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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study are: (1) o find out whether there is any positive
correlation between rf.sk-mﬂ:.r'ng and Australasian Parliementary English Diehate: (2)
to find our whether there is any positive corvelation between speaking abifity and
Australasian Parliamentary English Debate; (3) to find owt whether there is any
positive  correlation  between  risk-taking, speaking abilitv, and  Awstralasian
Parfigmentary English Debate of the fifth semester students of English Education
Department of Unswagar in ccodemic vear 200 4-200 5.

This research iy carried out af English Education Departmen of Unswagati
Clirebor. This research was conducted in 3 months, from Janwary to March 2015, The
population of this research was the fifth semester students of English Education
department of Unswagati Cirebon. There were 80 students taken as sample for this
study using random sampling technigoe. The data used for this study were colfected
using performance fests and guestionnaive. The data gained from guestionnaive and
tests were then f."ﬂ'ng andalyzed using simple correlation and mudtiple linfer regression.

Based on the result of the study, it can be concluded that: (1) there is significant

positive correlation between risk-taking and Australasian Parliamentary English
Debate {
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Introduction

Tt cannat be argucd that most of the world
population use English language as a means of’
communication. Many non-native countries
implement English subject as the compulsory
subject start from the early stage up to the
higher education, including in Indonesia. One
of the reasons beyond those activities is
because people believe that someone with
English proficiency will achieve the proper
welfare in their life. Besides, it is also a
demand of globalization era which requires
people tobe able to communicate in English.

Furthermore, people and English
learners conmsequently  often evaluate  their
success in language leaming as well as the
effectiveness of their English course on the
hasis on how well they feel that they have
improved in their spoken language
competence. It is in line with the statement
from Richard (2008: 1) that the mastery of
speaking skill in English is priority for many
second or foreign language learners, The
indicators that siudents can speak successfully
are related to their fluency, vocabulary,
promunciation, grammar, and comprehension.
Moreover, the knowledge of how native
speakers use the language in different context
and situation are also regarded as the
requirement of successful communication
(Luthfivvah: 201 2: 3).

One of the quite challenging activities in
speaking 15 how to negobate someonc's
opinion. Debating activity can be
implemented in speaking class, because all
students will participate in delivering their
idea. Debating activity is also appropriated
technigue for students in higher education,
where they should think, do, and act in higher
order thinking. One of the debating systems
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which is possible to be implemented in
University students is Australasian
Parliamentary Debate { APTY),

Australasian  Parliamentary Debate
(AP is a formal method of interactive and
vepresentational argument which consisis of
two teams debating over an issue (motion),
more commonly a topic or proposition, This
kind of debating system is wusually
implementing in high schools and colleges
(Leonardi: 2000: 2). This kind of debating
system consists of two teams: Affirmative
(also known as the “Govemnment™) and
Megative (also known as the “Opposition”).
As a result of debate activity, students are
eager W involve in speaking, sharing their
ideas, and arguing someone opinion, and
defending their statements.

Meanwhile, debating activity is very
complex. Speaker cannot merely rely on their
speaking ability, They should aware of many
aspects, what they speak, the materials they
bring, their circumstance, the opponents they
face, the rules of debate. Tt assumes that
debaters should be able to take a risk in every
single steps they take, Therefore, risk taking is
regarded as one of the factor of determining
the gquality of good debaters,

Risk taking, as one of personality
aspect, in learning language plays a crucial
part. Some experts (Lightbown & Spada,
1908: 3; Brown, 2004: 149; Gass & Shinker,
2008: 434) believe that risk taking is an
important characteristic of successful learming
of second or foreign language. The personal
positive risk taking and attitudes of leamers
will help them o develop their language
ability fast. Learners have to be able to gamble
a hit, to be willing to try out practice a new
thing, and take risk of being wrong, making
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mistakes, and being loss or failure. It assumes
that risk taking significantly contributes the
successiul students in debating activity.

