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ABSTRACT 
Firdaus, Magdalena Citra. 2018. The English Department Students’ Perception of 

Debate as A Speaking Activity in Speaking III Course. Surabaya. English 

Department of Faculty of Teacher Training and Education, Widya Mandala 

Catholic University.  

Advisor : Dr. V. Luluk Prijambodo, M.Pd. 

Speaking is one of four language skills which is difficult to learn because 

learners have to produce it by themselves. Some learners must face some 

difficulties in learning it. Therefore, the role of a teacher is really important for the 

students to help them overcome their difficulties in learning speaking. There are 

many activities that the teacher can use to help the students to learn speaking. One 

of the activities is debate. Debate is very useful for the students to improve their 

speaking skill and their critical thinking. In the English Department of Widya 

Mandala Catholic University Surabaya, debate is learnt by the students in the 

second half of semester after the mid-term of Speaking III course. In spite of the 

fact that debate has many benefits for the learners, the English Department 

students seem uninterested in the debate activity in their Speaking III. While in 

fact, debate is beneficial for their speaking skill development. In connection with 

this reality, the researcher is interested to dig deeper the students’ perception of 

debate in their Speaking III class by answering the formulated research question: 

What perceptions do the English Department students have on debate as Speaking 

activity in Speaking III course? 

This research was a descriptive qualitative study. To collect the research 

data, the researcher used questionnaire (with 41 items of open-ended question and 

one closed-ended question) and interview. The respondents of this research were 

45 English Department students of Widya Mandala Catholic University of the 

fourth semester who joined Speaking in the academic year of 2016/2017. 

The data analysis led to the research findings that 95.7% (43 out of 45 

students) perceived debate as speaking activity in Speaking III positively. Debate 

activity in Speaking III helped the students not only develop their speaking skill 

but also their critical thinking because debate process demanded them to argue 

critically.  

Based on the research findings, the researcher gave suggestion for the 

English Department of Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya (WMCUS) 

to keep using debate as speaking activity in Speaking course. In addition, the 

researcher also gave suggestion for the lecturers of Speaking III course to make 

sure that all students are able to play all roles during the debate practice in the 

classroom. For the students of Speaking III course, the researcher suggests them 

to have initiative to learn debate. For the future investigator, the researcher 

suggests to find the students’ perception before and after they learn the subject. 
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