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THE CONTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS’ ATTENDANCE IN ENGLISH 

COURSE, STUDENTS’ PARENTS SOCIAL ECONOMIC STATUS, AND 

STUDENTS’ MOTIVATION TOWARD STUDENTS’ SPEAKING 

ACHIEVEMENT 

 

 

The aim of this research is to know the contribution of students’ attendance in 

English course, students’ parents’ social economic status, and student motivation 

toward students’ speaking achievement. This study uses associational quantitative 

research as the method of the research. The subject of this research this study are 

English Department fourth semester students of IAIN Surakarta. The technique of 

collecting the data are questionnaire and test. The questionnaire is dealing with 

students’ attendance in English course, students’ parent social economic status and 

students’ motivation and the test is dealing with students’ speaking achievement. 

The data analyzed using descriptive statistic, classic assumption test, multiple 

regressions test and hypothesis testing which includes t-test, f-test, coefficient of 

determination and predictor contribution. 

 

The result shows that the formulation of multiple regression is Y=25,886 + ,029 X1 

+ 0,363 X2 + 0,576 X3, students’ attendance in English course (X1) shows that result 

of t-result is 3,565 with the significance result is 0,001. The significance data has 

been got from the result T-test. Students’ parents’ social economic status (X2) 

shows that result of t-result is 2,061 with significance result is 0.047. Students’ 

motivation (X3) shows that result of t-result is 2,024 with significance is 0,049. The 

result of F-result is. 38,995 with the significance result is. 0,00. The result of R2 is 

0,765. This means that there are positive and significance contributions of 

independent variables toward dependent variable. 

 

Keywords: Students’ Attendance in English Course, Students’ Parents Social 

Economic Status, Students’ Motivation, Students’ Speaking Achievement 

 

 

ABSTRAK 

 

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui pengaruh dari kehadiran siswa di 

lembaga kursus bahasa Inggris, status sosial ekonomi orang tua siswa dan motivasi 

siswa terhadap prestasi siswa dalam  berbicara  bahasa Inggris. Penelitian ini 

menggunkan metode asosiasi kunatitatif. Subjek penelitian ini adalah mahasiswa 

semester empat program studi Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris IAIN Surakarta Teknik 

pengumpulan data menggunakan dua instrumen yaitu kuesioner dan test.  Instrumen 

kuesioner berisi tentang variabel bebas meliputi kehadiran siswa di lembaga kursus 

bahasa Inggris, status social ekonomi orang tua siswa dan motivasi siswa dan 

instrumen tes berisi tentang variabel terikat yaitu prestasi siswa dalam berbicara 

bahasa ingris. Data yang diperoleh dalam penelitian ini dianalisis menggunakan 

statistik deskriptif, uji asumsi klasik, multipel regresi dan uji hipotesis yang 

meliputi uji t-test, f-test, koefisien determinasi dan kontribusi  prediksi. 
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Hasil penelitian ini menunjukkan bahwa formula dari multilpel regresi adalah Y= 

25,886 + 0,029 X1 + 0,363 X2 + 0,576 X3, variabel kehadiran siswa di lembaga 

kursus bahasa Inggris (X1) menunjukkan bahwa hasil dari t-hasil adalah 3,565 

dengan hasil signifikasi sebesar 0,001. Data hasil signifikasi data diperoleh t-test. 

Variabel status sosial ekonomi orang tua siswa (X2) menunjukkan t-hasil sebesar 

2,061 dengan hasil signifikasi sebesar 0.047. Variabel motivasi siswa (X3) 

menunjukkan t-hasil sebesar 2,024 dengan hasil signifikasi sebesar 0,049. 

