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PHAM VU PHI HO : BLOG-BASED PEER RESPONSE FOR L2
WRITING REVISION. THESIS ADVISOR : ASST. PROF.

SIRILUCK USAHA, Ph.D., 377 PP.

BLOG/PEER RESPONSE/REVISION-ORIENTED COMMENT/REVISION

Electronic peer responses or e-peer responses have long been introduced to
help L2 student writers improve their writing skills. However, few studies have been
conducted to see how peer response works in a new medium — blog which is widely
used by the Internet users. The present study aimed to investigate (1) the interactions
of the students during the blog-based peer response activities, (2) the types and areas
of comments generated via blog, (3) the ratios of students’ incorporating blog-based
comments in revision, (4) the students’ writing quality, (5) and the students’ attitudes
on the use of blog-based peer response activities. Thirty-two 2" year English major
students taking a 15-week academic writing course at Nong Lam University in Ho
Chi Minh City, Vietnam, were selected to participate in the present study. Data for
guantitative analyses were collected from Drafts 1 — 3, peer comments on Drafts 1 - 2,
subsequent revisions, and the post-training questionnaire. Data for qualitative
analyses were obtained from in-depth interviews conducted during the blog-based
peer response sessions, writing journals, and the semi-structured interviews after the
blog-based peer response training.

The results of the study revealed five aspects. First of all, the students did
interact with the writing texts on the blogs, interacted with the authors, or discussed

about the writing problems. The interactions on the blog-based peer response
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activities did engage the students in the learning process. Second, “suggestion/
advice”, “clarification”, “confirmation”, and “evaluation” were found to be the most
frequently used types of comments during the peer response sessions. In addition, the
students provided more comments on the global than on local areas. Third, revisions
at the ‘word,” ‘sentence,” ‘phrase,” and “paragraph’ levels were most frequently found
in Drafts 2 & 3. However, at the lower levels of the revision, such as ‘word’ or
‘phrase,” the authors could revise by themselves rather than with the help from peers,
while at the higher levels of the revision, such as ‘sentence’ or ‘paragraph,” they
depended more on the help from their peers. It was also revealed that approximately
39% of the revisions were triggered by peer comments and 61% were revised by the
authors” own decisions. Interestingly, the findings revealed that the total revisions
made by the student writers were more than the total revision-oriented comments
delivered by peers. That means more revisions were made than anticipated. As for
levels of non-revision, that is, the comments were delivered by peers but were not
resulted in revisions, it was found that the three least incorporated levels were at
‘sentence,” ‘word,” and ‘phrase’, respectively. Fourth, the students wrote better and
longer essays, and they were satisfied with their writing quality after revisions.
Finally, the triangulation method of a post-training questionnaire, semi-structured
interviews, and writing journals revealed that the student writers expressed highly

positive attitudes towards the use of blogs for peer response in L2 writing revision.

School of English Student’s signature

Academic Year 2010 Advisor’s signature




