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LAMPIRAN 

1. Dokumentasi Proses Pengisian Kuisioner 

 

      

 Gambar 1. Wawancara Petani Desa Loang Tanduk 

 

 Gambar 2. Wawancara Petani Desa Tampan Bonga 

 

 

 Gambar 3.  Wawancara Petani Desa Sa’dan Pebulian  
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2. Dokumentasi Hama, Penyakit dan Musuh Alami 

 

  

Gambar 4.  Hama Utama pada Tanaman Padi 

 

Gambar 5. Musuh Alami pada Tanaman Padi   
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Lampiran Tabel 

Lampiran Tabel 1. Daftar nama, umur, lama Bertani, dan luas lahan responden 

Desa Pebulian 

No Nama Umur (thn) Lama Bertani (Thn) 
Luas Lahan 

(ha) 

1 Marthen Minggu Sole 58 25 1 

2 Yunus Deda 60 25 1 

3 Yusuf Parapa 62 35 1 

4 Agustina Pamean 59 25 0,5 

5 Paulus Sampe 55 25 1,5 

6 Maria Sulele 54 25 0,5 

7 Radak 65 35 0,8 

8 Aser Parewang 43 20 0,8 

9 Sumule 60 40 0,5 

10 Markus Bela 51 25 0,6 

11 Keru' 65 40 1 

12 Yohanis Salempang 43 15 0,8 

13 Duma Kaso 44 15 0,5 

14 Jhon Ganna Parapa 49 20 0,8 

15 Yulius Kondo Tasik 55 25 0,5 

16 Ludia Sattu Lambu 58 30 0,5 

17 Natan Daud 54 35 0,6 

18 Mulianus Tinting 49 25 0,5 

19 Mangambe 59 30 1 

20 Yusuf Roni Massolo 43 20 1 

Desa Tampan Bonga 

No Nama Umur (thn) Lama Bertani (Thn) 
Luas Lahan 

(ha) 

1 Seni 43 15 0,5 

2 Yusuf Patayanan 50 20 1,5 

3 Matus Rante P 51 20 0,8 

4 Daniel Situru 44 15 1 

5 Seni Somba 49 10 0,5 

6 Samuel Pameru 54 20 1,5 

7 Sangka Biantong 42 15 1 

8 
Imanuel Rottang 

Parada 
59 40 2 

9 Tappi 29 10 0,4 

10 Natan Situru 48 25 1,2 

11 Petrus Biantong 47 20 2 

12 Sirampun 43 20 1 

13 Yohanes Tammu 35 35 1 

14 Andarias P 58 20 0,8 
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15 Marten Ramba 43 20 1 

16 Maru Patarru 31 15 1 

17 Roy Sulu 44 30 0,5 

18 Yohanes Pamula 46 18 1,5 

19 Marten Lampung 50 30 2,5 

20 Yosep 40 15 0,5 

Desa Laang Tanduk 

1 Ludia Nanna 65 45 0,5 

2 Agustinus Lebang 49 30 2 

3 Amos Robe Lolo 62 10 1 

4 Yohana Malino 58 30 0,5 

5 
Marten Tappi 

Duapadang 
57 30 2 

6 Alfrida Lolok 63 50 1 

7 Oktavianus Raba 40 20 2 

8 Marthen Patabang 45 20 0,8 

9 Daud Biri’ 44 20 0,5 

10 Marthinus Ra’ba 48 29 0,8 

11 Sampe K 50 25 0,5 

12 Amos Layuk 46 20 0,4 

13 Daniel Mangalo 38 15 1 

14 Natan Simon 45 20 0,8 

15 Yunus Taruk 48 20 0,5 

16 Matius Sale’ 55 15 0,5 

17 Markus Layuk 58 20 0,5 

18 Daniel Duma 49 10 1 

19 Candra Toding 39 10 1,2 

20 Hendrik Bua 36 10 0,8 

 

