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ABSTRACT 

The objective of the research was found out the use of debate’s motion 

through project-based learning on students’ English speaking skill at the tenth 

grade students’ of SMK Kartika XX-1 Makassar. Project-Based Learning covers 

five steps made by the researcher, they are observing, questioning, gathering 

information, associating, and communicating. The populations in tenth grade 

students of SMK Kartika XX-1 Makassar consist of 500 students; the sample was 

48 students (24 students’ experimental class and 24 students control class). The 

research was taken by using cluster random sampling. Moreover, this research 

was conducted through the following procedures: giving pretest, applying 

treatments, and giving posttest. The data analyzed in this research was gathered 

through test, after getting the score from the test, it was analyzed and processed 

by using statistic data calculation of T-test formula by using SPSS. The result of 

the research proved that there was a difference score between students’ score in 

learning English speaking by using debate’s motion through project-based 

learning and without using debate’s motion through project-based learning. 

According to the result of statistical calculation it can be seen that mean of gained 

score of the experimental class is 7.25 and the mean of gained score of control 

class is 3.96. In conclusion, debate’s motion through project-based learning can 

effectively be used to teach English speaking to the tenth grade students of SMK 

Kartika XX-1 Makassar. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

English is the universal 

language that is still the main 

language and unifying among 

countries around the world. By 

mastering the language in general to 

be the most common language in the 

world, it is certainly the main capital 

to expand relationship all over the 

world. English can also improve our 

knowledge. Knowing a variety of 

languages will certainly be helpful in 

gaining a lot of knowledge. 

However, if mastering various 

languages is difficult, English is the 

language that represents all 

languages.  

There are four basic skills 

learned in English that is listening, 

speaking, reading, and writing. In 

order to communicate with people 

directly in using English language is 

certainly one of the most dominant 

skill we need that is speaking. 

Speaking is a major aspect of the 

language most commonly used by 

most people. In general, humans 

produce tens of thousands of words a 

day and even some people produce 

more than tens of thousands of words 

a day like a politician and auctioneer.  

According Grauberg, ”For 

many pupils the prime goal of 

learning a foreign language is to be 

able to speak it. Teaching should 

therefore help them to achieve that 

goal to the best of their ability. Yet 

the task is not easy, because 

conditions in the classroom are very 

different from those in real life. 

There speaking normally occurs in a 

domestic, social or occupational 

environment. Except for the fairly 

infrequent occasions of a talk or a 

lecture, only a small group of people, 

typically two, are involved. At times 

people speak to each other simply to 

demonstrate friendliness or 

sociability, but much the most 

frequent case is that one person has a 

reason to address the other: to 

request information and service, 

share experience, suggest action. The 

other replies, and a dialogue ensues”. 

It means that many students who 

consider the primary purpose of 

learning a foreign language is to be 

able to speak the language. 

There are some examples of 

regular activity to increase the ability 

to speak. For instance discussion, 

role play, simulation, information 

gap, brainstorming, storytelling, 

interviews, completing story, 

reporting, and debate. The researcher 

draws the conclusion that one of the 

activities in improving the ability to 

speak is debating. It can also 

improve science and the activity can 

offer some solutions in problem 

solving as well as seeking the truth.  

Debate is the activity of an 

argument between two or more 

parties, either individually or in 

groups, to discuss and decide the 

issue and debates. Debates have 

several elements: motions, 

moderators, pro teams, counter 

teams, neutral teams, and notaries. 

Debate will not be conducted without 

a motion because the motion is a 

topic or subject that contains 

controversial things. Motion is very 

important in debate. The role of 

motions can be the key to the debate. 

The motion uses an opinion 

sentence.  

According to idtesis.com, 

debate has advantages and 

disadvantages. The advantage is to 

strengthen the students' 
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understanding of the subject matter 

that has been given, to train students 

to be critical of all the theories that 

have been given, and to train the 

students to dare to express their 

opinions. As for some of the 

disadvantages of expressing mutual 

scramble, the argument will never 

end if the teacher does not mediate, 

and students who are good at 

argument will always be active but 

students who are less clever 

argument just silent and passive. 

Starting from the existing 

deficiencies in the debate learning 

activities, the researcher proposes a 

solution that would be used to 

conduct an in-depth investigation of 

a Debate’s Motion based on 

disadvantages described above. 

