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Abstract
The study aimed to determine the level of self-efficacy in writing skill among
learners at International Islamic University Malaysia. The respondents were 200
learners from the Department of Arabic Language and Literature at this
university. The instrument used was adapted from previous studies that
measured writing self-efficacy. The results show that most learners had high
level of self-efficacy in writing as well as its elements. However, in the writing
process, the study discovers moderate level of self-efficacy among these
learners. In terms of gender differences, there was no significant difference in
self-efficacy between both male and female learners. Male learners reported
higher level of self-efficacy in overall writing skill as well as its process and

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 75



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

elements. When it comes to the level of study, the result indicates a significant
difference between beginner and advanced learners. The advanced learners
displayed greater level of self-efficacy than their counterparts in all parts of
writing.

Keywords: Self-efficacy, writing skill, beginners, advanced learners, writing elements
and process.

asks

il s LS 3yles 3 AU AIad)l Sgtas oo Sl ) Al )l sl 38
200 3aadl 0S5 (pdle Bl ALY dnsldl (3 W8lsTy dg ) @l 3 el
Bne A4 W3 ag Aladll 3 asll O 3 ol s sy L adlby U
5 aJled) Sgtae O Lo anlll coazasT i ally LS (3 sV (pd 248
bl 3 pehose 5 (BT 8 i Laliey 1S 3 Rl ploes 5
s 95 3 adnil (eid) Gy BA) Em e Ul S Bl 3 sl
3 A Add) e Sl gt ST OF anlldl @bl Com lagry adlas)
Gl A Al e, ) dls L ey e olieg RS Llasy (@hali §)50a) LS
Jadl 3 ) Osenill el Co ey cfdnll Gp adla> Y1 YA 4
B Sl e 3 A1)

AE I AU IR AT PO T W RUR RPHY PN [REN Y]

S @ deld alhud esed ) el slaeYl e a5l ad)) sew
daseddl @103 540G WD e dlude dles s*9 «(Bandura, 1986) 242 ales
A R S SUE NP de5 Ll axl)) o (s e plee e Lgalang

o o> o) el G Geng (oradl i (3 Dladly dgbl s Y cad

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 76



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

.(Ghazali, Nik Mohd Rahimi, Parilah, Wan Haslina, & Ahmed Thalal, 2011) Lgadws 3
iy 1) a0 Bl 13 ) O) S o i) B0 il aall ay Lz (03
N o5 aad 3 Sl ey c»u\ 153 BYSL USSR FP¥ S U IRCHI PWPIN eI POgEL
@SB ST ags ook OF LK1 odg (el n W34y L Ladiisy salll Sl
51 (Wong, 2005) &t Shledl GLussT ol e segie Sw Ky (e
a3 s p A G LAl Bl @ I Al (3 dadall L)
A5 alll) o el O 4 SLaY ol L) a0 Aoy Bgalll Ll
W Ly aall o T e Lde SR Jag g Ol e el
Bl oeze (s 3 B (Sstms Bme ] Bhlll odn and cldn e Bl
Sl o (UYls ST Gu adlaxY AV 3 G e il iy Al
Cnedizl) s Wy ST e el Y1 ol gl el 0L o iy L opetindly
WU Leday Bl ol 3 ol Al el Wy ol e il

z

&,\M\ Qb.ab.ﬁ\

adll) wxfy LS 5ylge (3 AU Aledll laggang dale OU I 230y
¢ A Adladl lde Je el ol Cadgmy Lanhll Ay ekl Gl e Wb
e 3Ly L el cled 3y LS 3l

4Ll 3 jlga A 4G Adladl) G
Erkan & ) &ox) Bmey ,Sidl 3 b 1) Cllan ) blas 4l §)lge 0]
polol DU a2 Lad (Mascle, 2011) 54a2l algll Jo (sskatiy (Saban, 2011

Parilah, Wan Hamiah, Rosseni, ) wb )&;Y\ (Lm.«u\j -12:\5}5\) Q\J}l\ )

