWLFH�� WKH�WHDFKHU¶V�SHUIRUPDQFH�LQ�LPSOHPHQWLQJ�DOO�Vteps of SA could be considered as good because all 

activities conducted in every step were well-prepared. There were four meetings to observe. In the first meeting, the topic 

discussed was about narrative text. As the observing step, the teacher asked students whether they knew a story entitled Timun 

Mas. All of students answered that they had known the story since they were child. In the process, the teacher asked a lot of 

questions related to the content of the story. Some of them volunteered themselves to answer the questions from the teacher. 

The questioning step was done by the teacher during the observation process. However, no students raised questions regarding 

the material observed. 

As the activity conducted in collecting information step, after finished discussing the story about Timun Mas, students 

were asked to find another famous story related to legend, fable, or other narrative stories on the internet. Teacher gave a chance 

to one student to read her story aloud in front of the classroom. While the student was reading it, the others had to really pay 

attention to the content of the story because they should guess the title of it. At the end, teacher asked students to mention the 

WLWOH�RI�WKH�VWRU\��0RVW�VWXGHQWV�DQVZHUHG�LW�FRUUHFWO\�E\�PHQWLRQLQJ�³7KH�6OHHSLQJ�%HDXW\´�DV�WKH�EHVW�WLWOH�FKRVHQ�IRr the story. 
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The teacher then with students discussed the language structure presented in the Sleeping Beauty story. Teacher wrote the 

organization of narrative text on the board. Students were asked to point out the appropriate idea for each aspect of the text; 

orientation, complication, and resolution, based on the story presented. After they mentioned the ideas for each of it, teacher 

then gave further explanation about the organization of the text and other aspects such as plot, setting, and characters.  

In the second meeting, the lesson was begun by reviewing the material about narrative text. Continuing collecting 

LQIRUPDWLRQ�VWHS��VWXGHQWV�ZHUH�UHTXLUHG�WR�UHDG�D�VWRU\�HQWLWOHG�³Issumboshi´�IURP�WKHLU�FRXUVHERRNV�LQ����PLQXWHV��:KLOH�WKH\�

were reading LW��WHDFKHU�ZHQW�DURXQG�FKHFNLQJ�VWXGHQWV¶�DFWLYLWLHV��)XUWKHUPRUH��WKH\�ZHUH�DVNHG�WR�ILQG�RXW�WKH�VWUXFWXUH�RI�WKH�

text in groups of four. Most of them had already understood the structure of the text. They discussed together about the 

expressions or vocabulary used in the story. Moreover, students were divided again into four big groups. They were asked to 

write the verb 2 with the meaning from the text based on the paragraphs determined by the teacher. Given several minutes to 

discuss with the group, teacher and students discussed the answer together. At the end of the meeting, teacher gave homework 

to students to do exercises presented in the coursebook about Issumboshi.  

In the third meeting, still in collecting data step, students were asked to learn by themselves and do exercises about direct 

and indirect speech. Few mistakes were still found in the answers, so teacher gave sufficient explanation about direct and 

indirect speech to all students. Furthermore, students had to find direct and indirect sSHHFK�IURP�³Issumboshi´�VWRU\�LQ�SDLUV��$V�

XVXDO��WKH�WHDFKHU�ZHQW�DURXQG�WKH�FODVVURRP�WR�FKHFN�VWXGHQWV¶�ZRUN��$IWHU�ILQLVKHG�GRLQJ�WKH�ILUVW�WDVN��VWXGHQWV�ZHUH�UHTXired 

to exchange the works. In addition, they had to change the direct speech into indirect speech and the way around. Checking 

WKHLU�IULHQGV¶�ZRUNV�EHFDPH�WKH�QH[W�DFWLYLW\�EHIRUH�VWXGHQWV�VXEPLWWHG�WKH�ZRUNV�WR�WKH�WHDFKHU��� 

,Q� WKH� ODVW� PHHWLQJ�� WHDFKHU� VWLOO� FRQGXFWHG� DFWLYLWLHV� WR� VWUHQJWKHQ� VWXGHQWV¶� FRPSUHKHQVLRQ� DERXW� QDUUDWLYH� WH[W� E\�

playing an audio telOLQJ�D�VWRU\�DERXW�³7KH�6XQ�DQG�7KH�0RRQ´��,Q�WKLV�DVVRFLDWLQJ�VWHS��WKH�VWXGHQWV�OLVWHQHG�WR�WKH�DXGLR�WZLFH�

to make sure that they got the idea of the story. By listening, students were asked to observe the characters, setting, and problem 

of the story. As the following activity, students were divided into five groups. Teacher asked students to be the scriptwriters to 