Learning method in question is 

Project-Based Learning. Project-

Based Learning is a learning method 

that uses a project or activity as a 

medium. Learners do exploration, 

assessment, interpretation, synthesis, 

and information to produce various 

forms of learning outcomes. Project-

Based Learning is a learning method 

that uses problems as a first step in 

collecting and integrating new 

knowledge based on experience in 

real activity. 

Based on the background, the 

researcher was interested in 

conducting research to improve 

English speaking skill through 

project-based learning by using 

debate’s motion at SMK Kartika 

XX-1 Makassar, by the title “The 

Use of Debate’s Motion to Improve 

Students’ English Speaking Skill 

through Project-Based Learning at 

the 10th Grade Students of SMK 

Kartika XX-1 Makassar”.   

 

PREVIOUS OF RELATED 

LITERATURE 

 

a. Definition of Motion 

Motion is a theme or topic to 

be discussed in a debate and a 

motion is a positive statement that 

will determine the direction and 

content of a debate. Motion is a 

subject that contains controversial 

things. Motion is very important in 

the debate. The role of motions can 

be the key to the debate. The motion 

uses an opinion sentence. 

b. Kinds of Debate’s Motion 

Neill Harvey-Smith simply 

defines motions as the topic for 

debate, worded “This House…”. 

Essentially this house is the group 

that is proposing an action and that 

proposed action is the statement that 

follows. 

1. THW (This House Would…) 

If the motion begins with 

THW, this means a debate proposal, 

meaning that the debate participant 

must provide an argument 

accompanied by a solution and steps 

to be taken (the participant must 

submit a proposal) in the solution. 

The motion begins with THW is 

categorized as a rule that is already 

applied in a country / region. 

For examples: 

1.1.THW control access to the 

internet 

1.2.THW punish students who are 

often late 

1.3.THW forbid the use of mobile 

phone on school 

 

2. THBT (This House Believe 

That…) 

If the motion begins with THBT 

then debate it is the philosophical 

debate, that is the debate that will 

http://archive.idebate.org/publications/practical-guide-debating-worlds-stylebritish-parliamentary-style
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only argue that something (which is 

mentioned in the motion it) right or 

wrong, good or not, significant or 

not, without steps or solution 

completion. 

For examples: 

2.1.THBT homework should be 

banned 

2.2.THBT children under 14 should 

not be allowed on facebook 

2.3.THBT Jakarta International 

School should be closed 

Both THW and THBT 

motions, all arguments must always 

be accompanied by relevant and 

strong evidence and facts and 

relevant examples. Motion can be 

directly debated and there is also one 

that must be defined first. 

1. The Concept of Project-Based 

Learning 

a. Definition of Project-Based 

Learning 

Project-Based Learning is a 

teaching method in which students 

gain knowledge and skills by 

working for an extended period of 

time to investigate and respond to an 

authentic, engaging and complex 

question, problem, or challenge. 

Students learn about a subject by 

working for an extended period of 

time to investigate and respond to a 

complex question, challenge, or 

problem. It is a style of active 

learning and inquiry-based learning. 

PBL contrasts with paper-based, rote 

memorization, or teacher-led 

instruction that presents established 

facts or portrays a smooth path to 

knowledge by instead posing 

questions, problems or scenarios. 

Thomas Markham describes Project-

Based Learning (PBL) thus: "PBL 

integrates knowing and doing. 

Students learn knowledge and 

elements of the core curriculum, but 

also apply what they know to solve 

authentic problems and produce 

results that matter. PBL students take 

advantage of digital tools to produce 

high quality, collaborative products. 

PBL refocuses education on the 

student, not the curriculum—a shift 

mandated by the global world, which 

rewards intangible assets such as 

drive, passion, creativity, empathy, 

and resiliency. These cannot be 

taught out of a textbook, but must be 

activated through experience." 

