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Abstract: This research is aimed to examine whether ;(1) Peer Review is more
effective than Think Pair Share Technique to teach writing for the ninth grade
students; (2) The students with high motivation have better writing skill than those
having low motivation for the ninth grade students; and (3) There is an interaction
between teaching techniques and students’ motivation in teaching writing for the
ninth grade students. The method that was used in this research is experimental
study. The samples were two classes namely experimental class which was taught
using Peer Review and control class which was taught using Think Pair Share.
Each class was divided into two groups of which each consisted of students
having high motivation and those having low motivation. Two instruments were
used to collect the data. The instruments were writing test and motivation’s
questionnaire. The data were analyzed by using Multifactor Analysis of Variance
ANOVA 2x2 and Tukey Test. Before conducting ANOVA test, pre-requisite test
was conducted. Based on the data analysis, the findings of this research are; (1)
Peer Review technique is more effective than Think Pair Share technique to teach
writing; (2) The students with high motivation have more better writing skill than
those having low motivation; and (3) There is an interaction between teaching
techniques and students’s motivation in teaching writing. The research result of
this study implies that Peer Review technique is effective to teach writing for the
ninth grade students.
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INTRODUCTION

English becomes one of the parts in
compulsory subjects which exist in
some levels of education. Education
system of Indonesia has made
English as the one of subjects in
education program. Learners or
students of school or university
should be able to master some basics
English skills in the form of
listening, speaking, reading and

writing. Besides the skills, learners
should be able to comprehend three
elements of English that are
phonology, vocabulary and grammar.
All of the skills and elements above,
writing become one of the English
skills that should be mastered by
learners.

Writing is one of the important
skills in English. Jahin (2012: 60)
states that writing has become a
subject in today’s schools and
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universities as a measure for
academic success. Most of people
think that speaking has a big role in
communication. In reality, writing
also gives role in the way of
communication. It involves the
development of an idea and the
experience of subject. Demirel
(2011: 222):

“ that writing is seen as
important for the development
of the thinking and
organizational skills of second
language writers, as well as
helping them to test hypotheses
about the new language by
providing a time to process
meaning in a less stressful way
compared to oral production.”

Brown (2001: 336) states that
writing is a thinking process, a writer
produces a final written product
based on their thinking after the
writer goes through the thinking
process. Writing also plays important
role in the success of learning. In
addition, the writing skill is complex
and sometimes difficult to teach,
requiring mastery not only of
grammatical and rhetorical devices
but also of conceptual and
judgmental element (Heaton, 1975:
135). Considering the difficulties of
writing as the thinking process,
writing skill becomes the skill which
need higher thinking in such of
aspect includes concept,
grammatical, rhetorical devices, and
so forth.

Writing as one of the four
skills in English is considered as the
most difficult and most challenging
skill for foreign learners compared to
the other skills either for most
students or even for teachers.
According to Sharples (1999: 8)

actually, writing is an opportunity; it
allows students to express something
about themselves, explore and
explain ideas. Siburian (2013: 30)
explains that student can convey
their ideas in their mind by
organizing them into a good text so
that the others know them and they
can think critically. In reality, there
are many cases in which students
have difficulties in producing good
compositions. The difficulties of
learners in writing are lack of skill to
write. This is a common difficulties
that faced by learners. Another factor
IS writing experience. Learners who
have little experience in writing will
stuck in conveying their idea.

It is very important to develop
learners’ skill in writing. One of the
ways to develop learners’ writing
skill is by using teaching technique.
Setiyadi  (2006:14)  states  that
technique is something that actually
takes place in language teaching or
learning in the classroom. Teachers
are expected to apply a teaching
technique which can motivate
learners and encourage students to
involve in the classroom activity.

There are many techniques
which were developed by experts in
teaching learning process. In this
research, the researcher only focuses
on two teaching techniques. Those
techniques are Peer Review and
Think Pair Share Technique.

Peer Review is one of
techniques which are wused in
teaching writing. Peer Review is a
process where students read drafts
written by their fellow students and
give each other suggestion to
improve the writing (Lee, 1997:58).
The focus of Peer Review is on the
review process which includes not

134



only editing, evaluating, and
assessing, but also responding to the
content of the essay and how the
essay IS written
(Mangelsdorf,1992:274-284).  Peer
Review makes students do more with
their friend draft. Besides giving
evaluation, students also need to
know how to develop writing or an
essay in order to give a good
respond.

