ABSTRACT

AN EVALUATION OF THAI NINTH GRADE STUDENTS
EXPERIENCE OF AN EDITING CHECKLIST FOR IMPROVING

THEIR WRITING

Krittiya Burarak

Payap University, Chiang Mai, 2005

The study aimed to explore whether the use of an editing
checklist can help students reduce errors in mechanical and
grammatical aépects of writing of ninth grade students from Thasatoi
Municipal School, Chiang Mai, in the first semester in the academic
year 2004. The pre and post tests were analyzed by using t-test,
correlations, and percentage. The results of the study indicated that:

1. There were no statistically significant differences (t-test) in
the mean number of errors before and after training in the areas bf
grammar, punctuation, capitalization, and spelling.

2. There was a statistically significant positi\}e relationship
between overall writing ability and the ability to use the editing

checklist as measured by the pre-and post differences in the number of



errors in the area of grammar (» = .518), with higher writing ability
students benefiting from the checklist. There were no statistically
significant differences for any of the other three -categories:
punctuation, capitalization, and spelling.

3. In a questionnaire gathering information on the reaction of
students to the editing checklist, 48.5 percent rated the editing
checklist as a ‘useful tool’, 36.4 percent of students saw it as ‘fairly
-useful’, and 15.1 percent viewed the editing checklist as ‘very useful’.
Open-ended questions on the advantages and disadvantages of the use
of the editing checklist revealed that some students saw the editing
checklist as a guideline to self-edit drafts but the editing checklist

caused other students to feel pressurized and bored.
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