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Abstract

As the socio-constructivists believe, better learning process occurs when expert learners help the
novice ones to accomplish atask. The advance of ICT has provided the opportunities for learning to take
place not only in the classrooms but also through computer-mediated communication (CMC). The
technology has also enabled students to learn not only from their teachers, but also their peers. As Ohta
(2001) maintains, true peers have different strengths and weaknesses. The peer-learning will mutually
reduce the weaknesses and improve the strengths.

This paper shares and discusses an experience on how students learn from their peers through
CMC. Thediscussion is based on the findings of a small research done to agroup of 40 university students
having a project with wiki and online discussion forum. In this project, the students are given access to
create and modify awiki, a collaborative website whose content can be edited by anyone who has access to
it. The topic of the wiki is genera linguistics. In addition, the discussion will also cover the negotiations of
meaning occurring in an online discussion forum. In this non-synchronous discussion, students share their
success and difficulties in writing an essay. Both the wiki and the online discussion forum are hosted for
free at (http://www.pbwiki.com/' and http://www.quicktopic.com/). These two channels of learning are
made in addition to the weekly classroom sessions.

Both the benefits and the potential problems will be elaborated so that language or linguistic
teachers can anticipate and plan for better projects.
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INTRODUCTION

Language learning paradigm has shifted so many times along with different perspectives of
language. We are now coming to an erawhere language is closely interwoven with society and social
semiotic system (Halliday & Hasan, 1989; Martin, 1992; Santosa, 2003). In this regard, language learning
should be socialy situated and not separated from the socia and cultural values. In addition, learners are
now not merely an individual, but also a member of a social group involved in goal-oriented activity and in
co-constructing the learning process. Learning process takes place better when learners interact with
others, either their teacher or their peers.

Departing from Vygotsky’s (1978) theory of socio-constructivism, the practice of language
learning and teaching now has also emphasized the importance of collaborative, goal-oriented learning.
Pair or group works have become popular in task-based activities. Prior to the activity, students are made
aware of the goal of doing the task, that is not to obtain the mark so that they pass the subject, but to
achieve a certain accomplishment that only can be done by using the target language.

The advent of technology has enabled students to collaborate from different places at different
times. The success of language learning through the help of email, chat, discussion board, blog, and web-
based content is now evident (Priyanto, 2006). Godwin-Jones (2003) also finds wiki helpful in facilitating
collaborative learning.

This paper discusses some points of utilizing wiki and discussion board to facilitate collaborative
learning. Before presenting the findings, the first part of this paper will be a brief overview of wiki and
discussion board; and the rationale of using these two channels. The benefits and the difficulties are then
discussed. At the end of the paper, some recommendations for further practice are presented.
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WIKI & DISCUSSION BOARD

The name of discussion board is actually self explanatory. Thisrefersto an online forum where users can
post questions or answers to questions. As an asynchronous communication tool, discussion board enables
users to prepare their posts before they actually click the ‘send’ button. This means that thistool give
opportunities for the users to focus on the language (form) as well as the content.

Basically, wiki is awebsite that allows users or visitors not only to post comments as what happensin
blogs, but aso to edit the content of the page. To do this, no knowledge of HTML language is required.
Users can modify the content of the page directly from their browser. That is why Godwin-Jones (2003, p.
15) states that “...wikis are intensely collaborative’. This nature of very easy contribution will indeed
enable users to post midleading information. However, other users can also make the revision once they see
it. While wiki is an ideal way collaborative work, it requires seriousness in the collaboration and obedience
to the conventions.

WHY DISCUSSION BOARD AND WIKI

Meskill (1999) encourages language teachers to create active, meaning-centered, participatory, and
collaborative writing environments. L2 learning is effective, she argues, where there is a balanced focus on
the forms as well as on the functions of language. |deal environments for collaborative work comprise a
convergence of learner identity, teacher support, content relevance, and the valuing of the activity as an
integral contribution to the overall learning community. For computer-supported tasks, the tasks need to
accommodate learners needs, goals, and shared experiences.