Therefore, in this paper the writer
intends to conduct a research to know the
positive  correlation among  those three
variables; risk taking, speaking ability, and
students' performance in conducting
Anstralasian Parliamentary Debate.

This research can give some
contributions for English teachers, students of
English Education, and the other researchers.
For English teachers, it is expected that the
findings of this research can enlighten the
understanding of conducting debate.
especially Australasian Parlismentary debate.
Besides teacher can implement it as one of
alternative techniques to teach speaking, to
sharpen students’ critical thinking, and
encourage students' confidence. Furthermore,
this study can also be regarded for students,
especially students of English education
department, as a guidance to conduct
Australasian Parliamentary debate. The last
but not the least, the findings is expected to be
some inputs for the other researchers to
conduct similar study with deeper and more
comprehensive materials.

Reseach Design

This study uses correlational research
design. [t aims at investigating the possibility
of the relationship between two or more
variables, Unlike experimental design, there is
no manipulation in correlational research
design (Frankle Wallen, 328). There are two
variables in this research. They are predictor
variable or independent variable and response

variable or dependent variable. Students’ risk
taking and speaking ability are the predictors
or independent variable, while students'
performance in Australasian Parliamentary
debate 1s response or dependent variable,

Pomlation, Sample, and Sampling

Tuckman (2008; 227) defines
population as a group about which the
rescarcher is interested in gaining information
and drawing conclusions. The population of
this research is the fifth semester English
Education Department students of Unswagati
Cirebon in the academic year of 2014 and
2015, There 12 classes in which each class
consists of 20 swdents, The total number of
population is 240 students.

Meanwhile, Creswell (2008; 152) states
that a sample is a subgroup of the target
population that the researcher plans to study
for generalizing about the target population,
The sample of the research is 80 students who
come from four classes. They were chosen
randomly by using Cluster Random Sampling.
The researcher used cluster random sampling
hecause it s equal probability  selection
methed. That mean of each class in population
has an equal chance of being included in the
sample so that it can be wsed o produce
representative sample (Burke, 2000: 183). The
followmgs are the steps to conduct cluster
random sampling: (i) listing the code of the
class; (1) writing down each code of class ina
place of rolled paper; (iii) rolling the paper
well; {iv) putting all pieces of paper into a
container; (v) shaking the container well; (vi)
taking of the rolled papers.
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Technigues of Collecting the Data

A questionnaire has been defined by Creswell (2008; 394y as a form used in survey design
that participants in a study complete and return to the research. The participants choose answers (o
questions and supply basic personal or demographic information.

The purpose of using questionnaire 15 to get information from research participants about
their nsk-taking. The researcher used statements as the item stems to indicate the students’ degree
of nsk-taking. The questionnaire is consisted of 30 statements with four-point rating scale
measuring their risk-taking. The questionnaire must be valid and reliable before it is distributed to
the respondents. To check the validity and the reliability of the questionnaire, firstly, the researcher
will try it out to the students of the class who do not belong to the sample, Then, the writer calculates
the validity and realibility of the items.

Furthermore, the researcher used a Likert scale using four points scale instead of five points,
in which the interval between cach point on the scale is assumed to be equal, The undecided point is
omitted to avoid neutral answers, since mostly students tend to choose the newtral answers. It is
used to register the extent of agreement and disagreement to a particular statement. The points are:

3.1 : Likeri Scale Point

Response Positive | Negative
Strongly Agree 4 |
Agree i 2
Disagree 2 3
Strongly Disagree 1 4

The second technigue is test. Brown (2004: 3) defines test as a method of measuring a
person’s ability, knowledge, or performance in a given domain. In this study. the writer will use
subjective test in a form of performance test as an instrument to assess stadents’ speaking ahility
and students’ competence in conducting Australasian Parliamentary debate. The first test is to
measure students’ speaking ability, The researcher will give presentation task to the students, and
seore it based on the following scoring rubric adapted from Weir, 1998: 147-148:

