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Nazila, Hikmatun. 1703046013, 2022, A Correlation between 
Parents' Socioeconomic Status and Students' English 
Achievement, Thesis, English Education Department, 
Walisongo State Islamic University Semarang. Advisor: 
Dr. H. Muhammad Nafi Annury, M.Pd. 

ABSTRACT 

This research aimed to find out a correlation between parents' 
socioeconomic status and students' English achievement at the 
seventh and eighth grade students of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 
Melintang, Pasaman Barat, Sumatera Barat. This research used 
the correlation study with a quantitative research approach. The 
sample was 70 students that were taken using purposive 
sampling. The instruments used were documentation to acquire 
information about students' English achievement and 
questionnaires to collect data from students regarding their 
parents' socioeconomic status. The data ware analyzed by using 
Pearson-Product moment correlation in SPSS 23.0. Based on 
the data analysis, the parents' socioeconomic status was 
categorized in the middle level. The correlation between 
students' English achievement and parents' socioeconomic 
status of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang seventh and eighth 
grade students can be classified as fair (0,434) correlation with 
the students' English achievement. This research shows the 
effect of parents’ socioeconomic status on students’ English 
achievement because parents’ socioeconomic status supports 
students to get better achievement. 

  

Keywords : correlation, parents' socioeconomic status, 

students' English achievement 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

This chapter consists of the background of the research, 

research questions, research objectives, and significance of the 

research.  

A. Background of the Research 

Education is a necessity that parents must give to 

children to support their success in the future. Education can 

provide a better life because getting proper education for a 

child can make his dreams come true and successful. Student 

achievement is one of the determinants that can be seen in 

student success. In learning English, students' English 

achievement is the most crucial element in learning English. 

From student English achievement, teachers can see students' 

level of ability and seriousness in learning. Lawrence and 

Vimala say that student achievement is a measure of 

knowledge acquired in formal education and is usually 

indicated by test scores, grades, averages, and degrees.2  

Education involves family, community, and 

government. These three things are mutually related to each 

other. In implementing education in schools, there is a 

 
2 A.S Arul Lawrence and A Vimala, ‘School Environment and 

Academic Achievement of Standard IX Students’, Journal of Educational 
and Instructional Studies in the World, 2.3 (2012), 210–15 
<http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED542331.pdf>. 
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learning process teaching that will produce changes in 

individuals and skills in individuals. These changes are in the 

form of new knowledge or experience gained by individuals 

of effort in learning. Socio-economic status of parents 

certainly has a role in the development of their children. 

Families with good socioeconomic status will undoubtedly 

pay attention to meeting daily needs and thinking about the 

future in front of their children.   

According to Muola, the home environment can be a 

determining factor in motivating children to excel. Family is 

the first educational environment that children get before 

entering formal education, such as school.3 Families have a 

significant influence on the development of children's 

learning. A variety of teaching in the family, the attitudes and 

motivations of children in achieving success. The 

differentiating factors are parental education, occupation, 

income, encouragement, and involvement. From the 

explanation above, parental income is one differentiating 

factor that motivates children to succeed. 

Jutaro Sakamoto examined the relationship between 

parental participation in school management and student 

achievement. This study uses parental involvement in the 

 
3 J. M. Muola, ‘A Study of the Relationship between Academic 

Achievement Motivation and Home Environment among Standard Eight 
Pupils’, Educational Research and Reviews, 5.5 (2010), 213–17. 
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local school governing body to measure parental participation 

in school management. This study exploits rich student-level 

data to estimate the relationship between the involvement of 

parents themselves in school management and student 

achievement. Evidence obtained from these studies is mixed. 

The combined measure of parental involvement in school was 

found to be positively related to student achievement.4 

The condition of parents' socioeconomic status is an 

external factor affecting learning. The economic role of 

parents, in general can be said to have a significant influence 

on increasing student achievement. This is due to the teaching 

and learning process students need tools or a set of teaching or 

learning, where these tools make it easier for students to get 

information and manage learning materials from the school. 

Children can enjoy a good education if parents care about 

their future in front of his son. If parents are less or less does 

not pay attention to their children's education, does not pay 

attention to the interests and needs of their children in 

learning, does not manage their study time, does not provide 

or completing the learning tools, not paying attention to 

whether the child is studying or not, can cause the child not or 

 
4 Jutaro Sakamoto, ‘The Association Between Parent Participation 

in School Management and Student Achievement in Eight Countries and 
Economies’, International Education Studies, 14.1 (2020), 115 
<https://doi.org/10.5539/ies.v14n1p115>. 
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less successful in learning and cause the child's learning 

achievement to decline.5 

Based on observations at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 

Malintang, the author sees the condition of the various 

socioeconomic status of the parents and the parents' economic 

background affects the parents' ability to pay for their 

children's education as well as meet their learning needs. This 

situation is one of the causes student achievement to decline. 

The decline in children's achievement in school, especially in 

children's learning scores, made the authors interested in 

examining the relationship between parents' socioeconomic 

status and children's decreased achievement. 
 

B. Research Questions  

This research is aimed to find the answer to the 

following questions: 

1. How is the Parents' Socioeconomic Status at the seventh 

and eighth grades of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang? 

2. How is students’ English achievement in the seventh and 

eighth grades of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

 
5 Maham Muzamil, Gulzar H Shah, ‘Impact of Teachers’ 

Classroom Manners, Teaching Strategies, And Parents’ Socioeconomic 
Status on Students’ Performance’, International Journal of Social 
Sciences & Educational Studies, 8.1 (2021), 91–112 
<https://doi.org/10.23918/ijsses.v8i1p91>. 
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3. Is there any significant correlation between parents' 

socioeconomic status and students' English achievement at 

the seventh and eighth grades of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 

Melintang? 
 

C. Research Objectives 

Related to the research question above, this research 

is intended to meet the following objective:  

1. To explain the seventh and eighth grades parents' 

socioeconomic status of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

2. To explain the seventh and eighth student’ English 

achievement of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

3. To analyze whether there is or no significant correlation 

between parents' socioeconomic status and students' 

English achievement at the seventh and eighth grades of 

SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang. 
 

D. Significance of the Research  

The researcher expects the significance of the study to 

be able to give the benefits as follows: 

1. For students 

The writer hopes the result of this research helps students 

to be aware of the influence of their English achievement  

2. For teacher 

The result of this can be used as information in teaching 

and learning English in SMP Negeri  Lembah Melintang. 
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3. For other researchers  

The results of this research can be a reference for further 

research about the correlation between students' English 

achievement and parents' socioeconomic status. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 
 

In the literature review, the researcher discusses several 

previous researchers that are relevant to this study and related 

literature that has contributed to this research. 

A. Previous Research 

1. An international journal of science and research by Joseph, 

Endurance Ayibatonye, et al., the title is "Academic 

Achievement of Students in Basic Science among 

Secondary Schools in Rivers State: Synergy of Parents" 

Educational Background, Socio-Economic Status and 

School Location."6 In this study, the researcher explains 

that academic achievement is significant both in the field 

of education and outside the education sub-sector. 

Researchers see a decrease in the basic standard of the 

system as evidenced by the poor performance of students 

lately. This situation invites researchers to uncover it. This 

study examines the synergies and relationships between 

students' academic achievement in basic science and 

parents' socioeconomic status and education. The study 

 
6 Joseph; Endurance Ayibatonye; Okere Ikechi, ‘Academic 

Achievement of Students in Basic Science among Secondary Schools in 
Rivers State: Synergy of Parents? Educational Background, Socio- 
Economic Status and School Location’, International Journal of Science 
and Research (IJSR), 7.1 (2018), 1185–92 
<https://doi.org/10.21275/ART20178883>. 
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adopted a correctional design to explore the relationship 

between parental SES, educational level, and school 

location with student academic achievement in Rivers 

Stated with 200 randomly selected students. Data were 

collected through self-designed instruments entitled 

Student Performance Questionnaire (SPQ) and Teacher 

Questionnaire (T.Q). There are four research questions: 1) 

Does parents' educational background contribute to 

students' academic achievement? 2) What is the effect of 

parents' socioeconomic status on student achievement? 3) 

Does the type of school students attend to contribute to 

students' academic achievement in Basic Sciences? 4) 

Does the SES of parents, education level, and school 

location synergize to improve students' academic 

achievement?. The null hypothesis was tested using one-

way ANOVA, t-test, and regression analysis. Three null 

hypotheses were proposed and tested at a significance level 

of 0.5. The findings show that the synergy of parents' 

socioeconomic status and school location strengthens 

students' academic achievement in Basic Sciences. 

However, the research revealed that the educational 

background of parents did not synergize with other 

variables to affect students' academic achievement.  



9 

2. Research conducted by Xionjun Sun, et al. This research 

entitled “Socioeconomic status and social networking site 

addiction among children and adolescents: Examining the 

roles of parents’ active mediation and ITC attitudes”7 

which was held in 2021. The purpose of this research is to 

determine the role of socioeconomic status (SES) in 

addiction to SNS of children and adolescents, taking into 

account the attitudes and behavior of parents related to 

information communication technology (ITC). The 

research uses a quantitative method. In collecting the data, 

the researcher used a questionnaire. Participants were 823 

students (ages 9-10; 49,94% girls). The result shows that: 

(1) SES was negatively related to SNS addiction ; (2) 

parental mediation actively mediates this association; and 

(3) parental ICT attitudes moderate this mediating effect, 

specifically the association between SES and active 

parental mediation was weaker for parents with a more 

positive attitude towards ICT. The findings guide 

prevention and intervention related to SNS addiction of 

children and adolescents.  

