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ABSTRACT

Khusna, Farihanun. 20134 Study on Personality among Different English
Proficiency ~ Students (A Case Study on "8 Semester Students of
English Study Program of Faculty of Cultural Studies). Study Program of
English, Department of Language and Literature,ufgcof Cultural Studies,
Universitas Brawijaya. Supervisor: Fatimah; Co-sup®r: Widya Caterine
Perdhani.

Keywords: Personality, Language proficiency, Lamghearning

Every person has his or her unique persiyndtiersonality is one of factors
affecting language learning. There have been sommeéies analyzing about
personality profile towards language proficiencyt ho research tries to use the
students of English Program as the participants Tésearch aims to investigate
about: (1) the dominant personality profile and d#jerences and similarities on
personality profile among 8th semester studentsEnflish Study Program,
Faculty of Cultural Studies at Brawijaya Universityeach language proficiency
level.

This research used questionnaire of CognifBtyle inventory© byRoss
Reinhold, INTJ2006) given to 60 participants. Those participaare divided into
3 groups based on their language proficiency levit®se group classifications
are 20 participants in Beginning level (with TOEBEtore less than 450), 20
participants in Intermediate level (with TOEFL ss@round 450 to 513), and 20
participants in Advanced level (with TOEFL scorermthan 513).

The result of the study indicates that smislewith different language
proficiency levels have different dominant persdgpadrofile. Beginning level has
Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving and Extrov®ensing Thinking Judging
as the dominant personality profiles. Then Introv@ensing Thinking Judging
becomes the dominant personality profile in Intediate level. For advanced
level, the most dominant is Extrovert Sensing ThigkPerceiving. Besides,
differences are found in this research. They araetéa on the difference dominant
of personality profile in each language proficientypes and the different
percentage reached by several personality profilesach language proficiency
level. In addition, the similarity is found on Eetert Sensing Thinking
Perceiving being the dominant personality profite beginning and advanced
level. Then the similarity is also indicated on &rgonality profiles getting the
lowest percentage in all language proficiency Igvel

From the result of the research, it is shalat Extrovert Sensing Thinking
Perceiving is the dominant personality type inlaliguage proficiency levels.
Then this research suggests that the future rdsawill be able to make a
research with different subject or use differenpems that could be related to
personality type.



ABSTRAK

Khusna, Farihanun. 2012 Study on Personality among Different English
Proficiency Students (A Case Study on "8 Semester Students of
English Study Program of Faculty of Cultural Studies). Program Studi Bahasa
Inggris, Jurusan Bahasa dan Sastra, Fakultas lingay, Universitas Brawijaya.
Pembimbing 1: Fatimah; Pembimbing 2: Widya CateReedhani.

Kata Kunci: Kepribadian, Kemampuan Berbahasa, P&javan Bahasa

Setiap manusia memiliki suatu kepribadiangyamik. Kepribadian dapat
digunakan sebagai salah satu faktor yang memengaeufbelajaran berbahasa.
Ada beberapa penelitian mengenai kepribadian tagh&e@mampuan berbahasa,
namun penelitian yang menggunakan mahasiswa Sasjgais sebagai subjek
belum pernah diulas. Penelitian ini bertujuan untulengetahui: (1) tipe
kepribadian yang paling dominan serta (2) persant#am perbedaan dari tipe
kepribadian oleh mahasiswa semester 8 Program Stsira Inggris, Fakultas
llImu Budaya, Universitas Brawijaya pada setiap Katgdari kemampuan
berbahasanya.

Penelitian ini menggunakan angk&ignitive Style invento® milik Ross
Reinhold, INTJ (2006) yang disebarkan kepada 6figgaan. Partisipan tersebut
sebelumnya telah dibagi menjadi tiga kelompok yalangan 20 partisipan pada
setiap tingkatan; tingk&eginning(dengan nilai TOEFL kurang dari 450), tingkat
Intermediate(dengan nilai TOEFL antara 450 sampai 513), dagkéibAdvanced
(dengan nilai TOEFL lebih dari 513).

Hasil dari penelitian menunjukkan bahwa agettingkat dari kemampuan
berbahasa memiliki tipe kepribadian yang berbedaaRingkatBeginning tipe
kepribadian yang paling dominan adaktrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving
dan Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judginégemudian di tingkatintermediate
Introvert Sensing Thinking Judginmerupakan tipe kepribadian yang paling
dominan. Di tingkatAdvanced tipe kepribadian yang paling dominan adalah
Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceivingelain itu perbedaan ditemukan pada
bedanya tipe kepribadian yang paling dominan dagdingkat dari kemampuan
berbahasa serta perbedaan yang terjadi pada @esedari beberapa tipe
kepribadian pada tingkat kemampuan berbahasa. §emlanpersamaan yang
diperoleh terletak pada tipe kepribadian paling tham di tingkatBeginningdan
Advanceddan adanya 3 tipe keribadian yang mendapat paseteérendah pada
semua tingkat kemampuan berbahasa

Dari hasil penelitian tersebut, dapat digsitkpn bahwaExtrovert Sensing
Thinking Perceivingmerupakan tipe paling dominan dari semua tingkatan
pembelajaran berbahasa. Penelitian ini juga mekdoersaran pada peneliti
selanjutnya agar membuat suatu penelitian serupgadesubjek yang berbeda
atau membabhas tetang faktor lain yang mampu difgkaamdengan kemampuan
berbahasa yang dimiliki oleh seseorang.

vi



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

First of all, the researcher would like &y $he greatest thanks to Allah SWT
for the blessing and the guidance that given tadlsearcher so the researcher was
able to finish so the research entitled ‘A StudyRersonality among Different
English Proficiency Students (A Case Study ofi 8emester Students of
English Study Program of Faculty of Cultural Stllie The researcher would
like to thank to Fatimah, M.Appl.Ling. and SahiriddM.A. as the supervisor
and Widya Caterine Perdhani, M.Pd. as co — superie giving great ideas,
suggestions, correction and patience in the prooésgriting this research. In
addition, many thanks are for Syariful Muttagin,AMas the examiner, for his

suggestions, corrections and ideas given to theareb.

Great thanks are dedicated to her belove@nps Mujiono and Luluk
Khamidah, who always give prayer, support, and lovéhe process of writing
this research. The researcher also thanks to Maulsimak for being a great
partner for the researcher. A great thank is deeliceo 8th Semester Students of
English Study Program as the participants in tiseasch. Many thanks are to the
researcher’s best friends Ismia Rahayu, Heni Purwahda Pratiwi and

Gheovandilla Rafsanjani who always give suppolip Bed care to the researcher.

The researcher thanks to Wulan, Melisa|i&jdMbak Yenni, Mbak Yessi,
Mega, Wahdah and other friends in KL 20 for givisigpport and help to the
researcher. Thanks are also dedicated to Lia, Adyadan, Nikmah, Caca, Fifi,

Ika, Fifasoh, Agista, Hiday, Cantika, Defrina, MbBkan and other friends for

Vii



always being together, giving support and helpmdhe process of writing the
research. The researcher would also give the de#pexks to all English Study

Program students of 2009. Hopefully this resear@h lbecome inspiration for

others who read it.

Malang, 30 July 2013

The researcher

viii



TABLE OF CONTENTS

J Bit\HEYE - Universitas Brawijava--Universitas-Brawijava.- i
DECLARATION OF AUTHORSHIP oo s ii
SUPERVISORS’ APPROVAL ....ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiisie bbb iii
BOARD OF EXAMINERS ...t )Y
ABSTRACT .t e %
AB ST R AK e vi
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ... Vi
TABLE OF CONTENTS ...ooii i e s iX
L ISIaQEPPABLES ... o N Sy LD g oo M RA VAU Xi
LISTHOFAPPENDICESY . 0.2 A e NS - L i Xi

CHAPTER | INTRODUCTION

1.1Background of the Study .......cccccceeiiiiiivsieiiiieeeeeeeeene 1
1.2 Problems of the Study .............ocee et 5
1.3 Objectives of the Study ..........ccccoeeriemiiiiiiiiieneeeanns 5
1.4 Definition of Key WOrdS .........cooouuvvimmseviviiiieieeeaeeeees 6
CHAPTER Il REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
2.1 Second Language ACQUISItION ...........ccermmeeeieeieeriinians 7
2.2 Factor Affecting Language Learning .....ccccecoeeveeeeeenn. 8
2.3 Persanalityfe=y...J1.0.. L5y ..o LY 14
2.3.1 Definition of Personality ..........ccccceevviiiiiinnnnnns 14
2.3.2 Personality TYPE ......oeieeiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeae e 15
2.4 Language ProfiCieNnCY ..........ccuviiiieeeeeeeeieee e i 21
2.5 Previous StUTIES ............eeeiiiiiii et enneers e 24
CHAPTER Illl RESEARCH METHOD
3.1 Research Design ... ........cccimiiiianececriinees e e e ee e e e e 27
3.2 Data SOUICES ........coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeee e e e e ee et 28
3.3 Data ColleCtion .........c...iuiiiiiii i 29
3.4 Data ANalySIS .ooiiiiiiiiei e e 33

CHAPTER IV FINDING AND DISCUSSION
4.1 FINAING cooiiiiiiiiniiinninee e ieees s e smmmmes i s ibsnenee st eaasaneaenias 38

4.1.1 Students’ Personality Profile among Different
Level of Proficiency

iX



O A Y 0 = 1S 1S 44

4.1.2.1 Personality Profile among Participants in
Beginning Level ............c..ccooiiiiiiiene. 44

4.1.2.2 Personality Profile among Participants in
Intermediate Level........cccoovvviiivicesmnmn. 48

4.1.2.3 Personality Profile among Participants in
Advanced Level..........ccccvvvveeerreiiiiicamens 52

4.1.2.4 Differences and Similarities of Personality
Profile in Each Language Proficiency

Level................nJ985 .Rrawlldyq.... 56
4.2 DISCUSSION  .uuuuiiiiiiiiiiee et ceeeee s 57
4.2.1 The Dominant Personality Profile in Each
Language Proficiency level ............ccooeeiiien.. 57

4.2.2 The Differences and Similarities of Persdpali
Profile among Participants in Each Language
Proficiency Levels ......c....cooiiiiieeeenn e 60

CHAPTER V CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

LT A @0 [ U= [ T T 62

5.2 SUSGE RN [l . .. L 63
REFERENCES .........i¥..... N el & e L 64
AP P ENDICES ..ot s e e e tea et e et e e et eraanas 66



LIST OF TABLES

Table 2.1 Sixteen Personality Types in Myers Brigigpe Indicator .............. 18
Table 3.1 Personality Profile Based on Dominantwigrsin Each Number ..... 32
Table 3.2 Percentage of Personality Type amongcRemts in Each

Language Proficiency LeVel..........ccccvuvieiieeniiiieeeiiiieiieeeeeeein 35
Table 4.1 Percentage of Personality Type amongcRemts in Each
Language Proficiency Level ........ccocvviieeeeeiii ) 39

Xi



Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya
Brawijaya

DyAawimiavwa

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

UniversitaAppendix-1-Questionnaire of Cognitive Style IMEHL. ... ksl -
oo Appendix 2. Berita Acara Bimbingan SKIIPSI .ot

Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawija
Universitas Bravd

Universitas B
Universitas B
Universitas Bra
Universitas Bra

Universitas Brawij3
Universitas Brawijaye

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Illrnivinveitare Dvarwaiiiava

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

ST OF APPENDICES

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya

Universree )
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawij’ﬂk'a
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Illrnivinveitare Dvarwaiiava

ersitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Illrnivinveitare Dvarwaiiiava

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Univébsitas Brawijaya

Univé3itas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
niversitas Brawijaya
iversitas Brawijaya
iversitas Brawijaya
iversitas Brawijaya
iversitas Brawijaya

hiversitas Brawijaya
Iniversitas Brawijaya
hiversitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya
Universitas Brawijaya

Illrnivinveitare Dvarwaiiiava



CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents background of the study, l@nb of the study,

objectives of the study, and definition of key tarm

1.1 Background of the Study

Today English is one of the most popular languaigeshe world. The
importance of English cannot be denied. Most of dbentries of the world use
English for communication. Some countries use Bhgés their mother tongue
and others use it as a second language. Thereforejaking international
communication, English is needed for communicatiitp foreign people. This
importance of English is also spreading in Indasmelsidonesia is one of countries
in the world that puts English as the most priofitseign language than others.

