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Abstract: The objective of this research is to find out the correlation between reading comprehension and writing ability on descriptive texts of the second year students of SMA 2 Batam. The sample of this research was class XI IPA, which consist of 30 students. The data were collected by using two kinds of test, reading comprehension test and writing test. The result of this research showed that the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam got good level with the average score of 74.06 in reading comprehension and in writing test, the students got adequate level with average score 68.43. The result of this research proved that there is a positive correlation between reading comprehension and writing ability on descriptive texts. The rxy distribution of the coefficient correlation is 0.69. It means that the correlation was in moderate level. So, Ha (alternative hypothesis) of this research is accepted and null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected. In other words, it can be concluded that this correlation cannot prove that students who are good in reading will also have the same ability in writing. This can be seen on the students’ score of reading and writing. There are some students who got good scores in reading test, but got bad scores in writing. There is a tendency where the students’ reading score was in accordance with their writing score and vice versa.
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Abstrak: Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah untuk mengetahui hubungan antara kemampuan membaca pemahaman dengan kemampuan menulis pada teks deskriptif siswa kelas XI dari SMA 2 Batam. Sample penelitian ini adalah kelas XI IPA, yang terdiri dari 30 siswa. Data dikumpulkan dengan menggunakan dua jenis tes,yaitu tes kemampuan membaca pemahaman dan tes kemampuan menulis. Hasil penelitian ini menunjukkan bahwa siswa kelas XI IPA SMAN 2 Batam mendapatkan tingkat kemampuan yang baik dengan rata-rata 74,06 untuk kemampuan membaca pemahaman dan kemampuan menulis mendapatkan tingkat kemampuan yang cukup dengan nilai rata-rata 68.43. Hasil dari penelitian ini menunjukkan bahwa ada korelasi positif antara kemampuan membaca pemahaman dan kemampuan menulis pada teks  deskriptif. Distribusi rxy dari koefisien korelasi adalah 0,69. Ini berarti bahwa korelasi berada pada tingkat sedang. Jadi, hipotesis alternative (Ha) pada penelitian ini diterima. Dengan kata lain, dapat disimpulkan bahwa korelasi pada penelitian ini tidak dapat membuktikan bahwa siswa yang mendapatkan tingkat kemampuan yang baik dalam membaca juga akan memiliki kemampuan yang sama dalam menulis. Hal ini dapat dilihat dari skor membaca dan menulis siswa. Ada beberapa siswa yang mendapatkan tingkat kemampuan yang baik dalam membaca tapi mendapatkan tingkat kemampuan yang buruk dalam kemampuan menulis. Terdapat kecenderungan dimana tingkat kemmapuan pemahaman membaca siswa sesuai dengan kemampuan menulis dan sebagainya.
Kata Kunci: Korelasi, Kemampuan Membaca Pemahaman, Kemampuan Menulis
INTRODUCTION 
In learning language, there are four skills should be mastered by students, namely listening, speaking, reading and writing. According to Mickulecky and Jeffries (2003) reading is extensively good for students who would like to improve their writing skill in English. Based on that idea, reading and writing skills are very important in the context of language teaching and use. Reading can affect writing and writing can affect reading. Reading and writing have relationship. Relationship is the number of variables to be related to a major, complex variable in which those variables are very connected to be students’ ability in writing descriptive in their reading comprehension on descriptive text. There are some components from reading comprehension and writing ability. In reading, there are main idea, factual information, inferences, inference, and language feature (vocabulary). In writing, there are content (topic and details), organization of paragraph or text (identification and description), grammar (is about tense and agreement, inaccuracies, vocabulary and mechanics is about spelling, punctuation and capitalization to measuring the ability of writing words correctly in their composition. 

Based on components of each items, it can be concluded that there is relationship and similarity between reading and writing like language feature, vocabulary, generic structure and etc. From reading, students can get new vocabulary and it can be transferred to their writing. Reading descriptive texts and writing descriptive texts also use same tense, namely simple present tense. And of course, there is main idea of each skill. From reading comprehension, students can get idea after they read, and from writing they took their idea which got from reading in content. The other similarities are generic structures. In this research, the writer only focus on one text, it is descriptive text. In writing descriptive text, especially in organization, students will be required make an introduction and description. 

