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Abstract: This research aims to find out what is the learning ability of the second-

year students of SMAN 1 Pekanbaru in reading comprehension about descriptive texts, 

narrative texts, and recount texts. This is descriptive research. The numbers of sample 

are 72 students chosen by using cluster random sampling. Reading comprehension test 

were used to collect the data. The data were collected through 42 multiple choice 

reading test to measure students’ ability in comprehending descriptive, narrative, and 

recount texts. There were 8 components of reading that used: Factual Information (FI); 

Main Idea (MI); Guessing Vocabulary (V); Reference (R); Inference (I); Social 

Functions (SF); Generic Structure (GS); and Language Features (LF). The collected 

data were analyzed by using SPSS 26.0 and Microsoft Excel 2019. The result shows that 

the average score is 75.19 with 97.6 as the highest score and 30.9 as the lowest score. 

Thus, result indicates that the students’ comprehension is at good level.  
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Abstrak: Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui bagaimana kemampuan 

belajar siswa kelas dua SMAN 1 Pekanbaru dalam pemahaman membaca tentang teks 

deskriptif, teks naratif, dan teks recount. Ini adalah penelitian deskriptif. Jumlah sampel 

adalah 72 siswa yang dipilih dengan menggunakan cluster random sampling. Tes 

pemahaman membaca digunakan untuk mengumpulkan data. Data dikumpulkan melalui 

42 pertanyaan dengan pilihan ganda untuk mengukur kemampuan siswa dalam 

memahami teks deskriptif, naratif, dan recount. Ada 8 komponen membaca yang 

digunakan: Informasi Faktual (FI); Ide Utama (MI); Menebak Kosakata (V); Referensi 

(R); Inferensi (I); Fungsi Sosial (SF); Struktur Umum (GS); dan Fitur Bahasa (LF). 

Data yang terkumpul dianalisis dengan menggunakan SPSS 26.0 dan Microsoft Excel 

2019. Hasilnya menunjukkan bahwa skor rata-rata adalah 75,19 dengan skor tertinggi 

97,6 dan skor terendah 30,9. Dengan demikian, hasil menunjukkan bahwa pemahaman 

siswa berada pada tingkat yang baik. 

 

Kata kunci: Kemampuan, Membaca, Pemahaman 
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INTRODUCTION  

 

The goal of any reading activity is the comprehension of what we have read. This 

understanding comes from the interaction between the words that are written and how 

they trigger knowledge outside the text (Tompkin, 2011). If there is only one aspect of 

language that students could study (or that educators could teach), it will be reading 

comprehension. Reading comprehension is defined as the level of understanding of a 

text. It is generally believed that proficient readers depend on the ability to recognize 

words quickly and effortlessly (Adams, 1994). If word recognition is difficult, students 

use too much of their processing capacity to read individual words, which interfere with 

their ability to comprehend what is read. Many graduate students, even in language, 

have to struggle in order to understand the textbooks they are using. (Dardjowidjojo, 

2003). This being the case, even if students read an English book every week, it does 

not help their learning much if they do not know what the words on the pages are 

saying. Susan and Carter (2012) emphasized that when a student reads a text, he or she 

is forced to absorb plenty of particular facts concerning seemingly random subjects 

(volcanoes, molecules, skateboarding, etc.) and grasp the content and draw conclusions. 

This means that reading comprehension is the ultimate test of student language skills 

because the worksheets teach students to think critically, draw inferences, understand 

the scope and global concepts, find or recall details, and infer the meaning of useful 

vocabulary words. 

Based on the English curriculum 2013 that is applied in senior high school in 

Indonesia, the students are expected to comprehend the meaning of materials from 

various texts. It means that to understand the materials, the students have to have the 

ability to look at and get the meaning of the written text, which is called reading 

comprehension. Among various texts that should be mastered, the researcher purposely 

chose to rate students’ skill in comprehending descriptive, narrative, and recount texts 

as the theme is about historical events. The writer has analyzed that the textbook they 

are using is focused heavily on descriptive, narrative, and recount texts that are linked to 

historical sources to help uncover the past. The survey that has been done at SMA 1 

Pekanbaru shows the textbook they use mostly dealing with historical matters in order 

to increase their nationality.  

In understanding any type of English texts, Rubin (1993) assume that the reading 

skills which usually find in the interpretation are as follow: (1) finding the main idea, 

(2) finding actual information, (3) making inferences, (4) identifying references, (5) 

finding the meaning of vocabulary, (6) finding general structures, (7) finding the 

language structures, and (8) finding the social function. Those 8 skills are measured 

specifically on comprehending reading texts as they were already taught in the first year 

of study.  

