STUDENTS’ ACTIVE PARTICIPATION IN READING COMPREHENSION AT THE ELEVENTH GRADE STUDENTS OF MA AT-TAQWA NUSAWUNGU IN THE ACADEMIC YEAR  2012/2013: 
A COMPARATIVE STUDY

Nur Fitriani
Muhammadiyah University of Purworejo

Abstract
This study is to imrpove learning reading comprehension students who are active and who are not at the eleventh grade students of MA AT-TAQWA Nusawungu in academic year 2012/2013. First, to know the students’ active participation in reading comprehension at the eleventh grade students  of MA At-Taqwa Nusawungu in the academic year 2012/2013 that there are 25 students who are active and 35 students who are not active. It is known from the result of questionnaire that consists 15 items and test that consists 30 items. Second, to find out whether there is significant difference between students who have active participation and who have not in reading comprehension at the eleventh grade students at MA At-Taqwa Nusawungu in academic year 2012/2013. It is known from the result of the t-test is higher than the t-table (7.004>1.671). It means that there is any significant difference between students who have active participation and who have not in reading comprehension at the eleventh grade students of MA At-Taqwa Nusawungu in academic year 2012/2013.
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A. Background of The Study
According to Patel and Jain (2008: 113), reading is an important activity in life with which one can update his/ her knowledge. Reading is not only a source of information and apleasurable activity but also as a means of consolidating and extending one's knowledge of the language. For many students, reading is a problem when they read in English, they may feel that the fault lies in their own lack of ability. One of teaching that can be used to teach reading comprehension is on improve students’ active participation in the classroom. As we know, interpretation of student behavior is difficult and subjective, participation often depends on a student’s personality thus disadvantaging shy. Liu (2001:153),classroom participation is a way to demonstrate their communicative competence and to improve their spokenEnglish through trial and error. Students with this perspective are usually risk-takers who are confident inparticipating in class discussions.

B. Research method
The researcher uses quantitative research especially the comparative study because the researcher compares the students’ who have active participation and who have not in improving reading comprehension. The researcher takes some time doing the research. Started on April 26th,2013, the study continues until 27th, 2013 at the MA AT-TAQWA Nusawungu. The population is 60 students. The sample is 60 students. The researcher uses saturated sampling in taking the sample. The researcher uses questionnaire that consists 15 items and test that consists 30 items of collection the data.
	In this reserach, the researcher uses descriptive analysis and inferential analysis. The descriptive analysis consists of the mean, media, mode, range, variance, and standard deviation. The inferential analysis in this study incleudes pre-requisite test and test of hypothesis. 

C.  Findings and Discussion
The researceher uses questionnaire to know whether the students’ who are active and who are not in learning reading comprehension. It consists 15 items.it can be seen that there are 25 students who are active and 35 students who are not active in reading comprehension.
The researcher presents the descriptive analysis of post test result in detail. The data clarify of students who are active  that the mean (M) score is 76.92. The median (Me) score is 76. The mode (Mo) score is 76. The highest (H) is 96. The Lowest (L) score is 60. The range (R) score is 36, the variance score is 60,66. The standard deviation score is 7.79. the category of students who are active in reading comprehension is good category (56.00%) from 60 students. The data clarify of students who are not active  that the mean (M) score is 61.51. The median (Me) score is 63. The mode (Mo) score is 56. The highest (H) is 80. The Lowest (L) score is 40. The range (R) score is 24. The variance score is 77.55. the standard deviation is 8.81. the category of students who are not active in reading comprehension is sufficient category (45,71%) from 60 students. 
The inferenatial analysis is the normality test that The value of Chi-square of the students’ active (X2) was 2.25<11.070. it means the data is normal. The value of Chi-square of the students’ active (X1) was 6.51<11.070. it means the data is normal.  The result of test homogeneity of variance is F value is 0.782 than F table is 1.94. F value is lower than F table. The data is homogeneus. The result of test hypothesis is t value is 7.004 than t table is 1.671. t value is higher than t table. It means that there is significant difference between students’ who are active and who are not in reading comprehension at eleventh grade students of MA At-Taqwa Nusawungu in academic year 2012/2013. 

D. Conclusion
Based on the research finding which has been discussed, the researcher makes the conclusions as follow:
1. Students’ who are active in reading comprehension is lower than students’ who are not active in reading comprehension at the eleventh grade students of MA At-Taqwa Nusawungu in academic year 2012/2013. From 60 samples, there are (0.42%)or 25 students that is active and there are (0.58%) or 35 students that is not active. It is known from the result of questionnaire that is done by students. The questionnaire consists of 15 items.
2. There is any significant difference between students who are active and who are not in reading comprehesion at the eleventh grade students of MA At-TaqwaNusawungu in academic year 2012/2013. It can be seen from tvalue= 0.782 is not more than ttable= 1.94, so it is significant. The distribution of the students who are active (2.25) and who are not (6.51) is normal. It is not more than 11.070.  
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