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Ahsrraet

The studens™ writing skill of Mews Jtem fexi al grade X of SMAMN 3 Podang  was bow, Some of them had
diifieultics in organizntion, coment, grammar, mechonic, and vocabulory, Then, they really need teachers®
correclion imevery slep of thelr writing process, iherefore; e independent writing should be applied io such
pur of the writing process. Especially, in editing process the students hove to be independent in order o
ierease their sensitivity on their wriling product. Peer ediling sechnigoe-seems o be one of the effective
tenching techmiques to foster learners” independence in order (o develop their writing skill. Therefore, the
resenrcher applied this lechnique o solve those problems, This s o Classroom Action Reseprch {CAR), The
paricipin of the research were the studends of grode X of SMMAN 3 Padang which consisted of 30 studenis.
This resirch was conducted [nobws eviles which cach eyele has fowr meetings, The researcher was helped
by @ eollaborater, Researcher used writing tes, observation checklist und field note, questionmaire and
interview a8 the mstruments. The findings showed that ihe students” writing skill of Mews liem iexi e
devedoped through peer editing fechnigue and fectors thet shoping: sudenis” independence: through peer
editing technigque are connecting reading and wriling. authentic and interoctive nctivities, and teucher’s
technigue thid covered teaching leorning process from planning stage o revising stage. In conclusion,
applying peer editing technigee con shope sjudents’ independenee o develop thefr writing skill of Mews Tem
fexl

Ky waords aditing, independence, poer, techrique, writimg

Introiduction

Teaching English ms 8 foreign lonpusge has many challenges, especially In [ndopesia which has
many teaditional langueges, [Fam be seen lrom some wachers™ protiems in- deseir teaching leaming process.
Espicinily in tenching writing, ihe students ore peadly’ sieed lenchers” correction daring every stepof thelr
writing provess. Linforivnately, the teacher connot give toll stention {or ell siudenis becaese of time
limitasion and class size which can be about forty students. Thus. their grade of writhng skill was not saiislied
eiaiaigh.

Bosed on those focis, the leocher iy (0 wse the appropropriate feaching technique that can help
tescher i golve the problems, Peer editing technique seems 1o be one of the effective icaching techniguss o
fodtes learmers” independence. In peer editing technique. the siwdenis ore providing feedbseck op their iiends’
writing thot relotied o (e orgonizstion, coment, vocabulary, grammar, and mechonic in order to moke their
fricmids” writing cleaner. It is as the process of sharing each others writing between siwdents a5 o peer (o see
whither their wrlling has successful delivered  inlended meaning and 1o pet the point of view from poer as
the reader in order o impeove their writing by his peer feedback. 17 is a bwo way sirect which students e
to o goced writer und reader.

By Peer editing teehnbgee, the sudents can be more independent inside and oviside the clossroom in
order 1o mpeave their weiting skill, Tho they, can devedop their writing skill as moch a5 possible. During
irdependent writing, the students prochice thear own wiiting e besed on pescher’s explanation of 1ex1
chureteriaties related 1o genre Theei the students™ fiest deofit will be edited by their peer In peor editing
procgss, 1 is the poant of stedents” independence. Congequently, the weacher can be funclioned a5 o goide nol
s @ correetor. Therelore, the researcher corried ol @ resmrch o find ol hosy peer editing technique could
shape students” independence o develop their writing skill

Briel Heview of Helated Theorles

Fhie knowbedge wround writing skl s been developed by some experis. However, each ol them
hats it & {Terent poimt of vies in defining il The gémm ol wrting skill 15 really dmportant in onder 0 boundary
b far the writing ability can be coteporized as the skill. - According fo Brown (2001} writing skill izam
ability 1o write maturally, eoherently, grommmtically. fuently, whentically and perposively. Hedge (2067)
defines writing skill ax an abality in using some striegios (o manegs the writing process, Then, Amato and
Matreein (2003) define weiting skill as nbility 10 @ some strdemics for dealing with the problems in writing
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prowess. The resgarchior eoeeludes thot writiog skil] is anoability of writer g weite with flueney, o5 noural as
perstble sith the sccuroey of grommar, the coherend and suihentic fdens, cléar purpose of writing und redder
in mind, and using some stretegics for dealing with the problenss in writing process in order 10 s the best
writhing producl.