Selanjutnya F-hasil sebesar T 38,995 dengan hasil signifikasi sebesar 0,001. Hasil 

dari R2 adalah 0,765. Hal ini menunjukkan bahwa ada pengaruh positif antara 

variabel-variabel bebas terhadap variabel terikat baik secara terpisah maupun 

bersamaan 

 

Kata Kunci: Kehadiran Siswa di Lembaga Kursus Bahasa Inggris, Status 

Sosial Ekonomi Orang Tua Siswa, Motivasi Siswa, Prestasi Siswa dalam  

Berbicara  Bahasa Inggris 

 

1. INRODUCTION 

Teaching and learning process in the class consists of explaining the 

material, some practices, and practicum to students. The teacher can also give 

the students suggestions to learn the materials better. The good explanation of 

the teacher to makes the materials understandable by the students may give 

contribution in students’ achievement.  The conducive and comfortable class 

can make students enjoy to learn. These atmospheres can be done to make the 

students achieve their goal getting best score and also can implement the 

knowledge in their life 

In general achievement is the result of what an individual has learned 

from some educational experiences. Algarabel and Dasi (2001) say 

“achievement is viewed as the competence of a person in content area.” People 

know that student achievement is reflected in their value. Parents know the 

achievements of their sons / daughters by looking at their scores at the end of 

the semester in their report book. Scores are reported in writing in this book is 

made up of the number and the average score throughout the semester. 

However, language learners are associated with problems of attendance 

in English course, socio-economic parents, motivation and others. Learners’ 

attendance in English courses has an influence on speaking achievement. By 

participating in the course, it can actualize their potential in developing a level 

of knowledge, reasoning, and skills according to their age and needs. Through 
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mentors in the course environment, learners can practice speaking skills 

without having to feel ashamed as they feel at school or campus. 

The family's social background actually sets an achievement roadmap. 

There are various things that are closely related to academic achievement. This 

includes talents from students, motivation, attending in course, and 

relationships with mentors (Saifullah:2015). Related to this, the family's 

economic status is part of the problem of a family's problems. Therefore, 

automatically parents economic status also has an influence on student learning 

achievement. Because the process of learning is identical with the acquisition 

of skills and abilities. These skills include proficiency in using computers, 

adequate mastery of foreign languages and maximum use of the environment. 

In line with the two factors above, in order to get good achievement 

learners must have high motivation to achieve good speaking skills.  Gardner 

(2009: 25) says that motivation is concerned with the factors that stimulate or 

inhibit the desire to engage in behavior. In education, motivation deals with the 

problem of setting up conditions therefore learners will perform to the best of 

their abilities in academic settings. Motivation is very important to make 

students enjoying learning English process. Furthermore, highly motivated 

students are easy doing identification and they are enthusiastic, interested, 

involved, and curious with challenges. 

 

2. RESEARCH METHOD 

 The research uses associational quantitative research to know the 

contribution each variable toward other variable. The population in this research 

are  156 students of the fourth semester English Department Student of IAIN 

Surakarta in the academic year 2018 and the sample are 40 students as the 

sample. The researcher uses cluster random sampling by lottery pickimg. The 

researcher uses questionnaire and test as the instrument. The questionnaire is 

used to measure students’ attendance in English course, students’ parents social 

economic status, and students’ motivation. The questionnaire in this study use 

Likert scale of measurement. This scale uses the multiple choices or checklist 
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as the way to answer the questionnaire. While the test is given to measure 

students’ speaking ability. 

 The data acquired from tried out were tabulated and analyzed to know 

whether there are positive and significant contribution of all variables toward  

students’ speaking achievement and  there a positive and significant 

contribution of each variable toward the students’ speaking achievement.The 

instruments used in a research  must be valid. The distribution (of the r table) 

for N = 40 respondents, α 0,05 and the degree of deliberation (dk =N-2) is 0,312. 

The researcher concludes that the items are significance when r result ˃ r table 

(0,312) and the items are not significance when r result ˂ r table (0,312). After 

the items of the questionnaire are significance, the items are valid to be 

responded by the subjects. In testing the validity of instruments, the researcher 

uses SPSS 16.0. The r result shows that each item is between 0,476 until 0,804. 

It means that all items are valid because  they have result more than 0,312. 

 Nunnally in Ghozali (2011:48) said that the variables belong to 

reliable when the Cronbach  Alfa ˃ 0,60. The Cronbach Alfa of students’ 

attendance in English course (X1) is 0,760, students’ parents social economic 

status (X2) is 0,767, student’s motivation (X3) is 762,  and students’ speaking 

achievement (Y) is 0,783. Therefore, these variables are reliable because 

Cronbach Alfa is > 0,60. 

