CHAPTER IV
RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION

This chapter describes the findings from the questionnaires to identify the
language learning strategies used by the students in Islamic secondary school. The
participants are
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The total number of participants who filled the questionnaire was 143

students. From the table, the distribution of female and male respondents is almost

balance, which are 60 male students (42%), and 83 female students (58%).
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The researcher presents the findings of language learning strategies in each
strategy group: memory strategies (MEM), cognitive strategies (COG),
compensation strategies (COM), metacognitive strategies (META), affective

strategies (AFF), social strategies (SOC) as presented in Figure 2:

=3.53,SD=

0.81) nclude, the highest

strategy groups is metacognitive strategies (M = 4.04, SD = 0.81). The highest

strategy group and the other four strategy groups are included in high usage
category. Meanwhile, the lowest strategy group and the only strategy group which

is included in medium usage category is memory strategies (M = 3.48, SD = 0.74).
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After that, the findings of language learning strategies in Islamic secondary
school are presented in two classes. The first is direct strategies that have 3 strategy
groups in a survey of language learning strategies (Oxford, 1990) consist of
memory strategies, cognitive strategies, and compensation strategies. In this result,
the highest strategy groups in direct strategies is cognitive strategies (M = 3.68, SD
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Figure 3. Chart of Strategy Groups Result in Direct Strategies

The second is indirect strategy groups. There are 3 strategy groups in a

survey of language learning strategies (Oxford, 1990) consist of metacognitive
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strategies, affective strategies, and social strategies. In this chart, the highest
strategy groups result is metacognitive strategies (M= 4.04, SD = 0.81). The lowest
strategy groups result is affective strategies that have the result (M = 3.53, SD =
0.81). Moreover, is the result from the each strategy groups. Indirect strategy
classes show the first high frequently (usually used) is metacognitive strategies (M=
4.04, SD= 0,81), the sec igh frequently (usually used)tsisacial strategies (M=
3.65, .81) and1c$rlﬂrél. (u iafty usecya tive strategies
(M=3 3@ 0.81) as presented in,Figure 4 : z

and in ts the strategy

classes that student most frequently used is mdire"i strategies than direct strategy

class.

Finally, the findings of language learning strategies in Islamic secondary
school are presented in items category. The first items category is memory

strategies which is presented in Figure 5:
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Memory Strategies
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Cognitive Strategies
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Compensation Strategies
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Metacognitive Strategies
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Affective Strategies
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Social Strategies
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er two highest
frequently used in that research and memory strategies is the least frequently used
before social strategies. Further is from Zhou (2010) find that metacognitive is

number three most frequently used by the students in China and memory strategies

is the least frequently used before social strategies. Zhou (2010) also explains that
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the students prefer used direct strategies whereas this research explains that indirect

strategies are most frequently used by the students.

Furthermore, there is some research about language learning strategies in
Indonesia which have similar finding but in different educational context. Mistar

(2001) and Hapsari (2019) research in tertiary education and have a similar finding
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