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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

 

 This chapter presents review of related literature about speaking as 

communication, aspects of a communicative speaking, speaking assessment, and 

definition of debating, role of debating in speaking practice, types of debate and 

fluency and accuracy used in debating. 

 

2.1 Speaking 

2.1.1 Speaking as Communication 

  Speaking as communication means when someone performed a 

meaningful utterance to exchange thoughts, ideas, information, and so on. The 

communication exists when there is at least a speaker or sender, a message which 

is transmitted, and a receiver (Richards and Schmidt, 2010). Thus, the way in 

which the speaker is expressing the messages should be clear and understandable, 

so that it can be understood by the receiver and they can give a respond to what 

the speaker already talked about. 

  While the most used approach in language learning is Communicative 

Language Teaching, it is driven the position of speaking ability should be made as 

communicative as possible. Communication in speaking is considered as 

successful one when there is no communication gap, no misunderstanding, and no 

misleading among the speaker and the receiver. 

  Speaking as communication in most learning and teaching process is 

performed through many techniques, such as: presentation style, discussion, and 
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argumentation. Debate include to the argumentation which become the popular 

technique used for enhancing speaking skill especially in communication 

(Alasmari and Ahmed, 2012; Yonsisno, 2015).    

2.1.2 Aspects of a Communicative Speaking 

  Recently, the most well-known approaches in teaching EFL and ESL is 

Communicative Language (CLT). The CLT itself demand the use of language 

should be performed communicatively as possible (Luchini, 2008). According to 

Saputra and Wargianto (2015), communicative language can be successfully 

achieved if between the interlocutors can understand and possess the messages. In 

generating the aspects of communicative speaking, some experts and researchers 

have different point of view. Susanto (2012), for example, stated that 

communicative speaking is not only limited to the grammatical pattern, but also 

the ability of a speaker to know how to speak appropriately. On the other hand, 

Yang (2014), simply concluded that the main key of communicative speaking is 

the ability of a speaker to perform the language fluently. Whereas, according to 

Spratt, et.al (2005), there are four aspects of communicative speaking: fluency, 

pronunciation, grammatical accuracy, and body language. Within the context of 

this research, the researchers decided to discuss that the aspects of communicative 

speaking is divided into fluency and accuracy, the explanation is as follows. 

2.1.2.1 Fluency 

  Both fluency and accuracy are two aspects of communicative speaking 

which also often used as a standardized of communicative English proficiency 

level (Hedge, 2000; Ano, 2005). According to Ellis (2005), fluency deals with the 

ability of speakers in using the language in real time to deliver the meanings or 
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the messages. Ellis’ theory is strengthened by Anderson (2013) that say the 

production of language also have to be as close to native speaker speed as 

possible. Meanwhile Ano (2005) stated that fluency concerns more in the 

production of continuous speaking from the speaker and it has several standards. 

The standard that mostly used to examine the fluency level is from some 

standardized test and previous researches. 

  There are many standards to determine the speakers’ fluency. 

Kormos&Dénes (2004) explained the fluency standard are 10, including the 

articulation rate, speech rate, number of pauses per minute, pace, space, mean 

length of pauses, number of disfluencies and etc. Whereas Ano (2005) stated there 

are four, namely the number of words per minute, the number of silent thinking or 

pauses, the number of repetition words, phrases, clauses, the number of repair 

words. Another expert said that the fluency can be measured through the number 

of syllables uttered per minute, the length of run or the number of syllables uttered 

between pauses, and the number of pauses (Karimy and Pishkar, 2017). In this 

research, the researcher decides to use three standardized taken from 

Kormos&Dénes (2004), Ano (2005), and Karimy and Pishkar (2017), they are: 

the speech rate in words per minute, the mean length of pauses, and the number of 

disfluencies.  

The standard for the speech rate is 130 words per minute (wpm) (Bøhn, 

2015), the mean length of pauses is applied for the pause over 0.2 seconds, and 

the number of disfluencies is counted based from Bloom & Cooperman (1999).To 

determine the level of fluency using the mean length of pauses, the researcher 

uses the theory from Campione and Veronis (2002) and Heldner and Edlund 
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(2010). They said that if the mean length of pauses is 0.2 seconds or below, it is 

considered as a brief pause and the speakers have high fluency. If the mean length 

of pauses is between 0.2 – 1 seconds, it is a medium pauses and the speakers have 

a medium or moderate fluency, while if the pauses is over 1 seconds, the speakers 

have a low fluency.When calculating disfluencies, the parameter of a speaker is 

considered as fluent when they only have 8 or less number of disfluencies per 100 

syllables, in the contrary if they have32 – 60 number of disfluencies, it is a 

moderate fluency, and above 60, it is less or low fluency. Disfluencies in this 

context is divided into two major categories; More Typical Disfluencies (MTD) 

and Less Typical Disfluencies (LTD) (Yaruss, 1998). MTD includes hesitations, 

interjections, revisions, phrase repetitions, and word repetitions. Meanwhile, LTD 

includes word repetitions (three times or more), interjections (three times or 

more), syllable repetitions, sound repetitions, prolongations, blocks, and multi-

component. The explanation is as follow: 

a. More Typical Disfluencies 

- Hesitations: silent pause (one second or more) (ie: I..(pause)..want 

the red one)  

