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APPENDICES 

 
 

Appendix 1. Questionnaire of needs analysis 
 

INTRODUCTION 
This questionnaire is purposed to design the SQ4R-based reading materials for hybrid 
learning during and post COVID-19 resolution. As you are enrolling as the student of the 
class, it is really essential to know about your needs. 

 
Part I: Personal information 

Provide some information about yourself 

1. Respondent number : 

2. Occupation : 

 

THE PARTICIPANTS’ LINGUISTICS NEEDS 
 

Part I: The overview of the participants’ learning ability 
Evaluate your knowledge about these reading strategies 

 

Reading components 1 2 3 4 5 
Not 

important 
Important Moderately 

important 

Slightly 

important 

Very 

important 

Activating 

Connect the knowledge/experience 

related to the text 

     

Summarizing 

Summarize information from the 

text 

     

Monitoring-clarifying      

Questioning      

Searching-Selecting      

Visualizing-organizing      

 

Part II: The overview of the participants’ learning priority 
Give your opinion about the importance of the following type of text below for developing 
the chosen types of the materials. 

 

Type of text 1 2 3 4 5 
Not 

important 
Important Moderately 

important 

Slightly 

important 
Very important 

Analytical Exposition      

Description      

Discussion      

Explanation      

Hortatory Exposition      

Narrative      

News Item      
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Procedure      

Recount      

Report      

Spoof      

 

 

Give your opinion about the importance of the following genre of text below for developing 
the chosen types of the materials. 

 

Genre of the text 1 2 3 4 5 
Not 

important 
Important Moderately 

important 

Slightly 

important 

Very 

important 

Academic essay      

Advertisements      

Biography      

Hints      

Invitation      

Newspaper      

Review of the book      

 
Give your opinion about the importance of the following topic of text below for developing 
the chosen types of the materials. 

 

Topic of the text 1 2 3 4 5 
Not 

important 
Important Moderately 

important 
Slightly 

important 
Very 

important 

Animal      

Culture      

Education      

Family      

Food      

Health      

Important phenomenon      

Language      

Literature      

Natural disasters      

Plant      

Science-Fiction      

Social      

Sports      

Travel      

Work      
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THE PARTICIPANTS’ NEEDS 
 

Give your opinion about the importance of the following application tool below for 

developing the chosen types of the materials. 

 

Application tool 1 2 3 4 5 
Not 

important 
Important Moderately 

important 

Slightly 

important 

Very 

important 

Learning/content management 
systems 

     

Communication tools      

Live and virtual words      

Social networking and bookmarking 

sites 
     

Blogs and wikies      

Presentation tools      

Resource sharing tools      

Website creaqtion tools      

Web exercise creation      

Web search engines      

Dictionaries      

 

 
Appendix 2. Students Need Analysis 

 

Part I: The overview of the participants’ learning ability 
Evaluate your knowledge about these reading strategies 

 

Students 

Number 

Occupation Item 1 Item 2 

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

01  2 4 5 5 3 2 4 3 4 5 3 2 3 5 2 3 2 

02  5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

03  5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 

04  4 4 3 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 

05  4 5 3 4 2 3 5 4 5 3 3 2 3 5 5 3 5 

06  5 4 4 3 4 3 4 2 3 3 2 4 3 2 2 4 3 

07  4 4 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 4 3 4 4 4 3 4 2 

08  2 5 3 5 4 4 2 5 5 4 3 3 4 4 4 2 4 

09  5 3 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 5 4 4 4 5 4 4 3 

10  4 4 4 5 3 5 4 4 5 4 3 3 3 4 4 5 3 

11  4 3 3 5 4 5 5 3 5 5 3 1 5 5 4 5 4 

12  3 3 3 3 3 5 4 3 2 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 

13  2 2 3 5 3 3 4 3 4 2 4 4 3 2 1 2 1 

14  4 5 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 4 5 1 

15  4 4 5 4 4 4 3 4 4 5 2 1 4 5 1 4 1 

16  3 5 5 4 3 2 5 5 3 5 3 3 4 5 4 5 2 

17  5 5 5 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 3 3 

18  3 4 4 4 3 3 1 3 2 3 1 3 4 2 1 4 2 

19  3 4 3 4 2 4 2 1 4 5 2 4 4 4 2 4 4 
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Students 

