CHAPTER 11
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This chapter discusses the research methodologiiedpm this study.
It describes the research problems, method of stiatg collection method, and data

analysis.

3.1 Research Problems
This study mainly explores and documents juniorhhgghool students’
language learning strategies (LLS) as an attempfing their relationship with
students’ achievement in learning English. It isoaintended to investigate the
students’ LLS that are relevant to the strategimpetence and attitudes towards
learning English proposed by the English curriculd@®4. The problems of study
are formulated in the following research questions.
a. What learning strategies are applied by junior heghool students in
learning English?
b. What learning strategies are applied by junior hgghool students
categorized as good language learners in learmigdjdb?
c. Is there any relationship between the LLS the sitgdlapply and their
achievement in learning English?
d. To what extent are the students’ frequently use& lrelated with the
strategic competence and attitudes towards leafaigiish proposed by

the 2004 English curriculum for junior high school?
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3.2 TheMethod of Study

Since this study is intended to explore the mos$ lthe whole students and
good language learners apply in learning Englisé,students’ strategic competence
and attitude towards learning English as proposethe 2004 English curriculum
and the correlation between students’ LLS and thelievement, it applies the
descriptive and correlative quantitative procedure

The descriptive procedure is to describe the mosguent LLS whole
students and good language learners apply in legarBinglish They are selected
based on the 10 most frequently used strategieestis apply in learning English.
Their intensity of use or frequency is presentedhea form of percentagelhe
descriptive procedure is also applied to desctilgestudents’ LLS that are relevant
to the strategic competence and attitude towarasiteg English proposed by the
2004 English curriculumThe criteria are selected based on the LLS of trezadl
respondents and good language learners with tlegjuéncy or intensity of use 50%
or above. Further, the LLS are compared with tha&egic competence and attitude
towards learning English proposed by the 2004 Bhgturriculum to find their
similarities. The Pearson Product Moment Correlation with Ex-pasto design is
used to examine if students’ achievement is cdedlavith the LLS they apply in
learning the language. It is based on what isfpward by Hatch and Farhady
(1982:26):

Ex post facto designs are often used when the nedssadoes not have

control over the selection and manipulation ofititteependent variable.

This is why the researcher looks at the type andlegree of

relationship between the two variables rather thiaa cause and effect
relationship
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The data obtained is then analyzed using the StalisPackage for the Social

Science (SPSS) version 12.0.

3.3 Data Collection Method
This section discusses the participants involvedl the research procedures
including the questionnaire, document analysis amdrviews employed in this

study.

3.3.1 Subject

This study was conducted in three classes okthest government junior
high schools with national standard (SSN) code&M® A, SMP B and SMP C in
Cirebon municipality. SMP A is the oldest and thest favorite junior English
school in this city. It is also considered thetb&shool because it always gets the
best score in national final examination (UAN) gvgear. SMP B is the second
favorite junior high school for its second positiopnUAN achievement and SMP C
is the third favorite junior high school for itgrth position in UAN achievement.

Initially, 132 students participated in this studsiowever, due to their
inappropriate answer to the questionnaire, onlyresgondents were included in this
study. The 118 participants consisted of 43 stigden class 3E of SMP A, 36
students of class 3A of SMP B and 39 students adscBE of SMP C. The classes
from the three schools were chosen based on theiple of representativeness. The
choice of participants was basically to achieveesgntative data of the whole junior

high school students. Since the study investigdtesLLS of the good language
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learners as well as those of the average onethiie classes of the three schools are
considered suitable for this study. The three sishm Cirebon are also chosen for
the reasons of practicality and good access. /s rdsearcher belongs to a
community of teachers and his close relationship Wis fellow teachers in this city,
he has a good access to get detailed informatiah data needed in doing the

research.

3.3.2 Procedures
This part discusses the procedures to collect dét@ applied in this study. In
this study, the data were gathered through quesioss, document analysis and

semi-structured interviews.

3.3.2.1 Questionnaire

The questionnaire was used as the main instruroestllect the data. It was
used to collect the information about students'iga) strategies and the information
on the students’ strategic competence and attittmleards learning English. The
questionnaire was adapted from tBeategy Inventory for Language Learning
(SILL) Version for Speakers of Other Language Learning English developed by
Oxford (1990). The questionnaire was simplifieddzh on the capacity of junior
high school students. The questionnaire contaimmg/itive questions dealing with
students’ attitudes and strategies they apply amnieg English. They consist of

questions dealing with the use mémory strategy (4 items),cognitive strategy (10
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items), compensation strategy (5 items),metacognitive strategy (6 items),affective
strategy (5 items) andocial strategy (5 items).