Many studies have shown the success of language learning with the use of networked computers as
atool for collaboration. Phinney (1996) and Pennington (1999) both suggest that networked computers are
highly effective to encourage student collaboration. Indeed, recent studies (Biesenbach-Lucas &
Weasenforth, 2001) conclude that students’ writing skills improve through the use of computer-mediated
communication activities.

Specifically about discussion board, Warschauer & Meskill (2000) note a number of beneficial
features which make it a good tool for language learning. First, computer-assisted discussion tends to
feature more equal participation than face-to-face discussion. This is because when participating in online
discussion, students have no personal inhibition from others. They can post their comments from anywhere
secured from the eyes from others. All have the same access to the board, resulting in class discussions
which are more fully collaborative (Warschauer, 1996; Warschauer, 1999). Second, discussion board
carefully learn the linguistic forms used in others' posts and incorporate them in their messages
(Warschauer, 1999). Third, discussion board alows more planning time. This then results in more lexically
and syntactically complex language (Warschauer, 1996).

Asfar aswiki is concerned, Kessler (2009) maintains that students show more willingness to edit
others' posts than their own contributions. This study finds that peer editing focuses on form more
frequently than self-editing. Lel oup and Ponterio (2006) aso recommend the use of Wikipediaas a
valuable source of information to empower foreign language learning. Despite its nature to editable by all
internet users, Wikipedia should be viewed as another new tool to increase exposure to awide variety of
topics.

Wiki aso meets the principles of incorporating web-based activities (Warchauer, Shetzer, Meloni
2000). First, wiki is agood example of the use of web not only as a vehicle but also as a medium. The
nature of wiki being online requires different language from that of traditional medium like newspapers, or
wall magazines. Thiswill teach students about what forms of communication should be used, the language,
and the technical skillsto use. Second, wiki is potential to empower students with autonomy, with less
control of teachers. Third, wiki requires integration of all language skills. To be able to contribute an
article, students should be able to read, listen, and discuss. In addition, by taking part in awiki, students are
aware of the real audience. The awareness of the audience will also influence the language used in their
contribution. They are aware that their posts will be read by others: their teachers, their peers, or even



many people around the globe. Consequently, wiki also will triggers further collaboration, since when
somebody finds something wrong in the article, (s)he can directly propose arevision.

Overall, discussion board and wiki meet the requirements for project based learning as proposed
by Hanson-Smith (2007). First, the activity should give opportunities for learners to seek, synthesize, and
analyze information in order to comprehend or create higher order knowledge. Second, it should facilitate
learners’ interaction in the use of language. Third, project-based learning should encourage collaboration
as agroup in which specific roles are assigned so that members can significantly make contribution to the
end result of the project. Finally, such an activity should also make it possible to have peer-assessment or
individual assessment and reflection, in addition to teacher’ s feedback.

INFORMATION BACKGROUND TO THE PROJECT

This study was conducted over a class of 36 students in a sixteen-week semester. The students are
non-regular students of English Department at Sebelas Maret University, enrolled through UNS internal
mechanism, not by the results of the national selection (SNMPTN). Their levels of English varied
considerably, mostly at the beginner to intermediate levels. They were required to contribute their
knowledge about general linguisticsin awiki hosted at http://intro2gl.pbwiki.com/ and take part in the
online discussion conducted through http://www.quicktopic.com/.

This project was conducted in response to aweekly silent classroom discussion. In the classroom
discussion, students spoke up only when they were assigned to present the topic. Likewise, only few
students from the audience responded to the presentation. They did have something to say but would not do
so unless | astheir teacher called their names. After the first four weeks, an evaluation showed that they
understood very little of the topics that had been discussed. Therefore, the project on pbwiki and quicktopic
was then introduced.

| then made the account on pbwiki for all students, with automatically generated passwords. |
printed al the usernames and passwords, and then distributed them to students so that they had access.