Number 
Item 3 Item 4 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

01 5 3 5 5 2 2 3 2 5 5 2 5 3 5 5 2 2 3 

02 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

03 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

04 3 3 5 3 1 3 4 4 5 5 4 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 

05 3 2 4 2 1 4 1 1 4 5 4 2 2 5 5 3 2 4 

06 2 3 3 3 1 2 4 4 5 5 5 2 5 4 5 4 4 4 

07 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

08 5 5 3 1 4 3 2 2 5 2 5 3 4 2 5 4 3 4 

09 4 3 5 4 4 3 4 4 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 4 5 5 

10 4 1 3 4 3 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 

11 4 1 4 3 4 3 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 3 4 3 

12 3 1 2 3 2 3 4 2 4 5 4 4 4 3 3 4 3 4 

13 4 3 3 3 4 3 4 4 2 5 4 4 2 3 3 5 3 3 

14 5 4 5 4 4 4 5 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 5 4 4 

15 4 3 3 4 1 4 5 1 4 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 3 5 

16 4 3 4 4 3 5 3 3 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 3 

17 5 2 3 2 3 5 3 3 5 5 3 3 5 5 3 5 5 3 

18 4 1 2 1 2 2 4 2 1 3 4 2 2 4 2 1 3 1 

19 3 4 4 1 2 4 2 2 5 5 5 2 5 2 4 4 2 1 

 

Students 
Number 

Item 4 Item 5 

12 13 14 15 16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

01 4 2 3 2 3 5 3 1 2 2 5 3 3 3 5 5 

02 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

03 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 

04 4 4 4 2 4 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 

05 5 4 1 1 3 5 3 4 1 4 3 1 2 2 4 5 

06 5 4 4 5 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 1 1 3 4 4 

07 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 3 4 3 4 4 3 4 4 

08 5 5 5 5 2 3 5 3 5 3 5 1 3 1 4 2 

09 5 5 4 3 5 4 5 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 

10 5 5 4 5 5 4 4 4 4 3 5 4 3 3 5 4 

11 5 5 3 4 5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 3 2 5 

12 4 3 2 2 4 3 5 4 3 3 4 1 2 2 5 4 

13 2 2 4 4 4 2 5 5 2 3 3 1 1 4 5 2 

14 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

15 5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 3 5 4 4 

16 5 5 3 3 5 5 4 5 5 4 5 2 4 3 4 5 

17 5 5 3 3 3 3 2 3 5 1 4 5 3 5 5 5 

18 4 1 1 1 2 3 3 3 2 1 4 2 1 2 4 3 

19 5 2 3 1 2 2 5 2 4 1 3 1 2 1 5 5 
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Appendix 3. Questionnaire for validations 

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR MATERIAL EVALUATION 
 

Instruction: Checklist only one column in every number to measure the 
statement. 

 
Strongly Relevant : SR Strongly Agree : SA 
Relevant : R Agree : A 
Not Relevant : NR Disagree : D 
Strongly Not Relevant. : SNR Strongly Disagree : SD 

 

1. Material Expert 
No Component SR R NR SNR 

1 The created materials are 
appropriate to the students’ ability 

    

2 The developed materials are based 
on the students’ needs 

    

3 The language used in the materials 
is easy to understand 

    

4 The materials could increase the 
students’ vocabularies 

    

 

2. Media Expert 
No Component SA A D SD 

5 The covers represent the reading 
materials 

    

6 The variations of the font interest 
to be read 

    

7 The color combinations between 
the writing and pictures are 
appropriate 

    

8 The pictures positions are well- 
constructed 

    