In School-based on Curriculum (K13) of English subject, there are several texts that must be learnt by the students in this school. They are narrative text, factual report, descriptive text, recount text and ect. In this research, the writer focuses on one text of the genre, namely; descriptive texts. Writing descriptive text means describing ideas. The ideas can be inferred through reading. Reading variety of genres can help students to learn text structures and language that they can then transfer to their own writing. Reading provides students’ model for the structures of sentences and paragraphs, vocabularies, and suggests an appropriate topic and content for them when writing a descriptive text. 

Before doing this research, the writer had conducted a small survey to the second year students in this school by using interview in this case. The writer asked the students and English teacher about the difficulties in learning English especially in reading and writing. Ideally, the students should be able to write the text, but in fact, when the teacher asked them to write the descriptive text, they always complain to the teacher because they have difficulties in writing the text. Such as in conveying ides, and developing a topic sentence in paragraph, etc. 
The researcher found that there are some students have good reading comprehension and other bad. Related to reading comprehension and writing descriptive text, the researcher found that some students who had good reading comprehension could not write descriptive text well and some students who had bad reading comprehension also could not write descriptive text well. Based on the explanation above, the writer is interested in conducting a research entitled the correlation between reading comprehension and writing ability on descriptive texts of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam.

METHODOLOGY

The location of this research is at SMAN 2 BATAM which is located at Jl. Raya Sekanak, Belakang Padang, Batam. This research used correlation design which is causal relationship. It consists of two variables. The two variables used in this research were students’ reading comprehension on descriptive texts (symbolized by X) and writing ability on descriptive texts (symbolized by Y). The population of the research is the second year students of SMAN 2 BATAM. There were 4 classes that consist of thirty up to thirty one students. The number of the students was 121. In order to choose the sample of this study, the writer used cluster sampling technique. According to Gay (2000:109), sampling is the process of selecting a number of individual for study in such a way that represents the larger group from which they were selected. Since the research population is quite big and the time that the writer limited, therefore the writer chose to take cluster random sampling. 

In this research, the data were collected from the second year students at SMAN 2 BATAM by using two kinds of test, reading test and writing on descriptive text test.
a. Reading Test

The total number of the questions is 30 items, and the form of reading test is multiple choice. The test is administered to measure the reading comprehension on descriptive texts of the second year students of SMAN 2 BATAM.

Table 1. The Blueprint of Reading Test

	No
	Text
	Reading Components of Descriptive Texts
	Test Number

	1
	Tanjung Putting National Park
	Generic Structure

Main Idea

Factual Information

Reference

Language Feature

Inference
	1

2

3

4

5

6

	2
	The Indonesian Archipelago
	Generic Structure

Main Idea

Factual Information

Reference

Language Feature

Inference
	7

8

9

10

11

12

	3
	The YogyaKembali Monument
	Generic Structure

Main Idea

Factual Information

Reference

Language Feature

Inference
	13

14

15

16

17

18

	4
	My Mom
	Generic Structure

Main Idea

Factual Information

Reference

Language Feature

Inference
	19

20

21

22

23

24

	5
	Pandas
	Generic Structure

Main Idea

Factual Information

Reference

Language Feature

Inference
	25

26

27

28

29

30

	TOTAL ITEMS
	30


b. Writing Test
To do the test, the students were asked among the five topics and write it into three paragraphs (± 250 words) by the topics based on the generic structure of descriptive text, for example when student choose to describe about people they must know the characteristics of the people. 

Before the test was given to the sample class, the test will be given to the try out class to know the validity of the test. The material of the test was about reading comprehension. After that, the writer analyzed to collect the data about reading comprehension by using following formula:

1. To know each students’ score individually, the data calculated by using the following formula:

M = [image: image2.png]


 x 100

M
= Individual score

X
= Number of correct answer

N
= The number of items

2. After getting all students’ score, the students’ ability can be seen. Next, to find out the mean score of the students in reading descriptive texts, the following formula is used:
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= the mean score of the students’ score
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= the sum of the score
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= the number of students

3. Calculating the percentage of the students’ ability of reading comprehension by using formula (Hatch&Farhady:1982)

P = [image: image11.png]


 x 100%

P
= Percentile
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= Number of frequency 

In order to make the data easier to interpret, the writer categorized students’ test result based on the four writing components. They were content, organization, grammar, vocabulary and mechanics.
Table 2. the Writing Aspect And Performance
	Aspect
	Score
	Performance

	Content ( C )

-Topic

-Details
	4
	The topic is complete, and clear and details are relating to the topic

	
	3
	The topic is complete and clear but the details are almost relating to the topic

	
	2
	The topic is complete and clear but the details are not relating to the topic

	
	1
	The topic is not clear and the details are not relating to the topic

	Organization (O)