FRQWLQXH�ZULWLQJ� WKH� VWRU\� RI� ³7KH�6XQ� DQG�7KH�0RRQ´��7KH\�ZHUH� JLYHQ� ���PLQXWHV� WR� DFFRPSOLVK� WKHLU�ZRUNV�� 7KH\� KDG�

freedom to make up any story related to the previous story. After the time was up, students should present the work or tell the 

IROORZLQJ� VWRU\� RI� ³7KH�6XQ� DQG�7KH�0RRQ´� FUHDWHG� E\� WKHP� DV� WKH� DFWLYLW\� Fonducted in communicating step. At last, the 

teacher gave appreciation to sWXGHQWV¶�SHUIRUPDQFH�DQG�IHHGEDFN�UHODWHG�WR�WKHLU�ZRUN� 

 

DISCUSSION 

7HDFKHUV¶�%DFNJURXQG�DQG�([SHULHQFHV�RQ�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK 

It can be concluded that the English teachers from all categories have different level of education, years of teaching, and 

experiences in joining training on SA. These different levels of various aspects actually have influenced the understanding of 

teacher on SA. From level of education aspect, most of teachers with good knowledge graduate as Bachelor Degree (62.5%) 

while the rest as Master Degree (37.5%). Although the number of Bachelor Degree is dominant, still the teachers possessing 

master degree are quite plenty. Similarly, teachers with fair knowledge also have similar characteristic with the previous 

category that the teachers mostly are from undergraduate program and some of them graduated as master in ELT. Furthermore, 

teachers who have poor knowledge are also varied regarding the educational level. One of them graduated from graduate 

program while two teachers graduated from undergraduate program. According to these findings, not all master degree teachers 

have better understanding on SA than those who graduated from undergraduate program. Based on Peraturan Menteri 

Pendidikan Nasional Republik Indonesia No. 16 Tahun 2007 about Academic Qualification Standards and Teacher Competence, 

the academic qualification for Senior High School teachers is a minimum of Strata 1, which means a bachelor degree (S1) of the 

subject matter they teach, which is English. Although all teachers even have fulfilled the criteria of qualified teachers in English, 

it does not guarantee that they will have strong knowledge on SA. This suggests that the educational level actually does not 

DIIHFW�VLJQLILFDQWO\�WR�WKH�WHDFKHUV¶�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�DERXW SA.  

In terms of years of teaching, most of teachers from all categories have taught English for more than 10 years. Only 

several teachers have been teaching English for less than 10 years, and very few teachers have taught less than 5 years. It 

indicates that they have had adequate teaching experiences at school and these experiences may have something to do with their 

understanding. Moreover, all of them had taught English before SA was introduced and implemented in 2013. It is believed that 

they should know not only about the theoretical matters but also the practice matters on SA. It is proved that most teachers with 

deep knowledge have taught English for very long time rather than teachers with shallow knowledge. However, two teachers 

with fair knowledge actually have also had more than 10 years teaching experiences. King, in Suharyadi (2015), states that the 

teachers with adequate experiences of teaching tend to have effective teaching and knowledge of teaching and subject matters. 

,Q� OLQH�ZLWK� WKH� WKHRU\�� WKHLU� H[SHULHQFHV�PD\� LQIOXHQFH� WHDFKHUV¶� XQGHrstanding on SA, yet it seems that it cannot be a key 

whether teachers with long teaching experiences guarantee they will have better understanding than who do not.  

7KH�RWKHU�DVSHFW�ZKLFK�LV�LPSRUWDQW�WR�GLVFXVV�LV�WHDFKHUV¶�H[SHULHQFHV�RQ�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK��,Q�WKLV�FRQWH[W��LW�PHDQV�

that how teachers engage themselves with workshop, training, or seminar related to 2013 Curriculum specifically Scientific 

Approach. Based on the findings, all teachers from all categories have joined activities provided by school or government about 

Scientific Approach although the numbers of attending workshop or training are different across different levels. Specifically, 

almost all teachers with good knowledge have joined the workshop or training about Scientific Approach more than three times. 
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In contrast, most teachers who have shallow knowledge on Scientific Approach have a limited number of joining the workshop 

or training. They have joined not more than three times. It is obvious that more trainings or workshops attended by teachers 

VRPHZKDW� JLYH� DIIHFW� WHDFKHUV¶� NQRZOHGJH� ZHOO�� ,W� FDQ� EH� VHHQ� WKDW� WKH� PRUH� WHDFKHUV� MRLQ� WKH� VHPLQDU�� WKH� EHWWHU� WKHLU�

knowledge is. In fact, there is an unfair treatment to the teacher regarding the workshops or trainings attended by teachers. Even 

though the teachers are actually in the same school, they are not given same chance of attending workshop or training related to 

Scientific Approach. One English teacher in one school may join the workshops more than three times. Otherwise, another 

teacher from that same school has only joined the workshop once. There may be several probabilities regarding the different 

proportion of attending workshops or training. The ages and teaching experiences by teachers may determine whether they may 

have more trainings or workshops to attend. It is possible that teachers who are young in terms of their ages and experiences 

will be relatively difficult to be the official representatives of the schools in any workshops or training (Suharyadi, 2015). Since 

the English teachers generally are not provided with sufficient training on Scientific Approach, then they cannot be expected to 

have strong knowledge on Scientific Approach. 

