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ABSTRACT

Aididatin, Wan Aini Nur. 2022. The Correlation between Students’ Speaking
Ability and Students’ Writing Achievements of Report Text at Tenth
Graders in SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang. Thesis, English
Education Department, Faculty of Education and Teacher Training,
Maulana Malik Ibrahim State Islamic University, Malang.
Advisor: Maslihatul Bisriyah, M. TESOL

Key Words: correlation, speaking ability, writing achievement

The ability to speak and write is included in the productive skills in
learning English, which is essential and must be mastered by learners. Speaking
and writing skills are used as the main tools to communicate. However, many of
them still do not know and understand how essential these two skills are in
everyday life, so they only learn towards one skill. Meanwhile, learners are
required to master both skills well. Therefore, the researcher conducted
correlation research to increase their knowledge and understanding of speaking
and writing skills in the report text.

This study aims to determine and find the relationship between students'
speaking ability and student achievement in writing report text in class X-3 SMA
Brawijaya Smart School Malang. This research was conducted using quantitative
methods and correlational design as this study's design. The population of this
study was all students of class X at SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang, with
class X-3 as the sample in this study, which amounted to 32 students. Data
collection in this study was carried out using an oral test and a writing test, which
would then be analyzed and processed using SPSS version 25.

The results of this study indicate that there is a strong and significant
correlation between speaking skills and student achievement in writing. The
findings of this study indicate that the correlation value between the two variables
is 0.741 at a significance level of 0.01. In addition, the research analysis shows
that there is a 55% contribution from speaking skills to student's achievement in
the writing report text. Then, from the hypothesis test results, the score is 6.050,
while the type Score at a significance level of 0.05 is 1.697. Where it shows that
the value is 6.050 > 1.697, Hy is rejected. In other words, there is a strong and
significant relationship between speaking skills and students' achievement in
writing report texts in class X-3 SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang Academic
year 2021/2022.

XiX



ABSTRAK

Aididatin, Wan Aini Nur. 2022. The Correlation between Students’ Speaking
Ability and Students’ Writing Achievements of Report Text at Tenth
Graders in SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang. Skripsi, Jurusan
Tadris Bahasa Inggris, Fakultas Ilmu Tarbiyah dan Keguruan,
Universitas Islam Negeri Maulana Malik Ibrahim Malang.
Pembimbing: Maslihatul Bisriyah, M. TESOL

Kata Kunci: korelasi, kemampuan berbicara, ketercapaian menulis

Kemampuan berbicara dan menulis termasuk dalam keterampilan
produktif yang terdapat dalam belajar Bahasa Inggris, yang mana penting dan
harus dikuasai oleh pembelajar. Hal ini dikarenakan keterampilan berbicara dan
menulis digunakan sebagai alat utama untuk berkomunikasi. Namun, banyak dari
mereka yang masih belum mengetahui dan memahami betapa pentingnya kedua
keterampilan tersebut dalam kehidupan sehari-hari, sehingga mereka hanya
condong ke salah satu keterampilan saja. Sementara itu, pembelajar diharuskan
untuk menguasai kedua keterampilan tersebut dengan baik. Oleh karenanya,
peneliti melakukan penelitian korelasi untuk menambah pengetahuan dan
pemahaman mereka terhadap keterampilan berbicara dan menulis pada report text.

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui dan menemukan hubungan
antara kemampuan berbicara siswa dengan ketercapaian siswa dalam menulis
report text pada kelas X-3 SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang. Penelitian ini
dilakukan dengan menggunakan metode kuantitatif dan menerapkan korelasional
sebagai desain dari penelitian ini. Populasi dari penelitian ini seluruh siswa kelas
X di SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang dengan kelas X-3 sebagai sampel
yang berjumlah 32 siswa. Pengambilan data dalam penelitian ini dilakukan
dengan menggunakan oral test dan juga writing test, yang kemudian akan dianalisi
dan diolah dengan menggunakan SPSS versi 25.

Hasil dari penelitian ini menujukkan bahwa terdapat korelasi yang kuat
dan signifikan antara keterampilan berbicara dengan ketercapaian siswa dalam
menulis. Temuan dari penelitian ini menujukkan bahwa nilai korelasi antar kedua
variabel tersebut adalah 0,741 pada tingkat signifikansi 0,01. Disamping itu, dari
analisis penelitian menujukkan bahwa terdapat 55% kontribusi dari keterampilan
berbicara terhadap ketercapaian siswa dalam menulis report text. Kemudian, dari
hasil uji hipotesis mendapatkan nilai 6.050, sedangkan nilai skor tipe pada
signifikansi 0,05 adalah 1.697. Dimana hal itu menujukkan bahwa nilai 6.050 >
1.697, Hy ditolak. Dengan kata lain, bahwa terdapat hubungan yang kuat dan
signifikan antara keterampilan berbicara dengan ketercapaian siswa dalam
menulis report text pada siswa kelas X-3 SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang
Tahun ajaran 2021/2022.
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION
This chapter explains the background of the study, identification of the
problem, the objective, the significance of the study, scope and limitation of the
study, and key terms of definition.
1.1 Background of the Study
Learning a second language cannot be separated from receptive and
productive language skills. Yuzar and Rejeki (2020) stated that in learning
a second language, there are at least two language skills to be improved,
namely productive skills (speaking and writing) to issue and apply
language codes into information, and receptive skills (reading and
listening) to understand and capture the language code before publication.
Therefore, it can be concluded that receptive skills, which include reading
and listening, are defined as a language learner entering or taking what
they have understood from reading or listening. The results of what the
students have understood and captured will be processed and then
produced, resulting in communication either orally or in writing. In this
case, the productive skills are speaking and writing.
These four skills must be mastered by every second language
learner, especially English. It is intended that learners can communicate
and use English fluently, competently, and correctly. As stated by Nur and

Sofi (2019), reading, listening, speaking, and writing skills are essential in



the second language teaching. These four skills are beneficial for
communicating both orally and in writing.

Second language learners also cannot focus solely on learning one
language skill.  The learners must understand all language skills
simultaneously because these four skills have a relationship. These four
skills are also challenging to use individually, especially in communication
(Cahyono & Mutiaraningrum, 2016). The same thing is also explained by
Bozorgian (2012) that all English language skills are reading, speaking,
listening, and writing correlate with one another. The relationship of the
four skills is divided into two categories, namely, writing and reading are
included in the medium skill category, and then speaking and listening are
included in the high skill category. Also found other results in this study
that listening skills are the skills that have the most significant relationship
with the other three skills (as cited in Yuzar & Rejeki, 2020).

Moreover, the link between one another's abilities in English is also
explained by Nan (2018) that listening skills are a foundation for speaking
skills, listening skills are derived from reading skills, listening and
speaking skills are tools or means for writing skills, and reading skills, and
vice versa. From here, everyone knows that the four skills in English have
a relationship with one another.

In this case, writing is included in the most complex skills among
the other four skills that must be mastered. Nunan (2003) states that

writing is an activity to find an idea, express it, and make it a statement or



paragraph that the reader can easily understand (as cited in Ariyanti,
2016). It explains that writing will make students choose suitable and
appropriate words to be easily understood by readers. In addition, writing
will also make students think more creatively because the ideas generated
must make the reader interested. However, many second language learners
also find writing skills difficult. Writing skills have to be good at
processing words and grammar and many components that must consider
in writing.

As described by Agus (2018) in his study that to be proficient in
writing skills, students must master several elements such as language use,
content, mechanics, judgment, and stylistic mastery. Language use means
that students must be able to write with correct sentences; content which
means students must be able to choose creative and relevant content;
mechanics such as capital and punctuation marks; judgment is the right
way to present a piece of writing, and stylistic means that students must be
able to process words and sentences using language that is effective and
easy to understand.

Students' writing difficulties can occur because there are several
problems before writing. Trisnaningsih (2017) in her study found that the
problem faced by students when writing was that they had difficulty in
pouring their ideas into writing. It indicates that they lack confidence in
their thoughts and lack writing practice which can be started by writing a

diary. Meanwhile Theresia (2017) explained that students' problems in



writing also stem from their lack of understanding of the structure in
writing and their lack of vocabulary. Vocabulary problems often arise in
writing, this is a natural thing, but if students want to read, listen, or speak
a lot, their vocabulary will undoubtedly be more abundant. Even with
some problems in writing, with continuous practice, students will get used
to it and will certainly produce good writing results.

Writing is also an essential skill to have, especially as a student.
Students often get assignments to write an essay for academic purposes.
Meanwhile, study that conducted by Amzah (2017) shows that writing
skills are considered essential skills because they can develop the quality
of students to fulfill their obligations such as making research journals,
books, and other writing activities. By writing, students will be able to
develop and improve their knowledge and creativity. This is also further

strengthened in the Qur’an verse from Al-Qalam verse 1, which reads:

) assbiats s S g

This means “Nun. By the pen and what they inscribe” (Q.S. Al-
Qalam: 1)

The verse above clarify that Allah SWT wants to inform humans
about the importance of a pen, writing instrument, or even an electronic
device. With a pen, humans can provide benefits and good to many
humans by recording everything in their minds or everything they see. By
writing, humans will also certainly gain knowledge. Writers and readers

will also get a new understanding from the author’s information. Therefore,



students must have the passion and desire to write because writing will
also benefit themselves and others.

Besides writing skill, one skill in English that is quite difficult to
learn is speaking skill, and this is because speaking skill requires a lot of
vocabulary. Taslim et al., (2019) said that mastering speaking skills
depends on the number of languages students have. In improving students'
speaking skills, one component that must be met is the amount of
vocabulary possessed by students. Speaking skill itself is an activity to
express ideas or ideas directly orally. Muzammil and Andy (2017) also
said that speaking skills aim to convey messages, opinions or reject them if
they are not following what is in mind. Thus, speaking skills require
frequent practice so that students can speak fluently and well. In addition,
if students can speak well, they will be able to master in other language
skill, including writing.

This is in line with the Qur'an verse from Ar-Rahman verses 3 — 4,

which reads:

(0 abade  ¢ry) cuay Gl

The verse above has the meaning of "created humanity (3) and
taught them speech (4)" (Q.S. Ar-Rahman: 3 - 4)

The verse explains that Allah SWT created humans and teaches

humans to express what is in the heart and his brain by speaking. Allah

SWT provides them with the ability to speak and think, communicate well,

and benefit fellow humans. In addition, with the ability to say he has, of



course, there will be other abilities that go hand in hand with speaking.
They can express what is in their hearts and brains through speech. Of
course, they are also able to express it through writing.

Several studies have been done focusing on the correlation between
speaking ability and writing ability (Akki & Larouz, 2021; Hadah et al.,
2020; Cahyono, 2017). The results of each study they have done almost
have something in common; namely, there is a good relationship between
students' speaking ability and writing ability. In addition, the three studies
above also use English Foreign Language (EFL) as a subject in their study.
Each of these studies also has its characteristics and focus so that there are
differences between those studies.

The first study is by Akki and Larouz (2021) that conducted study
using descriptive text. Their study shows a significant relationship between
descriptive speaking ability (DSA) and descriptive writing ability (DWA)
in EFL students. This study conducted in Moulay Ismail University,
Meknes, Morocco. It indicates that students' descriptive speaking skills are
very influential in students' descriptive writing skills. This study suggests
that the further researcher should conduct the study to determine the
relationship between speaking skills and writing skills from other texts
such as narrative, argumentative, expository, and so on.

The second study was conducted by Hadah et al., (2020) showed a
relationship between speaking skills and writing skills in terms of

organization, grammar, and vocabulary, but it was not significant. This is



because when students get high scores in speaking skills, then in writing
skills, the results are not always the same. It can be higher or lower. This
study is conducted in Sunan Ampel State Islamic University Surabaya.