In this project, | had my students find more resources about general linguistics and post them to the
wiki. The topics covered included morphology, syntax, semantics; and also sociolinguistics and pragmatics
aswell. Providing al the pages and simple navigation on the side-bar (see Fig.1), | left the wiki to the
students to collaboratively develop it. The main intention of this project was for this group to solely
responsible for the knowledge construction. Secured with the passwords, only the members of the group
had access to modify the content of the wiki. Students would not get any updates, additions, or any other
kinds of revision from anyone other than their peers. | sometimes took part, only when problems seemed to
arise.

SideBar “

Click on the links below to type your contribution.

DON'T EDIT THIS SIDE BAR. You can edit the

pages in the links below.

Front Page
Morphology
nitax
Semantics
Pragmatics
Saciolinguistics

Figure 1: Navigation on the Side Bar

While there are many other benefits of these two online tools, the discussion in this paper is concerned
more with peer-learning facilitated through the project.



FINDINGS

This section shows how wiki and discussion board can facilitate peer learning through collaborative work.
The discussion is then focused on how learners can be the source of knowledge for their peers. The second
part of this section will be discussing some problems encountered, so that they can be anticipated for future
projects. Since the findings about the use of discussion board are similar to what happened in the comment
fields in the wiki, there will be no specific discussion about this.

Peer-lear ning through Wiki and Discussion Boar d

Thefirst easily visible positive value is that students were enthusiastic when introduced to the project. All

responses on the comments field on the front page show this. The following are some examples.

Kustina (1:34pm, Dec 23): Mr. Agus, | think thiswiki is very use full since it can build our knowledge
about linguistics...

Sartika (2:33pm, Dec 23): Dear Pak Depe, I'm so happy being active again... so silent three weeks before.
I will make full use of thiswiki then...

The figure below is other responses from the students. These positive responses show that that wiki can be
an alternative learning environment for them.

Figure
Nunung Permata said .
at 10:13 am on Dec 24, 2005 2
Positiv
marning M, 0P e
i didr't attend the last meeting last week, sai do not know rmuch about semantic and pragmatic. but i had asked my friends ta explain the material far me. but i'm not completely understand.
however,i hope that | can have better understanding about semantic n pragmatic after i visit vour blog. thanks, . Req)o
nses
Umi Dwi Lestari said from
at 10535 arn on Dec 24, 2008
Studen
Marning Mr, DF, How's today? tS

i need to learn more since linguistics has many scopes of study, our lask material is about sociolinguistics, i will try bo add comment or may be edit the message from another students as well
as i can. yesterday i gat trouble ko log in, but now is not. ok, you are so creative lecturer sir, it will be useful for us. thank you. have a nice haliday.

Arini Hidayah said
at 10:47 am on Dec 24, 2008

Ass. W Wh

Good Morning Mr.DePe. .

Good Morning My friends. ...

I want ko bry to study linguistics

I want ko write some comment Fram the ather students about linguistics. .
[r.Depe, this is my First time I write my comment in phwiki,

U are good lecture b'cz U can make this pbwiki,

I am very inkeresting in pbwik,

Sa, I can give a comment in every time n everywhere,

Thaniks. ..

He.. Hi..

ENN

Wass. b,




Secondly, the level of student participation rose very dramatically. Those who used to be silent in
the classroom discussion are now active in the wiki. This can be seen in one of the history pages below.

