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Abstract - The purpose of this study is to show the distribution of speaking achievement in public speaking class based on 
the rubric that the teacher used. The respondent of this study are 62 students, 40 students from class C and 22 students from 
class D of English department batch 2015 that took public speaking class in University as Islam Indonesia. This research 
used quantitative; survey study, to accomplish the research. In this study, the findings will be used to determine how many 
students are success in Public Speaking class. The researchers described the findings of learning achievment in Public 
Speaking class of students Islamic University of Indonesia into the figures in research findings section. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

Nowadays, many modern communicative approaches 

claiming good communication skills stepped in. The 

key factor in the area of second language is being 

able to use it and to communicate through it. A study 
conducted by Savaşçı (2014) claimed that those 

students who are inactive during speaking class are 

also tend to be unwilling to participate in any 

speaking activities because it will force them to be 

more talkative to improve their communication and 

speaking skills. On the contrary, Richard (2006) 

argued that speaking in English is important for those 

who learn English as second or foreign language. He 

emphasised there are three function of speaking; talk 

as interaction; talk as transaction; talk as 

performance. The researchers chose talk as 
performance. This research aims to map the learning 

achievment in Public Speaking class which is 

conducted in the scope of English Language 

Education in Universitas Islam Indonesia (UII). In 

this research, the writers want to know the learning 

achievment along with the rubric used by the lecturer. 

Public Speaking class was chose in this research 

because it applied talk as performance as one of the 

assessments. Talk as performance relates to public 

talk, which is the speaker spread information to the 

audience. It is usually in a form of monolog. 

 

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM 

 

How are the score distribution in Public Speaking 

class based on the rubric used? 

 

III. LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

This part explains about the theories of this study. It 

covers the theories of accuracy of pronunciation, 

theories of clarity of presentation, and theories of 

discourse markers. As described by Richard (2006), 
there are three functions of speaking, such as; talk as 

interaction, talk as transaction, and talk as 

performance. In this study the researchers chose to 

focus on talk as performance. There are several things 

that should be considered in talk as performance. 

They are accuracy of pronunciation, clarity of 

presentation, and discourse markers. 
According to Rallo-Fabra and Juan-Garau (2011) as 

cited by Go et al (2017), the enhancement in 

pronunciation in speech sooner or later will gain a 

progress in the improvement process in the 

spontaneous and free speech creation. They defined 

that the capability to utilize stress, redeem and 

intonation of a spoken word correctly refers to what 

pronunciation is. Hayati (2010) in his research 

explained that because of learners’ perform poorly in 

English there is not much to emphasis on 

pronunciation as their knowledge in pronunciation is 
also low. 

 

Meanwhile, Oxford (2017) defined the clarity of 

presentation as the definition of being able to 

understand, in picture or sound. Similar to Oxford 

(2017), Schwertly (2012) affirmed clarity of 

presentation as the clearness to explain something; 

exempt from obscurity and vagueness. On the other 

hand, Richard (2006) clarified clarity of presentation 

is a system that the speaker creates in order for the 

information to be easily understood by the audience. 

 
Furthermore, Fraser (1999) claimed that a level of 

traditional phrase which is mainly taken from 

syntactic faction of conjunction, adverb and 

prepositional fracases are called discourse markers. 

Similar to Fraser (1999), Fung and Carter (2007) 

affirmed a linguistic unit that defined as intra-

sentential and supra-sentential which comply most of 

the largely non-propositional and connective function 

is called discourse markers. Richard (2006) also 

explained that discourse markers include repetition is 

performed to accentuate the important point in the 
lecture for the listener to easily understand. 
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IV. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

 
This research is designed to map the learning 

achievement of Public Speaking of English Language 

students batch 2015 in UII. This study applied 

quantitative research: survey study. 

 

A. Population and Sample 

1. Population 

The writers chose public speaking class which had an 

active student population about 62 students. 

This study were conducted one major at UII, which is 

EnglishLanguageEducationDepartment batch 2015. 

This is happened because Public Speaking class is 
limited to certain departments. 

 

2. Sampling 

According to McMillan (1996), sample consists of 

elements which are used to gain data of the research. 

This element is going to be the representative of the 

whole population. Therefore, the sample of this 

research consists of 62 students in total from two 

Public Speaking classes in English Language 

Education department, 40 students from Public 

Speaking C and 22 students from Public Speaking D. 
In this study, the population taken is not exceeded 

100 respondents, thus it is small-scale populations. 

This is the table for sampling of respondents based on 

English Language Education department batch 2015 

in Universitas Islam Indonesia; Public Speaking 

class. 
 

 
Table 1. Population and Sample 

 

B. Data Collection Technique 
This study describes data collection techniques which 

are instrument, validity and reliability. 

 

1. Instrument 

Research in this section is to explain about the 

technique of data collection using the instrument as a 

result of research. Researchers used test as research 

instruments. The rubric used is from Richard (2006). 

The writers obtained rubricand data of learning 

achievement from the lecturer of the subject. 

 

a. Rubric 

Brown (2004) claimed that a qualified test must be 

vivid and well-organized. For examples, multiple-

choice questions with prescribed correct answer, a 

writing question with scoring rubric, an oral interview 

based on a question script and a checklist of expected 

responses to be filled in by the administrator. An 
instrument can’t be qualified as a test if it doesn’t 

determine the form of reporting measurement. 

Scoring rubric was used as an instrument in this 

research. 

Allen (2014) clarified rubric as a set of criteria which 

is used to assess students' work. She explained that 

there are several uses of rubrics such as to clarify 

expectations to students, to set formative feedback to 

students, to grade students, and to assess courses and 

programs. In this research, the rubric used is question 

script. 