 The data are analyzed using descriptive, classic assumption, multiple 

regressions. Sugiyono (2014:29) said that descriptive statistic is a statistic which 

function is to describe the object of the research through sample or population 

without doing analysis and it draw conclusion in general. The next analysis is 

classic assumption test as the unity data of each variable in this research. Classic 

assumption test consists of normality test, linearity, multicolinearity, and 

heteroscedasticity. Ghozali, (2011:160) said that normality  test is used to test 

whether the regression model, the residuals have a normal distribution  or to 

investigate the required variables from the regression normal distribution or not. 

The researcher used graphic analysis and Kolmogorov Smirnov test. Linearity 

test is used to determine whether the regression line between the variables X 

and Y forms a linear line or not. Furthermore, multicolinearity test is used to 
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test whether the regression model found a correlation between the independent 

variables. Multiple regression analysis used to predict how the condition of the 

dependent variable if there are two or more independent variables as the factors 

of manipulated variable.  The last step is hypothesis testing. It is to answer the 

research problems, after the data are summarized and analyzed. The hypothesis 

testing includes t-test, f-test, coefficient of determination, and predictor 

contributions. The use of t-test is to show how deep the contribution of an 

independent variable individually to explain the dependent variable. 

Furthermore, the us of f-test is to know either all independent variables in the 

study simultaneously give the contribution toward the dependent variable. The 

last step of hypothesis is predictor contributions, it can be used to know how 

much the contribution of each X variables toward Y variable. The predictor 

contributions are effective contribution (SE) and relative contribution (SR). 

 

3. RESULT 

3.1 Descriptive Statistic 

  The first variable (X1) is students’ attendance in English course that 

has three indicators namely attendance in course, non-attendance, and 

tardiness. These indicators have several types which characterized into four 

optional.  The mean of all indicators is 3,05  and standard deviation is 0.68. 

Generally, the  students’ attendance in English course gives contribution 

toward speaking achievement. The highest mean is about non-attendance 

course which is 3,20. The lowest is about students’ attendance course which 

is 2,76. The indicator which has the highest percentage of very low and low 

is about students’ attendance course with 55% (very low 17,5% + low 

37,5 %). Meanwhile the indicator which has the highest percentage of high 

and very high is about tardiness with 70% (high 15 % + very high 55%). 

 The second variable (X2) is students’ parents’ social economic status, 

it consists of income and status of parents in society. The mean of all 

indicators is 2,49 and standard deviation is 0.58. The researcher concludes 

that the mean of variable students’ parents social economic status is less than 

2,5. It means that students’ parents economic status is low. The highest mean 
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is Income which is 2,53. The lowest is status of parents in society which is 

2,46. The result shows that the highest percentage of very low and low is 

status of parents in society with 55% (very low 20% + low 35 %). Meanwhile 

the indicator which has the highest percentage of high and very high is income 

with 62,5% (high 45 % + very high 17,5%). 

 The third variable (X3) is students’ motivation, it consists two 

indicators; intrinsic motivation and extrinsic motivation. Intrinsic motivation 

is divided into three indicators namely challenge, curiosity and independent 

mastery. Extrincic motivation is also divided into three indicators namely 

easy work, pleasing lecturer, and dependent lecturer. The mean all indicator 

is 2,83 and standard deviation is 0,57. concludes the mean of variable students’ 

motivation is more than 2,5. It means students’ motivation is high in speaking 

class. The highest mean is depended on lecturer (extrinsic motivation) which 

is 3.18. The lowest is Independent mastery (intrinsic motivation) which is 

2.57. The result shows that the highest percentage of very low and low is 

curiosity (intrinsic motivation) with 55% (very low 30% + low 35 %). 

Meanwhile the indicator which has the highest percentage of high and very 

high is depend on lecturer with 77,5% (high 35 % + very high 42,5%). 

 The fourth variable (Y) is students’ speaking achievement that consist 

of several indicators, there are pronunciation, vocabulary, grammar, fluency 

and comprehensibility. Each indicator has 1-20 scale of score. Therefore, the 

maximum score for speaking is 100.  The researcher concludes the mean of 

variable students’ speaking achievement is more than 2,5. It means that 

genarally the students have excellent ability in speaking. The highest mean is 

pronunciation which is 17,31. The lowest is comprehensibility which is 15.08. 