® O January 13, 2009 at 9:22:19 pm by Septian RP

o ® January 13, 2009 sk 8:21:59 prn by Tri Marina Handawani
[ ] January 13, 2009 at 6:22:34 am by Presty Rika Wati

[ 3] January 11, 2009 at 8:39:06 pm by Arini Hidayah

C O January 10, 2009 at 3:47:19 pm by Umi Dwi Lestari

C O January 9, 2009 at 7:44:48 pm by Setvo Cahvaningtvas
C o January 9, 2009 st 7:07:02 pm by Dinar Fitria Fushadi
oo January 9, 2009 st 7:05:32 pm by Dinar Fitria Fushadi
(oM &) January 9, 2009 at 7:04:14 o by Dinar Fitria Rushadi
O O January 3, 2009 ak 12:46:56 pm by Septianingrunm

O O January F, 2009 at 11:28:75 am by Septianingrum

O O January F, 2009 at 9:38:21 am by Septianingrum

O O January F, 2009 at 9:38:19 am by Septianingrum

O O January 5, 2009 at 1:36:50 pm by Agus D, Privanto
e e January 5, 2009 at 1:36:47 pm by Agus D, Privanto
C O December 27, 2008 at 5:32:47 am by Mhiken Sugivanta
o O December 27, 2008 at §:05:52 am by MNhiken Sugivanta
S e December 26, 2008 at 5:04:28 pr by Sartika Dian

C O December 25, 2008 at 6:06:21 pm by Ramadan

o O December 24, 2008 at 10:40:01 pm by Foda Angaraeni
oo December 24, 2005 at §:20:00 pm by Agus D. Privanto
oo December 23, 2008 at 10:12:10 pm by Mega Asmara
C O December 23, 2008 at 10:10:08 am by Eka Aqusting

Figure 3; History Page

Eka Agustina (who first made contribution — at the bottom of the list) is one of the silent studentsin the
classroom, but then she initiated giving contribution to the page of ‘morphology’. This also happens to
such other students Mega Asmara, Foda Anggraeni, Septianingrum, Setyo Cahyaningtyas, Arini, Presty
Rika Wati, and Septian. This shows online environment where students have no physical contact with
others, have no personal inhibition, can improve learners participation. After the initiation from Eka, other
students, who position themselves similar as her, then continued the wiki. This was done after they really
saw that there was no harm of posting their contribution to the wiki. What is also good is that the more
active and more knowledgeable peers did take part, so that they could share.

Another positive point of using this project is that wiki is successful in motivating learners to share
what they understand. With this, others who are at the lower level can learn more, with the fact that the
content isthere in the wiki, accessible at any time. The pride of making contributions seems to be the
factor behind this phenomenon. Some students made contributions not only once. As shown in Fig.4, Umi
and Dwi Herwinta made contribution twice. This shows that they did struggle to find more resources so
that they could contribute more. Indeed, in the classroom activities, these two students were more activein
the discussion. In addition, | find that some other students even tried to make contribution on every page of
the wiki. In short, wiki is able to engage the learners in a positive learning environment.



00 January 14, 2009 &t 6:05:02 am by Aqus D. Privanto
o0 January 13, 2009 at 4:22:07 pm by BM Dwi Herwinka
OO0 Januaty 12, 2009 at 8:45:40 pr by Debora Walan Yuni
C0 January 12, 2009 af 6:56:50 pm by BY Dwi Herwinka
o0 January 12, 2009 at 9:14:41 am by Evi Nurindah H
00 January 11, 2009 ot 8:17:08 pm by Arini Hidayah
00 January 11, 2009 &t 8:10:54 pm by Arini Hidayah
00 January 9, 2008 &k 7:26:04 pri by Dinar Fitria Rushad
00 January 5, 2009 at 5:34:02 pm by Kusting Indira
OO0 December 31, 2008 at 7:53:43 am by Maria Febriana
00 Decernber 28, 2008 at 9:47:52 am by Urni Dy Lestari
00 December 24, 2008 at & 21:33 pm by Suprivanto
o0 December 24, 2008 ot 4:54:00 pm by Ui Dwi Lestari

Figure 4: Students made more than one contribution.

Another evidence of thisis that even when one student asked a question addressed to me, other students
gave the answer before | had time to do so. Although the answers should ideally be posted on the relevant
age, this shows that students really want to share their ideas.