From those theories above, it 

can be concluded that Project-Based 

Learning is the use of projects in the 

teaching and learning process, with 

the aim of deepening learning, where 

students use investigative questions 

as well as technologies relevant to 

their lives. In Project-Based 

Learning, students develop their own 

investigations with group colleagues 

as well as individually, so students 

will automatically develop their 

research abilities as well. Students 

are actively involved in the process 

of defining problems, solving 

problems, making decisions, and 

other investigative activities. They 

are encouraged to come up with 

realistic ideas and solutions. 

b. The Elements of Project-Based 

Learning 

In Gold Standard Project-

Based Learning, projects are focused 

on student learning goals and include 

Essential Project Design Elements: 

1. Key Knowledge, 

Understanding, and Success 

Skills 

The project is focused on 

student learning goals, including 

standards-based content and skills 

such as critical thinking/problem 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Active_learning
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Active_learning
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Inquiry-based_learning
http://www.bie.org/blog/gold_standard_pbl_essential_project_design_elements
http://www.bie.org/blog/gold_standard_pbl_essential_project_design_elements


 

 

5 

 

solving, communication, 

collaboration, and self-management.  

2. Challenging Problem or 

Question  

The project is framed by a 

meaningful problem to solve or a 

question to answer, at the appropriate 

level of challenge. 

3. Sustained Inquiry 

Students engage in a 

rigorous, extended process of asking 

questions, finding resources, and 

applying information. 

4. Authenticity  

The project features real-

world context, tasks and tools, 

quality standards, or impact – or 

speaks to students’ personal 

concerns, interests, and issues in 

their lives. 

5. Student Voice & Choice  

Students make some 

decisions about the project, including 

how they work and what they create. 

6. Reflection  

Students and teachers reflect 

on learning, the effectiveness of their 

inquiry and project activities, the 

quality of student work, obstacles 

and how to overcome them. 

7. Critique & Revision  

 Students give, receive, and 

use feedback to improve their 

process and products. 

8. Public Product  

Students make their project 

work public by explaining, 

displaying and/or presenting it to 

people beyond the classroom. 

 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

 

According to Cohen, Anion 

Lawrence and Marrison Keith one of 

the most commonly used quasi-

experimental design in educational 

research can be presented as follows: 

Experimental  E    O1          X1         O2 

Control C     O1         X2      O2 

Where: 

E = experimental group 

C = control group 

O1 = pre-test for Experimental group 

and Control Class 

O2 = posttest for Experimental Class 

and Control Class 

X = treatment by performing 

speaking through project-based 

learning 

Y = treatment without performing 

speaking through conventional 

teaching 

From the design above, 

subject of research were grouped into 

an experimental group (top line) and 

a control group (bottom line). The 

quality of subject was first checked 

by pre-testing them (O1). Then, the 

experimental group was taught by 

debate’s motion through project-

based learning, while the Control 

group was taught by conversation 

technique. 

A. Variables of the Research 

Variables of this research 

consist of dependent, independent 

and moderator variable. 

Dependent variable: Speaking skill 

Independent variable: Project-Based 

Learning 

Moderator variable: Debate’s 

Motion 

The researcher put speaking 

as dependent variable in variables 

because this research will solve the 

problem of speaking skill faced by 

the students in the learning process. 

Speaking skill is the students’ 

achievement to speak fluency, 

accuracy, and comprehensible. The 

other variable researcher use in 
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teaching and learning process there 

are two namely Project-Based 

Learning as independent variable. 

Project-Based Learning is the 

method used by the researcher in 

learning activity to overcome the 

problems that are often faced by 

students. The second one is Debate’s 

Motion as moderator variable. 

Debate’s Motion is a medium in 

running learning activities on 

Project-Based Learning. The thing 

that distinguishes this research from 

previous researchers lies in the 

Debate’s Motion that would be 

applied to this research. The output 

of this research is improving 

students' speaking skill. This 

research aims to improve students' 

ability in speaking by using the 

process based on variables of the 

research above. 

B. Population and Sample 

1. Population 

A population is a group of 

elements or cases, whether 

individuals, objects, or events, that 

conform to specific criteria and to 

which the results of the research are 

generalized. The population of this 

research was the tenth grade students 

of SMK Kartika XX-1 Makassar. 

There were ten department and each 

department have more than one 

classes. Each class has about 25 

students. So, the total number of 

population about 500 students. 

2. Sample  

Sample is a small proportion 

of population selected for 

observation or analysis. Sample is a 

part that can represent all the 

population observed. The researcher 

used cluster random sampling 

technique in this research and two 

classes were taken as the sample, one 

class as the experimental group and 

another as control group. Cluster 

random sampling is used when the 

researcher was unable to take a 

probability sample but still able to 

select subjects on the basis of 

characteristics of the population. 

