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 CHAPTER IV 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

 

 This chapter consists of data description, result of the research and 

discussion of the result. The result of research are classic assumption testing, 

multiple regression and hypothesis testing. 

A. Data Description 

 This research conducted on the fourth semester student that consists 

of 156 students. This research uses random sampling to get the respondents 

of the research and class C and D has been choosed. In order to have a 

general review of the contribution of students’ attendance in English course, 

students’ parents social economic status and students’ motivation toward  

students’ speaking achievement, this research uses questionnaire and test to 

collect the data. In order to get the validity and realiability, list of 

questionnaire has been tried out first.  

1. Students’ Attendance in English Course 

The variable of students’ attendance in English course 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. 



 
 

71 
 

The result of students’ attendance in English course  has been showed in 

table 4.1 as follows :   

Table 4.1 The Mean and Standard Deviation of 

Students’ Attendance in English Course   

No Indicators  Score  

Mean  Std. Deviation 

1 Attendance in Course 2,76 0,66 

2 Non Attendance 3,19 0,61 

3 Tardiness 3,20 0.77 

All indicators 3,05 0.68 

 

Based on the table 4.1 above, the reseacher concludes the mean of 

variable students’ attendance in English course  is more than 2,5. It means 

students’ attendance in English course  has high contribution  to reach 

speaking achievement. The result of mean and standard deviation of 

variable students’ attendance in English course  can be seen in appendix  11 

(page 152). 

   1     1.75      2.50            3.25          4 

  25%      50%           75%    100% 

Vey low  Low                High         Very High 

 Figure 4. 1 Mean Category of Students’ Attendance in English Course 

Based on the figure 4.1 above, the reseacher concludes students’ 

attendance in English course gives contribution toward speaking 

achievement. The highest mean is about non-attendance course that has 

3,05 
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mean 3.20. The lowest is about students’ attendance course that has mean 

2.76. The percentage of the indicators of students’ attendance in english 

course can be seen in the table 4.2 below: 

Table 4.2 Summary Result of Percentage of 

Students’ Attendance in English Course 

No Indicators Percentage % 

1 2 3 4 

1 Attendance in Course 17,5 37,5 37,5 7,5 

2 Non-Attendance Course 7,5 30 45 17,5 

3 Tardiness 5 25 15 55 

All indicators 10 30,8 42,5 16,7 

 

  Table 4.2 above shows 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 result of percentage calculation of 

variable students' attendance in english course can be seen in appendix 11 

(page 152) 

2.  Students’ Parents Social Economic Status 

 The variable of students’ parents social ecomic status consists of 

income and status of parents in society. The mean of all indicators is 2,49 

and standard deviation is 0.58. The result of students’ parents social 

ecomic status has been showed in table 4.3 as follows : 
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Table 4.3 Summary Result of 

Percentage of students’ social economic status 

No Indicators  Score  

Mean  Std. Deviation 

1 Income 2,53 0,45 

2 Status of parents in society 2,46 0,72 

All indicators 2,49 0,58 

 

Based on the table 4.3 above, the reseacher 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 result of mean 

and standard deviation of variable students’ parents social ecomic status 

can be seen in appendix 11 (page 152). 

   1     1.75      2.50            3.25          4 

  25%      50%           75%    100% 

      Very Low             Low      High        Very High 

Figure 4. 2 Mean Category of Students’ Parents Social Economic 

Status 

Based on the figure 4.2 above the highest mean is Income that has 

mean 2,53. The lowest is status of parents in society that has mean 2,46. 