Lampiran Tabel 2. Data sebelum dan setelah dikonversi 

Desa Pabulian 

No 
Sebelum dikonversi Setelah Dikonversi 

X1 X2 Y X1 X2 Y 

1 10 91 81 40 72,8 64,8 

2 12 96 83 48 76,8 66,4 

3 15 93 77 60 74,4 61,6 

4 12 95 81 48 76 64,8 

5 19 92 94 76 73,6 75,2 

6 13 88 76 52 70,4 60,8 

7 10 96 82 40 76,8 65,6 

8 16 90 91 64 72 72,8 

9 11 89 88 44 71,2 70,4 

10 10 92 74 40 73,6 59,2 
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11 17 95 89 68 76 71,2 

12 12 98 72 48 78,4 57,6 

13 12 87 74 48 69,6 59,2 

14 11 89 77 44 71,2 61,6 

15 14 93 86 56 74,4 68,8 

16 10 94 74 40 75,2 59,2 

17 13 96 82 52 76,8 65,6 

18 11 92 80 44 73,6 64 

19 12 88 84 48 70,4 67,2 

20 14 95 89 56 76 71,2 

Desa Tampan Bonga 

No 
Sebelum dikonversi Setelah Dikonversi 

X1 X2 Y X1 X2 Y 

1 9 86 75 36 68,8 60 

2 15 90 74 60 72 59,2 

3 14 90 85 56 72 68 

4 15 95 74 60 76 59,2 

5 13 92 85 52 73,6 68 

6 18 98 76 72 78,4 60,8 

7 12 92 75 48 73,6 60 

8 16 99 84 64 79,2 67,2 

9 16 91 75 64 72,8 60 

10 18 101 82 72 80,8 65,6 

11 20 107 96 80 85,6 76,8 

12 18 94 80 72 75,2 64 

13 16 94 80 64 75,2 64 

14 17 96 84 68 76,8 67,2 

15 14 91 79 56 72,8 63,2 

16 20 99 84 80 79,2 67,2 

17 16 93 73 64 74,4 58,4 

18 12 88 81 48 70,4 64,8 

19 14 91 83 56 72,8 66,4 

20 13 93 78 52 74,4 62,4 

Desa Laang Tanduk 

No 
Sebelum dikonversi Setelah Dikonversi 

X1 X2 Y X1 X2 Y 

1 13 92 81 52 73,6 64,8 

2 17 100 82 68 80 65,6 

3 14 97 80 56 77,6 64 

4 10 90 71 40 72 56,8 

5 17 96 72 68 76,8 57,6 

6 12 91 75 48 72,8 60 

7 20 98 74 80 78,4 59,2 

8 13 94 75 52 75,2 60 

9 15 92 80 60 73,6 64 

10 11 89 71 44 71,2 56,8 

11 17 94 87 68 75,2 69,6 

12 14 90 85 56 72 68 
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13 19 91 85 76 72,8 68 

14 12 94 73 48 75,2 58,4 

15 15 97 84 60 77,6 67,2 

16 17 90 84 68 72 67,2 

17 14 87 79 56 69,6 63,2 

18 11 90 75 44 72 60 

19 13 92 75 52 73,6 60 

20 12 90 74 48 72 59,2 

Lampiran Tabel 3. Analisis statistic pengetahuan, sikap, dan perilaku Kelurahan 

Laang Tanduk, Lembang Tampan Bonga dan Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

Statistik Kelurahan Laang Landuk 

 Pengetahuan Sikap Perilaku 

N Valid 20 20 20 

Missing 0 0 0 

Mean 57.20 74.16 62.48 

Std. Error of Mean 2.481 .614 .928 

Median 56.00 73.60 61.60 

Mode 68 72 60 

Std. Deviation 11.096 2.748 4.152 

Variance 123.116 7.552 17.240 

Skewness .476 .569 .225 

Std. Error of Skewness .512 .512 .512 

Kurtosis -.577 -.444 -1.385 

Std. Error of Kurtosis .992 .992 .992 

Range 40 10 13 

Minimum 40 70 57 

Maximum 80 80 70 

Sum 1144 1483 1250 

 