Table 1.2 : Scoring Guide for Assessing Speaking

Imdicators of Speaking Sennes Criterion
4 Communscates effectively, responds well to the topic. Explain well, gives some
3 Some hesitation which disturts flow but not matter much. Responds io topic,
Fluemcy 1 Speach haltng and bck coberence . Frequent hesitation. meeds prompiing bt
shows atternpi.
1 Speech disconnected and difficult to follew. Unable 1o respond topic even when
prompied.
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Appropriale mage and fexibility of vocabulary to deal with topic, enough 1o
express ideas.
Range of vocabulary adequate, though experiences difficulty expanding on the

(]

Yocabulary

tapic.
Limited vocabulbary makes commumication difficult, though shows some
altempis.

Woscabu lary not adeguale even for mmimal © ation

Indivitm] sounds sufficiently well-anticulated, casy io understand and follow.
Some midrvidual sounds pooriy arsoulated but does not disnept comprehension.
Poor iation puts strain on lisk and causes misumder di
Imipessable fo understand at all.

Gosod use of variety of structmres with iopic even in complex ones
Basic sinsciures sccuraie bui complex ones cause lifle difficulty
Basic stnactures often imacouraie, more complex ones not oven atiempicd.

Basic stnactures always distor and no pwaneness of any grammatical nales.

Thie conient 1s clear, focused and well-sused io audience and purpose. Main
ideas stand owt and are developed by strong supporting detail.

The condent is clear, focused and appropriate 1o audience and purpose. Suppart is
ldens'Centent _present although # may be lsmited in general.

3 The content requires extensive mforenoes by the audience. Developmenl is
attempted but is minimal or may be unsuited to audiepce and purpose.

1 Thie content lacks an apparent purpose or central ikeme.

)

=l

e | | [ | | | | =

L™

On the other hand, for gathering the data from smdents' performance in conducting
Australasian parliamentary debate, the writer will use debate task where the students will perform
how to comduct Australasian Parlismentary debate in a good Manner, Matter, and Method.

Technigues of Analyzing the Data
Afiter the data are gathered. then the writer will analyze them to know whether there is ornota
significant correlation between speaking ability (X1) and students' performance in Australasian

Parhiamentary  debate (Y), Risk taking{X2) and  students' performance in Auvstralasian

Parliamentary debate {Y); and between risk taking (X1, speaking skill {X2). , towards students’

performance in Australasian Parliamentary debate (Y), There are some techniques which are used

to analyze the data, They are:

1) To test the first and second hypothesis, whether there is or no a positive correlation between
students’ risk-taking and students” performance in Auvstralasian Parliamentary debate; speaking
ability and students’ performance in Australasian Parliamentary debate, the researcher uses
simple comrelation technique using the Product Moment Formula as follows:

P ™= L
¥ e - ()N -

Where:

R = the coefficienmt of correlation between X1 and Y

X = the independent variables;

Y = the dependent variable;

N = the number of sample

The value of v, then, is compared with product-moment table (v} at the level of significance
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5% and M= the number of respondent. IF iy is greater than refrg > 1) it means that Hy is rejected
and therefore H,, is accepted.

2} To test the third hypothesis of the study, the writer computes and analvzes the correlation
between three variables, those are: students' msk taking, speaking ability, and students'
Australasian Parliamentary debate. Multiple Linier Regression Technigue will be used to asses

it. The formula is as follow:;

RR=ra
D:
Where:
R? = correlation coefficient between X1, X2, And ¥

S8reg =alix; v+ ad¥xy
a; = Coefficient of Predictor X,
a; = Coefficient of Predictor X;
Fayy = Sum of product moment between X; and Y
Ty = Sum of product moment between X5 and Y

3) To find out whether or not the coefficient of Ray (1.2) is significant the writer uses the formula of
Regression Line analysis as follow:
> L L]
 (1-AT){n=k-1}

Where:

