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ABSTRAK

Masih banyak guru yang belum mengetahui efektivitas waktu tunggu 1 di kelas
EFL khususnya di SMP yang ada di kota Padang. Tujuan penelitian ini bertujuan
untuk mengamati bagaimana penerapan waktu tunggu 1 guru di kelas dan juga
apa kendala guru dalam menerapkan waktu tunggu 1 di kelas dengan
menggunakan metode Stimulated Recall Interview (SRI). Partisipan penelitian ini
adalah 18 orang guru SMP di Kota Padang. Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa
rata-rata waktu tunggu 1 guru SMP di Padang adalah 3,49 detik, selain itu
penelitian ini juga menemukan bahwa waktu tunggu 1 guru dengan soal bahasa
Inggris lebih lama daripada bahasa Indonesia. Penelitian ini juga menemukan

bahwa kendala penerapan waktu tunggu 1 datang dari guru itu sendiri.



ABSTRACT

They are still teachers who do not know the effectiveness of wait-time 1
in EFL classes, especially at junior high school in Padang. The purpose of this
study aims to observe how the teacher's wait-time 1 implementation in the
classroom and also what are the teacher's obstacles in implementing wait-time 1 in
the classroom using stimulated recall interview (SRI). The participants of this
study were 18 teachers at junior high school in Padang. The findings show that the
average wait-time for 1 teacher at junior high school in Padang is 3.49 seconds,
besides that the study also found that the wait-time for 1 teacher with English
questions is longer than Indonesian. The study also found that the obstacles to

implementing wait-time 1 came from the teachers themselves.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
This chapter explain the background of this research, identification of the
problem, formulation of the problem, research questions, research limitation, research

significance, purposes of the research, and definitions of key terms.

Background of the Problem

English is one of the foreign languages , an international language that has a
very important role-in smooth interaction. In Indonesia, English classes start when
students enter junior high school which are useful for students to understand English
that is why an English as a Foreign Language class held, which is shortened to EFL
class. This program helps students to improve their English skills. However, in several
schools in West Sumatra, especially in Padang, there are still many students who have
difficulty learning English, especially in the conversations between teachers and
students in EFL classes (Rianto, 2017). A research in one of the junior high schools in
Padang revealed that the students’ understanding of English was still far from ideal;
Students’ abilities need to be improved (Putri et al., 2021).

When researchers observed one junior high school in Padang in March 2021,
researchers saw that teacher and student interactions in the classroom were ineffective
because in this interaction the teacher pauses for too short a time to the questions he
gives so that students have not had time to answer the teacher's questions and students
become inactive, this has an impact on the low value of English. student. This is also
supported by previous research (Daslin & Zainil, 2020) which examined the teacher's
wait time strategy, in this study it was stated that most high school teachers in Padang

had not given sufficient time to their students in question and answer interactions.



One of the strategies that can improve students’ abilities and is often used by
teachers is the wait time strategy. The wait time strategy can improve students' abilities
because it makes students consider the questions given and helps them think more
(Singh & Hashim, 2014). This strategy was pioneer by Mary Buddha Rowe in 1972.
Rowe found that teachers typically waited between 0.7 seconds and 1.5 seconds before
speaking after they had asked a question. However, when teachers used a wait time of
3 seconds or more, Rowe found a marked increase in student creativity and learning.

In educational terms, wait time is the time in which a teacher waits before
calling a student in class or for a student to respond. As quoted from teachervision
(2015) "Wait time is the period of silence between the time a question is asked and the
time when one or more students respond to that question. This provides students with
much-needed opportunities to process questions and formulate their responses, such
as the statement by Stahl (1994) that “the average teacher waits for 0.7 to 1.4 seconds
after asking a question, even though it is important for teachers to give more time”.

The same research as Rowe above has also been conducted by Alsaadi (2019)
entitled Wait-time in Material and Classroom Context Modes, which found that
increasing wait time for students can provide learning opportunities for them. Robert
Stahl further developed the concept, Mary Budd Rowe, in 1994, coined the term “think
time.” Stahl's definition, although similar to “wait time,” more specifically refers to
teachers and students' actions during periods of silence as thinking. The wait time
strategy is divided into two types, namely wait time 1 and wait time 2. Wait time 1 is
the time period between the teacher's question and the student's response. Meanwhile,
Wait time 2 is the period after the student's initial response and before the teacher's

reaction.



During wait-time 1, what will be seen is the time between the teacher's
questions and student responses such as when the teacher and students ask questions
in class, the teacher must also explain the concept before the question and answer
begins so that students will understand that no one will be called. to answer during the
wait time 1. For example, during a question and answer in class, a teacher asks students
about the lesson they learned earlier "So, how old is a doctor to retire?" the teacher's
questions, the amount of time given until the students answer the questions, includes
strategies wait time. Many styles of teachers and students in interacting in the
classroom are included in this wait time strategy. Stahl (1982) developed a wait time
strategy and focused on teacher reactions, and divided them into eight categories,
which are called eight categories of periods of silence namely Post-Teacher Question
Wait-Time, Within-Student's Response Pause-Time, Post-Student's Response Wait-
Time, Student Pause-Time, Teacher Pause-Time, Within-Teacher Presentation Pause-
Time, Student Task-Completion Work-Time and Impact Pause-Time. This category
looks more at the teacher's reaction in implementing wait time.

