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Abstrak: Membuat kesalahan adalah bagian yang tak terhindarkan dari 

belajar bahasa asing. Pada dasarnya, kesalahan dicadangkan untuk 

penyimpangan sistematis karena pembelajar masih mengembangkan 

pengetahuan tentang sistem aturan. Dalam upaya perbaikan strategi belajar 

mengajar, sudah menjadi tugas guru untuk meminimalisir kesalahan 

siswanya. Penelitian kualitatif deskriptif dirancang untuk memperoleh 

informasi mengenai arus fenomena dan diarahkan untuk menentukan sifat 

situasi, sebagaimana yang ada pada saat penelitian. Instrumen yang 

digunakan dalam penelitian ini adalah komposisi. Itu diberikan kepada 

mahasiswa Jurusan Bahasa Inggris UNIPA Kampus Blitar. Ada 25 

komposisi yang dihasilkan oleh mahasiswa. Secara teknis, data error 

berdasarkan strategi permukaan dikumpulkan dari masing-masing komposisi 

dengan melakukan prosedur sebagai berikut. Setelah menganalisis dan 

menghitung kesalahan pada karangan siswa, ditemukan 4237 kesalahan 

dengan distribusi frekuensi yang bervariasi dari setiap jenis kesalahan. 

Kesalahan yang dilakukan siswa ditemukan sebanyak 79 (33,33%) adalah 

kesalahan penghilangan, 35 (14,77%) adalah kesalahan penjumlahan, 118 

(49,79%) adalah kesalahan salah bentuk dan 5 (2,11%) adalah kesalahan. 

kesalahan pemesanan. Dari data yang diperoleh, jenis kesalahan yang paling 

dominan dilakukan oleh mahasiswa tahun kedua pada komposisi adalah 

kesalahan salah formasi. Mengetahui hasil analisis ini, penulis berharap 

dapat bermanfaat bagi siswa, guru, dan pengembang kurikulum untuk 

meningkatkan kemampuannya dengan baik. 

 

Kata kunci: kesalahan, taksonomi strategi permukaan 

 

Abstract: Making error is an inevitable part of learning a foreign language. 

Basically, errors are reserved for the systematic deviations due to the 

learner‟s still develop knowledge of the rule system. In the efforts of 

improving the learning and teaching strategies, it is the teacher‟s job to 

minimize his students‟ errors.  Descriptive qualitative research is design 

to obtain information concerning the currents statues of phenomenon and 

directed toward determining the nature of situation, as it exists at the time of 

the study. The instrument was used in this research was composition. It was 

given to the students of English Department of UNIPA Kampus Blitar. 

There were 25 compositions produced by the students. Technically, the data 

of errors based on surface strategy were collected from each composition by 

conducting the following procedures. After analyzing and counting the 

errors on the students‟ compositions, it was found that there were 4237 

errors with various frequency distribution of every type of error. The errors 

made by the students were found that 79 (33,33%) were omission errors, 35 

(14,77%) were addition errors, 118 (49,79%) were misformation errors and 5 
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(2,11%) were misordering errors. From the data gained, the most dominant 

type of errors made by the second year students on the compositions was 

misformation error.  Knowing the result of this analysis, the writer 

hopes, it will be useful for students, teachers and curriculum developers to 

increase their capability well.  

 

Keywords: errors, surface strategy taxonomy 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

In recognition of an important 

English use to absorb and to develop 

science and technology. English as 

an international language takes an 

important role on all sides, especially 

on education.  Realizing how 

important English is, now in our 

country, it has been taught to the 

students from Elementary School up 

to University. 

Indonesian learners of 

English, like other language learners 

of English, also face various 

problems because of the different 

system between Indonesian and 

English. In other word, the different 

system cause the Indonesian learners 

of English make errors, both 

morphological and syntactic errors. 

In learning English, there are 

four language skills, speaking, 

reading, and writing. According to 

the writer, writing is the most 

difficult subject because not only 

good grammar and vocabulary that 

must be mastered well by the 

learners but they must also be able to 

express their idea into correct 

sentences. 

In attempting to acquire the 

target language, the language 

learners always face various 

problems resulting from the 

differences between the target 

language and his native language. 

Brown (1987: 169) said “The learner 

uses his own system which is neither 

the system of his native language nor 

that of the target language but 

instead, falls between the two 

languages and is unique to a 

particular individual”.  

As the two results, 

interference of the students` native 

language and their incomplete 

learning of that language, students 

often make errors both in speaking 

and writing. But, the writer focuses 

on the errors on writing because 

writing is more conscious effort than 

speaking. 