In this research, the focus of wining peoducs 15 Mews jtem text Thos, o s ongonant o know deeply
bt it Mews Frem texi is o kind of ext thag hos pacpesi toinform readers aboul evenis of the dov which dre
ermsidered importont, The event should have the news value which is interesiing and imporant bo be knomwn
by the reader. [z cnn be abond the fotre, peesent oe past event, Ths. the tensey used love 1o bo mutched
swith the time of eveni kappened, Doddy (2008 states the structuse oF Mews Tem fest o (3] newsworihy
event gonsists: of recount ef the event; (b) bockground evenls; (o) sowrces copsist of comments by
participants, withesses pnd guthorithes experts on the event. Then. Privong (2008} siatesthar the struciures of
Mews ltem are: (n) neswsworthy event consists of summary of the event: (b background event includes the
vaeses (o) sowrees consist of  original  arpusdent by participanis,  wimesges  and  authoritics
iexpre by, Furthermone, bie savs “the lungusge features of nevs e lext are: {a) shorl inlprmsition shiow sty
capiured  in headling; (b)) sction wverbs; (e} projecting  verbal processesfoviog verbs (d) focus on
vircumstances; (e} adverbs such as time, place snd manmer™, To assess Mews [iem tesi the rescarcher udes
somne eriperis suggested by Doddy [2008) six categories 1o pssess: Mews liem Tex) are genens struchire,
prasmimiag, content, mechanic ond vocabulary. Each of the indicator has the eriterio sugh a5 exeellent 1o good;
oo 10 adeguate; adegunte to fain unscceptable o not and collepe- level wark. 0

Students” independemce us the cumrent issue o develop their writing skill should be identified cleardy.
There are some opinlons from experts about i1 Harris (2003 ) stutes thal imdependent sriting is the shudents
writg on the texts ond pespond 1o the texts independently. The text bove been exploined and modelizd by the
temcher. 1t mesns that the students not oaly make thedr own ex bul olso chey hove o glve respond o g e
In addition, Davidson (2007) siates thot independent writing within cwerment approsches focus on peer
internction; many sudies have established the integral role of student-fudent interoction during times when
they underiake swriting. In this theery, clearfy stabes thst inferoction between students during the writing
process @ relly important. Morspyver, Dyson (2003 ) stmtes thel independent writing includes discussion
Petween students for sharing personal experience and knewledge. [1 establishes students ab edpert on telr
frendy in the classroom. Brielly, independent writing is-stedenty wrile their own text that has been waght by
the teacher independentfs by building intersction with their peer (o shore and respand the experience wid
Impewledpe during the writing process. Froan ihose thoories, we can seg thsl stome setivities by independen
writing conrelates wish the activitics i peer editing technigque, Thus, i 3% imiporiend o Koy deeply ot
peur editing lechnigue

According o Oshimn and Ann (2007 peer editing teohnique is students reading. asking questions;
aisd giving comnent on their friends” writing to help them improve the writing conbéint and organtzation, The
sfistlenis can give pommend on whal's good from the wrling snd schial should be changed und minde clearer,
Further, O*Mulley and Pierce (1996) state that peer editing technique s the students read on their friends”
writing o communicate the strengths wnd aspect of writing that need 1o be improved. Then, Hadley {2000 §
peer editing lechniquoe §s studenes Bmpeove each other writing through comprehension of meaning, checking
of grammar, analyzing of prose siybe, wnalyeing of organization. and overview. Furthermone, Hogue and
Adice (2006) define thotpeer editing fechnique s the interactive process of reading end commenting on
classmates” wrillng composition, Then. Oearska {2008) stales tint peer editing technigue is having sudems
grade each other's papers by locusing on the aspects of wiiling such us organization, logie, vocubulary and
grammar, Next, Batushy (2013 states that peer editing technique i the swdents give feedback on their peers’
writimg sboui the positive and (e pegetive aspects to help esch other reach better writing. In conglusion, peer
editiig technlgee i on Intepaive peocess which 5 siudents reoding. asking guestions, and giving commend
o their friends” writing to provide feediack about the positive and the negative aspects of the organization,
conben, grammar, punciumon, spelling. mechanie, ond voenbulory in o way fo help eoch other reach belier
writben proslucis.