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 77



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

(Erkan & Saban, 2011) olsllally aelsdll - (Aminuddin, & Khalid, 2011
A gl BY il Wy 15 3len s adds 2Ly o(Spicer, 2012) pdf) LSy
(ool JIB (39 . (Singh & Rajalingam, 2012) dedd) 45,45 1o LS Bl |oad
JisZ e s B (Parilah et al, 2011) Byl 5 a0 allall (ol dlis 555 5
Singh & Rajalingam, ) Gaw skl RUSI U] alead) okl 155Gy loslall ol HISGY)
dlon pLd)l die 0 Bl)lges agdilaey w8y ALl (il Lo dezad 29 (2012
deidl Shlelly 3 LS e Bl ) 21E LS ((Zumbrunn, 2010) LS
(Garcia & Fidalgo, 2008) LS| lad 3ot
Matoti & ) HUSI) algs b (3 45,4 5,4l 48 & ENE R S RV WPF]P
W) 3 Lolg] 559 Leailed 55 Lad (Shumba, 2012; Lin & Wen, 2010; Spicer, 2012
Williams, ) 8)lghl oda Jlgd o &ls| 5525 & 1o «(Pajares, Johnson, & Usher, 2007)
fose ) 3 Aoby WS Aes e I Sule 3 S5 OF abazasy (2012
Sl dsls LS Chlgay atan (i awh ) SLad) 1 ¥l (2,uSW)
@ 5S5 ST aed b clo 8 dadl iy o 28U ool Je (il

aslly Hskodly 3,80 G B 28 F ey (Schunk & Zimmerman, 2007) (el
(Bandura, 2012)

d) S

ygeed a1t L ladl) Aalaedl oMol

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 78



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

a8 2 Reaball SLalll o Sl (3 ST LS RS (3 250 adladlly
Sl e msid) S LS Sleh Aol sd Slege duds (3 4k ) aE
Il 5,08 Uayf a1l aladd) a3 3y L2ty sLaiVly ¢ omaidlS SN jglag las
o b hed LSy (llbmeY) Al ;wd\fng WS Slage i (3
G (813 B B e o sl 1T e a0 Al 0SS 8 T Al
dogadl madlag Al ST BV cly B3 3 Bl Slahl e gl Vs g
.(Usher & Pajares, 2008) 31531 3154
LS ol S b ol Bk Gl G AEU IR W RV NPT
Pajares & Cheung, ) dwoeo Gyl Aol Slele as ddir CS15y desme Bygal |
el S agldlh Al O aldl ol &) closi Ly . (2003; Williams, 2012
Sl Aglyr 3 1ol ks 15 o Ty s 3 o155 (3 Lokl
ada)l B0l e Cimd) aads ((Akinlana & Ayodele, 2012; Zimmerman, 2002)
I 2adl) me agall B alad OISy (Maguire et al,, 2013) ST 23Vl
Ja sy o DLeYly it DIl 2l e V1 e Jually A ST Gl
(Schunk & Zimmerman, Wb Jdgd) 5259 leassll Lasle (Nik Hanan et al., 2013)
(Hanna, Bl£ls o8 £SO 3 Lo a0 aJladl (3 5Nl s (Uly <2007

.2010)

LN 9 gSAl (G AIAY) Aulladl) &
g .ol LS ad ) Ly Slaldl bl e j3ly b (U 1S
oo bl LY U L ey i) Adlad) ez @ JE1 UL Y sgn
ij.U\ OU}[\ g:,éyy" E Z\J,LIQ\ L} ;‘JJJ.% .(Klassen, 2010) 39\,‘5‘ 5)lgr L} )jf.,U\

LY aw)e s WY G el 05 By L (Williams & Takaku, 2011)

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 79



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

SleomsliVl oalas e 108 ST 55 S ((Vilmaz, 2010) 3587 ohad sl
(Singh & Rajalingam, 2012) tladl dis L) sy Glil) 2481y dalad)

Bt @ SUYly S Gy bl aliel ) ey T anls Slag
ligy .(Matoti & Shumba, 2012) Cx5Y) ) Radse 38 ¢y @S 3 431l
S Y e @ alldlly Skl G 20 B g Y s (22007 Pajares T,
REPRENTR ¥ RN 1]

