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Abstract

The preparedness to execute learning activities and the students' current capabilities connected to a certain
educational aim are referred to as "readiness for learning." Because English is an international and global
connection language, it is critical to be prepared to study it. In this context, the current research is designed to look
at the readiness of high school students to learn English. A total of 93 students took part in the research, who were
chosen using a basic random selection procedure. A tool created by the investigator was employed. The results
revealed that, in addition to intellectual characteristics, several demographic variables had an impact on high school
pupils' preparedness to learn English.
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1. Introduction

English is a widely used worldwide language that may be considered as a sign of globalisation, diversity,
and advancement in many nations (Dwi et.al.,2020). English is a topic taught in schools and colleges.
Students in Tamilnadu do not utilise English as a daily communication medium, the educational system
is conventional, and instructors and students have beliefs and attitudes that may sometimes stifle new
ideas (Ahmadi,2013). It is a well-known truth in this context that active engagement by learners
guarantees language learning success (Siew and Alias,2007). Furthermore, conventional educational
approaches do not promote pupils to become active and autonomous learners in recent years (Hafizah
and Shakirah,2021). Teachers should also enable students to participate in the learning process as
partners. This may be accomplished by rethinking authoritative positions, use non-controlling language,
providing learners with options, and engaging them in decision-making (Alrabai,2017).

The preparedness to execute learning activities and the students' current capabilities connected to a
certain educational aim are referred to as "readiness for learning.” When pupils' learning is supported
by their readiness to manage, learning objectives may be met. Students' preparation may assist them in
better adjusting to challenging situations. It is simpler for them to comprehend difficulties and come up
with answers. The pupils' eagerness to learn was linked to their learning results (Sriwichai,2020).
Learner willingness to learn is important because it allows English language learners to be proactive,
self-reliant, and responsible in learning English and applying it to their lives in order to improve their
possible way of life. Children's readiness to learn English is influenced by intellectual elements
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(Sumarni, Vianty and Dwi,2022). As a result, the study's ultimate purpose is to evaluate the level of
preparation for learning English among High School students in Tiruchirappalli, Tamilnadu.

2. Literature Review

Alrabai (2017) evaluated Saudi students' preparedness for independent/autonomous study, with an
emphasis on English as a Foreign Language learning (EFL).

Through a survey methodology, Hafizah and Shakirah (2021) investigated the degrees of self-
directedness among secondary school students, as well as their preparedness to use self-directed learning
to improve English writing abilities.

Dwi et al., (2020) evaluated the preparedness of instructors, students, and schools in Indonesia to run
English programmes for young learners.

Hu, AlSaqgaf, and Swanto (2020) evaluated the reliability of an instrument designed to measure the
degree of e-learning preparedness among English language instructors in Sabah, Malaysia.

Sriwichai (2020) studied students' preparedness for learning English in a blended learning setting, as
well as the obstacles and challenges they experienced throughout their studies.

Tamer (2013) evaluated the readiness of Saudi university students enrolled in a preparatory English
programme to engage in independent English language learning.

Ahmadi (2013) looked on the views and behaviours of Iranian English for Specific Purposes students
when it came to autonomous self-access language learning.

Before entering the ASEAN Community, Kirisri, Jenwitheesuk, and Boontong (2016) investigated
engineering students' readiness in speaking skills in three areas: fundamental grammar knowledge,
patterns and functions of language for communicating in specific situations, and socio-culture of native
speakers.

Ines (2020) investigated students' perceptions of the value of learning English as a foreign language
(EFL).

Prijambodo and Lie (2021) evaluated students' preparedness and desire to study English through
synchronous video conferencing, as well as the probable link between the two.

Learner autonomy preparedness and its link with English language performance among students at
public institutions in Bangladesh were investigated by Hossain and Maziha (2020).

Cirocki,Anam, and Retnaningdyah (2019) looked at how Indonesian secondary school students
viewed the notion of learner autonomy, as well as how motivated they were to study English and how
prepared they were to engage in the teaching-learning process as autonomous learners.

The preparedness of pupils for English language blended learning was explored by Hamzah et
al.,(2020). A total of 137 students from various courses at a public university in Melaka took part in the
research.

A Correlational Study was used by Darasawang and Reinders (2021) to measure Willingness to
Communicate and Second Language Proficiency.