F = the value of regression line

14 =ﬂumemdmufmlninnbﬁwmx|.xg.ald‘f
K = the number of independent variable

n = the number of sample

Research Findings and Discussion
Data Description

Description of speaking ability, Australasian Parliamentary Debate ability, and Risk Taking
data were counted by using SPSS . 16, The obtained data for each variable of students' speaking
skill, AP debate ability, risk-taking are described in the table 4. 1. as follow:

Table 4.1. The Descriptive Statistic of Each Vaviabfe

Std.
N | Min | Max. | Mean | Deviation

Risk-Taking Ygn| sopo | s1.00 | 680375 | 519602

Speaking 20| s0.00 | 98.00 | 77.5375 | 1052808

Australasian

Parliamentary [ 50| soo0 | 9500 | 733625 | 9.05712
Debate

Valid N 20
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The whole data are statistically presented at the table above. Tt is found that the subject of the
study is symbaolized as N, which consists of 80 students. The highest scoreof each variable is
deeribed in the maximum score and the lowest one s deseribed in the minimuwm score, The mean 15
the result of whole scores devided into the whole respondents. The standard deviation describes the
description value,

a. Risk-Taking

The writer obtained the data of students’ risk-taking score by distributing some closed-ended
questionnaire items, The maximum score was 81, the minumum score was 59, mean was 68, median
was 67.5, mode was 63, and standarddeviation was 5.19.

b. Speaking

The writer obtained the data of Students’ Speaking score by conducting presentation test. The
maximum score was 95, the minumuom score was 50, mean was 77,5, median was 78,5, mode was
70, and standard deviation was 10,52,

¢. Australasian Parliamentary Debate

The writer obtained the data of studenys' risk-taking score by conducting Australasian
Parhiamentary Debate. The maximum score was 95, the minumum score was 50, mean was 77.5,
median was 785, mode was 80, and standard deviation was 9.06.

Hypothesis Testing

In this section, the writer tested the null hypothesis (Hy) againts the alternative hypothesi
{Ha). In addition Sudarmanto (2015; 162) states that there are three points which will be found in
testing hypothesis. They are: (1) to know whether there is correlation between dependent and
independent variable; (2) to know whether its coeficient correlation is significant or not; (3) to know
the effective contribution of each independent variables, In this study, the computation result of
each hypothesis is decribed as follows:

1. The correlation between Risk-Taking (X,) and Ausiralasian Parliamentary Debate (Y)
) : : Hy=ryy <0
There is no positive correlation between Risk-Taking (X,) and Australasian Parliamentary Debate (Y)
& .l i H'- rﬂj o n
There is positive correlation between Risk-Taking (X,) and Australasian Parhameniary Debate (Y).
The technique used here was simple comrelation.

Based on the simple correlation computation suing Pearson Product Moment formula of X; and Y,
the coefMicient of comelation is 7y, = 0.229. Then, this value is compered to r table at significance
level {a} = 0.05 for N=80. It is found that r table is 0.220. This means that r observation is greater than
r table (0.229 < 0.220). It can be concluded that r observation is significant. Therefore, the null
hypothesis is ru}almd. and the aliernative hypaothesis is accepted; meaning that the result of the debate
test proved that nsk-taking has correlation with the ability of Australasian Parliamentary Debate, 1t is
cocluded that there is significant positive cosrelation between students’ risk-taking (X,)} and
Awustralasian Parlismentary Debate (Y).
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3. The correlation between Speaking Ability (X;) and Australasisn Parlismentary Debate ()
; Hy=r=0
There is no positive correlation berween Risk-Taking (X,). Speaking Ability (X;), and Australasian
Parliamentary Debate (Y)
3 .l H‘- r. } n
There is positive comelation between Risk-Taking (X,), Speaking Ability {X,), and Aussralasian Parli
Debaie (Y). The technigue wsed here was muliiple Iinul.r FERIESSI0N Ii:mlukul:ing SPSS R