 
7 Xiaojun Sun and others, ‘Socioeconomic Status and Social 

Networking Site Addiction among Children and Adolescents: Examining 
the Roles of Parents’ Active Mediation and ICT Attitudes’, Computers 
and Education, 173.July (2021), 104292 
<https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2021.104292>. 
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3. Researcher conducted by Cheng Yong Tan, entitled 

“Involvement Practices, Socioeconomic Status, and 

student Science Achievement: Insight From a Typology of 

Home and School Involvement Patterns.”8 This research is 

a quantitative research that uses documents and 

questionnaires to collect data. The sample comprised 5.353 

students (50% boys; 50% girls). It found that different 

parental involvement patterns characterized the three latent 

classes; there is no simple relationship between SES and 

patterns of parental involvement among the three latent 

classes. The design of parental involvement was not 

significantly associated with students' science achievement 

levels. The findings support the assumption that higher 

SES parents are not necessarily more involved than parents 

with lower SES in all aspects. A higher level of parenting 

engagement may not occur at higher levels of student 

achievement.  

4.  The research has been done by Lenny Marzulina, Nova 

Lingga, et al., the lecturer research of English education 

study, State Islamic University of Raden Fatah. In  the title 

"Looking at the Link between Parents' Educational 

 
8 Cheng Yong Tan, ‘Involvement Practices, Socioeconomic Status, 

and Student Science Achievement: Insights From a Typology of Home 
and School Involvement Patterns’, American Educational Research 
Journal, 56.3 (2019), 899–924 
<https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831218807146>. 
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Backgrounds and Students' English Achievement."9 This 

study investigates the relationship between parents' 

educational background and the English achievement of 

students at one senior high school in Palembang, South 

Sumatra, Indonesia. This study used a correlation approach 

to find out the link between parents' educational 

background and students' English achievement. Data were 

collected through a questionnaire and a test. The 

questionnaire asked about the level of education of the 

father and mother of the students. One hundred and eight 

students participated in this study. The result of this study 

state that there is a positive and significant relationship 

between parents' educational background and twelve-grade 

students' English achievement. It means parents' 

educational background relates to students' English 

achievement. Parents with higher levels of education can 

stimulate their children's well-learning environment. They 

can transfer what they have in their children's cognitive 

development, such as discussing more about the lesson, 

using rich vocabulary in parent-child interactions, and 

reading more books. The more educated the parents are, 

 
9 Lenny Marzulina and others, ‘Looking at the Link between 

Parents’ Educational Backgrounds and Students’ English Achievement’, 
Raden Fatah, 2.1 (2018), 2580–5711 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.22437/irje.v3i1.6507>. 
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the more they can pass along the education and help their 

children do well in school.  

In conclusion, it can be seen that are similarities and 

differences between previous research and this research. 

The equations had one of the same variables 

(socioeconomic status and students' English achievement), 

and some of the above studies have the same design and 

data collection tools. While the difference is that some of 

the research above has a different design, data collection 

tools, research samples, place, different types of schools, 

and other research focuses on this research. 
 

B. Theoretical  Review 

1. English Achievement 

The English achievement of students is their ability, 

skill, and knowledge in English that they have acquired or 

studied in a period. English achievement is measured by 

test scores, which can be taken from daily averages and the 

final test. Testing is used to measure achievement.10 

According to Sitti Maryam, English achievement is the 

 
10 Fitriah AB, ‘Parents ’ Involvement and Its Influence on Student 

Faculty of Tarbiyah and Teachers ’ Training’, Thesis Syarif Hidayatullah 
State Islamic University, Jakarta, 2010. 
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abilities, skills, and knowledge of students in English that 

they have acquired at a specific time.11 

According to Pupu Saeful in educational 

psychology, there are two factors that cause individual 

differences:12 

a. Hereditary factor 

Hereditary factors or biological factors are passed 

down by parents through genetic inheritance. The 

differences in genes inherited from each parent are 

different from each other, both physically, 

psychologically, and behaviorally. 

b. Environmental factors 

Environmental factors are factors that come from 

outside the individual. Environmental factors include 

things like: 

1) Parents' socioeconomic status 

The socioeconomic status of the parents 

includes their educational level, their employment, 

and their income. Parents' socioeconomic status will 

 
11 Siti Maryam Hamid, ‘The Relationship between Parental 

Involvement and the Students’ Achievement at the Eighth Grade Students 
of MTs Negeri 1 Makassar’, INTERACTION: Jurnal Pendidikan Bahasa, 
5.2 (2018), 22–35 
<https://doi.org/10.36232/jurnalpendidikanbahasa.v5i2.179>. 

12 Pupu Saeful Rahmat, Psikologi Pendidikan, Jakarta Timur: 
Bumi Aksara, 2018, p.27-29. 
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affect their educational aspirations for their children, 

the facilities provided to children, adequate 

nutrition, and the time provided to educate children. 

2) Parenting style 

There are three parenting styles, the first is 

authoritarian, the second is permissive, and the third 

is authoritative. Authoritarian parenting is a style of 

parenting that emphasizes parental control over 

children so they will comply. Permissive parenting 

is when parents allow their children to make their 

own decisions, and the latest authoritative parenting 

is when parents give equal rights and responsibilities 

to each child. 

3) Culture  

Culture can be interpreted as customs. In trade, 

some values or norms tell incredible or essential 

things in society. Every society has different 

standards that make the behavior of each community 

member different from others. 

4) Birth order 

In general, birth order affects a person's 

personality. Eldest children tend to be more 

conscientious, ambitious, and aggressive than their 

younger siblings; middle children usually are peace-
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loving mediators, and youngest children are creative 

and usually engaging. 
 

2. Socioeconomic Status (SES) 

a. Definition of socioeconomic status 

Parents are one of the most important and 

influential elements in the lives of their children. They 

have the power and ability to shape, support, and 

develop their children who will be interested, creative, 

and tolerant through their positive involvement in the 

learning process and educational activities. 

Additionally, it is believed that parents who are not 

involved in the education process of their children may 

suppress and destroy their children's motivation and 

abilities through neglect and indifference. 

Socio-economic status is a social position or 

position in society from an economic and social point of 

view. This is determined by many factors such as 

income level, occupation, family atmosphere, 

etc.13Socioeconomic status has a relatively strong 

impact on parental involvement compared to other 

factors. However, some questions about whether the 

socioeconomic status of parents can inspire a child to 
 

13 Yoga Firmansyah, Relationship between Parents' Socio-
Economic Status and Student Achievement, Thesis for PAI Study 
Program, UIN Suska, 2017. 
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succeed in school. Parents' participation positively 

impacts students' academic success regardless of their 

socioeconomic background. However, involvement is 

probably more critical for low socioeconomic schools, 

as they are likelier to have lower test scores and 

graduation rates.14 

Parental involvement positively affects students' 

academic achievement, while low family 

socioeconomic status is least likely to be involved in 

student education. Low Socio-Economic families often 

work around the clock to take care of their families and 

do not have time to participate in childcare.15 

Socioeconomic status is the ability of an 

individual or group to take advantage of resources such 

as income, education, entertainment, and health care. It 

refers to the position or level of an individual in terms 

of their social and economic.16 According to Anders 

Bakken, Economic prosperity makes it easier to create 

 
14 Faisal IbrahimAl-Matalkah, ‘The Influence of Parental 

Socioeconomic Status on Their Involvement at Home Faisal Ibrahim 
Mohammad Al-Matalka ( Ph . D in Sociology )’, International Journal of 
Humanities and Social Science, 4.5 (2014), 146–54 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2991/aebmr.k.201126.033>. 

15 IbrahimAl-Matalkah. 
16 G Balachandar, ‘Socio Economic Status - The Creator Of 

Motivation To Insurance Company Office Rs Introduction ’:, 14, 2020, 
6645–54. 
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the necessary conditions for learning. In contrast, bad 

finances can lead to stressful situations that are 

detrimental to children.17 

b. Socioeconomic Indicators 

According to Elizabeth Baker, socioeconomic 

status can be measured using a combination of 

education, income, occupation, or some variation of the 

three indicators. 