Tencher should give some sdvice to do peer editing technigue 1 make the edifing process have o
viloe fior the writer, According io Qshime and Ann (20006) some odvices for pesr ediior aneia) help peer’s
swrithpe be cleéarer; (b)odo mist eross owl; (¢) give positive comment Tiest (dp use o eolomed Enk: (e} discuss viour
opimion. When students hive wnderstood some advices to do peer editing. it is importont to explain some
steps 3 do it Baheshy (200 3)stsles thsoame steps for conducting peer editing techpigue: (a) chopse-the pair,
i wan be nindomly; (bl provide worksheet] (ejpee editor cirche the mistabess (d) ler sudents W consult with
(et editor for clarification; (e} have writers. by revisg their poper, Furibar, Hodley (2001 ) stabes some. stops
b enpnducting, peer editing technlgue by clusd are: ja) read o drafl; (b provide gramoatical eorrection; (e}
provide confent and voonbalary cormestiong (di Jook foe organimtion; (e oifer genernl comments, Nexi,
Bathwvon (2008) smies some steps for condecting peer editing techndque: (8] tescher explaing the
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charseteristics of the lest (b)) lessher demonstroies how 1o 8o peer editing (o) studenis make o st deaitl (dj
peer editor read the wexty (€) peer oditor discusses his sugpesion with the suther (1) sudents waork
mdependently by revise ther own paper. Briefly, some points for conducting peer editing technigue:
Teacher explains the charmeteristics of the exn that wall be written and shows ihe exnmple
lescher desnonsirates how 1o de peer editing by giving clear feedback on the emoe writing: She lets students
b e dictionaries, grammar ook and glass notes while correcting the mistakes.
Studems bove te make o firse deaft by ouilining and welting o be edited,
Students exchange the draft with their pariner; it cun be allocated rundamiy of by leacher’s degision.
Btudents spoi the mistskes on pariper™s drafh und (G in peer editing worksheet provided by teacher, Students
provide feedback by reading, psking questions, giving commenl g correcting. Feedback given can bz aboui
sirenpth ond wenknesses that related o the organisallon, conlent, prommar, mncieation, spelling, and
vioabulpry.
(1) Studenes consult with thele peer edivee Tor clarficarion of the fecdbsck 1o make the eoiting clearer.
{2l  Stdents revise their ovwn poper independently as the final draft, The experience os peer efitor helps
them o do rellection-on their own.
Dixta Analvsis and THscossion

Referring io the msearch findings, the regearcher found that the implementation of Peer Editing
techmiqee could shape students” independence 1o develop their writing skill. The discussion of developmenm
can be seen below.,

The Extent fo Which Pegr Editing Techniqoe Develops Students” Writing Skill

The resesrcher anelyred the quantitative data which involved the mesn seore of students” writing
izt before cyole o cvele 1 ond cyale 1, I involved the indicatom of writing skill suoh ns generic strucinre,
contend, prammenr, mechankc and vocabulary, Afier onalyring the doia, the résearcher determined thot there
was & imprvement on Lthe sudems’ writing skill of Mews Hem iext through the process of Peer Editog

b hmicpue.
Toble 1.Mein Seares of Stodenrs” Writing Indicators of MNews liem Text before Hesearch and First
Cvele Test :
N Inificatnrs Belure Flirse lmproveme | Second Improvement
Research | Cyele Tesi | mi Cycle
Test
1 Genaric £0.4% R2.54 143 B3 33 239
slruciure
2 Cianten ROA1 §3.00 145 d3.06 206
. Grammins BO.23 B2 8% 2,67 #4.50 161
i Mechanic LERIE #3.39 L] B3.60 2,22
3. Vocabulary | #1,22 B389 247 3.9 205
Menn Score | RO B3.21 432 B 20 208

The disvelopment of generic structuee on students” writing skill of News lem text from 3049 10
BL.94 1o B335 wis caused by peer editing done by the students: Each of them eraticized their peer’s writing
It hefped them 4 do reflection on ibeir own, Thas, they became more detoiled io mevise theicwriting beside
some feedbock thit given by their peer in peer editing workshet. For example. when their peers made three
eomponents of generic sirpciyre of Mews Hemr fext {Ssommary’ of the event, backoroend of e event and
sxirces) becume vae puragraph. They eriticized their peer and did reflection on their own weather they nlso
tnade the samm.