3. Methods

In this quantitative research, a cross-sectional online survey was utilised to gather data from
Tamilnadu high school students in order to measure their willingness to learn English. A simple random
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sample approach was used to obtain the data. There are 40 questions on the five-point Likert scale. The
validity of the questionnaire, such as content validity and face validity, has been confirmed by the
researchers with four experts by randomly distributing the questionnaire to the respondents using Google
forms, in order to preserve the instrument's rigour. There were no specific considerations in selecting
participation; they were all from the Tamilnadu district of Tiruchirappalli. A total of 110 questionnaires
were received, however only 93 sets were found to be genuine for data processing, and seventeen
respondents were eliminated because they did not live in Tiruchirappalli. As a result, the researchers
opted to keep these 93 high school students in the study, who were chosen at random from various
schools in Tiruchirappalli.

4. Objectives of the Study

To assess the extent of readiness of high school students towards Learning English.
To determine the difference in readiness among the high school students in association with
demographic variables.

5. Hypothesis of the Study

Government, Government Aided and Private High School Students do not differ Significantly
in their readiness towards Learning English.

Male and Female High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards
Learning English.

Rural and Urban High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards
Learning English.

Boys, Girls and Co-Education High School Students do not differ significantly in their
Readiness towards Learning English.

Hosteller and Days Scholar High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness
towards Learning English.

Nuclear and Joint High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards
Learning English.

High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards Learning English
based on their Parent Education.

High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards Learning English
based on their Parent Occupation.

High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards Learning English
based on their Type of Board.

6. Results

Hypothesis : 1 Government, Government Aided and Private High School Students do not differ
Significantly in their readiness towards Learning English.

Table 1: Difference among High School Students with respect to Type of Management

ANOVA
Groups Sum of Squares| df |Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 2838.609 2 1419.305
— 3.2956 | .023
Within Groups 32286.617 90 358.740

The "p" value (0.23) is significant at the 0.05 level, as seen in the table. As a result, there is a
significant disparity in preparedness to learn English between government, government-aided, and
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private high school students. As a result, the null hypothesis is rejected, and the following hypothesis is
rephrased: Government, Government Aided, and Private High School Students vary significantly in
their preparedness to learn English. A post hoc test was used to determine the significant difference
between groups. The following are the outcomes:

Table 1 a Post Hoc Comparisons
Tukey HSD
Subset for alpha = 0.05
Nature of School N
1 2
Government 30 126.60
Private 36 127.25
Government Aided 27 139.11

Table 1a reveals that the mean score for public and private schools is in subset 1, whereas the mean
score for government-aided high school students is in subgroup 2. As a result, there is a disparity in the
preparedness of the three groups to learn English.

Hypothesis : 2 Male and Female High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness
towards Learning English.

Table 2 : Mean, Standard Deviations and ‘t’ value of Male and Female high school students

Variable Gender N Mean Sj[d'. t _Le_vgl of
Deviation | value | Significance
Gender Male 50 123.68 19.16 Significant
Female 43 138.40 16.98 3.925 | at0.05%

The "t" value (3.925) is significant at 0.05 percent, as seen in the table. Male has a mean of 123.68
and Female has a mean of 138.40, with standard deviations of 19.16 and 16.98, respectively. As a result,
the null hypothesis is rejected, and the hypothesis is rephrased as Male and Female High School Students
vary considerably in their Readiness to Learn English.

Hypothesis : 3 Rural and Urban High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness
towards Learning English.

Table 3 : Mean, Standard Deviations and ‘t’ value of Rural and Urban high school students

Variable Locale N Mean Sj[d'. t _Ley(_el of
Deviation | value | Significance
Rural 40 127.82 18.84 Not
Locale 1.151 | Significant
Urban 53 132.49 19.99 at 0.05%

The "t" value (1.151) is not significant at 0.05 percent, as shown in the table. Rural has a mean of
127.82, while Urban has a mean of 132.49, with standard deviations of 18.84 and 19.99 for Rural and
Urban, respectively. As a result, the null hypothesis is accepted: rural and urban high school students
are not substantially different in their readiness to learn English.

Hypothesis : 4 Boys, Girls and Co-Education High School Students do not differ significantly in
their Readiness towards Learning English.

Table 4: Difference among High School Students with respect to Type of School
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ANOVA
Groups Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1755.449 2 877.725
— 2.367 .100
Within Groups 33369.777 90 370.775

The "p" value (0.10) is not significant at the 0.05 level, as seen in the table. As a result, there is no
significant difference in preparedness to learn English between boys, girls, and co-educational high
school students. As a result, the null hypothesis presented before is accepted.

Hypothesis : 5 Hosteller and Days Scholar High School Students do not differ significantly in their
Readiness towards Learning English.