The implementation of Peer
Review is considered as the complete
and useful technique in teaching
writing skill. Jahin (2012: 60) states
that many studies have indicated the
positive effect of Peer Review on the
writing process and on the writer’s
product. Peer Review makes students
more active than before. Lee (1997:
58) peer review is a process where
students read drafts written by their
fellow students and give each other
suggestions to improve the writing.
By using this technique, students will
develop their thinking process and
their ability to give judgment or
feedback to their friends’ writing.

Think Pair Share is a
collaborative teaching technique that
encourages individual participation
and is applicable across all grade
levels and class sizes. According to
Lyman (1992: 109) TPS is
cooperative  learning  technique,
involving individual pairs and group
of students. Khotiyal et al (2013: 1)
describe  that  Think-Pair-Share
(TPS) is a classroom-based active
learning strategy, in which students
work on a problem posed by the
instructor, first individually, then in
pairs, and finally as a class wide
discussion. The think pair share
proposes an active learning in which
the students do the classroom activity

with their friend. Think Pair Share
has three activities. The activities
involve three basic steps. During the
‘think> stage, the teacher tells
students to ponder a question or
problem. The ‘pair’ stage, the
students are paired up and discuss
their answer or solution to the
problem. The last stage ‘share’,
students are called to share with the
rest of class.

Motivation plays an important
role in teaching and learning process.
Gardner (1985:23) defines
motivation as referring to a
combination of effort plus desire to
achieve the goal of learning the
language plus favorable attitude
towards learning the language. Ryan
and Deci  (2000: 60)  define
motivation as concerning energy,
direction, and persistence-all aspects
of activation and intention. Students
who know how to do are usually
work harder than who do not know.
Motivation deals with why individual
get interested to events that get their
attention.  According to Brown
(2000: 168), there are three different
perspectives emerge in motivation;
they are from behavioral perspective,
a cognitive view, and a constructivist
view.

The research aims:

1. To know whether Peer
Review is more effective than
Think Pair Share technique to
teach writing skill to students
of SMP N 1 Sekampung in
the academic year of
2014/2015.

2. To know whether the students
who have high learning
motivation  have  better
writing skill than those who
have low learning motivation.
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3. To know whether there is an
interaction between teaching
techniques and learning
motivation to teach writing
skill to students of SMP N 1
Sekampung in the academic
year of 2014/2015.

The hypothesis of this research

are :

1. Peer Review is more
effective than Think Pair
Share in teaching writing to
the students of SMP N 1
Sekampung in the academic
year of 2014/2015.

2. Students with high
motivation  have  better
writing skill than those with
low motivation of the
students of SMP N 1
Sekampung in the academic
year of 2014/2015.

3. There is an interaction
between teaching techniques
and the students’ motivation
in teaching writing to the
students of SMP N 1
Sekampung in the academic
year of 2014/2015.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

The research was conducted at SMP
N 1 Sekampung. It was located at JI.
56 A Bangkok, Sekampung Kab.
Lampung Timur, Lampung. The
method of this research was
experimental research. The design of
the research was 2x2 factorial design.
The two classes divided into two,
experimental class and control class.
The experimental class was taught by
using Peer Review technique, while
the control class was taught by using
Think Pair Share. Both of classes
received a test from attributive

variable that is motivation. The
motivation divided into two levels;
high and low level.

Based on the title and
background of the research, the
population was the ninth graders
student of SMP N 1 Sekampung in
the academic year of 2014/2015.
There are five classes of ninth grade.
The classes were 1X.1, 1X.2, 1X.3,
IX.4, and IX.5. Each class consists of
40 students. The total number of
students was 200 students.

The samples of the research
were taken from classes of ninth
graders at the odd semester students
of SMP N 1 Sekampung. The
samples were two classes. The first
class was IX.1 as experimental group
and the second was 1X.2 as control
group.

In determining the sample, the
researcher employed cluster random
sampling technique to the total
population.. Two classes were taken
as the samples and in determining
which two classes out of four were
chosen as the samples, the researcher
chose the class randomly. Then, the
researcher decided which one of the
two classes were the experimental
group and the control group.

