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Abstract 

The ipurpose iof ithis istudy iwas ito idetermine ithe iextent iof iknowledge iabout iwriting 

iEnglish istudents iin ithe ischool ienvironment iin iIslamic iboarding ischools, iby iknowing iwhat 

itypes iof ierrors iand ithe ifrequency iof ieach itype iof ierror imade iby istudents iin iwriting 

idescriptive itexts iin iclass iVIII iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong. iFor ithe iresearch idesign, ithis 

istudy iused ia iquantitative idescriptive imethod. iThe isubjects iwere i25 istudents iof iclass iVIII 

iIT. iThe idata icollection itechnique iused iwas ia iwriting itest. iThere iare i4 icategories iof 

igrammatical ierrors, iomission, iaddition, imisformation iand imisordering. iThe iresearch 

iprocedure iconsisted iof isix isteps; iorganizing iand ipreparing idata ifor ianalysis, ireading iall iof 

ithe idata, ibeginning ia idetailed ianalysis iwith ithe icoding iprocess, iusing ithe icoding iprocess, 

iinterpreting iand imeaning ithe idata, iand idrawing iconclusions. iBased ion ithe iresults iof idata 

ianalysis, ithere iare ifour itypes iof igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itext imade iby 

igrade iVIII iof iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong, iincluding iomission, imisformation, iaddition, 

iand imisordering itotaling i181 ierrors. iThe ioccurrences iof iomission ierror iis i83 ior i(45.8%). 

iThe ioccurrences iof imisformation ierror iis i71 ior i(39.2%) i(the ioccurrence imisformation ierror 

iin iarticle iwere i8 iitems i(11,2%), i6 iitems i(8,4) iof ipreposition, i27 iitems i(38,02) iof iverb, i8 

iitems i(11,2%) iof inoun iand i22 iitems i(30,9%) iof ipronoun). iThe ioccurrences iof iaddition 

ierror iis i23 ior i(12.7%). iThe ioccurrences iof imisordering iis i4 ior i(2.20%). iThus imost 

icommon ierrors imade iby istudents iin iwriting idescriptive itext iis iomission. 

 

Keywords: iAnalysis iErrors, iDescriptive iText, iwriting 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Writing iis ione iof ithe iskills ithat imust ibe imastered iby iEnglish ilearners. iThese iskills 

iare iimportant iin istudents' idaily iactivities, isuch ias iwriting iletters. iIt iwill ibe ieasier ifor 

istudents ito iwrite iletters iif ithey iknow ihow ito iwrite ia igood iand icorrect iletter. iWriting iskills 

iwill ihelp istudents iin iexpressing ithe iideas ithat iare iin itheir iminds iin iassembling iessays ior 

icompleting iwriting iassignments igiven iby iteachers iat ischool. iTherefore, ihaving ithe iability ito 

iwrite iis ivery ibeneficial ifor istudents iin ilife, iincluding isuccess iin itheir ischool iwork. 

In ilearning iEnglish, imaking ierror iis ifundamentally ihuman iin ilearning iprocess. iIt iis 

ipossible ifor istudents ito imake ierrors iunconsciously iwhen ithey iare iwriting. iWhen iwriting iit 
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iis ipossible ifor istudents ito iaccidentally imake ierrors. iError imethod iis ia iwidely istrategy 

iemployed iby ilinguists ito iresolve ithis iissue. iAccording ito iAzevedo iand iCorder i(1983) ierrors 

iare ifrequently imade iby ilearners iwho ihave inot iyet imastered ithe ilinguistic isystem. iThey istill 

irequire ithe iteacher ito ihave ia ideeper iunderstanding iof ithe isubject. iEven ithough ierrors iare 

istigmatized iin ithe istudy iof iEnglish ias ia isecond ilanguage, ierror ianalysis ibenefits iboth 

istudents iand iteachers. iError ianalysis iis inecessary ifor istudents ito isee iwhat iaspects iof 

ilearning iare ichallenging ifor ithem, iand iit iis inecessary ifor iteachers ito ievaluate iwhether ithe 

