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ABSTRACT

Nisa Roiyasa. 2009. The Responses of the Debaters to Near Arguments (A Study of Students’ Critical Thinking Skills in Central Java Vocational High School English Debate Championship 2009). Final Project. English Department, Language and Arts Faculty. Semarang State University. The first Advisor: Dra. Rahayu Puji Harjanti, M. Hum., The Second Advisor: Drs. L. Elyas Nugraha, M. A. 

Key Words: Responses, Near Arguments

This study is aimed at identifying the Near Arguments in the final round of Central Java Vocational High School English Debate Championship 2009 and to identify how the responses of the debaters to Near Arguments from their opponents are. As the problems of the study are (1) What kinds of Near Arguments used by the debaters in final round of Central Java English Debate championship for Vocational High School Level 2009? (2) How the responses of the debaters are to the Near Arguments given in final round of Central Java English Debate Championship for vocational High School Level 2009? The type of the data is qualitative. 
The data were gathered by recording the final round speeches performed by the debaters. The record then was transformed in a form of written data. In analyzing the data, I combined the theories of William Hughes about Arguing Back and the theories of Gregg Walker to check the strength of the debaters’ responses. The results of the analysis show that there are 15 Near Arguments which were found in the debate and there are 8 responses given. However, only one response that can be included as a strong response and the rest of it are weak responses. In short, I found that the two types of Near Arguments, explanation and report, both are found in the debate. The most commonly used in the debate is explanation. Most of the rebuttals that were given by debaters in responding the Near Arguments of their opponents are still lame and weak and not adequate to attack their opponents’ Near Arguments. 
 After drawing the conclusions, several suggestions were offered.  First, it is necessary to include critical thinking skills as a part of teaching argumentative text at schools. Second, each school should develop its own debating club to give students the place to practice their debating skills. The government and universities should give more chances for students in participating debate competitions by holding English debate more often.  I recommend that such study is further researched to improve more knowledge about critical thinking skill and importantly linguistic aspects of communication.
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