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Abstract
The aim of this article is to investigate the effect of direct and indirect corrective feedback on
students’  writing  skill  in  a  private  senior  high  school  Karangploso.  The  research  design
implemented in this study is experimental design with two classes. They were class X IPA and
class X IPS that consist of 21 students in each class.  Class X IPA as experiment group taught by
using  indirect  corrective  feedback  and  class  X  IPS  as  control  group  taught  using  direct
corrective feedback. To collect the data, pre - test and post - test was used as the instrument.
Then it was analysis through independent T test by using SPSS program. The findings of the
study showed that student provided with indirect corrective feedback have better writing skill
than student taught using direct corrective feedback. 
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INTRODUCTION

Writing is one of the ways to deliver our thoughts to other people and it is the most crucial
skill that should be mastered by the students in the process of learning foreign language. Rahayu
(2014) claimed several point related to important of writing for students. First, it can be used to
develop their intelligence and knowledge. Second, writing is an alternative way to communicate
with other people.  Third,  it  can be used to state idea, feeling,  and emotion of the students.  In
addition, Huy (2015) claimed that writing is a skill which is not only helpful in writing to English
but it is also useful to improve other skill. It means that writing also can be used by the students to
increase the ability of speaking, reading or listening.

Unfortunately, writing is  very difficult  skill  to learn.  Hussaien et  al.  (2013) stated that
writing is a complex skill because it is consist with many interconnecting factor including mental
effort, awareness and continuous practice on composing and developing the text.  In addition, it is
also includes many aspect such as word arrangement in a sentence; organization of the idea in a
paragraph, grammatical error and etc. 

The other problem why writing is difficult to be mastered by the students is because of
motivation of the students. Usually students do not have any motivation to write. It is related to
some factors: they feel bored with the teacher’s style in teaching process, they confused to make a
text and they did not get any comments or feedback on their writing text. As the result, they are
difficult to correct their errors and mistakes. In fact, feedback is the most important part in learning
process.  As  stated  by  Sricahnyon  (2012)  “feedback  is  an  essential  component  of  any English
language writing course”.
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By giving feedback to the student, they know which part of their text are errors, so they can
revise and make it better in the next time. They can also able to minimize the mistake that usually
made. So, their ability on writing text will be increase. In addition, giving feedback to the students
also will give an impact on their confidence and motivation. It is really helpful for the students to
improve their text.

Therefore, in this study, the researcher offered direct and indirect corrective feedback as the
techniques to be used by the teacher to solve the problem. Direct corrective feedback is a technique
that  errors made by the students are corrected by the teacher.  Lalande (1982) stated that direct
corrective feedback is a process of giving feedback by providing the correct form on the errors and
mistakes. Ferris (2006) claimed that it is a technique of giving the correct linguistic form to help the
students in correcting their errors. For example: 
                   Ate

Jack eat banana yesterday. The right sentence is Jack ate banana yesterday. By using direct
corrective feedback, teacher directly gives the correct word on the wrong sentence “eat”. So, the
students only changed based on the feedback given by the researcher.

On the other hand, indirect corrective feedback is a technique of giving feedback through
the code and symbol on student’s errors and mistakes.  Lee (2004) stated that indirect corrective
feedback is  a condition in which the learners identify and correct  their  error by themselves.  In
addition, Ellis (2009) stated indirect corrective feedback showing the errors without giving the way
how to correct it. In this process, the students have to think what the error and how to change it. For
example:
                                   SP

I  live  in  an  apartement.  The right  sentence  is  I  live  in  an apartment.  By using indirect
corrective  feedback,  teacher  only  needs  to  write  the  word  SP upper  the  wrong  sentence.  It  is
indicate that the wrong sentence is the spelling.

Sayadmahaleh and Sayyad (2013) stated that “direct corrective feedback is effective since it
provides learners with clear guidance about how to correct their errors”. On the other hand, Sheen
(2007) found that direct corrective feedback is useful to promote some specific grammatical aspect.
In this case, it was really helpful for the students who couldn’t correct the error by themselves or it
was appropriate for low level students because it provide the students with clearly guidance on how
to correct the text. 

Beside, Lalande (1982) stated that “indirect feedback is indeed more effective in enabling
students to correct their errors”.  Ferris (1995) claimed that it is useful for the students since they
have to participate in the process of correcting their text. It is indicated that the students are train to
analyze their own mistake. It will make them able to correct the mistake in the future. Therefore, the
researcher used two kinds of this technique as alternative ways to solve the students’ problem in
writing class.