iteaching istrategy iis ito iresponsibility ifor ithe ierror. iIn iother iwords, isince ithey iare iunfamiliar 

iwith iEnglish igrammar, ithey imay imake ierrors. iBecause itheir ilanguage isystem itells ithem iso, 

ithe ikids ibelieve ithat ithey ispeak iproper iEnglish ieven iwhen ithey ido inot. iAccording ito 

iCorder iin iKearney iand iEllis, i(2006), ithere iare ifive isteps iin ierror ianalysis: iselecting ia 

isample iof istudents, iidentifying ierrors, idescribing ierrors, iexplaining ierrors, iand ievaluating 

ierrors. 

According ito iSasmiasih i(2014), isome iproblems iwith istudents' iEnglish iwriting icome 

ifrom istructural idifferences ibetween iIndonesian iand iEnglish, ias iwell ias ifrom itheir ilack iof 

iknowledge iof ihow ito iwrite iwell. iGrammar imistakes iwere icommitted iby ithe istudents, 

iincluding ithe ifollowing: isingular-plural, iword iform, iword ichoice, iverb itense, iadd ia iword, 

iremove ia iword, imeaning inot iclear, irun-on isentences, iand ithe iadjective. iBecause ithe iteachers' 

iinability ito ieffectively iexplain iadjective irules, istudents ionly ihave ia ilimited iunderstanding iof 

ithem. iAdditionally, ithe iinstructor ifailed ito iexplain ithe idistinctions ibetween iIndonesian iand 

iEnglish iadjectives. iThe iteacher isimply iprovides ia igeneral iexplanation iof iadjectives. iThe 

ifinal ipoint iis that students ionly ipractice ibased ion itheir itextbooks, igiving ithem ilittle 

iopportunity ito iexpress itheir iideas iin iwriting ior ispeaking iin iEnglish. iIn iother iwords, ithe 

ierrors iare idue ito ifactors ilike ibeing itired, iuncertain, iworried, ior iunfocused, iwhile ithe 

istudents ihave inot ilearned ithe iknowledge ior ithey ido inot iunderstand ithose ilanguage 

iprinciples. iAccording ito ithe isummary iabove, ithe iwriter ichooses ithat itopic ibecause ishe ifound 

ithat imany istudents imade imistakes iwhen iwriting idescriptive itext, ieven iwhen ithey idid iso 

icorrectly. iThe imajority iof ithem ilack iknowledge iof igrammar iusage iguidelines iwhen 

icomposing idescriptive itexts. 

Many ifactors icause istudents' ilack iof iability ito iwrite idescriptive itext. ithe iresearcher 

iconducted iresearch iat iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong ibecause ito ifind iout ithe iextent ito 

iwhich ithe iability ito iwrite idescriptive itexts iof istudents iin iIslamic iboarding ischool iand 
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iwhat iare ithe icauses iof istudents' ilack iof iwriting iability iby iknowing iwhat igrammatical 

ierrors istudents imake iin iwriting idescriptive itexts iand iwhat iare ithe isolutions ifor ithe iteacher 

ito iminimize istudent ierrors. iReferring ito ithe iexamples iabove, ithe iresearcher ithinks ithat ian 

ierror ianalysis iplays ian iimportant i role ito iknow iwhat ikinds iof ierror ithat ithe istudents 

imostly ido iin iwriting iparagraphs, iand ithe icauses iof ithe ierror ithey imake. iSo, ifrom ithe 

igrammatical ierror ianalysis iresults, iwill ibe ibeneficial ifor ithe iteacher ito iimplement ithe ibest 

iteaching istrategy iin iwriting iclass. iThose iare ithe ireason iwhy ithe iresearcher iis iinterested iin 

ianalyzing istudents’ iwriting ierror. iTherefore, ithe iresearcher iwould ilike ito iconduct i the 

iresearch iunder ithe iheading i“An ianalysis iof igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itext 

iby igrade iVIII istudents iof iMTS iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo”. 

