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In this study, pre-service chemistry teachers’ questions in their teaching practices were analyzed
considering the context of discourse. Five pre-service teachers participated in the study. Their questions
were analyzed by considering various data including class videos, interviews, and teaching-learning
materials. Their questions were classified into relevant question, affective question, dead-end question,
rhetorical question, and structuring question. Each question was also classified into appropriate question
and convenient question by the aspect of proper responses of students. The analyses of the results indicate

the differences in the frequencies of several types of questions depending on the content of the lessons.
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After using convenient questions, pre-service teachers proceeded to prepared classes as they rather than
prompted students’ responses. The affective questions were rarely used. The dead-end questions were
found to be used for promoting interaction with students. The rhetorical questions were used for various
purposes such as arousing students’ attention or promoting their thinking. Practical implications were
discussed based on the results.
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Table 3. The classification of pre-service teachers’ questions based on situational adequacy
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