,Q� FRQFOXVLRQ�� DOO� DVSHFWV� IURP� WHDFKHUV¶� EDFNJURXQG� DQG� H[SHULHQFHV� RQ� 6FLHQWLILF� $SSURDFK� KDYH� LQIOXHQFHG� WKH�

knowledge of the teachers. However, teachers with teaching experiences and level of education do not simply guarantee that 

they have deep knowledge on Scientific Approach. Meanwhile, the number of training or workshops they attend is in line with 

their comprehension on Scientific Approach. 

 

7HDFKHUV¶�.QRZOHGJH�RQ�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK 

,Q� WKLV�SDUW�� LW� UHIHUV� WR� WKH� WHDFKHUV¶�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI� WKH� FRQFHSWV�RI�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK�� ,W�GHDOV�ZLWK� WKH� WHDFKHUV¶�

XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RQ�WKH�DLPV��FKDUDFWHULVWLFV��SULQFLSOHV��OHDUQLQJ�PRGHOV��DQG�VWHSV�RI�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK��7HDFKHUV¶�NQRZOHGJe 

are very fundamental and become prominent component determininJ�WKH�WHDFKHUV¶�FRPSHWHQW�LQ�FRQGXFWLQJ�JRRG�DFWLYLWLHV�DQG�

HIIHFWLYH� WHDFKLQJ� LQ� WKH� FODVVURRP�� $Q� HIIHFWLYH� WHDFKLQJ� EHFRPHV� RI� WKH� IDFWRUV� RI� WKH� TXDOLW\� RI� WHDFKLQJ� DQG� VWXGHQWV¶�

learning progress (Hayat and Yusuf, 2010).  

As discussed in this study, tKHUH� DUH� WKUHH� FDWHJRULHV� RI� (QJOLVK� WHDFKHUV¶� NQRZOHGJH� ZKLFK� UHIOHFW� WKHLU� OHYHOV� DQG�

XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RQ�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK��7KHVH�FDWHJRULHV�LQFOXGH�³JRRG��IDLU��DQG�SRRU´��7KH�ILUVW�OHYHO�EHORQJV�WR�WKH�WHDFKHUs 

with deep knowledge on Scientific Approach and the last two levels belong to the teachers with shallow knowledge. 

Surprisingly, based on the findings, the numbers of teachers who belong to deep knowledge category and shallow knowledge 

category are balance. It indicates that some of teachers have understood the concept of Scientific Approach while some of them 

still do not understand what is stated in the curriculum. This result is not in line with the previous studies about teachers¶�

knowledge on GBA (Genre Based Approach) conducted by Lana and Suharyadi. GBA was the approach conducted before the 

use of Scientific Approach in English Language Teaching in Indonesia. Lana (2009), from her study report interviewing senior 

high school English teachers who get a scholarship in Australia, states that English teachers have low knowledge on GBA or do 

QRW�XQGHUVWDQG�WKH�FRQFHSWV�RI�*%$��6KH�WKHQ�PHQWLRQV�WKDW�WKH�WHDFKHUV¶�OLPLWHG�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�WKLV�DSSURDFK�KDV�LQIOXHQFHd 

their confidence to use this approach in their classroom. Suharyadi (2015) adds that senior high school English teachers in 

0DODQJ� VWLOO� VKDOORZ� NQRZOHGJH� RQ�*%$�DOWKRXJK� WHDFKHUV¶� NQRZOHGJH� GRHV� QRW� LQIOXHQFH� WKH�ZD\� RI� WHDFKLQJ� E\� WHDFKHUV�

using GBA.   

By having these different categories, there are some patterns that can be explored and drawn from the findings. 

According to the results, teachers who have deep or shallow knowledge apparently have various levels of knowledge in Part B 

(section 1 about the aims of implementing Scientific Approach, section 2 about the characteristics, principles, and learning 

models of Scientific Approach, and section 3 about the steps of Scientific Approach. As the first, teachers with good knowledge 

tend to have strong knowledge about the concepts of Scientific Approach related to the characteristics, principles, and learning 

models of Scientific Approach and steps of Scientific Approach. Although in fact, there are some concepts that are 

misunderstood by teachers such as the role of teacher and explanation given by teacher in inquiring process and project-based 

learning as one example of learning models of Scientific Approach. It can be seen that they actually already have right concepts 

on Scientific Approach covering not only the theoretical matters but also practical matters since they mostly chose the correct 

DQVZHUV� IURP� WKH� WHVWV�� ,W� FDQ� EH� LQIOXHQFHG� E\� WKHLU� EDFNJURXQGV� ZKLFK� VHHP� WR� KDYH� KHOG� D� PDVWHU¶V� GHJUHH� LQ� (QJOLVK�

language education, and have more trainings and workshops on Scientific Approach.  