There are some previous studies investigating the effect of direct and indirect  corrective
feedback. The results of their studies are debatable. Aridah (2016) found that indirect corrective
feedback have better  performance than direct  corrective  feedback.  On the other  hand,  Septiana
(2011) found that direct corrective feedback was effective for ninth grade students at public junior
high school 5 Malang than indirect corrective feedback.  The result of those studies indicated that
direct and indirect corrective was effective to be implemented in writing process. In some cases,
direct  corrective  feedback  performance  was  better  than  indirect,  but  in  another  cases  indirect
corrective feedback was better than direct corrective feedback.
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Therefore,  the  researcher  is  interested  to  conduct  the  similar  study.  In  this  case,  the
researcher  wants  to  know which  technique  is  effective  to  be  implemented  in  writing  process.
However, the researcher  used difference sample and type of the writing text  with the previous
studies. In this study, the researcher chose senior high school students as the sample and recount
text as the writing text.

METHOD

Design

The research design which was applied  in this study was experimental research design. It
was used because the  researcher aimed is to investigated the effect of direct and indirect corrective
feedback on students writing skill. By using experimental design, the researcher can identify which
technique is effective to be implemented in writing process. However, there are many types of
experimental design such as pre experiment, quasi and true experiment. In this study, the researcher
focused on quasi experimental design. The researcher chose this design because the students had
their own schedule in the school. So, they could not be randomized by the researcher. Therefore, the
researcher thinks that quasi experimental design is suitable to be implemented in this study.

Participant

This research was conducted in private senior high school Karangploso. In this case,  the
researcher chose tenth grade as the population. Then, the researcher chose two classes that provide
by the teacher as the sample. They were class X IPA and X IPS that consist of 21 students in each
class.  After that, the researcher divided them into two groups using small paper. Class X IPS, as
experimental group was treated by using indirect corrective feedback. On the other hand, class X
IPS, as the control group was treated by using direct corrective feedback.

Instrument
The instrument used by the researcher is test. In this case, the test is in form of pre – test and

post  –  test.  Pre – test  was  given before  the  students  were  taught  by  using  direct  and indirect
corrective feedback. It was to investigate the ability of the students which was similar or not. On the
other  hand,  post  –  test  was  given  to  the  students  after  they  taught  using  direct  and  indirect
corrective feedback. The function of post - test was proving technique which was effective to be
implemented in writing process. 

To collect the data, the researcher conducted four meeting in experiment and control group.
Each meeting consisted of ninety minutes. In the first meeting, the researcher conducted pre - test.
In this meeting, the researcher asked the students to write a recount text based on the topic that is
given by the researcher. In the second meeting, the researcher asked the students to write a recount
text. In this case, the researcher asked the students to write two recount text and one home work
based on the topic given by the researcher.
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In the third meeting, the researcher applied the techniques. Indirect corrective feedback for
experiment group and direct corrective feedback applied in the control group. The material used in
this meeting is the text that had been written by the students in second meeting. In this case, the
researcher had been provided the feedback for the students on their writing text. So the researcher
asked them to revise the text based on the feedback given by the researcher. In the last meeting, the
researcher conducted post - test. The test was also similar with the pre - test. The researcher asked
the students to write a recount text based on the topic given.

After collecting the data, the researcher analyzed the data to investigate the effect of direct
and indirect corrective feedback on students writing skill. The score from pre – test and post – test
was calculated and analyzed using independent T test formula in statistical analysis through SPSS
program. The result of analyzes was used to determine which hypothesis was accepted and rejected.

FINDINGS

To find out the result of the study, the researcher analyzes the data by computing the scores
of pre - test and post – test between two groups. In this case, the researcher used independent T test
formula. The result could be seen as follows:

Table 1: The result of independent T – test of pre – test

Group Mean Difference T – value Sig
Experiment 74.48 2.286 1.546 0.130

Control 72.19 2.286 1.546 0.130

Table 1 showed that there is no significant difference between experiment and control group.
The researcher found that significance value of pre - test is 0.130.  In this case, the result showed
that significant value is higher than level of significance 0.05 (0.130 > 0.05). It is indicated that
indirect and direct corrective feedback group are equal or have similar ability in pre - test.