-Identification

-Description
	4
	Identification is complete and descriptions are arrange with proper connectives

	
	3
	Identification is almost complete and descriptions are arrange with almost proper connectives

	
	2
	Identification is not complete and descriptions are arrange with few misuse of connectives

	
	1
	Identification is not complete and descriptions are arrange with misuse of connectives

	Grammar (G)

-Use Present Tense

-Agreement
	4
	Very few grammatical or agreement inaccuracies

	
	3
	few grammatical or agreement inaccuracies but not affect on meaning

	
	2
	Numerous grammatical or agreement inaccuracies

	
	1
	Frequent grammatical or agreement inaccuracies

	Vocabulary (V)


	4
	Effective choice of words and words form

	
	3
	Few misuse of vocabulary, word forms, but not change the meaning

	
	2
	Limited range confusing words and word form

	
	1
	Very poor knowledge of words, word forms, and not understandable

	Mechanics (M)

-Spelling

-Punctuation

Capitalization
	4
	It uses correct spelling, punctuation, and capitalization

	
	3
	It has occasional errors of spelling, punctuation, and understandable

	
	2
	It has frequent errors of spelling, punctuation and understandable

	
	1
	It is dominated by errors of spelling, punctuation, and understandable


(Adapted from Borwn, 2007)
Total Score = [image: image15.png]C+0+V+M
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  x 100
To classified students’ ability in reading and writing, the writer used table classification as follow:

Table 3. Classification of Students’ Ability
	Criteria of Mastery
	Grade

	91 - 100
	Excellent

	71 - 90
	Good

	31 - 70 
	Adequate 

	11 - 30
	Fair

	1 - 10
	Unacceptable 


Adopted from Brown (2010)
To find out whether there is a significant correlation between reading comprehension (X) and writing ability (Y), the following formula was: 

r x.y = [image: image17.png]W2xY)-Q.X) Q.Y))
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Where: 


R
= Coefficient correlation


N
= The number of the subject 


Y 
= The dependent variable


X
= The independent variable
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= The sum of X score 
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= The sum of Y score 

[image: image23.png]> XY




= The sum of X and Y








(Sudjono, 2004)

After finding out the result of the coefficient of correlation, the writer will be interpreted it whether it is very low, low, moderate, high or very high. According to Sudjono (2004) the interpretation of coefficient of correlation as follows: 
Table 4. the Interpretations of Correlation
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	Interpretation

	0.00 – 0.20
	There is a very low correlation between the two variables

	0.21 – 0.40
	There is a low correlation between the two variables

	0.41 – 0.70
	There is a moderate correlation between the two variables

	0.71 – 0.90
	There is a high correlation between the two variables

	0.91- 1.00
	There is a very high correlation between the two variables


RESEARCH FINDINGS 

1. The Result of the Try Out
The try – out had been done to 30 students of the second year students of SMAN 2Batam in class XI IPS. The total correct answer was 538 with the mean score was 17.93 and standard deviation was 4.48. After having the standard deviation, the reliability of the test was 0.66. If we refer to classification above in chapter III, coefficient 0.41 – 0.70 means the reliability is high (Tinambunan, 1998). The facility value of the test items was between 0.40 – 0.70. So, there is no item should be rejected because of the facility value under 0.30 and above 0.70. The items will accept if the facility value between 0.30 – 0.70.

2. Reading Comprehension Test
The writer presented the score of students’ ability in reading comprehension categorized into excellent, good, adequate, fair, and unacceptable. To find out students score, the writer divided the number of the correct answer with the total number of items an multiplied it by one hundred. Finally, the writer found the highest and the lowest score of students’ reading comprehension. The highest score is 97 and the lowest score is 50. The total score of reading comprehension is 2222 with the total number of respondents is 30. So, the average score of reading comprehension test is 74.0

Table 5. Percentage of the students' Ability in Reading Comprehension Test

	No
	Test Score
	Frequency
	Percentage
	Level of
 Ability
	Average 
Score

	1
	91 - 100
	1
	3.33%
	Excellent 
	74.06

	2
	71 - 90 
	17
	56.70%
	Good 
	

	3
	31 – 70
	12
	40%
	Adequate 
	

	4
	11 – 30
	0
	0
	Fair
	

	5
	1 – 10
	0
	0
	Unacceptable 
	

	Total
	40
	100%
	 
	 


Based on the information from table 5, it was found that most students (56.70%) were in good level ability while there was no students’ could achieve fair and unacceptable level. In summary, the average score of the students in reading comprehension was 74.06 and it was in good level of ability. It means that most of the students are classified in good level and already reached the minimum standard of this school. 

