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BAB VI KESIMPU LAN  
BAB VI 

KESIMPULAN 

 

 

6.1. KESIMPULAN 

Berdasarkan hasil analisis data yang telah diuraikan dalam bab sebelumnya dapat 

ditarik kesimpulan sebagai berikut: 

1. Pedoman dan Pengoperasian Fasilitas Parkir yang diterbitkan oleh Dirjen 

Perhubungan Darat sudah tidak relevan digunakan sebagai acuan kebutuhan SRP 

khususnya di Pusat Pendidikan/Perguruan Tinggi, dilihat dari hasil kebutuhan 

parkir setiap universitas dengan jumlah mahasiswa yang bervariasi dimulai dari 

3000 sampai 12000 ternyata membutuhkan Satuan Ruang Parkir lebih dari SRP 

yang distandarkan. 

2. Model yang paling memenuhi persyaratan hasil uji statistik, sebagai berikut: 

a.  Model terbaik untuk kebutuhan ruang parkir mobil: 

𝑌 =  29,963 +  0,773𝑋2 +  0,474𝑋3 

Dimana, 

Y : Kebutuhan parkir mobil pusat kegiatan Pendidikan/Perguruan Tinggi 

X2 : Jumlah Dosen 

X3 : Jumlah Tenaga kependidikan 

Dengan R2 = 0,996 

Variabel dosen (X2) dan tenaga kependidikan (X3) memiliki pengaruh terhadap 

variabel Y bedampak positif terhadap Kebutuhan parkir sepeda motor. 

b. Model terbaik untuk kebutuhan ruang parkir sepeda motor: 

𝑌 =  468,577 +  0,380𝑋1 + −9,608𝑋3 
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Dimana, 

Y : Kebutuhan parkir sepeda motor pusat kegiatan Pendidikan/Perguruan Tinggi 

X2 : Jumlah Mahasiswa 

X3 : Jumlah Tenaga kependidikan 

Dengan R2 =  0,995 

Variabel mahasiswa(X1) dan tendik (X3) memiliki pengaruh terhadap variabel Y 

bedampak positif terhadap Kebutuhan parkir sepeda motor. 

3. Kebutuhan SRP di Pusat Pendidikan/Perguruan Tinggi 

Data menunjukkan bahwa seiring dengan peningkatan jumlah mahasiswa, 

kebutuhan SRP juga meningkat secara signifikan. Ini mengindikasikan bahwa Pusat 

Pendidikan/Perguruan Tinggi perlu terus-menerus mengembangkan fasilitas dan 

sumber daya untuk mendukung jumlah mahasiswa yang lebih besar. Dalam hal ini 

karena dalam pedoman fasilitas parkir direktorat jenderal perhubungan darat 

menyatakan bahwa jumlah tempat parkir yang dibutuhkan pada pusat 

pendidikan/perguruan tinggi tergantung pada jumlah pelajar/mahasiswa, maka 

Standar kebutuhan SRP dari hasil penelitian ini sebagai berikut: 

 

 

 

 

6.2. SARAN 

1. Dalam penyediaan Satuan Ruang Parkir dapat disesuaikan dengan jumlah 

mahasiswa atau jumlah SRP agar dapat mencukupi kendaraan yang masuk. 

2. Dapat diteliti kembali dengan data sampel yang lebih banyak dan bervariasi. 

 

Jumlah 

Mahasiswa 
3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000 11000 12000 

Kebutuhan 

(SRP) 
136 172 208 244 280 315 351 387 421 459 
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LAMPIRAN 
 

 

Lampiran 1: Gambar Lokasi Parkir disetiap lokasi penelitian 

 

Lokasi 1: Kampus III Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta (parkir motor) 
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Lokasi 1: Kampus III Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta (parkir mobil) 
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Lokasi 2: Universitas Kristen Duta Wacana Yogyakarta (parkir motor) 
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Lokasi 2: Universitas Kristen Duta Wacana Yogyakarta (parkir mobil) 
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Lokasi 3: Kampus IV Universitas Ahmad Dahlan Yogyakarta (parkir motor) 
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Lokasi 3: Kampus IV Universitas Ahmad Dahlan Yogyakarta (parkir mobil) 
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Lokasi 4: Kampus FIS Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta (parkir motor) 
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Lokasi 4: Kampus FIS Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta (parkir mobil) 
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Lokasi 5: Kampus II Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta (parkir motor) 
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Lokasi 5: Kampus II Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta (parkir mobil) 
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Lampiran 2 : Hasil Analisis 

 

 

 

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 

 

  

Unstandardized 

Residual 

Unstandardized 

Residual 

N 5 5 

Normal Parameters(a,b) Mean ,0000000 ,0000000 

  Std. Deviation 21,64787701 9,20207038 

Most Extreme Differences Absolute ,224 ,224 

  Positive ,224 ,224 

  Negative -,197 -,197 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 
,502 ,502 

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 
,963 ,963 

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 
,914 ,914 

Point Probability ,000 ,000 

a  Test distribution is Normal. 

b  Calculated from data. 

