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Abstrak

This research is a descriptive research that is intended to reveal the quality of
PowerPoint slides made by English Department of Padang State University in
presenting English course materials. The data in this research were obtained from
the archives of PowerPoint which is already presented in course TEFL course
(Teaching English as Foreign Language) by educational-program students. Up
until now, the software which is known as PowerPoint has been widely used to
assist the learning process in academic settings ranging from the primary school
level to the higher level such as university. Thus, a research on the use of this
software academic fields needs to be conducted. The instrument used in this study
is an analytic rubric. After conducting the research, the quality of students’
PowerPoint slides in term of the content accuracy was still in average. Since the
students were already in the final year, the ability to understand the text about the
course materials is expected to be better. Nevertheless, although the final score
was considered as an average, there are still some students who presented the
course materials incorrectly. In other words, the information they presented was
different from the original source given by the instructors.

Keywords: PowerPoint, education and technology, presentations, academic
presentations, English courses materials.
A. Introduction

Presenting a presentation in groups or individually, students mostly employ
a visual aid to enhance their presentations. According to Floyd (2015: 370-372),
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there are nine type of visual aids that can be used by a presenter in giving a
presentation such as “electronic slides, video and audio, objects and models,
photographs and drawings, flipcharts and boards, handouts, flavors, textures and
odors, and people.” Among those visual aids, electronic slides is the most
common tool and widely used in presentations because electronic slides include
presenting texts, tables, charts, photographs, audio, video clips, and link to live
web pages. Some of the famous electronic slides’ software whom people mostly
use is PowerPoint. PowerPoint is one of electronic software that is operated to
present ideas in form of texts and other visual elements to enhance the text.
According to Lucas in Cyphert (2007: 171) “PowerPoint is a technology option
which is designed to add clarity to informative elements of a message, create
interest, and enhance the credibility of the speaker.

Moreover, PowerPoint is one of electronic software that is operated to
present ideas in form of texts and other visual elements to enhance the text.
According to Lucas in Cyphert (2007: 171) PowerPoint is a technology option
designed to meet the traditional goals of visual aids such as adding clarity to
informative elements of a message, creating interest, increasing the memorability
of verbal speech content, and enhancing the credibility of the speaker. Equally
important, the outcome of this software is known as PowerPoint slides. However,
instead of using the term PowerPoint slides, Floyd (2015: 373) uses another term
that is text slide which is defined as a display text and employed to follow a
discussion. Research about the use of power point as media had been conducted
by Siregar and Tiarina in 2013.

Originally, PowerPoint was first developed for business and commercial
purpose (Szabo & Hastings, 2000: 176), (Kjeldsen, 2006: 11). To explain, in
1984, a software house developed a presentation package, “Presenter,” which was
eventually acquired by Microsoft and turned into PowerPoint (Tufte, 2003: 13).
Then, in 1987 PowerPoint was officially introduced to public and since that time,
it has been utilized for business presentations (Jordan, 2014: 2). In business fields,
people need to make a persuasive, clear, and concise presentation in order to sell
products and persuade investors to invest. Therefore, Microsoft designed the
default style of PowerPoint is into bullets. Tufte (2003: 5) inserts by stating that a
study in the Harvard Business School Review found a simplistic thinking in the
bullet lists widely used in business planning and corporate strategy.

The fact that PowerPoint was developed for business and commercial
purpose (Szabo & Hastings, 2000:176), (Kjeldsen, 2006:11), it does not simply
make people stop in exploring PowerPoint usage for another purposes. To point
out, PowerPoint has not been used for enhancing business presentations only, but
it has been widely employed as a tool to enhance teaching and learning activities
in classrooms as well. Important to realize, the use of PowerPoint has been first
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initiated by many universities and colleges around the world (Sipress in Szabo &
Hastings, 2000: 176).

Nevertheless, students are requested to give a PowerPoint presentation
without even given to them appropriate training on how to make a better quality
of PowerPoint slides (Presscott & Oduyemi in Hashemi, Azizinezhad & Farokhi
(2012: 561). Most of them neglect the idea on how using PowerPoint in correct
ways in academic setting. Not only do the students make mistake in creating
PowerPoint slides, but in fact, the instructors somehow also create it in incorrect
ways. Hence, Machado (2013: 2) claimed that most instructors fail to understand
effective ways to implement this ICT for their desire outcomes.

As a matter of fact, most people using PowerPoint do not have a full
understanding of how PowerPoint usage affects learning and how presentations
need to be designed to maximize the effectiveness of learning (Jordan, 2014: 5).
Ideally, using electronic slides such as PowerPoint will improve students’
learning. Nonetheless, Floyd (2015: 369) described that if the slides produced by
the students are not satisfying enough, the audiences will improve nothing in their
learning.