Indonesian government decides English ta Bebject given to the students
from Elementary School to Senior High School. |e tiegulation of ministry of
cultural and education No. 060/U/1993, it is sdidttEnglish is taught as one of
subjects in local content. It starts from fourtradg in elementary school as
government recommendation. But there is a probl&smg here. Although
Indonesian get English subject since elementanpdchthere are still many
people learning language like English unsuccessftull

Pasassung (2003) in his study ‘Teaching iBhngin an "Acquisition-Poor

Environment": an Ethnographic Example of a Remotelohesian EFL



Classroom’ discusses some factors that impact #eBFL is taught in Southeast
Sulawesi. Then the result of the study shows that guccessful of language
learning in Indonesia is low, one of them is in heast Sulawesi students in EFL
classroom.

Second language acquisition (SLA) is onstotlies discussing the way to be
a successful in language learning. In SLA, there some factors affecting
language learning. According to Gass and Slink@0&2 there are two major
factors affecting language learning. The firstimguistic factor, which includes
avoidance, differential learning rates, differenaths, overproduction, and
predictivity/selectivity. The second factor is nioguistic factors; which includes
anxiety, affective filter, social distance, agefeliénces, aptitude, motivation,
personality and learning style and learning stiateg

Personality, as one of factors affectinggleage learning, is defined as
characteristics of the person that “account forsgsiant patterns of Feeling,
Thinking, and behaving” as said by Pervin and J@001, cited in DOrnyei
2005). It has several types reflecting a languag@dr’s personality. One of the
theories discussing personality type is Myers Bsigiype Indicator (MBTI).
According to Myers & Myers (1995, cited in Coher080p.1), the Myers-Briggs
Type Indicator is a test of personality types isanost widely used. Cohen adds
that in MBTI theory, there are four personality ltitomies. Each personality
dichotomy has two opposing poles. Those four dizimi¢s are 1.) the energizing

preference: Extrovert or Introvert, 2.) informatigathering preferences: Sensing



or Intuiting, 3.) decision making preference: Thitk or Feeling, and 4.)
achieving goal preference: Judging or Perceiving.

This theory of MBTI is mostly used by thesearchers in analyzing
personality type. For example, the study by Canart@h, and Raven (n.d.)
entitled ‘Learning Styles, Teaching Styles and &wafity Styles of Preservice
Teachers of Agricultural Education’. In the studyey use Myers-Briggs Type
Indicator to measure personality style of the paréints. The results of MBTI
show that the majority of the participants werer&xert Sensing Feeling Judging
(ESFJ), Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTapd Introvert Sensing
Thinking Judging (ISTJ).

Different from that study, this research tgato analyze personality among
different English proficiency '8 semester students of English Study Program of
Faculty of Cultural Studies. The research attemjmsfind the dominant
personality profile among participants in each laage proficiency level. In
addition, this research also explores differencas similarities on personality
profiles among 8th semester students of EnglistdyStarogram, Faculty of
Cultural Studies at Universitas Brawijaya in eaghduage proficiency level. For
analyzing personality profile, the researcher wgesstionnaire of Cognitive Style
inventory© byRoss Reinhold, INT®006). Besides, the researcher uses Test of
English as Foreign Language (TOEFL) score of thdigigants taken in July
2010 to classify TOEFL level among participants.

In this research, the researcher choosesitay Style inventory© byRoss

Reinhold, INTJ(2006) because the questionnaire is referred tolyass Briggs



Type Indicator test. Then this questionnaire wouwliow the readers to
approximate what their MBTI preferences were. Thesgionnaire was published
by Ross Reinhold & Reinhold Development 1997 - 20?2 addition, the
researcher also uses Test of English as Foreigguaaye (TOEFL) to measure
language proficiency of the participants. Educatlomesting Service or ETS
(2011) states that TOEFL are accepted by more 800 colleges and licensing
agencies in more than 130 countries. The testsis ased by governments and
scholarship and exchange programs worldwide.

Furthermore the researcher uses 8th semester &udérEnglish Study
Program, Faculty of Cultural Studies at UniversiBaawijaya as the participants
because there is no research analyzing personafitgng different English
proficiency 8" semester students of English Study Program ofl§acfiCultural
Studies yet. Besides, thosd' 8emester students of English Study Program,
Faculty of Cultural Studies at Universitas Brawgayever have any lecture
practice. They only get the theory in attending leture. In addition, English
here is used as second language for those stu@ntopefully this research can
help them in language learning of the theory inléoture, because personality as
the main topic of the research is one of factofectihg language learning
especially second language learning. Then, thisarel uses descriptive
gualitative research in doing this research becahesedata is in the form of
human personality without focusing in number of da¢a.

The results of this research are expected to beluse the participants, the

readers, and other researchers. For the partisiptini$ research can help them to



know their personality type. Then the result of MBd@st can be used to choose
the appropriate learning style with their persdagabo hopefully it could be used
to help them in learning language. The secondtHerreaders, the researcher
expects that this research can be useful for théers to get deeper understanding
about personality among different English proficgnstudents. For the last,
hopefully this research can also be useful for oteeearcher. This research can
widen the other researchers’ knowledge about howanalyzing personality
among different English proficiency students. Besjdthis research can also be

reference to the next researcher with the relatpid t

1.2Problems of the Study

Related to the background of the researadvebthe problems of the

research are:

1. What are the dominant personality profiles amonh 8emester
students of English Study Program, Faculty of CaltuStudies at
Universitas Brawijaya in each language proficielemel?

2. Are there any differences and similarities on peasity profiles
among 8th semester students of English Study PmggFaculty of
Cultural Studies at Universitas Brawijaya in eamhguage proficiency

level?

1.30bjectives of the Study

Based on the problem of study, these objectiveéseobtudy are:



1. To figure out the dominant personality profiles ammad8th semester
students of English Study Program, Faculty of GualtuStudies at
Universitas Brawijaya in each language proficielesel

2. To find differences and similarities on personafityfiles among 8th
semester students of English Study Program, FacofityCultural

Studies at Universitas Brawijaya in each languagégency level

1.4 Definition of Key Words

1. Personality: Consistent patterns of Thinking, Feeling and belwof a

person that makes him or her different to other.

2. Language proficiency: Individual's skill in using language both in
producing the language and receptive it and it
is measured by taking language proficiency
test such as by taking Test English as a
Foreign Language (TOEFL).

3. Language Learning: The process of learning to use a language



CHAPTER Il

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

This chapter elaborates some review of edlditeratures focusing on the
basic notion of Second Language Acquisition, Facidfecting Language
Learning, Differences in Learner, Definition and p&y of Personality, and

Language Proficiency and Previous Studies.

2.1 Second Language Acquisition

During early childhood, the people startatmuire a language. It normally
begins before the age of three years. Here fonguist, that language is called
first language (L1). Then, from time to time, he site will get his or her
additional language. It is usually acquired froms Bchool or his environment.
This language is called second language (L2).i;dhse, the acquiring of second
language is the field of study for Second Languagguisition.

According to Gass and Slinker (2008), Lamgu#cquisition (SLA) is the
study of the acquisition of non-primary languadeattis the acquisition of a
language beyond the native language. Addition&lgcond Language Acquisition
is-concerned with the nature of hypotheses (whetbescious or unconscious)
that learner come up with regarding the rules obed language.

In similar way, Saville and Troike (20062 p.find the following:

SLA refers both to the study of individual and gseuwho are
learning a language subsequent to learning thmsir dne as young

children, and to the process of learning that laggu In the
process of language learning, the additional lagguhat is called



a second language (L2) may actually be the thadiith, or tenth to
be acquired. It is also commonly called a targeglege (TL),

which refers to any language that is the aim of gbkearning. The

scope of SLA includes informal L2 learning that @akplace in
naturalistic context, formal L2 learning that tak@dace in

classroom, and L2 learning that involves a mixtfréhese settings
and circumstances.

From the statements of Saville and Troike, it can daid that Second
language acquisition is a study of learning procafsadditional language (L2)
after learning first language (L1). The scope ofAStself does not only include
L2 learning in formal situation like in classroobut it also includes L2 learning
in informal learning situation that happens natyrahd L2 learning involving a
mixture of both settings and circumstances.

From the both theory above, it is concluddgwt Second Language
Acquisition is a study about learning the additiolamguage beyond the mother
tongue. There are many subject discussed in SLAsWljects are still related to

learning the additional language. One of the subjeés the factor affecting

language learning, especially second languageitearn

2.2 Factor Affecting Language Learning

When language learning takes place amongebgle, unconsciously there is
a challenge happens there. Some learners are mocessful than others. The
psychological perspective believes that this chake actually occurs because
there are differences among the learners themseles individual differences

here can be defined as the factor affecting langleayning process.



Kellerman and Smith (1986, cited in Gass and Shrk@08, p.137) state
about cross-linguistic - influence as the factor @ffeg language learner.
Kellerman and Smith (1986, cited in Gass and Shr#@08, p.137) explain that
cross-linguistic influence is divided into:

1. Avoidance

For example Dagut and Laufer (1985, cited in Gass$ @linker 2008,
p.138) found that Hebrew-speaking learners of Bhglin general
preferred the one-word equivalent of the phrasabwveenter, remove,
save, stop, disappoint, conflise

2. Differential learning rates

For example Zobl (1982, cited in Gass and Slink¥8& p.139) French,
Arabic, and Spanish-speaking children acquisitibthe copula(to be) in
ESL

1. French :Sa maison est vielle

2. SpanishSu casa es vieja

3. Arabic :Baytuhu gadimuithere is no to be)

4. English: His house is old
The Arabic child took much longer to master theutaghan the French
and Spanish children.

3. Different paths

For example, Zobl (1982, cited in Gass and Slir£8, p.141) compared

Chinese and Spanish child learners of English. €@rchild started using
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this as a definitizer before mastering the defiaitécle the. The Spanish
child used both this and the from the beginning.
4. Overproduction

For example, Schachter and Rutherford (1979, éite@ass and Slinker

2008, p.143) examined compositions written in Estglby Chinese and

Japanese speakers. They found an overproductisandénces witlthere

is or there are.

5. Predictivity/Selectivity
Doughty (1991, cited in Gass and Slinker 2008, 4) B&ays that saliency
as a predictor of learning.
Beside the linguistic factor, Gass and Sinklso add factors beyond the
domain of language (nonlinguistic factors). Thosalmguistic factors are:

1. Anxiety
Dornyei (2005, cited in Gass and Slinker 2008, @)4€tated about
Trait vs. state anxietyTrait anxiety refers to a stable predisposition to
become anxious in a cross-section of situatiorate shnxiety is the
transient, moment-to-moment experience of anxistyaa emotional
reaction to the current situation.

2. Affective filter
Krashen (1985, cited in Gass and Slinker 2008, 3).40oposed an
Affective Filter. If the Filter is up, input is prented from passing
through; if input is prevented from passing throutitere can be no

acquisition. If, on the other hand, the Filter @, or low, and if the
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input is comprehensible, the input will reach tkquasition device and

acquisition will take place.

. Social Distance

Schumann (1978, cited in Gass and Slinker 2008)3).4ays that
there are two types of distances; social (groupgtadice and
psychological (individual) distance. Here, accudtion (made up of
social and affective variables) is the causal \dei@f SLA. That is, if

learners acculturate, they will learn; if learndosnot acculturate, they
will not learn. Thus, acculturation initiates a ithaeaction including

contact in the middle and acquisition as its outeom

. Age differences

Marinova-Todd, Marshall, and Snow (2000, cited ias& and Slinker
2008, p.405) propose that age differences may atefleore the

situation of learning than a capacity for learnirg.is commonly

believed that children are better language leartiers adults. This is
reflected in what is known as the Critical PeriogpHthesis (CPH).

