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Abstract

The use of technology, especially computer, to help students gain
the maximum benefit of language learning has been done and in-
creased astoundingly over the past ten years (Liddell, 1994).
Computerized instruction in writing is something new for the En-
glish Department of Satya Wacana Christian University. This study
observes whether the use of computerized instruction in Writing 2
course, help students to create better writings that meet accurate
grammar and clear organization of idea. This study concludes by
emphasizing the findings of the research.

Key words: computerized instruction, writing 2

INTRODUCTION

As one of the essential skills in learning a language, writing is the
most difficult skill for L2 learners to master because the difficulty lies
not only in generating and organizing ideas, but also in translating these
ideas into readable text (Richards & Renandya, 2002). Beside focusing
on planning and organizing skills, the learners also have to pay attention
on other subordinate skills like spelling, punctuation, and word choice
(ibid.). L2 learners, especially beginners, will find these skills very dif-
ficult to acquire if their language proficiency is fallible. As a result,
many learners are discouraged to master writing.

To solve this problem, many teaching methods, approaches, and
media have been utilized. One of the media is the use of electronic com



64

munication technologies. According to Hyland (2002), there are some
effects of new communications technologies on writing practices. Some
of them are:
 Changes creating, editing, proofreading and formatting processes
 Encourages non-linear writing and reading processes
 Facilitates entry to new on-line discourse communities
 Reduces linguistics diversity and emphasizes English and the

Roman alphabet
Furthermore, Hyland states that the most immediately obvious

feature of computer-based writing is the way that electronic text facili-
ties composing, dramatically changing people’s writing habits. Using
the common word-processing features, people can easily cut and paste,
delete and copy, check spelling and grammar, that results in prettier and
more heavily revised text (ibid.). In line with his statement, Harmer (2001)
says that a computer screen frequently allows learners to see their writ-
ing more objectively. It also has the advantage of greatly enhancing the
participation of individuals when they are working with their colleagues.

Based on the ideas above, I am inspired to implement the use of
the computerized instruction in Writing 2 class, in which students will
learn how to develop descriptive and expository paragraphs and an es-
say. The computerized instruction is aimed to help the students to create
better writings that meet accurate grammar and clear organization of
idea. It is hoped that by implementing this pedagogy, the students are
encouraged to master writing.

THE RESEARCH PROJECT

Aims of the Research

This research is aimed to answer whether computerized instruc-
tion help students to create better writings. It gathered information about
learners’ improvement in writings. It also provided useful insights for
integrating computerized instruction into other possible courses.

The Setting

At the time of study, Writing 2 class used a computer suite which
has 30 networked computers. Microsoft Word and WordWeb are used
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for writing sessions in this particular course. Writing 2 is offered on a
regular basic of two hours per week, for 12 weeks.

The Learners

The learners who took part in this research were 20 students of
Writing 2A in trimester I of 2005 - 2006 academic year. Two students
were repeaters and the rest were the second year students who were new
to this course.

Methodology

A pretest was conducted on the first day of the class to see the
students’ ability in writing three different types of writing: descriptive,
expository, and essay. However, only twelve out of the class population
participated in the pretest. The computerized instruction was implemented
throughout the semester. Three In Class Writings (ICW) were conducted
to test the students’ writings; ICW1 was on descriptive paragraph, ICW2
was on expository paragraph, and ICW3 was on essay. The total scores
of three In Class Writings would be taken as the post test score, and
were compared with the pretest to see whether there was a significant
difference in using the computerized instruction.

The results were analyzed using Descriptive Statistics and Paired
Samples T Test in SPSS. A summary of the findings is given below.

FINDINGS

Descriptive Statistics of Pretest and In Class Writings

The first way to analyze the data was to see the overall statistics
of students’ scores. Based on the table below, the mean of the ICW (66.70)
is higher than the pretest (53.38). It is clearly stated that there is 24.9%
of improvement in students’ scores.

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Pretest 12 42.63 75.26 53.3775 9.40484
ICW 20 44.82 78.60 66.7035 7.81117
Valid N
(listwise)

12

Table 1. Descriptive Statistics
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Table 2. Paired Samples Correlations

Table 3. Paired sample test

Paired Samples Correlation

Since it is a repeated measures analysis, these students were tested
twice. I expected a high degree of correlation between the pretest and
ICW. Supposedly, students who had low scores before the use of com-
puterized instruction should still have a moderately low score, even if
they improved after the treatment was given. Similar thing was expected
to be applied to students with fairly high scores for the pretest.

Here the correlation between pretest and ICW does not really show
a strong positive correlation since the P-value is bigger than 0.05. The
correlation chance between pretest and ICW are about .521 (or 52.1%).

N Correlation Sig.

Pair 1 Pretest & ICW 12 .521 .082

Paired Sample T Test

To check whether the improvement is significant, the scores were
then analyzed using Paired Sample T Test. The mean difference between
pretest and ICW is -15.4525. The T value is -6.627 and there is 11 de-
grees of freedom. The significance is .000, which proves that there is a
significant difference since the significance value is less than .05.

Paired Differences
95% Confidence Interval

of the Difference
Mean Std.

Deviation

Std.
Error
Mean

Lower Upper
t df Sig.

(2-tailed)

Pair 1 Pretest - ICW -15.4525 8.07759 2.33180 -20.5848 -10.3202 -6.627 11 .000

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS

Analyzing the data, one finding stands out that is the use of com-
puterized instruction in writing does contribute a significant improve-
ment in students’ scores. It means that the computerized instruction does
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help students to create better writings that meet accurate grammar and
clear organization of idea.

Although the result of this research is satisfying, similar research
might need to be done again with more careful assignments and assess-
ments, to see whether this medium is also applicable and helpful for
other writing courses.

There are still many other factors other than the use of computer
that influence students to master writing. Computer is only a tool that
can help students to lessen spelling mistakes, identify some grammati-
cal mistakes, and ease the editing. Thus, the use of computer in lan-
guage learning, especially in writing, must be integrated properly to
maximize the benefit that students can get.
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