The percentage of the indicators of students’ parents social economic 

status can be seen in the table 4.3 below: 

 

2,49 
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Table 4.4 Summary Result of 

Percentage of Students’ Parents Social Economic Status 

No Indicators  Percentage % 

1 2 3 4 

1 Income 7,5 30 45 17,5 

2 Status of parents in 

society 
20 35 30 15 

All indicators 13,7 32,5 37,5 16,25 

 

  Based on table 4.4 above, 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 result of percentage calculation of variable 

students’ parents social economic status can be seen in appendix 11 (page 

152) 

3. Students’ Motivation 

  The variable of students’ motivation consists two indicators; 

intrisic motivation and extrinsic motivation. Intrinsic motivation is divided 

into three indicators namely chalenge, curiosity and indepenent mastery. 

Extrincic motivation is also divided into three indicator namely easy work, 

pleasing lecturer, and dependentt lecturer. For each indicators has their 

own types that characterized into four optionals in questionnaire form. 

The mean all indicator is 2,83 and standard deviation is 0.57. The result of 

students’ motivation has been showed in table 4.5 as follows : 



 
 

75 
 

Table 4.5 Summary Result of Percentage of Students’ Motivation 

No Indicators  Score  

Mean  Std. Deviation 

1 Challenge(intrinsic motivation) 2,69 0,57 

2 Curiosity (intrinsic motivation) 2,63  0,58 

3 Independent mastery (intrinsic 

motivation) 
2,57 0,59 

4  Easy work (extrinsic 

motivation) 
2,82 0,87 

5 Pleasing lecturer (extrinsic 

motivation) 
3,10 0,90 

6 Depend on lecturer 3,18 0,84 

All indicators 2,83 0,57 

 

Based on the table 4.3 above, the reseacher concludes the mean of 

variable students’ motivation is more than 2,5. It means students’ 

motivation is high in speaking class. The result of mean and standard 

deviation of students’ motivation can be seen in appendix 11 (page 152). 

 

   1     1.75      2.50            3.25          4 

  25%      50%           75%    100% 

 

Very Low   Low      High        Very High 

Figure 4.3 Mean Category of Students’ Motivation 

2,83 
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Based on the figure 4.3 above, the reseacher concludes students’ 

motivation is high. The highest mean is depend on lecturer that has mean 

3.18. The lowest is Independent mastery (intrinsic motivation) that has 

mean 2.57. The percentage of the indicators of students’ motivation can be 

seen in the table 4.6 below: 

Table 4.6 Summary Result of Percentage of Students’ Motivation 

No Indicators  Percentage % 

1 2 3 4 

1 Challenge(intrinsic 

motivation)  
12,5 52 25,5 10 

2 Curiosity (intrinsic 

motivation) 
30 35 22,5 12,5 

3 Independent mastery 

(intrinsic motivation) 
2,5 35 25 37,5 

4 Easy work (extrinsic 

motivation) 
7,5 22,5 32,5 37,5 

5 Pleasing lecturer (extrinsic 

motivation) 
5 20 35 40 

6 Depend on lecturer 2,5 20 35 42,5 

All indicators 10 30,75 29,25 30 

 

 Based on table 4.6 above, 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 result of percentage calculation of 

variable students’ motivation can be seen in appendix 11 (page 152) 
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4. Students’ Speaking Achievement 

  The variable of students’ speaking achievement consist of several 

indicators, there are pronunciation, vocabulary, grammar, fluency and 

comprehensibility. These indicators has 4-20 (4,8,12,16,20) scale of score. 

Therefore, the maximum score for speaking is 100. The mean of all 

indicators is  16,42 and standard deviation is 2,72. The result of students’ 

speaking achievement has been showed in table 4.7 as follows : 

Table 4.7 Summary Result of Percentage of 

Students’ Speaking Achievement 

No Indicators  Score  

Mean  Std. Deviation 

1 Pronunciation  17,31 2,70 

2 Grammar 16,30 2,75 

3 Vocabulary  16,89 2,97 

4 Fluency  16,56 2,48 

5 Comprehensibility  15.08 2,72 

All indicators 16,42 2,72 

Based on the table 4.7 above, the reseacher concludes that the mean 

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

the students have excellent ability in speaking. The result of mean and 

standard deviation of variable students’ speaking achievement can be seen 

in appendix 11 (page 152). 
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   4     8      12            16          20 

