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ABSTRACT

Lestari, Trinanda Mahdiyah. 2020. An Analysis of Language Learning
Strategies Used by EFL Student Teachers at English Language
Education Program Universitas Negeri Padang: Skripsi. Padang:
Jurusan Bahasa dan Sastra Inggris. Fakultas Bahasa da Seni.
Universitas Negeri Padang.

The current study was carried out with the intention of investigating the
EFL student teachers’ Language Learning Strategies (LLS) in learning English.
This study also aims for exploring the level of using LLS and identifying the most
and least preferred strategy employed by EFL student teachers of English
Language Education Program at Universitas Negeri Padang. This descriptive
research used a quantitative descriptive method. The total sampling technique is
used to all participants of EFL student teachers at International classes of
2019/2020 academic year. The data was gathered through Strategy Inventory for
Language Learning (SILL) questionnaire version 7.0 developed by Oxford and
administered to 82 international EFL student teachers. SILL consists of 50
statements which have six categories as well as Memory, Cognitive,
Compensation, Metacognitive, Affective, and Social. The data was analyzed
through M.Excel and SPSS version 25. The result indicated all international EFL
student teachers employed all strategies categorized as the High level with the
average (M=3.80). The most frequently used is Metacognitive strategy (M=4.01)
and the least frequently used is Affective strategy (M=3.53). It can be concluded
that language learning strategies are important in raising the learners’ learning
awareness and improve the educators’ teaching preference.

Key words: Learning Strategies, Language Learning Strategies, Strategy
Inventory for Language Learning (SILL), higher education, student teachers,
Indonesian context



ABSTRAK

Lestari, Trinanda Mahdiyah. 2020. An Analysis of Language Learning
Strategies Used by EFL Student Teachers at English Language
Education Program Universitas Negeri Padang: Skripsi. Padang:
Jurusan Bahasa dan Sastra Inggris. Fakultas Bahasa da Seni.
Universitas Negeri Padang.

Penelitian saat ini dilakukan dengan tujuan menyelidiki Strategi
Pembelajaran Bahasa dari mahasiswa pendidikan bahasa Inggris dalam belajar
bahasa Inggris. Penelitian ini juga bertujuan untuk mengeksplorasi tingkatan
penggunaan pembelajaran bahasa, serta mengkaji strategi yang paling sering
digunakan dan yang tidak sering digunakan oleh mahasiswa dari Program
Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris di Universitas Negeri Padang. Penelitian deskriptif ini
menggunakan metode deskriptif kuantitatif. Teknik total sampling digunakan
untuk semua mahasiswa pendidikan bahasa Inggris yang ada di kelas internasional
untuk tahun akademik 2019/2020. Data dikumpulkan melalui kuesioner
Inventarisasi Strategi untuk Belajar Bahasa (SILL) versi 7.0 yang dikembangkan
oleh Oxford dan diberikan kepada 82 mahasiswa pendidikan bahasa Inggris kelas
internasional. SILL terdiri dari 50 pernyataan yang memiliki enam kategori serta
Memori, Kognitif, Kompensasi, Metakognitif, Afektif, dan Sosial. Data dianalisis
melalui M.Excel dan SPSS versi 25. Hasilnya menunjukkan semua mahasiswa
pendidikan bahasa Inggris kelas internasional menggunakan semua strategi di
tingkat tinggi dengan rata-rata (Mean=3,80). Yang paling sering digunakan adalah
strategi Metakognitif (M=4,01) dan yang paling tidak sering digunakan adalah
strategi  Afektif (M=3,53). Dapat disimpulkan bahwa strategie pembelajaran
bahasa sangat penting dalam meningkatkan kesadaran belajar siswa dan mampu
meningkatkan kecenderungan pembelajaran oleh tenaga pendidik.

Kata kunci: Strategi Pembelajaran, Strategi Pembelajaran Bahasa, Inventarisasi
Strategi untuk Belajar Bahasa (SILL), pendidikan tinggi, mahasiswa pendidikan
bahasa Inggris, konteks negara Indonesia
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CHAPTER1

INTRODUCTION

A. Research Background
In Indonesia, English has become the compulsory lesson that started to be
learning since in high schools (secondary or tertiary education level), but in the

earlier, it was learned in elementary school education.