After a short notice, it was seen that there were three problems that can be
found in the PowerPoint slides which were made by English Department students
of Padang State University. First, the language usage in the PowerPoint slides
which was sounded like books instead of the presenters own language. Second,
the lack of information about the source of the materials which was used in the
PowerPoint slides. Third, the tendency of English Department students to produce
the slides with full of words and poor choice of colors and background for the
PowerPoint slides. Seeing the phenomenon explained above, it is interesting to
know how the quality of PowerPoint slides made English Department students in
creating PowerPoint slides is.

B. Research Methods

This research employed a descriptive research since it tried to describe
educational phenomena (in this case PowerPoint slides content presented in the
reading TEFL class). According to McMillan (2008: 48-49), a descriptive
research is a research which describes phenomenon in form of frequencies or
percentages, averages, variability, graphs, and/or visual other visual images.
Therefore, since this research try to describe educational phenomena (in this case
PowerPoint quality presented by English Department students in TEFL course),
the researcher choose a descriptive research as the design of the research.
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Furthermore, Gall (2003: 290) mentioned that descriptive research is a
typical quantitative research which describes educational phenomena carefully.
The goal of this research is often to reveal what particular people or things refer
to. Moreover, a descriptive research tends to give the meaning of certain
phenomena found in the field.

This research was intended to reveal the ability of English Department
students of Padang State University in crating PowerPoint slides in TEFL class.
Therefore, at the end of this research, the researcher would present the answer for
research question “how” and describe the phenomena of PowerPoint slides usage
in educational field.

The data in this research were collected from PowerPoint slides made by
English Department students who were registered in 2013 from educational
program class 1 until educational program class 4 (K1 - K4 Class). The
PowerPoint slides were already presented in semester July — December 2015. The
total number of PowerPoint files acquired by those students were twenty eight.
However, researcher chose 19 out of 28 PowerPoint files to be researched because
9 of them were not provided with any original reading materials given to the
researcher so that researcher could not find the accuracy of the content in the
slides with the original one.

C. Findings and Discussions

The research has been conducted to find out the ability of English
Department students of Padang State University in creating PowerPoint slides
when they have to present an English-teaching materials. Previously stated, the
purpose of this research is to find out how the content accuracy of students’
PowerPoint slide in presenting English materials is.

The source of data in this research were based on PowerPoint slides made
by English Department students who were registered in year 2013 and come from
educational class. The PowerPoint slides chosen were those PowerPoint slides
presented in Teaching English as a Foreign Language (TEFL) course. There were
nine-teen PowerPoint files with 333 slides in total, which have been analyzed by
the researcher, in order to find how the content and the arrangement of
PowerPoint slides made by those students is.

Furthermore, this research was conducted by employing an analytic rubric.
The range of score of each categories in the rubric was made into four scale score.
The lowest score was one, and the highest score was four (see appendix 1). The
findings of this research will be shown in the table as follow:

Table 4.1 Result score of students’ PowerPoint Slides
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Score of the Content
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Based on the result of data description shown above, it can be seen that
the average score of students’ PowerPoint slides seen from the content accuracy is
(2.11) which is categorized as average. H. Detail information is shown as follow:

1. The Accuracy of Content (Materials)
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Figure 1. Detail score of content accuracy
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The average score of content-accuracy of PowerPoint slides made by
English Department students of Padang State University is 2.11. The score is
categorized as an average score. From the graphic shown above, there are 8
PowerPoint files (42%) scored two. Moreover, 5 PowerPoint scored one, and the
other five were scored three. Onlyl PowerPoint file (5%) of the total scored four.
From this data, it can be concluded that the number of PowerPoint in which the
content is accurate, is no more than 5%.

The findings of this research is about how is the quality of English
Department of Padang State University in creating PowerPoint slides when
presenting English course materials. Furthermore, the answers of the research
questions have been clearly found. The question in this research was about how
the content of the PowerPoint slides, in term of the accuracy.

