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Overview of Studies

� Wiki Distance-Form (International)
Kessler, G. (2009). Student initiated attention to form in autonomous wiki based 

collaborative writing. Language Learning & Technology, 13(1),79-95.

� Wiki Distance-Meaning (International)
Kessler, G., & Bikowski, D. (in press). Developing collaborative autonomous learning 

abilities in computer mediated language learning: Attention to meaning among 
students in wiki space. Computer Assisted Language Learning.

� Google Docs Ftf 
(Domestic-Pre-academic) 

Kessler, G., & Bikowski, D. (in progress). Communities of collaboration: Web based word 
processing in academic preparation. Educational Technology & Society.



Observations

� The ubiquity of individual empowering web 2.0 
technology may have forever altered the nature of 
what writing is (or at least what students think writing 
ought to be)

� Writing in these environments is different in 
numerous ways:
� Less focus on form
� More experimental & exploratory
� More varied
� Multi-functional
� More tentative
� Perpetual beta



Observations

� Students appreciate opportunity to use varied 
environments

� Students are already interacting and collaborating 
online in ways that are mostly unfamiliar to 
teachers

� What is lacking is the preparation for teachers to 
fully harness the potential of these technologies
� Example
� Example



Pedagogical Implications

� Preconceptions may be greatest obstacle
� Reviewer
� Teacher expectations 
� Teacher planning
� Students also lack technology skills

� Level of teacher intervention can vary based on task and 
intent

� Group dynamics in many to many collaboration
� May reduce bullying
� May enhance group success 
� Allows for greater accountability



Pedagogical Implications

� Writing teachers & technology
� The cyclic transfer of technology may overwhelm 

writing teachers

� Expertise is not necessary

� Wikis, blogs and future forms of CMC should be familiar 
and accessible to L2 teachers to integrate when 
appropriate

� A strategic approach to tech integration can alleviate 
this stress



Pedagogical Implications

Autonomous behavior 
requires opportunities for 
autonomous practice
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