METHOD 

Descriptive iquantitative iresearch idesign iused iby ithis iresearch. iThe iresearcher iaims ito 

ifind iout ithe itype iof ierrors iand iwhat iare ifrequencies iof ieach itype iof ierror iin iwriting 

idescriptive itexts iat igrade iVIII istudents iof iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan 

iProbolinggo. iThe isubject iof ithis iresearch iis iClass iVIII iI ior iIT istudents iof iMTs iZainul 

iHasan iGenggong iwhich iis ilocated iin iPajarakan, iProbolinggo. iThe inumber iof istudents iis i25 

istudents. iThis iclass iwas iselected ibased ion iinterviews iwith iEnglish iteachers. iThe isubject iof 

ithis iresearch iused i25 istudents ito iwrite idescriptive itext. iThis iresearch iused iwriting itests ias ia 

iresearch iinstrument. iEach istudent iwrote ia iwriting itest ibased ion ithe itopic ithat ithe iresearcher 

ioffers ito istudents. iThe itopics iare i(1) iDescribing ioneself, i(2) iDescribing ifavorite iplace, i(3) 

iDescribing ifavorite iIdol, i(4) iDescribing ihobby, i(5) iDescribing ifriend. iThe iresearcher iasked 

ithe istudents ito ichoose ione itopic, ithen ithey iwrote idescriptive itext iinto iworksheet ithat igiven 

iby ithe iresearcher iwith i45 iminutes iand iamounted ito i100-250 iwords. iThis itest iis iuse ito 

icollect idata iin ianalyzing igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itexts, icalculating itotal 

ierrors, iand imaking ierror ipercentages. iThis itest iaims ito ifind iout ithe itype iof ierrors iand iwhat 

iare ifrequencies iof ieach itype iof ierror iin iwriting idescriptive itexts. 

In ithis iresearch, ithe iresearcher iused iwriting itest ias ithe iinstrument ito icollect ithe idata 

iabout istudent ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itext. iAs istated iby iAnandan i(2015) itest ican ibe 

idefined ias ia iresult iintended ito iestablish ithe iquality, iperformance ior ireliability iof isomething, 

iespecially ibefore iit iis itaken iinto iwidespread iuse. iIn ithis icase, ithe iwriter iuses ithe isteps 

iproposed iby iCreswell i(2012) ias ia idata ianalysis itechnique. iThe igeneric isteps iof ithe ispecific 

iresearch iconsist iof isix isteps. iThe isix igeneral isteps iare ias ifollows: 
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1. Organizing iand ipreparing ithe idata ifor ianalysis. 

For ithis istep, ithe iwriter iprepares ithe istudents' iwriting itest iresults ias ia isource iof idata 

ifor ithe ianalysis iprocess. i 

2. iReading iall iof ithe idata. i 

 After ihaving iall iof ithe idata, ithe iwriter iread ithem ito iget iinformation iabout ithe imain 

ipoint ias imuch ias ipossible. i 

 

3. iBeginning idetailed ianalysis iwith ia icoding iprocess. i 

The iwriter itakes ithe istudents' ierrors iin igrammatical iaspects iinto icategories iand ilabels 

ithe icategories. iThe iexample; 

*She iis ia ikind i= iadd. 

The imeaning iof iadd iis iaddition ierror. 

 iAfter ithe iraters icorrect ithe istudents’ idescriptive itext, ithey igave ia iscore ifor ieach 

ipaper. iThen, istudents’ iability iin iwriting ican ibe iconclude ifor iaverage iscore iby iusing 

istandard itaken ifrom iReid i(1993). iThe ifollowing itable iis istudents’ iwriting icategory ito 

idescribe ithe istudents’ iscore ifrom itheir idescriptive itext. 