The precentage of students’ speaking achievement shows that  17,04% of the 

respondents have bad speaking skill in English, 8,52% have sufficient 

speaking skill in English, 41,3%  have good speaking skill in English and 

33,1% have excellent speaking skill in English. The indicator which has the 

highest percentage of bad and sufficient is comprehensibility with 42,6% 

(very low 34,4% + low 8,2%). Meanwhile the indicator which has the highest 
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percentage of high and very high is pronunciation with 80,4% (high 34,4% + 

very high 46%). 

3.2 Classis Assumption Testing 

  The result of Kolmogorov-Smirnov tests shows that probality value of 

each variable are students’ attendance in English course (X1) is 0.841, 

students’ parents’ social economic status (X2) is 0.974; students’ motivation 

(X3) is 0.930 and students’ Speaking Achievement (Y) is 0.178. All of the 

result for each variable are more than 0.05, it means that the data distribution 

is normal. The linearity result shows that probality value of each variable are 

ttudents’ attendance in english course (X1) is 0,51, students’ parents social 

economic status (X2) is 0,165; and students’ motivation (X3) is 0,234. All of 

the result of linearity testing is more than 0,05 (> 0,05). It can be concluded 

that the data of the research is linier. 

  The result  of multicolinearity testing can be seen from tolerance and 

variance inflation factor (VIF). The tolerance value of variable Students’ 

attendance in English course (X1), Students’ parents’ social economic status 

(X2) and students’ motivation (X3) are 0.359, 0.567 and 0,364 that is > 0,10. 

The VIF value of variable The Students’ attendance in English course (X1), 

Students’ parents’ social economic status (X2) and and students’ motivation 

(X3) are 2,788; 1,762 and 2,748 that is < 10. It can be concluded that the 

independent variables do not have serious multicolinearity problem with the 

others independent variables. 

3.2.1  Multiple Regression 

The result of regression coefficients independet variable are  

students’ attendance in English course (X1) is 1,029, students’ parents 

social economic status (X2) is 0,363 and students’ motivation (X3) is 

0,576. Constant value regression is 25.886. Therefore, the formulation 

of multiple regression is Y= 25.886+ 1,029X1+ 0,363 X2+ 0,576X3. It 

means that if the variables students attendance in English course, 

students’ parents social economic status, students’ and students’ 

motivation are 0, students’ speaking achievement will become 25.886. 

If the variable students’ attendance in English course increase one point 
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while the variables students’ social economic status and students’ 

motivation are assumed constant, the increment of students’ speaking 

achievement will become 1,029. If the variable students’ parents’ social 

economic status increase one point while the variables students’ 

attending English course and students’ motivation are assumed constant, 

the increment of students’ Speaking achievement will become 0,363. 

And if f the variable students’ motivation increase one point while the 

variables students’ attendance in English course and students’ social 

economic status are assumed constant, the increment of students’ 

speaking achievement will become 0,576. 

3.2.2 Hypothesis Testing 

 The regression coefficient for variable students’ attendance in 

English course (X1) is 0,289. The result of tresult is 3,565 (>2.021). The 

significance result of this variable is 0,001 which less than 0,05. Based 

on the result above, it can be concluded that H0 is denied and Ha is 

accepted. It means that hypothesis (H1) of “there is positive and 

significant contribution of students’ attendance in English course toward 

students’ speaking achievement.  

 The regression coefficient for variable students’ parents social 

ecomic status (X2) is 0,221. The result of T is 2,061 (>2,021). The 

significance result of this variable is 0.047 which less than 0,05. Based 

on the result above, it can be concluded that H0 is denied and Ha is 

accepted. It means that hypothesis (H1) of “there is positive and 

significant contribution of students’ parents social economic status 

toward students’ speaking achievement.”  The regression coefficient for 

variable students’ motivation (X3) is 0,271. The result of tR is 2,024 (> 

2,021). The significance result of this variable is 0,049 which less than 

0,05. Based on the result above, it can be concluded that H0 is denied and 

Ha is accepted. It means that hypothesis (H1) of “there is a positive and 

significant contribution of students’ motivation toward students’ 

speaking achievement.”  
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3.3 Discussion 

3.3.1 The Contribution of Students’ Attendance in English course (X1), 

students’ parents social economic status (X2), and students’ motivation 

(X3) toward Students’ Speaking Achievement (Y) 

  According While (2015) by attending an English course class 

students are expected to be more confident and able to speak English in 

accordance with the native speakers. This course is a form of ongoing 

language education to develop learners’ abilities with an emphasis on 

mastering English. Furthermore, the students attending English course to 

develop learning skills in order to be more confident and able to speak 

English.  