9 The materials are matched for the 
adult 

    

 
3. Tools Expert 

No Component SA A D SD 
10 The tools are really helpful     

11 The tools are easy to open     
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Appendix 4. The Result questionnaire from validators 

The data of the appropriateness of materials 

 
 
 
 
 

The data of the appropriateness of layout 

Students Items Mean Acceptability 
1 2 3 4 5 

1 4 4 4 3 4 3.8 95% 

2 4 4 4 4 4 4 100% 

3 3 4 4 4 4 3.8 95% 

All score 3.87 97% 

 

The data of the appropriateness of tools 

Students Items Mean Acceptability 
1 2 

1 4 4 4 100% 
2 4 3 3.5 87.5% 

3 4 4 4 100% 

All score 3.83 95.8% 

 
Appendix 5. The students result after the implementation of the SQ4R- 
based reading materials 

 
The data of the appropriateness of materials 

Students Items Mean Acceptability Categories 
1 2 3 4 

1 4 4 3 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 
2 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

3 4 4 3 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

4 4 4 3 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

5 3 3 3 4 3.25 81.25% Fair 

6 3 3 3 4 3.25 81.25% Fair 

7 4 3 4 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

8 4 3 4 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

9 4 3 3 4 3.5 87.5% High 

10 4 4 3 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

11 4 3 3 4 3.5 87.5% High 

12 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

13 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 
14 4 3 4 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

15 4 3 4 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 

Validators Items Mean Acceptability 
1 2 3 4 

1 4 4 3 4 3.75 93.75% 

2 4 4 4 4 4 100% 

3 4 4 4 4 4 100% 

All score 3.92 98% 
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16 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

17 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

18 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

19 3 4 4 4 3.75 93.75% Very High 
All score 3.75 93.75% Very High 

 

The data of the appropriateness of layout 

Students Items Mean Acceptability Categories 
1 2 3 4 5 

1 3 3 4 4 4 3.6 90% High 

2 3 4 4 4 3 3.6 90% High 

3 4 3 3 3 4 3.4 85% High 

4 4 3 3 3 4 3.4 85% High 
5 3 4 4 4 3 3.6 90% High 

6 4 3 3 4 3 3.4 85% High 

7 3 3 3 3 4 3.2 80% Fair 

8 3 3 4 3 4 3.4 85% High 

9 4 4 4 4 4 4 100 Very High 

10 4 4 4 4 3 3.8 95% Very High 

11 3 4 4 3 3 3.4 85% High 
12 4 3 4 3 4 3.6 90% High 

13 4 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

14 4 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

15 4 4 4 3 4 3.8 95% Very High 

16 4 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 
17 4 4 3 4 3 3.6 90% High 

18 4 4 4 4 4 4 100% Very High 

19 4 3 4 4 4 3.8 95% Very High 

All score 3.73 93.4% Very High 

 
 

The data of the appropriateness of tools 

Students Items Mean Acceptability Categories 
1 2 

1 4 4 4 100% Very High 

2 4 4 4 100% Very High 

3 3 3 3 75% Fair 
4 3 3 3 75% Fair 

5 3 3 3 75% Fair 

6 4 3 3.5 87.5% High 

7 4 4 4 100% Very High 
8 4 4 4 100% Very High 

9 4 4 4 100% Very High 

10 4 4 4 100% Very High 

11 3 3 3 75% Fair 

12 4 4 4 100% Very High 
13 4 3 3.5 87.5% High 
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Cover 

Steps of SQ4R 

 

14 4 4 4 100% Very High 

15 4 4 4 100% Very High 

16 4 4 4 100% Very High 

17 4 4 4 100% Very High 
18 4 4 4 100% Very High 

19 4 4 4 100% Very High 

All score 3.73 93.4% Very High 
 

Appendix 6. The final result of developed SQ4R-based reading materials 
for hybrid learning 
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Appendix 7. The application of learning management system for SQ4R- 
based reading materials 

 