Table 5 : Mean, Standard Deviations and ‘t’ value of Hosteller and Days scholar high school
students

Variable Locale N Mean S.td'. v .Ley(_el of
Deviation | value | Significance

Tvpe of Sta Hosteller 13 [ 109.00 .056 Not Significant

yp Y ['Day Scholar 80 | 131.20 1945 | 1.196 |  at0.05%

The "t" value (1.196) is not significant at 0.05 percent, as shown in the table. Hosteller has a mean
of 109.00 and Days Scholar has a mean of 131.20, with standard deviations of 0.56 and 19.45,
respectively. As a result, the null hypothesis is accepted that the Readiness to Learn English of Hosteller
and Days Scholar High School Students is not substantially different.

Hypothesis : 6 Nuclear and Joint High School Students do not differ significantly in their
Readiness towards Learning English.

Table 6 : Mean, Standard Deviations and ‘t’ value of Nuclear and Joint Family high school

students
Variable Locale N Mean Sj[d'. t _Le_vgl of
Deviation | value Significance
Type of Nuclear 73 | 131.66 18.62 1108 Not Significant
Family Joint 20 126.20 22.57 ' at 0.05%

The "t" value (1.108) is not significant at 0.05 percent, as shown in the table. Nuclear Family has a
mean of 131.66 and Joint Family has a mean of 126.20, with standard deviations of 18.62 and 22.57 for
Nuclear and Joint Families, respectively. As a result, the null hypothesis is accepted, namely that nuclear
and joint family high school students are not substantially different in their readiness to learn English.

Hypothesis : 7 High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards
Learning English based on their Parent Education

Table 7 : Mean, Standard Deviations and ‘t’ value of High school students based on the Parent
Education
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Variable Locale N Mean S.td'. t _Leygl of
Deviation | value | Significance
Parent Graduate 28 134.89 17.63 Not Significant
Education Non Graduate 65 128.58 20.13 1.436 at 0.05%

The "t" value (1.436) is not significant at 0.05 percent, as shown in the table. Graduates have a mean of
134.89, while Joints have a mean of 128.58, with standard deviations of 17.63 and 20.13 for Graduate
and Non Graduate Families, respectively. As a result, the null hypothesis is accepted that students in
high school are not substantially different in their readiness to learn English depending on their parent's
education.

Hypothesis : 8 High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards
Learning English based on their Parent Occupation.

Table 8 : Difference among High school students based on the Parent Occupation

ANOVA
Groups Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 4587.444 2 2293.722
- 6.760 .002
Within Groups 30537.782 90 339.309

The "p" value (0.002) is significant at the 0.05 level, as seen in the table. As a result, there is a
significant disparity in high school students' preparedness to learn English depending on their parent's
occupation. As a result, the null hypothesis is rejected and rephrased as follows: High School Students
vary considerably in their preparedness to learn English depending on their parent's occupation. A post
hoc test was used to determine the significant difference between groups. The following are the
outcomes:

Table 8 a Post Hoc Comparisons

Tukey HSD
Subset for alpha = 0.05
Parents Occupation N 1 2
Business 34 121.26
Agriculture 23 134.87
Professionals 36 136.39

Table 8a reveals that the average score for Business is in subset 1, whereas the average score for
Agriculture and Professionals is in subset 2. As a result, there is a disparity in the preparedness of the
three groups to learn English.

Hypothesis : 9 High School Students do not differ significantly in their Readiness towards
Learning English based on their Type of Board.

Table 8 : Difference among High school students based on the Type of Board
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ANOVA
Groups Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Bet 466. 2 2733.1
e _vve.en Groups 5466.333 33.166 8.204 000
Within Groups 29658.893 90 329.543

The "p" value (0.000) is significant at the 0.05 level, as seen in the table. As a result, there is a
significant variation in high school students' preparedness to learn English depending on the kind of
board. As a result, the null hypothesis is rejected and restated: High school students vary greatly in their
preparedness to learn English depending on the kind of board they are on. A post hoc test was used to
determine the significant difference between groups. The following are the outcomes:

Table 9 a Post Hoc Comparisons

Tukey HSD
Subset for alpha = 0.05
Type of Board N 1 2
CBSE 84 128.30
State Board 6 142.33
Others 3 168.00

The mean score of CBSE and State Board in subset 1 and the mean score of Others in subset 2 are
shown in table 8a. As a result, there is a disparity in the preparedness of the three groups to learn English.

2. Conclusion

The willingness to learn English is influenced not only by intellectual aspects, but also by socioeconomic
variables, as indicated by the current research. Gender disparities in willingness to learn English may be
seen. The readiness of high school pupils to learn English is also influenced by school-related variables.
Teachers and students may be educated and schooled on the importance of learning English, which
would help them obtain better jobs and improve worldwide communication. When one has the correct
type of preparedness to study English, learning English is simple. Learning English allows you to act
worldwide and make more money. Through suitable supervision and teaching approaches, research
studies may be undertaken to create preparedness in youngsters and inspire them to learn English.
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