The development of content of studems’ Mews lenyiext from 80,31 to 83,0000 BS54 was influenced
b peer edifing technique. When students ps celebrty resd their peer’s Mesws Hem fest. they pove some inpus
iFthe informton uncomplete of wnappropiiie because they had reod mord ebout the event happaned b the
celebrity, Thus, the students as wiiter pdsded some pew information i revising process.
FMan, the developmeniol grammar fom 8022 0 8289 fo B30 also was inffeenced by peer editing
jechnique. Whes the students as reader found some grammar mistubes on thewr péer” wmiting, they spotied (s
miisiakes and wrote the right one 10 make the the students o writer sasier {0 revise the toxt Then, (e students
o reader digd reflecton on thelr own weather they made the same prammor mistakes or not Furthes, the
students as writer did clarification if' the feedhock from their péer were wrong, In clanfication process,
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students did diséosbon aboul te grommae mistakies. Thos, they shored knowledge esel other. [0 helped thim
ke b prvore understind nbout the grammar of longeage featunes of Wews em et

The development of mechanicfom 210 o 8330 i 85481 wes influenced by peer ‘editing
fechinigue. When the sludents @5 reader i some mechanic mistakes on their peer’ writing thiey spoiied
the misgkes amd wrote the right one o make e the-students as wriles ensrer Woneviss the test Then. the
stidents oy reader did reflection on their ovn wenther thesy made the snme mechanic misiekes or not, Further,
the students s writer did clarification if the feedbock from their peer were wrong: In clari fientbon process,
students did disousion about the mechanio mismkes. Thus, they shared knowledpe esch other. |t helped them
tui b more understand about the mechanic, Then, they asked for teacher” oxplanation if doubt

The development of vocabulary from 81,22 1o #3,8%0 83.94 also was influenced by prer editing
technigue. ‘When the students s resder found some vocabutary mistkes on their peer writing. they sponed
the mistobes and weold the aght one o meke the the stedents as writer easier to revise the text, Then, the
sudents a5 reader did reflection on thelr own weather they made the same vocabulary miiskes or ol
Funher. the Students as writer did clanficandn if the feedoack from their peer were wrong, In clarification
process, stulenis did discuion pboul the vocobulary mistakes, Thus, they shared knowledge eoch other. It
helped them io he mone undersinnd about the vocabilary used, Then they asked Tor feacher” explansition |
doubl. Flaally, the developments of stedenis’ mean seore of Mews Hem texl from B0, 690 83, 21 10 85, 29
wis influsnce by peer editing technigue

The resull above was supported by ihe previous research finding from Mahdi (200 1) whe mentions
that peer editing technigue can improve students' writing ability and clissmom sittion in writing class.
Further, the Nading ulso was supporied by the research linding from Barorch (201 F] who mentions that peer
editing technigue can improve students® writing skill especinlly in the aspect of content. ocganizution wnd
lnguapge features, Furthermore. Fojrish (2012) ssies-that peer editing technigue cin improve students”
writing akill, aeitivity aand ot vaton,

The Factors that Shaping Students” lndependence through Peer Editing Technigue

The researcher analyzed gunliotive datn bosed on the resall of questionnoire wnd ogndes, Afler
wialyzing the dain, ihe researcher found seversl (ctorsthat shapang students” independence fn wrifing
through peer editing fechnigue: (1) connecting reading and writing, () suthienic and imtersctive aotivites, (33
temrming progess from planning to revising stage.

Connecting. reading and writingmade students became easher io- develop theic deps ond got ihe
madel of writing independently, According to Browa (2000} fudends leam o write successfully and
independently by coreful obserang the lest thal hny afresdy writien, Rending before sweitlng helped studess
L ged-mare informofion o bewrigen in the first droft, This, their fiestdoof could be well developed. Further,
reading poriner’s writing corefully. before correcting helped siudents w edit pnd give approprinte comment,
Muorecver, reading, porner”s woting befone revising their own hedped students to do reflection. 5o (et thes
wiild pol do the same mistakes like whot their porteer bod done.  Those setivities help studens w be
independent.