Table i3.1 iWriting iScore iInterval 

Score iInterval Category 

91-100 Excellent 

81-90 Very iGood 

71-80 Good 

61-70 Average 

Below i60 Poor 

 

4. iUsing ithe icoding iprocess i i 

The iwriter idescribes iwhat itypes iof igrammatical ierrors iand icalculates ithe ifrequency 

iof ieach igrammatical ierror iin iwriting idescriptive itext. iThe iwriter iwant ito ibe ieasy ito idescribe 

ieach itype iof ierror, ithe idata iis ipresented iquantitatively. iErrors iare iaccounted ifor ias ia 

ipercentage iof ierror ifrequency ifor ieach itype iof igrammatical ierror. iThe iwriter iused ithe 

ifollowing iformula: 

 Percentage iof ierrors i= i𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 i𝑜𝑓 i𝑜𝑛𝑒 i𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑒 i𝑜𝑓 i𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑟 i𝑥 i100% 

     i i i𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 i𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 i𝑜𝑓 i𝑎𝑙𝑙 i𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑟𝑠    
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5. iInterpreting iand imeaning ithe idata i 

 It iis iabout ihow idescriptions iand itheme iwould ibe irepresented iin iquantitative 

idescriptive. 

6. iDrawing iconclusion i 

In ithe ifinal istep iof idata ianalysis, ithe iwriter iinterprets ithe iresearch ifindings iafter 

icompleting iall ithe isteps. 

FINDINGS 

Based ion idata ianalysis, ithe istudents imade i4 itypes iof igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting 

idescriptive itext, ithere iare iomission, imisformation, iaddition iand imisordering. iThere iare isome 

iexamples iof igrammatical ierrors imade iby istudents iin iwriting idescriptive itexts iat igrade iVIII 

istudents iof iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo. i 

1. iOmission ierrors iwere ifound ias ifollows: i 

*My ifavorite ifood iis imeatball i(AAA) 

The iexample iabove ishows ithat ithe inoun iphrase i“meatball” iseems ito ibe imissing ia iarticle 

ibefore iit. iTherefore, ithe iarticle i“a” ishould ibe iadded iinto i“a imeatball”. 

*I ilike iwatching ivideo ion iyoutube i(EL) 

The iexample iabove ishows ithat ithe iword i“video” iseems ito ibe imissing iword iform. iTherefore, 

ithe iletter i“s” ishould ibe iadded iinto i“videos” iwhich imeans ia ilot iof ivideo. 

2. iAddition ierrors iwere ifound ias ifollows: i 

*I’m imondok iind iPesantren iZainul iHasan iGenggong i(FK) 

The iexample iabove ishows ithat iin ithe iword i“ind”. iThe iuse iof ithe iarticle imay ibe iincorrect 

iso ithat ithe iright iis i“in”. 

*Every iFriday iwe iare irunning iin ifront iof iour iroom iin iPesantren. i(FZ) 

The iexample iabove ithe itenses ishould ibe iused iis isimple ipresent itenses. i iThe iword i“are 

irunning” ibe ithe iverb iof ithe iword i“we”. iSo ithe iword i“are irunning” imust ibe iwritten i“run”. i 

3. iMisformation ierrors iwere ifound ias ifollows: 

*In ihome, iI isee ia imountain iwith imy ibrother iand isister. i(AAA) 

The ipreposition i”in” iis iincorrect iin ithe isentence. iThe icorrect ipreposition iis i“at”. 

*My ifavorite icolor iis iblue, ired, ipurple i(PZ) 

The iexample, ithe iverb i“is” idoes inot iseem ito iagree iwith ithe isubject i“blue, ired, ipurple” iin ia 

iplural isubject iform. iIt ishould ibe ichanged iinto ithe iplural iverb i“are”. 
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4. iMisordering ierrors iwere ifound ias ifollows: i 

*I’m ichild isecond ifrom idady iTusan iand imomy iAryatun. i(FK) 

The iexample iabove ishows ithat imisplacement iof imorphemes. iSo ithat ithe iright iis i"I’m ithe 

isecond ichild ifrom iTusan iand iAryatun". 

*I’m child second two from dady Samsuddin and momy Tutik Handayani (JF) 

The example above shows that misplacement of morphemes. So that the right is "I’m the second child 

from Samsuddin and Tutik Handayani". 