The last is study from Cahyono (2017) focused on students' writing
proficiency. The results in his study show a strong relationship between
students' speaking ability and students' writing proficiency. It indicates that
the frequency of students in speaking has a positive impact so that it makes
students' writing skills better. This study is conducted in State University
of Malang.

From the previous study described previously, the researcher
explained a lot about the correlation between speaking skills and writing
skills in general and from a certain point of view. In addition, all of these
researchers also focused on students at the university level. Thus, in this
study, the researcher focuses on speaking and writing skills of report text
in senior high school level. The researcher intends to discuss whether there
is a significant correlation between students' speaking ability and students’
writing achievement of report text at tenth graders in SMA Brawijaya
Smart School Malang.

The reason for conducting this study is because knowing the results
of this study can later be used as a lesson in understanding the correlation
between speaking ability and students' writing achievement. In addition,
the results of this study are also supposed to be used as a basis for teachers

in determining speaking learning strategies and to motivate students to
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improve further students' speaking, which also have an impact on student

achievement in writing because these two skills are interconnected with

each other.

Research Question

Based on the background study above, the question in this study is:

1. Is there any correlation between students' speaking ability and writing
achievement in report text at Tenth Graders of Senior High School
Brawijaya Smart School Malang?

Objective of the Study

This study has a purpose following questions of the study that have
been mentioned above as listed below:

1. To find out any correlation between students’ speaking skill ability
and students’ writing achievement in report text at Tenth Graders of
Senior High School Brawijaya Smart School Malang.

Significance of the Study

The results of this study are supposed to enhance knowledge for
students, teachers, and other researchers in the form of a description of the
relationship and influence of the components of students' speaking skills
with student achievement in writing.

1. Students

The final result of this study is expected to make students speak
more than before. Students are able to pay more attention to their

speaking skills because with the increase in the number of students



1.5

who speak often and fluently, student achievement in writing also
increases.
Teachers

The final result of this study can provide information and
explanations to English teachers that there is a relationship between
speaking and writing skills. Therefore, the teacher can provide more
motivation and ask students to practice speaking more to improve
students' writing achievements. In addition, by knowing the results of
this study, the teacher can determine the appropriate learning method
or strategy to improve speaking and writing skills.
Other researchers

This study's final results are expected to be the basis or ideas for
other researchers in developing this study with the same theme with a

focus on various aspects.

Scope and Limitation of the Study

1.

This study has scope and limitations as described below:
Scope of the study
The scope of this study is the correlation between students'
speaking skills and students' writing achievement in report text at
Tenth Graders Senior High School Brawijaya Smart School Malang.
Limitation of the study
This study has several limitations. First, this study only focuses

on the correlation between speaking skill ability and students' writing
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achievement in report text. Second, the object of this study only
involves students of Tenth Graders Senior High School Brawijaya
Smart School Malang City.
Definition of Key Terms
The definition of key terms really helps the reader finding the main
points or points to be discussed in a study. So to clarify the main or core
terms contained in this study, the researcher defines the term as follows:
1. Correlation
Correlation is a relationship between one variable and another,
where there is still a cause and effect relationship between two or
more variables.
2. Speaking skill
Speaking skill is an ability to communicate ideas or feelings
through verbal means, which in communication usually involves two
or more people.
3. Writing achievement
The achievement in writing is the result that someone has
obtained in expressing ideas or thoughts in written form by forming
words into phrases and phrases into sentences. Writing is included in
the skills that are classified as difficult and very complex than the
other three skills. It is because writing requires new ideas or taught,

appropriate vocabulary selection, and correct grammar.
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4. Report text
Report text presents general information about something or an

event as it is and is based on the author's observations.



CHAPTER I

LITERATURE REVIEW
This chapter describes correlation, the nature of speaking skill, the
problem of speaking, components in speaking skills, factors affecting speaking
performance, the nature of writing skill, writing processes, problem of writing,
characteristics of good writing, components in writing, differences between
speaking and writing skills, report text, and previous study related to this study
that conducted by researcher.
2.1.  Correlation
Correlation is the relationship between one variable and another
variable. Fraenkel et al., (2012) explained that correlation research seeks to
investigate or reveal the possibility of a relationship between two
variables, although investigations of more than two of the most common
variables. Creswell (2015) also adds that the two variables referred to in
this study are two variables with the same variance or the same covariance.
It can also mean that we do research by calculating the value of one
variable with individual values of another variable. The results of this
correlation will later indicate the strength and direction that the two
variables have a relationship or not by considering all the variables in the
study (Ary et al., 2009). This correlation research is used when a
researcher wants to know and try to relate two variables and see if they

influence each other.

12
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Creswell (2015) states that two types of approaches are included in
correlation research, including explanation and prediction.
1. Explanation design
This research design seeks to reveal the relationship between two
variables at one point, where the variable changes in the other describe
changes that occur in one variable. An example is a relationship
between student motivation and student success in learning.
2. Prediction design

This design is research that seeks to find or obtain variables that
are positively able to predict a criterion or outcome. Usually, in this
study, a researcher uses one or more variables as predictor variables
and one variable as criteria. For example, the success of students in
skills, which becomes a predictor, is the habits of students in their
environment or the interests and confidence they have.

Two possibilities will be obtained from the results of correlation
research: positive correlation and negative correlation (Fraenkel et al.,
2012).

1. Positive correlation

This relationship indicates that if one variable value or score

increases, the other variable will also increase. On the other hand, if

one variable value or score decreases, the other variable will decrease.
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2. Negative correlation

This relationship indicates that if one variable value or score

increases, the other variable decreases. Vice versa, if one variable
value or score decreases, the other variable increases.

The Nature of Speaking Skill

Speaking is an important skill for every second language learner
because speaking skills are the center or reference in proficient English.
As said by Genesee et al., (2006) that there is no longer any objection
regarding the basic importance of spoken language skills or speaking as a
major part of educating second language learners. It shows that spoken
language or speaking is the basis for students to learn reading, listening
and writing skills. Moreover, Kurniawan et al., (2017) also added that
another important thing that must be considered in speaking is the ability
of students to understand speaking skills and students' good ability to
speak. It indicates that the second student must be able to master both
things, either when students are good at speaking by expressing their ideas
or when students respond actively to what the other person is saying.

Speaking skills is the skills that can produce sound directly.
Therefore, speaking skills require courage not only to produce sound but
also to turn an idea into a meaningful speech. According to Thornbury
(2005), speaking skills produce expressions or utterances, where these
expressions or utterances are in return resulting from the words or

utterances of the person we are talking to. Therefore, as a skill that can
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produce an utterance, a student is expected to convey and express what
they want to others, and listeners can understand it.

From some of the definitions and explanations above, speaking
skills are skills that produce sound and skills about how speakers can
provide listeners with an understanding of what they are saying. In
addition, speaking skills require much practice because speaking is a part
of everyday life.

The Problem of Speaking

Many students have problems with speaking skills. This problem
will later affect and impact poor student speaking achievement. According
to the book from Ur (2009) there are four problems in students' speaking
activities. Among them are inhibition, nothing to say, low or uneven
participation, and mother-tongue use.

1. Inhibition
In contrast to activities in reading, listening, and writing skills,
speaking skills require some real-time to face the audience. The
obstacle that often occurs is students’ fear of expressing their ideas or
opinions using English. Students are worried about making mistakes
from what is said, afraid to get criticism from the audience, and even
students feel embarrassed when the audience pays attention to speak

in English.
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Nothing to say

Sometimes some students do not have the barriers as in first point,
but many complains that they cannot say anything, feel empty, and do
not know what to say. Students also feel that they lack motivation to
express themselves by saying what they should say.
Low or uneven participation

Usually, there will be only one person who speaks the most and is
heard the most in a group of students, while the other students will
only be listeners and do not have a single opportunity to speak. This
condition will worsen because students tend to dominate the group so
that other students do not have the opportunity to speak.
Mother-tongue use

In education, from elementary schools to universities, many
students come from the same area. So they tend to use the mother
tongue compared to using a foreign language. The reason is that using
their mother tongue will make it easier for them to communicate; they
will automatically be able to speak fluently when using their mother
tongue, and they feel strange if they use a foreign language when
talking to their local friends. Moreover, if the student only talks in
small groups, it will certainly be very difficult to get speaking skill
activities, especially for students who have low motivation in speaking

English.
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Components of Speaking Skill
At least five components in speaking skills must be prepared
before speaking well, including grammar, comprehension, vocabulary,
pronunciation, and fluency (A. Gani et al., 2015).
1. Grammar
Speaking skill also requires mastery of grammar. It is because
grammar teaches about the arrangement of words well. If students
speak according to the existing grammar rules, then the interlocutor or
listener will know the meaning of what is being said.
2. Comprehension
Understanding in speaking is also very necessary. The speaker
must master knowledge related to the topic being discussed so that the
ideas or ideas they have are conveyed neatly.
3. Vocabulary
One of the essential components in speaking is vocabulary
because by having an extensive vocabulary, the ability to speak will
be more fluent. In contrast, if students lack vocabulary, they will be

more silent and only be listeners.

4. Pronunciation

Pronunciation of words is also important in speaking. With the
correct pronunciation, the message or meaning in someone's speech

will be conveyed properly. Many of the students are sometimes fluent
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in speaking but have the wrong pronunciation, causing

misunderstandings.

5. Fluency

The last component in speaking is fluency, where if students can
master the fourth component above, then students will be able to
speak fluently in a foreign language.

Factor Affecting Speaking Performance

According to Tuan and Mai (2015), several factors affect students'
speaking ability in class. Among them are performance conditions,
affective factors, listening ability, and feedback during speaking activities.
1. Performance conditions

In carrying out speaking activities, four conditions can affect
students in speaking: planning, performance standards, time pressure,
and the amount of support in speaking.

2. Affective factors

Affective factors have a big role in the success of students'
speaking. This factor includes three things, including motivation,
anxiety, and students' self-confidence.

3. Listening ability

Students' listening skills also influence students' success in

speaking. Students must be able to understand and respond to what

they are listening to in order to produce a successful conversation.
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4. Topical knowledge
Topical knowledge in question is the basic knowledge possessed
by the speaker about information that is following the topic being
discussed. By having relevant knowledge, students will speak fluently
and will achieve success in speaking.
5. Feedback during speaking activities
The teacher to students gave the feedback also has a very big role.
By giving feedback, students will know where the error is and be
motivated to speak better. However, the teacher must also know the
boundaries and not provide feedback for fear that students' motivation
will decrease and be afraid to speak again.
The Nature of Writing Skill
Most people have no doubts and think that writing skills are
complex for English learners to learn. The main difficulty felt by students
in writing was due to the lack of ideas to write and develop into a
sentence. According to Ur (2009), writing is an activity to express ideas or
ideas and convey messages or meanings to the readers. In addition, another
opinion is also described by Byrne (1993) in his book, which says that
writing is an act to form graphic symbols, where the symbols will be
formed into words. Words are arranged into sentences, and sentences
become paragraphs. Murray (2004) also adds that writing is one of the

most potent ways to create meaning.
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In learning language skills in the classroom, writing skills require
greater attention than the other three skills. On the other hand, some
teachers put writing skills aside in classroom learning. They are more
concerned with speaking skills because they think that writing is a difficult
skill and students need much time in each process. It is because, in writing,
students will think a lot and understand what they are going to write. They
will also choose many right words, learn about appropriate grammar, and
read many books or references that match the content that students will
write. A lack of attention to writing skills will impact the writing
assignments given that they are not following the proper writing
assessment and can even impact further student education. In line with
Grabe and Kaplan (1996) in Alfaki (2015) said that writing skills are not
skills that can come instantly and suddenly, but writing skills are obtained
from continuous effort and practice, making writing skills a complex and
essential skill to learn.