Meaning of Writing 

Most of the communication 

we do during our life is trough the 

medium of spoken words, but rarely, 

we use the written words. Nearly all 

activities in life depend on both oral 

and written communication. When 

we can write well, we can 

communicate more fully to other. 

Writing is a set of activities a person 

does to express his ideas in written 

language for a community of readers 

to understand (Gie, 2002: 4). 
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Dagter (1976: 1) said 

“writing is thinking on paper”. There 

is a different opinion. “Writing is one 

way of making meaning from 

experience for ourselves or other” 

(Laver, 1981: 1). The outcome, 

visible language is a satisfyingly 

permanent record of though and 

feeling. 

Writing and Error 

Teachers of English as a 

second language who teach English 

consistently ask of how to control the 

writing of their students so they do 

not practice making errors, and how 

at the same time to train them to 

communicate them effectively in 

English. Writing any type of 

composition involves a number of 

complicated rhetorical and linguistic 

problems. The expectation of the 

teacher is that the students are not 

making more than a few errors. The 

error in composition may be in 

writing talents or linguistic 

performance. At each point the 

students may be in error. Researcher 

can concentrate on the grammar 

problem of the writing language or 

on the talent of using their rhetoric. 

Composing task on one way 

of studying the students‟ error. 

Therefore, it is very helpful for 

teachers and researchers because a 

lot of errors can be examined. Errors 

in writing are also easier to recognize 

because the reader can read the 

printed record easily.  

Although some definitions of 

language suggested that speech in 

superior to writing, the result of 

some studies indicates the nature 

writing is similar to those in oral 

production. Krashen (1981: 211). He 

obtained an acquisition sequence 

very similar to those obtained by 

other studies that had focused on 

speech. 

Error 

Actually “errors” and 

“mistakes” are two different 

perspectives. Distinguished between 

error caused by factor such as fatigue 

and inattention; it is called 

“competence “and error caused from 

lack of knowledge of the rules of the 

language; it is called “competence” 

as stated by Chomsky in Dulay, et al 

(1982:139)”. Corder in Dulay (1967) 

used the term “mistakes” which 

refers to performance error, and the 

term “errors” is reserved for the 

systematic deviation due to the 

learner‟s still developing knowledge 

of the language rule system. 

Dulay, et al (1982:138) stated 

that errors as parts of conversation or 

composition that deviate from the 

selected norm of mature language 

performance. An error is a noticeable 

deviation from the adult grammar of 

the native speaker, reflecting the 

inter- lingual competence of the 

learner. So, the learner‟s error 

provides evidence of the system of 

language that the learner has as 

particular point on the course.       

Error Analysis 

 Error analysis is a study on 

the nature of error. So, the learners 

will know what problems are faced 

during studying the target language. 

The study of error is part of 
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investigation process of the language 

learning. 

According to Brown 

(1987:173) there are two steps of 

analyzing the learners` error, namely, 

the identification and description of 

errors. Identification of errors is 

recognizing the learners` errors by 

finding out the learners` oddities, 

description of error is a process of 

comparing the reconstructed 

sentences with the original ones that 

the learners have made, then 

describing the differences among 

them. 

There are two kinds of error 

analysis. They are “traditional error 

analysis” and “revised error 

analysis”. The main purpose of 

traditional error analysis is to get 

feedback for textbook writing and 

teaching technique improvement. By 

showing the learner‟s errors, error 

analysis helps the teachers in: 1) 

Determining teaching materials` 

hierarchy, 2) Determining emphasis 

in explanation and exercises, 3) 

Preparing a program for remedial 

teaching and 4) Choosing the 

appropriate points to evaluate 

students` language mastery. 

Revised error analysis has 

two main purposes, theoretical and 

practical purposes. The practical 

purpose of the revised error analysis 

is just the same as what traditional 

error analysis has. The theoretical 

purpose refers to an attempt to learn 

the first language learning process. 

This is to the psycholinguistics, 

students` language acquisition, etc. 

Error and Their Significance in 

Teaching and Learning Language 

 In learning a second 

language, a language learner cannot 

avoid making errors. But, many 

Indonesian learners of English get 

better after making errors. 

In relation to the term of the 

error, Brown (1987) defined “errors” 

as oddities in the inter-language of 

the learner, which are direct 

manifestation of a system within 

which a learner is operating “. He 

(1987:170) further stated “an error is 

a noticeable deviation from the 

grammar of an adult native speaker, 

reflecting the inter-language 

competence of learner”. 