From the multiple lincar regression amalysis of Risk-Taking (X,), and speaking sbility (X;), with
Australasian Farliamentary Debate (Y), it was found that the coefficient of correlation (R.3) is 0. 746, According
to Sugiyond (2008 257) the degree of relationship can be categorized as follow:

Table 4.7. The Degree of Correlation

|8 - ml Very weah

| 020 - 0,399 Weak

| 040 - 0.55% Average

| 060 - 0799 _ Swong
080 - | Very Sirong

It can be seen that the degree of relationship among Risk-Taking (X,), and speaking ability (X,), with
Australasian Parliamentary Debate (Y) 1s strong, It means that the comelation among Risk-Taking
(), and speaking ability (X, ), with Australasian Parliamentary Debate (Y) is strong.

Furthermore, the value of F-ohservation is 48425, the value of F-table with degree of freedom
(dfy1s 2:80 at @ = 0.05 is 3.1 1. It is clearly seen that the value of F-Observation is greater than F-table
(48.425 = 3.11). It is also means that F observation is significant. So, it can be said tha the regression
of equation is also significant. From the result of anlysis, it is obvious that the null hypothesis (Hy) is
rejected and the alternative hypothesis (H,) is accepted. The conclusion is that there is significant
positive comelation between Risk-Taking (X;). and speaking ability (X,), with Australasian
Parliamentary Debate (Y).

The value of coefficient correlation or R is 0.746 and the value of coefficient determination or
R? is 0.557. It means that 55.7% Australasian Parliamentary Debate can be explained by students’
risk-taking and students’ speaking ability.

The Discussion of the Research Findings
From the result of the data analysis, it shows that there is positive comelation between

students’ risk-taking, speaking competence, and australasian parliamentary english debate. A

positive correlation means that the increase of students” rsik-taking and speaking ability is followed

by the increase of the ability of conducting Australasian parliamentary English Debate. This kind of
correlation creates an assumption that Ausiralasian parliamentary English Debate can be regressed,
explained, and predicted from students’ risk-taking, and speaking ability.

By considering the result of the hypothesis testing, it can be explained as follows:

I. The first finding of the hypothesis testing shows that there is positive comelation between Risk-
Taking (X ) and Australasian Parliamentary Debate (Y) of the fifth semester students of English
Education Department of Teacher Training and Education Facultu of Swadaya Gunung Jati
University Cirebon in academic vear of 20142015, The finding is in line with Anggita (2011:
I7) statements that risk-taking encoursges students to perform breavly and get involved in
leamning activities quickly. It motivates students to participate actively without being afiaid of
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making mistakes. Allowing student to take
a risk is obviously essential to achieve
language competence.

Furthermore, Bang {19949: 13) states
that learming 15 the reward for taking nsks,
Learners have to be able to gamble a bit, to
be willing to try out practice a new thing
and take a risk of being wrong, making
mistakes, being loss or failure.
Furthermore, in leaming speaking students
need a high risk-taking in order o get a
significant progress. Unfortunately,
learning speaking of foreign language in
public, especially in front of the class or, is
often anxiety-provoking. It probably
oeeurs when learners become tongue-tied
or loss of words in unexpected situation,
which often leads to discouragement and a
general sense of failure.

On the other hand, debate is a highly
effective activity for developing
argumentation skills for persuasive speech
and writing, Davidson (1996} Debate is an
important  educational ool for learning
analytic thinking skills and for forcing self-
conscious reflection on the validity of one's
ideas. In conducting debates, students
should work cooperatively, brainstorm
ideas, develop vocabulary and read to
support an opinion. They also should take a
nsk to produce the different linguistics
elements and produce their ideas.

In short, it can be concluded that
there is positive correlation between Risk-
Taking (X, ) and Australasian Parliamentary
Deebate (Y). It means that the improvement
of students' risk-taking will be followed by
the improvement of Australasian
parliamentary debate.