Some previous research has been done. Singh & Hashim (2014) investigated
the use of wait time with the title "The use of wait time during reading comprehension
lessons by two English teachers at a school in Selangor". The study found that teachers
who gave students more like 1 minute of wait time could make them consider the
questions they should answer. Furthermore, another study examined the increase in
wait time entitled "Wait-time in Material and Classroom Context Modes" by Saheed
(2019). This study aims to investigate wait time, more specifically student reaction
wait time, in high school English classes as a foreign language with particular attention

to two micro-class context modes (class context mode and material mode). The study
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B.

found that wait time extended by three to five seconds is likely to increase learning
opportunities for student.

Another study on the wait-time was conducted by (Mohamad et al, 2019),
entitled The Impact of "Think-Pair-Share” and "Wait-Time" on Teaching and
Learning Undergraduates: An action research. It was conducted to investigate the
impact of two teaching strategies namely ‘think-pair-share and ‘wait-time on students'
teaching and learning. The study revealed that the two teaching strategies "think-pair-
share™ and "wait-time™ has greatly increased student engagement in the class. And a
recent study on wait-time was also researched by (Daslin & Zainil, 2020) entitled
Teachers' use of wait time: A case study of questioning strategies in senior high school
in Padang. This study observed how much time the teacher gave between the questions
asked and the student's answers (wait-time 1), and wait time 2. The results of this study
revealed that the type of question affects wait-time 1. On the contrary, it does not occur
at wait time 2.

By looking at the importance of this wait time strategy in the world of
education, many researchers have conducted research on this topic such as the use of
wait time, the context of wait time modes, and the impact of wait time. Although the
topic is almost the same, the researcher in this present study focuses more on the wait-
time 1 analysis. Concluding from the observations that the researcher made in several
junior high schools in the city of Padang, the researcher saw that some students'
English scores were still low and the lack of improvement may be because of the
problem of wait time. Therefore, it is important to know how the teacher applies this
wait time strategy in the class by observing how teachers apply wait-time 1 and and

the teacher's obstacles in implementing this strategy.

Identification of the Problem

11



Regarding the problems that the researcher mentioned above, during
observations at junior high school 29 in Padang on March 2021, researchers saw that
teacher and student interactions in the classroom were ineffective. This is presumably
because the teacher's wait time strategy to students is still not good, because in this
interaction the teacher pauses for too short a time to the questions she gives so that
students have not had time to answer the teacher's questions and students become
inactive, this has an impact on the low value of English because the value of question
and answer in activities and student activity in class are included in formative values.
This is also supported by previous research (Daslin & Zainil, 2020) which examined
the teacher's wait time strategy, in this study it was stated that most high school
teachers in the city of Padang had not given sufficient time to their students in question
and answer interactions. However, it is not known yet how this wait time strategy is

implemented in junior high schools in Padang.

Formulation of the problem

Based on the problem above, the research is formulated in this question: "How

is the implementation of wait time 1 in junior high schools in Kota Padang?

Research Questions

Based on the background described above, there are two questions that arise in
this study:
1. How long does the teacher give students time to answer questions (wait time 1)?

2. What are the obstacles faced by teachers in providing wait time?

Research Limitations
Problem limitation is used to avoid deviation or widening of the subject matter

so that research is more focused and facilitates discussion so that the research

12



objectives are achieved. The limitation of the problem in this study only includes
information about wait time 1 in the EFL class at junior high school in Padang. The
researcher chooses 18 teachers from grades VII, grade VIII, and grades 1X in their

school.

F. Research Significance
The researcher hope this information about wait time is useful for English
teachers who teach in EFL classes and can encourage these teachers to implement this
wait time strategy well in the classroom so that teachers can find out students' abilities

and improve student understanding in the classroom.

G. Purpose of the research
The purpose of this study is to find out how long does the teacher give students
time to answer questions, as well as how long the teacher waits for an answer from
students when asking questions and what obstacles the teacher faces in doing this. This

research was conducted to find out how the teacher wait time strategy was applied.

H. Definition of key terms
1. Wait time 1 is the time period between the teacher's question and the student's
response.
2. Wait time 2 is the period after the student's initial response and before the teacher's

reaction.
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTION

A. Conclusions

In conclusion, after the researchers made observations and
interviewed teachers, the researchers found that the average wait time for
teachers in junior high schools in Padang is 3.49 seconds, which is the
ideal time to give students wait time 1. However, there were also
teachers who gave a wait time 1 of less than 3 seconds, because there are
obstacles in this, namely because the teacher himself is impatient in
waiting for students to answer questions. The researcher found that
teacher questions using English had a longer wait time of 4.18 seconds
for each question and 3.19 seconds for questions using Bahasa

Indonesia.

B . Suggestion

In relation to the results of this study, the researcher would like
to give some suggestions. First, the teacher must know the effectiveness
of wait time 1 on students because sufficient wait time 1 (at least 3
seconds) can improve students' thinking and students can consider
answers. Second, the teacher must patiently wait for students to answer
so that no questions are answered directly by the teacher himself and
students are given the opportunity to answer. Third, further researchers
need to conduct research on this wait time because it is important to

examine it..
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