Related to the importance of writing for students, a teacher must
have a way to make writing a normal thing for them. That way, students
will be able to write efficiently and produce good writing. Good writing
provides many benefits to students. Firstly, students can develop their
language skills by playing word games and their knowledge of grammar.
Second, writing can be used to support and support the other three

language skills. Third, by writing, students will be closer to the growing
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information technology, and also, will gain more new knowledge
(Yulianti, 2018).
Process of Writing
There are five processes that students can do before writing. They
are planning, drafting, reviewing, editing, and producing (Harmer, 2010).
1. Planning
In this section, the author plans what will be written. In this
section, the author will also consider who the reader is, find ideas, and
organize these ideas into writing that is easy for readers to understand.
Besides that, in this section, the author can also narrow down the
author's ideas by brainstorming or outlining before writing so that the
resulting writing will be structured and neatly arranged.
2. Drafting
In the writing process, this stage is the stage where the author
begins to write down his ideas on paper and will form them into a
paragraph. In a sense, the outline that already existed in the first stage
will be developed into a paragraph. Also, in drafting stage contains the

main ideas and also supporting ideas.

3. Reviewing

At this stage, the author reviews the organization or idea. Also,
the author can change or add ideas or content according to the
intended audience at this stage. Thus, this stage aims to review and

improve the draft that has been prepared in the previous stage so that
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the writing that will be produced is easily captured and understood by

the reader.

4. Editing

After reviewing, at this editing stage, the author corrects and
corrects errors that can affect clarity in writing in terms of grammar,
punctuation, spelling, and mechanics in writing. So, the final result

will be able to be clearly understood by the reader.

5. Producing

After the four stages have been carried out, the last stage in
writing is the producing stage. At this stage, the writer produces the
final result of the correct writing and shares it with friends or the
general public.

Although the writing process is very complicated and long,
however, by following each stage in writing, the resulting writing will be
more neatly organized and easily understood by the reader.

The Problem of Writing

According to Prasetyo (2021) in his study which discusses
problems in writing, he says that two factors make students less in learning
to write, namely from internal and external factors. In this case, internal
factors can be psychological, linguistic, and socio-cultural factors. At the
same time, external factors can be in the form of support from family,

friends, and the instructor or teacher.
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Factor internal

a.

Psychological aspect

Psychological aspects that influence writing are self-esteem,
communication, the theory they have, feelings of anxiety,
accepting risk, and motivation. However, the most common
problem found in students is the lack of motivation and interest in
writing. So this will lead to a lack of student achievement in
writing.
Linguistic aspect

The linguistic aspect covers the problem of mastery of
grammar, vocabulary, and the selection of content in writing. Of
the many problems in the linguistic aspect, the problem that often
arises in students is the lack of students in understanding grammar
and the lack of students in mastering vocabulary.
Socio-cultural aspect

In learning, the socio-cultural aspect has an important role. In
this case, social culture has a relationship with several points.
First, the relationship between students, in which students can
conduct discussions or give each other feedback. Second, the
relationship between students and teachers, where the teacher will
communicate, and how the teacher raises students' interest and
creativity in writing. Third, the culture during the learning

process, where the condition of students in the classroom and
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giving rewards when students get achievement in writing so that
other students will be interested and have enthusiasm in writing.
2. External factors
a. Family support
Family support for students' achievement in writing in class
is very important. Family support can be given by giving students
a positive attitude and parental support when writing at home.
However, many parents do not give their children their support in
writing, so there will be problems for students who are less
enthusiastic about writing because of the lack of support from
parents.
b. Friends support
In writing, support from friends is also very useful to improve
students' writing skills. Lack of support from friends will keep
students in their place. There is no development in writing at all.
Support from these friends can be in the form of corrections.
c. Instructor or teacher
The same thing with support from friends, support from the
instructor or teacher is also important. Teachers can provide
positive feedback, suggestions, or praise so students will be
enthusiastic in writing. Likewise, if the teacher does not provide

feedback, suggestions, and praise, students will feel that what
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they are doing will be in vain, and their writing motivation will
decrease.
2.9. Characteristic of Good Writing
Having good writing quality is not easy to get. According to Herdi
(2015), two aspects must be met in writing to get good results. These
aspects are coherence and cohesion.
1. Coherence
This aspect contains the topic displayed by the author that can be
developed properly. The topic begins with the main topic sentence and
continues with the appropriate supporting sentences. Next is the
suitability of the order in which ideas are written. Thus, the reader will
easily understand the meaning and message contained in a good
writing arrangement.
2. Cohesion
The cohesion aspect refers to the student’s ability to select words
and arrange them into phrases and sentences. On the other hand, the
writer must also pay attention to proper punctuation so that the writing
is more pleasant when read.
2.10. Components of Writing Skill
According to Jacobs, et al., (1981) in Muth’im (2018) and also
Yaghoubi and Mobin (2015) that there are several components included in
a written work. Content, organization, vocabulary, language use, and

mechanics are among them.
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Content

Content is the idea that will be conveyed in the article. This
component relates to the knowledge possessed by a writer related to
the topic, which includes the development of each sentence, the scope
of the chosen topic, and displaying relevant topics.
Organization

The organization component is a component that shows the
accuracy of the overall structure of each type of writing. This
component also shows the sequence and development of an idea, the
organization, and the clarity of the statement of the idea. The
organization component also includes coherence and cohesion in a
piece of writing.
Vocabulary

Vocabulary is included in the components that must be
considered. It is due to considerations in choosing the right words and
conveying the ideas so that they become a series of beautiful
sentences that readers easily understand. In addition to choosing the
right words, the components in the vocabulary also include the
suitability of the use of words and the effectiveness of the words used
in forming a sentence.
Language use

The language use component is a component that is still related to

grammar. Language use also includes an important component in
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writing. It is because the use of this language use will give a meaning.
So, when language use does not follow existing rules, it will change
the original meaning of writing. It can result in the original meaning in
writing not being conveyed to the reader and even lead to
misunderstandings. Things that are included in this language use are
the use of tenses, the use of prepositions, pronouns, and affixes.
5. Mechanic
This mechanical component refers to spelling, capital letters, and
punctuation marks such as periods, commas, questions, exclamations,
colons, quotations, etc.
Speaking and Writing
Speaking and writing skills are skills that both aim to produce
language, namely spoken and written. Despite the results and other
differences between the two skills, there are times when speaking and
writing skills will look the same, and the way to do it is almost the same.
According to Harmer (2004) that there are times when the two will look
very similar to each other. These include time and space, participants,
process.
1. Time and space
The difference is, speaking is done directly and is only temporary.
While writing is done by requiring space and time, it is also
permanent, which can last up to thousands of years. However,

sometimes some speaking will seem like writing. For example, when
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the teacher is explaining material that comes from written notes, it
also has a permanent nature.
2. Participants
Speaking skills are usually more specific and informal, while
those in writing are more general. However, this cannot be a
benchmark. It is because sometimes speaking is like writing where the
participants come from business circles or an educated audience, thus
requiring formal speaking. Likewise, if you write to a friend or
someone and write a message, you can use it like speaking in general.
Therefore, both the speaker and the writer must know who we speak
or write to.
3. Process
Everyone knows that writing is not an instant activity. Writing
requires many processes which eventually become the final result of
the writing. Likewise, with speaking, speaking is not only an activity
that is carried out spontaneously, such as when conducting interviews,
discussions, or meetings. Of course, it will also require preparation
before being presented to the audience. They also write what they are
going to say. It is, too, requires a process of writing itself.
2.12. Report Text
Based on the curriculum applied in Indonesia, report text is one
type of test that tenth graders must study. Report text is a type of text that

explains and describes something or information in general. Farha and
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Rohani (2019) also added that the information was obtained from
systematic observations and analysis. This text also explains general
information about a person, a location, or an object (Syaifullah & Kristini,
2021). In addition, Ningsih and Rosa (2013) also explain that report text is
also included in texts that explain natural phenomena, the social
environment, and artificial such as economic issues, technology, or other
problems. This text aims to show or describe factual information by
classifying something and then describing or explaining its characteristics.

In the rules of writing, report text has two structures. According to
Retnowati (2017) the two structures of the report text are general
classification and description. This general classification contains general
aspects, titles, or themes that will be discussed in the report text, such as
the names of animals, plants, objects, and others. At the same time, the
description contains the contents of the phenomenon or something being
discussed, such as its parts, quality, nature, behavior or other things that
can explain the phenomenon or something being discussed.

The use of language features in this report text has a crucial role
because language features can assist students in getting the meaning of the
story. According to Ardini et al., (2022) said there are nine language
features in the report text, including:

1. Presenting in general that describes the subject of report text.
Example: computer, tiger, volcanoes, etc.

2. Using conditional logical conjunction. Example: so, when, since, etc.
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3. Using simple present tense. Example: grow, exist, walk, etc.
4. Ignore sequence conjunction. Example: next, first, finally, etc.
5. Using nouns and noun phrase. Example: car, my new car, etc.
6. Using technical or scientific terms. Example: oxygen, hydrogen,
reptiles, etc.
7. Applying linking verbs. Example: is, are, have, has, etc.
8. Using action verbs that describe the behavior of something or an
animal. Example: eat, protect, give, etc.
9. Add the report text with photograph, maps, diagram, etc. to support
the results of the observations.
Previous Study
Several previous researchers have studied the correlation between
speaking skills and writing skills. They found a positive or significant
relationship between speaking skills and writing skills.
In study conducted by Akki and Larouz (2021) the research title
"The Relationship Between Speaking and Writing in Descriptive Discourse
in a Moroccoan University EFL Context." The study was conducted on
EFL Moroccoan students. This study has a purpose to find out the
relationship between speaking and writing in descriptive discourse at sixth
semester that studying English as a foreign language at Moroccan
university EFL students. The participants in this study are 80 students.
Researchers used a quantitative correlational research design. This study

used an oral and written test using pictures for the instrument. The result
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of this study is that there is a significant relationship between Descriptive
Speaking Ability (DSA) and Descriptive Writing Ability (DWA) in
Moroccan EFL students.

Furthermore, study conducted Hadah et al., (2020) entitled “The
Relationship between Speaking and Writing Performance in an Indonesian
Senior High English Foreign Language (EFL) Classroom”. This study
was conducted on seventh semester students in English Education
department at UINSA. This study has a purpose to investigate the
relationship between students speaking ability and writing skills. This
study uses quantitative methods with cross sectional research design. The
participant of this study is 32 students from 90 students. This study used
writing and speaking test as an instrument. Test writing is done by asking
students to provide their opinion about the best way to find a job, while the
speaking test is done by asking students to describe pictures about
someone's activities in the market. Then, the result of this study is a
positive relationship between students' speaking ability and writing
Performance in the Indonesian Senior High English Foreign Language
(EFL) Classroom, but it is not significant. This is because not all students
who get high score in speaking also get high score in writing.

The last one is the study conducted by by Cahyono (2017) with the
title of the study "Do Good Writers Speak Better? Investigation of
Indonesian EFL Students' Speaking Ability and Writing Proficiency across

Competence Levels". This study was conducted on EFL students in the
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English Department State University of Malang. This study has a purpose
to find out the relationship between students' speaking ability and writing
ability individually and across competency levels. This study is included
in the correlational study. This participant is 74 undergraduate students.
This study used writing and speaking test as an instrument. According to
English Language Teaching (ELT), their writing and speaking scores are
taken by asking students to write an essay about cause/effect according to
English Language Teaching (ELT), which they then presented using a
PowerPoint presentation. The results of this study indicate that there is a
strong relationship between speaking skill ability and writing proficiency
in EFL Students. Other results were also obtained from this study that this
relationship occurs not only in students with the same level of competence
but also between students across competency levels.