Statistik Lembang Tampan Bonga 

 Pengetahuan Sikap Perilaku 

N Valid 20 20 20 

Missing 0 0 0 

Mean 61.20 75.20 64.12 

Std. Error of Mean 2.498 .878 .992 

Median 62.00 74.40 64.00 

Mode 64 73 60a 

Std. Deviation 11.171 3.928 4.437 

Variance 124.800 15.427 19.690 

Skewness -.215 .943 1.058 

Std. Error of Skewness .512 .512 .512 

Kurtosis .049 1.268 2.022 
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Std. Error of Kurtosis .992 .992 .992 

Range 44 17 18 

Minimum 36 69 58 

Maximum 80 86 77 

Sum 1224 1504 1282 

 

Statistik Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

 Pengetahuan Sikap Perilaku 

N Valid 20 20 20 

Missing 0 0 0 

Mean 50.80 73.96 65.36 

Std. Error of Mean 2.231 .570 1.133 

Median 48.00 74.00 65.20 

Mode 48 74a 59 

Std. Deviation 9.977 2.549 5.067 

Variance 99.537 6.499 25.674 

Skewness 1.081 -.143 .255 

Std. Error of Skewness .512 .512 .512 

Kurtosis .769 -1.054 -.871 

Std. Error of Kurtosis .992 .992 .992 

Range 36 9 18 

Minimum 40 70 58 

Maximum 76 78 75 

Sum 1016 1479 1307 

 

Lampiran Tabel 4. Analisis Nonparametrik Korelasi Spearman Kelurahan Laang 

Tanduk, Lembang Tampan Bonga dan Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

Kelurahan Laang Tanduk 

 Pengetahuan Sikap Perilaku 

Spearman's rho Pengetahuan Correlation 

Coefficient 

1.000 .515* .570** 

Sig. (2-tailed) . .020 .009 

N 20 20 20 

Sikap Correlation 

Coefficient 

.515* 1.000 .139 

Sig. (2-tailed) .020 . .558 

N 20 20 20 

Perilaku Correlation 

Coefficient 

.570** .139 1.000 

Sig. (2-tailed) .009 .558 . 

N 20 20 20 
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*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

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

 

Lembang Tampan Bonga 

 Pengetahuan Sikap Perilaku 

Spearman's rho Pengetahuan Correlation Coefficient 1.000 .803** .254 

Sig. (2-tailed) . .000 .281 

N 20 20 20 

Sikap Correlation Coefficient .803** 1.000 .328 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 . .158 

N 20 20 20 

Perilaku Correlation Coefficient .254 .328 1.000 

Sig. (2-tailed) .281 .158 . 

N 20 20 20 

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

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

 

Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

 Pengetahuan Sikap Perilaku 

Spearman's rho Pengetahuan Correlation Coefficient 1.000 .064 .554* 

Sig. (2-tailed) . .790 .011 

N 20 20 20 

Sikap Correlation Coefficient .064 1.000 .042 

Sig. (2-tailed) .790 . .859 

N 20 20 20 

Perilaku Correlation Coefficient .554* .042 1.000 

Sig. (2-tailed) .011 .859 . 

N 20 20 20 

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

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

 

Lampiran Tabel 5. Frekuensi pengetahuan di Kelurahan Laang Tanduk, Lembang 

Tampan Bonga dan Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

Kelurahan Laang Tanduk 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 40 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

44 2 10.0 10.0 15.0 

48 3 15.0 15.0 30.0 

52 3 15.0 15.0 45.0 

56 3 15.0 15.0 60.0 
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60 2 10.0 10.0 70.0 

68 4 20.0 20.0 90.0 

76 1 5.0 5.0 95.0 

80 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

 

Lembang Tampan Bonga 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 36 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