(Pajares et al., 1999; Mills et al., 2007; Rajalingan sS3 Je LY 3545 43
e Jelss 3ua) & Singh, 2011; Williams & Takaku, 2011; Dehghani et al., 2011)
(Bandura ct &8 5l) wladl Slmliioly (Hidi et al,, 2002) dee! AW olas 3 28)
Pajares & Valiante, ) _zasell 3kl ((Lavasani et al, 2011) &sdlddlg cal,, 2001)
WS dege oo sl bl 334y ((Bandura et al, 2001) G9badl WAadly (1997
(Hansen, 2001) degh sIs (3 gyl skl

orizally cpidaed) A3 Al &

G ol Akl JBdl bl g m3gadl OF 2Ll Sl yll e eadl A3
e dlead b e Bme fodnll I Cesiiy (Pajares et al,, 2007) pad!
o el JWil et damsSle oF Gley et T (:2012) Bandura s el
3y (el 3 A i)l sgmms w3y I 035 23881 el Lajlasly BV
ade Joam WSims fnsl o Joamdl o SV 3 anin g2 LS (s Gagld
(': B NI IRV e aJlld C'sjﬁ J..a_e\ (,_l,«l\ gj& 4(,_l,¢:j\ iy Loplas
(Pajares et al., 2007) Wt a5k

30 & i B moge 3 et Jrmdd copds i 3 g ) OF G e

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 80



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

a2 el i) O Talg) Sl Jelin tsund) el O CrtsT,
il awss 3 Yy @il Sl LS (Zumbrunn & Bruning, 2011) USJI (3
o B0 Al ) Y Sl 8y (Pajares & Valiante, 1997) Aadsiid) 25140
ol s (Meece et al,, 2006) oladl dtus (Shell et al, 1995) whadl bl
@ s oy ) i) el o) 2adsl) B Bled)l sy sl
Matoti & Shumba, ) e s LU 2S5 ¢ iy ol Oldlsy ¢ milly o3
(2012

o gl U il lEYL A Bl s 3 Ogsedl el
Pajares ) (.J,.U A8 oo Oain 16 0] lagll B (3 reete gl N JIRUS
Bl Ssrmn miigd coshal fiatl Slaghl oI5Y pimte 1g)lo ST (et al,, 2007
((Schunk & Zimmerman, 2007) a4z A a1l

Bilie Bhao 513 b i el b Al adl) Ay U
aall LS (39 cle diay (Tilfarliogly & Cinkara, 2009) Cpedislly o il
Ssimd) LI O L)y il (Matoti & Shumba, 2012) &6 &) Lo s il
oo 6l A (Maguire et al, 2013) gaosh 8 BB Byme il 5SS pull
ey 375 3 WS plgs U] pall mluteyy L ASLYL anlS” en OF Sull
3595 Bl oY OBl any oY Blee ) pdal) CIUall g a0 2l
oot LY clams (3 LS (3 B! olsl AlmSle dny Bdd) w:ST (3 4l
Y ol Ssliy shY Odslay o olad) die ladls G287 0galid

.(Mascle, 2011) Y e P

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 81



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

) Aiig
Bl e 3 Al ) sl ey S el Sl s il
o s 15 st aall (o (3 20101 alail Wl (Bl B oy Laghaly 2l
el Ol Jeid by wale Ahay Labes O Co dpalall luhldl s il
2 bl U OF ais L) oY (3 e Sliaby L2, USUI 3)lge 2ol @y\
2l S gLl anlsy ) aladll dols ST L lgsl W Blulys (3 Igedsnal

The + 2 oladl (3 Zndlll o 3150 e fgdazel (4T Ul dzesTy (i o)
Saemah & Phillips, 2006; ) Motivated Strategies for Learning Questionnaire (MSLQ)
WY Gl 2l oo ol ¥ 22U 6l 3 LAl Wy (Ghazali et al, 2011

Pintrich, Smith, Garcia, & ) a5l el - (._o\ lgnde = Al 24
o Slamliuly amlall Gl Bl e deam WLEll 0Ly ((McKeachie, 1991
etz Oy Y Uy 290 AJladl 095 d Andlll oLl iy Sy L ailoe
Slegh of dazsV ol JLsY plas ailas 55 livle a5l Al uLis
it ol Ll Bdle wld 2o Wl s 2lo e b Y & LS (355004l
3y 35gaill Olagh of daii¥1 o Jlael Gl uis (3 il axiy 34 50lS”