However, teachers with good knowledge are weak in the concept related to the aims of implementing Scientific 

Approach because they cannot explain the concepts based on the curriculum such as education is seen as the interaction 

between teacher and students to develop meaningful learning and knowledge for the future. Furthermore, they also failed to 

answer the main principle of implementing Scientific Approach that everyone in the teaching and learning process is considered 

as a teacher, student is the learning source for the teacher, and learning can be done inside or outside class. They mostly chose 

that everyone is considered as student and teacher, and classroom is anywhere. It is obvious that the teachers in this category 

have been exposed to what to teach and how to teach English based on Scientific Approach stated in the curriculum. 

Nevertheless, they do not really pay attention to the real aims of implementing Scientific Approach while they really care about 

the theoretical concepts dealing with the characteristics, learning principles, learning models, and steps of Scientific Approach 

as the guide in the teaching and learning process in the classroom.   
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The next is teachers with have fair knowledge on Scientific Approach are weak in section 2 and section 3 which mainly 

about the characteristics and steps in Scientific Approach.  They cannot differentiate learning through modeling and learning 

through observing. In addition, they also do not perceive good understanding about the features observed in the teaching and 

learning process (structure, phrases, vocabulary, etc.). Teachers also made wrong answers on principles and learning models of 

Scientific Approach particularly about definition of discovery learning and project-based learning. The problem was also found 

LQ�WKH�TXHVWLRQ�DERXW�WHDFKHUV¶�UROe in student-centered learning. Teachers in this category answered that teachers should give 

more explanation to students in teaching and learning process instead of facilitating them to solve problems to develop their 

critical thinking. In this case, probably, the teachers are still influenced by the traditional method that put teacher as the center in 

the teaching and learning process. In general, teachers in this category have shallow knowledge on Scientific Approach since 

they cannot choose the correct answer and define the correct concepts about Scientific Approach. It can be concluded that 

probably teachers are not aware of the guidance given by government in form of materials about Scientific Approach. 

Furthermore, the lack of trainings can be the cause of the lack of knowledge possessed by teachers.  

The last is teachers who have poor knowledge on Scientific Approach are very weak in all parts. They do not understand 

mostly the concepts about Scientific Approach. Regarding this issue, it can be caused by the very lack of training since the 

teachers in this category have joined the training on Scientific Approach only once or twice at most. They are also probably not 

kept updated with the development of English language teaching in Indonesia.  

In brief, the teachers who have deep knowledge tend to know a lot about the concepts of Scientific Approach covering 

the characteristics, principles, learning models, and steps of Scientific Approach. Otherwise, teachers with shallow knowledge 

do not understand plenty of Scientific Approach concepts. 

 

The Implementation of Scientific Approach in English Language Teaching  

Scientific Approach is characterized with the models of teaching in the form of several steps. The implementation of 

Scientific Approach covers some steps that should be conducted by teachers including observing, questioning, collecting data or 

information, associating, and communicating.  

 

1.  Observing  

Based on the guide from curriculum, observing step is conducted to build their knowledge and recall their existing 

knowledge in order to bridge their background knowledge to the coming knowledge given to students. It can be done by 

presenting materials in form of texts, pictures, audios, videos, or even without any tools. The content of materials should be the 

main focus to be observed at the first. Based on the findings, although all teachers in various categories have various kinds of 

activities conducted in observing step, the purpose is still the same which is to recall their existing knowledge related to their 

GDLO\� OLIH��7��FKRVH�SOD\LQJ�&LQGHUHOOD�PRYLH� WR�DWWUDFW�VWXGHQWV¶�DWWHQWLRQ� LQ� WKH�EHJLQQLQJ�RI� WKH� OHVVRQ� WR� ILQDOO\� LQWURGuce 

them to narrative text. Not much different, T8 started the lesson by playing a song to be listened by students. It leaded later on 

to the topic discussed which was about paired conjunctions which could be found in the lyrics of the song. Furthermore, for the 

next topic, T8 did different activity in observing step. The teacher just wrote some proverbs on the board for students to be 

observed. On the other hand, asking students about Timun Mas story became the first step that T16 did in observing step.  