Birdsong (1999, cited in Gass and Slinker 20080%)4nentions that
“the CPH states that there is a limited developalepériod during

which it is possible to acquire a language be itdrll 2, to normal,

native like levels.”

. Aptitude

Aptitude, simply put, refers to one’s potential fegarning new

knowledge or new skills. According to Carroll (198&ed in Gass and
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Slinker 2008, p.417), there are four componentaoglage aptitude:
Phonemic coding ability, Grammatical sensitivityyductive language

learning ability, and Memory and learning

. Motivation

Gardner (1985, cited in Gass and Slinker 2008, §).42ates that
“Motivation involves four aspects, a goal, effotthehavior, a desire
to attain the goal and favorable attitudes towand fctivity in
question”.

. Personality and learning style

According to Gass and Slinker (2008), the tgrarsonalityis often
related to the terrtearning style Both of those terms are usually used
to find the stable trait of a person. Many reseaschise personality as
focus of the research. Here Gass and Slinker (28i88) states that in
personality and learning style factor, it includextroversion
introversion, risk taking, and field dependencedependence.

- Extroversion and introversion

The stereotype of an Introvert is someone who ishmhappier with a
book than with other people. The stereotype of Erovert is
someone happier with people than with a book. Sk€h@89, cited in
Gass and Slinker 2008, p.433) stated that intramerget more
academic success and engage in more talking anal sotivity in a

second language and would thus learn the langustter b
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- Risk Taking
According to Beebe (1983, cited in Gass and Sli2€38, p.433), risk
taking is a situation where an individual has tokena decision
involving choice between alternatives of differedesirability; the
outcome of the choice is uncertain; there is a ipogg of failure.
Learners’ willingness to take risks may depend lom gituation, not
just on their general type.
- Field dependence / independence
Gass and Slinker (2008) voiced that the field-iredefent person tends
to be highly analytic, ignoring potentially confagiinformation in the
context and self-reliant. The field-dependent persem the other hand,
tends to pay great attention to context.
8. Learning strategies

Skehan (1989, cited in Gass and Slinker 2008, p.489s that good
learners may do certain things because they hagepthrequisite
abilities to do so. Even if poor learners triedd these things, they
may not be able to and might have to improve teeaond language
skills before they could use these strategie,Itige interesting claim
that language-learning success causes the usee dftriltegy, in the
sense that successful learning allows for the tifeecstrategy.

In similar way, Stella Hurd and Tim LewisO@B) voice that individual

difference variables are divided into two majorups:
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* typically supposed to be innate, such as gendge, language learning
aptitude, personality and learning styles;

* typically supposed to be acquired, such as d#gumotivation, beliefs, and
strategy use.

From the description above about factors affedamguage learning, here the
researcher decides to focus on personality as bt dactors affecting language
learning. Personality factor is chosen as the footighe research because
personality is a good topic to analyze but in Inekia the number of studies about
personality is limited. So the researcher decidetake personality as the main
topic in the research and usé® €&mester students of English Study Program,

Faculty of Cultural Studies at Universitas Brawgays the participant.

2.3 Personality
This subsection is divided into the defmitiof personality and the type of

Personality.

2.3.1 Definition of Personality

A learner usually has a question in his er mind like why some second
language learners are more successful than othewvdry day, he or she studies
together with other second language learner albtmusame subject by the same
instructor in the same place and in the same fithen there will be some second
language learners who are more successful tharrsodre the result of this

language learning process. So that question uswadfyears in this kind of
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situation. In this case, actually there are sonwofa affecting the language
learner to make them different each other. Onbade factors is personality.

Personality is usually used to describe m@eto someone another, but for
explaining the definition of personality itself,ista quiet difficult. De Raad (2000,
cited in Zoltdn Dornyei 2005, p.11) points out thatsonality is representing the
complex of all the attributes that characterizenmuwe individual. Then the second
theory is according to Pervin and John (2001, ditedoltan Dérnyei 2005, p.11).
They state that the standard definition of persgnatepresents those
characteristics of the person that “account forsciant patterns of Feeling,
Thinking, and behaving”. From those two theorie$rriyei (2005) voices that
personality is ‘consistent patterns’. That is darteonstancy about the way in
which an individual behaves, regardless of thea&iuation.

All in all, personality is characteristicé @ person seen in a whole. These
characteristics can be seen from the way an indalisl Feeling, Thinking and
behaving. This characteristic also makes a pergtereht to each other. Then, it

usually uses for explain someone’s behavior oradtaristics.

2.3.2 Personality Type

Some people believe that personality affettisir language learning.
Personality here has several types whose the midito describe characteristics
of someone. One of the theories discuss about pe&ligotype is Myers Briggs
Type Indicator. Myers & Myers (1995, cited in Coh2008, p.18) develop the

MBTI assessment to place ‘individuals in the bedtsjdor their personality
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temperament. Cohen (2008) says that MBTI theory Fas personality
dichotomies and every personality dichotomies kas dpposing poles. Then an
individual has only one pole of each dichotomy esgnting her or his
personality. Those dichotomies include 1.) the gimérg preference: Extrovert or
Introvert, 2.) information gathering preferencesns§ing or Intuiting, 3.) decision
making preference: Thinking or Feeling, and 4.)iemhg goal preference:
Judging or Perceiving.

In the first dichotomy is about energizingeference. Individuals with an
Extroverted (E) personality preference would reeesnergy through the outside
world of people, things, and action. Individualglwan Introverted (I) personality
preference will receive energy through reflectionttospection, and solitude, as
Quenk (2000, cited in Cohen 2008, p.19). Furtheendntrovert personality
charges his or her energy by having private time,other hand Extrovert
personality charges the energy from social intévact

The second dichotomy discusses informatimiheying preferences. Kroeger
& Thuesen say that an individual with a Sensingpg@J)onality preferred to have
information presented in detail (1988, cited in €0l2008, p.18) and they trust in
what they knew and what could be verified, as QU&0KO0, cited in Cohen 2008,
p.18). Meanwhile, a person with an Intuitive (N)rgmnality prefers having
information presented in general and ignoring tetidl Individuals with Intuitive
personalities also prefer to use their imaginasiod inspiration.

The third is about decision making prefeeené&ccording to Kroeger &

Thuesen, an individual who preferred Thinking (Iiigment tends to use logic
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and analysis to come to a decision (198&d in Cohen 2008, p.19). Quenk adds
that thinker liked to keep emotions in making aisiea (2000, cited in Cohen
2008, p.19). Then Quenk (2000, cited in Cohen 2@p0BY) voices that someone
who favors Feeling (F) judgment made subjectivadi@as. Keirsey & Bates says
that feelers concern about the personal impacthef decision on the people
around them than the logic of the decision. (128éd in Cohen 2008, p.19)

The fourth dichotomy is achieving goal prefee. Specifically, this
dichotomy shows an individual's attitude towardsdlmes, organization, and
decisions. A person with a Judging preferenceiK@yIto plan their work first and
then they do that plan. QOrganization, meeting tie@s, and coming to quick
decisions was their preferred lifestyle. Meanwhale individual with a Perceiving
personality (P) prefers to continue to collect miation, rather than to come to a
decision. They enjoy spontaneity and flexibility their lives, as Kroeger &
Thuesen (1988, cited in Cohen 2008, p.19).

Cohan (2008) also says that from those fazhradomies, they produce sixteen
different combinations. Each combination has d#ferpersonality description.
An individual has one of those sixteen combinatiof®r those sixteen
combinations, Cohen uses theory by Myers & Myer@9%) and adapted by

Rutledge and Kroeger (2005, cited in Cohen 20Q8,)p-They are:

Table 2.1 Sixteen Personality Types in Myers BriggSype Indicator

Introverted Types Extraverted Types
Introverted Intuition with Thinking (INTJ) Extraverted uriion with Thinking (ENTP)
Introverted Intuition with Feeling (INFJ) Extraverteduition with Feeling (ENFP)
Introverted Sensing with Thinking (ISTJ) Extraverted Sensiitlg Thinking (ESTP)
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Continued Table 2.1 Sixteen Personality Types in Myrs Briggs Type

Indicator

Introverted Types

Extraverted Types

Introverted Sensing with Feeling (ISFJ)

Extraverteds8gy with Feeling (ESFP)

Introverted Thinking with Intuition (INTP)

Extravertddhinking with Intuition (ENTJ)

Introverted Thinking with Sensing (ISTP)

Extravertddnking with Sensing (ESTJ)

Introverted Feeling with Intuition (INFP)

Extravertedeling with Intuition (ENFJ)

Introverted Feeling with Sensing (ISFP)

Extraverteelifg with Sensing (ESFJ)

The followings are the detail explanation aboutdategories in the Table 2.1:

a.ISTJ people are considered natural organizers aaditse world in terms of
facts (Sensing), which they handle objectively (ikimg) through structure
(Judging). Besides, they prefer others to talkrgverted)

b.ISFJ people are comfortable working quietly (Ingded) in a structured
environment (Judging). They have a realistic vidwhe world (Sensing) and
make decisions based on interpersonal factorsi(fegel

c.INFJ people are communicating by writing (Introeett and see life as full of
possibilities (intuitive). They make subjective @#ens regarding these
possibilities (Feeling), which they implement in anderly and schedule
manner (Judging).

d.INTJ people are independent thinkers, who reflecideas (Introverted) and
see the world in endless possibilities (intuitivEhey translate these ideas and
possibilities into objective decisions (Thinking)hich they implement through

a structured order (Judging)
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e.ISTP people often think do - think (Introverted), live in the present, and
perceive the world in realistic (Sensing). They mabbjective decisions
(Thinking) on spontaneity (Perceiving)

f. ISFP people receive energy from introspection aafteation (Introverted).
They focus on the present (Sensing) but make stiNgedecisions (Feeling).
They like to keep their options open (Perceivingdher than corning to a
decision.

g.INFP people enjoy onen-one communication (Introverted) and integrate with
imagination (intuitive). They use personal valuesrtake decisions (Feeling),
and they enjoy keeping things flexible (Perceiving)

h.INTP people like to resolve problems by reflectifiptroverted) on the
possibilities (intuitive), which is a basis to makabjective decisions
(Thinking). At the same time, they are easygoing adaptable (Perceiving)

I. ESTP people make the most of the moment by doind discussing
(Extraverted) and looking at it in a factual (Seg3i They use this information
to make objective decisions (Thinking) for whatevsrhappening in the
immediate moment (Perceiving)

j- ESFP people enjoy fun through an outgoing natusérdizerted) and have a
realistic outlook (Sensing). They make subjectiexisions (Feeling) in a
spontaneous and very flexible manner (Perceiving)

k.ENFP people enjoy social interactions (Extravertethey prefer to have

information in general than in detail (intuitivd)hey made decisions based on
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their interpersonal interactions (Feeling), whileeking their options open
(Perceiving)

|. ENTP people like the external world of people (Bxerted). They believe on
the endless of possibilities (intuitive). They kempotion in making decision
(Thinking) and continue to consider new options¢e®ing)

m. ESTJ people are outgoing and direct manner (Extiede but they see the
world in a practical and realistic way (Sensinghey use this information to
make analytical decisions (Thinking) and implemémem in a structured
manner (Judging)

n.ESFJ people interact with others easily (ExtrawBrt€hey pay close attention
to personal details (Sensing), and use the infoomah an interpersonal way
(Feeling) through a scheduled order (Judging)

0.ENFJ people seek interaction (Extraverted), comsitlee possibilities
(intuitive), and make subjective decisions (Feglinthey use these attributes
in a structured manner (Judging)

p.ENTJ people are considered outgoing and sociabk&rg#erted). In seeing
connections and possibilities (intuitive), they aable to analyze them
objectively (Thinking) and implement them in ananged (Judging)

The theory by Myers & Myers (1995) is used as th&nntheory of this
research. The researcher analyzes personality adiffegent English proficiency
8" semester students of English Study Program ofI§acfiCultural Studies by
finding out the dominant personality profiles amgragticipants in each level of

language proficiency. Then the researcher alsoyaeslthe differences and the
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similarities the personality profile among 8th setee students of English Study
Program, Faculty of Cultural Studies at UniversiBrawijaya in each language
proficiency level.