1) Education  

 Education is about adapting to a changing 

environment and is more than an investment: it is an 

essential factor in the development of human society 

and its long-term survival.18 Elizabeth Baker said 

Parents' characteristics have an enormous impact on 

education since SES is seen as an indicator of early 

life. Then social status can be determined by 

education, a primary avenue for upward mobility, 

which precedes and heavily influences measures of 

 
17 Anders Bakken, Minoritets spraklig Ungdom I Skolen, 

Repoduksjon au ulikhet eller sosial mobilitet og tiltak?, Oslo, NOVA 
Rapport 15/03 

18 Fazilah Idris and others, ‘The Role of Education in Shaping 
Youth’s National Identity’, Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 59 
(2012), 443–50 <https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.09.299>. 
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SES, including income and wealth.19 Two types of 

education exist: formal and non-formal.20 

a. Formal Education  

Formal education is learning associated 

with attending school at all levels of learning 

that is strictly based on an approved educational 

program and evidenced by the issuance of 

certificates indicating qualifications and 

graduation certificates.21 

a) Primary Educational: Elementary School 

(SD/MI), Junior High School (SMP/MTs), 

or other equivalent forms. 

b) Middle education: Senior High School 

(SMA/MA/SMK), or other equivalent 

forms. 

c) Higher education: Diploma, Bachelor, 

Master, Specialist, and Doctoral education 

 
19 Elizabeth H.Baker, Socioeconomic Status, University of 

Alabama at Birmingham, USA, 2014. 
20 ‘UU No.20 Tahun 2003 Tentang Sistem Pendidikan Nasional’, 

Zitteliana, 19.8 (2003), 159–70.   
21 Sabina Denkowska, Kamil Fijorek, and Grazyna Wegrzyn, 

‘Formal and Non-Formal Education and Training as an Instrument 
Fostering Innovation and Competitiveness in EU Member Countries’, 
Journal of Competitiveness, 12.3 (2020), 82–98 
<https://doi.org/10.7441/joc.2020.03.05>. 
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programs organized by tertiary institutions 

or other equivalent forms. 

b. Non-formal Education 

Non-formal education refers to 

institutionalization processes that take place 

outside the formal education system, which 

results in acquiring qualifications that are 

recognized within a particular institution (place 

of work, organization, etc.) or within a limited 

number of other institutions but do not change 

the level of education. The non-formal 

education system is a way to expand one's 

knowledge and acquire different professional, 

social, and cultural skills. Non-formal education 

includes internships, upgrading, training, and 

skill courses.22 

2) Income  

According to Saifi, income is invariably 

defined as wages, salaries, profits, rents, or any other 

flow of income received.23 There are two types of 

income: relative and absolute. Relative income is 

 
22 Denkowska, Fijorek, and Wegrzyn. 
23 Saifulllah Saifi, ‘EFFECTS OF SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS 

ON STUDENTS ACHIEVEMENT’, International Journal of Social 
Sciences and Education, April, 2011, 24 
<https://doi.org/doi=10.1.1.1081.6693&rep=rep1&typ>. 
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when income increase, but consumption does not 

follow at the same rate. Relative income determines 

an individual or family's level of savings and 

consumption based on their income with that of 

others.24  

Based on the governor's decision 

562/889/2021 regarding regency/city minimum 

wages in West Sumatera province in 2022 is Rp. 

2.500.000,00.25 

a. High Income, if the income is higher than Rp. 

2.500.000,00. 

b. Middle Income, if the income is Rp. 

2.500.000,00. 

c. Low Income, if the is income lower than Rp. 

2.500.000,00. 

3. Occupations 

According to Henny, occupation is a person's job 

or how they used to earn a living.26 Usually, a person 

works to make money to support their lives and their 

family. A person may have several types of work at the 

same time in society due to various jobs available, but 

 
24 Henny Yulia, ‘Correlation Between Parental Socioeconomic 

Status and Students’ English Achievement’, Edukasi: Jurnal Pendidikan 
Dan Pengajaran, 4.2 (2017), 74–82. 

25 ‘UMR SUMBAR.Pdf’. http://nakertrans.sumbarprov.go.id. 
26 Yulia. 
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Elizabeth said the occupation for the most extended period 

is used.27 The occupation here is one of the factors that 

have influenced parents' socioeconomic status because the 

occupation they have fulfills the needs of their family. If 

someone has a high sensitivity level of occupation, it 

affects their socioeconomic status.28 Gabrial said the 

occupation determined how much time parents have to 

spend with their children to help them with their 

homework, guide them, and visit their schools, and how 

well they can pay school fees on time to prevent disruption 

in students' education.29 

Based on KBJI (Klasifikasi Baku Jenis Pekerjaan 

Indonesia), the principal groups consist of :30 

a. In principal group 1, there are Legislative Institution 

Officials, High Official, and Manager. 

b. In principal group 2, there are Professional Staff 

 
27 Ibid, 
28 Yulia. 
29 Mary Nadenge Gabriel and others, ‘Parental Socio- Economic 

Status and Students ’ Academic Achievement in Selected Secondary 
Schools in Urban Informal Settlements in Westlands Division , Nairobi 
County . Mary Nadenge Gabriel PhD Student – University of Nairobi- 
School of Education Sociolog’, International Journal of Education and 
Social Science, 3.1 (2016), 43–55 
<https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.37284/eajes.2.1.164>. 

30 Badan Pusat Statistik, Kbji 2014 Kbji 2002, 2015. 
http://media.neliti.com 
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c. In principal group 3, there are Assistants and 

Technicians  

d. In principal group 4, there is the Administrative Staff. 

e. In principal group 5, there are Service Business Staff 

and Sales Business in Store and Market  

f. In principal group 6, there are Agriculture and Animal 

Husbandry 

g. In principal group 7, there are Processing and Craft 

Workers. 

h. In principal group 8, there are Machine Operators and 

Fabricators. 

i. In principal group 9, there are manual Labor and 

Cleanliness. 

j. Principal group 0, there are TNI, and the Indonesian 

National Police. 
 

C. Hypothesis 

According to Arikunto states, a Hypothesis is a quick 

answer to a research problem until it is proven through data 

collection.31 Based on the above framework, the hypothesis 

can be explained as follows: 

 
31 Arikunto, ‘Suharsimi Arikunto.Pdf’, Prosedur Penelitian Suatu 

Pendekatan Praktik-Revisi Ke X, 2010. 
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H0: there is not a significant correlation between parents' 

socioeconomic status and students' English 

achievement  

Ha: there is a significant correlation between parents' 

socioeconomic status and students' English 

achievement  
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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHOD 
 

This chapter discusses research design, research setting and 

time, Population and sampling, and hypothesis. 
 

A. Research Design 

This research was conducted through a quantitative 

method and the design is a correlation study. Creswell said 

that correlation research design is a type of non-experimental 

research in which the researcher measures two variables and 

assesses the statistical relationship between them to determine 

whether there is an attempt to control extraneous variables.32 

The purpose of the researcher using this method is to explain 

whether or not there is a relationship between parents' 

socioeconomic status and students' English achievement at 

SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang.  

In this research, the variable used is parents' 

socioeconomic status which is to see a tendency of students' 

English achievement with different socioeconomic levels of 

parents seen from students' perceptions. 

 

 

 
32 W John Creswell and J David Creswell, Research Design: 

Qualitative, Quantitative Adn Mixed Methods Approaches, Journal of 
Chemical Information and Modeling, 2018, LIII. 
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B. Research Setting and Time 

The research was conducted at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 

Melintang Pasaman Barat which located at Halmahera street 

Ujung Gading, Kecamatan Lembah Melintang, Kabupaten 

Pasaman Barat, Provinsi Sumatera Barat. It was conducted on 

Mei 2022. 
 

C. Population and Sampling 

1. Population  

According to Creswell, a population is a collection 

of individuals with the same characteristics.33 Ahmad said 

Population is all data concerning us within a specified 

timescale and scope.34 The Population in this research was 

all students in the seventh and eighth grades of SMP 

Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang. 

So, the Population of this research was 235 students 

in seventh grade and 217 students in the eighth grade. 

Table 3.1 

Population 

No Class Male Female Population 
1 VIII.1 16 16 32 
2 VIII.2 16 16 32 
3 VIII.3 15 17 32 

 
33 Creswell. 
34 Ahmad Tanzeh, Pengantar Metode Penelitian,Yogyakarta: 

Sukses Offset. 2009, p.91. 
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4 VIII.4 17 13 30 
5 VIII.5 17 14 31 
6 VIII.6 14 16 30 
7 VIII.7 14 16 30 
8 VII.1 17 14 31 
9 VII.2 15 15 30 
10 VII.3 16 14 30 
11 VII.4 16 12 28 
12 VII.5 16 14 30 
13 VII.6 14 16 30 
14 VII.7 14 14 28 
15 VII.8 14 14 28 

 TOTAL 231 221 452 
 

2. Sample 

Creswell said a sample is a group of people selected 

from the target population for research.35 When the 

Population is large, this research is not possible to study 

everything in the Population because of inhibiting factors 

such as limited due funds, energy, and time. In sample 

determination, the researcher used purposive sampling, 

specifically nonprobability or non-random sampling. Ary 

said that counting the elements of a population in 

probability sampling is difficult in many situations. For 

example, the principal may not permit researchers to take a 

random sample of students for research but are permitted 

 
35 Creswell and Creswell, LIII. 
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to choose students.36 This case occurred in this research, 

and the researcher did not get permission from the 

principal to conduct research by random sampling. So, the 

technique used in this research was purposive sampling, 

specifically non-random or no probability sampling. 

Consistent with Arikunto, purposive sampling is a 

technique based on specific considerations.37 Purposive 

sampling in this study is students of SMP N 1 Lembah 

Melintang. Arikunto said that the subject is less than 100, 

it's better to take all so that the research is research 

population. Furthermore, if the number of subjects is large, 

it can be taken between 10-15% or 20-30% or more.38 

Based on the explanation above, the researcher took 

70 persons or 15% of the total for the sample.  
 

Table 3.2 
Sample 

No Class Sample 
1 VIII.1 5 
2 VIII.2 5 
3 VIII.3 5 
4 VIII.4 5 
5 VIII.5 5 

 
36 Donald Ary, Introduction to Research in Education Eighth 

Edition, ed. by Chris Shortt, USA: Wadsworth Cengage Learning 
product, 2010). 

37 Arikunto. 
38 Arikunto. 
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6 VIII.6 5 
7 VIII.7 5 
8 VII.1 5 
9 VII.2 5 
10 VII.3 5 
11 VII.4 4 
12 VII.5 4 
13 VII.6 4 
14 VII.7 4 
15 VII.8 4 

 Total 70 
 

D. Variable and indicator of Research 

The variable is the smallest unit of the research object. 