The reason why the researcher chose SMAN 1 Pekanbaru as the research place is 

because English subject has been the main field to be advanced in this school. It can be 

proved on English Day every Saturday, where each class will take turns getting the 

opportunity to present drama, dance, singing performance, poetry reading, news, 

storytelling, and so on. The school also establishes an English club which often 

participates and wins in a number of local to national English olympiads. In October 

2018, SMAN 1 Pekanbaru held an English Olympiad named Riau Smansa English 

Festival (Rise Fest) to commemorate Bulan Bahasa. Starting from the elementary to 

high school level, there are five championships; which are English debate, storytelling, 
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speech, scrabble, and ranking 1. It can be said that SMAN 1 Pekanbaru is a suitable 

place to conduct an English reading comprehension test.  

The researcher intends to know how comprehending descriptive, narrative, and 

recount texts contribute to the students’ English language competency and practices in 

the English subject. It is the opportunity for learners to practice reading descriptive, 

narrative, and recount texts to make learners be familiar with the English texts. 

Questions provided in the texts are important for measuring the achievements of 

students and in diagnosing all aspects, all strengths, and weaknesses in the teaching-

learning processes. It implies that the reading test should be very well designed in order 

to lead students to be creative and to use critical thinking. The writer provides 

descriptive, narrative, recount texts along with objective questions regarding the texts to 

know the comprehension level of the students as the main learning ability in this 

research. From the explanation above, it is possible to conduct a research entitled “A 

Study on the Ability of the Second Year Students of SMAN 1 Pekanbaru in 

Reading Comprehension”. 

 

METHODOLOGY  

 

This research was conducted to the second-grade students of SMAN 1 Pekanbaru, 

which is located at Jalan 159 Sultan Syarif Kasim, from  Agustus 2019 to February 

2020. In this study, the population of this research was the second-grade of SMAN 1 

Pekanbaru. Where the second-grade students consist of nine classes and the population 

are 324 students. This research used cluster random sampling technique to choose the 

class to be the sample. Class XI MIA 1 dan XI MIA 2 were selected as the sample. 

There are 72 students from both of the classes, and all of them were taken as the sample 

of this research. In conducting the research, the researcher collected the data by reading 

comprehension test, in the form of multiple-choice questions. The data of this research 

analyzed and calculated by applying SPSS (Statistical Product and Service Solution) 

26.0 and Microsoft Excel 2019.  

 

RESEARCH FINDINGS 

 

Findings 

 

The overall result shows in the following table below:  

 

Table 1. The Summary of the Reading Comprehension 

Total Participants 
Average 

Score 

SD Max Min 

72 75.19  11.13 97,6  30.9 

 

In terms of the calculation of the students reading comprehension, the average of 

the total score is 75.19 and the standard deviation is 11.13. The maximum score 

obtained is 97.6 and the minimum score is 30.9. The classification of students reading 
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comprehension of descriptive, narrative, and recount text can be seen in the following 

table: 

 

Table 2. Students Reading Comprehension  

No Mean Frequency Percentage Description 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

81 – 100 

61 – 80 

41 – 60 

21 – 40 

  0 – 20 

16 

51 

3 

2 

0 

22.22 % 

70.83% 

4.17% 

2.78% 

0% 

Excellent 

Good 

Mediocre 

Poor 

Very Poor 

Total means: 75.19  100% Good 

 

The table above indicates that the student’s comprehension is at different levels. 

The highest number of students’ reading comprehension is in the good category, which 

is 71% of the students. Meanwhile, the other is in the mediocre level category, 22% of 

the students. Therefore, it can be stated that students' reading comprehension in general 

is in a good level category. 

From the scores that were collected above, it is needed to know the statistical 

scores of the data, such as mean, media, mode, and standards deviation of the scores. It 

is discovered that the scores of the students’ in comprehending descriptive, narrative, 

and recount texts have been obtained. Therefore, to find out the statistical results, the 

data was analyzed using SPSS 26.0. The research findings are presented as follows:  

 

Statistics 
score   

N Valid 72 

Missi

ng 

0 

Mean 75.199 

Std. Error of Mean 1.3119 

Median 76.200 

Mode 78.5 

Std. Deviation 11.131

4 

Variance 123.90

9 

Range 66.7 

Minimum 30.9 

Maximum 97.6 

Sum 5414.3 

Percentil

es 

10 62.620 

20 66.600 

25 66.600 

30 71.400 

40 74.280 
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50 76.200 

60 78.500 

70 80.900 

75 80.900 

80 83.300 

90 88.100 

100 97.600 

 

The table above shows the mean score of Student’s score is 75.19. The median is 

76.20. The mode is 78.5. The highest score of habit is 97.6 while the lowest score is 

30.9. The standard deviation is 11.13 with variance of 123.9.  

It is important to note that designing a reading test instrument involves 

specifications, test construction, reading materials, try-out, analysis, and revision. By 

conducting a tryout. The researcher knows whether the material used is valid and 

reliable. Reliability is about the consistency of a measure, and validity is about the 

accuracy of a measure. To increase the instrument quality, item analysis is needed to 

make sure that the test is neither too difficult nor too easy. Tinambunan (1988) states 

that the reliability of the test is considered as follows:  

 

 When the coefficient is 0.00-0.20, the reliability is low  

 When the coefficient is 0.21-0.40, the reliability is sufficient  

 When the coefficient is 0.40-0.70, the reliability is high  

 When the coefficient is above 0.70, the reliability is very high  

 

 However, the result of calculation shows that the Cronbach’s Alpha of the 

instrument is 0.722, categorized as very high reliability. 