- Interjections: meaningless words irrelevant to the message or filler 

[um/like/well/uh] (ie: I um want the red one)  

- Revisions: change in content, grammar, or pronunciation of a 

message (ie: I want the blue…the red one)  

- Unfinished words: a word that is abandoned and not completed 

later in the message (ie: I want the oran....red one)  
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- Phrase repetitions: repetition of at least 2 complete words of the 

message (ie: I want…I want the red one)  

- Word repetitions(up to 2x): repetition of a whole word in a slow 

casual way (ie: I I want the red one)  

b. Less Typical Disfluencies 

- Word repetitions (3 times or more): repetitions of a whole word 

(ie: I I I I want the red one)  

- Interjections: (used as a starter, or 3 times or more, or used rapidly) 

(ie: Um Um Um I want well well well the red one)  

- Syllable repetitions: more than a sound repetition and less than a 

word repetition (ie: I wa wa want the red one)  

- Sound repetitions: repetition of a phoneme that does not stand 

alone as a word (ie: I want the r r r red one)  

- Prolongations: duration of a phoneme (may include pitch rise and 

tension) (ie: IIIIIIIII want the red one, or I waaaaaaaant the red 

one)  

- Blocks: inappropriate timing for initiation of a phoneme or release 

of a stop element (ie: I want………the red one) [can include fixed 

articulatory posture and tension]  

Multi-component: combination of disfluencies right in a row (less or more typical types) 

(ie: I IIwaaaaaaant the red one, or I, uh uh, wawawa want the red one) 

  In calculating the fluency, all of those standards should balance, for 

instance the speaker’s speech rate is above average, the mean length of pauses is 

around 0.2 seconds, and the number of disfluencies below 32, so the speaker is 

considered as fluent.   
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2.1.2.2 Accuracy 

  Whereas, Ellis (2005) also defined accuracy as the ability of speakers to 

avoid the errors. From its definition of accuracy, the speaker should able to use 

the correct form, so that the language spoken by the speakers do not affect the 

language features. Richards and Schmidt (2010) emphasized that accuracy is the 

contrast with fluency. They says that accuracy refers to the ability to produce 

grammatically correct sentences but it is not include to the ability to speak without 

hesitation. However, Shen (2013) explained that accuracy is the basis of fluency, 

meanwhile, fluency is the extent of speakers’ linguistic and communicative 

competence. In brief, accuracy more focus in the using of grammar, proper 

pronunciation, and range of vocabulary (Ano, 2005). But, in this research the 

research does not analyze the pronunciation, because it is too difficult since 

students may have different accents one another. 

  In measuring the accuracy level, the research will examine the 

grammatical only. It can be in the form of the using of tenses, verbs, adjectives, 

and so on. For instance, a speaker says ‘several years ago, the court decide to 

punish the suspect’, means there is inaccuracy in the sentence. The context of the 

sentence is in the past, so the speaker should say ‘decided’ instead of decide. In 

this research, the researcher will only count how often the speakers make the 

errors. The more often they make the errors, so the more inaccurate their 

speaking. 
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2.1.3 Speaking Assessment 

  Like any other skills in English learning, speaking also need to be 

assessed. Fulcher (2015) generated several reasons why assessing in speaking is 

needed: it is for valuing communication about the language, providing a suitable 

feedback for students or learners, and the most important is for achieving 

communicative goals effectively. He also explains that there are five things in 

speaking that need to be assessed, they are: fluency, accuracy, strategies, 

discourse and interactional competence, and pragmatics. Fluency, according to 

him, deals with hesitation, repetition, false starts, self-correction, re-selecting 

lexical items, and restructuring sentences. Accuracy is based on pronunciation, 

stress, intonation, syntax, vocabulary, and cohesion.  

  Strategies that he meant is communication strategies include achievement 

and avoidance strategies. Discourse and interactional competence focus in the turn 

taking, openings and closings, and managing co-constructed speech. 

  Even there are many things need to be assessed in speaking, but this 

research only focus in the using of students’ fluency and accuracy. 

 

2.2 Debating 

2.2.1 Definition of Debating 

  Debate is a formal method where people take up their positions in arguing 

and defending their opinion, in which they also possess not only a good 

communication skill but also writing and listening skill as well (Krieger, 2005; 

Torky 2006; and Alasmari& Ahmed, 2012). 
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  The term debate comes up in an educational environment for the first time 

2400 years ago in Athens, Greece by Protagoras of Abdera (Darby, 2007). 