There are several similarities and differences between this study
and previous study. From the first study, the similarity is discussing the
correlation between speaking and writing. In addition, the method used is
also the same as using a correlational design. In comparison, the difference
is from the subject of the study, the objects used, and the way of data
collection. Wherein this study, researcher focus on senior high school
level. Another difference from the first study is that it lies in the object
used. If the first study used descriptive discourse, while the researcher

used report text in this study. Then, in the way of collecting data in
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previous studies using pictures to describe, this study uses a test with the
theme of the report text provided.

Then, the similarities with the second study are both discussing
speaking and writing. While the difference lies in the subject, the method
used, the variables of the study, and the method of data collection. The
subjects in the previous study were seventh semester students of UINSA.
While in this study, the researchers used students at the senior high school
student level. Then, the method used in the previous study was a cross-
sectional design. While in this study, the researcher used a correlational
design. In addition, the variable from the previous study used writing
performance, but this study used writing achievement. The last difference
is the technique of data collection used. In previous studies, the researcher
asked students to give opinions and describe pictures, but this study used a
test with a report text theme that has been provided.

Finally, the similarities between this study and previous studies are
that they discuss speaking and writing using the correlational design
method and the writing test instrument. The difference lies in the subject
of the study, the variables used, and the speaking instrument. Previous
study was conducted on students at the university level, while this study
focused on senior high school students. Then, the variable used in the
previous study was writing proficiency across competence levels, while
this study focused on writing achievement. Then, the previous study used

the Napa Valley College (nd) sample scoring rubric for presentation. Here,
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the researcher used oral proficiency scoring categories adapted from

Brown.



CHAPTER 11

METHODOLOGY

This chapter examines the method of the study containing the time and

place of the study, research design, subject of the study, instrument, data

collection, validity & reliability, data analysis, and hypothesis.

3.1.

3.2.

Time and Place of the Study

This study on the correlation between students’ speaking ability
and students' writing skills was carried out at SMA Brawijaya Smart
School for the 2021/2022 academic year, to be precise from March to
April 2022. It is because SMA Brawjiaya Smart School is one of the
private schools under the auspices of Brawijaya University. This school is
one of the most favorite schools in Malang City with all its achievements
(Tipsgayahidup, 2019). This school is also included in one of the best
private schools with the highest average UTBK in 2020 (Britto, 2021).
Besides that, the writer also sees very good potential in students' speaking
and writing skills at SMA Brawijaya Smart School. This school is located
on Jin. Cipayung No. 10, Penanggungan Village, Klojen District, Malang.
Research Design

This study uses a quantitative approach and a correlational research
design to know the existence of a relationship and find trends between
students' speaking abilities and students’ achievement in writing report

text.

35
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Creswell (2015) said that correlational design is a statistical test
used to decide the tendency or design of two or more variables or two data
collection to change constantly. So in this study, a correlational research
design is used to discover the relationship between two variables and see
how the two variables influence each other.

This study uses two variables: the independent and dependent
variables, where speaking skills are an independent variable and writing
achievement are a dependent variable. In addition, the correlational design
in this study aims to determine the relationship between students' speaking
ability and writing achievement of class X students of SMA Brawijaya
Smart School Malang in the academic year 2021/2022.

Subject of The Study
The subject of this study explains the population and sample.

3.3.1. Population

The population can be defined as all parts of a well-defined

class, object, person, or activity (Ary et al., 2009). It is illustrated
that the population is still included in the general category because
it includes all class members or other objects. The population in
this study was all tenth graders students at the SMA Brawijaya

Smart School in the academic year 2021/2022, which consisted of

194 students. The reason for choosing tenth graders in this study it

is because tenth graders have great potential in speaking and

writing skills.
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3.3.2. Sampling and Sample
The sampling technique is divided into two parts, namely
probability samples and non-probability samples (Anshori &

Iswati, 2009). Probability sampling is a sampling technique where

all population members have the same opportunity to be sampled in

study, while non-probability sampling is a technique where the
researcher has determined the sample or because other factors
support the study. In this study, the researcher used a probability
sample technique, namely a simple random sampling technique. By
using random sampling, all members or individuals in a population

may have the same opportunity to be selected as a sample in a

study at random regardless of the level of members in the

population. The researcher took one class from all tenth graders in

SMA Brawijaya Smart School by random selection.

Instrument of the Study

Instruments of the study are all processes prepared to collect data
(Fraenkel et al., 2012). It indicates that an instrument is used as a tool that
can help researcher obtain data during conduct the study.

In this study, the researcher used two instruments, namely the oral
test, which was used to measure speaking skills, and also the writing test,
which was used to measure students' achievement in writing. These two
tests are given when students have received material about report text. The

criteria for assessing speaking skills in this study are based on oral skills
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assessment category which was adapted from Brown. The assessment
includes grammar, vocabulary, comprehension, fluency, and
pronunciation. While the written assessment criteria are assessed based on
Jacobs, et al., (1981) in Muth'im (2018) there are five criteria in the
writing test assessment, including organization, content, vocabulary,
language use, and mechanics.
Data Collection
Data collection in study can be done using instruments of the
study. The researcher used an oral test and a writing test to collect the data
in this study. Meanwhile, at SMA Brawijaya Smart School, currently
applying blended 50%, there are two ways to collect data: an oral test for
students who attend online classes that day and a writing test for students
who are currently in offline classes.
a. Oral test
The researcher conducted an oral test by interviewing the report
text to get the results and see the students' speaking ability. In the first
week, students with odd attendance numbers take online classes. That
way, only online students did the oral test that week. First, this test is
done by giving students two report texts. Then, students are given 10
minutes to read and understand the text. After that, students are
allowed to leave Zoom Meeting and wait in the waiting room to wait
for their time to speak. Then, students are invited one by one to enter

the zoom meeting and conduct interviews. The report text was chosen



39

randomly by the researcher who was then informed to the students
after being invited to the Zoom Meeting. The researcher also gave
four random questions from the 13 available questions. That way,
researcher can directly get the results of the student's speaking test.
This method is also carried out for students with even attendance
numbers who take online classes next week.

Researcher used rubrics to measure students' speaking ability. The
oral test is the variable 'x', and to calculate the variable X', the
researcher's uses the rubric of oral proficiency scoring categories
adapted from Brown.

Writing test

The researcher conducted a writing test by asking students to
write a text report with a predetermined topic. This test aims to get the
results and see the students' achievement in the writing report text.
This writing test is done offline. Students with even attendance
numbers take offline classes in the first week. That way, only offline
students take the writing test. First, students are given a topic
randomly by the researcher. Then, students are invited to take a paper
and start writing report text. Students are allowed to look for
information on the internet but not the same as other friends. After the
students feel confident with the written report text, students can

collect the text into Google Classroom to get grades. This method also
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is applied to students with odd attendance numbers who take offline
classes the following week.

The researcher uses an assessment rubric to measure and assess
the results of student achievement in writing. In this case, the writing
test is a variable 'y'. Then, to calculate the 'y' variable, the Jacobs
rubric is used. Student achievement in writing reports is determined
based on the writing scores obtained by students. The score is

characterized as follows:

Table 3.1

Achievement Scale

Letter Number Interpretation
A 90 - 100 Very Good
B 80 -89 Good
C 70-79 Fair
D 60 — 69 Poor
E 0-59 Very Poor

3.6. Validity and Reliability
3.6.1. Validity
Before conducting the study and conducting tests, the two
instruments used in the study must be valid. In a study, instrument
validity is a way to get valid data. It means that the tool can be used
to calculate anything that can be calculated. In addition, the validity
test is crucial to determine whether each test item to be tested is

suitable for use as a measuring tool in the study. Ary et al., (2009)
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said that validity uses research instruments to measure what can be
measured. Based on the latest Standards for Psychological
Education and Testing (1999), which the American Educational
Research Association has organized, the National Council on
Measurement in Education, and the American Psychological
Association, states that validity is the extent to which data and logic
support a test score determined by the use of the test has been
proposed. In this study, researcher used three types of validity tests:
content validity, construct validity, and item validity.
1. Validity content
According to Sugiyono (2007), content validity is the
validity that is carried out by comparing the contents of the
instrument with the subjects that have been taught. In this
content validity, each test item is checked whether it is
following the learning material or not. In this study, researcher
test each test item with basic competencies in text report
material for tenth graders at SMA Brawijaya Smart School
Malang in the even semester, namely distinguishing social
functions, text structures, and linguistic elements of several
oral and written report texts by giving and asking technology-
related information covered in other subjects in tenth class
according to the context in which it is used. If the test item

formulated follows the basic competencies used by the school,
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then the test item already has content validity. This validation
is carried out in consultation with the supervisor until getting
approval and suggestions for doing the construct validation to
the experts.
Construct validity

Construct validity shows the extent to which the test items
compiled can measure what will be measured following the
theory used. Sugiyono (2007), said that after the instrument
was constructed with the aspects and theories used, the
construct validation of the instrument would be carried out by
experts. The researcher used two instruments in this study,
namely an oral test and a writing test. The aspects that are
tested in the instrument are the report text's social function,
structure, and linguistic aspects. Based on the results of
construct validity that have been carried out, the results show
that the writing test instrument was approved with a slight
revision to the range scoring level. While the speaking test
instrument approved 13 questions with minor revisions, the
results of construct validity can be seen in the appendix.
Item test validation

In this study, item validation is used to determine which
items can be used as research instruments. The validity of this

item can be calculated by correlating the item score with the
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total score of the entire item. In this study, researcher used the

Bivariate Correlation validity test. The formula is:

N QXY -2EXQY)

Xy *
J[NZXZ - O IINEY - BV’

In which:

R = correlation coefficient

N = number of sample

X = independent variable

Y = dependent variable

In this validity item test, the researcher analyzes the data

using Statistical Product and Service Solution (SPSS) version

25. From the results obtained in this study, if reounts > Faple, then

the test item in the instrument can be said to be valid. The

speaking test was tested in class X-3 SMA Brawijaya Smart

School, which 32 students carried out. The trial test was

carried out on April 6, 2022. The results of the validity test are

shown in the table below:

Table 3. 2

The result of validation speaking test

Item  Riabe Rscore Sig. Interpretation
1 0.349 0.615 0.000 Valid
2 0.349 0.646 0.000 Valid
3 0.349 0.715 0.000 Valid
4 0.349 0.542 0.001 Valid
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5 0.349 0.520 0.002 Valid
6 0.349 0.490 0.004 Valid
7 0.349 0.510 0.003 Valid
8 0.349 0.536 0.002 Valid
9 0.349 0.573 0.001 Valid
10 0.349 0.486 0.005 Valid
11 0.349 0.542 0.001 Valid
12 0.349 0.561 0.001 Valid
13 0.349 0.495 0.004 Valid

Based on the table above, the 13 item questions have valid
results because they have a value of reunt > riape. Thus, the 13

valid items can be used as instruments in this study.

3.6.2 Reliability

An instrument can be said to be reliable if it has consistent and
reliable results. The reliability of measuring instruments is the
consistency value of measuring instruments in measuring anything
that can be measured (Ary et al., 2009). An instrument is said to be
valid and reliable if it can measure what is to be measured and get
the data correctly. In this study, researcher tested the reliability

using the Cronbach Alpha formula, where the formula is:

_k " %S
"T k-1 S,?