Thin. Peer editing technigee o5 pn suthentie and mlerenve activiles because the stedents Jid
interaction with peer-ws authentic reader and editor, Thus, the stedents got reader’s apinion and sugpestlom o
improve their writing. Lyutaya (2011) says that students beam more depth and onderstanding when they aee
able to-share [deas with stherd. consider slwrnative points of view, end browlen their own perspective
According wr Hermer (2007 students learn bever i they enjoy the sctivities they are mvolved fn Soremoes
the reader abse becarne the authentic reader which hid authority 10 judge the writing. Peer editor 2 roades
interscted withwriter about whot shoeld be improved or removed. [ trafned them to be mope appeeciatine
when giving suggestion, They alio did interacton s the révising process, However, somietimes the sriie
wiek trune and the resder a8 editor was wrong, §t was the function of clarifiootion. The writer elafitied that whe
they hnve mode wios true by giving details explonation. Those peer editing activites helped siodents o be
independent in writing.

Further. Peer editing ax teacher’s technique covered weaching leaming process from planning suge
o revising stope. Thus, no missing stagein ihe wiiling process. Muation (2009 staies b the weachers ko 10
provide some helps o the various stages of wrting process ruther Uean only Foeosing 1 the wiifimg proadue
I povr editing technigue, the studmts olso activety involved in the tooching - lenrming prooess. I suppoms
by Hormer {2007) the students will be motivated by the enjovment of the baming process they s fnoolued
i, Pecr editing lechalgue his seven step (1) explaining charmsertsics: of Mews lem text and shemme the
expmple, (21 demonstrting how 1o g peer editing, (31 mnking the first deafi, {4) exclungig die Hrst dead
with thelr pees, (3] spolbng the avsiokes and [H i peer editing worksizet 06} consulting With peerediteor
aboul the feedhack given, (7) revising the (irst drsft (o be the (inal drafi.
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Firs, explaining charscteristion of News frem wext and showing the exumple. According (o Faihon
{ MW b e of the step (o do peer editing iechnigue |8 tescher expladng the characteristics of the e I made
students became more understind aboot the principles of Wews Item fest The rescarcher explained ibe
chamgieristios of Mews ltem iest such et penene structsfe (summnary of ihe evisn, backpmwsd of the g@veni
end- sources). and longuage Teawres (acton verh, saving verh, ndverb; time, ploce ond manmer, active past
tere mnd pasdve pasl lensg). Then, giving the esample of Mews lem test belped sudenis 1o have @ chear
guldance abowt the 1ext,

Second, demonsirating how 0 do peer edding [t mode students mose understund whol should be
edfiled and how o do il Tescher demonsinsed the woy (o edil the Mews liem text by wking voe students’
first drafi. She edited the first drafi on the white boord and opened [or-studenis” duestions. and soggesio,
Them, the stisdent that has the Frst deofl 521 o front of the closs, answered the queestions and commented on
their friends’ suggestions. According to Rothwvon (Z2008) tzacher demonstraies how 0 do peer editing to moke
fure studenty indersand the techinlgue,

Third, making the firsd drufi. The researcher gulded siudents to write the first draft based on thelr pre
writing text. According to Rathven (MR both sivdents have o make p first drofie By wsing free writing
technbgue b the pre writing activity of cyald L the gudents were ereative 1 develop their ideas, Then, by
wsing outlming technigque in the pre woting activity in the evele 11, the students were easier o deliver gnd
gevelop their idess more systematic and focun, Thus, pre writing iochnique belped students o be sasier n
developing thelr dezs In order to write the first draft bosed on pesenc struciure (Sommary ol the event,
backgroamnd of the event, sowrcesiund languape features of News Tem st The students could write the firt
draft well beoause they had stimulnted their idens a0 the preowritiog aciPity, Toacher really uppreciuted
students” activity in each process,

Fourtl, steudents exchanged the Gt drsft with thele peer. Both stiadents exchanged their frst drifi
gach other, Then, they read their peer's writing corebully in order fo find some mistkes. According 1o Hadley
{20k b students hove 1o read their peer writing corefully, Forther, they could give details feedback in order Lo
ek thedr peer has pood writing prodect.

