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T'he following histograms, scatcrplot, and boxplot show the data afler the identified outlicr
had been eliminated.

Figure 5.6
Hi: of Prior Reading Comp ion Achi t Scores for Experimental and
Control Groups without an Outlier

i of Post Readi ' Achi

p Seorcy for Experimental and
Control Groups without an Outlier
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Figure 5.8

Boxplot of Post Reading Comprehension Seores by Gender of Studenis for

Experimental und Control Groups without an Outlier
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Figure 5.9
Boxplot of Post Reading Comprehension Scores by Group of Students for Experimental
and Control Growps without an Outlier
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Figure 5.10
Seatterplot of Post Reading Comprehension Scores by Prior Reading Comprehension
Seores of Experimental and Contral Groups
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l'he contribution to post lcadmg crvmpn:henr.mn seores ol pre-reading comprehension
SO0, licontrol group, and gender were cxplored by using the
multiple repression analysis. Table 9 presents the results of the staristical analysis.

Tahle 12
" ion Analvsis of Stud Reading C i e i
Pre-Test, Groups, and Geude:r

| Unstandardized Coefficients | Standardized
| Coefficients
Muodel t] Std. Error Heta e s . Sia
(Constant}) 20823 2.794 7455 REVI
prelest K29 031 Rl |i6263 R
geoup’ 6.169 780 A13 8289 000
gender’ | 1248 889 ATl 1.404 166
4= R 0872 F=117818 |

MNotes: N (Pre-test and Post-1esi) = 55
! Control Group=1), Experimental Group=1
! Female=t), Male=1

The written pre-test variable is a significant predictor of students’ post-test scores (P=0L.000)
or P=0.05. This means that is studenls’ predest scores increase | point, the posi-test will
increase 0,829 as long as other variables arc constant,

The group variable is a highly sipnificant predictor of pre-test score (P=0000} or P<0.05. It
means that the students in the experimental group have scores 6,468 higher than students in
the contral group.

The gender variable is not a significant predictor wward the post-test scorcs (P=0.166) or
P05, However it shows that male studenis have scores 1,248 higher than female students,
Taking together p i i scofes, experd L L 1 group, and gender
explain ahout 87.2% toward the post-reading achievement scores (R°= (LR72)

History: there was no particular and significant events happened during the period of
cxperiment that might influcnce the rczults ofﬂ\c study. Maturation: all the students in this
study were more or less at the same age. | : the students were used tn taking the test
because of the fact that the current evalualion syslem reguired the lecturers 1o carry out Mid
Test 1. Mid Test IL and Final Semester Test. Instrumentation: the way of scoring the
students” papers was done exactly the same for the pre-test and post-gest and by the writer
himself. Repression: the way of selecting students for experimental and control groups of this
study was done on the bases ol a seleclion of their homogeneity, Selection: the students were
leaming under the condition. Mortality: there was 1o single student dismissed from
State Polytechnic o ijaya in the study, | of inn_and maturation: the
samples started their first year of State Polytechnic of Sriwijaya on the basis of their age (+
17 years old); therefore the interaction of selection and maturation was the same for the
students in the experimental and control groups.




JURNALHOLISTICS vouns THomomz

In tenms of threats of cuternal validity of the design, the following explanations cal be
described. The interaclion of testing: the students Were used (o taking tests as part of their
shooli i The i ion of seleclion: criteria fur students to enter the Stare

IERCUVE arrangements: the experiment was carmied oui o the basis of the students
J:omogmeiry, the same pre-test and posl-test, the same teacher, the same reading materials,
the same teaching time as well as the same physical condition,

Under the condition of the rescarch instnunent, the results of the study were reliable on
account of the fuct that te reliahility of the research nstrument was 0,841, The results of the
Study were valid since the Judgments of protessionals Were used. Under such these
conditions, it was assumed That the results of the sludy were both reliable ang valid,

6. CONCLUSION

The experimental &roup was able to obtain higher scores than the control one, Although the
twa groups had progress, but the progress f the control group was not s higth as the progress
of the experimental one, Based on the results of multiple regression, there was o significant
dift of reading comprehension achievement hetween the students who were taught by
using PORST and the students who were Laught by using the canventional method,

REFERENCES %

Armbruster, HE., Fran Lehr, end Jean (shom, 2000, fur Reeding Fivse: 1o Research
Building Block far Teaching Children io Read . February 22, 2004),

Calilornia Tusk Force, 22, Reading, Every Child A Reager. (hitpt arton-gillingham,
Qmmgﬂmg_lmpb@-_ll_k,_ accessed on Seplember 24, 2003,

Campbell, Donald T and Julian C Stanley, 1963, Experimental and Cuasi Experimenial
Design for Research on Teaching, In N.1.,, Giage. 1971, Handbook of Research on
Teaching, (page 171-264). Rand MeMally & Company, Chicaga,

Choong, Lie. 2007, Methads in Reading Comprebension Research  MeGraw Hill
Kagakhusa, Lig, Tokyo.

Krishnamnony, Kala. 2000, How g Inculeate  the Reading Habit in Your Child,
(ltip:/iwww, Thewomderfud worldofehildren com/Aricle him, accessed on December
20, 2003,

National Reading Pane|, 2000. Teaching ¢ hifdren to Read: An Evidence-Raved Assesymen; af
the Scientiflc Research Literainre on Reading and frg Implications for Reading
Tnstriscrion. Washington, DC:National  Tnstitye of Child Health end  Huymag



JURNALHOLISTICS  vewume 1 Nowsrz 1sen

Dc\-clopmcut hittpifer ipfor
{spurced nrpB htm| accecsed I Dc\,x:mb:r 2008,

ing/references

Royer, William. 2003, Childhood Language Disorders in Comtext, Allyn and Bacon, Inc,
Neodham Heights, Ma.

Rust wnd Golombok, 1989, Enhancing Reading  Comprehensi Alta Book Center
Publishers, San Fransisco.

Thomas and Robinson. Zhang Guanglan. 1982, Swmmaries of Suggested Adrticles, Imp A
www. smdents. ouedu/z/Guanglan, Zhang- larticles. html- 12k, 1 on 13
]‘J 2003,

Trelease, Yim, 2001, Reading for Fun is Reading for The Futare. (htipsiwww, Trelease-on -
reading. com /rah. himl, d an September 14, 2003).

LCCS, 2002, Teaching and Reading Skills. Allyn and Bacon, Ine, Needham Heights, MAL