 

b. Validity and Reliability 

1) Validity 

According to Widoyoko (2012), there are four kinds 

of validity; logical validity, content validity, construct 

validity and predictive validity. He stated that a valid 

test will produce a valid learning achievement. 

Content validity and construct validity were used in 

this research. 

 

Content validity is a measure that indicates the extent 

to which score in the test relates to the mastery of the 
learners in the field of study tested through the test. 

Comparing the content of instrument with the 

developed competency and the learning material 

which is learned is a way to test the content validity 

of an instrument test. Brown (2008) affirmed that 

construct validity can be defined as tentative 

demonstration which a test is measuring the constract. 

Similar to Brown (2008), Heale & Twycross (2015) 

believed that construct validity is indicated to 

whether you are able to draw inferences about test 

scores related to the concept being studied. 

 

2) Reliability 

Widoyoko (2012) in his book mentioned that 

reliability means something that can be trusted. A test 

is reliable if it is consistent when being used 

repeatedly.  

 

Similar to Widoyoko (2012), Brown (2004) 

emphasised that the same results of the same test 

should be similar if it is given to the matched 

students. Widoyoko (2012) emphasised there are two 

kind of reliability; external reliability and internal 
reliability.  

External reliability is gained when the measure or 

criteria of the degree of reliability is out of the 

instrument concerned, otherwise if the criteria 

orcalculations are based on data from the instrument 

itself will producethe internal reliability. 

 

C. Data Analysis Technique 

1. Data Indicator 
This study show the specific measurement to answer 

the research questions. 

a. Rubric 
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5 EXCELLENT Students are independently volunteering, aware, and correcting 

mistakes, able to draw attention from audience, correct 

grammar and intonation, correct vocabulary, closing with 
rousing and right on time. 

4 VERY GOOD Students are independently volunteering, aware of mistakes, 

able to draw attention, almost correct grammar and intonation, 

correct vocabulary, good closing with almost right on time. 

3 GOOD Students are not independently volunteering, not aware of 

mistakes, less-attracted of the attention of the audience, major 

grammatical errors and less-precised intonation, closing 

speech with ordinary impression with less than 7 minutes. 

2 FAIR Students are not aware of mistakes, less-attracted of the 

attention of the audience, major grammatical errors, less-

precised intonation, the vocabulary is chosen incorrectly, 

closing the speech with bland, with less than 6 minutes 

accurately. 

1 POOR Students are not aware of mistakes, less-attracted of the 

attention of the audience, major grammatical errors, inaccurate 

intonation, inaccurate vocabulary, erratic speech, with less 
than 5 minutes of punctuality. 

Table 2. Classification of scoring 

 

2. Steps of Data Analysis Techniques 

The researchers take the same steps in accordance 
with this study. 

a) The writers asked for the rubric and the learning 

achievement from the lecturer in charge. 

b) Checking the rubric and the learning 

achievement to the theory. 

c) Using Excel for the data distribution. The writers 

used excel to determine mean and standard 

deviation. 

 

Overall, the survey results were obtained from a 

sample of students learning achievement in Public 

Speaking class. For more details, the researchers 
categorize the findings into three domain Public 

Speaking; accuracy of pronunciation, clarity of 

presentation, and discourse markers (expressions). 

These domains are obtained from the rubric. 

 

V. RESEARCH FINDINGS 

 

Learning Achievement 

The total number of respondents who took Public 

Speaking class was 62 students.  

 
The most important ones were the respondents’ status 

as the students of Universitas Islam Indonesia and 

they have been experienced to Public Speaking class. 

As for the classes are divided into two; Public 

Speaking C and Public Speaking D. 

 

Item Frequency 

 

Gender 

Female 41 

Male 21 

Table 6. Respondents’ Information 

The total number of respondents who attended Public 

Speaking class (C & D) was 62 students. From the 
table 3, the distribution of female and male 

respondents were not relatively balanced, which were 

41 female students and 21 male students.  

3. Learning Achievement in Public Speaking class 

The writers categorized the data based on the scales. 

The researchers analyze and calculate the data to find 

mean and standard deviation. These findings will 

used to determine how many students are success in 

Public Speaking class. Based on the descriptive 

statistic analysis through employed excell as the data 

analysis tool, the researchers described the findings of 

learning achievment in Public Speaking class of 
students Islamic University of Indonesia into the 

figures below: 

 

 
Figure 1. the score distribution in Public Speaking classes 

 

 
Figure 2. the score distribution in Public Speaking class C 
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Figure 3. the score distribution in Public Speaking class D 

 

Based on the overall data, there are 4,83% students 

that have excellent in total score. There are 22,58% 

students that have very good in total score. There are 
25,8% students that have good in total score. There 

are 29,03% students that have fair in total score. 

There are 3,22% students that have poor  in total 

score. There are 4,83% students in class D that have 

none score in peer speech. 

 

VI. CONCLUSIONS 

 

The purpose of this study is to show the distribution 

of speaking achievement in public speaking class 

based on the rubric that the teacher used at 
Intermediate English Grammar in English Language 

Education Department in Islamic University of 

Indonesia. There were 62 students, 40 students from 

class C and 22 students from class D. 

Conclusion in this study is based on the results of 

students’ achievement based on the rubric that the 

lecturer used in her class. In class C there are 12 

students that achieved score A, and 10 students who 

got A-, 6 students that got A/B, 8 students got B+, 

while there are 1 students who got B and B- each, 

there are 2 students who got B/C. Meanwhile in Class 
D, there are 10 students who got A, and only 2 

students got A-, and 4 students got A/B, and 3 

students got B+, and there are only 1 student each 
that got B, C, F. 
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