These activities suggest that teachers have already implemented observing step in line with some theories. All of 

activities can trigger students to recall their memories about something related to their daily life. Lazim (2013:4) and Suharyadi 

(2013:1350) stated that meaningful learning is the main concern of conducting observing. It can be seen from the materials 

chosen by the teachers that already known by the students before. It means that the materials presented are contextual so that it 

may create meaningful learning with or even without tools. The discussion in observing step between teacher and students is 

beliHYHG�FDQ�FUHDWH�D�IUDPHZRUN�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�NQRZ�ZKDW�WKH\�DUH�JRLQJ�WR�OHDUQ�LQ�WKH�QH[W�VWHS��,W�LV�VXSSRUWHG�E\�%UXQHU¶V�

WKHRU\�DV�VWDWHG�E\�:LOOLDPV�DQG�%XUGHQ������������WKDW�WKH�JURZWK�RI�WKH�VWXGHQWV¶�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�ZKDW�WKH\�DUH�OHDUQLQJ�Ls 

at the top of everything in the education. Thus, giving chance for the students to open their mind to build their cognitive skills is 

a must in education. In addition, varieties of activities conducted by teachers are also helpful to create meaningful learning. 

Nasution (2013:4) mentions that observing step challenges the students in learning as well as presenting real objects as the 

WHDFKLQJ� PHGLD� DQG� KHOSLQJ� WKH� VWXGHQWV� WR� ILQG� LW� HQMR\DEOH� LQ� OHDUQLQJ�� ,W� PHDQV� WKDW� WHDFKHUV¶� UROH� DV� IDFLOLWDWRU� SOD\� DQ 

impoUWDQW� UROH� LQ� FUHDWLQJ� VWXGHQWV¶� HDJHUQHVV� WR� OHDUQ� ZLWKRXW� IHHOLQJ� SUHVVXUHV� E\� SUHVHQWLQJ� LQWHUHVWLQJ� DFWLYLWLHV� LQ� WKH�

beginning. Therefore, related to the findings, teachers with good knowledge have made a good start in the first step while 

teacher with fair knowledge has to consider creating more interesting activity rather than just asking students without any media 

provided.    

 

2. Questioning 

 As stated in the curriculum, questioning step is done after observing step, while in fact, all teachers did not separate the 

questioning activities with activities conducted in observing step. They did the questioning step during the observation. 

Appendix IV of the Decree of Ministry of Education and Culture No. 81A/2013 on General Teaching and Learning Guideline 

VWDWHV�WKDW�WKH�TXHVWLRQLQJ�VWHS�DLPV�WR�FRQVWUXFW�NQRZOHGJH�UHODWHG�WR�WKH�WRSLF�DQG�GHYHORS�VWXGHQWV¶�FULWLFDO�WKLQNLQJ�WKUough 

the process. Based on the findings, most questions raised came from the teachers. It is actually in line with the role of teachers 
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LQ�LPSOHPHQWLQJ�6FLHQWLILF�$SSURDFK�WKDW�WKH\�VKRXOG�LQLWLDOO\�DFW�WR�VWLPXODWH�VWXGHQWV¶�SURFHVV�RI�WKLQNLQJ��)RU�H[DPSOH��73 

asked students to identify the plot, setting, and the characteristics of the character based on video played in front of them. 

Furthermore, the teacher asked students to guess what they would learn by watching the movie at the beginning. T8 gave some 

questions related to the idea of the song that they had heard together. Regarding the proverbs topic, T8 stimulated students by 

leading them to think whether the type of sentences written on the board was quote, wise words, or proverb. Meanwhile, similar 

like T3, T16 asked the students how the characteristics of each character in that story were. Questions provided by teachers are 

actually useful to trigger students to involve actively in the teaching and learning process.  

 Based on the findings, most students had willingness to answer what their teachers asked. It is in line with the theories 

from Suharyadi (2013) which state that (1) instruction which includes posing questions during lessons is more effective in 

producing achievement gains than instruction carried out without questioning students, (2) students perform better on test items 

previously asked as recitation questions than on items they have not been exposed to before, (3) oral questions posed during 

classroom recitations are more effective in fostering learning than are written questions, (4) questions which focus student 

attention on salient elements in the lesson result in better comprehension than questions which do not.  

In questioning step, it also aims to practice students to ask to represent that they think critically during the learning 

process. Students are active subjects during learning process and they have to get involved building the pattern of what they 

learn in their mind (Williams & Burden, 1997:13). Yet, only few students who were brave to raise questions toward the 

PDWHULDOV� WKH\� REVHUYHG��0RVW� RI� VWXGHQWV� ZHUH� UHOXFWDQW� WR� DVN� TXHVWLRQV� WR� WKH� WHDFKHUV�� 7KHUHIRUH�� WHDFKHUV¶� JXLGDQFH� LV�

needed to make the students raise questions by themselves.   