  25%      50%           75%     100% 

Bad  Sufficient      Good          Excellent 

Figure 4.4 Mean Category of Students’ Speaking Achievement 

  Based on the figure 4.7 above, the reseacher concludes that the 

students have excellent ability in speaking. The highest mean is 

pronunciation that has mean 17,31. The lowest is comprehensibility that has 

mean 15.08. The percentage of the indicators of students’ sepaking 

achivement can be seen in the table 4.8 below: 

Table 4.8 Summary Result of Percentage 

of Students’ Speaking Achievement 

No Indicators  Percentage % 

1 2 3 4 

1 Pronunciation 6,6 13,1 34,4 46 

2 Grammar 18 4,9 49,2 28 

3 Vocabulary 16,4 6,6 34,4 42,6 

4 Fluency 9,8 9,8 49,2 31,1 

5 Comprehensibility 34,4 8,2 39,3 18 

All indicators 17,04 8,52 41,3 33,1% 

 

 Based on table 4.6 above, 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 

16,42 
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sufficient is comprehensibility with 42,6% (vey low 34,4% + low 8,2%). 

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

high is pronounciation with 80,4% (high 34,4% + very high 46%). The result 

of percentage calculation of variable non-native teacher belief can be seen in 

appendix 11 (page 152) 

 

B. Result of the Research 

 The data statistic analyzed by using SPSS ver. 16.0 to find the classic 

assumption, multiple regression and the hypothesis. 

1. Classic Assumption Testing 

 The classic assumption consist of several part, there are normality 

testing, linearity testing, multicolinearity testing and heteroscedasticity 

testing. Each of them discussed above : 

a. Normality Testing 

 Normality testing fo this research uses graph analysis and 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov testing by using SPSS ver. 16.0. This graph 

analysis of the research also uses Histogram graph and P-P plot. The 

result of Histogram graph analysis has been showed in Figure 4.5 and 

the result of P-P plot graph analysis has been showed in figure 4.6 
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Figure 4.5 Normality Testing by Using Histogram Graph 

 Based on the figure 4.5 above, the researcher concludes that the 

result of distribution is symetric. The result of normality testing using 

histogram graph can be seen in appendix 13 (page 212) 

 

Figure 4.6 Normality Testing by Using P-P Plot Graph 
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 Bsed on figure 4.6 above, it can be seen that the dots are not 

disperse each others, all of the dots spread around the line. It can be 

concluded that the distribution of the data is normal. Teh result of 

normality testing using P-P plot graph can be seen in appendix 13 

(page 167) 

 The result of normality testing by using graph analysis above is 

supported by the result of Kolmogorov-Smirnov test that can be seen in 

table 4.9 below : 

Table 4.9 Normality Testing Result by Using Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

Testing 

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 

  x1 x2 x3 Y 

N 40 40 40 40 

Normal 

Parameters
a
 

Mean 27.72 26.60 27.82 83.30 

Std. 

Deviation 
5.164 6.050 4.717 9.709 

Most Extreme 

Differences 

Absolute .098 .076 .086 .174 

Positive .070 .072 .077 .174 

Negative -.098 -.076 -.086 -.165 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z .617 .483 .543 1.100 

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .841 .974 .930 .178 

Test distribution is Normal. 

   

 

 Based on table 4.9 above, we know that the value is can be seen on the 

line asymp. Sig. (2-tailed). The result for each variables 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 The 

Students’ Speaking Achievement (Y) is 0.178. All of the result for each 

variables are more than 0.05, it means that the data distribution is normal. 
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The result of Kolmogorov-Smirnov test can be seen in appendix 12 (page 

163) 

b. Linearity Testing 

 The linearity of this research, teh researcher uses F test by using 

SPSS ver. 16.0. The result of linearity testing has been showed on table 

4.10, table 4.11 and table 4.12 below. 