After investigating the score of pre - test, the researcher then investigated the result of post –
test. It is used to identify whether there is significant difference between students who were taught
using indirect corrective feedback and students who were taught using direct corrective feedback or
not. The analysis was also using independent T test formula through SPSS program. The result was
explained on table 2 below:

Table 2: The result of independent T – test of post – test
Group Mean Difference T – value Sig

Experiment 80.48 4.667 2.522 0.036
Control 75.81 4.667 2.522 0.036

Table 2 indicated that significant value of post - test is 0.016. Here, significant value of
independent t test lower than level of significance 0.05 (0.016<0.05). It is indicated that there was
significant  difference  between students  taught  by using direct  corrective  feedback and students
taught using indirect corrective feedback. In other word, it could be stated that indirect corrective
was more effective than direct corrective feedback in improving students writing ability in recount
text.
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DISCUSSION

Based  on  the  result  of  data  analysis  using  SPSS  program,  it  was  found  that  there  is
significance  difference  between students  who were taught  using direct  corrective  feedback and
students who were taught using indirect corrective feedback. In this case, the result showed that
indirect corrective feedback performed better than direct corrective feedback. 

The results of this research supported the previous study conducted by Aridah (2016) and
Rahmawatih (2017) in which they found that indirect corrective feedback effective than indirect
corrective feedback in writing process.  On the other hand, it contrast with the result of Septiana
(2011) who found that direct corrective feedback was effective than indirect corrective feedback.

The indicator of indirect corrective feedback outperformed more than direct corrective could
be seen from the score of pre - test and post - test. In this case, the students who were taught using
indirect corrective feedback had some improvement on their post - test score after getting some
treatments  of  indirect  corrective  feedback.   In  addition,  it  could also be seen from the writing
accuracy of the students. In the pre - test, many students made mistakes and errors on their writing
text. For example, they were using incorrect verb tense in which they had to write in past tense
form,  but  they  wrote  it  on  simple  present  tense.  But  after  implementing  indirect  corrective
feedback, the students had some improvement. The mistakes and error was not as many as at the
pre - test.

By  using  this  technique,  the  researcher  also  found  that  indirect  corrective  feedback
supported the students in revising mistakes and errors.  It is because the students were given a
chance to explore their idea. It made them active during the learning process.

Finally, indirect corrective feedback motivated the students to write. During this study, most
of the students were active and gave their attention on the treatment which was provided by the
researcher. They also motivated to decrease the correction or the sign on their writing that was
given by the researcher.

It  was  different  with  the  condition  of  the  control  class  taught  using  direct  corrective
feedback. Although some students had made some improvement, it did not significantly affect their
writing ability  because direct corrective feedback did not increase the students’ knowledge and
awareness of the error. They were easily forgetting what the mistakes of their text. So, when the
teacher asked them to write recount text, they still did the same mistakes. It could be stated that the
teacher solved the problem for the learners and the learners were under no compulsion to produce
''pushed output''.

Other  factors  why it  was  not  effective  related  to  the  interest  of  the  students.  In  direct
corrective feedback, the student did not have any motivation to write and revise the recount text.
They felt bored with the method which was applied by the teacher. Many of them were getting
frustrated when they were asked to write. It made their writing was not maximal. Most of them
were also passive during the learning process. As a consequence, their writing score was low.

CONCLUSION

The aimed of this study is to investigated whether there was a significant difference on
writing ability between students in private senior high school who were taught by using indirect
feedback and who were taught by using direct feedback. 
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According to the result and discussion in the previous chapter, the researcher concluded that
indirect  corrective  feedback  was  an  effective  strategy  to  be  implemented  in  writing  process,
especially  in case of teaching recount text which was founded by the researcher.  In this  case,
indirect corrective was not only able to build the knowledge of the students, but it also gave the
students such kind of awareness of error and mistake.

In addition, the researcher found that indirect corrective feedback was more interesting to be
implemented  in  the  class  rather  than  direct  corrective  feedback.  Through  indirect  corrective
feedback, students felt enjoy, enthusiastic and focus with the treatment which was provided by the
researcher. It made them active during the learning process. The last, indirect corrective feedback
motivated the students to write and revise their text. It gave such as energy for the students to revise
their mistake and error. It was also challenge them to identify what the mistake and error of their
text and how to revise it.

SUGGESTION

Based  on  the  conclusion  above,  the  researcher  provided  some  suggestions  for  English
teacher and future researcher as follows:

First, the researcher suggests the English teacher implement indirect corrective feedback on
writing process because it  has significant  impact  on the writing achievement  of the students as
founded  by  researcher  in  this  study.  It  was  also  challenging  to  be  implemented  in  the  class,
especially on writing process.

Second, the researcher suggested that the future researchers who want to conduct similar
study related to direct  and indirect  corrective  feedback implement  this  technique  to students in
second grade of education. It is also possible to considering another variable such as motivation and
learning style of the students. The researcher also suggests assessing the content and organization of
student’s  writing  because  in  this  study  the  researcher  focused  on  vocabulary,  grammar  and
mechanics only.
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