The iresearcher igot ithe ifrequency iof ieach igrammatical ierror iin iwriting idescriptive 

itext iby iGrade iVIII iStudents iof iMTs iZainul iHasan iPajarakan iProbolinggo. iThe ifindings iof 

ithe iresearch iused ithe itable ias ifollowed: i 

Table i4.1 iThe iFrequency iof iEach iType iof ithe iGrammatical iError 

Aspect Type iof iGrammatical iError 

Ommision Misformation 

i 

Addition Misordering 

Data 83 71 23 4 

Percentage 45.8% 39.2% 12.7% 2.20% 

 

The iTable iabove ishowed ithat ithere iwere iseveral ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itext iby 

iGrade iVIII iStudents iof iMTS iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo iand ithe iwriter 

iused ithe ifollowing iformula: 

 Percentage iof ierrors i= i𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 i𝑜𝑓 i𝑜𝑛𝑒 i𝑡𝑦𝑝𝑒 i𝑜𝑓 i𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑟 i𝑥 i100% 

     i i i𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 i𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 i𝑜𝑓 i𝑎𝑙𝑙 i𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑟𝑠   

So, ithe iresult ifrom ithe iformula iis ithe ierrors iwere i83 iitems i(45.8%) iof iomission, i71 iitems 

i(39.2%) iof imisformation i(the icategory iof imisformation ierror iin iarticle iwere i8 iitems 

i(11,2%), i6 iitems i(8,4) iof ipreposition, i27 iitems i(38,02) iof iverb, i8 iitems i(11,2%) iof i inoun 

iand i22 iitems i(30,9%) iof ipronoun), i23 iitems i(12.7%) iof iaddition, iand i4 iitems i(2.20%) iof 

imisordering. iMoreover, ithe imost igrammatical ierrors ifound iin iwriting idescriptive itext iby 

iGrade iVIII iStudents iof iMTS iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo iwas iomission 

ierror iwith i83 iitems ior i(45.8%). 
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DISCUSSION 

As ihas ibeen iseen iin ithe ifindings, iall iof ithe igrammatical ierrors, ias istated iby iDulay's 

iSurface iStrategy iTaxonomy ihypothesis, ithe ierrors iare idivided iinto ifour icategories: iomission, 

iaddition, imisformation, iand imisordering, ithe iresearcher ifound ithat ithe istudents imade 

igrammatical ierrors iin itheir iwriting idescriptive itext iin iomission, imisformation, iaddition, iand 

imisordering. iBased ion ithe ifindings, ithe istudents imade i83 iitems i(45.8%) iof iomission, i71 

iitems i(39.2%) iof imisformation i(the icategory iof imisformation ierror iin iarticle iwere i8 iitems 

i(11,2%), i6 iitems i(8,4) iof ipreposition, i27 iitems i(38,02) iof iverb, i8 iitems i(11,2%) iof inoun 

iand i22 iitems i(30,9%) iof ipronoun), i23 iitems i(12.7%) iof iaddition, iand i4 iitems i(2.20%) iof 

imisordering. iThese ierrors ioccur iare icaused iby iinterlingual itransfer, ilimited iknowledge iof 

iEnglish igrammar, iand icarelessness i(Sasmiasih, i2014). 

In ithis istudy, ithe ifinding idata iare idescribe ithat iomission iis ithe ihighest ierrors iwhich 

ioccur iin iwriting idescriptive itext iby iGrade iVIII iStudents iof iMTS iZainul iHasan iGenggong 

iPajarakan iProbolinggo. iThe icurrent ifinding iis inot iin iline iwith iall ithe iprevious istudies 

ifinding. iBased ion iprevious istudy iwas ifrom iDewi i(2011), ithe itypes iof ierrors iwere i89 ierrors 

i(38,70%) iof imisformation, i86 ierrors i(37,39%) iof iomission, i32 ierrors i(13,91%) iof 

imisordering, iand i23 ierrors i(10%) iof iaddition. iBased ion ithe itotal ipercentage iof ieach itype iof 

ierrors, iit iwas iconcluded ithat ithe idominant ierrors iin idescriptive iparagraph imade iby ithe 

isecond iyear istudents iof iSMP iMuhammadiyah i06 iDau iMalang iwas imisformation ierror. 