In the process of conducting
the test, the students were assigned to
write descriptive text. The test was
conducted after the students were
given the treatments or taught by
using peer review for experimental
group and think pair share for control
group. In this research, the researcher
used writing test. It is graded by
using scoring rubric which was
included content, grammatical rules,
organization,  vocabulary, and
mechanics.
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Based on the research design,
the researcher gave a sheet of
questionnaire dealing with students’
motivation. The type of the
questionnaire used closed
questionnaire since this type is easier
to be applied. Before being applied,
the questionnaire was tried out to
analyze its validity and reliability.

In analyzing the data, there
were several techniques of analyses
to be done. There techniques were:
(1) data description by using
inferential analysis. It was used to
know the distribution, in the form of
table and histogram, mean, mode,
median, and standard deviation; (2)
pre-requisite tests which included
normality test and homogeneity test;
and (3) hypothesis tests which
included Analysis of Variance
(ANOVA) and Tukey Test.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
The Result of ANOVA

Source of SS df MS Fo F

Variance (0.05)

between 1901.25
coloumns
between 423.20 1 423.20 9.33
rows

[N

coloumnsby  211.25 1 211.25 4.66
rows

between 2535.70 3 845.23
group

within 3446.10 76 45.34
group

Total 5981.80 79

1901.25 4193 449

Peer review is more effective than
Think Pair Share to teach writing

The result of the study shows that
there is a significant difference
between teaching writing using Peer

Review and teaching writing using
Think Pair Share. Generally the
result is, Peer Review is more
effective than Think Pair Share to
teach writing. Lee (1997: 58) peer
review is a useful technique for
encouraging revision in writing than
think pair share. This technique is
more effective than other techniques
like Think Pair Share which proposes
three stages of writing. Peer review
provides a true incentive for students
to revise their work. Peer Review is
the technique of teaching which can
guide students to write or compose
the writing.

Levine et al (2002) state that
this activity offers an opportunity for
the students to discuss and develop
ideas about the content of their
writing as well as to help each other
in improving their writing skills that
Peer Review makes the students
more focus on correcting the other
writing. Students learn to become
more autonomous writers as they are
prepared to write without the help of
a teacher (Jacobs,1989). Through
collaborative learning, students can
gain a better understanding of their
peers' difficulties in writing, and as a
result they may gain more
confidence in themselves
(Mittan,1989).

Lee (1997: 58) peer review is
a process where students read drafts
written by their fellow students and
give each other suggestions to
improve  the writing.  Giving
suggestion to other writings can help
students to improve their writing
ability. This activity trains all
students to be a good corrector and
motivate them to give a good
correction to their fellow. Peer
reviews also provide opportunities
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for collaborative learning. Students
inpairs or small groups can pool
ideas, and it is through interacting
with others that students learn and
develop (Vygotsky,1978)

The focus of Peer Review is
on the review process which includes
not only editing, evaluating, and
assessing, but also responding to the
content of the essay and how the
essay is written
(Mangelsdorf,1992:274-284). In peer
review technique, teacher provided a
checklist paper to help students to
correct other works. This guidance
has some points which help them to
correct the writing. Most of students
sometimes they do not know how to
check and give suggestion or
correction to their friends’ writing.
By using Peer Review technique, the
students are trained how to be a good
reviewer so that they be able to give
right suggestion and correction.

In think pair share technique,
students make their writing together
with their peer. Although the
students made the writing with their
peer, some of lacks occurred in this
activity. This activity can make
students lazier to write because they
will let their friends to do it by
themselves. Although think pair
share proposes students to do the task
in group but the real condition is
only one of them that work by
themselves.

Based on the explanation
above, we can conclude that peer
review is more effective than think
pair share in teaching writing. In
doing peer review, the teacher gives
the students a checklist which helps
them to correct their fellow writing.

The  students having  high
motivation have better writing
ability than those having low
motivation

Motivation is one of factors which
influence the successful of learning
of the students. Everyone has
different level of motivation which
affects them to do something and
pushes them to get something.
Harmer (2001: 51) states that
motivation is kind of internal drive
which pushes someone to do things
in order to achieve something. It
means that motivation has an
important role to people or in this
condition are the students to
encourage them and push them to
write or compose the writing based
on their ideas. Based on the research,
high motivated students is better in
learning than low motivated students.

