
A Study of EFL College Students' Perceptions on Collaborative Writing

詹雅惠、魏式琦;倪淑芳

E-mail: 9511415@mail.dyu.edu.tw

ABSTRACT

This study aimed to explore Taiwanese EFL college students’ perceptions of the effects of collaborative writing task on their

language development, writing apprehension, writing motivation, social skills. In addition, students’ responses toward the use of

group review in collaborative writing task were also investigated. The study was quasi-experiment with convenient sampling. The

participants were 144 Taiwanese college students in Zhang-Hua County, which were instructed to write collaboratively with peers

based on group. The instruction was conducted for approximate four hours in three weeks. This study was based on a quantitative

research design. Both of the questionnaire and the students’ writing scores were the techniques for data collection. The SPSS

software package 10.0 for Windows was used to analyze the data to provide both descriptive and inferential statistical results. The

students’ background information and perceptions toward collaborative writing task of questionnaire data were analyzed in terms

of frequencies, percentages, mean and standard deviation. The open-ended question in the end of the questionnaire was classified

through the usage of content analysis. The Paired Samples T-test was applied to determine whether the differences in the scores of

final drafts and first drafts on the same topic were significant via a collaborative writing task. Furthermore, both Independent

Samples T-test and One-Way ANOVA were also conducted to show the subsidiary analysis. The major findings of this study were

summarized as follows: (1) collaborative writing task could improve students’ language development including English ability,

writing ability, and reading ability. (2) Collaborative writing task could reduce students’ writing apprehension, and then rebuilt

their writing confidence. (3) Collaborative writing task could evoke students’ writing motivation. (4) Collaborative writing task

could help students develop their social skills. (5) Students’ writing in content level and surface level was improved through group

review. (6) Significant differences of students’ perceptions of collaborative writing in language development, writing apprehension,

writing motivation, social skills were found among the college students of different genders, schools and grades. (7) Significant

differences of students’ perceptions of group review in collaborative writing were also found among the college students of different

schools as well as grades.
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