iAmin’s istudy iin i(2021) irevealed ithat ithere iwere i153 ierrors ifound iin istudents’ idescriptive 

itext, ithere iwere i101 ierrors iof imisformation i(66%), i33 ierrors iof iomission i(21%), i18 ierrors 

ion iaddition i(12%), i iand i1 ierror ion imisordering i(1%). iAnd istudy iwas iinvestigated ifrom 

iRuhanee i(2018), ithere iwere i22 ierrors i(46.80%) iof iomission ierrors. i iThe isecond iplace iis 

iaddition iwith i10 ierrors i(21.27%). iThere iare i8 imisformation ierrors i(17.02%) imade iby ithe 

istudents. iThe ilowest ifrequency iof ierror iis imisordering i(14.89%). iThe isimilarities ibetween 

itheese iresearch ijust iin ianalyzed igrammatical ierrors iand iused isame itechnique iin ianalyzing 

ithe idata. i 

From iall ithe ifindings iof ithis iresearch, ian ianalysis iof igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting 

idescriptive itext iby iGrade iVIII iStudents iof iMTS iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan 

iProbolinggo, iit iwas ieventually irevealed ithat ithe imain iproblem iof istudents iwho ilearning 

iEnglish ias itheir isecond ilanguage iwas ilimited iknowledge iof iEnglish igrammar iand istudents 

imake isome itypes iof igrammatical ierrors iexactly iin iomission ierror icategory iin itheir iwritings 
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iand imisformation iof iverb. iThe istudents idid inot ipay imore iattention ito ithe iuse iof iarticle iand 

ithey ialso irepeated ithe isame imistakes iof iomission iof ithe iarticle iin itheir iwriting idescriptive 

itext iand istudents ido inot iknow ihow ito iuse iverbs iin itheir iwriting, imaybe ihappens ibecause 

iof ithe istudents' ilack iof icuriosity, ilack iof ilearning ito iwrite iand istudents ilack iof iinterest iin 

ilearning iEnglish, iso iit ialso iaffects itheir ivocabulary imastery. 

CONCLUSION 

The iconclusion iof ithis istudy iare iall ibased ion ithe ifindings. iThere iare ifour itypes iof 

igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itext imade iby igrade iVIII iOf iMTs iZainul iHasan 

iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo ithose iwere iomission, imisformation, iaddition iand 

imisordering. iThe ifrequencies iof ieach igrammatical ierror iin iwriting idescriptive itext iby igrade 

iVIII istudents iof iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo itotal ierrors iwere i181 

ierrors. iThe ioccurrences iof iomission ierror iis i83 ior i(45.8%). iThe ioccurrences iof imisformation 

ierror iis i71 ior i(39.2%) i(the icategory iof imisformation ierror iin iarticle iwere i8 iitems i(11,2%), 

i6 iitems i(8,4) iof ipreposition, i27 iitems i(38,02) iof iverb, i8 iitems i(11,2%) iof inoun iand i22 

iitems i(30,9%) iof ipronoun). iThe ioccurrences iof iaddition ierror iis i23 ior i(12.7%). iThe 

ioccurrences iof imisordering iis i4 ior i(2.20%). iThe imost icommon ierror imake iby istudents iin 

iwriting idescriptive itext iis i83 ioccurances ior iabout i(45.8%) iin iommision. iHence, iwe iconclude 

ithat ithe istudents imost icommon ierror iis iommision. i 

 iThe isources iof ithe igrammatical ierrors iin iwriting idescriptive itext iby igrade iVIII 

istudents iof iMTs iZainul iHasan iGenggong iPajarakan iProbolinggo iare iinterlingual itransfer, 

ilimited iknowledge iof iEnglish igrammar, iand icarelessness. iThe ifindings iof ithis istudy ishows 

ithat ialthough istudents ihave ilearned ithey istill ihave ithe ipossibility ito imake ian ierror iin iterms 

iof igrammar ibecause ithey istill iproduced isome iof igrammatical ierrors iin itheir iwritings 

idescriptive itext. i 
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