CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

A. Background of the Study

Since people been civilized, the ability to speak has become one of the best
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have a good speaking abtlity“ean‘be a commentator in television, news anchor,
presenter, or even a motivator. Besides, having a good speaking ability can be
used as a powerful tool in society. It is in line with Richard and Rodgers (1986:
78), a person whether he can interact and communicate in his society or not will
depend much on his speaking ability.

Based on the writer’s experience, many people tend to learn English only
for developing their speaking skill. They asked for the English speaking in order
to be able to communicate, no more. They do not need grammar because it has
something to do with writing, and they will not write anything in English but

speaking. Besides, they need to be able to speak because speaking English is a



requirement for applying job. Many corporations are also asked their employees
to take English speaking course. Those corporations want their employee to be
ready to face the globalization era which needs English as the second language
after their native language.

The trigger of those phenomena may come from the status of English

itself. First, English pecome an internationaly, language; the second is

educational lang

knows English can e
language.

Based on Peraturan Menteri Pendidikan Nasional (Tahun 2006. No. 23)
the objectives of teaching speaking for senior high school is in order that the
students are able to express meaning orally in the interpersonal and transactional,
formal and informal in the forms of recount, narrative, procedure, descriptive,
news items, report, analytical exposition, hortatory exposition, spoof, explanation,
discussion and review in daily life.

Those who learn to speak English since they were a child will have a
significant progress in speaking English compared to those who are not. But the

reality is our educational system does not allow us to expose our speaking skill



massively. The focus of teaching English in our country is just on the rule of it,
not how to use it effectively to communicate. The result is that many graduates of
high school cannot speak English communicatively, and many of them cannot
produce a correct speech or utterances, this is an implication of the lack-exposure

of speaking when they were in elementary until senior high school.

Besides, speaki is difficult to be mastered by

some students. The I@Mﬂ&bteac er asks
are many reasons Why it ens. O hof them%dents
er r%ls that they do}

ences. &also
o

friends if theyimake ing to Jai 008: 52), there are

pg has become something tha

them to speak. There

e afraid of making

mistakes. Ang not unde? d the

speak. The second is t hle English correctly. The third is to
enable the students to
students to read the language with ease. The first two objectives are dealing with
the speaking skill.

Further explanations that lead students discourage to speak are given by
Xu (2011: 1). He states at least four aspects that make students discourage to
speak. The first is that the students are afraid of making mistakes. It comes up
because there is no enough chance to practice speaking in class. This leads to the
result that the speaking skills of most students are comparatively lower than other
skills such as listening, reading and grammar. Secondly, they do not want to be

embarrassed by their friends if they make mistakes. It is common for some



students to laugh at their friends who make mistakes. For students, this kind of
thing can avoid them to speak, so they will keep silent in order to prevent being
embarrassed by their friends. Next, the topics are not interesting. When
conducting discussion in the classroom, teachers very often choose the topic by

themselves, they do not give the authority to the students for choosing the topics.

As a consequence, students are not interested in the'tepic, and it makes them lazy

games, discussions, i
debate is seen as the
involves all to students to actively participate.

In Indonesia, debate competitions have become the regular activities done
by the universities and high schools. This could be seen as the most significant
exposure of speaking skill. But this kind of exposure is merely done not in the
formal or classical situation, it means that it is done outside the teaching and
learning period. As a result, not all the students are able to speak well, only those
who join debating club able to speak as well as they debate.

In debate, speaker cannot merely rely on their speaking ability. Since

debating is a complex process that involved many aspects, debaters should be



aware of what they speak, the material they bring, their circumstances, and the
opponents they face. Here, thinking critically is a must for all debaters who want
to be the winner in a debating round.

During the debate, speakers should be able to analyse their opponents’

case, choose the most important and weakest argument and then use it to destroy
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In Indonesian academic discourse, critical thinking has also become a
new educational issue, and this has been reflected in the National
Development Program for the year 2000-2004 on education development.
Section A of the program, about General Problems, paragraph six, mentions
that one of the problems in the national education is that “the culture of
critical thinking is not yet socialized”. It seems educational system in

Indonesia has not yet promoted this critical thinking skill as seen on
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Sistem pendidikan di Indonesia tidak memberi ruang bagi anak
didik untuk berpikir kritis. Hal ini berimplikasi pada rendahnya
kreativitas pelajar di Indonesia. Demikian diungkapkan dosen
Fakultas Seni Rupa dan Desain (FSRD) ITB, Yasraf Amir Piliang,
pada talkshow 100 Tahun Kebangkitan Nasional "Selamatkan
Indonesia dari Kemiskinan” di Kampus ITB JIn. Ganeca, Bandung,
Kamis (22/5). (Indone3|an educatlonal system does not give an enough
space to think critical
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Creativity is the product of critical thinking).

The description above tells us that students in Indonesia do not yet
show their critical thinking skill which is very important to promote and improve
their ways of learning and thinking in order to face the unpredictable challenge
of the future. It is very regrettable fact since Indonesian’s pluralistic society
needs citizens who can fair-mindedly evaluate the relevance of different
perspectives on complex problems. Additionally, making sound personal and
civic decisions requires the ability to interpret accurately information filtered by

media that emphasize promotion and imagery over reason.



Making students thinking critically is not easy, since from the beginning
of their educational stage, students tend to get score, not the process of learning.
Parents and school mostly measure their intelligence by looking at their final
score, no wonder if students are trying to get score as high as they can.

Debating leads students to think critically by asking them to build cases,

are scie%ally proven or true, and

Jata issrtie?and not true. Asking and

school to improve students speaking ability. He found that critical debate
technique can improve students speaking ability, it can also increase students
involvement in teaching learning process, build appreciation for diversity and
develop tolerance from other viewpoints, raise the motivation and interest, can
establish the psychological therapy, and the last is to promote critical thinking.
Both his research and this research are tried to reveal the effects of implementing
debate in promoting students’ critical thinking. The difference is that his research
used free style debate which has no fix rule in it, and this research used Australian

style.



Here, the researcher explained the implementation of Australian
Parliamentary Debate in teaching speaking skill to the twelfth grade of SMA
Trimurti Surabaya. The researcher also tried to see how far this debate can

promote the students critical thinking ability. This school is chosen is based on

several reasons. Firstly this school is well known as one of the best private school

thinking?

C. The Objectives of the Research
Answering the problem statements above, this research has certain
objectives. Those are :
1. To describe the implementation of APD (Australian Parliamentary Debate) to
teach speaking skill on the twelfth grade in SMA Trimurti Surabaya.
2. To know the effect of APD implementation in promoting students’ critical

thinking skill.



D. The Benefits of the Study

The benefits of this study can be seen as follows:

1. For the researcher

It can be the researcher’s self improving about the debate. Since there are many

ways in teaching speaking, and debate can be used as an alternative in teaching

2.
ing skillito the students and
3.
arn English better.
4,

they could conduct a better research based on this research.