2. The content accuracy of students PowerPoint slides in presenting English

course materials

After scrutinizing the text of students’ PowerPoint slides, it was found that

some PowerPoint slides produced by English Department students of Padang
State University were inaccurate. In fact, there were 10 out of 19 PowerPoint files
which provides inaccurate information in it (see appendix 3). In other words, the
information presented in the PowerPoint slides was different from the original
information found in the original sources (see Appendix 2 and Appendix 5). Some
examples of the inaccuracy information found in the text of the PowerPoint slides
is shown as follow:
Text found in students’ PowerPoint slides:

a) “CLL was developed by Charles A. Curran and his associates in

Chicago, 1961.” (see appendix 2, PowerPoint 3).
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b) “CLL was developed by Charles A. Curran and his associates in
Chicago, 1955.” (see appendix 2, PowerPoint 1)

The original text:

“Community language Learning (CLL) is the name of a
method developed by Charles A. Curran and his associates.
Curran was a specialist in counseling and a professor of
psychology at Loyola University, Chicago. .... Community
Language Learning represents the use of Counseling-Learning
theory to each languages. As the name indicates, CLL derives
its primary insights, and indeed its organizing rationale, from
Rogerian counseling (1951).” (Richards and Rogers, 1986:
90)

From the text examples above, there is no clear information about the
exact year of CLL first new developed. The year stated above was the year when
Roger stated his words, not the year of when CLL first developed. Moreover,
some of the topic discussed or the main point were missed from the text. There
were three PowerPoint files left many main point that should be discussed in the
materials (see appendix 3 PowerPoint 3, 5 and 7).

This phenomena indicates that students who are majoring English still
have some obstacles in comprehending the English text about materials for
college students. There was only 1 PowerPoint file got the highest score in content
accuracy (see appendix 3, PowerPoint 19). However, even though some of
PowerPoint files were provided with a number of inaccurate information, the total
average score of the students’ PowerPoint can be still categorized as average.

From the data derived, it can be seen that the content of PowerPoint slides,
made by English Department students of Padang State University, needs to be
improved. It is proved by the score of the content accuracy of students’
PowerPoint slides is still categorized as average.

As students who are majoring English and already in a final year, the
students should have performed excellent score in restating someone else’s idea in

301



JELT Vol 6 No 1 Serie D Maret 2017

English. The inability English Department students need to be highlighted. It is
because all of those students had already learnt about it in one of their compulsory
subject, and they are expected to create another important slides for presentations.

Moreover, even though the average score of the content accuracy was
categorized as average, there were still many students failed to present accurate
information in their slides. Their ability in comprehending the information in
English can still be questioned. This phenomenon were already proved by Reid &
Lindstrom. Reid & Lindstrom (1994:230 stated that, “The hardest part of creating
a summary is accurately stating the main ideas from someone else’s article.”
Therefore, students need to gain their skill in comprehending ideas in the text
given in order to be able to make a good quality of PowerPoint slides
presentations.

D. Conclusions and Suggestions

1. Conclusions

Based on result of the study, this research can be concluded that the content
of PowerPoint slides, made by English Department students of Padang State
University, categorized as average. The final score for the content accuracy was
(2.11). Moreover, the total numbers of PowerPoint slides that have been
scrutinized in this research were 333 slides. Those PowerPoint slides were from
nineteen PowerPoint files that has been collected from English Department
students who are registered in year 2013.

In detail, there was only one PowerPoint files that reach the highest score,
it was only estimated as 5% out of 100%. Moreover, the other 26% shown that
there were five PowerPoint files that acquired three points. Another eight
PowerPoint files were scored two. This is equal with 42%. Lastly, the rest of the
PowerPoint files were scored the lowest that is 5%.

To sum up, the average score of content accuracy is (2.11), and from the
result, it can be concluded that English Department students of Padang State
University need to gain their reading ability in order to provide a better score
content accuracy or reach an excellent score.

2. Suggestions
Based on the research which has been conducted, it has been proved that
students’ PowerPoint slides should be created in a correct and proper way by
considering the accuracy of the use of English in term of the content accuracy.
Students need to elevate their reading comprehension in order to be able to get the
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exact meaning of the reading sources that they used for the presentations
materials. Henceforth, there are some suggestions from this research. The first
suggestion is aimed for English Department students of Padang State University,
the second suggestion is aimed for everyone who are interested to do a further
study on PowerPoint slides in academic settings. The suggestion are:

For English Department students of Padang State University, it is expected
to pay more attention on the content of the PowerPoint slides by inserting a
correct information from the course material they use.

For the next study about PowerPoint in academic setting, it is suggested for
the next researcher to find out the ability of students in delivering the PowerPoint
slides they already made.

Note: This article is written based on the Ilham Ferdias’s paper under the
supervision of Prof. Dr. Rusdi,M.A.,Ph.D and Drs. Don Narius, M.Sci

303



JELT Vol 6 No 1 Serie D Maret 2017

References:

Anderson, Mark. And Kathy Anderson. 1998. Text Type in English 2. South
Yarra: Macmillan.