Creswell said variable is a characteristic or attribute of an 

individual or organization that can be measured or observed 

and varies depending on the group or individual studied. 

Variables commonly measured in studies include gender, age, 

socioeconomic status (SES), attitudes or behaviors such as 

racism, social control, political power, or leadership.39 

Variables can be distinguished into two categories: 

independent and dependent variables.  

1. Independent variable (X)  

 Independent variables are those variables that 

influence outcomes. They are "independent" since they are 

 
39 Creswell. 
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manipulated and thus independent of other factors.40 The 

independent variable of this research is parents' 

socioeconomic status, and the indicators are a) family 

income, b) parents' educational levels, and c) parents' 

occupation. 

2. Dependent variable (Y) 

The dependent variables depend on the independent 

variables; they are the outcomes or results that result from 

the influence of the independent variables.41 The dependent 

variable in this study is students' English achievement. The 

researcher gets information about students' English 

achievement by asking for the English teacher's 

documentation. The indicators are a list of student names 

and a list of students' scores acquired from the student's 

semester exam scores.  
 

E. Technique of Data Collection 

In collecting the data, the researcher used the 

documentation to find information on students' English 

achievement at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang. According 

to Sugiyono, documentation is records of events that have 

passed, which can be in the form of writing such as diaries, 

life histories, stories, biographies, regulations, policies, 

 
40 Creswell and Creswell. 
41 Creswell and Creswell, LIII. 
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pictures, or monumental works of someone. The researcher 

collects data from English teachers as documentation. The 

data was collected in the form of a list of student names list of 

students' scores acquired from the student's semester exam 

scores. 

For the parents' socioeconomic status, the researcher 

used the questionnaire. According to Sugiyono, the 

questionnaire is a data collection technique that gives 

questions or statements to be answered by respondents.42 The 

questionnaire provided by the researcher to the respondents 

aims to find data on students' parents' income. The researcher 

adopted the questionnaire from Juniarli. The questionnaire 

consists of 9 items with 5 alternative options in each item. 

Widoyoko's result shows that the alternative options scores are 

A=5, B=4, C=3, D=2, and E=1.43 Additionally, all 

questionnaire items were valid and reliable, with a score of 

0,721. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
42 Sugiyono, Metode Penelitian Kuantitatif, Kualitatif, Dan 

Tindakan, 2013. 
43 Widoyoko, S.E ,2015, Teknik Penyusunan Instrumen Penelitian. 

Yogyakarta: Pustaka Belajar 
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Table 3.3 
Blue Print of Parents' Socioeconomic Status 

Questionnaires 
No Variables Indicators Number 

Items 
1 Parents' 

Educational 
Levels 

a. Father's last 
education 

b. Mother's last 
education 

c. Father's non-
formal education 

d. Mother's non-
formal education 

1 
2 
3 
 
4 

2 Parents' 
Occupation 

a. Father's income 
b. Mother's income 
c. Family's income 

5 
6 
7 

3 Family Income a. Father's 
occupation 

b. Mother's 
occupation 

8 
9 

 

F. Instrument of the Research 

In this study, the researcher used documentation to 

acquire information about students' English achievement. In 

getting the students' English achievement data, the researcher 

took from English teachers of the students' semester exam 

scores. In addition, the researcher used a questionnaire to 

collect data from students regarding their parents' 

socioeconomic status. The researcher adopted the 

questionnaire from Juliarli. This questionnaire uses the 
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socioeconomic status theory of Ashley Crossman.44 Three 

factors are identified: 

a. Education: Education directly impacts a person's earning 

power since higher earnings allow their participation in 

more educational opportunities, thus increasing their 

future earning potential. 

b. Occupation: This factor is more difficult to analyze due to 

its subjective nature of the element. However, white-collar 

jobs that require specialized training, such as those in 

medicine and engineering, tend to require more education 

and pay more than blue-collar jobs. 

c. Income: A person's income includes wages, salaries, 

investments, and savings. Sometimes the definition of 

income is extended to include inherited wealth and 

intangible assets.  

 
Table 3.4 

The Parents' Socioeconomic Status Instrument Grid 
(adopted from Juliarli with an alpha 0,722=reliable) 

No Indicators Questions Question 
items 

Amount 

1 Education What was your 
father's last 
education? 

1 4 

 
44 Ashley Crossman.2018. An Introduction to Socioeconomic 

Status. 
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What was your 
mother's last 
education? 

2 

What is your 
father's non-
formal 
education? 

3 

What is your 
mother's non-
formal 
education? 

4 

2 Occupation What is your 
father's 
occupation? 

5 2 

What is your 
mother's 
occupation? 

6 

3 Income What is your 
father's income? 

7 3 

What is your 
mother's income? 

8 

How much is 
monthly income 
in your family? 

9 

In the table above, there are 9 questions in the 

socioeconomic status questionnaire. There are 4 questions 

regarding education, 2 questions regarding occupation, and 3 

questions concerning income.  
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Table 3.5 
Levels of Education 

Education Types Levels of Education 
Formal Education College  

Senior High School  

Junior High School 
Elementary School 

Non-Formal 
Education 

Upgrading 
Training 

Internship 

Skill Course 

Source: UU No.20 (2003)  

Table 3.6 
Level of Occupation 

Level of 
Occupation 

Occupational Classification 

High Occupation Professional/Lectures/Law Expert/etc 
Civil Servants/Administrative/Staff 

Middle Occupation Entrepreneur/Trader 
Low Occupation Laborer/Farmers/Fisherman 

Jobless 
Source: KBJI 

Table 3.7 

Level of Income 

Levels of 
Income 

Large Income Per 
Capita 

Interval 

High Income >Rp2.500.000 >Rp3.600.00-
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Rp2.600.00 
Middle Income Rp2.500.000 Rp2.500.000 

Low Income <Rp2.500.000 <Rp1.400.00-
Rp2.400.00 

Source: City minimum wages in West Sumatera province 

(2022) 

Table 3.8 
The Scores of Parents’ Socioeconomic Status 

Alternative Options Score  
A 5 
B 4 
C 3 
D 2 
E 1 

Source: Widoyoko, 2015:109 
 

G. Validity and Reliability of Instrument 

1. Validity of Instrument 

According to Arikunto, the validity of the instrument 

refers to how far the data collected match the description of 

the intended variable.45 The validity of the measuring 

instrument will be known by the Pearson-Product moment, 

which will be processed computerized with the SPSS 23 

program. The researcher conducted a try for 9 items by 

handing them to 25 students at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 

 
45 Arikunto.6 
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Melintang. In this validity test, the following provisions are 

used: 

- If rcount> rtable, then the questionnaire is said to be 

valid 

- If rcount< rtable, then the questionnaire is said to be 

invalid 

The researcher calculated r by processing the SPSS 

program to find the rtable with the formula degrees of 

freedom (df)₌N-2 

- If r> 1, then the correlation between X and Y is said to 

be a positive correlation 

- If r< 1, then the correlation between X and Y is said to 

be a negative correlation 

 All of the items were validated based on the 

instrument's validity. The test results are as follows: 

Table 3.9 
Validity of Questionnaire 

Item 
Number 

r-count r-table Result 

1 0,613 0,2319 Valid 

2 0,647 0,2319 Valid 

3 0,636 0,2319 Valid 

4 0,484 0,2319 Valid 

5 0,516 0,2319 Valid 

6 0,537 0,2319 Valid 
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7 0,645 0,2319 Valid 

8 0,68 0,2319 Valid 

9 0,35 0,2319 Valid 
 

2. Reliability of Instrument 

A reliability test is a measuring instrument 

consistency in producing data. It is called constant if the 

measurement data with the same instrument will repeatedly 

make relatively the same data. The steps to perform the 

reliability test using the Alpha Cronbach method are 

completed by comparing r alpha and r table. 

In this study, reliability was tested using Cronbach's 

Alpha. According to Cohen, the categories for reliability 

were as follows: 

Table 3.10 

Reliability of Questionnaire 

No Reliability Category of Reliability 
1 >0,90 Very highly reliable 
2 0,80-0,90 Highly reliable 
3 0,70,0,79 Reliable 
4 0,60-0,69 Minimal reliable 
5 <0,60 Low reliable 

 

The researcher used the SPSS 23.0 program to test 

whether or not the questionnaire was reliable regarding the 

parents' socioeconomic status. 
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Table 3.11 
Reliability Statistics 

Cronbach's Alpha Number of Items 
0,721 9 

 

Based on the table, test reliability was 0,721, which 

is classified as a reliable level. 
 

H. Technique of Data Analysis 

In analyzing the data, the researcher used several 

stages of data analysis to answer the questions. According to 

Freankel, quantitative research seeks to establish the 

relationship between variables and sometimes explains the 

cause of such a relationship.46 The researcher used descriptive 

statistics to analyze the data on students' English achievement 

and parents' socioeconomic status. According to Kadir, 

descriptive statistics is the process of gathering, processing, 

analyzing, and presenting data (observations) on a limited 

basis without concluding.47 Descriptive statistics are 

calculated using the formula: 

a. Mean 

X = 
∑௙ே

ே
 

b. Percentage  

 
46 Jack R. Nirman E. Wellen Freankle, How to Design and 

Evaluate Research in Education, McGraw-Hill (New York, 2012). 
47 Kadir, Statistika Terapan Kosep, Contoh Dan Analisis Data 

Dengan Program SPSS/Lisrel Dalam Penelitian, 2015. 
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P = 
௙

ே
 x 100% 

Explanation:  

P  = Number of percentage  

F  = Frequency  

N  = Number of sample 

In analyzing students' English achievement taken from 

the English semester exam scores, the researcher categorized 

them in the table below: 

Table 3.12 

Category of Students' English Achievement 

No Categories Percentage 
1 Very Good 92-100 
2 Good 83-92 
3 Enough 75-83 
4 Less <75 

Source: SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

The researcher categorized the parents' socioeconomic 

status in the table below. 