In which:
K = number of item

S;% = mean square of error
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S,% = total of variance
(Sugiyono, 2007)
However, in this study, a reliability test is carried out by using
the Cronbach Alpha method with Statistical Product and Service
Solution (SPSS) version 25. It is because Cronbach Alpha can test
polychotomous answer scales, it means that the item test have two
possibilities answer. The instrument is said to be reliable if the
Cronbach Alpha value is more significant than 0.6 or r > 0.6. To
find out the criteria for the instrument reliability test can be seen in
the table below:

Table 3.3
Criteria of Reliability Test

Interval Criteria
0,810 — 1,000 Very High
0,610 — 0,800 High
0,410 — 0,600 High Enough
0,210 - 0,400 Low
0,010 — 0,200 Very Low

The results of the reliability test can be seen in the table below:

Table 3.4
The Result of Reliability Test

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's Alpha N of Items

810 13




3.7.

46

Based on the results of the reliability test of the instrument that
used for the speaking test, the score shows that the 13 items are
reliable and have very high reliability with a reliability coefficient
of 0.810 in the Cronbach Alpha score.

Data Analysis
After getting the data from the study, the researcher analyzed the
data using the Product Moment correlation formula from Carl Pearson to
find out the relationship. Where in this study, speaking ability is called
variable X, and writing achievement is called variable Y. However, before
the researcher knew the correlation between the two variables, the
researcher conducted several tests, including linear and normality tests.
1. The linearity
Linearity test in this study aims to determine whether the two
variables (independent and dependent variables) have a linear
relationship or not. The linearity test in this study is carried out using
Statistical Product and Service Solution (SPSS) version 25. Both
variables can be said to be linear if the significance of linearity is less

than 0.05.

2. Normality test

The normality test here aims to determine whether the data has
been distributed normally or not. In this study, researcher conducts a
normality test using Shapiro-Wilk because the number of samples

used by researcher is less than 50 respondents. This normality test is
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carried out using Statistical Product and Service Solution (SPSS)
version 25. The data can be said to be normal if the value of the data
significance is more than 5% or 0.05.
Correlation of two variables
As the formula is:
NEXY)-ZX)QY)
2 2 2 2
INYXX?— EX)][INXY" — V)7

Tay:

In which:
fxy - Correlation coefficient between variable X and Y
X: Speaking ability score
Y: Writing achievement score
N: Number of respondent
(Hanief & Himawanto, 2017)
After that, to explain the indicator score of the "r" correlation,
according to Pearson, usually the product-moment (rxy) is interpreted
as in the table below:

Table 3.5

Table of “r” Value Pearson Correlation

Correlation coefficient “r” Interpretation

Very low correlation or there is no

0.00-0.19 correlation between x and y

0.20-0.39 Low correlation between x and y
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Moderate correlation between x and

0.40 — 0.59 y

0.60 -0.79 Strong correlation between x and y

Very strong correlate between x and

0.80 — 1.00 y

After getting the correlation results between students' speaking
ability and writing achievement in report text, the researcher finally found
out the significance level of the two variables. However, before that, the
researcher calculated the value of the degrees of freedom (df) first to
determine the t table. The formula of a degree of freedom is:

df =n-2
In which:
df: degree of freedom
n: participants
(Sugiyono, 2007)

After getting the value of degrees of freedom (df), then the

researcher looks for the level of significance of the two variables. The

correlation coefficient significance test was carried out using the t-test, the

formulais:
T __rvn-2 or T _ rydf
count 1_r2 count 1—7‘2
In which:

Tcount: T value
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df: degree of freedom
r: correlation value
(Sugiyono, 2007)
After getting the significance value of the two variables, the
researcher found out how much the contribution of speaking ability (the
independent variable) to the writing achievement (the dependent variable).
It can be done by calculating the coefficient of determination. According
to Sugiyono (2013), the coefficient of determination can be calculated by
squaring the correlation coefficient with known results, then multiplying
by 100%. Then, the final result expressed in the form of a percent. So it
can be formulated as:
KP =1r% x 100%
In Which:
KP: The value of the coefficient of determination
r: the value of the correlation coefficient
Hypothesis of the Study
According to Ary et al., (2009) the hypothesis arises from the
researcher's expectation that a relationship exists between the variables in
a study. Therefore, here the researcher presents two hypotheses, including:
1. Null Hypothesis (Ho)
There is no correlation between students’ speaking ability and

writing achievement in report text.
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2. Alternative Hypothesis (H1)
There is correlation between students’ speaking ability and
writing achievement in report text.

When the null hypothesis (Hp) is rejected, and the alternative
hypothesis (H;) is accepted, there is a positive relationship between
students' speaking ability and achievement in the writing report text. On
the other hand, if the null hypothesis (Hp) is accepted and the alternative
hypothesis (H;) is rejected, it indicates no relationship between students'

speaking ability and students' achievement in the writing report text.



CHAPTER IV

FINDING AND DISCUSSION
This chapter describes the results of the study, including findings, data
analysis, and discussion. The findings in this study contain the results obtained
from the study that has been done. The data analysis describes the findings of the
linearity test, normality test, correlation analysis, coefficient of determination, and
hypothesis testing. Meanwhile, the discussion contains explanations that follow
the findings of this study.
4.1. Finding
This section explains the findings on students’ speaking ability and
students' writing achievement more in-depth.
4.1.1. Students’ Speaking Ability
The students' speaking ability test results are based on the
speaking assessment rubric that has been provided. The scoring
rubric can be seen in appendix 3. The results of the students’
speaking ability test are shown in the table below:

Table 4.1

Students’ Speaking Score

No. Students Initial Name Speaking Score
1. AP 82
2. AT 77
3. AK 75
4. AZ 75
5. AS 75
6. AA 75

o1
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7 AD 71

8 AM 80

9 AE 78
10. CP 75
11. Dz 78
12. DM 82
13. FN 80
14. FK 82
15. GP 80
16. GN 80
17. GA 80
18. JR 80
19. KA 78
20. KG 78
21. KN 85
22. MS 82
23. MH 75
24, MA 80
25. MR 73
26. MZ 73
217. NR 72
28. RF 73
29. SN 75
30. SP 85
31. SM 82
32. SV 83

The data above shows that all students in class X-3 in SMA

Brawijaya Smart School get good grades. It indicates that all
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students in class X-3 have good speaking skills. On the other hand,
the researcher also calculated descriptive statistics from the
speaking test using SPSS version 25. The results of the descriptive
statistics are presented in the table below:

Table 4. 2

Descriptive Statistic of Students’ Speaking Ability

Descriptive Statistics
Mini  Maxi Std.
N Range mum mum Sum Mean Deviation
SPEAKIN 32 14 71 85 2499 78.09 3.830
G_SCORE
Valid N 32

(listwise)

Based on the table above, it can be concluded that the average
value of speaking ability obtained by students is 78.09. Then the
highest score obtained by students is 85, while the lowest score is
71. In addition, the standard deviation of the students' speaking
scores is 3,830. It indicates that the range between the scores
obtained by students and the average score is low.

Students’ Writing Achievement

The students’ writing achievement test results in the report text
were calculated based on the assessment rubric adapted from
Jacobs. The results of the student achievement test in writing report

texts are as described in the table below:
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Table 4. 3

Students’ Achievement Score in Writing

No.  Students Initial Name Writing Achievement Score
1. AP 90
2. AT 83
3. AK 78
4. AZ 81
S. AS 78
6. AA 82
7. AD 78
8. AM 82
9. AE 83
10. CP 81
11. DZ 80
12. DM 85
13. FN 80
14. FK 86
15. GP 80
16. GN 82
17. GA 84
18. JR 76
19. KA 82
20. KG 82
21. KN 87
22. MS 82
23. MH 78
24, MA 82
25. MR 75
26. MZ 78
27. NR 77
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28. RF 78
29. SN 80
30. SP 84
31. SM 90
32. SV 85

From the above, it can be concluded that all students of class
X-3 at SMA Brawijaya Smart School got good scores on the
writing test. The researcher also calculated descriptive statistics
from the achievement test in writing report text using SPSS version
25. The results of descriptive statistics are presented in the table
below:

Table 4. 4

Descriptive Statistic of Students’ Writing Achievement

Descriptive Statistics

Mini  Maxi Std.
N Range mum mum Sum Mean Deviation
WRITIN 32 15 75 90 2609 81.53 3.654
G_SCOR
E
ValidN 32
(listwise)

Based on the table above, it can be concluded that the average
value of student achievement in writing is 81.53. Then the highest
score obtained by students is 90, while the lowest score is 75. In

addition, the standard deviation of the students' writing scores is
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3,654. It indicates that the range between the scores obtained by
students and the average score is low.
Data Analysis
This section will answer the question of the study, "is there a
relationship between students' speaking ability and students' achievement
in writing report text in the tenth grade of SMA Brawijaya Smart School
Malang." However, before determining the relationship between students'
speaking ability and students' writing achievement, the researcher has
conducted several tests, as explained below:
4.2.1. Linearity Test
The linearity test of students' speaking skills and achievement
in writing report texts in this study were calculated using SPSS
version 25. The results of the linearity test analysis are presented in
the table below:

Table 4.5

Test of Linearity

ANOVA Table
Sum of Mean
Squares df Square F Sig.
Writin Between (Combined) 295233 9 32.804 6.078 .000
gtest Groups Linearity 227178 1 227.178 42.093 .000

* Deviation 68.055 8 8507 1576 .189
Speak from

ing Linearity

test  Within Groups 118.736 22  5.397

Total 413.969 31
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From the table data that has been described above, it can be
concluded that the two data from speaking ability and writing
achievement are distributed linearly. It is indicated by the deviation
from linearity, which shows the number 0.189. These results have a
higher value than the 0.05 significance level, which means the data
is distributed linearly.

4.2.2. Normality Test

The normality test in this study was carried out using SPSS
version 25. This normality test was used to determine whether the
data obtained came from a population that was normally distributed
or not. In looking for the normality test, the researcher used the
Shapiro-Wilk. It was because there were less than fifty participants.

The results of the normality test analysis are presented in the table

below:
Table 4.6
Test of Normality
Tests of Normality
Kolmogorov-Smirnov® Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic  df  Sig.  Statistic  df  Sig.
Speaking test .165 32 .026 .950 32 .148
Writing test 136 32 136 .957 32 224

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction

From the table data described above, it can be concluded that
the two data from speaking ability and writing achievement are

normally distributed. It is shown from the significance value of the
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students' speaking ability is 0.148. At the same time, the
significance value of students' achievement in writing is 0.224.
Both results have a higher value than the significance level of 0.05
or 5%, which means that the data is normally distributed.

Then, after the researcher got the results of linearity and
normality tests, the results were that the data were linearly and
normally distributed. After that, the researcher analyzed the
relationship between speaking ability and students' report text
writing skills using Pearson's Product Moment Correlation.
Correlation Analysis

Pearson Product Moment Correlation Analysis was carried out
using SPPS version 25. The results of the correlation analysis
between students' speaking ability and students' achievement in
writing report texts are presented in the table below:

Table 4.7

Correlation between speaking ability and writing achievement

Correlations
Speaking test  Writing test

EZ3

Speaking Pearson Correlation 1 741
test Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 32 32
Writing  Pearson Correlation 7417 1
test Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 32 32

**_ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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The results of the correlation analysis above show that the
Pearson Product Moment Correlation coefficient (r value) of
speaking ability and student achievement in writing report text is
0.741. It shows a correlation between speaking ability and student
achievement in the writing report text. The calculated reoun (0.741)
is greater than the repe (0.349). In addition, based on the table "r"
value Pearson Correlation, this value shows a strong relationship
between speaking ability and student achievement in writing report
text. So, it can be concluded that with increasing students' speaking
ability, students' achievement in writing report text will also
increase.