C. Instruments of the Research  

There were two instruments 

used in this research. Those 

instruments were explained as 

follows: 

1. Test 

Test as the main data was 

used in pretest and posttest. The 

pretest was intended to investigate 

the students’ prior knowledge on 

English speaking skill before giving 

treatment while the posttest was 

given to the students to test about 

their speaking skill after they receive 

a treatment. Pre-test conducted 

before the implementation of the 

actions and the post-test conducted 

after the implementation of the 

actions. The pre-test and the post-test 

were in the form of performance 

tests. They were used to measure the 

students’ speaking skills on the 

topics taught. Then the researcher 

and the raters assessed the students 

speaking performances using 

speaking rubric. The data of the pre-

test and the post-test were collected 

in the form of students’ score. The 

result of the post-test was calculated 

and compared with the result of the 

pre-test. 

2. Assessment  

Assessment is a process to 

determine a person's ability, to a 

competence, based on evidence. 

Assessment that the researcher apply 

in this research is an assessment that 

is applied after the learning process. 

In the assessment of the researcher, 
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there were two rubric of assessment 

such affective assessment and 

cognitive assessment. 

a. Affective assessment 

In this assessment, the 

researcher provided observation 

checklist that consist of attitude, 

namely honest, responsible, 

cooperation, discipline and 

confidence. 

b. Cognitive assessment 

There were some points of 

knowledge that the researcher 

provided on this assessment such as, 

pronunciation, vocabulary and 

fluency. 

 

RESEARCH FINDING AND 

DISCUSSION 

 

1. Data Testing  

 In this research, the 

normality test is performed before 

the calculation of t-test value to 

determine if the data set is well-

modeled by a normal distribution 

and to compute how likely it is for a 

random variable underlying the data 

set to be normally distributed. The 

data is analyzed by the use of IBM 

SPSS Statistics 16. The result of the 

test can be seen as follows: 

a) Normality of the Pre-test 

Table 4.10  

Normality of the Pre-test 

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

Test 

  

Experimen

tal Pretest 

Score 

Contr

ol 

Pretes

t 

Score 

N 24 24 

Normal Mean 59.67 52.12 

Paramete

rsa 

Std. 

Deviati

on 

13.827 
14.02

0 

Most 

Extreme 

Differenc

es 

Absolut

e 
.218 .142 

Positive .157 .142 

Negativ

e 
-.218 -.123 

Kolmogorov-

Smirnov Z 
1.068 .695 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.204 .720 

a. Test 

distribution is 

Normal. 

The normality test on table 

4.10 uses One-Sample Kolmogorov-

Smirnov Test. Table 4.10 shows that 

the absolute difference (D) of 

experimental class data is 0.218. It is 

smaller than Dtable with the closest 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov critical points 

of 24 with degree of significance = 

0.05 which is 0.269, in other words, 

Dexperiment < Dtable (0.218 < 

0.269). Meanwhile, the absolute 

difference (D) of control class data is 

0.142, which is smaller than Dtable 

with the closest Kolmogorov-

Smirnov critical points of 40 with 

degree of significance = 0.05 which 

is 0.269, in other words, 

Dexperiment < Dtable (0.142 < 

0.269). The table also shows that the 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov Zexperiment 

is recorded at 1.068 which is bigger 

than Ztable of 0.05 or P > 0.05 and 

the Kolmogorov-Smirnov Zcontrol 

was recorded at 0.695 which is 

bigger than Ztable of 0.05 or P > 

0.05. It shows that there is no 

difference between the theoretical 

distribution and the empirical 

distribution which means that the 
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data from the experimental and 

control class is normal. 

b) Normality of the Post-test 

Table 4.11 

Normality of the Post-test 

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

Test 

  

Experimen

tal Posttest 

Score 

Contr

ol 

Postte

st 

Score 

N 24 24 

Normal 

Paramete

rsa 

Mean 66.92 56.08 

Std. 

Deviati

on 

13.045 
12.84

7 

Most 

Extreme 

Differenc

es 

Absolut

e 
.180 .161 

Positive .154 .159 

Negativ

e 
-.180 -.161 

Kolmogorov-

Smirnov Z 
.883 .791 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.416 .559 

a. Test 

distribution is 

Normal. 