3. Writing Test
Generally there were three raters who scored the students ability in writing descriptive who have Sarjana Degree of English Department. The highest score is 85 and the lowest score is 38.3 and the total score of writing ability is 2053.1. After got the real score, the write find out the average score of writing. Then, the total score of students’ writing ability were divided with the total of research population. So, the average score of writing ability is 68.43. It means that writing ability of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam is adequate level. 
Table 6. Percentage of Students’ Ability in Writing Descriptive Text

	No
	Score
	Frequency
	Percentage 
	Level of
Ability 

	1
	91 - 100
	0
	0.00%
	Excellent

	2
	71 - 90
	11
	37.67%
	Good

	3
	31 - 70
	19
	63.33%
	Adequate

	4
	11--30
	0
	0.00%
	Fair

	5
	1--10
	0
	0.00%
	Unacceptable

	Total 
	30
	100.00%
	 


From the table shows students’ score in writing descriptive text and the percentage of students’ ability in writing descriptive text. It can be concluded that the average score of writing ability of this school is 68.43 and the highest score is 85 and the lowest score is 38.3. The percentage of students’ ability in writing descriptive text of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam devided in two levels, there are good level and adequate level.  The highest percentage is 63.33%% with the frequency is 19 students. It means, writing ability of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam can be categorized into adequate level. No one got excellent, fair and unacceptable level.
After the writer got the scores, the writer computed the scores. It was analyzed by using Pearson product-moment correlation formula. Before computing the score using Pearson product-moment correlation formula, the writer got the following values:
Table 7. the Calculation of the Data from Variable X and Variable Y
	N
	∑X
	∑Y
	∑X2
	∑Y2
	∑XY

	N = 30
	2222
	2053.1
	167798
	143156.1
	154084.8



After the writer got the calculation of the data, the writer used Pearson product-moment correlation formula to analyze the correlation value, and the result was rxy = 0.69. Finally it was found that the value rxy of this study (0.69) was higher than the value of r in table product moment, so that the Ho was rejected and Ha was accepted. The value of rxy was 0.69. Since it was not in negative number, it means that the correlation between reading ability and writing ability in this study was a positive correlation. Meanwhile based on the table interpretation of the value “r” by Sudjono (2004), the value of rxy (0.69) was in between 0.41 – 0.70. So it means that correlation between reading comprehension ability and writing ability of this study. 

CONCLUSION 
From the result of the given test, it shows that the highest score of students’ reading comprehension ability was 97 and the lowest score was 50. Meanwhile for writing ability, the highest score was 85 and the lowest score was 38.3. The average score of writing ability of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam is in good level (68.43) than the average score of reading comprehension is in good level  (74.06).
The value of r table with the level significance 5% = 0.361 and 1% = 0.463. The Ho hypothesis was rejected and the Ha was accepted. In conclusion, there was a significant correlation between reading comprehension and writing ability of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam.
By using Pearson Product Moment correlation formula, it was found that rxy is 0.69. Since the value is positive, it means that there was positive correlation between both variables. Based on the table interpretation of the value “r”, the value of rxy was 0.69, where it was between 0.41 – 0.70. It means that the correlation between reading ability and writing ability of the second year students of SMAN 2 Batam was positive correlation in a moderate level and the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted.

RECOMMENDATION
Based on the result of the research, the researcher offers some suggestion as follow:
1. For Teacher:

a. It is suggested that the teachers could be creatively their teaching and learning activities. For example using media like picture to improve students’ writing skill because can increase students’ ability and they can be interested in the material. 

b. The teacher could place him/her self as facilitation in the classroom in order to help students arrange the correct sentences in a paragraph. 

2. For Students

a. The writer hopes that the students are not reluctant to read the English book to help them to find any ideas and increase their vocabulary and language feature.

b. The students are suggested to do more practice of writing descriptive text or paragraph in the class, they can do itself or with other students

c. The students may not be afraid of making mistakes in English writing because it can be improved along the way their frequent writing activities.

3. For further research, it is suggested for the next researchers to investigate the correlation between reading comprehension and other skills in learning language like speaking, and listening because reading is useful to help students in making progress in other English language skill, such as speaking and writing. 
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