48 2 10.0 10.0 15.0 

52 2 10.0 10.0 25.0 

56 3 15.0 15.0 40.0 

60 2 10.0 10.0 50.0 

64 4 20.0 20.0 70.0 

68 1 5.0 5.0 75.0 

72 3 15.0 15.0 90.0 

80 2 10.0 10.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

      

Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 40 4 20.0 20.0 20.0 

44 3 15.0 15.0 35.0 

48 5 25.0 25.0 60.0 

52 2 10.0 10.0 70.0 

56 2 10.0 10.0 80.0 

60 1 5.0 5.0 85.0 

64 1 5.0 5.0 90.0 

68 1 5.0 5.0 95.0 

76 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

 

Lampiran Tabel 6. Frekuensi sikap di Kelurahan Laang Tanduk, Lembang 

Tampan Bonga dan Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

Kelurahan Laang Tanduk 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 70 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

71 1 5.0 5.0 10.0 
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72 5 25.0 25.0 35.0 

73 2 10.0 10.0 45.0 

74 3 15.0 15.0 60.0 

75 3 15.0 15.0 75.0 

77 1 5.0 5.0 80.0 

78 2 10.0 10.0 90.0 

78 1 5.0 5.0 95.0 

80 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

Lembang Tampan Bonga 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 69 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

70 1 5.0 5.0 10.0 

72 2 10.0 10.0 20.0 

73 3 15.0 15.0 35.0 

74 2 10.0 10.0 45.0 

74 2 10.0 10.0 55.0 

75 2 10.0 10.0 65.0 

76 1 5.0 5.0 70.0 

77 1 5.0 5.0 75.0 

78 1 5.0 5.0 80.0 

79 2 10.0 10.0 90.0 

81 1 5.0 5.0 95.0 

Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 70 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

70 2 10.0 10.0 15.0 

71 2 10.0 10.0 25.0 

72 1 5.0 5.0 30.0 

73 1 5.0 5.0 35.0 

74 3 15.0 15.0 50.0 

74 2 10.0 10.0 60.0 

75 1 5.0 5.0 65.0 

76 3 15.0 15.0 80.0 

77 3 15.0 15.0 95.0 

78 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  
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Lampiran Tabel 7. Frekuensi perilaku responden Kelurahan Laang Tanduk, 

Lembang Tampan Bonga dan Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

Kelurahan Laang Tanduk 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 57 2 10.0 10.0 10.0 

58 1 5.0 5.0 15.0 

58 1 5.0 5.0 20.0 

59 2 10.0 10.0 30.0 

60 4 20.0 20.0 50.0 

63 1 5.0 5.0 55.0 

64 2 10.0 10.0 65.0 

65 1 5.0 5.0 70.0 

66 1 5.0 5.0 75.0 

67 2 10.0 10.0 85.0 

68 2 10.0 10.0 95.0 

70 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

Lembang Tampan Bonga 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 58 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

59 2 10.0 10.0 15.0 

60 3 15.0 15.0 30.0 

61 1 5.0 5.0 35.0 

62 1 5.0 5.0 40.0 

63 1 5.0 5.0 45.0 

64 2 10.0 10.0 55.0 

65 1 5.0 5.0 60.0 

66 1 5.0 5.0 65.0 

66 1 5.0 5.0 70.0 

67 3 15.0 15.0 85.0 

68 2 10.0 10.0 95.0 

77 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

Lembang Sa’dan Pebulian 

 Frequency Percent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 58 1 5.0 5.0 5.0 

59 3 15.0 15.0 20.0 

61 1 5.0 5.0 25.0 

62 2 10.0 10.0 35.0 
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64 1 5.0 5.0 40.0 

65 2 10.0 10.0 50.0 

66 2 10.0 10.0 60.0 

66 1 5.0 5.0 65.0 

67 1 5.0 5.0 70.0 

69 1 5.0 5.0 75.0 

70 1 5.0 5.0 80.0 

71 2 10.0 10.0 90.0 

73 1 5.0 5.0 95.0 

75 1 5.0 5.0 100.0 

Total 20 100.0 100.0  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  