  Kapinga (2014: 120) states there is a close relationship between 

social economic status and academic achievement. The majority of the 

parents are not involved in the learning of their children as well as in the 

school improvement program. He recommends that the government should 

review the policy of cost sharing and make it free to low-level students 

especially to low social economic students. In addition, schools should have 

professional guidance and counsellors to help students with problems to 

reduce the gap between low and high social economic status.  

  Harmer (in Marsela, 2017: 13) states motivation is some kinds of 

internal drive which pushes someone to do some things in order to achieve 

something or to reach the goal. Motivation is very important to make 

students enjoy in learning process. Therefore, motivation in speaking class 

plays a vital role. It can shape the students’ self-confidence. It also creates 

students’ desire to complete a targeted goal.  The explanation above is used 

to discuss the result of the research. The analysis of the result shows that 

there is a positive and significant contribution of students’ attendance in 

English course, students’ parents’ social economic status, and students 

motivation toward students’ speaking achievement. Based on the result 

shows that, the result of Fresult is 38,995 that Less than Ftable ( < 2.87).The 

significant is 0,00 that is less than 0,05. based the table 4.17, the result of 

R2 is 0,765. It means that all of the independent variables are contribute 
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toward dependent variable. The total of contribution is 76,3% and the other 

23,7% are influenced by other factors. 

3.3.2 The Contribution of Students’ Attendance in English Course (X1) 

toward Students’ Speaking Achievement (Y) 

  Based on the descriptive statistic result, there are show that 10% 

of students has very low attendance, 30,8% has low attendance, 42,5% high 

attendance and 16,7% has very high attendance. Although there are five 

indicators in students’ attendance, but the highest percentage based on the 

table is on tardiness with 70%. It means that students’ have very high 

tardiness on the course.  If the students did not late in attending course, they 

will be more have high good skill in speaking. Jones (2006: 23) stated that 

tardiness means the students late (oversleep, late to register), it needed 

improvement, From the explanation above the researcher concluded that if 

the students late, teacher or parents should give them advice and motivation. 

  The calculation of the result shows that there is a positive and 

significant contribution of students’ attendance in English course toward 

Students’ Speaking Achievement. Based on the result above, the regression 

coefficient is 0,289. The result of tresult is 3,565 (>2.021). It can be concluded 

if Tresult > Ttable. The significance result of this variable is 0,001 which less 

than 0,05. The contribution of the variable can be seen from the effective 

contributions (EC) and relative contributions (RC). Based on the table 4.18, 

the variable students’ attendance in English course gives 39,9% as the 

effective contribution (EC) and gives 52,2% as relative contribution (RC). 

Then, the contribution of students’ attendance in English course toward 

students’ speaking achievement is 39,9%. 

  The result of this research shows that students’ attendance in 

English course contribute toward students’ speaking achievement. The 

result is in line with the research conducted by Aden et. al (2013) which 

report that the student’s attendance has effect on academic performance.  

3.3.3 The Contribution of Parents’ Social Economic Status (X2) toward 

Students’ Speaking Achievement (Y) 
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  Based on the descriptive statistic result above, it shows parents’ 

social economic status divided into two indicators. Based on table 4.4 shows 

that the parents have 13,7% very low status, 32,5% has low status, 37,5% 

high status and 16,25% has very high status. The highest percentage of very 

low and low is status of parents in society with 55% (very low 20% + low 

35 %). Meanwhile the indicator which has the highest percentage of high 

and very high is is income with 62,5% (high 45 % + very high 17,5%). From 

two indicators about parents’ status, the highest percentage based on the 

table is income with 62,5%. It was supported by Maftuh &Ruyadi (1995: 

34) which stated that economic status is the status of a person in society based 

on income, wealth, and position. Therefore, it proves how dominant a factor 

of one's economic life is in determining social status, even if we are realized 

that social status is much influenced by other elements, such as hereditary 

education and positions where these elements will also affect life. 