 

 

 

Hasil Uji Analisis Parsial setiap variable X ke Y 

 

Mahasiswa X1 ke Y1 SRP Motor 

 

 

Model Summary

,946a ,895 ,860 279,955

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

ANOVAb

2005645 1 2005645,248 25,590 ,015a

235124,0 3 78374,651

2240769 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y1b. 
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Dosen X2 ke Y1 SRP Motor 

 

 

 

 

Tendik X3 ke Y1 SRP Motor 

 
 

Coefficientsa

365,867 260,312 1,405 ,255

,200 ,040 ,946 5,059 ,015

(Constant)

Mahasiswa(x1)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Model Summary

,967a ,936 ,914 219,415

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Dosen(x2)a. 

ANOVAb

2096341 1 2096340,606 43,544 ,007a

144428,6 3 48142,865

2240769 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Dosen(x2)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y1b. 

Coefficientsa

665,977 162,462 4,099 ,026

4,377 ,663 ,967 6,599 ,007

(Constant)

Dosen(x2)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Model Summary

,777a ,603 ,471 544,443

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3)a. 
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Mahasiswa X1 ke Y2 SRP Mobil 

 

 

 

  

ANOVAb

1351514 1 1351514,321 4,559 ,122a

889254,9 3 296418,293

2240769 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y1b. 

Coefficientsa

544,263 517,942 1,051 ,371

8,203 3,842 ,777 2,135 ,122

(Constant)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Model Summary

,956a ,913 ,885 52,746

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

ANOVAb

88026,300 1 88026,300 31,639 ,011a

8346,500 3 2782,167

96372,800 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y2b. 

Coefficientsa

-4,672 49,045 -,095 ,930

,042 ,007 ,956 5,625 ,011

(Constant)

Mahasiswa(x1)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 
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Dosen X2 ke Y2 SRP Mobil 

 

 

 

 

Tendik X3 ke Y2 SRP Mobil 

 

 

 

 
 

Model Summary

,988a ,977 ,969 27,277

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Dosen(x2)a. 

ANOVAb

94140,669 1 94140,669 126,526 ,002a

2232,131 3 744,044

96372,800 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Dosen(x2)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y2b. 

Coefficientsa

56,137 20,197 2,779 ,069

,928 ,082 ,988 11,248 ,002

(Constant)

Dosen(x2)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 

Model Summary

,845a ,713 ,618 95,986

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3)a. 

ANOVAb

68732,865 1 68732,865 7,460 ,072a

27639,935 3 9213,312

96372,800 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y2b. 
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Hasil Analisis Uji Simultan 

Variable X1, X2, X3 ke Luas Lahan Parkir Motor (Y1) 

 

 

 

  

Coefficientsa

17,068 91,314 ,187 ,864

1,850 ,677 ,845 2,731 ,072

(Constant)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 

Mode l Summary

1,000a ,999 ,997 43,296

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Dosen(x2),

Mahasiswa(x1)

a. 

ANOVAb

2238895 3 746298,226 398,127 ,037a

1874,522 1 1874,522

2240769 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Dosen(x2), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y1b. 

Coefficientsa

497,339 43,486 11,437 ,056

,312 ,037 1,473 8,471 ,075

,903 ,424 ,199 2,130 ,279

-7,993 1,160 -,757 -6,892 ,092

(Constant)

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 
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Variable X2, X3 ke Luas Lahan Parkir Mobil (Y2) 

 

 

 

 

  

Model Summary

,998a ,996 ,986 18,404

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Dosen(x2),

Mahasiswa(x1)

a. 

ANOVAb

96034,088 3 32011,363 94,509 ,075a

338,712 1 338,712

96372,800 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Dosen(x2), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y2b. 

Coefficientsa

29,230 18,485 1,581 ,359

,002 ,016 ,045 ,127 ,919

,752 ,180 ,802 4,176 ,150

,417 ,493 ,190 ,846 ,553

(Constant)

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig.