This research uses the questionnaire of BegrStyle inventory© byRoss
Reinhold, INTJ2006) as the instrument for analyzing personglitfile in MBTI
theory. It was published by Ross Reinhold & ReidhDEvelopment 1997 - 2012.
This guestionnaire is used as the instrument fatyamg personality profile in
MBTI theory. In this questionnaire there are 4 go@s. Each question here
represents each dichotomy in MBTI theory. Then ywgrestion has 2 optional
answers. Those 2 optional answers also reflectapmosite personality type in
each dichotomy in MBTI theory. So here an individgats a combination of 4
personality types from each dichotomy. Besides, rdsearcher chooses Test
English as a Foreign Language (TOEFL) as the indlida measure the language
proficiency of the participants in order to knowetpersonality among different

English proficiency students.

2.4 Language Proficiency

In the process of language learning suckeasnd learning, the proficiency
of someone is very needed to get his or her suittdsslearning. Proficiency
here is defined as the common language ability @heone. The study of
Gharbavi and Mousavi (2012) is one of studies utanguage proficiency as the
focus on their study. Their study analyzes aboairétationship between language

learning strategies and proficiency levels. In miefj language proficiency, they
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state the theory of Richards (1978, cited in Gharlamd Mousavi 2012, p.4)

“language proficiency bears semantic, discoursé, sotiolinguistic elements”.

Then Richards, Platt and Platt (1992, cited in Gaarand Mousavi 2012, p.2)

define language proficiency as “an individual'dlskilanguage use for a specific

purpose, and it is evaluated through the applinatd a proficiency test”". In

English, one of those proficiency tests is TestliBhgas a Foreign Language

(TOEFL).

According to Educational Testing ServiceEdrS (2011), Test English as a
Foreign Language (TOEFL) ® is designed to meashee English-language
proficiency of people whose native language is Bioglish. TOEFL scores are
accepted by more than 8,500 colleges, universdied licensing agencies in more
than 130 countries. The test is also used by govents and scholarship and
exchange programs worldwide. Educational Testimyi&e or ETS (2012) states
that TOEFL consists of three sections, they are:

1. Section 1 of the test, Listening Comprehension, measuresathibty in
spoken English. This section more stresses on diabulary and idiomatic
expression frequently used in spoken English. Hst is in oral questions
uttered in American English.

2. Section 2 Structure and Written Expression, measures thigyah structure
and grammar in Standard English. The test is irttevri questions about

general academic nature.
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3. Section 3 Reading Comprehension, measures the ability &d rand
understand a passage. The test consists of shsgages and several
guestions about each passage.

From, the TOEFL test, it will be obtainede® language proficiency levels.
According to Educational Testing Service or ETS 080 the language
proficiency levels are as follows:

1. Beginning level of English language proficiency
Students who receive this rating are in the eadges of learning English.
These students have a small vocabulary of very camwords and little
ability to use English in academic settings. Thatsdents often communicate
using English they have memorized. The beginneD&RL score is less than
450.

2. Intermediate level of English language proficiency
Students who receive this rating are able to usenoon Basic English in
routine academic activities. Socially, these stisl@me able to communicate
simply about familiar topics and are generally abie understand
conversations but may not comprehend all the detdihe Intermediate’s
TOEFL score is around 450 to 513.

3. Advanced level of English language proficiency
Students at this level have a large enough vocabula English to
communicate clearly and fluently in most situatioi$fiese students can
understand most of what they hear. The Advancedl'teWOEFL score is

more than 513.
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This research uses Test English as a Foteigguage (TOEFL) to measure
language proficiency of the participants in ordekhow the personality among
different English proficiency students. Here thee@rcher uses the TOEFL to
classify the participants based on the languagécpmnocy levels and Cognitive
Style as the instrument to get the personality ilerah Myers Briggs Type
Indicator theory. Then the researcher divides #mdigpants into three groups of
language proficiency levels. They are Beginningeleyntermediate level, and

Advanced level.

2.5 Previous Studies

There are two previous studies that areswe®d in the study of personality.
First study is created by Cano, Garton, and Raneh)(entitled ‘Learning Styles,
Teaching Styles and Personality Styles of PreserVieachers of Agricultural
Education’. The study is an attempt to investigdie preferred learning style,
teaching style and personality style of presente@chers was in agricultural
educatiomat Ohio State University. This study used thre¢rumsents. They used
Group Embedded Figures Test to measure learninig, stiye Van Tilburg/
Heimlich Teaching Style Preference Inventory to suea teaching style, and the
Myers-Briggs Type Indicator to measure persondigpfe. The participants here
were seven female and 18 male students. In leastylg, the results indicated
that 11 (44%) of the subjects were field dependieatners and 14 (56%) were
independent learners. For teaching style, the teesuicated that one (4%) of the

subjects preferred the “expert” style of teachifiye (20%) preferred the
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“provider” style, five (20%) preferred the “facdtor” style, and 14 (56%)
preferred the “enabler’” teaching style. The MBThkuks indicated that the
majority of the subjects were Extrovert Sensinglifgeludging (ESFJ), Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTJ), or Introvert Segdihinking Judging (ISTJ).

The second study is conducted by Pazouki Radtegar (2009) entitled
‘Extraversion-Introversion, Shyness, and EFL Pieficy’. The study is an
attempt to investigate possible links between texspnality factors (extraversion
introversion) and shyness, and EFL proficiency.dfjnthree university students
majoring in English at Kerman's Shahid Bahonar ©rsity were the participants
of the research. The Eysenck Personality Questimm(aPQ), Stanford Shyness
Inventory, and a Michigan test in English were usedneasure extraversion-
introversion, shyness, and English proficiencyhiis study. The results show that
there is no significant relationship between theialdes, namely extraversion
introversion, shyness, and EFL proficiency. In otherds, it showed that there is
no meaningful relationship between the measuredopelity traits and the
students' ability of language learning.

There are some similarities found from bgtievious studies and this
research. From the first previous study, the siitylas in the use of Myers Briggs
Type Indicator (MBTI) theory to analyze participghpersonality profile. Then
from the second previous study, the similarityrighe use of personality profile
and language proficiency as the main topic of theearch. In addition, some
differences are also found from both previous &sidind this research. From the

first previous study, the difference is locatedthe use of personality with
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different aspect as the main topic of the resedBaside personality, they also
analyze Learning Styles and Teaching Styles. Therrésearch is more focused
on investigating personality profile among the pgrants.

Then for the second previous study, theedéfice is in the use of instrument
for analyzing personality profile. In the PazoukdaRastegar’s study, they use the
Eysenck Personality Questionnaire (EPQ) for anatygersonality type, while in
this research; it uses questionnaire of CognitiygeSnventory by Ross Reinhold
(2006) to analyze personality profile. So the resafl this research can get
different result from different point of view. Inddition, the difference is also
found in the subject used to analyze. The firstipies study uses preservice
teachers was in agricultural education at OhioeStaniversity and the second
previous study uses in English at Kerman's ShakidoBar University while this
research uses 8th semester students of Englisly Brodram, Faculty of Cultural
Studies at Universitas Brawijaya as the subjedhefresearch. In this case, this
research could give benefit more for the participani the research. It is because

the participants of the research are still in thecess of learning language.
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CHAPTER IlI

RESEARCH METHOD

In this chapter, the researcher revealsvine of conducting the study such as

research design, data source, data collection atadashalysis.

3.1 Research design

The research uses descriptive qualitativerageh as the research design.
According to Ary et al (2002, cited in Pratamasa@ill, p.30), “Qualitative
research uses words to answer the question orgmsband tries to understand
human and social behavior. Then, descriptive datgqualitative research deals
with the data that are in the form of words rattiean numbers or statistics”.
Based on that statement, Qualitative researchpsoppate for research design in
this research. It is because in this research, résearcher tries to analyze
personality among different English proficiency Semester students of English
Study Program of Faculty of Cultural Studies withfacusing on the numbers or
statistics of the data.

This research described personality profdesng 8th semester students of
English Study Program, Faculty of Cultural Studa¢dUniversitas Brawijaya in
each language proficiency level. After that, theesgcher tried to find differences
and similarities on personality profiles among 8#mester students of English
Study Program, Faculty of Cultural Studies at Ursitas Brawijaya in each

language proficiency level.
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The type of the research here is a casey.stuis because this research is
intended to find the personality among differentgsh proficiency students.
According to Anderson (1993, cited in Putri 201131, “a case study is
concerned with how and why things happen, allowthg investigation  of
contextual realities and the difference between twiias planned and what

actually occurred”.

3.2Data Sources

The data sources used in this research westignnaire of Cognitive Style
adapted from Cognitive Style inventory© IRoss Reinhold, INT{§2006). The
data of the research are taken from the resulbaf questionnaire of Cognitive
Style for analyzing personality profile. The questaire of Cognitive Style is
given to the participants. This research is intenfde the 8th semester students of
English Department of Faculty of Cultural StudyUniversitas Brawijaya.

In choosing the participants, the researchses purposive sampling.
Sugiyono (2008, cited in Putri 2011, p.32) sayd tiparposive sampling is a
technique of choosing data with certain considerdti Here, the researcher
considers using some characteristics in choosiegptrticipants; therefore the
researcher uses purposive sampling in this resedrol characteristics that
should be fulfilled by the participants are:

1. Subject of the research is 8th semester studenEnglish Department of

Faculty of Cultural Study in Universitas Brawijaga the participants
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2. They have TOEFL test in Faculty of Cultural Studias Universitas
Brawijaya
The participants who passed the criteria diveded into three groups of
language proficiency levels. They are Beginningelefwith TOEFL score less
than 450), Intermediate level (with TOEFL score um@ 450 to 513), and

Advanced level (with TOEFL score more than 513).

3.3/ Data Collection
In collecting the data, the researchers used steps,sas follow:
1. Selecting the participants of this research.

In this step, the researcher decides to8tisesemester students of English
Department of Faculty of Cultural Study in Univéasi Brawijaya as the subject
of the research. These students are chosen bettarseis there is no research
analyzing personality and its relation to langupgeficiency among 8th semester
students of English Study Program, Faculty of QualtiBtudies at Universitas
Brawijaya yet. The 8 semester students of English Study Program, Bacilt
Cultural Studies at Universitas Brawijaya do not gey practical in getting the
lecture. They only have the theory in getting tbetlre. Besides, those students
use English as their second language. It is becBngksh is a language beyond
mother tongue for them. So the researcher hopethisatesearch is able to help
them in language learning of the lecture theoryabse personality as the main

topic of the research is one of factors affectiegrihing language especially
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second language learning. The number of particgpamtthis research is 284
students.

In choosing the participants, firstly thesearcher went to academic division
of Faculty of Cultural Studies to copy th& 8emester students’ TOEFL score
taken in July 2010. Then the participants weredgidiinto three levels based on
their TOEFL score. Those three levels are Beginfengl (the score is less from
450 point), Intermediate level (the score is aroutid to 513 point), and
Advanced level (the score is more than 513 poifiien the result shows that
there are 103 students in Beginning level, 159esitslin Intermediate level, and
22 students in Advanced level.

The researcher took 21% of the number ofptrdicipants in this research in
order to get the same number in each TOEFL levelas because there were 60
students as the participants in this research tthert were divided into three
TOEFL level. So each level had 20 students. Therresearcher chose randomly
In choosing the participants.