Table 3.13 

Categorises of the Parents' Socioeconomic Status 

High >Mi + Sdi 
Middle Mi – Sdi <X<Mi + SDi 

Low  <Mi– SDi 
 

Explanation: 

X : Score 
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M : Mean 

SD : Standard Deviation  

Ideal Mean (Mi) and Ideal Standard Deviation (SDi) 

values were obtained based on the following formula: 

a. Ideal Mean (Mi) 

Mi = ½ (Max Score + Min Score) 

b. Ideal Standard Deviation (SDi) 

SDi = ½ (Max Score - Min Score) 
 

In analysing a correlation between parents' 

socioeconomic status and students' English achievement, 

the researcher used Pearson-Product Moment Correlation 

in SPSS 23.00. According to Shodiq, Person-Product 

Moment Correlation is a correlation coefficient obtained 

by searching for the multiplication of the modes of 

variables that are correlated if the variable is in the form of 

symptoms or continuous data and samples are 

homogeneous or close to homogeneous, and the regression 

is linear.48  

To find out the correlation between the two variables 

based on the value of r (correlation coefficient). The 

interpretation of the numbers is used as follows: 

 
48 Shodiq, Aplikasi Statistika Dalam Penelitian Kependidikan, 

(Semarang: CV. Karya Abadi Jaya, 2015),  p. 106. 
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Table 3.14 
Interpretation of Correlation Value 

0,800 – 1,000 Very high/strong 
correlation 

0,600 – 0,800 High/strong correlation 
0,400 – 0,600 Fair correlation 
0,200 – 0,400 Low/weak correlation 
0,000 – 0,200 Very low/very weak 

correlation 
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CHAPTER IV 

RESEARCH FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

 

This chapter presents data on parents' socioeconomic status 

from the questionnaire and students' English achievement obtained 

from documentation. To explain a complete description of parents' 

socioeconomic status, questionnaire was given to students asking 

about their parents' socioeconomic status and students' English 

achievement, the researcher presents students' scores, and a 

correlation finding between parents' socioeconomic status and 

students' English achievement. In this chapter, the researcher also 

describes findings concerning theories that may support and 

complete the research findings. 
 

A. Research Findings 

In this part, the researcher describes the data on 

parents' socioeconomic status and students' English 

achievement. The parents' socioeconomic status was 

investigated by using a questionnaire. There were 9 items 

given to students, and the questionnaire consisted of three 

indicators, namely education, occupation, and income. The 

students' English achievement was known from 

documentation of the achievement of seventh and eighth grade 

students at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang carried out from 

the result of the first semester test. 
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1. Questionnaire Findings 

The researcher obtained the data about parents' 

socioeconomic status from students' answers to the 

questionnaire. The data were analyzed in three levels: 

high, middle, and low. The majority of the students' 

questionnaire answers were middle. It can be seen in on 

the following table. 

Table 4.1 

The Level of Parents’ Socioeconomic Status 

No  Categories  Frequency  Percentage  
1 High  7 10% 
2 Middle 47 67,1% 
3 Low  16 22,9% 
 Total  70 100,0% 

Based on table 4.2 above, from 70 students, there 

are 7 students (10%) with high category of parents' 

socioeconomic status. Meanwhile, the majority is 47 

students (67,1%) in middle category of parents' 

socioeconomic status, and 16 students (11,4%) are in low 

category. So, it can be concluded that many students 

including in middle categories of parents' socioeconomic 

status at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang. 

According to Ashley Crossman's theory, student 

responses discussed in the section below are in line with 
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three indicators namely education, employment, and 

income.  

a. Education  

Education is divided into two categories: formal 

education and non-formal education. There are five 

elements in formal education and non-formal 

education. These elements provide an analysis, as 

shown below. 

Table 4.2 

The Recapitulation of Parents' Socioeconomic 

Status based on Formal Education 

No  Formal 
Education 

Father  Mother  
Frequency  Percentage  Frequency  Percentage  

1 College 8 11,4% 6 8,6% 
2 Senior 

High 
School 

20 18,6% 24 34,3% 

3 Junior 
High 
School 

27 38,6% 24 34,3% 

4 Elementary 
School 

13 28,6% 16 22,8% 

5 Nothing  2 2,8% 0 0,0% 
 Total 70 100,0% 70 100,0% 

 

Based on the table above, it can be seen that most 

of the students' father formal education were from 
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junior high school and most of the students' mother 

formal education were from senior high school and 

junior high school. There are 8 fathers (11,4%), and 6 

mothers (8,6%) of students who graduated from 

college, 20 fathers (18,6%) and 24 mothers (34,3%) of 

students who graduated from senior high school, 27 

fathers (38,6%) and 24 mothers (34,3%) of students 

who graduated from junior high school, 13 fathers 

(28,6%) and 16 mothers (22,8%) of students who 

graduated from elementary school, 2 fathers (2,8%) of 

students do not go to school and there are no mothers 

(0,0%) of students do not go to school. 
 

Table 4.3 
The Recapitulation of Parents' Socioeconomic 

Status based on Non-Formal Education 
No  Non-

Formal 
Education 

          
Father 

 Mother  

Frequency  Percentage  Frequency  Percentage  

1 Upgrading  0 0,0% 1 1,4% 
2 Training  4 5,7% 2 2,9% 
3 Internship 2 2,9% 3 4,3% 
4 Skill 

Course 
2 2,9% 5 7,1% 

5 Nothing  62 88,5% 59 84,3% 
 Total  70  70 100,0% 
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Based on the table above, it can be seen the 

majority of students' parents of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 

Melintang never attended any non-formal education. 

There was no father (0,0%) of students who followed 

upgrading and 1 mother (1,4%) of students  followed 

upgrading , 4 fathers (5,7%) and 2 mothers (2,9%) 

followed training, 2 fathers (2,9%) and 3 mothers 

(4,3%) joined internship, 2 fathers (2,9%) and 5 

mothers (7,1%) joined skill course, then 62 fathers 

(88,5%) and 59 mothers (84,3%) of students never 

attended any non-formal education. 

b. Occupation  

Indicators for the parents' occupation are 

analyzed using five items. These items produce the 

analysis shown in the table below. 

Table 4.4 
The Recapitulation of Parents' Socioeconomic Status 

based on Occupation  
No  Occupation  Father  Mother  

Freque
ncy  

Percent
age  

Freque
ncy  

Percent
age  

1 Professional/Lectu
re/Law/etc 

0 0,0% 0 0,0% 

2 Civil 
Servants/Administ
ration Staff 

1 1,4% 4 5,7% 
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3 Entrepreneur/Trad
er 

21 30% 16 22,9% 

4 Labor/Farmer/Fish
erman 

45 64,3% 18 25,7% 

5 Jobless  3 4,3% 32 45,7% 
 Total  70  70 100,0% 

 

Based on table above, it can be seen there are no 

fathers (0,0%) and no mothers (0,0%) of students 

working as professionals/lecture/law/etc, while there 

are 1 father (1,4%) and 4 mothers (5,7%) of students 

working as civil servants/administration/staff, 21 

fathers (30%) and 16 mothers (22,9) of students 

working as entrepreneur/trader, 45 fathers (64,3%) and 

18 mothers (25,7%) of students working as 

labor/farmer/fisherman than 3 father (4,3%) and 32 

mothers (45,7%) of students who had no job. 

c. Income  

Five items are used to analyze the family's income 

indicators. The items produce analysis as in the table 

below.  
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Table 4.5 

The Recapitulation of Parents’ Socioeconomic Status 

based on Income 

No  Income  Father   Mother   Family    
Freque

ncy  
Percent

age  
Frequency  Percent

age  
Percent

age  
Freque

ncy  
1 >Rp3.600.000  5 7,1% 3 4,3% 14 20% 
2 Rp2.600.000-  

Rp3.600.000 
5 7,1% 3 4,3% 5 7,1% 

3 Rp2.500.000 10 14,4% 5 7,1% 7 10% 
4 Rp1.400.000- 

Rp2.400.000 
5 7,1% 5 7,1% 14 20% 

5 <Rp1.400.000 45 64,3% 54 77,2% 30 42,9% 
 Total  70 100.0% 70 100,0% 70 100.0% 

 

Based on table 4.6 above, it can be seen there are 5 

students' fathers (7,1%), 3 students' mothers (4,3%), 

and 14 students' families income (20%) who had 

income higher than Rp3.600.000, 5 students' fathers 

(7,1%), 3 students' mothers (4,3%), and 5 students' 

families income who had income between Rp2.600.000 

until Rp3.600.000, 10 students' fathers (14,4%), 5 

students' mothers (7,1%), and 7 students' families 

(10%) who had income Rp2.500.000, 5 students' fathers 

(7,1%), 5 students' mothers (7,1%), and 14 students' 

families (20%) who had income between Rp1.400.000 

until Rp2.400.000, and the majority of students' parents 
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income of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang were less 

than Rp1.400.000, 45 students' parents (64,3%), 54 

students' mothers (77,2%), and 30 students' families 

(42,9%). 

