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ABSTRACT 

 

Method of the research used quantitative research by using quasi experimental design.has both 

pre and posttests and experimental and control groups, but no random assignment of subjects. To 

collect the data, the writer used pre-test and post-test. Pre-test given to students before treatment. 

Post-test is a test that given to students after treatment. After collecting the data, the writer qualifies 

it based on its kind. To analyze data, the writer uses twoapproaches. To compare the result of 

research between experimental class and control class.From the calculation of data, the writer got the 

result as follow:  from control class: (1) Mean score of pre-test (My1) 61,8 and post-test score (My2) 

72,0. It means that average score of control class got increase 10,2. Whereas mean score from 

experimental class for pre-test (Mx1) 57,9 and post-testscore (Mx2) 78,3. It means that average score 

from experimental class got increase 20,4 and it got higher increase than from control class. (2) The 

percentage from control class is 34% and experimental class is 67%, so both average and percentage 

score both of control class and experimental class got increase but control class got relatively little 

increase than experimental class. (3) “t” observation is 6,41 and 70. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Reading ability is one of from The Four 

English ability. There are speaking ability, 

writing ability, listening ability and especially 

that will be explain is reading Ability. Reading 

Ability means a student’s competence that can 

read a sentence, a paragraph or a text from the 

material and  they can understand what they 

read.  

Teaching reading ability to the student is 

very important to teach. Because there are  

part of from the four English abilities. Where 

is the student have to master this ability. 

Reading ability on student is not same with all 

of student each other and this condition 

happened in few schools. Because that the 

English 
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teacher should be thinking about how to teach 

reading ability to the students. 

Based on the data when the writer to 

interview the students, many students feel 

difficult in reading ability, because they are 

lazy to read, they are not interest to read, not 

confidence when they are reading because 

lack of pronunciation, they are do not know 

the meaning from the English word so that the 

student do not understand the text, and beside 

it the teacher has not technique or method that 

can motivated the student want to read, the 

teacher do not looking for good material 

source that can make the student like reading 

activity for especially in English learning. This 

problem happened at the Eighth 

GradeMadrasah Tsanawiyah Nurul Huda, 

Baros Pandeglang.  

The English teacher should be have good 

method or technique that motivated the 

student feel confidence and has competence  

in teaching reading ability in the class.  So 

that the student of the Eighth Grade 

Madrasah Tsanawiyah Nurul Huda, want to 

read and can understand what they read. By 

using a good method or technique a English 

learning target for especially in reading 

ability in the class will be successful. 

Based on the statement above,  the writer 

interested in teaching reading ability through 

short story techniques at MTs Nurul Huda. 

Therefore the writer would like to give a 

different technique to be easier and more 

interesting. The writer proposes reading 

activity to be interesting by good students . 

METHOD 

The method of the research used 

quantitative research by using quasi 

experimental design.has both pre and posttests 

and experimental and control groups, but no 

random assignment of subjects”(Nunan, 1992 

: 41). 

To collect the data, the writer used pre-test 

and post-test. Pre-test given to students before 

treatment. Post-test is a test that given to 

students after treatment. After collecting the 

data, the writer qualifies it based on its kind. 

To analyze data, the writer uses two 

approaches. Those are logical approach for 

qualitative data and statistical approach for 

quantitative data. To compare the result of 

research between experimental class and 

control class. 

After collecting the data, the writer 

qualifies it based on its kind. To analyze data, 

the writer uses two approaches. Those are 

logical approach for qualitative data and 

statistical approach for quantitative data. 

To compare the result of research between 

experimental class and control class, the writer 

uses step as follow: 
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1. Determine interval class 

2. Make frequency of distribution of each 

variable. 