From the Table 4.11, it can 

be seen that the absolute difference 

(D) of experimental class data is 

0.180 and the absolute difference (D) 

of control class data is 0.161. The 

absolute difference (D) of 

experimental class is smaller than the 

Dtable with the closest Kolmogorov-

Smirnov critical points of 24 at the 

degree of significant 0.05 = 0.269 or 

Dexperimental<Dtable (0.180 < 

0.269). Meanwhile, the absolute 

difference (D) of control class 0.161 

is also smaller than Dtable with the 

closest Kolmogorov-Smirnov critical 

points of 24 at the degree of 

significant 0.05 = 0.269 or 

Dcontrol<Dtable (0.161 < 0.269). 

The Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z score in 

table 4.9 above is used as the 

parameter to determine whether the 

data is normal or not. The 

experimental class Kolmogorov-

Smirnov Z score is 0.883 which is 

bigger than Ztable of 0.05 or P > 

0.05. On the other hand, the control 

class Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z score 

is also bigger Ztable in the point 

0.791 or P > 0.05. Therefore, it can 

be concluded that the data from both 

classes in the post test is normal.  

 

Discussion 

 This section would discuss 

deeply about findings which 

involved two classes as the subject of 

the research. The first class was 

Experimental Class and the second 

one was Control Class. They were 

chosen by cluster random sampling 

technique. The Experimental Class 

was given Debate’s Motion as the 

media through project-based learning 

in teaching speaking. While, the 

Control Class was given a 

conversation technique the teacher 

often used. Before and after giving 

the treatments to both classes, the 

researcher conducted tests to get the 

scores of students’ English speaking 

skill. Both Control and Experimental 

Class were given two types of test. 

They were the pre-test is the test 

before giving the treatment, and the 

post-test is the test after conducting 

the treatment. After obtaining the 

pre-test and post-test scores from 

Experimental and Control Class, the 

researcher made the categorization of 

students’ English speaking scores.  
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 Firstly, the reports of the 

analysis of pre-test between the 

Experimental Class and the Control 

Class, the analysis showed that the 

difference was no significant. 

Therefore, it can be concluded that 

the pre-test scores of the 

Experimental Class and the Control 

Class are equal. The group statistics 

table shows that the mean score of 

Experimental is 59.67 and the mean 

of Control Class is 52.12. The 

research finding above shows, that 

both in the pretest and posttest 

students from experimental class 

perform better than students from 

controlled class. This discussion is 

based on the comparison of 

experimental class and controlled 

class students’ mean score, median 

and mode. 

 Secondly, after analyzing 

the score of pre-test in the 

Experimental Class and the Control 

Class, the test was also done for 

post-test score in the Experimental 

Class and the Control Class. The 

table describes the analysis of post-

test for both the Experimental class 

and the Control class. The mean 

score in Experimental Class is 66.92 

and Control Class is 56.08. The 

standard deviation in pre-test and 

post-test of Experimental Class is 

13.827 and 13.045 and Control Class 

is 14.020 and 12.847.  

 Afterward, the 

experimental class students’ gain 

score illustrates that the mean gain 

score for experimental class students 

is higher than the mean gain score 

for controlled class students. 

 From the result of statistical 

calculation, it was obtained the t-

observation (to) was 1.841; 

meanwhile, the t-table (tt) of df (46) 

in significance 5% was 1.679. It 

means t-observation (to) was higher 

than t-table (tt), so the alternative 

hypothesis (Ha) was accepted and 

the null hypothesis (Ho) was 

rejected. Therefore, it can be inferred 

that debate’s motion through project-

based learning has effect on students’ 

ability in English speaking skill. 

 Based on the students’ 

affective assessment that in honest, 

the control class get score higher 

than experimental class. The score of 

experimental class is 77 and control 

class is 81. In responsible, score for 

experimental class is 86 and score 

for control class is 88 which is 

control class get score higher than 

experimental class. In cooperation, 

score for experimental class is 90 

and score for control class is 87 

which is experimental class get score 

higher than control class. In 

discipline, score for experimental 

class is 83 and score for control class 

is 85 which is control class get score 

higher than experimental class. In 

confidence, score for experimental 

class is 71 and score for control class 

is 66 which is experimental class get 

score higher than control class. The 

conclusion is in experimental class, 

the researcher found that the benefit 

of using debate’s motion through 

project-based learning are the 

students can participate actively in 

group assignments in cooperation 

and students also dare to argue, ask 

question or answer questions. It 

means that the experimental class 

have more confidence than control 

class.  

