CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

5.1 Conclusion

Nowadays English is emphasized to be learned by the students. It is simply
because English is an international language. In this twenty first century, people
should be able to speak and write in English since it is the tool to communicate with
the other people from other country, especially for the third grade Senior High School
students who will continue their study on the college. Most of the reference books are
written in English so they should be able to master this language anyway.

The reason why the writer conducted the study on teaching reading was the
fact that the students usually get bored easily in their reading class. It is suspected that
the teachers still use the old method to teach reading. The teachers only ask the
students to read the passage aloud, find the difficult words, and answer the questions.
All those activities are held by the teachers. In order to solve that problem above, the
writer applies SQ3R technique which concern on the students’ orientation.

The objective of this study is to find out whether there is a significant
difference of the reading comprehension achievement between students who are
taught using SQ3R technique and those who are taught using Translation technique.
The research design of this study is the Non-equivalent pre-test post-test design. Then
the data used in this study was taken from the scores of the pre-test and post-test of
the third grade of SMA Negeri 9 Surabaya.

Before choosing the class for the study, the writer analyzed the scores of the

latest summative to examine that there was no significant difference between these



three classes. By using SPSS program the writer concluded that these three classes
were able to be used as a subject of this study.

After conducting the treatment, the writer held the post-test to know whether
there was a significant difference between these two classes. Basing himself on the
result, the writer came to the conclusion that there is a significant difference between
these two classes. It means that SQ3R has given positive effect on the students’

reading achievement.

5.2 Suggestion
Based on the results of the study, the writer would like to give some

suggestions which can give contribution to English teachers and further studies

5.2.1 Suggestion for Language Teacher
The writer would like to give suggestion for the english teacher, especially in
teaching reading.

1. The teacher should choose the text based on the students’ level and
background knowledge. If the text is too difficult, the students will not learn
anything from the text.

2. The teacher should be able to control the class. Even it is a student-centered
classroom, the teacher should not lose the control over the class.

3. The teacher should master the technique well so that he can apply it in a good
way. He should be able to help the students to apply the new technique in their

reading activity.



4. The teacher should be patient enough in teaching the new technique. He
should give the students an extra time so that they are not confused in using

the new tehnique.

5.2.2 Suggestion for Further Research

There are some weaknesses when the writer was conducting the research. That
is why the writer would like to give suggestion for the next researchers who are
interested in making the same field of study so that the next researcher will not do the

same. They are some certain things that will influence the result of the study such as:

1. The time.

This study only conducted three times treatment because several reason as
presented in chapter four. The writer did not sure that they remember the SQ3R
technique if the writer asked them again, because they need time to adapt with the
new technique. If they confused about one step of the method and there was no one to
be asked; they will go back using the old technique since their teacher still used the
old technique. The writer succeeds in conducting the research because he worked hard
in guiding the students through one step to another. So the writer hopes that the next
researcher should conduct their study longer. It means that longer treatment should be
given in order to give the students extra time to have full understanding of the new
technique. Besides, the next researcher should give attention to the schedule of the
treatment of these two classes. The schedule should be same in time. It means that if
one class gets treatment in the first section, the other class should get the same time.
Because usually the students will feel tired if the treatment is conducted at the last

section.



2. The instructor.

In this study the writer acted as a teacher. Actually the writer was afraid of the
bias but fortunately it did not happen. But it is still better to appoint other people to
act as a teacher to avoid the bias. If the researcher points someone to be the teacher,
he should explain about the SQ3R technique first to them and make sure that the
person you choose master about the each step of SQ3R technique so that he can give

clear explanation to the students.

3. The raters
This study used two raters in examining the students’ test. The next researcher
should use one rater to reduce the bias, because there must be only one person who

knows exactly about the scoring system used in examining the students’ test.
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