Coefficient Determination

After the researcher knows the relationship between speaking
ability and students' achievement in writing report text, the
researcher then calculates the contribution of variable X (speaking
ability) to variable Y (writing achievement). The results of these
calculations are obtained from the formula:

KP = r* x 100%
KP = 0.741% x 100%
KP =0.55 x 100%
KP =55%
From the calculation formula that has been done above, the

contribution of variable X (speaking ability) to variable Y (writing
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achievement) is 55%. It means that students' speaking skills
significantly affect student achievement in the writing report text.
4.2.5. Testing of Hypothesis
Hypothesis testing in this study was carried out using the t-test.

The results of the t-test are obtained from the formula:

—
N

n—

1—r2
__0.741y32-2

J1-0.7412

_0.741v30

B \J1-0.7412

_0.741x5.48
0671

Teount =

i

4,060

0.671

= 6.050
From the above calculations, the obtained t value (to) is 6.050.
Then, the results obtained from the data value of t will be compared
with the value of the t table. To find out the value of tipe, the

formula used is as follows:

df =n—2
=32-2
=30
After the degrees of freedom have been found, the value of the

traple With a significance level of 5% or 0.05 is 1.697.
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When viewed in terms of statistical hypotheses, it is described

by:

1. If ty < t, then Hy is accepted. It means that there is no
relationship  between speaking ability and student
achievement in the writing report text

2. If to > t;, then Hy is rejected. It means that there is a
relationship between students' speaking ability and
achievement in the writing report text.

So, based on the two t values that have been obtained, with ty =

6.050 and t; = 1.697, it can be concluded that the tcoun: IS greater

than the tape (6.050 > 1.697). Therefore, it can be interpreted that

Ho is rejected. It means that there is a relationship between

students' speaking ability and achievement in the writing report

text.
Discussion

In this section, a discussion is presented based on the results of the
study obtained and based on the problem in this study, namely to find out
whether there is a relationship between speaking ability and student
achievement in the writing report text. In addition, the researcher also
provides similarities from this study with several previous studies that the
researcher used.

Based on this study's findings, there is a strong correlation between

speaking ability and students' achievement in writing report texts in class
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X-3 SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang. It is also supported by
previous study conducted by Akki and Larouz (2021) which says that there
is a relationship between students' speaking ability and student
achievement in writing. Therefore, increasing students' speaking skills will
have an impact on student achievement in writing report texts will also
increase.

In addition, based on descriptive data, the students' speaking ability
is quite good, with an average of 78.09 with the lowest score of 71 and the
highest score of 85. With a strong correlation and seen from the excellent
speaking score of students, the researcher believes that several factors
cause students in classes X-3 to have good skills in speaking. The first is
the existence of a TOEFL training program for all students at SMA
Brawijaya Smart School Malang. By getting used to TOEFL practice
questions, students will get a lot of new vocabulary. With the large number
of vocabulary that students have, it will be able to assist students in
communicating both orally an in written form. It is because students
usually use oral or written in sharing their opinions with those around them
(Prasetyaningrum et al., 2022).

In addition, with TOEFL practice questions, students become
accustomed to listening to foreign languages. According to Nan (2018),
listening skill is the basis of speaking skill. Therefore, with students
accustomed to working on TOEFL test questions, students will be fluent in

speaking. Second, the strong correlation between these two skills is also
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due to the fact that report text is a text that explains or describes things
around the students, so that students can easily understand and apply
speaking and writing skills. This is also in line with Prasasti (2018) said
that report text is a text that contains information such as artificial, natural,
and social based on the facts that are happening around us (as cited in
Prasetyaningrum et al., 2022). However, not only that, many other factors
affect students' speaking ability. Tuan and Mai (2015) explained that these
factors could come from support in speaking, their level of confidence,
basic knowledge possessed by students, students’ habits in their
environment, or other supporting factors.

Similarly, students' achievement in writing report texts based on
descriptive data showed good results with an average of 81.53 with the
lowest score of 75 and the highest score of 90. It shows that the score of
students' writing achievement is slightly better than the score of students'
ability in speaking. Based on the calculation of the correlation between the
two variables, the correlation coefficient found is 0.741, which means that
the relationship between speaking ability and writing achievement of
report text is strong. In addition, the calculation of the coefficient of
determination also shows that the contribution of speaking ability to
writing achievement is 55%. It indicates that the achievement of writing
report texts for class X-3 students in the 2021/2022 academic year is
influenced by their speaking ability by 55%, while the other 45% is

influenced by other factors, both internal and external to students. In
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addition, the results of this study also revealed that the score or the values
of students’ speaking skills were good, and their writing skills also
increased.

Then, by knowing the results of this study, this study may also have
several implications for teachers, foreign language teachers, and further
researchers to overcome the difficulties experienced by students in writing
report texts by improving students' speaking skills. It is because if students
have good speaking skills, it will be easier for them to express their ideas
in written form. Besides that, students also have to be active and practice
more in improving their speaking skills in order to be able to assist them in
achieving report text writing and producing good writing. In the end, this
study has been completed and succeeded in finding that there is a strong
relationship in students' speaking ability and student achievement in
writing report text in the tenth grade of SMA Brawijaya Smart School

Malang in the 2021/2022 academic year.



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION
This chapter presents the conclusions and suggestions from this study.
Conclusions are obtained from the findings and discussions that have been
discussed in this study. At the same time, the suggestions contain some
recommendations given by researcher for English teachers, students, and further
researchers.
5.1. Conclusion
The purpose of this study is to determine whether or not there is a
relationship between students’ speaking ability and students' achievement
in writing report text in the tenth grade of SMA Brawijaya Smart School
Malang. Based on the findings and discussion in the previous chapter, it
can be concluded that there is a strong relationship between students'
speaking ability and student achievement in writing report texts in class X
SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang in the 2021/2022 academic year.
The correlation value between the two variables is 0.741 with a
significance level of 0.01. In addition, based on the table "r" value of the
Pearson Correlation, the correlation value shows a strong correlation
between the two variables (speaking ability and writing achievement). In
addition, the contribution of students' speaking ability to students' writing
achievement of report text also shows a 55% result, which means that
students' speaking ability influences 55% of students' achievement in the

writing report text. Likewise, in the hypothesis test, the t; obtained is
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6.050, while the type at the 0.05 significance level is 1.697. So, 6.050 >
1.697, these results show that Ho was rejected and Hj is accepted. In other
words, these results show a strong relationship between students' speaking
ability and students' achievement in writing report texts in the tenth grade
of SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang in the 2021/2022 academic year.
Suggestion
Based on the results of the study that researcher has concluded
above, the researcher provide some suggestions as follows:
1. Teachers
Based on the findings of this study which show that there is a
correlation between students’ speaking ability and students'
achievement in writing report texts, this study can help teachers
improve and develop their teaching styles in speaking and writing
skills. From this study, teachers are also advised to provide motivation
and ask students to practice speaking English more often. In addition,
by knowing the results of this study, the teacher can also determine
the appropriate strategies to use in helping improve students' speaking
skills. It is because students' speaking ability influences student

achievement in writing.

2. Students

Based on the findings in this study that speaking skills influence
writing skills, students are advised to speak English more often than

before. Students who are able and successfully improve their speaking
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skills in English, then later will also be able to improve their writing
skills.
Further researchers

Based on the results of this study, it can be used for further
researchers in conducting study on the correlation between speaking
skills and writing skills but with a different focus on aspects or
research designs. Further researchers can conduct this study with
different texts, such as narrative, recount, and other texts. Further
researchers can also conduct a study on junior high school students
and other level students. Besides that, further researchers can also add
factors that can improve students' speaking skills by conducting
surveys or questionnaires. Because this study discusses the effect of
speaking skills on writing, future researchers can also add components

or factors of speaking skills that contribute the most to writing skills.
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Appendix 2 Instrument of English Speaking Test
RESEARCH INSTRUMENT
ENGLISH SPEAKING TEST

Hello. This is an oral test with an interview about the report text to determine your
ability to speak English. Your speaking ability results will later be used to
calculate the relationship between students' speaking ability and student

achievement in writing and pay attention to the instructions carefully.

First, read and understand the report text 1 and 2 provided in Google Classroom
for 10 minutes. After that, you can exit the Zoom Meeting and wait in the waiting
room for your turn to speak. Then, you will be invited one by one to enter the
Zoom Meeting and conduct interviews. The text of the report will be selected by

the researcher and will be informed after being invited to the Zoom Meeting.

List of question for interviews: (questions can be chosen randomly with one

student four questions).

What is the topic of the text?

What is the purpose of the text?

What is the main idea in the first paragraph?
What is the main idea in the second paragraph?
What does the first paragraph tell about?

What does the second paragraph tell about?
What does the last paragraph tell about?

What is the generic structure of first paragraph? Give your reason!

© ©o N o g b~ DR

What is the generic structure of last paragraph? Give your reason!
10. Where you can get the general classification? Give your reason!
11. Where you can get the description? Give your reason!

12. Please find out the simple present tense in the text!

13. Please find out the general noun in the text!
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Answer Key:

1. Text 1: The topic of the text is about computer
Text 2: The topic of the text is a about laptop

2. The purpose of the text is to generally present information about
something to the readers.

3. Text 1: Computers are machine that handle information automatically
Text 2: A laptop is a computer which is easy to carry around

4. Text 1. Computers work like calculators
Text 2: The first laptop was invented in 1979 by British Designer Bill
Moggridge

5. Text 1: The benefits and uses of computers in everyday life
Text 2: The meaning and purpose of the creation of a laptop

6. Text 1: How to work and programs contained in a computer
Text 2: The development of laptops from the beginning was first
discovered until now which is often used

7. Text 1: Computers not only handle information, but also provide numbers
or mathematical formulas
Text 2: The advantages of a laptop

8. General classification, because this section only describes
computers/laptops in general

9. Description, because this section explains in more detail the topics
discussed

10.In the first paragraph, because this section only describes
computers/laptops in general

11. In the last paragraph, because this section explains in more detail the
topics discussed

12. Text 1: Computers are machine (the answer will vary)
Text 2: A laptop is a computer (the answer will vary)

13. Text 1: Computer

Text 2: Laptop
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Name:

Gender: M/ F | Date: Topic:

Aspect

Point

Performance Description

Score

Grammar

Errors in Grammar are frequent, but
speaker can be understood.

Can usually handle elementary
constructions quite accurately but does not
have through or confident control of the
grammar.

Control grammar is good. Able to speak
the language with sufficient structural
accuracy to participate effectively in most
formal and informal conversations on
practical, social, and professional topics.

Able to use the language accurately on all
levels normally pertinent to professional
needs. Errors in grammar are quite rare.

Equivalent to that of an educated the
teacher.

Vocabulary

Speaking vocabulary inadequate to express
anything but the most elementary needs.

Has speaking vocabulary sufficient to
express themself simply with some
circumlocutions.

Able to speak the language with sufficient
vocabulary to participate effectively in
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most formal and informal conversations on
practical, social, and professional topics.
Vocabulary is board enough that they
rarely has to grope for a word.

Can understand and participate in any
conversation within the range of his
experience with a high degree of precision
of vocabulary.

Speech on all levels is fully accepted by
educated the teacher in all its features
including breadth of vocabulary and
idioms, colloquialism, and pertinent
cultural references.

Comprehension

Within the scope of their very limited
language experience, can understand
simple questions and statements if
delivered with slowed speech, repetition,
or paraphrase.

Can get the gist of most conversations of
non-technical subjects (i.e., topics that
require no specialized knowledge)

Comprehension is quite complete at
normal rate of speech.

Can understand any conversation within
the range of his experience.

Equivalent to that of an educated the
teacher.

Fluency

(No specific fluency description. Refer to
other four language areas for implied level
of fluency.)

Can handle with confidence but not with
facility most social situations, including
introductions and casual conversations
about current events, as well as work,
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family, and autobiographical information.

Can discuss particular interest of
competence with reasonable ease. Rarely
has to grope for words.

