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ABSTRACT

The Critical Period Hypothesis by Lenneberg (1976) states that ages 2 to 12 are ideal ages
for achieving foreign language skills such as a native speaker. Based on this hypothesis,
the perfect time for children to learn English as a foreign language is in elementary school.
Meanwhile, Indonesian government policy through the 2013 curriculum does not require
children in primary schools to learn English. Therefore, this study aimed to compare the
English learning achievement of students between those who studied and those who did
not study English in elementary school. This research is important to be conducted since
it can be a reference for the Indonesian government in developing English language
teaching and learning policy in elementary schools. The sample of this research consisted
of two groups selected through a purposive sampling technique. They were the group of
students who studied and who did not study English in elementary school. Data were
grouped, presented, and then compared. The results showed that students who studied
English in elementary school had better English learning achievement than students who
did not study English in elementary school. It is recommended for further related
researches to consider many factors those can be influencing the students' English learning
achievement such as the English teaching and learning method used by the educators in
high school and university, attitudinal factor, and the learning environment.
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INTRODUCTION
The need for English skills at this time is no doubt. English is one of the important keys to

face global competition. As the next generation, of course, students are very important to
have good English skills for the nation's development. Besides, they need to be able to
compete in the workforce. To have good English language skills, someone who is not a

native English speaker like an Indonesian requires a short amount of study time. In language
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learning, there is a hypothesis that considers age as an important factor in achieving language
skills. This hypothesis is known as the critical age hypothesis (Critical Age Hypothesis).
This hypothesis was born from the observation that children are faster and more successful
in picking up a language compared to adults. According to Lenneberg (in Field, 2003), ages
2 to 12 years are ideal for achieving language skills such as native speakers of foreign
languages. By referring to Lenneberg's hypothesis, Scovel (in Steinberg, 2006) argues that
an adult cannot master a foreign language without losing his primary language accent.
Referring to this hypothesis, the ages of an Indonesian child to learn English as a foreign
language are ages 2 to 12 years. it can be said that the most appropriate time for Indonesian
children to learn English is in elementary school. In line with, Thoyyibah (2019) points out
that Indonesian students join extra courses to learn English outside the school setting.
However, through the 2013 curriculum, English subject is a no longer compulsory subject
for elementary school children (Permendikbud No. 67 Th. 2013). They are only required to
learn English in middle school and high school. Importunately, according to the hypothesis,
at that age, foreign language learning will not be maximized. Referring to the critical age
hypothesis and considering the importance of English language skills for students both as
prospective job seekers and as the nation's next-generation, the author is interested in finding
out if there are differences in English learning achievement of students who study English
in elementary school and those that do not. It is expected that the results of this study can be
one of the considerations in determining policies related to English language teaching policy

in elementary schools.

METHOD

This research was a comparative descriptive study. The approach used was quantitative
where the analysis of the research is more focused on numerical data (numbers) that are
processed using statistical methods (Azwar: 2012).
The population of this study was all students who studied and who did not study English in
elementary school on condition that they had never taken an English course. Data were taken
from the students' scores in the same English subject and with the same lecturer. It was then

analyzed quantitatively, and the results were described descriptively. This research

JALL (Journal of Applied Linguistics and Literacy), ISSN 2598-8530, September Vol. 4 No. 2, 2020



instrument was an open questionnaire to collect the data. Data were collected and grouped
into four categories, namely, very satisfactory category (value A), satisfactory (B + and B)
sufficient (C + and C), less (D), and very less (E). After the English scores of the two groups

of samples were categorized, then were compared.

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION
The followings are the percentage of students' learning achievements in English subject of

both groups of samples.

Table 1. Percentage of English learning achievement of students who studied and
those who did not study English in elementary school

No Score Sample Group 1 Sample Group 2
1 A 49.48% 29.17%
2 B+ 21.65% 33.33%
3 B 24.74% 29.17%
4 C+ 1.03% 4.17%
5 C 3.09% 4.17%
6 D 0% 0,00%
Information:

Sample Group 1: Sample group who studied English in elementary school
Sample Group 2: Sample group that did not study English in elementary school
To see the comparison between English learning achievement of students who study and

those who did not study English in elementary school, the following data from both are

presented in a bar diagram.
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Based on the results of data processing obtained from the questionnaire, it can be
seen the comparison of students' English learning achievement between those who studied
and those who did not study English in elementary school. Nearly half of the total sample
or 48.48% of students who have studied English in elementary school got a very satisfactory
score or A score. This percentage is higher than the number of students who did not study
English in primary school which is only by 29.17% received A score in the same subject
with the same lecturer.

For moderate score or B + and B scores, the results of data processing showed that
the number of students who did not study English in primary school got more than the
number of students who studied English in primary school, but with a very small difference.
For students who did not study English in elementary school, there were 33.33% who
received B+ score and 29.17% who received B score. For students who studied English in
Elementary school, there were 21.65% who got B+ score and 24.74% who got B.

Meanwhile, the low score or C+ and C scores were obtained more by students who
did not study English in elementary school. There were 4.17% of students who received C+
score and there were 4.17% of them who got C score. For students who studied English in

primary school, there were only 1.09% who got C+ score and there were 3.09% who got C.

CONCLUSIONS
From the data that have been obtained and analyzed, it can be concluded that the English
learning achievement of students who studied English in primary school is better than the

English learning achievement of students who did not study English in primary school. This
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is evidenced by the greater number of students who studied English in primary school got
high score (A) compared to those who did not study English in primary school. There are
fewer students who studied English in primary school got low score (C+ and C) compared
to those who did not study English in elementary school. It is recommended for further
related researches to consider many factors those can be influencing the students' English
learning achievement such as the English teaching and learning method used by the

educators in high school and university, attitudinal factor, and the learning environment.
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