Dhian Widhi P said
ak 8133 am on Dec 24, 2008

sir, can u explain cearer about Affective meaning? I don't really understand with the example that u give,

Figure 5: Question

Inda Rizqy said
at 12135 pm on Dec 21, 2003

Tl try ko answer Widi's question, ..

"aubuk is a small building in the middle of rice field which made from bamboo, It is used by the Farmer For taking a rest, In this contesxt, "gubuk! has a same meaning with house, The
speaker use this word ko abase himself,

Thariks. ..

Septianingrum said

at 5109 prn on Dec 31, 2003
Dear Widhi,

T wiil answer your question about the example of Affective meaning. It has posted by me 2 weeks ago, "Mampirlah ke gubuk kami.” In this case, the word “gubuk”includes affective
meaning, modest, Remind, Affective is the reaction that relates to liskeners or readers after listening or reading something. Another example, when someone calls someone else “Monkey”,
Of course, someone else will response it because:

- Someone will be sensitive if someone calls her or him “Monkey”,

- The word "Monkey ™ relates to sense,

- The word” Monkey™ causes humiliation For someane,

Have you been satisfied with my explanation.......... rre

Figure 6: Answer from Peers.



Next, working in wiki, the students did collaboratively work together to construct their knowledge.
My observation to the history pages shows that many contributions are significantly beneficial for their
peers. Sometimes, they made the information clearer by giving examples. Some other times, they added
some more information. The following is the evidence that they have successfully learned together by
working collaboratively in the wiki.

YIEW EDIT

|.=) This version was saved 6 months, 3 weeks ago Saved by () Yasinta
View current version  Page history on January 1, 2009 at 1:29:36 pm

Syntax is study of the principles and rules for constructing sentences in natural language.sentences
Syntax structure : function, Category, Role

example : Yasinta membeli dua boneka kuar-kura

syntax structure Yasinta |\membeli dua boneka kura-kura
function subject |predicate | object

category non verb noun phrase

role actor active target

Figure 7: Sample of Early Post

VIEW EDIT

\;y This version was saved 6 months, 2 weeks ago Saved by;‘j Dian Karuniawati
View current version  Revert to this version Page history on January 13, 2009 at 11:02:14 pm

Early 1900 ferdinand de saussure founded structural linguistic. Before 20™ Century, language in term comparison and no scientific approach. There are
two kinds of relation, relation of syntactical and paradigmatic relation.

Syntax is the study of the principles and rules for constructing sentences in natural languages. It is also used to refer directly to the rules and principles
that govern the sentence structure of any individual language.

a. syntactic structure consist of 4 types, they are :

1. structure of predication

The component are subject and predicate.

Ex : Ilive in malang. | as subject, and live in malang as predicate.

2. structure of modification

The component are : head and modifier

Ex : the intelligent student. The intelligent student as modifier, and student as head.

3. structure of complementation

The component are : verb el t and comp

Ex: live in malang. Live as verb element, and in malang as complement.
4, structure of coordination.
The component is coordination

Cn T L Lol PR S NP P

Figure.8: Edited Post

Some Problems
There are indeed some problems | encountered when conducting the project. | can classify them
into technical problems and pedagogical problems. By technical problems, | mean the problems deriving



from the low computer and internet literacy of the students. Pedagogical problems refer to those resulting
from the misbehavior of the students or problems that may make the students learn misleading information.

The first very technical problem occurred when students failed to log in, because they forgot their
usernames and passwords. Their usernames and passwords were automatically generated by the system
when | made their accounts. The passwords comprised a name of animals and a combination of 4-digit
numbers. Unfortunately, the system did not allow them to change their passwords that possibly were not
familiar at al to them. Many students texted me for the usernames and passwords. | then printed the list,
and gave it to the captain of the class.

