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dependent on the interactions and socialisation with others in order to learn while 24.57% was 
low user of the learning strategy. 

From the six tables on learning strategies, it was found that more than 50% of the respondents 
were medium users of all the learning strategies. Perhaps, this showed that they may generally 
be using variety of strategies in language learning. Hence, they are not highly dependent on 
any particular strategy. This is reiterated in the small percentage of learners who are high and 
low users of learning strategies. 

4.2.2 Research Question 4: What is the relationship between learning strategies and language 
performance? 

Table 9 Correlation between Learning Strategies and Language Performance 

Learning Strategy Language Performance 
Memory .158 
Cognitive .151 
Compensatory .217* 
Metacognitive .340** 
Affective .278** 
Social .135 

* significant at 0.05 level 
** significant at 0.01 level 

The findings showed the correlations between learning strategy and language performance 
were not significant in memory, social and cognitive learning strategies. The relationships 
between the variables showed that the use of these strategies might not influence learners* 
success in the language. 

At the significant level of 0.05, compensatory learning strategy showed some significant 
relationships to the students' language performance. The coefficient value of .217 displayed , 
however, a weak relationship between the two variables. 

There were also some significant correlations between the students* language performance, 
and metacognitive and affective learning strategies. The coefficient value of metacognitive 
strategy was at r=.340 showing moderate relationship to the students* language performance. 
And the value of affective learning strategy at r=.278 showed a weaker relationship to the 
students* language performance. 

5.0 CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION 

This study has shown that rural Malay language learners are generally medium users of learning 
strategies. These learners are generally medium users of the strategies with the overall mean score 
ranging from 2.8313 for cognitive strategy to 3.1793 for metacognitive strategy. The low performance 
of the learners on the cognitive strategy showed that learners may not have been doing much thinking 
in their learning processes. The medium scores on all the strategies showed that their awareness or 
knowledge of the learning strategies may be underdeveloped. They may know only some elements of 
the learning strategies. Thus, most of them use the strategies moderately. 
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This study also showed some weak correlations between five of the learning strategies and the 
students' language performance. The weak correlations may be a result of the little use of the 
strategies. From these six strategies mentioned earlier, only compensatory, affective and 
metacognitive learning strategies were significant. The first two strategies, on the other hand, showed 
some weak correlation to the students' language performance while metacognitive strategy displayed 
medium correlation to the language performance. These findings showed that learners who want to 
succeed might need to focus in almost all strategies especially metacognitive, affective and 
compensatory learning strategies. 

Therefore, teachers should develop students' awareness of all the strategies of learning. Having 
developed such strategies , learners will have every optional strategy to be used in learning. 
Moreover, this study also showed that learners' cognitive strategy is underdeveloped. Despite the 
profound encouragement on the part of the governments, the thinking levels of the learners are still 
very low. Hence, it is encouraged that educators should be proactive in developing learners' thinking 
ability. Efforts should be made in encouraging the use of more cognitive strategies on the basis of the 
learning task, the teaching activities and materials. 
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