2. Documentation Findings 

The researcher obtained the data from English 

teacher documentation of the students' results in semester 

tests to get students' English achievement. The categories 

of students' English achievement were identified: very 

good, good, enough, and less. The majority of students' 

English achievement for seventh and eighth grade 

students at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang was good 

(61,2%) levels. It can be seen in the following table: 

Table 4.6 

The Category of Students’ English Achievement 

No  Scores  Frequencies  Percentages  
1 Very Good 

(92-100) 
4 5,7% 

2 Good (84-91) 43 61,2% 
3 Enough (75-

83) 
23 32,9% 

4 Less (<74) - - 
 Total  70 100,0% 

 

Based on table 4.1 above, from 70 students, there 

are 4 students (5,7%) with very good scores students' 
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English achievement. Meanwhile, the majority is 43 

students (61,2%) with good scores of students' English 

achievement, 23 students (32,9%) were categorized 

enough scores students' English achievement, and there 

are no students in the less category. So, it can be 

concluded that many students, including good scores of 

students' English achievement at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah 

Melintang.  

These findings can be found in the students' scores. 

The students' scores were discussed in the following 

section on the fourth scores. This score includes very 

good, good, enough, and less scores on students' English 

achievement.  
 

3. A Correlation between Parents' Socioeconomic Status 

and Students' English Achievement  

In analyzing whether there is a significant correlation 

between parents' socioeconomic status and students' 

English achievement or not, the researcher used Pearson 

Product moment from Karl Pearson by using SPSS 23.0. 

The result is 0,454. It can be seen from the table: 
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Table 4.7 

A Correlation between Parents' Socioeconomic Status 

and Students' English Achievement  

Correlations 

  

STUDENT"S 
ENGLISH 

ACHIEVEME
NT 

PARENT'S 
SOCIO-

ECONOMIC 
STATUS 

STUDENT"S 
ENGLISH 
ACHIEVEMENT 

Pearson 
Correlation 

1 0,091 

Sig. (2-
tailed) 

  0,454 

N 70 70 

PARENT'S 
SOCIO-
ECONOMIC 
STATUS 

Pearson 
Correlation 

0,091 1 

Sig. (2-
tailed) 

0,454   

N 70 70 

 

Based on output SPSS above it could be 

concluded that there is a significant relationship between 

parents' socioeconomic status and students' English 

achievement. Based on the result of SPPS, it was found 

that the significant correlation was 0,454. It was 

consulted to Pearson Product moment table (r table) in 

significant level 5% for total of sample was 70 students 

and degree of freedom which r table was 0,2319. It was 

clear that 0,454 was higher than 0,2319, that was mean 
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Ha was accepted and Ho was rejected. Therefore, there 

was correlation between students' English achievement 

and parents' socioeconomic status. The coefficient 

correlation was 0,454. It was consulted to the table of 

coefficient interval 0,400-0,600 or fair correlation. So 

that meant the correlation between students' English 

achievement was fair at the seventh and eighth grades at 

SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang. 

B. Discussion 

In this part, the researcher presents the discussion of the 

research findings. Two research questions are posed in this 

part.  
 

1. Parents' Socio-Economic Status 

This study tried to describe parents' socioeconomic 

status at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang. Based on 

Ashley Crossman theory, there are three factors described 

in this study. They are education, occupation, and 

income.49 The table 4.2 showed that most of the students' 

father formal education were from junior high school and 

most of the students' mother formal education were from 

senior high school and junior high school. The table 4.3 

showed the majority of students' parents of SMP Negeri 1 

 
49 Ashley Crossman. 
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Lembah Melintang never attended any non-formal 

education. The table 4.4 showed that majority parent of 

students working as labor/farmer/fisherman. The last, in 

table 4.5 the majority of students' parents' income of SMP 

Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang was less than Rp1.400.000. 

The finding indicates that parents' socioeconomic status 

was categorized as middle level. This research finding 

supports of Juliarni found that parents' socioeconomic 

status was also categorized middle level. But, the 

researcher's findings challenge the research of Henny 

stated that contribution of parents' socioeconomic status 

was categorized as high level. 
 

2. Students’ English achievement 

The second discussion is about students’ English 

achievement at seventh and eighth grades of SMP Negeri 1 

Lembah Melintang. Based on table 4.6, showed that the 

majority of students was categorized into good scores (43 

students; 61,2%) of students’ English achievement.  
 

3. A Correlation Parents' Socioeconomic Status and 

Students' English Achievement 

The last discussion is about the correlation between 

students' English achievement and parents' socioeconomic 

status. The finding indicates that a correlation between 

parents' socioeconomic status and students' English 
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achievement was considered fair or strong enough. The 

research finding supports to finding of Henny Yulia, in 

which the result of Pearson Product moment test revealed 

that there was correlation between parental economic 

status and students' English achievement. This finding also 

supports Mila's finding in which the result indicated that 

there was in moderate correlation between students' 

English achievement and their homework. But it also 

challenges the research finding of Juliarli in which the 

research of Kendal correlation moment test revealed that 

there is no correlation between socioeconomic status and 

learning styles of students in learning English. 
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CHAPTER V 
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

In this chapter, the researcher presents a conclusion and 

makes suggestions regarding the research problem. 
 

A. Conclusion 

Based on research findings and discussions of 

research on correlation between parents’ socioeconomic status 

and students’ English achievement, it can be concluded: 

1. The students' questionnaire answers in seventh and eighth 

grades at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang indicated the 

majority of their parents had middle socioeconomic status. 

There are 47 students (67,1%) who have middle 

socioeconomic status of parents. The results are based on 

students' answers to 9 points along three indicators: 

education, occupation, and income. For the education, the 

result indicated that mostly father formal education of 

students were from junior high school are 27 fathers 

(38,6%) and the mostly of the mother formal education of 

students were from senior high school and junior high 

school are 24 mothers (34,3%). The result non-formal 

education indicated that majority of students’ parents 

never attended any non-formal education. For the 

occupation, the result indicated that mostly father 
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occupation of students are Labor/Farmer/Fisherman 

(64,3%) and majority of mother occupation of students are 

jobless (45,7%). For the income, the majority of parents 

income of students at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

were less than Rp1.400.00, the total number of father 

income is 45 (64,3%), mother is 54 (77,2%), and families 

income is 30 (42,9%). 

2. The result of students English achievement in seventh and 

eighth grades at SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

indicated that the majority of students can be categorized 

as good scores. There are 43 students (61,2%) who have 

good scores. The result are based from student’s semester 

exam scores. 

3. A correlation between parents' socioeconomic status and 

students' English achievement at the seventh and eighth 

grades of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang can be 

categorized as fair correlation (0,434). It means, Ha was 

accepted and Ho was rejected  and there was significant 

correlation between parents' socioeconomic status and 

students' English achievement. In other words, parents' 

socioeconomic status has a fairly correlation with the 

students' English achievement. 
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B. Suggestion 

Considering the correlation between parents' 

socioeconomic status and students' English achievement, the 

researcher would like to give some suggestions as follows: 

1. For the Teachers 

a. The teacher should know the socioeconomic status of 

students' parents to see if there are still students who 

have difficulty meeting the needs of learning English. 

b. It is recommended for teachers to find out the 

socioeconomic status of students' parents. 

2. For the Students 

a. Students should be more open about the difficulties 

of meeting learning needs. 

b. Students should look for opportunities to equate 

learning facilities with looking for scholarships and 

registering. 

3. For the Next Researchers 

a. The results of this research can guide future research 

about the correlation between students' English 

achievement and parents’ socioeconomic status. 

b. Further researchers are expected to be able to 

examine the socioeconomic status and English 

achievement in more depth. 
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APPENDIX 

Appendix I 

The Documentation Instrument  

NO NAME GENDER CLASS SCORE 

1 Daffa Najihan F VIII.1 85 

2 Novandra Hidayat  M VIII.1 80 

3 Ummi Khoiroh F VIII.1 85 

4 Jihad Hammadi M VIII.1 80 

5 Dodi Ahmadi M VIII.1 80 

6 Aulia Adly M VIII.2 85 

7 Dea Amelsa F VIII.2 85 

8 Ari Ramanda M VIII.2 78 

9 Ahmad Hamdu M VIII.2 80 

10 Naizilla Ramadani F VIII.2 85 

11 Wira Andini F VIII.3 85 

12 Niswatun Hasannah F VIII.3 85 

13 Nikma Khairani F VIII.3 85 

14 Rangga Permana M VIII.3 85 

15 Indah Islami F VIII.3 85 

16 Taqiya Mapasya F VIII.4 85 

17 Salsabila F VIII.4 85 

18 Tamara Putri F VIII.4 85 

19 Annisa Tri Afsari F VIII.4 85 

20 Juwita Dwi Ananta F VIII.4 85 

21 Meryani Puspita F VIII.5 85 

22 Titi Yanna Sari F VIII.5 93 

23 Safira Fransiska F VIII.5 85 

24 Niswturrahmah  F VIII.5 80 



 