Since many LLS indicators are similar with those tbé indicators of
strategic competence and positive attitudes towlaatsing English proposed by the
2004 English curriculum for junior high school, andnany cases they overlap each
other, the questionnaire was used to investigasetbwo aspects. The questionnaire
is presented in Appendix A. The data were desdrilve the form of simple

quantitative description; therefore, thikert Scale was used with the criteria shown

in Table 3.1.
Table 3.1
Student’s LLS score category
CATEGORY SCORE

Never 1

Seldom 2

Often 3

Always/Very often 4

The scores from students’ LLS are calculated td fime intensity of use or
the frequency of every indicator in the guestiormaRegarding to negative and
positive responses, the scores of Never and Seidensombined to be the score of
N+S and the scores of Often and Always are combiodx the score of O+A. The

scores, later, are presented in the form of peagent

3.3.2.2 Document Analysis
Document analysis was used to gather informaticsutalstudents’ overall
achievement in studying English. The achievemeas Wwased on the students’

overall scores for the English subject in the prasi semester, semester five in
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academic year 2005/2006. The score included thaily goerformance and their
formative and summative test results for the wiselmester.

From the whole 118 students involved in this stugly,out of 118 students
are categorized as good language learners. Thegaéation is based on students’
achievement in learning English in their class.yraee 10 students with the highest
English scores from each class. Since they are fildfarent classes of different

schools, the ranges of their achievement scorgsagashown in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2
Good language learners’ scores range
Student Respondents Range of Score
SMP A Class 3E 8,20 - 8,72
SMP B Class 3A 7,17-8,73
SMP C Class 3E 8,12 - 8,80

3.3.23 Interview

There were 18 student respondents invited forrterviews. They were six
students from every class involved in the study wiee chosen based on their
achievements in learning English. From the sixdstis interviewed, two students
represented the best students, two students repedsihe average ones and the other
two represented the low achievers.

The interview was conducted to get more detailefbrimation and to
crosscheck the information from the questionnaifidse open-ended intervievs
applied as an attempt to get the interviewee touds further the points under focus.
The interviews were recorded, transcribed, codeatl @tegorized to identify the

patterns of the responses.
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3.4 DataAnalyss

As previously mentioned, this study is largely ditative. Firstly, to find the
LLS that the students mostly use in learning Emhglishe data from the
questionnaires were analyzed using simple computalihe data is presented in the
form of the percentage which is taken based orfrdggiency or intensity of use of
the LLS. Secondly, to find the correlation betwesndents’ achievement and
students’ LLS, the data is interpreted in the fafhscores. The students’ LLS scores
were correlated with the students’ achievementescaising Pearson’s coefficient
correlation formula. Since both the LLS and theieeement scores in this study
were given in the interval scales, the parametacalysis was applied.

The formula used to calculate correlation valuevben LLS (X) variable

and Students achievement (Y) variable is

. DIRTDRIW
T -0y v - v

Note:

ry : Coefficient Correlation between X variable and Y variable.

n :number of students

x :the score of Language Learning Strategy

y : Students’ achievement scores

The significance of the correlation value is deteed statistically by the hypothesis

testing in which null hypothesis is chosen.

Ho : o= 0 (There is no correlation between the two \Hes)

The two-direction hypothesis is used to anticipabe positive or negative

correlation.
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To explore whether the students’ frequently uséd® lare relevant to the
strategic competence and attitude towards learkimglish proposed by the 2004
English curriculum, the data from the questionnaieze compared with the strategic
competence and attitude towards learning Englisipgsed by the curriculum. The
criteria are selected based on the LLS of oveedpondents and good language
learners with their frequency or intensity of us®bor above. Further, they are
compared with the indicators of the strategic caepee and attitude towards
learning English proposed by the curriculum to fihdir similarities.

The functions of the three research instrumentsegking the answers to the
research questions were described below.

a. Questionnaire was distributed to studenfsmtbthe answers to the questions
number 1, 2 and 4. Some of the answers to thetigoeaire were to be
confirmed in the interview as a crosscheck. Tha diam the questionnaire
were also used as the supporting data in answeguastion number 3.

b. Document analysis was used as supporting daaswer question number 3.
The data from the document analysis (achievementesy were then
correlated with the score of students’ LLS to fthdir correlation coefficient.

c. Interviews were used to obtain more infornrativat was not revealed by the
questionnaire. The data from the interview wes® aised to crosscheck the

data collected from the questionnaire to answeqthestions 1, 2 and 4.
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