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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHOD 

3.1 Research Design 

This study was conducted using a quantitative research approach with quasi-

experimental design. The quasi-experimental design was carried out since the 

researcher could not assign subjects through random assignment. The researcher was 

permitted to conduct the investigation only for the group of subjects in the form of 

existed classes. It was also clearly explained by Ary, Jacobs, Sorensen, & Razavieh 

(2010)thatquasi-experimental design was commonly used in educational research 

since we could not administering the research by disrupt the schools’ schedule. 

Moreover, the experimental study was determined in order to see the effect of 

independent variable on dependent variable. The independent variable of this research 

was direct and indirect CF. Meanwhile, the EFL learners’ writing accuracy was 

determined as dependent variable. The focus of this investigation was to identify 

which one is more effective in terms of EFL learners’ writing accuracy. 

3.2 Research Participants 

The participants of this study consisted of 38 English Language Education 

Department (ELED) students in English Intermediate Writing course at Universitas 

Muhammadiyah Malang. They were enrolled as the fifth semester and had passed the 

English Writing I, and II as the compulsory subjects. In English Writing I the 
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participants had received the material about sentence writing. Furthermore they got a 

concept of paragraph writing in English writing II. It was indicated that they at least 

had intermediate level and acquainted with basics of English writing. Those 

participants ranged in age from 19 to 21. Additionally, they had begun studying 

English at around age 12, in which experienced from Junior High School and Senior 

High School. It is also worth mentioning that they were EFL learners in Indonesia 

country.   

      All of the participants were selected through a convenience sampling technique. 

This kind of technique was carried out because of the accessibility Ary et al., (2010). 

In this case, the researcher could not conduct a study through a randomized sampling 

due to many practicality reasons. Therefore this study use the sample based on the 

lecturers’ recommendation. In other words, the researcher could only investigate the 

participants who were available and voluntarily participated. Despite the participants 

were not randomly selected, the homogeneity between them could be indicated since 

they had completed EFL courses at the same institution and taught with the same 

lecturer. There were two classes and each class consisted of twenty students.  

      In order to assign subjects into groups, the participants were divided into the 

experimental group and comparison group as the control group. The comparison 

group referred to the situation when the researcher compared the experimental group 

to the other group receiving different treatment instead of comparing with untreated 

group Ary et al., (2010). This way of assigning participants would be more useful 

since the aim of this study was to compare two different types of WCF on EFL 
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learners’ writing accuracy. The participants were assigned into two groups. First, 

Group 1 received direct CF, it can took by crossing out an unnecessary word, 

inserting a missing word, and providing the correct form directly near the error form. 

Second, Group 2 received indirect CF. In indirect CF, the error would be indicated by 

putting a sign in the margin, combining with error codes, and underlining or with 

circling way. In this case, each of those two groups would function the other control 

group.                     

3.3 Data Collection 

      3.3.1 Technique and Instrument 

The data for this study were collected from writing test (pre-test and post-test). 

This particular test was employed to investigate the improvement of EFL 

learners’ on writing accuracy before and after the treatment provided. Thus, as the 

main focus of this study in which particular type of WCF resulted in better gain 

could be easily concluded. In addition, the validity of the instrument was tested 

and assured by expert validation. The expert was Teguh Hadi Saputro, M.A who 

currently works as a lecturer at Universitas Muhammadiyah Malang, Indonesia 

with the expertise on curriculum development and language assessment shown by 

his research interest and publication. 

           The descriptive paragraph writing was chosen as the topic of these tests. 

The descriptive writings required a description of a place and a person that shown 

on the picture. Three series of descriptive texts (the description of a bedroom, a 

friend, and a room that shown on the picture) were completed by participants 
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during four week’s period. One task, for instance, the participants were asked to 

describe how their bedroom looked like with approximately 150 words. 

Moreover, twenty minutes were given for each writing description.  

 In details, there were five written descriptive texts (including revised text) 

and two treatment sessions. Each of piece of writing involved error feedback 

above the target structure (i.e. two types of English article system: indefinite and 

definite) from the lecturer. As noted before, Group 1 received direct CF and 

Group 2 received indirect CF. Additionally, in order to conduct this study the 

researcher worked collaboratively with the lecturers that taught the class.  

3.3.2 Procedure 

Before the task was given, the teacher and researcher made an agreement 

with the participants that the treatment would be provided during the tests. The 

structure of direct CF and indirect CF were explained briefly by the researcher in 

the separated groups. In addition, during the experiment sessions the participants 

and teacher in Group 1 could not communicate or share the information about the 

treatment to Group 2, and vice versa. It is also worth noting that the teacher 

should not take a review to the previous tasks that were already done by the 

participants to avoid the possibility that might influence the final performance of 

the participants.   
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a. Group 1 ( Direct CF Treatment ) 

 On the first session, a descriptive writing test (description of a 

participants’ bedroom) as a pre-test was given in order to measure 

the participants’ writing ability in the use of definite and 

indefinite article. The participants were asked to describe their 

own room and it was completed within a given time twenty 

minutes. After that, the finished written texts were submitted. 

