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ABSTRACT

Hartati, Caecilia Maria, 2009. The Effects of Students’ Generated Questions
Before Reading on The Reading Comprehension Achievement of The
Management Students of Class H. S-2 Thesis, The English Department of
Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya.

Most Management students had reading problems that hindered their
comprehension so they need to apply a reading strategy that would help them
understand texts and become good and independent readers. Questioning is one
reading strategy based on the schemata theory that states a reader’s prior
knowledge is important in the comprehension process. It means that through
questioning a reader activates his prior knowledge that will help him make sense
of the text.

The previous studies on questioning showed that gquestioning before
reading or pre-questioning is useful for students to increase their comprehension
on texts. This is indicated by the fact that the students got better scores in their
reading tests after they were given questions in the pre-reading stage.

As the writer wanted to prove whether questioning before reading,
especially questions generated by students themselves help the Management
students of class H in understanding passages, she conducted a study on this class.
The class was given students’ generated questions before reading. The class did
the pre-test and got the treatment for seven weeks and at the end of the treatment
it did the post-test to measure the effectiveness of the treatment.

The results of the study showed that students’ generated questions before
reading proved to be effective in increasing students’ comprehension on texts.
Students who got the treatment of students’ generated questions before reading
scored better in their post-test than in their pre-test for each question type in the
reading test, that is, literal comprehension, reorganization, inference, evaluation
and personal response. It can be concluded that using students’ generated
questions before reading students understand the given texts by activating their
prior knowledge and match it with the incoming information from the texts.



TABLE OF CONTENTS



TABLE OF CONTENTS

APPROV AL SHEET (i)
APPROVAL SHEET (ii)

STATEMENT OF AUTHENTICITY ....oooioee o)
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ...\t

ABSTRACT

TABLEOF CONTENTS ... o,
CHAPTER I INTRODUCTION ...

1.1 Background of The Study ..o
1.2 Statement of The Problem ..............ocoooeiiiiiiniinn,
1.3 The Objective of The Study ........ccocoiiiriiiince
1.4 Theoretical Framework ..............c.oooceioiiinniincennc e
1.5 The Hypotheses ..o
1.6 The ASSUMPLIONS .......cocooveevievierierecreeeierieie e e e,
1.7 Significance of The Study ..o
1.8 Scope and Limitation of The Study ..o
1.9 Definition of Key Terms .........cc.cccoovvvieiieircerircn e
1.10 Organization of The Thesis ...........cccooviiriviirinn s

CHAPTER II REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE .......uenenne

2.1 The Reading Process ............ccccoovvvicicicnniviieeen e
2.2 Metacognition and Its Use in Reading .........................

2.2.]1 Metacognition ............ccccoeoivirioieeeii e

2.2.2 How to Use Metacognition ...............ccccoeereneinnnnn,
2.3 Schemata and Its Role In Reading Comprehension .......
2.4 A Good / Effective Reader ..o
2.5Crtical Reading .........occooooiiieei e
2.6 Self-questioning ............ocoooiiiviiiicre e e
2T ESP s
2.8 Economics TeXtbOOKS ...........ccoerviieininiiiincie e
2.9 Review of Related Studies .............ccoeoiiviciiiiiine

CHAPTER III RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ...

3.1 The Research Design ..........cocovviiiiivieiiieie e
3.1.1 The Variables ...........ccccooviiiio e
3.1.2 Time Allocation ..........cccoevvvviieevienceieeieeeeereeeeni
3.1.3 The INStructor .......ccoovvveieiieereee e
3.1.4 The Instructional Materials .................ccooeeeeeee.

3.2 Population and Sample ..........c...ocoeeeiieie i

3.3 The Treatment ..........cccocovvroveiriroe e

3.4 The Data Collection and Data Analysis .........................
3.4.1 The Data Collection ........ e

3411 TheData ...

3.4.1.2 The Research Instrument ........................
3.41.2.1 Test Reliability ..........c.c.coooones
3.4.12.2 Test Validity ..........ccoccorvvnennc..
3.4.1.2.3 Methods of Controlling the



The Threats ...........cccoovvienn.
3.4.1.2.3.1 Internal Validity ......
3.4.1.2.3.2 Exiernal Validity .....
3.4.1.2.4 Scoring Technique ....................

3.4.2 the Data Analysis .........ccccooooiieiiiniicice e

CHAPTER 1V RESEARCH

FINDINGS, HYPOTHESES TESTING

AND DISCUSSIONS OF THE FINDINGS ..................
4 TFIrst FINAIng ........cccooooeviiieiee e
4.2 Second FINAINg ......c.cooooiieiniiiice e e
4.2.1 Literal Comprehension .............ccceeeeiioveivvnienienn,
4.2.2 ReoTganization ............cccocoeiiivivenreesiinnevseenines
423 INTerence .......occovviiiiiie e
4.2.4 Evaluation ........ccccocvveveieiinieniene e
4.2.5 Personal ReSponse ........c.coooveecivinnceniiein e
43 Third FINAINE ........ooooiiiii et
CHAPTER V CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS ...

5.1 Conclusion

5.2 SUGEESHONS ....ocviiivieeiiiciie et

Bibliography ......

List of Appendices

Appendix 1; The Scoring RUbIIC ...
Appendix 2: Inter-rater Reliability ...
Appendix 3: The Research Instrument .............ccocoeiiiiminivnn e
Appendix 4. The Tables for the Findings .........cccocoociiiiiiiin,
Appendix 5: The Instructional Materials ..............cccoccoiininiiii s

Appendix 6: The Lesson Plans
The Writer’s Biography ..

Vi

45
45
46
47
47
53
55
58
58
60
61
63
64
69
70
70
72
74
78
79
86
87
90

108
123