 

Table 3.Students Learning Ability in Reading Comprehension 

Text FI MI V R I SF GS LF 

Descriptive 59 36 51 61 43 60 69 46 

Narrative 70 53 61 51 58 55 45 59 

Recount 38 61 45 37 58 37 71 60 

 

Table above indicates the students' learning ability in finding factual information 

(FI), the frequency of students' correct answer is 59 out of 72 students in descriptive,70 

in narrative, and 38 in recount text. The students' learning ability in finding the main 

idea (MI) in descriptive text is 36, 53 in narrative, and 61 in recount text. The students' 

learning ability in guessing vocabulary (V) is 51 in descriptive, 61 in narrative, and 45 

in recount text. The students' learning ability frequency in finding reference (R) is 61 

out of 72 students in descriptive, 51 in narrative, and 37 in recount text. The frequency 

of students' learning ability in guessing inference (I) is 43 in descriptive, 58 in narrative, 

and 58 in recount text. The frequency of students learning ability in social function (SF) 

is 60 out of 72 students in descriptive, 55 in narrative, and 37 in recount text. The 

frequency of students' learning ability in generic structure (GS) is 69 out of 72 students 

in descriptive, 45 in narrative, and 71 in recount text. The frequency of students' 
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learning ability in language features (LF) is 46 out of 72 students in descriptive, 59 in 

narrative, and 60 in recount text.  

 

DISCUSSION  

 

This section presents the discussion based on the findings of the study. This study 

answered the research questions related to the students' learning ability in descriptive, 

narrative, and recount text. After analyzing the data, the researcher discovers that the 

students' learning ability in descriptive text is in the level of a good category. The 

students’ highest ability in reading descriptive text is in answering the reference 

question. This finding is in line with Hartono (2005) who stated that a reference 

question is usually a pronoun, which is highlighted in the passage. Students are asked 

what the highlighted word refers to. If it’s a pronoun then they need to identify what 

word the pronoun is replacing. 

In the part of students’ learning ability in comprehending narrative text, the writer 

finds out that the students are in the good level category in terms of finding information. 

Almost all students can answer the questions related to finding information about the 

text. The students can understand the text from the supporting details given in the 

narrative text. This finding is in line with Segretto (2002) who stated that supporting 

details give the reader more information about the main idea or subject of a passage. 

Furthermore, the students’ learning ability in comprehending the recount text is in 

the level of a good category. Almost all students can answer this learning ability in 

reading recount text. 71 or 98.61 % out of 72 students can answer the generic structure 

questions. This finding is in line as Lucy Hart (2004) stated that comprehension is 

affected by the reader's knowledge of the topic, knowledge of language structures, 

knowledge of text structures and genres, knowledge of cognitive and metacognitive 

strategies, their reasoning abilities, their motivation, and their level of commitment. 

Students who have trouble learning to decode and recognize words often will have 

difficulty with reading comprehension. 

The lowest level category for the descriptive text is the “poor” category. The 

students cannot answer the question connected to find the main idea of the text. The 

students lowest level ability in narrative text is in finding the generic structure of the 

text. The students’ level is in the category of mediocre.  Only 45 students or 62.5% are 

able to answer the questions related to the finding generic structure of the text. The 

students’ learning ability in comprehending the recount text is in the level of the poor 

category. 51.38% of students cannot find the social function of the text, 51.38% of 

students cannot find the reference of the text, and 57.77% of the students cannot find the 

factual information.  

 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Conclusions 

 

This study aims to discuss and to find out the learning ability of the second-year 

students of SMAN 1 Pekanbaru in reading comprehension. The result of data analysis 
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showed the students' learning ability in descriptive text is in the level of good category. 

The students’ highest ability in reading descriptive text is in answering the generic 

structure.69 or 95.83 % out of 72 students can answer the generic structure questions. 

The students’ learning ability in comprehending narrative text, the writer perceives that 

the students are in the good level category regarding finding information. 70 or 97.22% 

out of 72 students can answer the question about finding the information of the text. The 

students’ learning ability in comprehending the recount text is in the good category. 71 

or 98.61 % out of 72 students can answer the generic structure questions. 

 

Recommendations 

 

The researcher recommended as follows: 

 

1. Teachers are expected to give more English references so they can improve their 

ability in finding the social function, reference, and finding factual information of 

the text in reading descriptive, narrative, and recount text. 

 

2. The students should be more practiced in improving their learning ability in 

reading comprehension by reading more text. 

 

3. The school needs to provide more articles and books related to the genre text. 
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