 Then, in the treatment session, those written descriptive texts 

were provided the feedback. The CF was provided using direct 

CF. It could be executed by crossing out an unnecessary word, 

inserting a missing word, and providing the correct form directly 

near the error form. If there was sufficient time, the researcher 

could utilize the additional form of feedback. For instance, the 

written meta – linguistic where the explanation and grammar 

rules of the correct form were written in the end of the text. 

However, the oral meta – linguistic (the conference and 

clarification about the error) should be avoided.  
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    Figure 1. 

   Figure 1. Direct CF 

 On the next meeting, the corrected texts were returned to the 

participants. Then, the participants were asked to revise the text 

based on the feedback.  

Meeting one: 

- The pretest was administered. 

-   The WCF was provided using direct CF. 

Meeting two: 

- The corrected texts were returned to the   

participants. 

- The participants were asked to revise the 

texts based on the feedback. 

Meeting three: 

- Participants were asked to write a new 

piece of writing. 

- The WCF was conducted again using 

direct CF. 

Meeting four: 

- The corrected texts were returned to the   

participants. 

- The participants were asked to revise the 

texts based on the feedback. 

Meeting five: 

- The participants were given another new 

piece of writing test as a post test. 

- The final score were calculated. 
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 After the first stage was completed, in the second stage the 

participants were asked to write a new piece of descriptive 

writing text (description of a friend). In this stage, the correction 

feedback and revision text were also conducted again. 

 Finally, the participants were given another new piece of 

descriptive writing test (description of a room) as a post test. The 

corrective feedback and the revision session were not employed 

in this stage. The final score of this writing test were calculated in 

order to measure the differential effects of the treatment. 

 

b. Group 2 ( Indirect CF Treatment ) 

 On the first session, a descriptive writing test (description of a 

participants’ bedroom) as a pre-test was given in order to measure 

the participants’ writing ability in the use of definite and 

indefinite article. The participants were asked to describe their 

own room and it was completed within a given time twenty 

minutes. After that, the finished written text was submitted. 

 Then, in the treatment session, those written descriptive texts 

were provided the writing feedback. The CF was provided using 

indirect CF. It could be executed by underlining, circling the 

words that contain of error, putting a sign in the line of text where 
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     Figure 2. Indirect CF 

 error has taken place, or using the error codes. However, the 

clarification and discussion about the treatment or simply 

aboutthe error should be avoided between teacher – student 

(participant), student – student, and student – researcher.    

Meeting one: 

- The pretest was administered. 

- The WCF was provided using indirect   

CF. 

Meeting two: 

- The corrected texts were returned to the   

participants. 

- The participants were asked to revise the 

texts based on the feedback. 

Meeting three: 

- Participants were asked to write a new 

piece of writing. 

- The WCF was conducted again using 

indirect CF. 

Meeting four: 

- The corrected texts were returned to the   

participants. 

- The participants were asked to revise the 

texts based on the feedback. 

Meeting five: 

- The participants were given another new 

piece of writing test as a post test. 

- The final score were calculated. 
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 On the next meeting, the corrected task was returned to the 

participants. Then, the participants were asked to revise the text 

based on the feedback.  

 After the first stage was completed, in the second stage the 

participants were asked to write a new piece of descriptive 

writing text (description of a friend). In this stage, the correction 

feedback and revision text were also conducted again. 

 Finally, the participants were given another new piece of 

descriptive writing test (description of a room) as a post test. The 

corrective feedback and the revision session were not employed 

in this stage. The final score of this writing test were calculated in 

order to measure the differential effects of the treatment. 

3.4 Data Analysis  

3.4.1 Raters 

The participants’ writing texts in pre test and post test were scored by two 

raters. The first rater was the researcher who conducted the study. The second 

rater was the lecturer with five years of teaching experiences in English 

department and had taught for some writing classes. It is also noteworthy that he 

obtained a master degree in TESOL. 
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3.4.2 Calculation  

               In this study, SPSS was used to analyze the data. The data in the formed of 

scores were collected from pre and post tests’ results. Pre test scores were 

obtained from participants’ work before the treatment was applied. Then, in order 

to reveal the effect of treatment on participants’ writing accuracy, post test 

outcome were then scored. In the process of scoring, the writing texts were scored 

by identifying the obligatory occasions for the use ‘a/an’ and ‘the’. Then, an 

accuracy score was calculated of each text as in the following formula: 

𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒 =
100𝑥 (𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑡 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑙𝑒 𝑢𝑠𝑎𝑔𝑒)

𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑙𝑒 𝑜𝑐𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠
  

 

  Before the difference was analyzed, in order to ensure whether the data 

drawn from all groups were normally distributed, the normality was checked 

using Shapiro-Wilk Test. Thereafter, pre and post test scores were compared and 

analyzed using Independent sample T-test to reveal if there were any significant 

difference in participants’ writing performance among two groups, and to find out 

which type of WCF was more effective. Moreover, in order to examine the 

performances of each groups on different tests (pre – test and post – test), Paired 

Sample T-test was employed.   

      Regarding the reliability of scoring, the inter – rater reliability were assessed 

by calculated the correlation coefficient between two raters using Cronbachs’ 

Alpha method. The result of alpha coefficient was (.825), this indicated that these 

two raters’ sets of scores were acceptable.  