  The calculation result shows that there is positive and significant 

contribution of the parents’ status economic toward students’ speaking 

achievement. Based on the result above. The regression coefficient for 

variable students’ parents’ social economic stats (X2) is 0,221. The result of 

T is 2.061 (>2.021). The significance result of this variable is 0.047 which 

less than 0,05. The contribution of the variable can be seen from the 

effective contributions (EC) and relative contributions (RC). Based on the 

table 4.18, the variable students’ parents’ social economic status gives 

15,2% as the effective contribution (EC) and gives 20% as relative 

contribution (RC). Then, the contribution of students’ parents’ social 

economic status toward students’ speaking achievement is 15,2%. 

  The result of this research shows that parents’ social economic 

status contribute toward students’ speaking achievement. The result is in 

line with the research conducted Kapinga (2014: 120) which conclude that 

there is a close relationship between social economic status and academic 

achievement. The majority of the parents are not involved in the learning of 

their children as well as in the school improvement programme.  
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3.3.4 The Contribution of Student Motivation  (X3) toward Students’ 

Speaking Achievement (Y) 

  Based on the descriptive statistic result above, it shows students’ 

motivation give effect to students speaking achievement. Based on table 4.6 

above, showed that students’ have 10% (very low motivation), 30,75% (low 

motivation), 29,25% (high motivation) and 30% (very high motivation). 

Although there are six indicators about students’ motivation, but the highest 

percentage based on the table is depend on lecturer with 77,5%. Harter (in 

Handayani (2018: 33) stated that depend on lecturer means the students 

want to ask the lecturer the way to get the right answer and help them to 

make next plan. The calculation result shows that there is positive and 

significant contribution of students’ motivation toward students’ speaking 

achievement. Based on the result above, the regression coefficient for 

variable students’ motivation (X3) is 0,271. The result of tR is 2,024 

(>2.021). The significance result of this variable is 0,049 which less than 

0,05. The contribution of the variable can be seen from the effective 

contributions (EC) and relative contributions (RC). Based on the table 4.18, 

the variable students’ motivation gives 21,2% as the effective contribution 

(EC) and gives 27,8% as relative contribution (RC). Then, the contribution 

of collaborative strategy toward students’ speaking achievement is 21,2%. 

  The result of this research shows that students’ motivation 

contributes toward students’ speaking achievement. The result is in line 

with the research conducted by Skinner (1993: 571) which states that highly 

motivated children are easy to identify because they are enthusiastic, 

interested, involved and curious, therefore they try hard and persist and 

actively cope with challenges and setback. In addition, there is a significant 

effect of motivation in learning English on students’ speaking ability. The 

result shows that the students with very high motivation have better ability 

in speaking compared with the students with low motivation. It means that 

the higher their motivation in learning English, the better their ability in 

speaking will be. The students with very high motivation got better 

achievement in fluency and comprehensibility aspect. Meanwhile, the 
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students with low motivation got better achievement in comprehensibility 

aspect. 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

In this research, the conclusion is made based on the previous 

discussion. The first, there is positive and significant contributions of students’ 

attendance in course, students’ parents’ social economic status and students’ 

motivation toward students’ speaking achievement with the percentage 76,3%. 

It means that students’ speaking achievement is influenced by the high 

attendance in course, high social economic status and high motivation. The 

second, there is positive and significant contribution of students’ attendance in 

course toward students’ speaking achievement with percentage 39,9 %.. It 

means that students’ attendance in course gives contribution toward students’ 

speaking achievement. 

The third, there is positive and  significant contribution of students’ 

parents social economic status toward students’ speaking achievement with 

percentage 15,2%. It means that students’ parents social economic status gives 

contribution toward students’ speaking achievement. The fourth, there is 

positive and significant contribution of students’ motivation toward students’ 

speaking achievement with percentage 21,2%. It means that students’ 

motivation gives contribution toward students’ speaking achievement.  

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

 

Aden, A. A., Yahye. Z. A., & Dahir. A. M. (2013) “The Effects of Student’s 

Attendance on Academic Performance”. International Journal of English 

Language Teaching, Vol. 4(6): P. 409-418 retrived from 

http://www.savap.org.pk/journals/ARInt./Vol.4(6)/2013(4.6-44).pdf  

 

Ahmadi, M. R. (2016). “The Impact of Motivation on Reading Comprehension”. 

