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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

This chapter presents review of related literature in which it covers the 

definition of writing, corrective feedback (CF) and types of CF. 

2.1 Writing  

 Writing has always regarded a pivotal skill providing to students’ language 

learning, which is one of the essential needs for their academic and later on, in 

their professional life. However for many learners of English as second/foreign 

language, writing is considered the most difficult skill to acquire. It requires 

strategies and techniques which they want to communicate their ideas.  

Writing is not only particular to the classroom, but also, it serves many 

functions such as writing a formal letter, a casual letter to a relative, a poem or a 

story. Pre-writing, writing and post writing are steps which are connected to each 

other in writing process. In pre-writing students normally make plan and 

brainstorm before they write.  Followed by making the draft is the next step where 

they write down what has been planned. Post writing is the last step. Revise is 

focusing on grammatical errors, organization of the paper, ideas and use of 

vocabulary. The students are able to submit their work after final editing. 

 

2.2 Corrective Feedback 

Apart from concentrating on teaching students how to make good writing, 

most teachers believe that by providing effective feedback is one way to help 

students to correct their mistakes in writing. According to Keh (1990) and 

Hedgcock and Leftkowitz (1994) a teacher can take four roles while providing 

written feedback to students. First, teacher is a reader who responds about the 

content idea in the text.  Second, writing teacher is concerned about certain points 

or illogical ideas in students’ text. Third, teacher is a grammatical mistakes and 

grammatical rules. Fourth, teacher is an evaluator whose main role is to evaluate 

the quality of students’ writing and grade them based on their evaluation. 

Providing effective written feedback is one of the most important tasks for 
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English teacher (Hyland, 1998; Hyland & Hyland, 2001).  Hence, teacher should 

be aware of the importance of providing effective feedback.   

2.3 Types of Corrective feedback  

Teacher written feedback is a written feedback given from lecturer to 

student. It can be in form of comment, suggestion, error correction, or question 

that can be used by students in revising their writing (Keh:1990, in Wen: 2013). 

There are three kinds of corrective feedback namely direct corrective feedback, 

indirect corrective feedback and meta-linguistic corrective feedback. 

2.3.1 Direct (Explicit) Corrective Feedback 

Direct feedback is providing the L2 learners with the correct form; for 

example teacher may delete unnecessary word, phrase or morpheme or they may 

insert the missing word or morpheme and write the correct form above or near to 

the error form. The correct form of their errors or mistake orally or in written is 

given by teacher (Bitchener, Young, & Cameron, 2005).  Bitchener and Knoch 

(2010) argue that direct feedback is more helpful to writers because it explicitly 

shows learners what is wrong and how it should be written correctly. The example 

of student writing and direct feedback are illustrated in Figure 1 and 2. 

A dog stole bone from butcher. He escaped with having bone. When the dog was 

going trough bridge over the river he found dog in the river. 

 

Figure 1. Example of Incorrect Student’s Writing. 

                    a                  a                                                    the                                                              

A dog stole ~ bone from ~ butcher. He escaped with having ~ bone. When the dog  

                  Over  a                                       saw   the 

Was going trough bridge over the river he found dog in the river. 

Figure 2. Example of Direct Feedback from the Lecturer. 

In this example an article is grammatical errors’ as shown above. The 

advantages of direct feedback are that it provides L2 learners with explicit 

guidance about how to correct their errors and helpful for them who do not know 



6 
 

what the correct one is. A study conducted by Sheen (2007) shows that ‘direct 

corrective feedback can be effective in promoting the acquisition of specific 

grammatical errors’ (Ellis, 2008). There are some advantages of direct feedback in 

student’ learning:  

 It offers for beginner level of students who needs guidance from the 

teacher to make good writing.  

  It is understandable and fastest feedback for student to make revision of 

their writing.  

On the other hand, direct feedback has some weaknesses: 

 The students rewrite the comments given by the teacher as a result the 

students do not learn independently. 

 In the long term this strategy may does not help because students only 

simply rewrite the idea from the teacher. 

 

2.3.2 Indirect (Implicit) Corrective Feedback 

 Indirect feedback is the second types of written corrective feedback. This 

type of feedback occurs when teacher point outs of students’ error or mistake 

without providing the correct form. Generally teacher provides clues about the 

location of an error by using a line, a circle, a code, a mark, a highlight etc, in 

learner text ( O’sullivan & Chambers, 2006). Indirect written feedback involves 

the students to revise on their own. The students should know the symbols that 

use by the teacher to revise after they got the feedback. The example of indirect 

written is illustrated in Figure 3. 

A dog stole bone from butcher. He escaped with having bone. When the dog was 

going trough bridge over the river he found dog in the river. 

 

Figure 3. Example of Incorrect Student’ Writing. 
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A dog stole X bone from X butcher. He escaped with X having XX bone. When the 

dog was going X trough XX bridge over X the X river he found X dog in the river. 

X            = missing word 

X_X       = wrong word 

Figure 4. Example of Indirect Corrective Feedback from the Lecturer. 

As previously described, indirect feedback is believed promote some strength are: 

 It trains student to be an independent student because they need to correct 

their mistaken without teacher guidance. 

 It helps student to be aware of error that they make so they may not make 

the same mistake. 

Despite the strength, there are also limitations of indirect feedback among them 

are: 

 It needs more time for students make their revising. 

 It cause confusion in correcting errors because teacher using a line, a 

circle, a code, a mark, a highlight only give circles, underlines to show 

the error’ locations. 

 

2.3.4 Meta-linguistic  

On this type the lecturer provides with some form explicit comment about 

the errors the student made. Normally the comment uses error codes consist of 

abbreviated label (such as art: article, WW= wrong word, prep: preposition). The 

labels can be placed over the location of the error in the text or in the margin 

(Ellis, 2008). In the latter case, the exact location of the error may or may not be 

shown. In the former, the student has to work out the correction needed from the 

clue provided while in the latter the student needs to first locate the error and 

then work out the correction. The examples of the teacher meta-linguistic 

corrective feedback are provided in the Figure 5, 6 and 7. 
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A dog stole bone from butcher. He escaped with having bone. When the dog was 

going trough bridge over the river he found dog in the river. 

 

Figure 5. Example of Incorrect’ Student Writing. 

 

                 Art.             Art.                                         WW art. 

A dog stole bone from butcher. He escaped with having bone. When the dog was 

            Prep.                          Art.                     Art. 

going trough bridge over  the  river he found  dog in the river. 

 

Figure 6. Example of Meta-linguistic Over the Location of the Error from the 

Lecturer. 

 

Art. X 3; WW      A dog stole bone from butcher. He escaped with having bone.  

Prep.; art.             When the dog was going trough bridge over  the  river  

Art.                       he found  dog in the river. 

 

Figure 7. Example of Meta-linguistic Corrective Feedback in the Margin from the 

Lecturer.  

Some advantages that meta-linguistic corrective feedback, those are: 

 It helps student in writing ability especially in grammar since it focus on 

grammatical error.  

 It trains student to be independent since they revise the error by 

themselves. 

Apart from the advantages above, disadvantages of meta-linguistic 

corrective feedback are: 

 Time consuming, because teacher uses abbreviation to show the error. 
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 It causes confusing for student to understand toward abbreviation teacher

given.

Feedback is a part of the language learning process since students become

able to diagnose the mistake and correct them. The type of corrective feedback is 

essential consider to students’ responses. 