Table 4.10 Linearity Testing Result of Students’ Attendance in 

English Course toward Students’ Speaking Achievement 

ANOVA Table 

   Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

y * 

x1 

Between 

Groups 

(Combine

d) 
1439.067 16 89.942 .925 .556 

Linearity 21.148 1 21.148 .217 .645 

Deviation 

from 

Linearity 

1417.919 15 94.528 .972 .511 

Within Groups 2237.333 23 97.275   

Total 3676.400 39    

 

Table 4.11 Linearity Testing Result of Students’ Parents Social 

Economic Status toward Students’ Speaking Achievement 

ANOVA Table 

   Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

y * x2 Between 

Groups 

(Combine

d) 
1953.733 17 114.925 1.468 .197 

Linearity .431 1 .431 .006 .942 

Deviation 

from 

Linearity 

1953.303 16 122.081 1.559 .165 

Within Groups 1722.667 22 78.303   

Total 3676.400 39    
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Table 4.12 Linearity Testing Result of Students’ Motivation toward 

Students’ Speaking Achievement 

ANOVA Table 

   Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

y * x3 Betwee

n 

Groups 

(Combined) 1767.067 16 110.442 1.330 .260 

Linearity 42.084 1 42.084 .507 .484 

Deviation 

from 

Linearity 

1724.983 15 114.999 1.385 .234 

Within Groups 1909.333 23 83.014   

Total 3676.400 39    

 

 Based on three tables above, the value can be seen in line Deviation 

from Linearity and column Sig. The result can be seen as follow : 

Students’ 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 the linearity 

testing can be seen in appendix 12 (page 163) 

c. Multicolinearity Testing 

 Multicolinearity testing of ths research used regression analysis by 

using SPSS program ver.16.0. Multicolinearity testing result has been 

showed in table on table 4.13 below : 
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Coefficients
a
 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

Collinearity 

Statistics 

B Std. Error Beta 

Toleran

ce VIF 

1 (Consta

nt) 
25.886 5.470 

 
4.732 .000 

  

x1 1.029 .289 .481 3.565 .001 .359 2.788 

x2 .363 .176 .221 2.061 .047 .567 1.762 

x3 .576 .284 .271 2.024 .049 .364 2.748 

a. Dependent Variable: y       

 

 Based on table 4.13 above, the result of multicolinearity 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. The result of multicolinearity testing can be 

seen in appendix 12 (page 163) 

d. Heteroscedasticity Testing 

 Heteroscedasticity testing of this research used Glejser analysis yb 

using SPSS program ver.16.0.  Heteroscedasticity testing result has 

been showed in table 4.14 below. 
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Table 4.14 Heteroscedasticity Testing Result 

Coefficients
a
 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

Collinearity 

Statistics 

B Std. Error Beta Tolerance VIF 

1 (Constant) 2.662 3.600 
 

.740 .464 
  

x1 .136 .190 .198 .716 .479 .359 2.788 

x2 .000 .116 .000 .001 .999 .567 1.762 

x3 -.109 .187 -.159 -.581 .565 .364 2.748 

a. Dependent Variable: ABS_RES 
     

 

 Based on the table 4.14 above, the value can be seen in column 

Sig. The result of each variables can be seen as follow: students’ 

attendance in english course (X1), students’ parents social economic 

status (X2) and students’ motivation (X3) are 0,479 ; 0,999 and 0,565. 