25 Muhammad Rehan M VIII.5 85 

26 Tiara Nur Husna F VIII.6 85 

27 Sella Annisa F VIII.6 80 

28 M.Pasa M VIII.6 85 

29 Arsya Adista F VIII.6 94 

30 Riski Amata Martaon M VIII.6 85 

31 Ummi Amiroh F VIII.7 90 

32 Putri Hafiza F VIII.7 90 

33 Wafik Hidayat M VIII.7 75 

34 Hasnil M VIII.7 85 

35 Rasid Rido M VIII.7 80 

36 Habil Alzafran M VII.1 85 

37 Raffi Musyaffa M VII.1 78 

38 Ayunda Lestari F VII.1 85 

39 Nadira Alea Pramesti F VII.1 85 

40 Maulana Hidayat M VII.1 85 

41 Permadi M VII.2 85 

42 Bayu Renra Purnawan M VII.2 78 

43 Latifa Zahra F VII.2 85 
44 Qeyzia Dinyri F VII.2 80 
45 Rean Putra Winanda M VII.2 81 
46 Azizan Martado M VII.3 83 

47 Sri Ramadhani F VII.3 80 

48 Indri Wahyuni F VII.3 83 

49 Muhibban Afadil F VII.3 82 

50 Yogi Saputa M VII.3 85 

51 Assyifa Ramadani F VII.4 82 

52 Intan F VII.4 80 

53 Siddiq M VII.4 89 

54 Zakhi Naufal M VII.4 87 



 

55 Aini F VII.5 88 

56 Elpia Sapitri F VII.5 92 

57 Fahiratul Sakinah F VII.5 86 

58 Nabila F VII.5 86 

59 Fatiya Arfaidah F VII.6 85 

60 Keyza F VII.6 80 

61 Anggi Maisa F VII.6 81 

62 Amelia F VII.6 85 

63 Sri Harti F VII.7 84 

64 Muhammad Rofiqi M VII.7 81 

65 Hazana F VII.7 85 

66 Kena Hidayatullah M VII.7 86 

67 A.Fadlan M VII.8 93 

68 Rafiqi M VII.8 85 

69 Hasiva Sabira F VII.8 84 

70 Dela Asiska F VII.8 81 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Appendix II  

The Questionnaire Instrument 

 Questionnaire Socio-Economic Status  

A. Charging Instructions 
1. This research aims to see the parents’ socioeconomic 

status of students.  
2. This questionnaire is for 

scientific purposes, there is 
no other purpose so it will 
not affect your academic 
grades. 

3. Fill in this questionnaire according to the reality of 
the conditions in your family at this time.  

4. If there is a question that is not understood, you can 
ask it. 

5. Put a cross (X) on your choices. 

B. Students Identity 
1. Name : 
2. Class  : 
3. Gender : 
4. Parents’ Job : 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

C. Questions  
1. What was your father’s last education? 

a. College  
b. Senior High School/equivalent 
c. Junior High School/ equivalent 
d. Elementary School/equivalent 
e. Nothing  

 
2. What was your mother’s last education? 

a. College  
b. Senior High School/equivalent 
c. Junior High School/ equivalent 
d. Elementary School/equivalent 
e. Nothing  

 
3. What is your father’s non-formal education?  

a. Upgrading 
b. Training  
c. Internship  
d. Skill Course  
e. Nothing 

 
4. What is your mother’s non-formal education? 

a. Upgrading  
b. Training  
c. Internship  
d. Skill Course 
e. Nothing  

 
 



 

5. What is your father’s occupation? 
a. Professional/Lecturer/Law Expert/ etc 
b. Civil Servants/ Administration Staff 
c. Entrepreneur/Trader 
d. Labor/Farmer/Fisherman 
e. Jobless 

 
6. What is your mother’s occupation? 

a. Professional/Lecturer/Law Expert/etc 
b. Civil Servants/Administration Staff 
c. Entrepreneur/Trader 
d. Labor/Farmer/Fisherman 
e. Jobless 

 
7. What is your father’s income (including basic 

salary and side business) 
a. > Rp3.600.000 
b. Rp2.600.000 - Rp3600.000 

c. Rp2.500.000 

d. Rp1. 400.000 - Rp2.400.000 

e. < Rp1. 400.000 

 
8. What is your mother’s income? 

a. > Rp3.600.000 
b. Rp2.600.000 - Rp3600.000 

c. Rp2.500.000 

d. Rp1. 400.000 - Rp2.400.000 

e. < Rp1. 400.000 

 



 

9. How much is monthly income in your 
family? 
a. > Rp3.600.000 

b. Rp2.600.000 - Rp3600.000 

c. Rp2.500.000 

d. Rp1. 400.000 - Rp2.400.000 

e. < Rp1. 400.000 



 

Angket Status Sosial-Ekonomi Orang Tua 

A. Petunjuk Umum 
1. Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk melihat status sosial-

ekonomi orang tua siswa. 
2. Angket ini bertujuan ilmiah, 

tidak ada tujuan lain 
sehingga tidak akan 
mempengaruhi nilai 
akademik anda 

3. Isilah angket ini sesuai dengan kenyataan kondisi 
dalam keluarga anda saat ini. 

4. Bila pertanyannya kurang dimengerti, anda dapat 
menanyakannya. 

5. Berilah tanda silang (X) pada pilihan jawaban anda. 
 

B. Biodata Responden (penjawab pertanyaan) 
1. Nama : 
2. Kelas : 
3. Jenis kelamin : 
4. Pekerjaan orang tua : 

 



 

C. Pertanyaan 
1. Apa pendidikan terakhir ayah anda? 

a. Perguruan Tinggi 
b. SMU/Sederajat 
c. SMP/Sederajat 
d. SD/Sederajat 
e. Tidak sekolah 

 
2. Apa pendidikan terakhir ibu anda? 

a. Perguruan Tinggi 
b. SMU/Sederajat 
c. SMP/Sederajat 
d. SD/Sederajat 
e. Tidak sekolah 

 
3. Apa pendidikan non formal ayah anda? 

a. Penataran 
b. Pelatihan 
c. Magang 
d. Khusus keterampilan 
e. Tidak pernah 

 
4. Apa pendidikan non formal ibu anda? 

a. Penataran 
b. Pelatihan 
c. Magang 
d. Khusus keterampilan 
e. Tidak pernah 

 
5. Apa pekerjaan ayah anda? 

a. Profesional/dosen/ahli hukum dan sejenisnya 
b. PNS/Tata Usaha/Staf 
c. Wiraswasta/Dagang 
d. Buruh/Petani/Nelayan 
e. Tidak bekerja 

 



 

6. Apa pekerjaan ibu anda? 
a. Profesional/dosen/ahli hukum dan sejenisnya 
b. PNS/Tata Usaha/Staf 
c. Wiraswasta/Dagang 
d. Buruh/Petani/Nelayan 
e. Tidak bekerja 

 
7. Berapa penghasilan ayah anda (termasuk gaji 

pokok dan usaha sampingan) 
a. > Rp3.600.000 
b. Rp2.600.000 - Rp3600.000 
c. Rp2.500.000 
d. Rp1. 400.000 - Rp2.400.000 
e. < Rp1. 400.000 

 
8. Berapa penghasilan ibu anda? a. > 

Rp3.600.000 
b. Rp2.600.000 - Rp3600.000 
c. Rp2.500.000 
d. Rp1. 400.000 - Rp2.400.000 
e. < Rp1. 400.000 

 
9. Berapa pendapatan perbulan dalam keluarga 

anda ? 
a. > Rp3.600.000 
b. Rp2.600.000 - Rp3600.000 
c. Rp2.500.000 
d. Rp1. 400.000 - Rp2.400.000 
e. < Rp1. 400.000 



 

Appendix III 
 
The Documentation Result 
Students’ English Achievement 
92-100 = Very Good 
84-91 = Good 

75-83 = Enough 

<74 = Less 

 

NO NAME GENDER CLASS SCORE CATEGORY 

1 Daffa Najihan F VIII.1 85 GOOD 

2 Novandra Hidayat  M VIII.1 80 ENOUGH 

3 Ummi Khoiroh F VIII.1 85 GOOD 

4 Jihad Hammadi M VIII.1 80 ENOUGH 

5 Dodi Ahmadi M VIII.1 80 ENOUGH 

6 Aulia Adly M VIII.2 85 GOOD 

7 Dea Amelsa F VIII.2 85 GOOD 

8 Ari Ramanda M VIII.2 78 ENOUGH 

9 Ahmad Hamdu M VIII.2 80 ENOUGH 

10 Naizilla Ramadani F VIII.2 85 GOOD 

11 Wira Andini F VIII.3 85 GOOD 

12 Niswatun Hasannah F VIII.3 85 GOOD 

13 Nikma Khairani F VIII.3 85 GOOD 

14 Rangga Permana M VIII.3 85 GOOD 

15 Indah Islami F VIII.3 85 GOOD 

16 Taqiya Mapasya F VIII.4 85 GOOD 

17 Salsabila F VIII.4 85 GOOD 

18 Tamara Putri F VIII.4 85 GOOD 

19 Annisa Tri Afsari F VIII.4 85 GOOD 



 
 

20 Juwita Dwi Ananta F VIII.4 85 GOOD 

21 Meryani Puspita F VIII.5 85 GOOD 

22 Titi Yanna Sari F VIII.5 93 
VERY 
GOOD 

23 Safira Fransiska F VIII.5 85 GOOD 

24 Niswturrahmah  F VIII.5 80 ENOUGH 

25 Muhammad Rehan M VIII.5 85 GOOD 

26 Tiara Nur Husna F VIII.6 85 GOOD 

27 Sella Annisa F VIII.6 80 ENOUGH 

28 M.Pasa M VIII.6 85 GOOD 

29 Arsya Adista F VIII.6 94 
VERY 
GOOD 

30 
Riski Amata 
Martaon M VIII.6 85 GOOD 

31 Ummi Amiroh F VIII.7 90 GOOD 

32 Putri Hafiza F VIII.7 90 GOOD 

33 Wafik Hidayat M VIII.7 75 ENOUGH 

34 Haznil M VIII.7 85 GOOD 

35 Rasid Rido M VIII.7 80 ENOUGH 

36 Habil Alzafran M VII.1 85 GOOD 

37 Raffi Musyaffa M VII.1 78 ENOUGH 

38 Ayunda Lestari F VII.1 85 GOOD 

39 
Nadira Alea 
Pramesti F VII.1 85 GOOD 

40 Maulana Hidayat M VII.1 85 GOOD 

41 Permadi M VII.2 85 GOOD 

42 
Bayu Renra 
Purnawan M VII.2 78 ENOUGH 

43 Latifa Zahra F VII.2 85 GOOD 
44 Qeyzia Dinyri F VII.2 80 ENOUGH 
45 Rean Putra Winanda M VII.2 81 ENOUGH 
46 Azizan Martado M VII.3 83 ENOUGH 