2. Adapting the test or questionnaire for this researc

First, the researcher searched on the ieteabout the instrument for
analyzing personality profile with Myers Briggs Teydndicator theory. The
researcher used the questionnaire of Cognitive eStghentory© by Ross
Reinhold, INTJ(2006) that was retrieved from www.personalitypaiis.com.
That website is chosen because the gquestionnaitkisnwebsite describes the
characteristics of each personality profile cleaesides although there are

several unfamiliar words, the content of the questaire is easy to understand.



31

The questionnaire was published by Ross Reinhol&enhold Development
1997 - 2012. It is simply an introduction to perslitly type or psychological type.
It is also referred to as Myers Briggs Type Indicaest. Then this inventory will
allow the readers to approximate what their MBTEfprences were. This
Inventory consists of four questions. Every questias two choices. The four
guestions is reflecting four dichotomy of persatyalype in MBTI and two choice
is reflecting the opposite personality type in edafhotomy. Then the researcher
adapted this test into a new test by changing gmamis of the test. It was because
the researcher wanted to make the questionnaiyeteamderstand since there are
several terms which are unfamiliar to the partioip8esides the changing of the
guestionnaire aimed to make the participants muead in every characteristic of
personality profile. In addition, it can help therficipants to know their dominant
personality profile if they have some charactassstin both two personality
profiles.

In the new test, the four questions werengkd into twenty numbers. Every
number had two choices. Each five number of thertfects one dichotomy of
MBTI. Then two choices in each number reflect tviffedent personality types in
a one dichotomy of MBTI. So from those twenty numsbef the test, it was
produced four dichotomies in MBTI and each dichotofrad two different

personality types that can be seenin Table 3.1
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Table 3.1 Personality Profile Based on Dominant Anger in Each Number

Number Personality Dichotomy Dominant Personality Profie
1-5 The energizing preferen A Extrover
B Introvert
6-10 Information gathering preference A Sensing
B Intuiting
11-15 Decision making preference A Thinking
B Feeling
16 - 20 Achieving goal preference A Judging
B Perceiving

Table 3.1 shows that number 1 to 5 was ctifig the energizing preference
and their two choices were indicating Extrovertrarovert type. For number 6 to
10, it was showing information gathering prefereacel their two choices were
representing Sensing or Intuiting type. Then in hamll to 15, it was referring
decision making preference and their two choiceseweflecting Thinking or
Feeling type. Number 16 to 20 was indicating adhiggoal preference and their
two choices were showing Judging or Perceiving.

Then the participant had to choose a chimicevery question that reflected
himself or herself. For the result, the particigagbt four personality types in
each dichotomy. The result of this test or quesigire is in the form of letter. So
there are four letters that indicates their typedgers Briggs Type Indicator.
The letters ar& for Extrovert,| for Introvert,S for SensingN for Intuiting, T for

Thinking, F for Feeling,J for Judging andP for Perceiving.
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3. Validating the questionnaire to the expert reviewer

After adapting the questionnaire of Cogritityle by Ross Reinhold (2006),
the researcher gave the questionnaire to the esgaewer. The expert reviewer
was one of the lectures in English Study ProgramRaaiulty of Cultural Studies at
Universitas Brawijaya. The expert reviewer is clmisecause he was the expert in
in the field of Second Language Acquisition. Foe ttesult of validating the
guestionnaire, there were several words that hmebdange because the words did
not imply its meaning or because the words aremifiizr to the participants.
4. Implementing test of Myers Briggs Type Indicator

The test of Cognitive Style Inventory wast eld together for all the
participants. The researcher contacted one by oa#gicipant to make
appointment. After that, the researcher gave thestipnnaire of MBTI to the
participants and showed them the purpose and fotctise study, in order to get
the agreement being the participant. Thereforer¢kearcher spent a month {15

April to 15" May 2013) to finish the test.

3.4 Data Analysis

The procedures carried out in this research afellasvs:
1. Identification the personality types

In this step, the researcher tried to idgrtie participant’s personality type
from the result of Cognitive Style questionnair@sty, the researcher analyzed
number 1 to 5 which was representing the energipiregerence and their two

choices which was showing Extrovert or Introvempay Then if the dominant



34

choice was A, the personality of the participanulddoe Extrovert (E), and if the
dominant choice was B, the personality of the pgodint would be Introvert (1).

Then, the researcher continued analyzinghbsuré to 10. These numbers was
reflecting information gathering preferences arertbwo choices were referring
Sensing or Intuiting type. If the dominant choiexdrwas A, the personality type
of the participant would be Sensing (S), and if tmeninant choice was B, the
personality type of the participant would be Iringt (N). For the number 11 to
15, they focused on decision making preference.irTheo choices were
representing Thinking and Feeling type. If the duemit choice was A, the
personality type of the participant would be Thiki(T), and if the dominant
choice was B, the personality type of the partictpaould be Feeling (F).

For the last in number 16 to 20, they inthdaon achieving goal preference.
Then their choices were showing Judging and Parapitype. If the dominant
choice was A, the personality type of the partioipaould be Judging (J), and if
the dominant choice was B, the personality typethef participant would be
Perceiving (P). So for the result, each participgot one combination of
personality type consisting of four personalityggdrom all dichotomies.

2. Describing the personality profile in each langupg#iciency level

Here, the researcher described the resulpeysonality profile of the
participants in every levels based on those fow@mality type of the participant.
For the description, the researcher combined theackeristic of each personality

type of four personality types into the onenesgp@fsonality profile. Here the
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researcher used a table to help in counting theepéage of personality types in

each language proficiency level, as follows:

Table 3.2 Percentage of Personality Type among Paipants in Each
Language Proficiency Level

Personality Type ** Language Proficiency Level

Beginning Level Intermediate Level Advanced Level
1. INTJ 0 % 0% 0%
2. INFJ 0% 0% 0%
3. ISTJ 0% 0% 0%
4. ISFJ 0% 0% 0%
5. INTP 0% 0% 0%
6. ISTP 0 % 0% 0%
7. INFP 0% 0% 0%
8. ISFP 0% 0% 0%
9. ENTP 0% 0% 0%
10. ENFP 0% 0% 0%
11. ESTP 0% 0% 0%
12. ESFP 0% 0% 0%
13. ENTJ 0% 0% 0%
14. ESTJ 0 % 0% 0%
15. ENRJ 0% 0% 0%
16. ESFJ 0% 0% 0%
TOTAL 100% 100% 100%
Notes:

*) Each 5 % represents of 1 participants
**) Abbreviation of Personality type:

1. INTJ: Introverted Intuition 2. ENTJ: Extraverted Thinking
Thinking Judging Intuition Judging

3. INFJ: Introvered Intuition 4. ENFJ: Extraverted Feelin¢
Feeling Judging Intuition Judging

5. INTP: Introverted Thinking 6.ENTP: Extraverted Intuition
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Intuition Perceiving Thinking Perceiving

7. INFP: Introverted Feeling 8. ENFP: Extraverted Intuition
Intuition Perceiving Feeling Perceiving

9. ISTJ: Introverted Sensing 10.ESTJ: Extraverted Thinking
Thinking Judging Sensing Judging

11.1STP: Introverted Thinking 12.ESTP: Extraverted Sensing
Sensing Perceiving Thinking Perceiving

13. ISFJ:Introveried Sensin 14 ESFJ:  Extraverted Feeling
Feeling Judging Sensing Judging

15.1SFP: Introverted Feeling 16.ESFP: Extraverted Sensing
Sensing Perceiving Feeling Perceiving

Table 3.2 showed the percentage of perdgrighe among the participants in
each level. In counting the percentage above,abearcher used 5% to represent
1 participant. Those 5% was obtained from:

= = = - -
4 Participant of personality type

The percentage x 100%

& Participent of language proficiency leval
The formula mean the percentage is from rthenber of participants of
personality types that was allotted the number aftigipants of language
proficiency level and multiplicity to 100%. Afteloanting all percentages in the
table finished, the researcher used the data ddethmercentages to help in
describing the personality profile in each langupgdiciency level.
3. Analyzing the dominant personality profile amongrtiggppants in each
language proficiency level
In this step, the researcher used the datheoresult of personality profile
among participants in each level to get the dontipensonality profile in each

language proficiency level. For finding the domihaersonality profile, the
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researcher analyzed which one of those sixteenopalisy profiles had the
highest percentage in each language proficiencyel.lefter getting the
personality profile that have the highest percemtalge researcher used it as the
dominant personality profiles among participantseach language proficiency
level.
4. Exploring differences and similarities on persayatirofiles in each language
proficiency level

After getting the dominant personality pi®fin each level, the researcher
tried to find the differences and similarities oergonality profiles in each
language proficiency level. Here the researchemaoed the result of personality
profile in every language proficiency level. Thehetresearcher found the
differences and the similarities of personality fijeo in every language
proficiency level.
5. Drawing the conclusion from all finding.

After analyzing all of the findings of thatd, the researcher made conclusion

about the result of the analysis.
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CHAPTER IV

FINDING AND DISCUSSION

This chapter presents the findings and the disonssf the research. The

problems of the study are answered by detail egpilan in this chapter.

4.1 Findings

This research explored about personalityragfferent English proficiency
8" semester students of English Study Program ofl§acfiCultural Studies. In
this case, the researcher analyzed about the dotmpersonality profile and
differences and similarities of personality profite each language proficiency
level. The participants in this research are 6@estts from different levels of
language proficiency; Beginning level (n=20), Imediate level (n=20), and
Advanced level (n=20).

To get the data, the researcher adaptedtiguesaire of Cognitive Style
inventory© by Ross Reinhold, INTJ2006). Then it was distributed to all
participants in all language proficiency levelst@mine their personality profile.
The questionnaire contained four dichotomies inttie®ry of Myers Briggs Type
Indicator by Myers & Myers (1995). Those four dithmies are 1.) the
energizing preference: Extrovert or Introvert, 2information gathering
preferences: Sensing or Intuiting, 3.) decision imgkpreference: Thinking or
Feeling, and 4.) achieving goal preference: Judg@ind’erceiving. From those

four dichotomies, it produces 16 different combimas. Each combination has
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different personality description. Each participahis one of those 16
combinations. In term of language proficiency measiOEFL Test score was
considered to represent the students’ languagecody. Those scores were
then being investigated in terms of personality agnadifferent English

proficiency students.

4.1.1 Students’ Personality Profile among Each LeVvef Proficiency

The following table represents the findirighe students’ personality among
each level of proficiency; Beginning level, Intermiege level, and Advanced
level:

Table 4.1 Percentage of Personality Type among Paipants in Each
Language Proficiency Level

Personality Type ** A\ Language Pro_ficiency Level
Beginning Level Intermediate Level Advanced Level
1. ESTP 20 % 15 % 30 %
2. 1STJ 5% 25 % 20 %
3. ISTP 15% 15% 5%
4. ESFP 5% 20 % 5%
5. ESTJ 20 % 10 % 0%
6. ENFP 10 % 0% 15%
7. INTP 10 % 0% 5%
8. INFJ 0% 5% 5%
9. INFP 5% 0% 5%
10.ISFP 5% 5% 0%
11.ENFJ 0% 5% 5%
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Continued Table 4.1 Percentage of Personality Typamong Participants in
Each Language Proficiency Level

Personality Type **

Language Proficiency Level

Beginning Level Intermediate Level Advanced Level

12.1SFJ 5% 0% 0%
13.ENTP 0% 0% 5%
14.INTJ 0% 0% 0%
15.ENTJ 0% 0% 0%
16.ESFJ 0% 0% 0%

TOTAL 100% 100% 100%

Notes:

*) Each 5 % represents of 1 participants

**) Abbreviation of Personality type:
1. INTJ: Introverted

Thinking Judging

3. INFJ: Introverted

Feeling Judging

5. ISTJ: Introverted

Thinking Judging

7. ISFJ: Introverted Sensing
Feeling Judging

9. INTP: Introveried Thinking
Intuition Perceiving

11.ISTP: Introverted Thinking
Sensing Perceiving

13.INFP: Introverted Feeling
Intuition Perceiving

15.1SFP: Introverted Feeling
Sensing Perceiving

Sensing

Intuition 2. ENTP: Extraverted Intuition

Thinking Perceiving

Intuition 4. ENFP: Extraverted Intuition

Feeling Perceiving

22

ESTP: Extraverted Sensing

Thinking Perceiving

8. ESFP: Extraverted Sensing
Feeling Perceiving

10.ENTJ: Extraverted Thinking
Intuition Judging

12.ESTJ: Extraverted Thinking
Sensing Judging

14.ENFJ: Extraverted Feeling
Intuition Judging

16.ESFJ: Extraverted Feeling
Sensing Judging

Table 4.1 shows that from 16 personalityes/in MBTI theory, there are

only 13 personality types found in the result o gharticipants’ questionnaire.
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Three personality types did not reflect the pgvaats’ personality profile in all
language proficiency levels because those thresopality profile got the lowest
percentage. It happened because there is no particin all levels chose those
three personality types. They are Introvert IntgjtiThinking Judging, Extrovert
Intuiting Thinking Judging, and Extrovert Sensingekng Judging. Besides, it
was found that there are different results in daeél of language proficiency.