Aeeally B B (3 Bzl 055 S

¢aanl) cdjaa
tdbme ) anhl) sda aus
RV ERTE- Wi - PYUU- AES I SRS % KU 0 [P 1 S
5ler 3 AU Il 3 LYy ST o aslaY AN 3 341 2
g ) sl LSS
sl 3 LI a3 Cpedilly i) o &L=y AN 3 341 3
g ) Al 4SSl

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 82



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

Gl duda
S e sl LYY ) a1l Al o)

gV oball (3 UL LE (3 sueaal) Gl T L) S
dadl die 7

52 ey ol Bl 3 raese Wy I 200 a ) 313 03K
Blal) (L8 5sb Lall 5 Fy (Krejeic & Morgan, 1970) &S awlyld (3531 ad
b)) oS & Co> (Limited Stratified Random Sampling) 33551 &5lsial) i bal)
Aope o dnllly AWy il (LY a2l (lsses b )
Simple ) Aol A8ls2all 25lal) AUy (Ll Slalyall Al 2l & (g IS
il jiely 3)Sill e dsgeg SO Ly W 40 334 Eo> (Random Sampling
el IS Ay (ot Wl sl (L B e s

cedize Ul Slalyll e d01 s sl )

) Jg-end!
Tl 431 18 g0ul! UL grad! Lendly (51 S 8!
492kl ) =
dﬁ}i ) N) S M\J.U\ 31:—;6
) ) CJU}[\ ) );JJ\
82 38 .
Oosl)
60 120 6041 %19 P
65 15 o
O gl
40 80 Y632.5) 67,5 >
100 200 147 53 ¢ gaomadl

(%73.5) LY O Eum (%40) Cnetithly (%60) cfad) o ) Bns 03K
(%26.5) ,sSH oo ST

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 83



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

¢aanlf 3140 z

G I Il alie 3ae e dizad To 25 e Cod) Bl i3Sy

(Shell, 1989; Pajares & Valiante, 1987; Erkan & Saban, 2011; Lin & L) 2Rl 2\_3\_:§_5$

Ledsy (Cronbach Alpha) &3lall Gyl s (0.8) 2 LelS 35l caify «Wen, 2010)
Blawl oSy L aeMeraY) Al ol) Coudl aa) Alit dsgez Jo Blaa¥) esih
o e Y E35Ky L adl s el Slaglally RS Glas oS sds e
(STl =3 (ailes pb =2 (Ll @lee pi=1) (U gl e Aude ol

(L Gilyems ¢ gilyemst

! Asdlag folowd

Jgddt (3 LSTag )l 2l (3 cpaeasl) ol ag Al S (3 2901 bedd) (S gtans
: 3!

@) Jgond!

iy Wl BT B 4311 A adl
oy ) B3 LS Bylge B AN Alad) (6 grams

iled)) (S gtenn

) ng:_U ) N) Sdall C)b.-JJJ\ Bl
1)

0 0 ) ps 0

0.5 1 e 1-49
uw

23.5 47 b}u 50-85

76 152 C‘-;/‘ 86-125

100 200 & 1

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 84

(1



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

o ‘_}\.&S\ Sy Jo Tl (760/0) Loall J\J.BT V.)au ¥ P Sled Jeadl Ly
3l Vpieas) g ) Al (3 ranasl) 0L Jaa)) S A a1 alad
Al LS 3ylge (3 anss N 251)

(N sl sedl sus gl Lo g A1) L))
200 25 3.69 Us
200 10 3.69 LS ales
200 15 3.71 S ols

05y el aall S 5ylee 3 US agll) adlad)l (pime 3oLl Jgudd mos
aledt Lawgdll e Lol (3.71) 1S jobe 3 200 Al pled) bawsdll au
58" Luge adlall OF e W1 s sy .(3.69) LS ddes (3 29101 aladl
RE @By ey GEOYI 20 RS ol sl s o2 05y
Byl delsdll Blelay (Rslie Apd Ll alsaaly (I dl) ety (IS
WS 8 Ll AU ddes 3 sl 1900 1 Sy (B
(@Aﬂ\j idlgd) a5sull slielg cdasl Mg casl2lly

ihesy Sl s o W Bl Sl e 2S5l Lalids
e Gprn sholy Llooy (DB (3 Lengy ot S5 ST @B
Bl s Blee ay LAl oS ST ol s F ey dines
NCTRUN L DURICIER [ sl Il L gadasy SO e amd) (3 dgd
3N Sl e el sds S5 b S (3 Y s s 5 dghl e
s Nik Farhan ; Hanan - &gl 3,akls LUSTl o ddns BMe gl LS (LS|
B13 > (3 ez Y 2SO ol sl 989 .(:2013) Mahmud 5 Nadwah
esinsd (oladl e gial Of Adaal) sday chols ddes W Ly asalll Bal e
Y