Another technical problem came when some students, instead of modifying the page, they posted
their contribution at the side bar. This made the navigation bar disappear. When this happened, all
contribution was halted because students could not directly find the page they would modify. Actually,
they did not that they could find it by typing the complete URL at the address field of their browsers.
Instead, one of them asked me through the comments field at the bottom of the front page.

¥ Aqung Kurniawan said
at 11139 am on Jan 5, 2009

sir, where is the sociolinguistics article?
I zaw it vesterday and I've prepared some additional makerials, Unlucksy if taday T can't kouch it again,

Aqus D. Privanto said
at 1:48 prn on Jan &, 2009

@aqund: Click on the side bar, It's back now, Someone deleted the links, buk I've puk them back,

Debora Wulan ¥Yuni said
ak 150 prnoon Jan 11, 2009

Excuse me Sir, ...
The material about Sociolinguistic has losk again, ..
Where they are?

Thank. yau.

Figure 9: Students could not find the page.

Some students posted their contribution even at the comment fields. The first possible cause of this
is the missing navigation bar, as what happened to Dwi Herwinta below (Figure 10). Because she could not
find the page to post her contribution on morphology, she then posted it in the comment field. Another
possible factor is because students were more familiar with discussion board where they could post their
responses only at the comments field, not at the body of the web-page. When such a problem happened, |
did not move their contribution directly to the place where it was supposed to be. Instead, | had them move
so that they could learn how to work with wiki.



BM Dwi Herwinta said
at 7125 prion Jan 12, 2009

Twank bo add an infarmation For morphology but i couldnt find the blank page in the edit page..
50 khis is what | want ko add..

An ABBREVIATION that consists of the IMITIAL letters of a series of words, pronounced in sequence:Ex: BBC for British Broadcasting Corporation, pronounced bee-bee-cee’,

& letter aroup such as MATO, pronounced as a word (nay-toe’) is commonly referred to as an ACROMNYM,

Both initialisms and acronyms have word-lke qualities and take affives {pro-BEC, non-MATO, ex-IBMer); they are sometimes referred to join as letter words or letter names, and the
acronym is regarded by some lewicologists as a kind of initialism,

The pronunciation of initialisms is usually straightforward, buk writing sometimes poses problems: Formetly, points were the narm (B.8.C.), but currently an unpainked skyle prevails in data
processing and in the Armed Services and increasingly in commerce, advertising, and publishers' house styles,

Althaugh most names are upper case, there are such exceptions as the Initial Teaching Alphabet {or initial teaching alphabet), officially abbreviated as i.k.a. and ita.

i gok this information from the encyclopedia of word formation,,
But, im stil confused about the difference between inkiglism and acronym ..
Although T have read this information but T skl can't understand it. ..

Wauld vou mind ko explain it ko me. .. ?

Tharks before.,

Figure 10: Contribution in the Comment Field

In addition to the technical problems, some pedagogica problems also need anticipation. First,
sometimes students posted misleading information that possibly made their peers misunderstood the
concept. Despite the available time for them to plan, to check and recheck, and to find some more
references for their contribution; some students posted what they understood, without consulting further
reference. Usually, when such confusing information was posted, other students would post a question. The
discussion then followed in the comment fields. As the nature of being awiki, the posted materials were
actually editable by the other members of the class. However, very often | found it long enough to wait. In
such a case, to avoid further misunderstanding, | then reminded the contributor in such away that would
not inhibit him or her to make further contribution. Look at the following discussion.

Problems of cheating also occurred in this project. Some students just re-typed the materials from
the textbook | recommended as the reference. Instead of posting the links, some others even only copied
the text from online resources. When | found this, | reminded them that they would get any benefit of
doing so. | encouraged them to post in their own words. Another intention of working with this project was
to assess student mastery of the knowledge or the content. This treatment worked well, as shown in Figure
7 and Figure 8 where students gave examples from Bahasa Indonesia, but explained the syntactic functions
and categoriesin English.



) Camments (14)

Aqus D, Privanto said
at 12012 pro on Dec 23, 2008

Can anyone make this better organized, please?
Please arrange in such a way that vour contribution is under the right subheadings.