In the Beginning level, there are 10 perfibpnéypes reflecting to students’
personality. The personality type getting the hgihpercentage is Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Perceiving (20%) and Extrovert sfeg Thinking Judging
(20%). Then, Introvert Sensing Thinking Perceivisgietting the second highest
percentage (15%). The next is Introvert Intuitingnking Perceiving (10%) and
Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Perceiving (10%). Afteéhat there are Introvert
Sensing Thinking Judging (5%), Introvert Sensinglifg Judging (5%), Introvert
Intuiting Feeling Perceiving (5%), Introvert SergsiReeling Perceiving (5%), and
Extrovert Sensing Feeling Perceiving (5%) is gettithe same percentage.
Besides, 6 personality types did not reflect thesgeality among participants in
Beginning level. They are Introvert Intuiting Thing Judging, Introvert Intuiting
Feeling Judging, Extrovert Intuiting Thinking Pekdeg, Extrovert Intuiting
Thinking Judging, Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Judgj and Extrovert Sensing
Feeling Judging. From those data, it is found ttet dominant personality
profiles in Beginning level are Extrovert Sensindinking Perceiving and
Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judging since those qaaBty profiles getting the

highest percentage in this level.
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Secondly in Intermediate level, there arpeBsonality types reflecting the
participants’ personality. The first personalitypéyis Introvert Sensing Thinking
Judging by getting the highest percentage (25%@§ féxt, there is Extrovert
Sensing Feeling Perceiving getting second highestemtage (20%). Then there
are two personality types as the third highest grgage in Intermediate level,
Introvert Sensing Thinking Perceiving (15%) and rBxért Sensing Thinking
Perceiving (15%). After that, the next is Extrov&#nsing Thinking Judging
(10%). For the last, there are Introvert IntuitiRgeling Judging (5%), Introvert
Sensing Feeling Perceiving (5%), and Extrovertitmg Feeling Judging (5%)
getting the same percentage. Additionally, 8 peakgntypes did not reflect the
participants’ personality in Intermediate level. ejhare Introvert Intuiting
Thinking Judging, Introvert Sensing Feeling Judgimgrovert Intuiting Thinking
Perceiving, Introvert Intuiting Feeling Perceivingxtrovert Intuiting Thinking
Perceiving, Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Perceivirgxtrovert Intuiting Thinking
Judging, Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Judging, andtrBvert Sensing Feeling
Judging. So, the dominant personality profile itetmediate level is Introvert
Sensing Thinking Judging because it has the highegsentage than others.

For the last in Advanced level, there arepg&@sonality types reflecting to
students’ personality. Extrovert Sensing Thinkingrd@iving is the personality
type with the highest percentage (30%). Then tiemetrovert Sensing Thinking
Judging as second highest percentage (20%) in Addblevel. After that, there is
Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Perceiving getting ttierd highest percentage (15).

The next, there are Introvert Intuiting Feeling dind (5%), Introvert Intuiting
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Thinking Perceiving (5%), Introvert Sensing ThingiRerceiving (5%), Introvert
Intuiting Feeling Perceiving (5%), Extrovert Intag Thinking Perceiving (5%),
Extrovert Sensing Feeling Perceiving (5%), and &udrt Intuiting Feeling
Judging (5%). Besides, 6 personality types did mediect to the participants’
personality type in Advanced level. They are Inénd\ntuiting Thinking Judging,
Introvert Sensing Feeling Judging, Introvert Seg$teeling Perceiving, Extrovert
Intuiting Thinking Judging, Extrovert Sensing Thim$ Judging, and Extrovert
Sensing Feeling Judging. It means that the domiparsonality type in Advanced
level is Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving ®ttmg the highest percentage.
In terms of personality among different Esigl proficiency students, this
research also reveals that there are severaleiifes and similarities found from
the result of personality profile in each languggeficiency level. The first
difference is located on the different personaityfiles as the highest percentage
in each language proficiency level. In Beginningele the most dominant
personality profiles are Extrovert Sensing Thinkifgrceiving (ESTP) and
Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTJ) whosecpetage each 20 % each.
Then in Intermediate level, Introvert Sensing Timgk Judging with reaching
25% is the most dominant personality profile thahees. Then for Advanced
level, the most dominant is Extrovert Sensing ThigkPerceiving by getting
30%. Then the second difference is found in théedihce of some personality
profile in reaching the percentage in each langupgdiciency level. Those
differences are shown on Table 4.1. For examplesp#rcentage of Extrovert

Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTJ), in Beginning le&$TJ has 20 %. It means it
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has 4 participants. For Intermediate level, ESTachmes 10 % (2 participants
choose this personality profile). In Advanced leviehas 0 % since no participant
having this personality profile.

Beside the differences, the similarities @s® found in this research. Both of
Beginning and Advanced level has Extrovert Sen3inigking Perceiving as the
dominant personality profile. In addition, the damity is also found in 3
personality types having the lowest percentagdlitamguage proficiency level.
Those personality profiles are Introvert Intuitiftninking Judging, Extrovert

Intuiting Thinking Judging, and Extrovert Sensiregkng Judging.

4.1.2 Analysis
This subchapter presents about personalitfilgp among 8th semester
students of English Study Program, Faculty of QaltiBStudies at Universitas

Brawijaya in each language proficiency level.

4.1.2.1 Personality Profile among Participants in Bginning Level

Beginning level is the basic of languagefiprency level. The participants in
this level get TOEFL level less than 450. Afterige/them the questionnaire of
Cognitive Style and analyzing the results, it shatet in the Beginning level,
there are 10 personality types reflecting to sttelgrersonality. The personality
type getting the highest percentage is Extrovems®g Thinking Perceiving
(20%) because there are 4 participants whose tmindot choice was A

(Extrovert) number 1 to 5 in (energizing preferéncek number 6 to 10
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(information gathering preferences), their dominambice was A (Sensing). For
the number 11 to 15 (decision making preferent®ly those A as the dominant
choice (Thinking). Then in number 16 to 20 (achigvigoal preference) they
chose A as the dominant choice (Judging).

Beside Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiviggtrovert Sensing Thinking
Judging (ESTJ) also gets the highest percentagébe)(20t is because 4
participants’ result shows ESTJ as their personajipe. In humber 1 to 5 in
(energizing preference), those participants had A tlee dominant choice
(Extrovert). Then for number 6 to 10 (informatioatlyering preferences), A was
the dominant choice (Sensing). They also had A tes dominant choice
(Thinking) in number 11 to 15 (decision making preince). Besides, their
dominant choice was also A (Judging) in number 4620 (achieving goal
preference).

Then, Introvert Sensing Thinking Perceiviig) getting second highest
percentage (15%). There are 3 participants have &sTtheir personality profile.
It is because in number 1 to 5 in (energizing pegfee), the dominant choice was
B (Introvert). Then A was the dominant choice (Segsfor number 6 to 10
(information gathering preferences). They also Baébr the dominant choice
(Thinking) in number 11 to 15 (decision making preince). Then they chose B
as the dominant choice (Perceiving) in number 1626 (achieving goal
preference).

The next is Introvert Intuiting Thinking Reiving (10%). In this personality

profile, there are 2 participants having INTP asirtipersonality profile. It means
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that in number 1 to 5 in (energizing preferenckgytchose B as the dominant
choice (Introvert). For number 6 to 10 (informatigathering preferences), the
dominant choice was B (Intuiting). The next domineimoice for number 11 to 15
(decision making preference) was A (Thinking). Thien number 16 to 20

(achieving goal preference), their dominant choves B (Perceiving).

Besides, Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Peraggv is also getting the same
percentage with INTP (10%). There are 2 participaa$ Extrovert Intuiting
Feeling Perceiving as their personality profile.number 1 to 5 in (energizing
preference), they had A as the dominant choicergzgtt). They also chose B as
the dominant choice (Intuiting) in number 6 to l@dfgrmation gathering
preferences). B was also their dominant choice liffggein number 11 to 15
(decision making preference). Then for number 162@® (achieving goal
preference), their dominant choice was B (Percgjvin

After that there is Introvert Sensing ThimdiJudging (5%). There is only 1
participant choosing this personality profile. Thadrticipant chose B as the
dominant choice (Introvert) in number 1 to 5 in demzing preference). For
number 6 to 10 (information gathering preferenctd®), participant had A as the
dominant choice (Sensing). Then A was also the dantichoice (Thinking) in
number 11 to 15 (decision making preference). Heslor also had A as the
dominant choice for number 16 to 20 (achieving gwaference).

In addition, Introvert Sensing Feeling Jundgis the next highest percentage
(5%). Only 1 participant reflects ISFJ as theirsoeiality profile. It is because

from number 1 to 5 in (energizing preference), hele chose B as the dominant
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type. Then Sensing type was found when A is theidan choice in number 6 to
10 (information gathering preferences). For numberto 15 (decision making
preference), B as the dominant choice made thecipamt having Feeling type.
The participant also had A as the dominant chalcelding) in number 16 to 20
(achieving goal preference).

Introvert Intuiting Feeling Perceiving issalgetting 5% because there is 1
participant choosing this personality profiles. iamber 1 to 5 in (energizing
preference), the dominant choice of this participgas B (Introvert). Then he or
she also had B as the dominant choice (Intuiting)umber 6 to 10 (information
gathering preferences). For number 11 to 15 (dmtisiaking preference), B was
the dominant choice (Feeling). Then in number 162& (achieving goal
preference), he or she was dominant in B choicec@ieng).

The next personality type getting 5% isduart Sensing Feeling Perceiving
because the participant choosing this type is @nlyhe participant had B as the
dominant choice (Introvert) in number 1 to 5 indegzing preference). Then in
numbers 6 to 10 (information gathering preferenc@sas the dominant choice
made the participant reflecting as Sensing perSonnumber 11 to 15 (decision
making preference), the dominant choice was B (fgelThe participant also
Perceiving person because the dominant choice mbeu 16 to 20 (achieving
goal preference) was B.

The last personality profile getting 5% iscti6vert Sensing Feeling
Perceiving (5%). There is 1 participant reflectiB§FP as their personality

profile. The participant had dominant A choice wmber 1 to 5 in (energizing
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preference). For number 6 to 10 (information gatigepreferences), his or her
dominant choice was A (Sensing). Feeling type wae #ound from B as the

dominant choice in number 11 to 15 (decision makimgference). Then for

number 16 to 20 (achieving goal preference), Bhasdbminant choice also made
the participant being a Perceiving person.

Besides, there are 6 personality types afieating the personality among
participants in Beginning level. They are Introvértuiting Thinking Judging,
Introvert Intuiting Feeling Judging, Extrovert littag Thinking Perceiving,
Extrovert Intuiting Thinking Judging, Extrovert inting Feeling Judging, and
Extrovert Sensing Feeling Judging. It is becausgeths no participant having
those personality profiles as their result of goestaire. So they get the lowest
percentage.