Indonesian learners have studied English previously for several years in
high schools. However, Indonesian learners are still lack of English proficiency as
well as having a poor proficiency level (Haryanti, 2017). The problem is
highlighting on the least duration of learning English in the classroom setting.
Even English has become the compulsory lesson in secondary or tertiary schools,
but the duration of learning English is limited to only three hours in a week and
four credits maximum for the university students that are not majoring in English.
Also, Indonesian learners are lack exposure in practicing English that might be
caused by using Bahasa Indonesia while teaching English in high schools or

universities (Hastuti, 2014).

In learning English, many experts and researchers have conducted studies
on English learning strategies and have different ideas about the theory of
language learning strategies. One of the well-known theories about language
learning strategies is the theory from Oxford in 1990. The taxonomy of language
learning strategies by Oxford (1990) has gained much attention especially in

learning English as a foreign and second language. According to Oxford (1990),



the taxonomy of language learning strategies can be divided into two main
strategies, they are direct and indirect strategies. Direct and indirect strategies
consist of several sub-strategies that can support good language learners in

improving the language learning process.

Mistar, Zuhairi, and Parlindungan (2014) claim that language learning
strategies become a crucial issue, especially after the 1970s. Before the 1970s, the
language learning strategies has not received special attention in the world of
education, especially about foreign language learning strategies. Since at the
beginning of the world of education, most studies focused on learning English as a
second language. Hismanoglu (2000) confirms the fact that previous language
learning strategies (LLS) have been identified by many scholars such as O’Malley

(1985), Rubin (1987), Oxford (1990), and Stern (1992).

In the language learning environment, there are always learners who are
successful and less successful. Laoli (2010) reveals that language learning
strategies are believed to affect massively to the success of learners in learning a
language. In other words, in order to create a successful language learning process
is just by using strategies. As a result, learners should be aware of their learning
strategy as soon as possible to create successful language learning. Also, in this
era, language learning strategies believed can help learners in improving their
self-study process (Zhao, 2009).

Mostly, English used only in certain situations and conditions, especially
in dealing with international interactions. English has become the most crucial

prerequisites for many job vacancies and scholarship applications that need more



good ability in English. As a result, having a good ability in English is so very
needed nowadays. Especially the learning process is expected to become a more
effective English learning process in producing proficient or successful English
learners.

Most experts and researchers around the world agreed that more
proficient learners utilize a wider range of strategies more efficiently than the less
proficient learners (Green & Oxford, 1995; Lan & Oxford, 2003; Oxford, 1996;
Oxford & Ehrman, 1995; Philips, 1991; Gan and et. al., 2004; Takeuchi, 2003;
and Griffiths, 2008 cited in Gerami & Baighlou, 2011). Also, successful learners
are commonly laying down on developing a specific task and considering
strategies in difficult language settings (Vann & Abraham, 1990). Some studies
have investigated the language learning strategies used by successful learners in
order to be the reference in training less successful learners (Ramsay, 1980;
Vandergrift, 1999; Griffiths, 2010; Khatib, Hassanzadeh, & Rezaei, 2011; Rahayu,

2011; Nuril, 2012; Setiyadi, 2016).

In order to give a more valuable contribution to the field of English
language learning strategies, the study of investigating the strategies used by
successful, outstanding, or proficient learners are needed. Also, most successful
learners usually have a higher learning awareness compared to less successful
learners. In this case, the study of investigating the language learning strategies
used by international EFL student teachers has been conducted in order to see the
strategies used (most-least used) and the level of employing the strategies by the

learners in the context of Indonesian higher education.