 

3. Collecting Information 

 The third step is collecting data or information. In this process, students learn to apply or express something new that 

they have learned before in the real context. Further, students should prepare the words, grammar, and other linguistic features 

used to express what they have learned. This step aims to implement their knowledge, gain the information, build the learning 

habit, and understand the long life learning. Based on the findings, there were many activities conducted by teacher to reach the 

goal in this step. Eventually, teacher with fair knowledge conducted more activities to deeper the understanding of students 

rather than teachers who have good knowledge. It can be seen from the plenty of activities such as exploring more sources to be 

analyzed and several structured activities done by students before they really have to make product or project in the following 

step. Furthermore, teacher with fair knowledge is able to guide students to explore more texts or sources by themselves and 

analyze them together. In addition, the further explanation related to the topic was also given by the teacher.  

 Different from teachers with good knowledge, teacher in this category conducted a lot of structured activities 

individually or in groups to strengthen their comprehension about the topic discussed. There is more than one exercise that 

students should do to make sure that they understand every detail of the text covering the organization of the text, linguistic 

features, etc. Teachers with good knowledge actually conducted similar activities done by previous teacher. However, the text 

or source that students had to explore was limited and there were limited number of structured activities to strengthen their  

comprehension. Mostly, the teachers just provided materials in the coursebook or by themselves for students to analyze. 

Moreover, they tend to conduct classroom discussion as the best way to discuss the deep analysis on the text or material 

discussed. Similar to teacher with fair knowledge, these teachers also gave detail explanation about the topic discussed 

regarding the structure of text, linguistic features, etc. 

 7KH�ZD\�WHDFKHUV�KHOG�DFWLYLWLHV�LQ�FROOHFWLQJ�LQIRUPDWLRQ�VWHS�KDV�EHHQ�LQ�OLQH�ZLWK�3LDJHW¶V�WKHRU\��LQ�ZKLFK�:LOOLDPV�

and Burden (1997: 21) stated that giving the students experiences will help them in constructing their understanding. 

Specifically, students are given opportunities to present their knowledge and relate their knowledge with the experiences that 

they have obtained before. In addition, Nasution (2013: 8) and Lazim (2013: 7) mentioned that the teachers need to evaluate the 

VWXGHQWV¶�ZRUN�RU�discuss it with the students. Referring to this theory, it is expected that teachers give some exercises or tasks 

for students so that they may know whether they have any problem related to the topic discussed. In this case, only teacher with 

fair knowledge has successfully provided many activities to check their comprehension toward the lesson. As a result, it is 

SURPLQHQW�WR�KDYH�YDULHG�DQG�VWUXFWXUHG�DFWLYLWLHV�LQ�FROOHFWLQJ�GDWD�VWHS�WR�EURDGHQ�DQG�HYDOXDWH�VWXGHQWV¶�FRPSUHKHQVLRQ�� 

 

4. Associating 

 The next step is associating. Associating is the step in which the students process the information gained from 

observation and other information gaining activities. The information is processed to increase the knowledge or to solve the 

problems in learning. During the association step, the students are asked to improve their understanding to the material learnt by 

as analyzing texts, classifying, categorizing, inferring, comparing different expressions, text structure, elements of language, 

discussing the content of the discourse, as well as obtaining feedback from teachers. Furthermore, further complex activity such 

as making product or project is given in associating step.  

 Based on the findings, all teachers gave more complex materials and assignment than they had in the previous step. T3 

preferred to ask students to find other sources through internet. Moreover, students should have different story each other to be 

analyzed and summarized. Meanwhile, T8 chose to ask students to analyze the errors in the sentences provided in the materials 

given by teacher individually. In another topic, students were asked to write a script in group based on the stories they had got. 
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On the other hand, T16 played an audio for students to listen and analyze. In addition, as the task given, teacher asked students 

to work in group to be the scriptwriters to continue writing the story that they had heard. The activities that teachers held are in 

line with Nasution (2013: 8) that points out that associating step can be done through arranging the learning materials based on 

its complexity, started from the simplest one to the most complex one.  

 The analysis and discussion done was much deeper and details. The purpose is to help students to be able to draw a 

conclusion at last undeU� WKH� WHDFKHUV¶� JXLGDQFH�� $FFRUGLQJ� WR� /D]LP� ������� ���� DVVRFLDWLQJ� GHDOV� ZLWK� V\VWHPDWLF� WKLQNLQJ�

process based on the empirical facts observed to draw conclusion in the form of knowledge. Drawing conclusion is the further 

process of processing information gained through the previous steps of learning. Moreover, according to Williams and Burden 

�����������µ«DWWHQWLRQ��SHUFHSWLRQ��DQG�PHPRU\�EHFRPH�WKH�IRFXV�RI�WKH�ZRUN�RI�LQIRUPDWLRQ�SURFHVVLQJ�WKHRULVWV�´�7KHUHIRUH��

students are given more assignments so that they can store their knowledge in their memories. Additionally, most teachers 

assign the tasks or assignments to be done in groups. Nasution (2013) believes that associating is an effective foundation of 

scientific attitude and motivation of the learners with regard to the intrinsic values of participatory learning. Consequently, it is 

expected that students are able to participate and fully involve in the learning process to strengthen their knowledge.  