Also, can you give some examples in Bahasa Indonesia (but not translation from the English wersion). This is to show how wou actually understand the conceptjtheory, Thanks,

Dhian Widhi P said
at 8:52 am on Dec 24, 2008

presupposition, according o me just like 'pronoun’ in & sentence but it has different context. T try o make an example in Bahasa Indonesia.
"Lina sedang sakit Flu"

ift I tell my friend s, she will not understand /know who is "Lina" because [ haven't told her who "Lina" is. actually "Ling" is my sisker,

then to make themn easy to understand who I am talking about, Twil say, “adikko sedang sakit flu” so "Lina" I change with “adikku”

arn I right on giving an exammple?.

Arini Hidayah said
at 11:08 zmn on Dec 24, 2002

"Pak Haiji sedang khotbah di masjid”

According 2 U, This is an example of Social deixis 7777
Give me an answer,

Thanks b4,

He.. .Hi...

+_+

Aqus D, Privanto said
at 11147 am on Dec 24, 2008

@ Dhian Widhi,
‘¥ou need to read more about presupposition. IE's what the SPEAKER. assumes that the HEARER knows,
Also, please put your example on the wiki page, so that yvour friends can revise (if it needs rewvision).

@ Arini
Flease write more on the reasons why you include "Pak Haji" as a sodial deixis, If you have enough justification. Then, it's okay.

@all: T will try not to give contribution yet, This is to give opportunities to learn from peers, Don't worry: Twill do so on the days befare the exam day, so that I can make revision of some

Figure 11: Misleading I nfor mation

Figure 12 below shows that sometimes students waited for me to give areview on the posted
materials. Not all of them really trusted the information from their peers, especially after reading my
comments on the confusing post as shown in Figure 10. They needed akind of endorsement that all the

posts were valid. While it can be a problem, this also teaches the students that all information in wiki is not
always trustworthy and can be used as an academic reference. What | did then was that | encouraged them

to keep posting while check-and-rechecking the validity. | also promised them to give the review later,

waiting for other studentsto do it first. Such a problem would occur no more, when the students found my

name as the one who edited the |ast.

Munung Permata said
ak 2:0% prn on Crec 26, 2008

hello Mr, depe...

iwant ko ask,,
do wiou correct aur mistake | incase we make it Jafter we edited the topic?

or we just wait until another student give correction or edit the topic again?
thank vou mr depe
have a lovely holiday. ..

Figure 12: Student waiting for teacher's post

10



CONCLUSION

The findings elaborated in advance show that wiki serves very well as a medium for collaborative
learning. It attracts students' participation and engages them in a constructive nature. Learners are willing
not only to learn from others, but also to share their ideas so they others can learn from them. Wiki has also
provided a meaningful learning environment where students can be proud of their post while also learning
from others.

Kesdler (2009) finds that leaving the wiki all to students will encourage them to be more
autonomous. This study shows that teacher’ srole is still important, but not to dominate the work. Students
till need akind of endorsement from their teacher before they really think that they can trust the info.

Some lessons can learned for who want to conduct awiki project. First, prior to the
commencement of the project, students need a kind of training about internet literacy. The training does not
to be too elaborate, but able to cover the online navigation system, and how to modify awiki page. Second,
teachers should keep the records of the usernames and passwords just in case some students fail to log in
only because they lose them. L earning from the pedagogical problemsin this study, it is recommended that
teachers encourage students to be responsible for their posts. This also needs to be done in advance.

Since the main intention of this project was not for language learning class (although students were
required to post in English), further research should be conducted to identify whether or not students get
benefits for their language proficiency. Consistent with Kessler’s (2009) study, the preliminary phenomena
in this study aso show that on their posts, learners focus more on meaning rather than on form. Another
study is also required to conduct to select what kind of wiki project is more suitable for language learning.
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