According to Dulay 

(1982:138) errors are the flawed side 

of learner speech or writing. They 

are those parts of conversation or 

composition that deviate from some 

selected form of mature language 

performance. In the process of 

developing mastery of target 

language, a language learner cannot 

learn the language without first 

systematically committing errors. 

There are two groups of 

thought in respect of learners` error 

(Coder, 1975:20). The philosophy of 

the first group maintains that error is 

not expected to appear. The 

occurrence of error is considered a 

failure. The first one has a different 

opinion. The philosophy of this 

group says that we live in an 

imperfect world, consequently errors 

will appear although we do our best. 

Error cannot be avoided therefore 

making an error is human. 
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In this study, the writer tends 

to follow the first philosophy 

because the object of this study is to 

study learners` errors and according 

to writer, to err is human. 

Sources of Error 

 According to Brown (1987: 

177-181) there are four sources of 

errors namely Inter-lingual Transfer, 

Inter-lingual Transfer Generalization, 

Context of Learning and 

Communication Strategy. 

Beginners usually make inter-

lingual (L1-L2) transfer. Inter-

lingual transfer generalization is to 

overlap both types of transfer 

mentioned above. This refers to the 

classroom with its teacher and 

materials. Communication strategy is 

employment of verbal or non-verbal 

mechanism for communicating an 

idea. This source includes three 

sources mentioned above. 

Error Types 

 It is hard to classify errors 

precisely. Every analyst has his own 

approach. Considering the obstacles 

in categorizing and classifying. 

Errors, in his study, the writer limits 

his study to linguistic category and 

surface strategy taxonomy. Corder 

(1982:36) said that this superficial 

classification of errors is only a 

starting point for systematic analysis. 

It is only the evidence or data for an 

analysis. It is usually teachers to go a 

bit further in their classification. 

Surface Strategy Taxonomy 

 This category highlights the 

ways surface structures are altered. It 

concerns the identification of 

cognitive processes that underlie 

learner‟s reconstruction of the new 

language. Students‟ errors are 

considered to base on some logic, not 

only because of laziness or slopping 

thinking. The types of errors, which 

belong to Surface Strategy 

Taxonomy, are: Error of Omission, 

Error of Addition, Misformation and 

Misordering.  

Error of Omission 

 This type of error is 

characterized by the absence of the 

item that must appear in a well-

formed utterance.  

a. Omission progressive “ing” 

Example: I am study. 

In this sentence the learner omits 

“ing”. 

b. Omission of regular past tense 

“ed”. 

Example: he close it yesterday. 

c. Omission of ending “s/es” 

Example: she sit on the table 

In this sentence the learner omits 

“s”. 

Error of Addition  

The type of error is 

characterized by the presence of an 

item which must not appear in well-

formed utterance. 

a. Addition for simple past tense 

Example: Tom „leaved‟ his 

apartment in a hurry this 

morning. 

In this sentence the learner adds 

“ed” on the word „leave‟ instead 

of “left”. 

b. Addition for present perfect tense 

Example: my brother has been 

written some letter. 

In this sentence the learner adds 

“been” to the word “has written”. 
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Misformation 

Misformation error is 

characterized by the user of the 

wrong form of morpheme or 

structure (omit, add, and change any 

morphological morpheme), while in 

omission error is characterized by the 

use of item resulting error.  

Example: Bon never did any work in 

the garden. 

In this sentence the learner uses 

“did” instead of “does”. 

Misordering  

Misordering error is 

characterized by the incorrect 

placement of a morpheme or group 

of morpheme in an utterance 

Example: he is all the time late. 

“All the time late” is misordering. 

  

METHOD 

Research Design 

 This study is descriptive 

qualitative research. Generally, the 

characteristics of qualitative research 

are: 1) the data collected are soft data 

rich with description of words, 

phrases and sentences, which cannot 

be treated with satisficial procedures, 

2) the researcher is the key 

instrument in the data collecting and 

analysis process, 3) the result are 

argument and description. 

Subject of the Study  

 The subjects of the study 

were the first year students of 

English Department of UNIPA 

Kampus Blitar. The researcher takes 

the first year students by the 

consideration that they have studied 

grammar from junior high school and 

senior high school.  

Object of the Study 

 The object of the study is the 

error analysis on composition made 

by the first year students of English 

Department of UNIPA Kampus 

Blitar.  