Writing is a skill which asks
students to develop and to express
the idea. This activity needs a high
motivation from students itself to do
it. The students with high motivation
are able to write well. Winkel (1996:
150) states that learning motivation
plays an important role to promote
the spirit of learning so that students
with high motivation have strong
energy to perform learning. Mittan
(207-219: 1989) indicates that peer
reviews enhance students’
motivation and confidence to write
and improve their writing skills. The
students with high motivation will
force themselves hardly to achieve a
good score by doing a good
composition of writing. It can be
proved by the activity that they have
done in the writing class. High
motivated students try to keep their
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concentration and direction to
achieve their goal.

According to Weiner in Elliot
(2000: 332) states that motivation is
an internal state that arouses us to
action, pushes us in particular
direction, and keep us engaged in
certain activities. It assumes that
motivation has a great role in
determining the success of the
learning process to reach the goal of
learning and the students’ activeness.
It means that the students with low
motivation  probably  will  face
difficulties in learning process while
students with high motivation can
reach the learning goal -easily.
Students with high motivation tend
to participate actively in learning
process. They often ask questions
and like to share idea with their
friends.

There are some
characteristics of students who have
high motivation: (1) They have
greater effort in pursuing success; (2)
they have strong intention to learn
more than what is given in the class;
(3) they tend to be active in learning
activities and problem solving, and
this makes them experience many
things; (4) they are eager to find
other learning resources to make
their work better; (5) they are curious
to know more than what they get
from the teacher.

The students with low
motivation tend to ignore the
learning activity or do not have
courage to be active students. The
students do not motivate to express
their idea or thought. They think that
writing is difficult and useless to
them. These kinds of reason become
the common reasons for low
motivated students to write in

English. Based on the explanation
above, it can be concluded that the
student who have high motivation
are better writing ability than the
students who have low motivation.

Interaction  between
techniques and motivation
The right teaching technique will
encourage learners in developing
their idea in writing. Finding a good
technique in teaching learning
process, especially for teaching
writing skill is very difficult. A good
technique will influence learners in
learning. Peer Review is an effective
technique for students in writing
class. A study done by Mittan (207-
219: 1989) indicates that peer
reviews enhance students’
motivation and confidence to write
and improve their writing skills.

In Peer Review technique,
students collaborate to the other
students or their classmate to assess
and give suggestions to other writing
in order to make a good composition
in writing. This activity encourages
the high motivated students to give
right correction to their teammate.
Students are helped to correct the
writing by using a guiding checklist
paper. This paper is given by teacher
to students which show each part of
writing aspects that should be
corrected. By applying peer review
to teach writing, teacher is trying to
increase the students’ motivation and
confidence to evaluate their friends
writing.

Mittan (1989: 207) describes
that there are some positive impacts
of peer reviewing, such as enhancing
positive attitude towards writing
within ESL/EFL learners; giving
students a sense of audience;

teaching
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increasing their motivation and
confidence in their writing; helping
them learn to evaluate their own
writing  better. Based on the
explanation above it can be
concluded that Peer Review is
suitable for high motivated students.

On the other side, students
who have low motivation do not
have courage to do something, in this
case is writing. Low motivated
students tend to ignore the activity
that happened in the classroom.
Think Pair Share is a technique
consists of three steps. Each step
should be executed by students. Low
motivated students will be bored
because there are many steps in
doing the technique. In conclusion,
Think Pair Share is suitable for low
motivated students.

CONCLUSION

Based on the result of the hypotheses
testing, the research findings are as
follows: (1) The students who are
taught using Peer Review have better
writing skill than who are taught
using Think Pair Share. Thus, the use
of Peer review is more effective than
Think Pair Share to teach writing to
the ninth graders of SMP N 1
Sekampung; (2) The students who
have high motivation have better
writing skill than those who have low
motivation of ninth graders at SMP
N 1 Sekampung academic year
2014/2015; (3) There is an
interaction between teaching
techniques and motivation to teach
writing to the ninth grade students of
SMP N 1 Sekampung in the
academic year 2014/2015.
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