 The researcher also 

concluded that debate’s motion 

through project-based learning helps 

both teacher and the tenth grade 
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students of SMK Kartika XX-1 

Makassar in improving English 

speaking skill. From the researcher 

experienced in the teaching and 

learning process which has 

conducted in the experimental class 

for six meetings in experimental 

class, the students work in group 

which contain of six person, every 

students have their own role and they 

have to analyze the text in the group, 

the researcher observed the students’ 

performance in group and all of the 

students followed the process well, it 

means, they were responsible in 

mastery their debate’s motion and 

they were capable of sharing and 

explaining their debate’s motion to 

the students in their group while, in 

order to avoid the students’ mistake 

in interpreted the meaning of the 

debate’s motion that was given by 

the teacher, a teacher, demanded to 

be a critical partner in learning and 

providing correcting feedback. 

 Another thing why debate’s 

motion through project-based 

learning helps the students in 

improving English speaking skill is a 

fact when the researcher observed 

the students while they were in the 

group. The students made an active 

engagement with the motion by all 

group members, they sharing their 

understanding with each other; they 

talked about each section of the 

motion and explored the information 

of the text. In the activity the group 

member took an active role by 

asking and responding to question, 

students asked question about the 

meaning of vocabulary words or a 

section of motion that was unclear to 

them, students made a summary 

statement that demonstrated that they 

do indeed comprehend the motion 

data. In this case; it showed the 

earnest efforts to make meaning from 

what they were speak and then they 

were using the model to actively 

increase and monitor their 

understanding. 

 Even though both classes 

have an equally increasing score, but 

for the experimental class based on 

the research findings above the score 

is increasing significantly than in 

control class. It simply illustrates that 

the students who are thaught by 

using debate’s motion through 

project-based learning have better 

improvement ability in English 

speaking skill than class who are did 

not taught by using debate’s motion 

through project-based learning at 

tenth grade students of SMK Kartika 

XX-1 Makassar. 

 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

Debate’s motion through 

project-based learning is one of the 

alternative solutions that the teacher 

can use to teach English speaking 

ability to their students. It makes 

students have responsibility in 

mastery their debate’s motion data to 

share their understanding about the 

data of debate’s motion with each 

other in order to get the 

comprehension from the debate’s 

motion. 

According to the statistical 

calculation which has been analyzed 

the researcher in the research finding 

it can be concluded that the use of 

debate’s motion through project-

based learning was effective on 

students’ English speaking skill. It 

can be seen from the differences of 

mean score of posttest between 

experimental class and control class 
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before using debate’s motion through 

project-based learning and after 

using debate’s motion through 

project-based learning. 

Based on the data from quasi 

experimental research design at the 

tenth grade students of SMK Kartika 

XX-1 Makassar, it can be seen that 

the students’ post test score in the 

experimental class is (∑X = 1606), 

Mean score 66.91, which is learning 

speaking by using debate’s motion 

through project-based learning are 

higher than the students’ posttest 

score in the control class (∑X = 

1346), Mean score 56.08, without 

use debate’s motion through project-

based learning. It is indicated that 

students who learnt speaking with 

debate’s motion through project-

based learning got a better score than 

students who learnt speaking without 

using debate’s motion through 

project-based learning. The 

conclusion can be seen from the 

result of statistical calculation in the 

previous chapter, where value of “t0” 

is higher than “t table”. From the 

explanation above, it can be 

concluded that debate’s motion 

through project-based learning can 

improve students’ English speaking 

skill at the tenth grade students of 

SMK Kartika XX-1 Makassar, South 

Sulawesi. 

 

The researcher wants to give 

following suggestions based on the 

conclusion above: 

1. The teachers are expected to 

master the subject matter and 

class. When there were students 

that was tired in learning process, 

the teacher must be a facilitator 

so students can be interested in 

learning process. 

2. The teachers are expected to pay 

attention to students both in 

classroom and outside the 

classroom. Giving special 

attention to students so that they 

can speak using English not only 

in classroom but also outside the 

classroom. 

3. For the next researchers, 

especially the field of English 

education majors who have 

problems with their research, can 

use this thesis as a reference. 

The researcher hoped that 

the suggestion give valuable 

contribution for improving 

students’ English speaking skill 

by debate’s motion through 

project-based learning in SMK 

Kartika XX-1 Makassar, South 

Sulawesi. 
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