 

5. Communicating 

 Finally, communicating is the last step that should be applied. In language classes, creating steps is also done within the 

communicating step as the students are given chance to show their language products of performance to others to get feedback 

from their friends or teachers. According to the results, teachers in different categories mostly have conducted activities 

properly in line with the purpose of communicating itself. It can be seen that T3 chose story telling as the product that students 

should perform individually even they were free to use their creativity to perform it. On the other hand, T8 only gave quiz to 

FKHFN�RU�HYDOXDWH�VWXGHQWV¶�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�DERXW�WKH�WRSLF�DW�WKH�HQG�RI�WKH�OHVVRQ��8QOLNH�WKH�SUHYLRXV�WRSLF��7��LQ�WKH�QH[W topic 

asked students in group to perform role play in front of the classroom related to the topic discussed. Apart from the previous 

teachers, T16 had her own to create activities in this last step. Students, in group, should become the scriptwriters to continue 

writing the story they heard in associating step, then they presented the result in front of the classroom.  

 These activities conducted by these teachers were quite similar to the previous studies conducted by Arfianti (2014) and 

Nuraeni (2015) in which the teachers required the students to present their answers or products in written or orally in front of 

WKH�FODVV�WR�JHW�IHHGEDFN�IURP�WKHLU�IULHQGV�RU�WHDFKHUV��,W�LV�DOVR�HPSKDVL]HG�E\�9\JRWVN\�WKDW�³«�WKH�LPSRUWDQFH�RI�ODQJXDJe 

in interacting with people; not just speech, but signs and symbols as well (William & Burden, 1997:40), hence, the 

communicating step is viewed as an interaction step during the teaching and learning process in which the students are given 

time to interact and gain meaningful feedback from others. After finishing the performances, students were given any feedback 

IURP� ERWK� WHDFKHU� DQG� RWKHU� VWXGHQWV�� 0HDQLQJIXO� IHHGEDFN� LV� HVVHQWLDO� WR� EH� JLYHQ� WR� HYDOXDWH� DQG� LPSURYH� WKH� VWXGHQWV¶�

understanding of the material learnt (Nuraeni, 2015). Furthermore, the participation of students in communicating step is very 

important since it is the right time for them to express and share ideas as clearly as well as to improve their communicative 

VNLOOV��&RPPXQLFDWLQJ�LV�DOVR�H[SHFWHG�WR�GHYHORS�WKH�VWXGHQWV¶�FRQILGHQFH�DV�ZHOO�DV�their learning motivation (Nasution, 2013: 

9). Students who are still shy and not brave enough to express their opinions or ideas in the previous steps can be motivated to 

speak up more in communicating step. 

 

7HDFKHUV¶�.QRZOHGJH�DQG�,PSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RQ�6FLHntific Approach 

Related to the implementation of Scientific Approach, it can be drawn that teachers who have good knowledge apply 

similar patterns like teacher with fair knowledge in applying the steps of Scientific Approach. Additionally, teacher with fair 

knowledge applies the steps more well-prepared than one of the teacher with good knowledge in terms of activities. There are 

more varied activities conducted by teacher who has fair knowledge than teachers in good level of knowledge. On the other 

hand, it does not mean that teachers with good knowledge are worse in conducting the activities. In fact, although the activities 

are limited, teachers with good knowledge are able to create more attractive and enjoyable atmosphere in the classroom. It 

indicates WKDW�WHDFKHUV¶�NQRZOHGJH�GRHV�QRW�VLJQLILFDQWO\�FRUUHODWH�ZLWK�WKH�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI�WKH�PHWKRG�LQ�WKH�WHDFKLQJ�DQG�

learning process. What they know does not always guarantee what and how they teach by using Scientific Approach.  

As the first example, teachers with good knowledge employ appropriate steps of Scientific Approach. They follow the 

systematic steps of Scientific Approach starting from observing to communicating. The learning processes are begun by 

observing activities such as playing a movie, listening to a song, and writing sentences on the board related to the topic given. 