All'in all, from those result of percentagfepersonality profile, the researcher
found that the dominant personality profiles in Being level are Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Perceiving and Extrovert SensirgnKing Judging. This
personality profile got the highest percentage (ROPothis level than other

personality profile.

4.1.2.2 Personality Profile among Participants infitermediate Level
Intermediate level is the second level inglaage proficiency level. The

participants in this level have TOEFL score aroutD to 513. From 20

participants in this level, it is found 8 persohatypes reflecting the participants’

personality. The first personality type is Intrave&ensing Thinking Judging
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(ISTJ) by getting the highest percentage (25%)e Farticipants having ISTJ as
their personality profile. B as the dominant chdiicgrovert) was chosen by those
5 participants in number 1 to 5 in (energizing prehce). For number 6 to 10
(information  gathering preferences), the dominahbice was A (Sensing).
Besides in number 11 to 15 (decision making prefeg A was also the dominant
choice in number 11 to 15 (decision making prefee¢rnthat made them as
Thinking people. A was also the dominant choiceselmoby them for number 16
to 20 (achieving goal preference).

The next, there is Extrovert Sensing FeellPgrceiving getting second
highest percentage (20%). In Intermediate levetrehare 4 participants with
ESFP as their personality profile. In number 1 io $energizing preference), the
participants had A as the dominant choice (Intrgvérhey also had A as the
dominant choice for number 6 to 10 (informationhgaing preferences). Then
they are Feeling people because B was the domatenite in number 11 to 15
(decision making preference). Perceiving type veamd from B as the dominant
choice for number 16 to 20 (achieving goal prefeegn

There are two personality types as the thidghest percentage in
Intermediate level. The first personality profile introvert Sensing Thinking
Perceiving (15%). There are 3 participants’ pertynprofiles reflected on ISTP.
From number 1 to 5 in (energizing preference), Bs wlaeir dominant choice
(Introvert). They also had A as the dominant ch@i®ensing) in number 6 to 10

(information gathering preferences). Then A asdbeinant choice (Thinking)
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was also obtained in number 11 to 15 (decision ntpgreference). In number 16
to 20 (achieving goal preference) they had B asltminant choice (Perceiving).

The second personality types as the thigtidst percentage here is Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Perceiving (15%). Here there apaicipants having ESTP as
their personality profile. Their dominant choicesnva (Extrovert) for number 1 to
5 in (energizing preference). Besides, choice asdthminant in number 6 to 10
(information gathering preferences) made them assiBg people. Those
participants also had A as the dominant choicenKihg) for the number 11 to 15
(decision making preference). A was the dominaoiaeh(Judging) in number 16
to 20 (achieving goal preference).

The next is Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judg{10%). In Intermediate level,
4 participants chose ESTJ as their personality. tfpe because they had A as the
dominant choice (Extrovert) in number 1 to 5 ingegizing preference). They
also chose A as the dominant choice (Sensing) mbeun 6 to 10 (information
gathering preferences). Then A as the dominantceha number 11 to 15
(decision making preference) made them as Thingexple. In number 16 to 20
(achieving goal preference), their dominant cheies also A (Judging).

Introvert Intuiting Feeling Judging got 5%lntermediate level. It is because
there is only 1 participants’ result of questiomeas INFJ. The participant had B
as the dominant choice in number 1 to 5 in (energipreference). Intuiting type
was found from B as the dominant choice in numbeto 610 (information

gathering preferences). From number 11 to 15 (tecisiaking preference), B
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choice was the dominant (Feeling). A as the dontichnice in number 16 to 20
(achieving goal preference) caused the participasitiudging person.

The next personality profile getting 5% istrbvert Sensing Feeling
Perceiving (5%). Here there are 1 participanteodld in this personality profile.
For number 1 to 5 in (energizing preference), thdgigpant's dominant choice
was B (Introvert). He or she had A as the domimdugice (Sensing) in number 6
to 10 (information gathering preferences). Then bemll to 15 (decision
making preference) with B as the dominant choicelenthe participants as
Feeling person. Perceiving type was found from Bthes dominant choice in
number 16 to 20 (achieving goal preference).

Extrovert Intuiting Feeling Judging is algetting 5% in this level. ENFJ is
reflecting in 1 participant’s personality profilee or she had A as the dominant
choice (Extrovert) for number 1 to 5 in (energizipgeference). Then the
participant got Intuiting type from B as the domha@hoice in number 6 to 10
(information gathering preferences). For number t@115 (decision making
preference), the dominant choice was B (Feelingsids A as the dominant
choice in number 16 to 20 (achieving goal prefee¢nmoade the participant as
Judging person.

In addition, 8 personality types do not shae participants’ personality in this
level since there is no participant having thosesqmeality profiles. Those
personality profiles are Introvert Intuiting Thimkj Judging, Introvert Sensing
Feeling Judging, Introvert Intuiting Thinking Perdag, Introvert Intuiting

Feeling Perceiving, Extrovert Intuiting Thinking reeiving, Extrovert Intuiting
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Feeling Perceiving, Extrovert Intuiting Thinking dising, Extrovert Intuiting
Feeling Judging, and Extrovert Sensing Feeling ihgdcAll in all, the dominant
personality profile is Introvert Sensing Thinkingdging in Intermediate level by

having the highest percentage than others.

4.1.2.3 Personality Profile among Participants in Avanced Level

Advanced level is the last level in languggeficiency level. TOEFL score
in this level is high. That is more than 513. Thater getting the result, the
researcher found 10 personality types reflectingaidicipants in Advanced level.
Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving (ESTP) is gezsonality type by having
the highest percentage (30%). Six participantecedld their personality profile as
ESTP. Extrovert type was found from A the dominetmbice for number 1 to 5in
(energizing preference). They had A choice as theidant (Sensing) for number
6 to 10 (information gathering preferences). Therwas the dominant choice
(Thinking) for the number 11 to 15 (decision makprgference). For number 16
to 20 (achieving goal preference), their domindmttice was A (Judging).

Introvert Sensing Thinking Judging is sectighest percentage (20%) here.
Four participants in advances level have ISTJ tyjpe.number 1 to 5 in
(energizing preference), B choice was the domicanice (Introvert). They had
the dominant choice on A choice (Sensing) for numbeao 10 (information
gathering preferences). Then A was also the doniicanice (Thinking) in
number 11 to 15 (decision making preference). lditaah, they were also

dominant on A choice for number 16 to 20 (achiegogl preference).
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After that, there is Extrovert Intuiting Fieg Perceiving as the third highest
percentage (15%). There are 3 participants as EhNPEvanced level. Number 1
to 5 in (energizing preference) had A as the dontichoice (Extrovert). B as the
dominant choice (Intuiting) was found from numbert® 10 (information
gathering preferences). Then their dominant chmiceumber 11 to 15 (decision
making preference) was B choice (Feeling). For nemi® to 20 (achieving goal
preference) they were more dominant in B choicecdgteing).

Introvert Intuiting Feeling Judging (5%) lieflected on 1 participant here.
That participant is dominant in B choice (Introyerh number 1 to 5 in
(energizing preference). B as the dominant chaiaeumber 6 to 10 (information
gathering preferences) made him or her as Intupieggon. Besides, for number
11 to 15 (decision making preference), the paicijs choice was more
dominant in B choice (Feeling). The participant wadging person because he or
she has A as the dominant choice.

Introvert Intuiting Thinking Perceiving indkanced level is also getting 5%.
It means that there is 1 participants having INTéPeh For number 1 to 5 in
(energizing preference), B as the dominant cholog&rofert) is chosen. The
participant got the dominant choice on B (Intuijinghen for number 11 to 15
(decision making preference) was A (Thinking) as harticipant’'s dominant
choice. In number 16 to 20 (achieving goal prefeegnthe participant was
dominant in B choice (Perceiving).

The next personality profile getting 5% istrbvert Sensing Thinking

Perceiving because 1 participant had ISTP as thmsopality profile’s result.
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Then number 1 to 5 (energizing preference) had Bhasdominant choice
(Introvert). A as the dominant choice (Sensing) i@sd in number 6 to 10
(information gathering preferences). The partictgead A as the dominant choice
(Thinking) in number 11 to 15 (decision making erehce). In number 16 to 20
(achieving goal preference) they had the dominanbice on B choice
(Perceiving).

Introvert Intuiting Feeling Perceiving algot 5% in Advanced level. There is
1 participant having this personality profile. Iteams that in number 1 to 5
(energizing preference), the participant had dontic&oice on B (Introvert). He
or she also was dominant on B choice (Intuitinghumber 6 to 10 (information
gathering preferences). Then, number 11 to 15 f@etimaking preference)
indicated him or her as Feeling person because 8 the@ dominant choice. In
number 16 to 20 (achieving goal preference), hikerdominant choice was B
(Perceiving).

Besides INFP, 5% is also found on ExtroWetditing Thinking Perceiving. 1
participant reflected in this personality profil@he participant is Extrovert
because the dominant choice in number 1 to 5 (ezleggpreference) was A
(Extrovert). He or she got B as the dominant chdictiiting) for number 6 to 10
(information gathering preferences). Then Thinkiyyge was found from A as the
dominant choice in number 11 to 15 (decision makireference). The participant
was indicated as Perceiving type from B choicehasdominant for numberl6 to

20 (achieving goal preference).
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There is also Extrovert Sensing Feeling &eneg getting 5% in this level. It
is because 1 participant has this personality lerofThe participant’s result
showed A as the dominant choice (Introvert) in namb to 5 (energizing
preference). A was also the dominant choice frommlmer 6 to 10 (information
gathering preferences). Besides, the participastfegling people by getting B as
the dominant choice in number 11 to 15 (decisiokintapreference). B as the
dominant choice for number 16 to 20 (achieving gpadference) shows the
participant having Perceiving type.

Then the last personality profile getting %8cExtrovert Intuiting Feeling
Judging because it is found by 1 participant. Hidher dominant choice was A
(Extrovert) for number 1 to 5 in (energizing prefiece). The participant being
Intuiting person was from B as the dominant choinenumber 6 to 10
(information gathering preferences). The dominamice was also B (Feeling)
for number 11 to 15 (decision making preferenc@gimA as the dominant choice
in number 16 to 20 (achieving goal preference) mhme or her as Judging
person.

In addition, 6 personality types did not\stthe participants’ personality type
in Advanced level. Those are Introvert Intuitingifiking Judging, Introvert
Sensing Feeling Judging, Introvert Sensing Fedhaceiving, Extrovert Intuiting
Thinking Judging, Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judgimand Extrovert Sensing
Feeling Judging. It means that the dominant petdggrigpe in Advanced level is

Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving by highestpatage.
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4.1.2.4 Differences and Similarities of PersonalityProfile in Each Language
Proficiency Level

From the result on analyzing the personaptpfile in each language
proficiency level, the researcher found that sdveifferences and similarities is
found here. There are two differences and two amtigés. Firstly, one of the
differences is located on the different dominantpefsonality profiles in each
language proficiency level. Beginning level hase2spnality profiles as the most
dominant. They are Extrovert Sensing Thinking Piemcg (ESTP) and Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTJ). Each personajipe tgets 20%. Secondly, in
Intermediate level, the most dominant personalityfile is found by Introvert
Sensing Thinking Judging by having 25%. In Advantael, there is Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Perceiving as the dominant pelggrarofile by getting 30%.
Then the second difference is located in the difiee in the percentage of several
personality profiles in each language proficiereyel. It can be seen on Table 4.1
that shows the difference of some personality [@ofi reaching the percentage.
One of the examples is the percentage of Extro8erising Thinking Judging
(ESTJ). In Beginning level, ESTJ has 20 %. It maahas 4 participants. Then in
Intermediate level, it gains 10 % or there are i2iggpants choose this personality
profile. In Advanced level, there is no participdaving this personality profile.