International Journal of Research in English Education, Vol. 2(1): P. 1-7 

retrived from http://ijreeonline.com/files/site1/user_files_68bcd6/eng/admin 

-A-10-1-9-13b10a6.pdf accessed on December 2nd, 2018.  

 

Algarabel, S., & Dasi, C. (2001) “The Definition of Achievement and the 

Construction of Test for its Measurement: A Review of the Main Trends”. 

International Journal of Psicologia, Vol. 22(1): P. 44-66 retrived from 

http://www.savap.org.pk/journals/ARInt./Vol.4(6)/2013(4.6-44).pdf
http://ijreeonline.com/files/site1/user_files_68bcd6/eng/admin%20-A-10-1-9-13b10a6.pdf
http://ijreeonline.com/files/site1/user_files_68bcd6/eng/admin%20-A-10-1-9-13b10a6.pdf


14 

 

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/the-definition-of-achievement-and-

the-construction-of-test-for-its-measurement-a-review-of-the-main-trends 

 

Arikunto, Suharsimi. 1998. Prosedur Penelitian : Suatu Pendekatan Praktek. 

Jakarta: Rineka Cipta. 

 

Brown, H .D. (2004). Principle of Language Learning and Teaching.  

London:Prentice-Hall, Inc 

 

             . (1995). The elements of language curriculum: A systematic Approach 

Curriculum Development. Boston: Heinle and Heinle. 

 

Dorney, Z. (2001). The Psychology of Language Learner. Lawrence Erlbaum 

 Associates,New Jersey, Mahwah 

 

Fauziati, Endang. (2010). Teaching English as a Foreign Language. Surakarta: Era 

Pustaka Umum. 

 

Gardner, R.C. & Lambert, W. E. (1972). Attitudes and motivation in second 

language  learning. Rowley, MA: Newbury House. 

 

Gardner, B. (2009). Modelling Motivation and Habit in Stable TravelMode 

Context. International Journal of Psychology, Vol. 12(1): P. 68-76 retrived 

from https://people.umass.edu/aizengardner2009/abstracts/.html 

 

Ghozali, Imam. (2011). Aplikasi Analisis Multivariate Dengan Program IBM SPSS 

19.0. Semarang: BP-Univesitas Diponegoro. 

 

Gudu, B. O. (2015) Teaching Speaking Skills in English Language Using 

Classroom Activities in Secondary School Level in Eldor et Municipality, 

Kenya. Journal of Education and Practice, Vol. 6(35): P. 55-64 retrived from 

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ1086371.pdf.  

 

Halpern, Nigel. (2007). “Attendance in Higher Education: does it matter?”

 International Journal of Investigations in university teaching and learning 

 Vol. 4(2):P. 740-5106 retrived from 

 https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/36771733.pdf  

Harmer, J. (2007). The Practice of English Language Teaching. Edinburgh: 

Longman 

 

Handayani, S. (2018) The Contribution of Learning Style, Learning Motivation, and 

Teachers’ Classroom Management toward Students’ English Writing 

Achievement. Unpublished thesis: Muhammadiyah University of Surakarta. 

 

Jones, D. J. (2006). The Impact of Student Attendance., Socio-Economis status and 

Mobility on Students Achievement of Third Grade Students in Title I School. 

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ1086371.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/36771733.pdf


15 

 

Desertations: Virginia University. retrived from 

https://vtecheworks.lib.vt.edu/handle/10919/27055%3Fshoe/pdf  

 

Kapinga, O. S. (2014) The Impact of Parental Socioeconomic Status on Students’ 

Academic Achievement in Secondary Schools in Tanzania. International 

Journal of Education, Vol. 6(4): P. 126-139 retrived from 

http://www.macrothink.org/journal/index.php/ije/article/view/6420  

 

Skinner, B. F. (1993) Science and Human Behavior. New York: Macmillan. 

 

Sugiyono. (2014). Statistika Untuk Penelitian. Bandung: Alfabeta.  

 

               . (2015). Metode Penelitian Pendidikan. Bandung: Alfabeta. 

 

 

 

http://www.macrothink.org/journal/index.php/ije/article/view/6420