3. Determine mean by formula: 

M Mean = N

fx
 

 

4.  Determine deviation standard 

SD = 

2

1

2

















N

fx

N

fx

 

5. Determine error standard 

SEx2 = 1

2

N

SDx

 

6. Make the polygon graphic 

7. Determine average score 

M = M2 – M1 

8. Determine how big the percentage of the 

score 

% = 

%100
12

x
MM

M


 

9. Determine difference of error standard 

SEMx – SEMy = 
e

yx SESE 2

 

10. The last is determine to (t observation)  

to = 
MyMx SESE

MyMx





 

(Sudijono, 2014 : 346 – 34) 

 

 

 

Table 3.1 Compare experimental class and 

control class 

 

 

 

 

 

The validity of the instrument, the writer 

used materials and the test based on the 

curriculum and syllabus and for the reliability 

of the instrument the writer used inter – rater 

reliability.  

DISCUSSION 

The writer collect the data was found 

some results as seen table 4.1, table 4.2, and 

table 4.3 below: 

a. The calculation of control class from Pre-

test and Post-test Score as Y Variable (see 

at appendixes table 4.1) 

b. The Calculation of Control Class from 

Pre-test 

1. Determine Interval class 

Determine Range:  

R = H – L +1 
     = 76 – 48+ 

1 

     = 29 

 

K = 1 + 3,3 log 

n 
= 1 + 3,3 log 33 

= 1 + 3,3 x 

1,51 

= 1 + 4,98 = 

5,98 

it rounded off 

become  6 

6

29
= 

K

R
=  I 

         = 4,83 

it rounded 

become 5 
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R = Range  K = Many classes 

H = Higher score I = Interval 

L = Lower score 

2. Make Frequency of Distribution Score  

Tabel 4.2 

The Frequency of Distribution Score from Pre-test 

of Control Class 

3. Make Frequency of Distribution Score 

Tabel 4.3 

The Frequency of Distribution Score from Post-

test of Control Class 

 

Based on the tables results, it can be 

showed by graphic below:  

 

Graphic 4.1  

The Graphic of pre test and post test of 

control class 

 

 

 Based on the graphic above, it can be 

seen the result from control class is the lower 

score from pretest is 48 and posttest is 64. The 

higher score from pretest is 76 and posttest 80. 

So, there is no increasing significantly 

between pretest and posttest.    

c. Calculation of Experimental Class from 

Pre-test and Post-test Score as X Variable 

(See appendixes table 4.4; Score of Pre-test 

and Post-test from Experimental Class as X 

Variable) 

d. Make Frequency of Distribution Score 

Table 4.5 

The Frequency of Distribution Score of Pre-test from 

Experimental Class 

 

 

 

 

e. Make Frequency of Distribution Score 
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Tabel 4.6 

The Frequency of Distribution Score of Post-

test from Experimental Class 

 

 

 

 

 

Based on the tables results, it can be 

showed by graphic below:  

 

 

Graphic 4.2  

The graphic Pre test and Post test of 

experiment class 

 

Based on the polygon graphic above, it 

can be seen that the result of lowest score in 

the pre test is 50 and posttest is 66. The higher 

score of pretest is 78 and posttest 94. There is 

increasing significantly between pretest and 

posttest.  

CONCLUSSION 

These way used by the researcher when 

the researcher gave treatment to students in 

classroom. The researcher summarizes that 

using short story has significant influence on 

students’ reading ability. It is compared with 

the class which does not use short story  of 

teaching reading ability like in the control 

class. 

From the calculation of data, the writer 

got the result as follow: 

From control class: (1) Mean score of pre-test 

(My1) 61,8 and post-test score (My2) 72,0. It 

means that average score of control class got 

increase 10,2. Whereas mean score from 

experimental class for pre-test (Mx1) 57,9 and 

post-test score (Mx2) 78,3. It means that 

average score from experimental class got 

increase 20,4 and it got higher increase than 

from control class. (2) The percentage from 

control class is 34% and experimental class is 

67%, so both average and percentage score 

both of control class and experimental class 

got increase but control class got relatively 

little increase than experimental class. (3) “t” 

observation is 6,41 and df 70. 

Based on the data obtained from control 

class and experimental class among the 
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average score, percentage, and t observation, 

the researcher summarize that using short 

story has significant influence on students’ 

reading  ability.   
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