All of the result showed that more than 0,05. It can be conclude that 

there is no heterocedasticity on the regression model. The result of 

heteroscedasticity testing can be seen in appendix 12 (page 163) 

2. Multiple Regression 

The result of multiple regression is for to know the contribution of 

students’ attendance in English course, students’ parents social economic 

status and students’ motivation toward students’ speaking achievement. The 

result of multiple regression has been showed on table 4.15 
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Table 4.15 Multiple Regression Result 

Coefficients
a
 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

Collinearity 

Statistics 

B Std. Error Beta Tolerance VIF 

1 (Constant) 25.886 5.470 
 

4.732 .000 
  

x1 1.029 .289 .481 3.565 .001 .359 2.788 

x2 .363 .176 .221 2.061 .047 .567 1.762 

x3 .576 .284 .271 2.024 .049 .364 2.748 

a. Dependent Variable: y 
      

 

 Based on the table 4.15 above, the result of regression coefficient as 

follow : 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. The formulation of multiple 

regression is Y= 25.886+ 1,029X1+ 0,363 X2+ 0,576X3. These mean that : 

1) 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. 

2) If the variable students’ attandance in english course increase one 

point while the variables students’ social economic status and 

students’ motivation are assumed constant, the increment of studens’ 

speaking Achievement will become 1,029. 

3) 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 Studens’ 

Speaking achievement will become 0,363. 
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4) If 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 studens’ 

speaking achievement will become 0,576. 

The result of multiple regressions can be seen in appendix 13 (page 

167) 

 

3. Hypothesis Testing 

The hypothesis testing can be got by using multiple regression’s 

result. The hypothesis testing divided into T test, F test, coefficient of 

determination and predictor contributions. 

a. T Test (Partial) 

 The function of t test result is to show the contribution of each 

vzariables there are students’ attendance in english course (X1), students’ 

parents social ecomic status (X2), students motivation (X3) toward 

Students’ Speaking Achievement (Y). Based on the table 4.15 above, the 

conclusion of hypothesis testing of all independent variables (students’ 

attendance in english course (X1), students’ parents social ecomic status 

(X2), students motivation (X3)) toward dependent variable (Students’ 

Speaking Achievement (Y)) are : 

1) 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 conclude that H0 is denied and 
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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.  

2) 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 conclude 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.”  

3) 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 conclude 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.”  

b. F Test (Simulation) 

 The function of F test is to know that all the independent variables 

students’ attendance in english course (X1), students’ parents social 

ecomic status (X2), students motivation (X3) are simultanously give 

contribution toward dependent veriable (students’ speaking 

achievement (Y)). The result of  F test by using SPSS program ver. 

16.0 can be seen in table 4.16 below. 
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Table 4.16 F Test (Simulation) Result 

ANOVA
b
 

Model 

Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

1 Regress

ion 
2763.868 3 921.289 38.995 .000

a
 

Residua

l 
850.532 36 23.626 

  

Total 3614.400 39    

a. Predictors: (Constant), x3, x2, 

x1 

   

b. Dependent Variable: y     

 

Based on table 4.16 above, the result of Fresult is 38,995 that more than 

Ftable ( <2.87). It means that students’ speaking achievement influence 

with students’ attendance in english course, students’ parents social 

ecomic status, and students’ motivation. The significant is 0,00 that is 

less than 0,05. From the result above, it can be concluded H0is denied 

and Ha is accepted. It means that hypothesis (H4) of “students’ 

attendance in english course, students’ parents social ecomic status, and 

students’ motivation. contributed toward students’ speaking 

achievement” is accepted. The result of Fresult can be seen in appendix 

12 (page ). The Ftable can be seen in appendix 17 (page 177 ) 

c. Coefficient of Determination 

 The function  of coefficient determination is to know the 

contribution value of independent variables, there are students’ 

attendance in english course (X1), students’ parents social ecomic 

status (X2), students motivation (X3) are simultanously give 
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contribution toward dependent veriable (students’ speaking 

achievement (Y)). The result of coefficient of determination has been 

showed in table 4.17 below. 