Although debate did lose its popularity in 19th – 20th century, it becomes popular 

again and has been actively practiced for the last three decades as educational 

purposes for students (Zare and Othman, 2015). 

2.2.2 Role of Debating in Speaking Practice 

  Many experts agree that speaking is the main skill that need to be put in 

the first priority both in ESL or EFL learners and teachers (Zare and Othman, 

2015). It is agreed since speaking happens in a real-life situation and it should 

drive a mutual understanding between the speakers or in another word speaking is 

made to make the communication better. 

  Thus, learning and teaching speaking as communication has been in the 

most every school curriculum, but the effort of speaking practice is still small 

(Liao, 2009). As the time goes by, many researchers like, Alasmari& Ahmed 

(2012), Yonsisno (2014), and Zare& Othman (2015) conducted their research to 

prove that debate is the most significant practice to enhance speaking and 

communication ability.  

  In debating, not only arguing with the opponent team and persuading the 

judges, but also several English skills such as writing, listening, and, the most 

important, speaking are well-constructed in debating. The development of debate 

as speaking practice also varies, some teachers use debate as one of the techniques 

they use in a class learning process, and some of institutions make debate as one 

of clubs outside the class that also to help students practice their oral 

communication skills actively. 
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2.2.3 Types of Debate 

  During the progress of teaching EFL with CLT approach, debate is one of 

popular method that use by the teachers or any language instructors 

(Alasmari&Ahmed, 2012). Some researchers mention different type of debate 

based on its function. Kennedy (2007) introduced the most popular types of 

debate, namely ‘In-Class Debate’. It refers to the using of debate in classroom 

practice as the method to teach speaking skill. One of the researchers that use this 

type is Yonsisno (2014) in his research to find out the effect of using debate 

technique to enhance the speaking skill of the students. In-Class Debate, as its 

name, involve the interaction between students and it is done for the purpose of 

learning. Different with Kennedy, Treadwell (2018) divided the types of debate 

into five categories, they are: 

1. Team Policy Debate; emphasizing on presenting large amounts of 

evidence as quickly and as coherently as possible. 

2. Cross-Examination Debate Association (CEDA); the resolutions of the 

debate are not related to the policy and it is a value based debate. 

3. Lincoln-Douglas Debate; is a one-on-one debate which focus more in 

debating on moral and ethical values. 

4. Spontaneous Argumentation; consists two debaters who draw a 

random and traditional topic. It is usually more focus in presentation 

and style rather than content. 

5. Parliamentary Debate; resembles the debate occur in British 

Parliament. There are two teams with three speakers in each team. In 

the development of Parliamentary Debate, not only create a British 
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Parliamentary Debate, but also Asian and Australian Parliamentary 

Debate. 

Based on that, the researcher uses Parliamentary Debate as the focus in 

this research. The consideration is this type of debate is the most used in any 

debating society across the world. 

2.2.4 Fluency and Accuracy Used in Debate 

  Fluency and accuracy are being assessed also in debate, moreover in a 

parliamentary debate. There are three main points to asses a debate, they are 

matter, manner, and method. Matter deals with the setting up of the case, the 

arguments, the logical reasons, and the negations. Manner deals with the way the 

speaker deliver their case and speech. It includes the eye contact, the tone, the 

gestures, volume and intonations. Whereas method includes the organization of 

team’s case, the individual speeches, and the response of the team to the dynamic 

of the debate (Latif, 2017). From the explanation, fluency and accuracy include to 

the point of clarity. It is pointless the speaker fluent but he/she does not perform 

accurately and vice versa. The score of individuals’ manner will also affect the 

whole team score in debate. Thus, fluency and accuracy of a speaker or debater is 

really important so that they can get a good score and good judgement from the 

adjudicators. 

  In the practice, indeed debate has limited time for the speakers to deliver 

their points. Within the time limit, the speakers are required to deliver all the 

points they need to talk about and it should be clear. This situation commonly 

trigger the mostly happened cases of EFL Speakers or L2 learners to have fluency 

above the accuracy (Vercellotti, 2012). Meanwhile, in debating context, debaters 
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need to strengthen their argument and also neglecting what the opponent said. 

With the limited time, it is quite impossible for a debater to always make 

correction or revisions in their speaking (Tumposky, 2004). Hence, they will not 

take a longer pause to think, because it will affect their time, reduce the chance to 

argue, and of course it will reduce the score as individual speakers. They will also 

tend not to repeat the argument if the grammar is incorrect and even do not realize 

it.  Nevertheless, the general believes then arise an assumption that debaters are 

have a good fluency but not accurate. To prove that assumption the researcher 

take this as the attempt to prove how fluent and how accurate debater’s speaking. 