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 
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Variabel X1, X2 Ke Y2 

 

 

Variabel X1, X3 Ke Y2 
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Variable X1,2 ke Y1 

 

Variable X2,3 ke Y1 
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Keseluruhan Variable X1,2,3 ke Y2 

 

Keseluruhan Variable X1,2,3 ke Y1 
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Korelasi 

 

 

Corre lations

1 ,913* ,937* ,946* ,956*

,030 ,019 ,015 ,011

5 5 5 5 5

,913* 1 ,763 ,967** ,988**

,030 ,134 ,007 ,002

5 5 5 5 5

,937* ,763 1 ,777 ,845

,019 ,134 ,122 ,072

5 5 5 5 5

,946* ,967** ,777 1 ,968**

,015 ,007 ,122 ,007

5 5 5 5 5

,956* ,988** ,845 ,968** 1

,011 ,002 ,072 ,007

5 5 5 5 5

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

N

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

N

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

N

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

N

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

N

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Y1

Y2

Mahasis

wa(x1) Dosen(x2) Tendik(x3) Y1 Y2

Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).*. 

Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).**. 

Corre lations

1,000 -,026 ,993

. ,974 ,007

0 2 2

-,026 1,000 ,073

,974 . ,927

2 0 2

,993 ,073 1,000

,007 ,927 .

2 2 0

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Control Variables

Y1

Mahasis

wa(x1) Dosen(x2) Tendik(x3)
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Uji multikolinearitas 

Corre lations

1,000 -,707 ,827

. ,293 ,173

0 2 2

-,707 1,000 -,880

,293 . ,120

2 0 2

,827 -,880 1,000

,173 ,120 .

2 2 0

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Control Variables

Y2

Mahasis

wa(x1) Dosen(x2) Tendik(x3)

Corre lations

1,000 -,853 ,999

. ,350 ,021

0 1 1

-,853 1,000 -,870

,350 . ,328

1 0 1

,999 -,870 1,000

,021 ,328 .

1 1 0

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Correlation

Significance (2-tailed)

df

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Control Variables

Y2 & Y1

Mahasis

wa(x1) Dosen(x2) Tendik(x3)

One-Sample  Test

3,646 4 ,022 5771,400 1376,23 10166,57

2,639 4 ,058 195,200 -10,16 400,56

3,755 4 ,020 119,000 31,01 206,99

4,542 4 ,010 1520,400 591,06 2449,74

3,417 4 ,027 237,200 44,47 429,93

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Y1

Y2

t df Sig. (2-tailed)

Mean

Difference Lower Upper

95% Confidence

Interval of the

Difference

Test Value = 0
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Coefficientsa

,028 36,159

,095 10,487

,069 14,409

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Coefficientsa

,028 36,159

,095 10,487

,069 14,409

,121 8,250

,121 8,250

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Mahasiswa(x1)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

2

Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Coefficientsa

,121 8,250

,121 8,250

Mahasiswa(x1)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Variables Ente red/Removedb

Tendik(x3),

Dosen(x2),

Mahasisw

a(x1)
a

. Enter

.
Mahasisw

a(x1)

Backward

(criterion:

Probabilit

y of

F-to-remo

ve >=

,100).

Model

1

2

Variables

Entered

Variables

Removed Method

All requested variables entered.a. 

Dependent Variable: Y2b. 
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Coefficientsa

,028 36,159

,095 10,487

,069 14,409

,418 2,393

,418 2,393

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

2

Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 

Coefficientsa

,028 36,159

,095 10,487

,069 14,409

Mahasiswa(x1)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 

Coefficientsa

,418 2,393

,418 2,393

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 
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VARIABEL YANG BEBAS DARI MULTIKOLINEARITAS X1 & X3 KE Y1 

 

 

 

 

VARIABEL YANG BEBAS DARI MULTIKOLINEARITAS X2 & X3 KE Y2 

 

 

Model Summary

,998a ,995 ,991 72,037

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

ANOVAb

2230391 2 1115195,306 214,903 ,005a

10378,589 2 5189,294

2240769 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Mahasiswa(x1)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y1b. 

Coefficientsa

468,577 68,777 6,813 ,021

,380 ,029 1,799 13,014 ,006 ,121 8,250

-9,608 1,460 -,910 -6,581 ,022 ,121 8,250

(Constant)

Mahasiswa(x1)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig. Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y1a. 

Model Summary

,998a ,996 ,993 13,119

Model

1

R R Square

Adjusted

R Square

Std. Error of

the Estimate

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Dosen(x2)a. 

ANOVAb

96028,586 2 48014,293 278,979 ,004a

344,214 2 172,107

96372,800 4

Regression

Residual

Total

Model

1

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Predictors: (Constant), Tendik(x3), Dosen(x2)a. 

Dependent Variable: Y2b. 
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Coefficientsa

29,963 12,522 2,393 ,139

,773 ,061 ,823 12,594 ,006 ,418 2,393

,474 ,143 ,216 3,312 ,080 ,418 2,393

(Constant)

Dosen(x2)

Tendik(x3)

Model

1

B Std. Error

Unstandardized

Coefficients

Beta

Standardized

Coefficients

t Sig. Tolerance VIF

Collinearity Statistics

Dependent Variable: Y2a. 

 

 