 
 

47 Sri Ramadhani F VII.3 80 ENOUGH 

48 Indri Wahyuni F VII.3 83 ENOUGH 

49 Muhibban Afadil F VII.3 82 ENOUGH 

50 Yogi Saputa M VII.3 85 GOOD 

51 Assyifa Ramadani F VII.4 82 ENOUGH 

52 Intan F VII.4 80 ENOUGH 

53 Siddiq M VII.4 89 GOOD 

54 Zakhi Naufal M VII.4 87 GOOD 

55 Aini F VII.5 88 GOOD 

56 Elpia Sapitri F VII.5 92 
VERY 
GOOD 

57 Fahiratul Sakinah F VII.5 86 GOOD 

58 Nabila F VII.5 86 GOOD 

59 Fatiya Arfaidah F VII.6 85 GOOD 

60 Keyza F VII.6 80 ENOUGH 

61 Anggi Maisa F VII.6 81 ENOUGH 

62 Amelia F VII.6 85 GOOD 

63 Sri Harti F VII.7 84 GOOD 

64 Muhammad Rofiqi M VII.7 81 ENOUGH 

65 Hazana F VII.7 85 GOOD 

66 Kena Hidayatullah M VII.7 86 GOOD 

67 A.Fadlan M VII.8 93 
VERY 
GOOD 

68 Rafiqi M VII.8 85 GOOD 

69 Hasiva Sabira F VII.8 84 GOOD 

70 Dela Asiska F VII.8 81 ENOUGH 
 

 

 

 



 
 

Appendix IV 

 

The Questionnaire Result 

Parents’ Socio-Economic Status 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 



 
 



 
 

 



 
  



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

Appendix V 

Data of Students’ English Achievement and Parents 

Socioeconomic Status 

 



 
 

Appendix VII 

Research Papers 

Descriptive Statistics 

 Mean Std. Deviation N 

Students’ English 
Achievement 

84.14 3.617 70 

Parents’ Socio-Economic 
Status 

19.04 4.729 70 

 

A. Validity of Instrument 

 

 

 

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Y7 Y8 Y9
S1 5 4 1 2 3 3 3 1 5 27
S2 4 4 5 4 3 3 1 1 1 26
S3 4 4 1 4 2 3 4 2 5 29
S4 4 4 1 2 2 3 2 2 4 24
S5 5 5 5 1 4 4 4 3 4 35
S6 4 4 1 2 3 1 4 2 3 24
S7 3 3 2 2 3 1 4 1 4 23
S8 4 5 1 1 3 1 5 1 5 26
S9 4 3 1 1 3 3 5 5 5 30

S10 3 3 1 1 3 3 1 2 4 21
S11 4 4 1 4 2 3 3 3 4 28
S12 4 4 1 1 2 3 4 3 5 27
S13 4 4 1 1 3 3 2 2 4 24
S14 2 2 1 1 2 3 1 1 5 18
S15 2 3 1 1 2 2 1 1 3 16
S16 3 4 1 1 3 2 1 1 4 20
S17 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 1 5 21
S18 3 3 1 4 2 3 3 2 5 26
S19 2 4 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 29
S20 2 3 1 1 3 1 2 1 2 16
S21 4 4 4 4 2 3 1 3 3 28
S22 2 3 2 4 2 3 1 3 4 24
S23 3 3 4 2 3 3 4 2 4 28
S24 2 4 4 2 2 2 5 5 5 31
S25 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 43
S26 3 3 2 4 2 3 2 3 4 26

NAME
PARENT'S SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS (Y)

TOTAL



 
 

R Count  

 

 

 

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Y7 Y8 Y9 Y_Total

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

1 ,692** 0,248 0,228 ,481* 0,331 0,320 0,112 0,037 ,613**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,000 0,222 0,262 0,013 0,099 0,111 0,585 0,859 0,001

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

,692** 1 0,386 0,160 ,496** 0,120 ,434* 0,233 0,054 ,647**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,000 0,052 0,434 0,010 0,561 0,027 0,253 0,793 0,000

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

0,248 0,386 1 ,400* ,458* 0,372 0,162 0,351 -0,258 ,636**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,222 0,052 0,043 0,019 0,062 0,429 0,079 0,203 0,000

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

0,228 0,160 ,400* 1 -0,036 0,349 -0,026 0,267 -0,105 ,484*

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,262 0,434 0,043 0,860 0,081 0,900 0,188 0,611 0,012

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

,481* ,496** ,458* -0,036 1 0,120 0,362 0,104 -0,050 ,516**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,013 0,010 0,019 0,860 0,561 0,069 0,613 0,808 0,007

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

0,331 0,120 0,372 0,349 0,120 1 -0,065 ,394* 0,277 ,537**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,099 0,561 0,062 0,081 0,561 0,752 0,046 0,171 0,005

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

0,320 ,434* 0,162 -0,026 0,362 -0,065 1 ,472* ,533** ,645**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,111 0,027 0,429 0,900 0,069 0,752 0,015 0,005 0,000

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

0,112 0,233 0,351 0,267 0,104 ,394* ,472* 1 0,347 ,680**

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,585 0,253 0,079 0,188 0,613 0,046 0,015 0,083 0,000

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

0,037 0,054 -0,258 -0,105 -0,050 0,277 ,533** 0,347 1 0,350

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,859 0,793 0,203 0,611 0,808 0,171 0,005 0,083 0,079

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Pearson 
Correlatio
n

,613** ,647** ,636** ,484* ,516** ,537** ,645** ,680** 0,350 1

Sig. (2-
tailed)

0,001 0,000 0,000 0,012 0,007 0,005 0,000 0,000 0,079

N 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

Y5

Y6

Y7

Y8

Y9

Y_Total

Correlations

Y1

Y2

Y3

Y4



 
 

R Table 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Item 
Number 

r-
count 

r-table Result 

1 0,613 0,2319 Valid 
2 0,647 0,2319 Valid 
3 0,636 0,2319 Valid 
4 0,484 0,2319 Valid 
5 0,516 0,2319 Valid 
6 0,537 0,2319 Valid 
7 0,645 0,2319 Valid 
8 0,68 0,2319 Valid 
9 0,35 0,2319 Valid 

 

1. Reliability of Instrument 

  

Case Processing Summary 

  N 
% 

Cases Valid 26 37,1 

Excludeda 44 62,9 

Total 70 100,0 

a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the procedure. 

 



 
 

 Cronbach’s Alpha Number of Items 

0,721 9 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Appendix VII 

Photos of Students Answered the Questionnaire 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

Appendix VIII 

Profile of SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang, Vision, and 

Mission 

1. Name and Address of School 

a. Name  : SMP Negeri 1 Lembah  

                                   Melintang 

b. NPSM  : 10306064 

c. School Identity : State  

d. Curriculum  : 2013 

e. Date of Establishment: 1961-12-25 

f. Accreditation  : A Chart Number, No SK  

                                   1346/BAN-SM/SK2019 

g. Address   : Jl. Halmahera, Ujung Gading 

, Kec. Lembah Melintang, Kab. 

Pasaman Barat, Prov. Sumatera 

Barat (26372) 

h. Email   : smp.negeri1.lm@gmail.com 

i. Headmaster   : Erlinda, S,Pd 

j. Male Student  : 343 Students 

k. Female Students  : 368 Students 

 
2. Vision and Mission 

a. Vision  : Based on faith and piety, 

 students who are intelligent, 

exemplary, skilled and 



 
 

environmentally friendly are 

realized. 

b. Mission  :  

1. Increase faith and devotion to God Almighty. 

2. Improve character. 

3. Carry out curriculum development according to 

SNP. 

4. Involve participatory management in involving the 

school community. 

c. Aims  : 

1) Growth and development of noble character and 

discipline for every school member through 

greetings and greetings and carrying out school 

regulations with consequences. 

2) The implementation of religious programs. 

3) The implementation of quality learning with full 

responsibility and politeness. 

4) The achievement of the ideal KKM gradually for 

all subjects. 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Appendix VIII 

 

CURRICULUM VITAE 

Personal Data 

Name  : Hikmatun Nazila 

Student’s Number: 1703046013 

Place of Birth : Ujung Gading 

Date of Birth : July, 27th 1998 

Address : Jalan Dermawan Kuamang, Ujung Gading, Kec. 

 Lembah Melintang,  Kab. Pasaman Barat, Prov. 

Sumatera Barat 

Religion : Islam 

Gender  : Female 

Civic  : Indonesia 

Phone  : 081268174794 
 

Formal Educations 

MIS Masjid Raya Ujung Gading 

SMP Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

SMA Negeri 1 Lembah Melintang 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Appendix X 

Research Letter 

 

 



 
 

 



 
 

 