Fifh, spoiting the mistakesin order b guide: tse pear @0 Gind their porines™s mistakes in tha text,
Balushy (2003) states that peer eshtors heve 1o cirele the mistbes, Then, peer edis Ailed peer editing
wirksheetto guide students in edifing process. Editing process was useful for stedems in order 1o know their
nHstakes bocavse somietimes they could noe find it but thelr peer editor could find.

Siznth, students. consulting with peereditor abiut ihe feedback ghen for olonfication becanss
sometimes the writer was right and peer editor was {abse. According t9 Balushy (2003} stedents: have 1o
consull with peer edittr for elarification. By clarification proceis, the studenis shared knowledize eoch othies
Hormer (2007 ) stptes that siudens jend o participste more sctively in pairs or goosp eather than in the whale
class: Thug, they could be more ondersiood sbiul the principles OF writing Mews Tiem texl, When they wer
doubi on their peer’s explanation, they asked to the feacher for more explanation. As supports by Harmer
{2006:261-262) “the role of teacher in writing are o8 motivitor, source of infeemation. and feedoack
provider”,

Seventh, students revising the Tirst draft 10 be the final drafl besed on feedback from peer editor o
hagve betier writing. | supports by the rescarch finding from Aring {2002) which memtions that the use of peet
editing ond revizing techniques can improve the stedents’ writing ohality, parteipation and response. In
revising process, the students were conscious thal their writing was ot perfect. They needed an editor
toexplain swme points thet they did not understend, Thus, the students woold hove betier writing os the final
peodict by considering their peer oditor feedback, Then, the researcher ook revising drofi os product grade.
From the explonption ahove, we con see U the sugdess” writing skl through peer editbng weohaigue e
sgmificantly developed, The wse of peer editing vechnigue solved the siudents” problem in witing glass.
Also it could shape swdents” independence in writing. Finally, the use of peer editing was csseitizls w be
ermsidiered in the teaching of writing.

Camelwslon and Suggestion

Bnzed on the findings pod disciession, of the stdenis” wiiting skill by applving Peer Ediing
wwehnigue during pwvereveles of the clossroom setbon research, it can be concluded thoi: First the use of peer
cdlting technigue develop the stdents” writing skill better ot grade syof Senisr High School 3 Padong. The
{inclings show that all of the indicitor in ihis research ineleding organizoiion | gereric struciure], content,
grammar, meghonic, ond sovshulary gel progressess meoesch eyele of the research.

second there mire tuve imporam  clees that shape 2udesis” indegeeidence theough peer edining
technigue. The first fncter i connecting resding wed writing. By connegting reading ond writimi the siudenty
find more information before writing. can odll well und do reftection independently;, The second lacior is
mithentic mnd imleravtive activities. Pecr edibng lechnlgoe =5 on authentie ond interacizve activicesihe
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hadents do internction with peer &5 authentic reader and editor independisntly. The thind factor s peer editing
covered fenching leurning process from. plenminglo revising stige of writing process, In aach siep of writing
process, the students showld leorm independeti]y,

[n accnrdange with the conclusion, the suggestions cun be given us follows: Firsy for the teacher, peer editing
technigue §s suggested o be wed in e weiling class 1o deselop not only students™ writlng skill but also
sudents” indepindence in-owriting: Thus, they e writing deeply. inside and outside the elssisoom. The
{eacher can implemient isose sieps of pes’ efitbng teehidgue more detalled,, Second, Tor the nest reseancher, it
is sgoesicd i develop students” weiting skill theough peer editing technigue in others kinds of wiiting text,

Hefieremoes

Amie, B ond Patricin, A. 2003, Making & HappenMew York! Longmaon,
Arin, I, M. 202 sing PeerEditing and Revising in Peecess Approsch 1o Impros the Stodenis! Ability in
Writing, Argumentutive Essoy ol Lantbung Mongkurs University™. . Unprbiizhed Mhesis Ahsirace,

Malang:  LTNM Rotricved o Junuary 24" 2003 froem  hopofkarva-
itmiahum.acidindey. php/diserasianicle
whew/ 23751

Malusy, 7. 2013, Peer Editing Longunge CentreSubanUniversity. Retrivied on January 24™ 2013
fromigpd wwwdeyelapingteachers convaricletchiraining/ peeredpl