Able to use the language fluently on all
levels normally pertinent to professional
needs. Can participate in any conversations
within the range of this experience with a
high degree of fluency.

Has complete fluency in the language such
that his speech is fully accepted by
educated the teacher.

Errors in pronunciation are frequent but
can be understood by the teacher.

Accent is intelligible though often quite
faulty.

Pronunciation

Errors never interface with understanding
and rarely disturb the teacher. Accent may
be obviously foreign.

Errors in pronunciation are quite rare.

Equivalent to and fully accepted by
educated the teacher.

Total Score

Source: Brown, H. Douglas. Language Assessment: Principles and Classroom Practices.

Pearson Education, 2018.
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THE BLUEPRINT OF ENGLISH SPEAKING TEST INSTRUMENT

Number Basic )
Question Item )
of Competence ] Question Answer
_ ) Indicators
Question Indicator
3.3. Membeda | Given a What is the | Text 1: The
kan discourse text | topic of the | topic of the text
fungsi about report text? is about
sosial, text, students computer
struktur | are able to
_ Text 2: The
teks, dan | determine the )
) topic of the text
unsur topics _
) ) Is a about laptop
kebahasa | discussed in
an the text
beberapa i :
ek Given a What is the | The purpose of
eks
discourse text | purpose of | the text is to
1,2,10, report
11 ] about report the text? generally
lisan dan
_ text, students present
tulis _ _
are able to information
dengan _ _
| determine the about something
memberi
purpose of the to the readers.
dan
_ text.
meminta
informasi | Given a Where you | In the first
terkait discourse text | can get the | paragraph,
teknologi | about report general because this
yang text, students classificatio | section only
tercakup | are able to n? Give describes
dalam show the your computers/lapto
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mata structure of the | reason! ps in general
pelajaran | text and
o ] Where you | In the last
lain di explain the
can get the | paragraph,
Kelas X | reason. o _
) description? | because this
sesuai ) ) )
Give your section explains
dengan _ )
reason! in more detail
konteks )
the topics
pengguna _
discussed
annya
What is the | Text 1
43.1 Menan o
main idea in | Computers are
gkap : :
the first machine that
makna
paragraph? | handle
secara _ _
information
konteks .
automatically
tual
terkait | Givena Text 2: A laptop
fungsi | discourse is a computer
3456 sosial, | textabout report which is easy to
789 12 struktur | (Xt students are carry around
A able to
13 teks, _
g determine What is the | Text 1:
an
the main idea of | main idea in | Computers work
unsur
the text the second | like calculators
kebaha
paragraph? )
saan Text 2: The first
teks laptop was
report invented in 1979
lisan by British
dan Designer Bill
tulis, Moggridge
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terkait
teknolo
gi yang
tercaku
p
dalam
mata
pelajara
n lain
di
Kelas
X

Given a
discourse

text about report
text, students are
able to
understand

each paragraph
of

the text

What does | Text 1: The

the first benefits and

paragraph uses of

tell about? | computers in
everyday life
Text 2: The
meaning and
purpose of the
creation of a
laptop

What does | Text 1: How to

the second | work and

paragraph programs

tell about? | contained in a
computer
Text 2: The
development of
laptops from the
beginning  was
first discovered
until now which
is often used

What does | Text 1:

the last Computers not

paragraph only handle

tell about? | information, but

also provide
numbers or

mathematical
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formulas

Text 2: The

advantages of a

laptop

What is the | General

generic classification,

structure of | because this
Given a first section only
discourse paragraph? | describes
text about report | Give your | computers/lapto
text, students are | reason! ps in general
able to
determine What is the | Description,
and explain the | generic because this

structure of the

structure of

section explains

text last in more detail
paragraph? | the topics
Give your discussed
reason!

Given a Please find | Text 1:

discourse out the Computers are

text about report | gjmpe machine (the

text, students are | o ocent answer will

able to show the .
tense in the | vary)

simple present
text!

tense of the text

Text 2: A laptop
is a computer
(the answer will

vary)

Given a

Please find

Text 1:
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discourse

text about report
text, students are
able to show
general noun

from the text

out the
general
noun in the

text!

Computer

Text 2: Laptop
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Appendix 5 Text of Speaking Test

Textl
Computer

Computers are machine that handle information automatically. They can
perform calculations and process data. Computers can work with numbers to solve
the problems in a view seconds. Computers can remember a great deal
information. That is why computers are widely used in places such as banks,
offices and companies.

Computers work like calculators. But most calculators can do only one
thing at a time. We tell them what to do by pressing various buttons. To do the
same work, we can give a series of instructions to a computer. We call this a
computer program. If we set up a program, the computer can provide other
information, such as a list, numbers, letters, word, or even graphs or pictures.
Once we provide a program, the computer can do all this work automatically
without further help or instruction.

A computer stores and handles numbers. The numbers may be
mathematical formulas or columns of figures. The numbers may also be codes that
stand for letters of the alphabet, words, or instructions to the computer.

Text2
Laptop

A laptop is a computer which is easy to carry around. Its user can fold the
laptop along its hinge to carrying. The laptop was created mainly for this
particular reason. Computer parts were scaled to smaller size to this could happen.

The first laptop was invented in 1979 by British Designer Bill Moggridge.
In 1982, two computers designer from Microsoft, Kazuhiko Nishi and Bill Gates,
started their discussion concerning a new portable computer. The main thing
about the computer was a new LCD technology. A year later the company
launched its TRS-80 Model 100, which was a computer that looked pretty much
like the laptops we know today.

The development of laptops continued with various upgrades and
additional functions added. Laptops have a lot of advantages like:

- People can carry them anywhere, whether office or home.
- They can be used in a smaller space than an ordinary personal computer.



At the same time portable computers have several negative points like:

- Priceis higher.

- Computer thefts became easier.

- While used in the car they can cause car accidents.
- They break more easily than desktop computers.
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Appendix 6 Instrument of English Writing Text
RESEARCH INSTRUMENT

ENGLISH WRITING TEST

Hello, you will face a test to write a text report with a predetermined topic on this
occasion. Please read the instructions carefully. This test will measure your

writing achievement. There will be no right or wrong answers in this test.

First, the researcher will randomly choose the text report topic for the students.
Then, take a piece of paper and write. You can search for information on the
internet and don't let anything be the same between each other. You can be as
creative as possible to create a storyline. Write a maximum of two paragraphs.
After you are sure of your writing, you can send your paper to Google Classroom

in pdf/image form.

Topic of report text:
1. Air Conditioning
2. Vacuum Cleaner
3. Electricity Car

Name

Gender

(YOUR TITTLE HERE)
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Appendix 7 Rubric Scoring Writing Test
RUBRIC SCORING

ENGLISH WRITING TEXT

Students: Date: Topic:

Aspect Score | Level Criteria

Excellent to Very Good: knowledgeable,
24_30 | substantive, thorough development of thesis,
relevant to assigned topic

Good to Average: some knowledge of
subject, adequate range, limited
16-23 | development of thesis, mostly relevant to

topic but lacks detail
Content

Fair to Poor: limited knowledge of subject,
8-15 little substance, inadequate development of
topic

Very Poor: does not show knowledge of
1-7 subject, non-substantive, not pertinent or not
enough to evaluate

Excellent to Very Good: fluent expression,
16-20 | 1deas clearly stated/ supported, succinct,
well-organized, logical sequencing, cohesive

Good to Average: somewhat choppy,
loosely organized but main ideas stand out,
Organization 11-15 | |imited support, logical but incomplete
sequencing

Fair to Poor: non-fluent, ideas confused or
6-10 | disconnected, lacks logical sequencing and
development

1-5 | Very Poor: does not communicate, no
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organization, or not enough to evaluate

Vocabulary

16-20

Excellent to Very Good: sophisticated
range, effective word/idiom choice usage,
word form mastery, appropriate register.

11-15

Good to Average: adequate range;
occasional errors of word/idiom form,
choice, usage but meaning not obscured.

6-10

Fair to Poor: limited range; frequent errors
of word/idiom form, choice, usage; meaning
confused or obscured.

1-5

Very Poor: essentially translation; little
knowledge of English vocabulary, idioms,
word form; or not enough to evaluate.

Language
Use

19-25

Excellent to Very Good: effective complex
construction; few errors of agreement, tense,
number, word order/function, articles,
pronouns, prepositions

11-18

Good to Average: effective but simple
constructions; minor problems in complex
constructions, several errors of agreement,
tense, number, word order/function, articles,
pronouns, prepositions but meaning seldom
obscured

6-10

Fair to Poor: major problem in simple/
complex constructions; frequent errors of
negation, agreement, tense, number, word
order/function, articles, pronouns,
prepositions and/or fragments, run-ons,
deletions; meaning confused or obscured

1-5

Very Poor: virtually no mastery of sentence
constructions rules, dominated by errors,
does not communicate, or not enough to
evaluate

Mechanics

45

Excellent to Very Good: demonstrates
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mastery of conventions; few errors of
spelling, punctuation, capitalization,
paragraphing.

Good to Average: occasional errors of
spelling, punctuation, capitalization,
paragraphing but meaning not obscured.

Fair to Poor: frequent errors of spelling,
punctuation, capitalization, paragraphing;
poor hand writing; meaning confused or
obscured.

Very Poor: no mastery of conventions;
dominated by errors of spelling,
punctuation, capitalization, paragraphing;
handwriting illegible; or not enough to
evaluate

Total Score:

Reader:

Comment:

Source: Jacobs, H.L., Zinkreaf, S.A., Wormuth,D.R., Hartfiel, V.F., & Hughey, J.H.
(1981). Testing ESL Composition: A Practical Approach.
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Nomor - B-\SS?/Un.03/FITK/PP.00.9/03/2022 28 Maret 2022
Lampiran .-
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Assalamualaikum Wr. Wb,

Sehubungan dengan proses penyusunan skripsi mahasiswa berikut.

Nama Wan Aini Nur A

NIM 18180012

Program Studi Tadns Bahasa Inggris (TBI)

Judul Skripsi The Correlation Between Students Speaking Ability

and Students Writing Achievement of Report Text at
Tenth Graders in SMA Brawjaya Smart School
Malang
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C. VALIDATION SHEET
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Score
No. Aspect
3
1. | The suitability of the question item indicators
with the indicators of achievement of basic
competencies
2. | The suitability between question item indicators
and item questions
3. | Research instrument use good and correct
language and punctuation
4. | The questions that are made do not cause double J
interpretation or misunderstanding.
5. | The research instrument is communicative and
easy to understand
6. | Research instruments can help researchers find
out students' abilities in speaking skills
7. | The answer key to the questions made is correct.

1. Change the pronoun for the speaking rubric.

2. Because this is EFL students, so the indicators / the assessor must be the teacher

or the interviewer, not a native speaker.
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D. CONCLUSION
Based on the validation sheet above, it can be concluded that the instruments that
have been made is:
Please cross out tabed) the answer that doesn't match the conclusion you gave.
 Thei | witl ..
2. The instrument can be used with slight revision

 Thed | i 2.
4—The-mstrument-cannot-be-used

Malang, March 25, 2022

Validator

Nur Fitria Anggrisia, M.Pd
NIP. 19890901201802012156



Appendix 10 Validation Sheet Writing

INSTRUMENT VALIDATION SHEET
ENGLISH WRITING TEST

“The Correlation between Students’ Speaking Ability and Students” Writing Achievement of

Report Text at

Tenth Graders in SMA Brawijaya Smart School Malang”

Validator Maslihatul Bisriyah, M. TESOL
NIP 19890928 201903 2 016

Expertise English Writing

Instance UIN Maulana Malik Ibrahim Malang
Validation Date April, 4 2022

A. INTRODUCTION

This validation sheet aims to determine the validity of the research instruments that

have been prepared in this study. Any feedback from the validator (Mr./Ms.) is

essential to improve the quality of the instruments in this study. The researcher would

like to thank the validator (Mr./Ms.) very much for the willingness of the validator to
fill out this validation sheet.