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 85



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

g Adla Y1 AN 53 Galls LYy LSy a3 il (2

3) Jg-onl!
ol gl Sy
M) daw )l oy Ny 5! ey a1 2l
102.97 53 LsSAl Ls
99.61 147 Sy
101.10 53 LSl LS ales
100.28 147 LY
106.56 53 LSl LS olis
98.32 147 LY

o bl IS M102.97) Lowsl) 2> me sSA B3I 2Ll OF e Ly
LY Je M-101.10) SN $3&5 cASy . M=99.61) Laws)) dmp> xe SLY)
o ol il Ot ST O ) a1 s gy ST Ades (3 M=100.28)
O o Gl jole 3 V) e Liorgs ST ddeny plazaV) 3 LY
& el 09yt 1917 18T OF (s (M=9832) SUYI o Juail (M=106.56) 455!
LY e il 8ygans Laolisy 3, dlas
SUY G385 @il @ bl oluhall @ ST @) ) sda Ll
Vs 9> 3 Jf 5 &l Y| ((Williams & Takaku, 2011; Pajares et al, 1999 Sl Je
) sy ad UV e ST G38 E (allly 1) Aledl o adlas)

.(Rajalingam & Singh, 2011) _3&/! u.as.a!: 3 1)

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 86



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

fh b do8h () G Al AN (63 8y ) Al
@) Jodad!
A e jla

37564.500 U Léjﬁ_d\-‘

14642.500 W O g sy

-.375 Z

0.707 Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)
o) szl el a

Asymp. Sig. 2- & L=y (p= 0.707) NI Gsimrg (Z= -375) dagd 35 Ad
©3 3p plawl e Bmzll Ju5 (00 = 0.05) sl Syrens Rad o 1S (tailed)
i) asliy LS 5ylee 3 a0 AJedl (3 LYy ST u aslas] AN

fsk LS
5) gl
Ao A1yl yasihe
il Sig. (p) Sl a2l o 4
Bl N5 3 3ty Y
Ao 8l b o — datas ol
0.707 idlad)l 3 LYy oSN oy
i LS §yles 3 451
0.05 OJL&J () & gnl) Gadllg 429,28 (Asymptotic significances) p o

S e sl BBy e agdl aded)l OF (f LY gl 2si (2l

ol p @ Jsdll oyla sy daue oS cdets 8 LY Of Ll Las Yy

es (3 i) Cp ASlas Y1 AV 63 Goal Al Ly Laseadl 3 S5 sl
tady Lo 31 Jaud) (3 o) a8 (layolicy 1S

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 87



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

6) Jg-d!
2 e Hlas

i) O 401 AJledd ol Lo

LS olis LS ddes
3574.500 3863.500 U LS'SJ—OU
14452.500 14741.500 W O g s g
-.889 -.089 v4
374 929 Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)

otz el g
Asymp. Sig. (2- & LMy 3 =929) AV (Gsiany (2--089) Lo S
A o) 0ds 5 (@-0.05) dad oo ST AU Bkas (3 50 AJd) (3 railed)
A e 3 30 LW 3 SUYly ST oy ASlax] AN (53 3 alasl
7--889 dnd OF @S ol aldll wie a3 Uiy 2UIS)
. (@=0.05) ded oo ;ST (Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)) (P =0.373) VA (ot
Fols @ W A @ Syl ST p aslasY) AVA 55 B4 aasl
g )l ARl 2SSl

