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ABSTRACT
The observation that the bulk of research is on computer-assisted
collaboration prompted the researcher to conduct this study on decision
making in a coflaborative writing task. Specifically, the study aimed to find
answers to the following research questions: |
1. What patterns of decision making can be observed during the stages
of writing in the four categories:
1.1 Immediate Agreement
1.2, Elaboration
1.3. Considering Alternatives
1.4. Voicing Explicit Disagreement
2. How are these patterns arrived at?

“This study used the qualitative method in describing and analyzing
decision making in a collaborative writing task. "Six Computer Science female
students enrolled at De La Salle University-Dasmarifias served as participants,
The students did not belong to the researcher's class. Two groups with three
members each were formed. Grouping was based on the ranking of their essays
which were written before the conduct of the study. Each group consisted of
one ‘high’, one ‘average’ and one low’ member The participants were
introduced to fundamental issues in collaboration such as participant roles,
group dynamics and decision making before the data were gathered. The
writing task was done in three stages: prewriting, drafting, and revising, The
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participants ‘wrote ‘an ;’argumentéﬁve “essay ‘about technology as a curse fo
mankind. Each group spent an average of 40 minutes for each session. Group
A spent one session for prewriting, two for drafting, and one for revising.
Group B spent one for prewriting; three for drafting and one

for revising. All sessions were audio- and videotaped. Afier each writing
session, a stimulated recall was conducted. The participants and the reseircher
viewed the tape. After évery three minutes or when it was necessary, the tape

was stopped and the participants were asked to explain what they were

thinking during that particular, part of the interaction or. give reasons. for their.

actions. Viewing resumed after each interview. The transcript of the interview
was analyzed to help explain the patterns of interaction.

The verbal protocol of the ititeraction Was basis for identifying topical

episodes in Immodiate Agreement, Elsboration, Considering Alternatives, and

Veicing Explicit Disagreement. Topical episodes in each category were then

coded according to Baker's (2002) communicative functions of talk and

analyzed for patterns of interaction. Categories for content of talk in the topical
episodes were based on Lockbhart and Ng's framework (1995). Two language
feachers, one in Filipino and one in English coded the franscripts. Each topical
episode was analyzed to determine patterns of interaction and further described
as symmetrical or asymmetrical. The purpose was to find out if collaboration
was happening during the interaction based on the roles adopted by the

participants in each group.
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 On the quality of decisions, inasmuch s the decisions made during the
interaction. cannet be described in isolation because they are reflected in ‘one
piéce ‘of ‘writing, the .essays -produced by each group were rated on five
domains '(Coﬁten‘t'aﬁd Organization, “Style, Sentence Formation, Usage, and
Mecharics) using Engethard, Gordon, and Gabriclson's (1991) criteria i order
to describe the quahty of decisions. This procedure is based on the notion that
the quality of output is determined By‘the' quality of decisions.
”“The researcher found out that most of the topical episodes-showed lack
of symmetry which means that partlclpants did not adopt equal or almost equal
‘roles during decision makmg The - patterns - of interaction in Immedlate
Agreement and Elaboratlon show that ‘the roles adopted by the pa:rhclpants
'were those of a proposer explainer, and con:ﬁrmer In Consxdetmg Altematxves
and in: Vmcmg Exphmt D:sagreement, roles were those of a proposer
“explainer, reactor %m‘“‘ér and ctmﬁljmér The toles of a venﬁer and a
manager were not so. evident. In. tesolving conflict, participants sed
explaniations, ‘counter:Suggestions, ‘and verifications. When contént -of talk
focused on wording ofideas, nio explanations were provided however.

There were more patterns of interaction that were “identiﬁed“dizﬁﬁg the
drafling sipge than in prewriting and revising sugeesting thet, there, were more,
instances of problem solving, The patterns in | Immediate Agreement and
Elaboration in the three stages of writing were similar but more ’compléi‘way‘s.

of resolving conflicts were observed in the drafting stage.
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The strength of the study is that it offers an understanding of the role of
schema in a collaborative writing task. The role of schema was evident. The
patterns of interaction were influenced by the participants' shared knowledge
or by the differences of their schemata. As revealed in the stimulated recall,
their schemata were shaped by their experiences not only in the classroom but
also by their encounter with other people. The participants' schemata about
writing seemed mot compréhensivé nd held misconceptions such as
vocabulary words or terms shouild not be used again in one composition and
the belief that what ene uses often is correct. Such notions, which may have
resulted from experiences or training in school, led to several cenflicts in the
drafting stage, especially in the wording of ideas and in word cheice. The

decisions arrived at .during the collaberative. writing task -were described as

average only based on the quality of the written output.

‘The study therefore has shown that a student's schema.is one factor that
could  determine suceess i eollabommﬂ and in decision makmg, The
teachmg of collaboration in’ wntmg then, shou‘ld also focus on broadening the
schemata of the learriers.
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