In addition, there are two similarities faum this research. One of those
similarities is on getting the same personalityfifgavith the highest percentage
in two of those three language proficiency levélse personality profile is

Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving. It got 208Beginning level and 30% in
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Advanced level. Then, the similarity is also lochts the same personality types
having the lowest percentage in all language pegicy level. They are Introvert
Intuiting Thinking Judging, Extrovert Intuiting Tiking Judging, and Extrovert

Sensing Feeling Judging.

4.2 Discussion
In this section, the researcher the reseaiaighlights the important findings

in previous section and relates it to the theo @revious studies.

4.2.1 The Dominant Personality Profile in Each Langage Proficiency level

After through the process of analyzing daténding section, it is found that
there are several personality profiles as the danim each language proficiency
level. All of language proficiency levels have difént result here. In Beginning
level, there are two personality profiles having thighest percentage than others.
They are Extrovert Sensing Thinking Perceiving (B and Extrovert Sensing
Thinking Judging (ESTJ).

Based on theory by Myers & Myers (1995), rexért Sensing Thinking
Perceiving (ESTP) people are described the mostenomf those participants
used by discussing and enjoy wide communicationtréigrrted). They prefer
realistic and practical applications. Besides,rth@mory recall is rich in detalil of
facts and examples (Sensing). They also use tfosniation to make objective
decisions (Thinking) for whatever is happening ime timmediate moment

(Perceiving). So, it is suggested for ESTP peopléhdve practice and group
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project in learning language, for example, disaugsdeas or topics and solving
problems in learning in the part of a team. Besitlesbetter for ESTP people to
manage the deadline of their assignment since Rargeeople like the pressure
of finishing assignments at the last moment.

Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTJ}y hhe different explanation
from ESTP. Myers & Myers (1995) says that the peppého are Extraverted
Thinking with Sensing (ESTJ), prefer active leagniand group projects
(Extraverted). They see the world in a practical eealistic way (Sensing). They
use fact and information to make analytical deaisi¢Thinking). Besides, they
enjoy everything in a structured manner (JudgiBgsed on those explanations, it
is better for ESTJ people to reflect on and sunreawhat they have learned.
Then they also need evidence in learning new thifgs example in learning
about grammar or tense, it is better for ESTJ peomke a summary in each type
of tense. Then they can give a real example to@tpipe explanation such as by
giving the example of their own daily activities.

Different from Beginning level, Intermediatevel has Introvert Sensing
Thinking Judging (ISTJ) as the highest percentdgeecsonality profile. Then, if
it is related to Myers & Myers (1995), ISTJ pamiants prefer lectures and
structured tasks (Introverted). They are consideeddral organizers and saw the
world in terms of facts (Sensing), which they handbjectively (Thinking).
Naturally they use targets, dates and standardnesuto manage life (Judging).
Then it is suggested for ISTJ people to study altweeause they dislike

distractions and disruptions such as study a sulbjene in their room. Since
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ISTJ people dislike disorganization, so it is hetteat in learning process, they
make everything well-structured.

In Advanced level, the personality profilaving the highest percentage is
same with Beginning level. That is Extrovert Segsihhinking Perceiving
(ESTP). According to Myers & Myers (1995), ESTRple like communication
to the outside world (Extraverted). Those partinigaprefer in the “Now” or
present life (Sensing). They prefer to use logicage Feeling in making decision
(Thinking). They are also flexible with the deadlifPerceiving). So from all
language proficiency levels, the dominant personagtirofiles are Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Perceiving (ESTP), Extrovert Segdihinking Judging (ESTJ)
and Introvert Sensing Thinking Judging (ISTJ).

It is contrast to previous study by Cano,t@s and Raven (n.d.). The
majority of the participants are Extrovert SensiRgeling Judging (ESFJ),
Extrovert Sensing Thinking Judging (ESTJ), and dwért Sensing Thinking
Judging (ISTJ). Then the result of this researchlss different from the second
previous study Pazouki and Rastegar (2009). Thaltsesf their research show
that there is no significant relationship betweass tariables, namely extraversion
introversion, shyness, and EFL proficiency.

The different result between this reseancti lhoth previous studies can be
caused by the different participants employed & ribsearch. Cano, Garton, and
Raven (n.d.) investigate preservice teachers wasjiicultural education at Ohio
State University. Pazouki and Rastegar (2009) aseetsity students majoring in

English at Kerman's Shahid Bahonar University asprticipant of the research.
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Different from both previous studies, this reseagahploy 8th semester students
of English Study Program, Faculty of Cultural Saglat Universitas Brawijaya.
Besides, the difference can be caused by the diffenstrument used to analyze

the personality profile among participants.

4.2.2 The Differences and Similarities of Personaji Profile among
Participants in Each Language Proficiency Level

From the analysis of personality profilesoan participants in each language
proficiency level, several differences and similes appeared here. There are two
differences of personality profile in each languameficiency level. The first
difference is on the different dominant of persapaprofile in each language
proficiency level. The first level, Beginning leyélas Extrovert Sensing Thinking
Perceiving (ESTP) and Extrovert Sensing Thinkingiging (ESTJ) as the
personality profile getting the highest percentdg®8TP and ESTJ's percentage
are 20%. It means 4 participants being ESTP peapte 4 participants being
ESTJ people. In Intermediate level, Introvert SegsThinking Judging (ISTJ)
gets the highest percentage than other persormtifyles. ISTJ is chosen by 5
participants so it gets 25%. Then in Advanced leitghas the same result with
Beginning level. The personality type getting thghlest percentage is Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Perceiving (ESTP) by having 30i8wther words, there are 6
participants as ESTP person in Advanced level. Tihnensecond difference is
found in the difference in getting percentage oksal personality profiles in each

language proficiency level.
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In addition, the result on analyzing persiyarofile in each language
proficiency level shows some similarities. The $miy is on Extrovert Sensing
Thinking Perceiving by having the highest perceatagbeginning and Advanced
level. In Beginning level, ESTP. gets 20% and in &dsed level, ESTP gets 30%.
Besides, the similarity is found on personality fpeo getting the lowest
percentage in all language proficiency levels. €hare 3 personality profiles
having the lowest percentage in all language piricy level. It is because there
are no participants having those personality typé®se personality profiles are
Introvert Intuiting Thinking Judging, Extrovert bnting Thinking Judging, and
Extrovert Sensing Feeling Judging.

In summary, this research that every languaoficiency level has different
dominant personality types. Here it can be seenldmguage proficiency is not
only influenced by personality, but also there @veral factors affecting
language learning. The factors can be in the fofrmetivation, age, aptitude,
avoidance, affective filter and other factor afflegtlanguage learning and those

factors relates to each other in affecting languagming of someone.
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This chapter exposes the conclusions dealing tkeltref this research.
Additionally, this chapter contributes suggestitigt can be used to gain better

insight, especially for future researchers.

5.1Conclusion

As the summary of the research, the reeearwould like to say that this
research analyzes about personality among diffeEemlish proficiency 8
semester students of English Study Program of Baot@llCultural Studies. Then
from the result of the research, it is shown thaBeginning level, the dominant
personality types are Extrovert Sensing ThinkingcPieing and Extrovert
Sensing Thinking Judging. For Intermediate levied tiominant personality type
is Introvert Sensing Thinking Judging. Then in Adeed level, the dominant
personality type is Extrovert Sensing Thinking Rérng. From those result, it
can be concluded that the most dominant personglitjile in all language
proficiency level is Extrovert Sensing Thinking Beiving (ESTP).

For the conclusion of the research, it inateded that personality is one of
factors which affect language learning since thmulteof personality profile is
used to choose what learning style is appropratiném. But then this research
also found that each language proficiency leveldifisrent dominant personality

profile. It shows that the language proficiencypafticipants is not only affected
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by personality factor since there are several oflaetors affecting language
learning that relate to each other. So that diffeee in getting dominant
personality profile in each language proficiencyelecan be caused of other
factors affecting language learning beside perstynaluch as motivation,

aptitude, age, learning strategies and other fadtecting language learning.

5.2 Suggestion

Based on the result of the research, theareber would like to contribute
some suggestions which hopefully give useful contion to future researchers
related to personality profile as one of factorgectfng learning language
especially English. It is suggested to the futesearchers to do a research related
to factors in learning language. They could cordinthis research and use
different subject or use different aspect that ddod related to personality profile.
Besides, they could analyze different factor inréay language, such as age,
motivation and learning strategies. It is becaubemwthey use a topic related to
factor in learning language, their research coddubeful as a reference for the

reader who want to improve their success in legrtanguage.
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Questionnaire of “Cognitive Style Inventory’
Farihanun Khusna (2013) — Adapted from Ross Reth{2006)

The questionnaire @@ognitive Style inventory© is adapted fronRoss
Reinhold, INTJ2006). It was simply an introduction to persotyatype or
psychological type. It was also referred to as Myriggs Type Indicator
test. Then this inventory would allow participantapproximate what their
MBTI preferences were. In the research entitledStady on Personality an
towards Language Proficiency among 8th Semestelets of English
Study Program of Faculty of Culture Studies”, iaisassessment instrume
to know personality type using MBTI theory.

This questionnaire is given to 8th Semester StsdefnEnglish Study
Program of Faculty of Culture Studies. They willdieided into three groug
based on their language proficiency levels. Thoséaginning level (the
score is less from 450 point), intermediate letle Score is around 450 to
513 point), and advanced level (the score is nfaa 513 point).

Each number in this questionnaire has a pair obsipp statements. Choos
one statement reflects to form your opinion on yoore dominant
preference.

Category: The Beginning Level
Participant 1

TOEFL Score:

1. a. Act first, think/reflect later
b. Think/reflect first, then act

2. a. Feel depressed when cut off from interaotgh the outside world
b. Have "private time" to recharge energy

3. a. Usually open to and motivated by outsidedvof people and things

b. Motivated internally and "closed" to outside lgor

nt
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4. a. Enjoy wide communication and relationships
b. Prefer one-to-one communication and relatiorsship
5. 'a.Prefer active learning and group projects

b. Prefer lectures and structured tasks

o

a. Mentally live in the “Now”, attending togsent opportunities

b. Mentally live in the Future, attending to futyessibilities

N

a. Prefer realistic and practical applications

b. Prefer imagination and interpretation

0

a. Memory recall is rich in detail of factdeexamples
b. Memory recall emphasizes patterns, conceptlzmties
9. a. Best improvise from past experience
b. Best improvise from theoretical understanding
10. a. Like clear and concrete information; diskikeessing when facts are "fuzzy"
b. Comfortable with ambiguous, fuzzy data and witlessing its meaning

11. a. Instinctively search for facts and logi@idecision situation

b. Instinctively employ personal feelings and impat people in decision
situations

12. a. Naturally notices tasks and work to be agiismed
b. Naturally sensitive to people needs and reastion
13. a. Think something objectively
b. Think something subjectively
14. a. Accept conflict as a natural, normal pantetdtionships with people
b. Uncomfortable with conflict; have almost a toréaction to disharmony
15. a. Prefer to analyze the problem

b. Prefer to sympathize with the problem
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16. a. Plan many of the details in advance befareimg into action
b. Comfortable moving into action without a plaigrpon-the-go

17. a. Focus on task-related action; complete megéulisegments before moving
on

b. Like to multitask, have variety, mix work anaypl
18. a. Work best and avoid stress when able to keag of deadlines

b. Naturally tolerant of time pressure; work bdsete to the deadlines
19. a. Naturally use targets, dates and standatthes to manage life

b. Instinctively avoid commitments which interfevéh flexibility, freedom
and variety

20. a. Prefer to get things decided

b. Prefer to stay open to new information and @uini

Your 4 Personality Type Letters

*Notes:

E: Extroversion
I: Introversion
S: Sensing

N: Intuition

T: Thinking

F: Feeling

J: Judging

P: Perceiving
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