B. GUIDANCE

1. The assessment on this validation sheet is carried out by placing a check mark (V)

in the available assessment column.

2. Please, M1/Ms provide an objective assessment of this research instrument with

the following assessment information:

5: Very good
4: Good

3: Average
2: Poor

1: Very poor

3. Suggestions and comments from the validator (Mi/Ms) can be given in the

suggestions and comments column provided.
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C. VALIDATION SHEET

Aspect

Score

The suitability of instrument indicators with
indicators of achievement of basic
competencies

Basic Competence Indicators:

4.3.2 Menyusun teks report lisan dan tulis,
terkait teknologi yang tercakup dalam mata
pelajaran lain di Kelas X, dengan
memperhatikan fungsi sosial, struktur teks, dan
unsur kebahasaan, secara benar dan sesuai
konteks

Instrument Indicators:

Given several themes about report text, students
are able to write report text according to the
theme

The suitability between the instrument
indicators and question

Instrument Indicators:

Given several themes about report text, students
are able to write report text according to the
theme

Question:

Write a maximum of 2 paragraphs of report text
according to a predetermined theme!

Research mstrument use good and correct

language and punctuation

The questions that are made do not cause double

interpretation or misunderstanding.

The research instrument is communicative and

easy to understand

Research mstruments can help researchers find

out students' abilities in writing skills

94



Suggestion:
Change the range of scoring levels to be more specific, and all score values are

included in the rubric according to the predetermined value limit.

. CONCLUSION
Based on the validation sheet above, it can be concluded that the instruments that

have been made is:

Please cross out tabed) the answer that doesn't match the conclusion you gave.
L Thei L it .
2. The instrument can be used with slight revision

Malang, March 25, 2022
Validator

&

Maslihatul Bisriyah, M. TESOL
NIP. 19890928 201903 2 016
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Appendix 11 Score Result of Students Speaking Test

|-
o
~
wn All~|o|ld|o|la|d|o|lo|bv|o|alojlalo|lo|o|lo|o|o|wv
= O |I~|r~=|co|~|co|~ |G|~ |r|r~|co|cd|co|d|®d|D|®d|~|r~]|0
S
T
ol FT|m|w|s ||| | S S S < S0
o || w| T[T T |0 || |0
P R T I e A S A I R S A R e e L S A L I N A I A
N T S S S S ||| s o S S S S S S S S S S
o | o S S S S T S S S S S | S S S
ol ||| ||| ||| | | < < |
o ||| ||| [0 |
LIRS IR AR AR AR IR AR A IR A D A e IR AR
N oo S o S S S S S S S S |
4
wn
_n_u N R R E IRl R R s R R R R R R R R RS R
m oo ||| S | |
+—
NI IR AN IR A IR L IR AR AR IR A I A IR AR
NI R AR A I I I S A L IR B AR A B A R K I I B A RS
MBI NI IR I IR IR AN RN AR AR AN AR AR A
R I A R R AR AR R A R A R R R AR A R A R A S AR
| ||| ||| ||| ||| | |0
NI IR NI IR IR AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AN AR AR S A ls)
aAlm|wvmbLLvvbv|itivlt|tvLLLLv oW
N S S S S S S S S o S S S S S S S S S S |
ol S S S S S S S S S S S S S S | |
Y )\./)\ll\ll)\./))\./\./)\./)\.n/_/\ll\ll\})\ll)
™ N ™ ™|N N N ™ N
o N ™ m|N ™™ ™™ N ™ ™
rm 1_,1_1_1_11_11_1_1_,111_1_111_1_1_,11111_11_,1
5 Al |29 slss "9 s |sIClsslosClITI19 Is5 519 6y
8% |9|o|9|S|S|@|%5|d |G |ef|e S0l 3 |G (055 |G o8
A A A AN A A AR A A A A R A DA i
c
D
= oldN|lm|s|w|o|~|o|lo|o|w
o Adla|m|s|w|o|~|o|lo
) e ff [N [ | i R ek e e e et R P RS
NW DO DNDNDNDDD N n v v nnlnlnlnlnlnln
(6]
e




97

SIRIBIRIRIN|IRIR|SB|S|S
AR EL AR R IR AR IR AR IR R
S| MO S S S S
DI T NIIT O MO
N ER IR ER IR AR R AR ER R
A S IS IS ISl IS Sl IS ISl S IS
< FNTO MM T T
<IIFT O OO MMM T T
IO FT OO MMM T T
A S IS A IS IS S IS Sl Sl ISl Sl IS
A S IS A IS IS S IS Sl S ISl Sl IS
AR AR AN IN IR R IR AR S AR R
IO MO MMM T
<IN NM MW JITIW
RS RS E RS RS E RSN RS E RS RSN
RS RS E RS RS E RSN RS E RS RSN
< NI T[T
AR EES AR SRS E RS ERS SRS RS SN
MO T O MM IO WnWw
A BSERSEERSERSE SRS RS S S N
A RSERSERSERSERSE R S S S S S R N
S RANIREENEN
H||S|e|H|] |5 |08 |5 |
O~ TN |C M T | |™M
N =S N N A R el
NN T OI~0HIO N
DD B DD D DB B BB




Appendix 12 Result of Writing Test
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Appendix 13 Score Result of Students Writing Test

102

Responden Content Organization Vocabulary Language Use Mechanic Skor Total
1 26 19 20 21 4 90
2 25 17 16 21 4 83
3 24 15 17 18 4 78
4 25 16 17 18 5 81
5 25 16 15 19 3 78
6 22 20 18 19 3 82
7 23 16 17 18 4 78
8 27 16 16 18 5 82
9 26 16 17 20 4 83
10 25 15 18 19 4 81
11 24 15 17 20 4 80
12 25 18 19 20 3 85
13 23 18 17 18 4 80
14 26 17 18 20 5) 86
15 23 17 18 18 4 80
16 24 18 18 18 4 82
17 24 18 19 19 4 84
18 23 16 16 17 4 76
19 26 17 18 17 4 82

20 26 18 18 16 4 82
21 27 18 19 18 5 87
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Appendix 14 Validity of Speaking Test
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Correlations

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

ITEM_

tailed)

Ket
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 | TOTAL
ITEM | Pearson 1| .246| .272| .4597| 319| .238| .323| .145| .279| .357| .410°| .177| .368°| .615
1 Correlation
Sig. (2- A175| .132| .008| .076| .189| .072| .429| .122| .045| .020| .332| .038 .000| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 246 1| 4967 | .284| .229| .121| .284| .323| .450°| .041| .446"| .396 | .318| .646
2 Correlation
Sig. (2- 175 .004| .116| .207| .508| .116| .071| .010| .826| .010| .025| .076 .000| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 272| 496" 1| .5537| .147| .307| .553"| .358°| .286| .284| .280| .438°| .239 715"
3 Correlation
Sig. (2- 132|  .004 .001| .422| .088| .001| .044| .113| .115| .120| .012| .187 .000| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 4597 |  284| 553" 1| .241| .4747| 238| .058| .176| .143| .099| .197| .045 542"
4 Correlation
Valid
Sig. (2- .008| .116| .001 A184| .006| .189| .753| .334| .435| .589| .279| .807 .001




105

N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 319 229 .147| 241 1| .352"| .014| .270| .195| .439°| .215| -007| .280| .520"
5 Correlation
Sig. (2- 076| .207| .422| .184 .048| .939| .135| .284| .012| .237| .969| .120 .002| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 238| .121| .307| .4747| 352 1| .017| .086| .175| .440°| -066| .287| -.048| .490"
6 Correlation
Sig. (2- 189| 508| .088| .006| .048 926| .641| .338| .012| .719| .112| .793 .004| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 323| .284| 5537 .238| .014| .017 1| .161| .289| .143| .439| .197| .164| 510"
7 Correlation
Sig. (2- 072| .116| .001| .189| .939| .926 379| .108| .435| .012| .279| .368 .003| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 145 .323| .358"| .058| .270| .086| .161 1| .272| .148| .052| .406| 515 | 536
_8 Correlation
Sig. (2- 429| .071| .044| .753| .135| .641| .379 A132| .419| .779| .021| .003 .002| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 279| 4507 | .286| .176| .195| .175| .289| .272 1| .049| 359°| .333| .246| 573" _
9 Correlation vald
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Sig. (2- A122| .010| .113| .334| .284| .338| .108| .132 788| .044| .062| .175 .001
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 357 | .041| .284| .143| .439°| .440°| .143| .148| .049 1| .354°| .055| .075 486"
_10 [Correlation
Sig. (2- .045| .826| .115| .435| .012| .012| .435| .419| .788 .047| .764| 684 .005| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 410°| 446°| 280 .099| .215| -066| .439°| .052| .359°| .354° 1| .289| .147 542"
_11 | Correlation
Sig. (2- 020 .010| .120| .589| .237| .719| .012| .779| .044| .047 109|422 .001| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson A77| 396 | .438"| .197| -007| .287| .197| .406° | .333| .055| .289 1| 275 561"
_12 | Correlation
Sig. (2- 332| .025| .012| .279| .969| .112| .279| .021| .062| .764| .109 128 .001| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
ITEM | Pearson 368"| .318| .239| .045| .280| -.048| .164| 515 | .246| .075| .147| .275 1 496"
_13 | Correlation
Sig. (2- .038| .076| .187| .807| .120| .793| .368| .003| .175| .684| .422| .128 .004| Valid
tailed)
N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
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TOT |Pearson 6157 | 646 | .715 | 542" | 5207 .4907| 510" | 536 | 573" | .486 | 542" | 5617 | .496 1
AL Correlation

Sig. (2- .000| .000| .000| .001| .002| .004| .003| .002| .001| .005| .001| .001| .004

tailed)

N 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

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




Appendix 15 Reliability of Speaking Test
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Item-Total Statistics

Scale Mean if Item | Scale Variance if Corrected Iltem- Cronbach's Alpha if
Deleted Item Deleted Total Correlation Item Deleted

ITEM_1 53.19 13.770 .533 .792
ITEM_2 53.56 13.157 .546 .788
ITEM 3 53.56 13.093 .639 .781
ITEM 4 53.44 13.931 444 .798
ITEM_5 53.81 13.835 405 .801
ITEM_6 53.53 13.612 .339 .810
ITEM 7 53.44 14.060 408 .800
ITEM 8 53.34 13.588 411 .801
ITEM_9 53.34 13.588 465 .796
ITEM_10 53.31 14.157 .381 .802
ITEM 11 53.44 13.738 430 .799
ITEM 12 53.34 13.846 464 .796
ITEM_13 53.19 14.028 .384 .802

Case Processing Summary

Cases

N %
Valid 32 100.0
Excluded® 0 .0
Total 32 100.0

a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the

procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's Alpha

N of Items

.810

13
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ANOVA Table
Sum of Squares | df | Mean Square F Sig.
Writing Between | (Combined) 295.233 9 32.804| 6.078 .000
test * Groups | Linearity 227.178 1 227.178| 42.093| .000
Speaking Deviation 68.055 8 8.507| 1.576| .189
test from
Linearity
Within Groups 118.736| 22 5.397
Total 413.969 31
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Tests of Normality

Kolmogorov-Smirnov? Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Speaking test .165 32 .026 .950 32 .148
Writing test 136 32 136 .957 32 224

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
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Correlations

Speaking test Writing test
Speaking test |Pearson Correlation 1 741"
Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 32 32
Writing test | Pearson Correlation 7417 1
Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 32 32

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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