2, The second bOnding of the hyvpothesis

testing shows that there positive correlation
between Speaking Ability (X.) and
Australasian Parliamentary Debate (Y) of
the fifth semester students of English
Education Department of Teacher Training
and Education Facultu of Swadaya Gunung
Jati University Cirebon in academic year of
20142015, One of the important factor in
conducting  Austalasian  Parliamentary
Debate is speaking skill. They cannot be
sperated one another. Both fluency and
accuracy play an important role. Moreover,
in debate the students are requined to fullfill
thres criteria; manner, matter, and method
which all of them cover the ability of
speaking aspects, In addition,  Beiber
(2011 2y states that debate provides a
platform for students to express themselves
and can help boosting students’ confidence
and speaking skill. This can be one
technigque in teaching speaking since it
includes the techniques of collaboration
and persuasion to convince the audience
and adjediators that one’s arguments
outweighing its opposition. This technique
also promotes students to be active speaker,
In short, speaking skill 15 one of the
influencing factor in debate. Based on the
hypothesis testing, it can be concluded that
there is positive correlation between
speaking skill and Australasian
parliamentary debate. It means that the
improvement of students' speaking skill
will he followe by the improvement of
Australasian parliamentary debate,

3. The third finding of the hypothesis testing
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shows that there positive correlation
between Risk-Taking (X,). Speaking
Ability (X,), and Australasian
Parliamentary Debate (Y) of the fifth
semester students of Enghsh Education
Department of Teacher Training and
Education Facultu of Swadayva Gunung Jati
University Cirebon in academic year of
201420015, The success of conducting
Australasian Parliamentary English Debate
correlated with risk-taking and speaking
ahility. Lightbown & Spada, 1998 38,
Browi, 2004: 149, Gass & Selinker, 2008:
434 believe that risk-taking is an important
charactenistic of successful leaming of
second language. The personal positive
risk-taking and attitudes of learners will
help them o develop their language ability
fast. Learners who have high risk-taking
would have to be able to gamble a bit, to be
willing to try out practice a new thing and
take a risk of being wrong, making
mistakes, being loss or failure, Therefore,
they will be easier to perform debate. They
will be very confident to reveal their
arguments and to defend their opinion.
Debaters should not reluctant with their
arguments. They need to convience the
audience in a good manner, matter, and
method,

On the other hand, Bailey (2005: 2)
defines speaking as a productive skill,
which consists of producing systematic
verbal utterances o convey meaning.
Someone who can speak English well is
able to use the language both accurately and
fluently. Accurate speakers do not make
mistakes in grammar, vocabulary, and
profunciation, while fluent speakers can

cxpress  themselves appropriately  and
without hesitation, They do not uswally
worry unduly about making mistakes. It is
in line with the procedure of Australasian
Parliamentary Debate which requires the
speakers to speak communicatively.,

From the explanation above, it s
obviously seen that there positive
correlation  between  Risk-Taking (X)),
Speaking Ahility (X)), and Australasian
Parhiamentary Debate (Y). It means that he
improvement of students' risk-taking and
speaking skill will be followe by the
improvement of Australasian
parliamentary debate.

5.1. Conclusion
Baszed on the result of the study, it can be
conluded as follows;

a. There is significant positive correlation
between students' risk-taking and
Australasian Parliamentary Debate of the
Fifth semester of English Education
Department Students i academic year of
2004-2015¢

5.2, Suggestion

Based on the result of the study and
implication above, tthe writer proposcs some
sugestions as follow:

a. The students’ risk-taking should be
maintaned and elevated., Students’ risk-
taking can decrease during the process of
leaming and teaching, There are some
factors related to the decrease and increase
of risk-taking. For instance by giving a
chelanging activities and a comfort
atmosphere in the teaching learning proces.

v, The students' speaking competence should
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be increased. This can be realized by
encouraging students to speak more
without ignoring their accuracy and
fluency. The teacher should give the
students opportunities to practice their
speaking, to provide some related
vocabularies, to give an interesting
petivities, Those will make the students’
speaking ability increased.
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