Table 4.17 Coefficient of Determination (R
2
) Result 

Model Summary
b
 

Model R R Square 

Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of 

the Estimate 

1 .874
a
 .765 .745 4.861 

a. Predictors: (Constant), x3, x2, x1  

b. Dependent Variable: y   

 

 Based on table 4.17 above, the result of R
2
 is 0,765. It means that 

the contribution of students’ attendance in english course (X1), 

students’ parents social ecomic status (X2), students motivation 

(X3)toward students’ speaking achievement (Y) is 76,3% and the other 

23,7% are influenced by other factors which are not discussed in this 

research. The result of coefficient of determination (R
2
) can be seen in 

appendix 12 (page 163) 

d. Predictor Contribution 

 The function of predicator contribution is to know how much the 

contribution of each independent variables (X) toward dependent 

variable (Y). The calculation result of effective contributions (EC) and 

relative contributions (RC) can be seen in table 4.18 below. 
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Table 4.18 Summary of Effective Contribution (EC) and Relative 

Contribution (RC) 

Variable Effective 

Contribution (EC) 

Relative 

Contribution (RC) 

Students’ attendance in 

english course (X1)  

39,9 % 52,2% 

Students’ parents 

social ecomic status 

(X2) 

15,2% 20% 

Students’ motivation 

(X3) 

21,2% 27,8% 

Total 76,3% 100% 

 

 Based on table 4.18 above, the highest result of effective 

contribution (EC) is Students’ attendance in english course (X1) with 

52,5%. the lowest result is Students’ parents social ecomic status X2) 

with 20%. From the result we know that student’ motivation give 

dominant contribution toward students’ speaking achievement. The 

result of EC and RC can be seen in appendix 14 (page 171) 

 

C. Discussion 

1. Students’ Attendance in English course (X1), students’ parents 

social economic status (X2) and students’ motivation (X3) toward 

Students’ Speaking Achievement (Y)  

After discussing each variables, this research discuss the 

contribution of all independent variables toward the dependent variable. 

According to Tompskin (2007), the term course design is defined as a 
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combination of the two preceding definitions as a systematic 

development of instructional corse content for delivery via course 

management systems. It designs as the systematic pedagogical 

development of instruction using learning theory with considerations 

for the technological applications via course management systems. 

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 on going 

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 fluently. 

. Students’ attendance in English course is important to increase 

their skill. It influences the students speaking achievement. 

Furthermore, students with low attendance have lower speaking 

achievement. Jones (2006) states absenteeism and tardiness is a 

problem in students’ attendance.  

Kapinga (2014: 120) stated thereis 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 programmes. He recommends that the 

government should review the policy of cost sharing and make it free 

tolow-level students especially to low social economic students. In 
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addition, schools should have professional guidance and counsellors to 

help students with problems to reduce the gap between low and high 

social ecomic stautus. 

Harmer (in Marsela, 2017: 13) stated 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 thiss 

research. The analysis of the result shows that there is a positive and 

significant contribution of students’ attenandance ing 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 R
2
 is 

0,765. It means that all of the independent variabales are contribute 

toward dependent variable. The total of contribution is 76,3% and the 

other 23,7% are infuenced by other factors. 

2. 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% 
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high attendance and 16,7% has very high attendance. Although there 

are five indicators in students’ attendance, but the highest presentage 

based on the table is on tardiness with 70%. It means that students’ has 

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 reseacher 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 conclude 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 inline with the research conducted by Aden et. al (2013) which 
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report that the student’s attendance have effect on academic 

performance.  

3. Parents’ Social Economic Status (X2) toward Students’ Speaking 

Achievement (Y) 

 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 has 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 presentage 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 realize 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 ecomic status (X2) is 0,221. The result 

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

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

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

social ecomic 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 

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

that there is a close relationship between social econmoic 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 

programmes.  

4. Student Motivation  (X3) toward Students’ Speaking Achievement 

(Y) 

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

motivation give effect to students speaking achivement. Based on table 

4.6 above, showed that students’ has 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 presentage 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. 
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  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 

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

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

motivated children are easy to identify because they are enthustiastic, 

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

actively cope with challenges and setback. In addition thre 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. 

 

 