Research Instrument 

 The instrument for collecting 

data was a writing test. It was given 

in the form of composition. On this 

test, the students were asked to write 

at least three hundred words 

compositions. 

The test was given in the 

form of free title. So, the topic of 

writing was not determined by the 

writer. It was meant, students could 

compose easier based on their mind. 

On this research, the writer got 25 

compositions, which would be used 

as instrument in this study. 

Data Collection 

 The data was collected by 

using the research instrument. 

Accordingly, the source of the data 

was the subjects‟ essay composition 

test. The test was administered by 

researcher herself on September 06, 

2022. The test was held in an 

appropriate room with the time 

allotment 60 minutes. 

Data Analysis 

 The data analysis was taken 

from students‟ compositions. The 

data processing procedure was done 

by identifying grammatical error 

based on surface strategy taxonomy. 

The following steps show the 

procedure: 

1. Identification of errors.  

2. The total numbers of errors made 

by students were counted.  
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3. Describing the errors by 

comparing the original sentences   

4. Reconstructed sentences based 

on the correct grammar.  

 After identifying, describing 

and classifying the grammatical 

error, the obtain frequency of each 

type errors was tabulated.

 

Table The Classification of Errors 

Errors Number Percentage 

Omission   

Addition   

Misformation   

Misordering   

Total   

 

To gain the percentage of 

errors, the researcher calculated it by 

using the formula:  

               

           
      

 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

 Based on the analysis of the 

students‟ compositions, the 

following results were gained. There 

were 237 errors found. The complete 

list type of errors based on surface 

strategy taxonomy is presented on 

the diagram and table. 

The errors made by the 

students were found that 79 

(33,33%) were omission errors, 35 

(14,77%) were addition errors, 118 

(49,78%) were misformation errors 

and 5 (2,11%) were misordering 

errors. 

From the data gained, the 

most common type of errors made by 

the first year students of English 

Department of UNIPA Kampus 

Blitar was respectively misformation 

errors, omission errors, addition 

errors, then misordering errors. So, 

misformation error was the most 

frequently occur by the first year 

students of English Department.  

The second error was 

omission error. The students omitted 

grammatical morpheme more than 

the meaning of morpheme itself. The 

omission of grammatical morpheme 

is result from lack of the use of 

grammar. The omission of 

grammatical morpheme played 

minor role in conveying the meaning 

of sentence. Furthermore, the 

omission of meaning morpheme is 

resulted by the lack of vocabulary.  

The third error was addition 

error. These errors were good 

indicators that some basic rules have 

been acquired, but that the 

refinements have not yet been made. 

It results from the all-too-faithful use 

of certain rule. Foe example: „I could 

enjoyed‟, „in there‟, „I would failed‟, 

they were laughed‟. 

The forth error was 

misordering error. Misordering error 

occurs systematically for both L1 

and L2 learners in construction. 

Students have written disordering 

errors that are word for word 

translation.
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Table Grammatical Error in Writing 

 Errors Number Percentage 

Omission 79 33,33% 

Addition 35 14,77% 

Misformation 118 49,78% 

Misordering 5 2,11% 

Total 237 100% 

 

CONCLUSION 

After taking an analysis and 

discussion in this preliminary survey, 

it can be concluded that the errors the 

students made can be categorized 

into four types of errors based on the 

surface strategy taxonomy. They are 

omission error, addition error, 

misformation error and misordering 

error. The misformation error was 

the most dominant type of errors. 

There were 118 errors (49, 79%). 

The previous data can be interpreted 

that the learners still get some 

problems in learning English, 

especially on grammatical.  

 

SUGGESTION 

Knowing the result of the 

analysis from the data above, this 

study is not only useful for 

consideration for writing evaluation 

but it also helps to develop the 

material or syllabus for teaching-

learning process for the next period. 

By considering the frequency of 

errors types, it can be used as a little 

depicting in learning how to make 

accurate decision and what material 

should be emphasized. Then, the 

students can introspect themselves. 

By considering the errors which 

happen in the compositions, they 

have motivation to develop their 

English. 

The following research can 

be inspired from this study. So, in 

order to know the development of 

the interim principle of students on 

every year level is better for the other 

researcher to do research on every 

year level. So, it will be known the 

development of the language system 

on every year level after getting 

process of learning. By comparing 

these results of analysis, the 

significant development on every 

year level can be found. 

This categorization used in 

the research is surface strategy 

taxonomy. The following researcher 

is hoped to analyze the students‟ 

compositions by using the 

combinations of the other 

classification in order to get the 

complete data about the students‟ 

errors.  
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