Baroroh, M. 2001 “The Use of Mind Mapping and Peer-Editing 1o Impeove Students™ Wriling Skill (A
Clagiroum Action Hesearch Condugted ot the Tenth Grode Students of ShA Negerd | Karonpmisver fn
the Academic Yeor of 200020017 Ueprbdished. Thesis Absioger, Surakarm: UNS, Helreved on
Jurmaary 24" 2013 frombp:ddieilib ki uns se id contentsskripal phn?i

Bronwn, 200H . Teaching by Privciples, A infergetive Approgch o Langinrge Pedagogy:Hew York; Addizon
Wiesloy Longman, Inc.

Bividson, C. 2007, Independent Writing b Current Approoches 1o Writing Instruction;  What have we
overlooked® English Teaoling: Prociice and Critlgre 6, ppe 1124,

Doddy, A, Abmiad, 55 and Effendt. 2008 Dovelopieg Eoglich Coarpetencies for Senlor. High Scloal
fa A M Gl Y Jolkoria: Deperemen Pendidikzn Mpsionol

Drzan, A, (2003], Populor Literacies und the “A11” Children: Rethinking Literacy

Py elopment tor Contemporary Childhoods, Limouoge Aris, 81 1001049,

Fazrnd A 2002, “lmproving Students” Wating Skill in Destriptive Texi through Brainscorming and Peer
Editing Techniques st Thirg Grioge Sdends ' of Seado Kidonr Proge™ Unpreblished Theiie A Bifeact,
Vogvakarta: UNY. Retrieved on January 24 ™ 2003 from hitpedepeints.uny ae bd! | 196

Hadley, AL O 200, Teaching Longuage in Conrext, Mew Yorks Heinle&Helnle

Harris, P, Mekenzie, B, Fitesimmaons, P, & Tuarbill, 1 (2003}, Writing in the Primars
School Years. Tuggernh, N5W; Social Science Press.

Honmer. J. 3k, Fhe Prociice of Erglich Lowguoge Teaehing. Now York @ Longman.

Husmer, ). 2007, Hine to Taach Esxglivh, Harlow: Mearion Longman.

Hexbe, T. 2007, Teaching aud Learming fo the Langrege Classegam, Mew Yook Oxfosd Unlsersity Press

Hogue, &, and Allee, OL2006. Weineg doademic Epglich. Mew York: Pearson Lonrman

Lyuava T. 2011, ‘Reading Loge:Integrating Extendive Reading with Wriling Tasks Esplad Tractmg
Forim, |, pp. 4.

Mevers, &, 2005, Gavnrgys To-dcademic Wrinng: Sffective Soimiees, Poraslivape and Epsan Seew York
Longmmn,

Mahdi, M. 2011, “Improving Sudents” Writing Abifits by Using Pedr Editing Testeiae 1A Classs
Action Fesearch at the Third Semester Students of English Studs Progrmm of STRF Hesawwad
Selong in Acsdemic Year of 200020011, Dnpndbiisfied Tiesl dbsprpcr. Soepiars | %S Eareund
on January 24 ™ 3013 from faipspasci.uns oc 1d 7 p= 1685

Naticn, 1.5, 200, Tearhing EXLAEFL Riading and Weidiig, Mew York: Roitledge

Munan, OV 2003, Precifeol Enghivh Language: Teacilng. Mew' Yorke Meliias HIiE

Crhiallisy. B0 -amd Piesce LV, 1980, dnnfrenbic A smersamear for Dirgliinh (oeeweer [eawes Pexs

fpprraches for Teachers. New Yorkiaddizon — Wesley Pubfishing Csspss
Dshima, - Annd Ann, H 2007, fnfredienian foe degdemibe Wrikng. New, Vork: Pesros Lasssas
Chraesk, WL 2008, Some Supgpesths doe- Acudentie Witling, Indmction = el Teate Trammg

Collepes. English Teackiing Fovien. |, pp. 340-33.
Privihs, ). Avms B L, and Virgh, B 2008 frferlangtene Enplisl for Siator b Soieel Siatires | Sty
Pepermemet Pendidikan Masional,

Sy ol Y Freomds oF Soplice Frasregr o S ol s
332


http://www.pdfcompressor.org/buy.html