The studies about language learning strategies have gained attention from
many researchers around the world. For example, studies were done by Yang
(2007), Kavasoglu (2009), and Suran and Yunus (2017). Yang (2007)
investigating the use of language learning strategies for junior college students in
Taiwan. The author administered the Strategy Inventory of Language Learning
(SILL) questionnaire by Oxford (1990). Based on the result, the students’ strategy
enables the EFL teachers to incorporate the training of language learning
strategies for junior college students and enable help the students to improve their
English language skills.

Secondly, Kavasoglu (2009) researched language learning strategies used
by pre-service teachers of English and investigated the effect of the variable such
as gender, the grade of school, and type of high schools on the language learning
strategies. The author used the SILL questionnaire by Oxford (1990). The result
showed all students indicated using metacognitive strategies at the highest level,
and the factors influencing are gender and grade of the class. Thirdly, Suran and
Yunus (2017) investigating the language learning strategies of the students in the
rural secondary school in Meradong district. The author used the SILL
questionnaire by Oxford (1990) and analyzed the data descriptively. The study
revealed the students’ language learning strategies can help the teachers in
improving the effectiveness of the process of the language learning process.

In the area of Universitas Negeri Padang (UNP), the study which
investigated the language learning strategies have been carried out several times

with mainly examine the language learning strategies of the learners who study



English as a foreign language. For instance, a study was conducted by Jannah
(2015). The study findings showed the reading strategies used by students'
academic years of 2011 in the English language and literature department are at
the medium level with an average Mean point (M) of 3.26. The most dominant
strategy used was the cognitive strategy with Mean score is 3.46. The other
studies were conducted by Hadi, Adnan, and Wahyuni (2016) and Patmawati,
Amri, and Fatimah (2018). Hadi, Adnan and Wahyuni (2016) investigated
listening strategies used by the English department especially for successful
listeners (higher test score) and unsuccessful listeners (lower test score). The
result showed the dominant strategy used by successful and unsuccessful is
metacognitive. Another study by Patmawati, Amri and Fatimah (2018). The study
findings show the speaking strategies used by the proficient learners (have learned
Speaking 1 and Speaking 2), is in the medium level with the average Mean score
is 3.43.

Most researchers studied the primary, secondary and tertiary school
students’ language learning strategies (Amir, 2018; Zakaria, Zakaria & Azmi,
2018; Edvardsdottir, 2010; Kaur & Embi, 2011; Nayan & Krishnasamy, 2018;
and Lan, 2005). As a result, the studies which focus on university students are not
very common, especially the study about language learning strategies of the EFL
(English as a foreign language) student teachers. Based on the previous studies,
mostly only focused on certain language skills of language learning strategy
within specific skills such as listening, speaking, reading, or writing (Jannah, 2015;

Hadi, Adnan & Wahyuni, 2016; Patmawati, Amri & Fatimah, 2018; Zukang, 1994;



McMullen, 2009). To give more contribution to the study of language learning
strategy, it is better to conducted the study about the most and least frequently
strategies used by EFL student teachers, this study focused on seeing the
strategies employed by the EFL student teachers of the international classes and
can be used for being a criteria in training the less successful EFL student teachers.
Thus, the comprehensive research that investigated all language learning
categories is necessary.

One of the reasons that make this research different from the previous
research is in this research it investigated the language learning strategies of the
international EFL student teachers in all categories (memory, cognitive,
compensation, metacognitive, affective, and social) and involved all skills
(listening, speaking, reading, and writing). Then, this research used the original
questionnaire of Strategy Inventory Language Learning (SILL) by Oxford in 1990
version 7.0 to investigate the language learning strategies used by the international
EFL student teachers. The researcher focused under the title An Analysis of
Language Learning Strategies Used by EFL Student Teachers of English
Language Education Program at Universitas Negeri Padang.