(Pajares, forek ool &Y 250 Bl 3 56 ) o OF 22l odn a3
of J& 13l (Matoti & Shumba, 2012) LSl 3l & L1 Al ojﬁj .2007)
Yilmaz, ) &I 2500 et ] (635 L adl Slmslinl plisal 3 3l-Y)
Sl 1518 ST OF albsny L auhlll sda 3 @ild 31 wBg A3 (2010
pdad IS SUYY OF Ly cBUY) Jo a1 vgrdlad coni)) 3 (M) Je )
AL 3 B e ol B ) Sl plisaal (3 sl

g Adla Y1 AV 53 Gally Cpailly el Cp 25000 BJlad)) (3

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 88



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

7 Jgded!
oeediedly cpddinedl o gl Sy
BEWIN [ PR N 3 i)y l) @l s L3I0 sl
84.6 120 RPYRCAY LS ades
124.35 80 O godzl)
84.15 120 O g3l WS olie
125.02 80 Ogadzd

o cpdaed) S 5)lee 3 A Wil 3 gled) Lw o)l OF oSl Joad) o m
sl i) OF ol oda e Copgiady (M=12435) o8 Cnelially (M=84.6)
5 Al By il 355 U85 LS Slee 2 AU Bl 3 ol s

e b AU anhull canes (g asla ) AN

8) Jy-ed!
? Samyl )

Cnedazlly il a0l Aledl) oyl Lo

LS ols LSl ales
2838.500 2982.000 U &53—0L
10098.500 10125.000 W O s
-4.895 -4.768 z
000 000 Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)

dnlyldl dl> e tsezall padll g
Y Ggims Bad (Z = - 4768) Zed OF oMol Sl LI Jgdor (3 Udomy

@=0.05) oy ol 29 B Ahes & ¢(Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 2) (P =0.000)

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 89



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

ihes (3 opedally ol o Bflas] ANs (63 3P semy Lo ded) Ju
(0-0.000) LYW (S5t Tugdy ¢ Z--4.895 Lad Of LS ol 3 Ldorgy 2|
Aoyl a4 OF o) 1A gy L (0=0.05) oo el 29 (Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) &)
Al RS 3 sl i) 3 s
o9 (s Al ol W5 adill OF Ballall Gl ¢ 2gl) el 055G 6 s,
all ad T s o) ol 6l Bl b tsml) e gl Bk e
bl 02y a) adall Y1 4 e gl adl Slomglind e slizul 5 &l LS
igorlseg il U ladl wlay cesiiy (Maftoon & Seyyedrezaei, 2012) (Sl e
QM Al ndy et (3 8k ST WY1 s ety (led lady Slgas

(Zimmerman & Cleary, 2006) 310 Bladll slyis &y 4} 538 £ 9

Lo s

Al RS 3 Al gl el Vsl 2l aee OF 2nlll sda o)
lpinzsl &) US Ades (3 dawgll LI Rl lshall Ligey cule diay
Ll Slehddl e dnh, )l ol it culiy Llaaolis (3 dais N a5l alladll
i) Of Ladg LSy LSl §)les (3 90 aJladll (3 SLY) ST BB e
oL sl Laods So 1l omndl o Liadl $jpm 25101 aJledll Igiasl A
S Bd)l (3 Baid) Julse pa cabale QUG 05 dalad) 3pkly olall aeasidl
Al RS Y UL Olsg e

e S BB e il o gl RS 3 gl Al ) sda clf il
Sy Ryl dobty LU Wl W 3 sl ol il GOl Ly (LY

—le W) daee g tsand) O aplld) ol o, T il 3y 20 W Ss

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 90



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

U EUIS WY s cand Lz asld) et so 8 58 iles al) c55S W
.V.l.gﬂ\ $ di e slezeNL pgdy (sl (J\_S.:L\

cz\)d‘ FINL

Garcia, J-N. & Fidalgo, R. (2008). Writing self-efficacy changes after cognitive

strategy intervention in students with learning disabilities: The mediational
role of gender in calibration. The Spanish Journal of Psychology, 11(2), 414-432.

Hanna, K. J. (2010). Student perceptions of teacher comments: Relationships
between specific aspects of teacher comments and writing apprehension.
Ph.D Dissertation, The University of North Dakota.

Hansen, S. (2001, December). Boys and writing: Reluctance? Reticence?
Orrebellion? A paper presented at the National NZARE Conference.
Christchurch.

Krejcie, R.V. & Morgan, D.W. (1970). Determining sample size for research
activities. Educational and Psychological Measurement, 30, 607-610.

