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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION  

 This chapter presents two parts. The first part is the summary of the findings 

and the second part is suggestions. 

5.1 Conclusion 

 This study was aimed to find out whether there was a significant difference on 

the college students’ reading performance between those who attended computer 

based reading test and paper pencil based reading test. The subjects of this study were 

24 students of Reading II C class from academic year 2015/2016. 

 According to the above discussion, it could be said that there was no 

significant difference between students who did their reading test using computer 

based reading test and those who did their reading test using paper pencil based 

reading test. The number of students who chose paper pencil based reading test were 

dominant in both two groups. However, B group was much more dominant in 

choosing paper pencil based reading test than A group. 

 The common reasons why they didn’t really like computer based reading test 

was commonly not from the materials inside the test but the lack of experience in 

doing computer based reading test, the risk of reading using computer in long time 

and the quality of the computers in the Digital Language Laboratory themselves and 

they should be renewed. 
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 Although, the students’ reasons and their test score stand on the paper pencil 

based reading test, the fact that digital era was developing day by day couldn’t be 

denial. Hence, the existence of computer based reading test in Digital Language 

Laboratory should be maximized by both of the students and lecturers in order to be 

able to follow the development of the digital era as one of the basics of the 21st 

century teaching and learning activity besides the cooperative learning and student 

centre techniques.   

5.2 Suggestions 

 The writer divided the suggestions into two parts. The first was suggestions 

from the writer to the English Department lecturers. The second was from the writer 

to further studies. 

5.2.1 The Writer’s Suggestions for English Department Lecturers 

 In line with the writer’s finding that there is no significant difference between 

those two different reading test modes, the English Department lecturers should apply 

both CBT and PPBT in their teaching and testing activities. The application of the 

CBT and PPBT should be done equally to make the students more enthusiastic in 

following both the lesson and the test.    

5.2.2 The Writer’s Suggestions for Further Studies 

 The result of the study is there is no significant difference in the test result of 

the two different test modes. There are some suggestions that should be considered by 
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further studies as the cause of unexpected result. Therefore, for further studies, the 

writer has some recommendations, as follows: 

1. The number of the subjects should be statistically sufficient. 

2.There should be more detailed and specific discussion focusing on the 

reliability of the test materials. 

3. A comparative study should be conducted between the computer based reading 

test examinees and paper pencil based reading test examinees in more clear 

time-series design. 
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