B. Identification of the Problem

Based on the background above, the condition of the status of
international EFL student teachers become the main issue of this research is
investigating the language learning strategies employ by the ‘outstanding’ student
teachers. The importance of investigating more in strategies preference is useful

for other academic purposes, especially in processing the learning process for



other less successful classes while learning English. Mostly, people believe the
international EFL student teachers have higher intelligence compared to other
EFL educational classes in English language education program. This becomes
the main reason for conducting this research in order to see in more detail the
strategies used by proficient learners and can use as the reference in training or
enhancing the less proficient learners in EFL student teachers’ context.
C. Limitation of the Problem

The problem of this research is limited and focused on language learning
strategies used by the international EFL student teachers of English language
education program at Universitas Negeri Padang, which involved investigating all
categories of language learning strategies used.
D. Research Questions

Dealing with the limitation and problem above, the researcher formulates

the problem as follows :

1) Are the international EFL student teachers of English Language Education
Program at Universitas Negeri Padang high, medium, or low ‘language

learning strategy’ users?

2) What are the most and the least strategy used by international EFL student
teachers of English Language Education Program at Universitas Negeri

Padang?



E. Purpose of the Research

The purpose of this research are to describe the use of language learning
strategies, then identifying what is the most and least strategy used by the
international EFL student teachers of English language education program at

Universitas Negeri Padang (UNP).

F. Significance of the Research
The result of this research hopefully can give some advantages not only

theoretically but also practically go to:

1) Student teachers

The result of this research is expected to give more information about
language learning strategies used by learners in the international classes of
English language and literature department in UNP. This can make the learners
understand kinds of English language learning strategies that can be used in
identifying strengths and weaknesses. Furthermore, the result of this study can be

used as a reference in training the other EFL student teachers from other classes.

2) Teacher educators or lecturers

This research is expected to add a variety of concepts of the language
learning strategies used by English learners that owning advance level in learning
English as a foreign language. Additionally, the result of this research may give
benefits to lecturers in emphasizing which strategy more needed by the learners or

the EFL student teachers.



3)

Other researchers

Based on the result of this study, this research can give the comparison

result of the university students’ English language learning strategies. Then, other

researchers may practice, choose, develop a variety of strategies to be learned

based on particular purposes. Likewise, other researchers may examine, criticize

or give suggestions related to the language learning strategies aspects.

G. Definition of Key Terms

To avoid misunderstanding about the title that is adapted in this research,

the researcher feels necessary to describes the key terms as follows:

1))

2)

3)

4)

Analysis: The process of collecting and analyzing the information to
investigating the level of using language learning strategies, and the
most-least strategy used by the international EFL student teachers.

Language Learning Strategies: The tools, techniques, shortcuts, actions, and
behaviors that are used consciously in order to improve the quality of
language learning process become easier, as well as become unconscious
when already accustomed for using those. These strategies focused on
learning English. Strategies used to make the learners easy to comprehend
and to understand the language. Usually, the strategies used are different from
each individual.

EFL: To indicate learning English as a foreign language.

Student teachers: The term used to indicate the university students who are

enrolling in the education major.



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

A. Conclusion

The study showed that international EFL student teachers were aware that
leaning strategies were a part of their language learning process. The strategy used
indicates these learners as High users for all LLS categories within the Mean
score is 3.80 (3.50 or above indicate the High Level). The international EFL
student teachers also indicated as High users for Metacognitive strategies (M=4.01)
which help the learners in directing, organizing, and planning their language
learning process. The respondents also indicate the least frequently used strategy
is the Affective strategy (M=3.53) which mean the learners are lack of controlling

the emotions, attitudes, and motivation in learning.

B. Suggestions

In order to support the teaching and learning process, English educators
should consider the learners’ LLS and administer the appropriate teaching
instruction and activities based on the learners’ differences and circumstances in
order to make the learners more successful. For the international class educators,
it is also better to improve the language learning strategies dealing with the
learning task, difficulties, and learning objectives. Then for the educators of none
international class, it is better to use the result of this study to become the
reference in training the less successful or proficient learners. Also, it is suggested
to teach the learners to use LLS to make the learners can have a better language

learning process and support their learning achievement.
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Hopefully, the result of this study can give a more valuable contribution
to the readers, experts, or researchers in order to increase the learners’ awareness
of language learning strategies, and increase the teaching preferences. Further
research also needs to explore how successful learners and less successful learners

learn English in the EFL context.
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