Anderson, Mark. And Kathy Anderson. 1998. Text Type in English 3. South
Yarra: Macmillan Education Australia PTY LTD.

Barnum, Carol M. 1994. “Collaborative Writing in Graduate Technical
Communication: Is There a Difference?”. Journal of Technical Writing
and Communication. Vol. 14, No. 9, 1994.

Binangkit, Reni., et al. 2013. The Use of Demonstration Method in
TeachingWritingProcedure Text at Ninth Grade of SMPNegeri 1 Darma.
Gunung  Jati  Cirebon. Retrived on October 15th, 2015.
www.google.com/m?g=PAPER+%28RENI+BINANGKIT%29 3.pdf&cli
ent=msope ra-mini-android&channel=new.

Blanton, L.L. 1992. “Reading, Writing, and Authority: Issues in Developmental
ESL”. College ESL. Vol. 6, No. 2, 1992.

Boardman, Cynthia. A, and Frydenberg, Jia. 2002. Writing to Communicate:
Paragraphs and Essays. University of California, San Fransisco: Longman
Brown, James W., et al. 1983. AV Instruction: Technology, Media and
Methods. Arlington: McGraw-Hill.

Derewianka, Beverly. 2004. Exploring How Text Work. Sydney: Primary English
Teaching Association.

Djamarah, SyaifulBahri. 2000. Guru danAnakDidikdalaminteraksiEdukatif.
Jakarta: RinekaCipta.

Duin, Ann Hill. 1986. "Implementing Cooperative Learning Groups in
theWriting Curriculum™.Journal of Teaching Writing. Vol. 9, No. 1, 1986.

Gerot, L. And P. Wignell. 1994. Making Sense of Functional Grammar. Sydney:
Gerdstabler.

Graham, Steve and Perin Dolores. 2007. Writing Next : Effective strategies to
Improve Writing of Adolescents in Middle and High schools. New York:
Carnegie Corporation.

Harmer, Jeremy. 2004. How to Teaach Writing. New York: Pearson Education
ESL.

Hedge, Tricia. 2005. Writing. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

304
ISSN: 2302-3198



Quality of Power Point- Novie Asfira’, Rusdi?, Don Narius®

Hyland, Ken. 2008. “Academic Clusters: Text Pattering in Published and
Postgraduate Writing”. International Journal of Applied Linguistics. Vol.
3, no. 2, 2008.

Jacob, Evelyn. 1999. Cooperative Learning in Context: An Education Innovation
in Everyday Classroom. Albany:State University of New York Press.

Kemper, D., et al. 1914. Writer Express: Handbook for Young Writers, Thingkers,
and Learners. Wisconsin: Write Source Education.

Knapp, Peter and MeganWatkins. 2005. Genre, Text,Grammar: Technologies for
Teaching and Assessing Writing. Sydney:University of Wales Press.

Mangubhai, Francis and Ruth Pitchard. 1996. English on Cue-Developing Skill in
English Language. Quensland: USQ Press.

Morgan, Barton, et al. 1976. Method in Adult Education (3rd Ed). Danville: The
Interstate Printers & Publisher Inc.

Mundi, N. E. 2006. “The State of Students’ AcademicAchievement in Secondary
School Agricultural Science in Kogi State”. Teacher Education Journal
(TEJ).Vol. 8, No. 3, 2006.

Paltridge, B. 1996.“Genre, Text Type, and The Language
LearningClassroom”.ELT Journal.Vol. 50, No. 3, July 1996.

Perkins, Ray. 2005. “Teaching Writing”. Retrieved on October 15th, 2015. From:
http://wac.colostate.edu/journal/vol9/perkins.pdf.

Peregoy, S. F., & O. F. Boyle. 2001. Reading, writing, and learning in ESL: A
Resource Book for K-12 Teachers. New York: Longman.

Siregar, Iwali Kumarega. Tiarina, Yuli. 2013. Creating Media To Teach Speaking
By Using Microsoft Power Point. ELT Journal 1(3), 18-21

Sneedden, David. 1917. Problems of Secondary Education. Boston: Houghton
Mifflin.

Triyono, Pamuji. 2012.ManajemenPenyelenggaraan Program Keahlian
TataBogaSekolahMenengahKejuruanNegeri 1 Kalasan.Unpublished
Thesis.UNY.

Verrderber, Rudolph F. And Kathleen. 2003. Effectivs Speaking Twentieth
Edition. New York: Thomson Learning Inc.

305


http://wac.colostate.edu/journal/vol9/perkins.pdf

JELT Vol 6 No 1 Serie D Maret 2017

White, E. 1985. Teaching and Assessing Writing. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

306
ISSN: 2302-3198