The teachers in this category always begin the lesson by showing something attractive or interesting throughout the use of 

media. The questioning steps are mostly done during the observing step in which mostly the teachers who ask initially related to 

the materials observed. The next is teachers ask students individually or in group to explore more sources regarding the topic 

given and give material to the students to be analyzed and further give them explanation in detail toward the topic in the 

collecting information steps. Then, in the associating steps, varieties of activities are also found such as analyzing another text 

related to the topics and preparing or making a project orally or written to be communicated later in the communicating step. As 

the last step, communicating is done through delivering or presenting the oral tasks in front of classroom individually or in 

group and also giving quiz to the students covering the topic given previously. 
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Likewise, teacher with fair knowledge also apply Scientific Approach in the classroom systematically and properly. The 

observing step is done by brainstorming students by recalling their memories about the story happened in the past and talking 

about the content or idea of the story. The questioning step is also done by the teacher during the observation process. Similar 

like teachers with good knowledge, in collecting information step, exploring more sources becomes the core activity conducted 

since after that teacher is responsible to give clear explanation related to the structure of text, linguistic features, etc. Different 

from the previous teachers, this teacher conducts the structured activities such as doing exercises in the coursebook related to 

WKH�WRSLF�JLYHQ�LQ�FROOHFWLQJ�VWHS�WR�VWUHQJWKHQ�VWXGHQWV¶�FRPSUHKHQVLRQ��$IWHU�WKDW��WHDFKHU�H[SRVHV�VWXGHQWV�WR�DQRWKHU�NLQd of 

text which has similar characteristics with the previous texts discussed for students to analyze deeper. The activity in associating 

step is also added by preparing students to make a product for communicating step in written way. As the last step, presenting 

the work by students in group becomes the core activity held in communicating step.  

It is apparent that this phenomenon proves that although teachers are different in the conceptual level, they are actually 

similar or the same in the implementation level. All of them, although they are in diverse category, are good in the quality of 

implementing Scientific Approach in the classroom. The results of the study are not in line with the theories that teachers with 

good knowledge should be better in implementation level rather than those who have fair knowledge. It is easier for someone to 

perform the tasks if he or she understands the knowledge (Maciejewski, Mgombelo, and Savard, 2011). A few studies have also 

shown that the understanding of the concepts and implementation of the concepts can play off of each other, one reinforcing and 

strengthening the other (Byrnes and Wasik, 1991; Rittle-Johnson and Koedinger, 2009). It means that teachers who have deep 

knowledge on Scientific Approach should be able to teach better than those with low or shallow knowledge on Scientific 

Approach. In this context, boWK� WKH� WHDFKHUV¶� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ� RI� 6FLHQWLILF� $SSURDFK� DQG� WKH� LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ� RI� 6FLHQWLILF�

$SSURDFK� DUH� LQHYLWDEO\� LPSRUWDQW�� +RZHYHU�� LQ� WKLV� FDVH�� WHDFKHUV¶� NQRZOHGJH� FDQQRW� UHSUHVHQW� VWURQJO\� WKH� ZD\� WHDFKHUV�

implement Scientific Approach in the classroom. 

 

 CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

Conclusion 

 Generally, English teachers from all categories have different level of education, years of teaching, and experiences in 

joining training on SA. Teachers with teaching experiences and level of education do not simply guarantee that they have deep 

knowledge on SA. Meanwhile, the number of training or workshops they attend is in line with their comprehension on SA. 

 Secondly, the numbers of teachers who belong to deep knowledge category and shallow knowledge category are balance. 

Specifically, teachers with good knowledge tend to have strong knowledge about the concepts of SA related to the 

characteristics, principles, and learning models of SA and steps of SA. However, teachers with good knowledge are weak in the 

concept related to the aims of implementing SA. The next is teachers with have fair knowledge on SA are weak regarding the 

characteristics and steps in SA. The last is teachers who have poor knowledge on SA are very weak in all parts. They do not 

understand mostly the concepts about SA.  

Related to the implementation, teachers who have good knowledge apply similar patterns like teacher with fair 

knowledge in applying the steps of SA. This phenomenon proves that although teachers are different in the conceptual level, 

WKH\�DUH�DFWXDOO\�VLPLODU�RU�WKH�VDPH�LQ�WKH�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�OHYHO��+RZHYHU��LQ�WKLV�FDVH��WHDFKHUV¶�NQRZOHGJH�FDQQRW�UHSUHVHQt 

strongly the way teachers implement SA in the classroom. 

 

Suggestion 

English teachers are suggested to participate a lot in professional development programs such as workshops, trainings, or 

seminars and to keep updated with the development of ELT in Indonesia. Dealing with implementation, teachers should be able 

WR�DWWUDFW�VWXGHQWV¶�DWWHQWLRQ�E\�XVLQJ�DWWUDFWLYH�PHGLD��giving more challenging materials and various activities in pairs or in 

groups to develop their critical thinking. For the headmaster, it is expected to provide all English teachers with sufficient 

professional development programs such as trainings, workshops, and seminars. For the policy makers, they need to evaluate 

WKH�WHDFKHUV¶�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�LPSOHPentation of SA. 
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