Lavasani, M. G., Mirhosseini, F. S., Hejazi, E., & Davoodi, M. (2011). The Effect
of self-regulation learning strategies training on the academic motivation
and self-efficacy. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 29, 627-632.

Lin, C. A,, & Wen, L. Y. M. (2010). How writing self-efficacy and knowledge
influence the use of metacognitive strategies for business writing : The
example of international business workers in Taiwan. Hawaii International
Conference on Business, 1-21.

Maguire, M., Reynolds, A. E., & Delahunt, B. (2013). Self-efficacy in academic
reading and writing, authorial identity and learning strategies in first-year
students. A/ Ireland Journal of Teaching and Learning in Higher Education, 5(1),
1111-11117. http://ojs.aishe.org/index.php/aishe-j/article/view/[111].

Matoti, S. N. & Shumba, A. (2012). Assessing the writing efficacy of undergraduate
students at a University of Technology in South Africa. Anthropologist,
14(2), 131-139.

Meece, J. L., Glienke, B. B., & Burg, S. (2006). Gender and motivation. Journal of
School Psychology, 44, 351-373.

Mills, N., Pajares, F., & Herron, C. (2007). Self-efficacy of college intermediate
French students: Relation to achievement and motivation. Language
Learning, 57(3), 417-442.

Nik Hanan Mustapha., Nik Farhan Mustapha., Nadwah Daud., & Mahmud Abd
Wahab. (2013). Arabic language efficacy questionnaire: Assessing self-
efficacy and achievement. GEM.A Online TM Journal of Language Studies,
13(1), 155-167.

Pajares, F., Miller, M. D. & Johnson, M. J. (1999). Gender differences in writing
self-beliefs of elementary school students. Journal of Educational Psychology,
91(1), 50-61.

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 91



Al 2L LS (3 411 2l

Pajares, F. & Cheung, Y. F. (2003). Achievement goal orientations in writing: A
developmental perspective. International Journal of Educational Research, 39,
437-455. doi: 10. 1016/}.ijer.2004.06.008

Pajares, F. & Miller, M. D. (1994). Role of self-efficacy and self-concept beliefs in
Mathematical problem solving: A path analysis. Journal of Educational
Psychology, 8§6(2), 193-203.

Pajares, F. & Valiante, G. (1997). Influence of self-efficacy on elementary students’
writing. The Journal of Educational Research, 90, 353-360.

Rajalingam, S. K. & Singh, T. K. R. (2011). The influence of gender and self-
efficacy beliefs on writing apprehension level among matriculation
students. Prosiding Seminar Majlis Dekan-dekan Pendidikan 1PTA, 1(1), 276-
285.

Schunk, D. H. & Zimmerman, B. J. (2007). Influencing children’s self-efficacy and
self-regulation of reading and writing through modeling. Reading & Writing
Quarterly, 23(7), 7-25. doi: 10.1080/10573560600837578.

Shell, D. F. (1989). Self-efficacy and outcome expectancy mechanisms in reading
and writing achievement. Journal of Educational Psychology, 81, 91-100.

Shell, D. F., Colvin, C. & Bruning, R. H. (1995). Self-efficacy, attribution, and
outcome expectancy mechanisms in reading and writing achievement:
Grade-level and achievement-level differences. Journal of Educational
Psychology, 87(3), 386-398. doi: 10.1037/0022-0663.87.3.386

Williams, H. M. (2012). Third grade students' writing attitudes, self-efficacy beliefs,
and achievement. Unpublished master thesis. University of Maryland,
College Park.

Williams, J. D. & Takaku, S. (2011). Help secking, self-efficacy, and writing
performance among college students. Journal of Writing Research, 3(1), 1-18.

Zimmerman, B. (2002). Becoming a self-regulated learner: An overview. Theory
Pract, 41(2): 64-72.

Zimmerman, B. J., & Cleary, T. J. (20006). Self-efficacy beliefs of adolescents.
Adolescents” Development of Personal Agency The Role of Self-efficacy Beliefs and Self-
regulatory S kill, 45-69.

Zumbrunn, S., & Bruning, R. (2011, December). Elementary students’ writing feedback
perceptions, self-efficacy beliefs, and success. Paper presented at the Literacy
Research Association Annual Meeting, Jacksonville, FL.

Dinamika Ilmu, Volume 16 (1), 2016 92



