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.1RSlRA(7 A kt.dtrh \tutr,.o,.tucte.t lot ter
\'erkt \1rh lll l^t),cdt, thlr.t quatl.r Ge xol
!utt.nts n] !hc Lili\ctsif ol Mnnesata co ptt.d
th.  .Ue.x , l . laLt  t r t thods o/  t .other 1rcatuent
t,.l 1t.\,rntntg 

^signrx.tts: 
t) r,itine o,ruert\

tlrt qr. iar\ tathtr I hun rlrrcLlbns; 2) Dtdtkik!
ux.tror drtt trpt)/).tn! rhe.rnr.tJonnt, 3) otn
b t, nt q tbs i ! | r( < ont DEn r\ u r.l u,red nh r; atul t)
nt.lnatin! enot,, ,, IE(,t oJ u nde.r.t re.tuir
ir! sttxl.its t. /xrl toteLtkrts ahd then rcrite

Rastlh: oJ thL :tx.t), irdtLutc thdt \tu.tert prc
lress r tlttQn...t b) rti!t,! prar!ne dton.. Car

nrt! (Lturlq. at itihg
ltuen)', ar g.rodl Latlutq. pto|t.n rc!, and thel
,Lrr ttnre u r4:dti,. ttict an ,rd.nt atitu.tas,
ev(tu ) r'l|,n strtl.ntt rttlst rtatacatrc.liohs b),

A tmdLrionr laslunpl ioD h. j  bccD rhat {r i l len
\ . r l  nr  nncisn la iqu.se da$es un be corecred
rnel icul)unr.  I i  i t  \er t  ror  .orr . tcd.  erors \ rould
be dccpl !  inerai l rd,  and i r  nould bc doubty di l -
f i (u l r  fo.  learner:  ro us.  rhc te igua-qe.orrc.r ly.
Hosc\cf ,  in spire ol  codect io is.  rcacher\  have
round thal  s ludcDl i .ont i  Ue to rept l  lhe \a!re

( lore.r ings(od.ntr  f ree \ r i r iDe is a redn)us rask
lo.  rh.  tcarhcr.  lD Ia. l ,  th.  d i rounr oi  ne$s.ni ig
a$ier.d of l .n Da! be dcrernnncd norc b) rhe
anrourr  or  Drc a teaclr . r  h!s ro correcr i l  ( t ran bl ,
lhc uumr bel i .ycd ro be nrorr  bencr ' i . ia l to a s lu
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b. ," , - ,  p . . i  .  po r ' , . r , -_ r \ . t1,
rcrurn or pape.s.orered $irh Lh. ine\ i rable rd
marks reruf ts in looks of  d isrppoi l rd j rnr  . .d
discouragemenr on nud.nrs, faccs. Thc rcachc,
$ordets i l r } t  nudons Nit lever bortrc.  ro re.d rhc
co, rect ions.  ro sxr Dorhins ot  te! ,  Ding f tom rt je i , .
Ihc l ikel ihood thal  faper\  I i l l . .d !p i i  lhe{ajrc
baskcl  afrer hal ing r .cei \e. lontyacursor)  etar.e
is verilied by an experiDcrl cor{h.ted b! lUarzano
.Dd A hur,  who tuuid rh rhc hours reaclrcrs
stedd codect ing ( ldcnr\ ,  .c.  rvr j l ing is af  cre. .

' I  he lc.che. nay at5o be i .usrrxred bc.arrc of
thc real i /at ion rhl t  the iunrbd. of  re. l  nralks on
palefs do nol  id.qualel)  r . f lecL(h.quat i tyol  the
srudenrs '  work.  Nian! oi  thc nina} ies Dnl  nor ac
lual ly inrcr lcr .  $ i rh comnrur ical ior ,  but  the rcd
in\  causes theD Lo loon, jo le.ge rhar Lhc tcarncl
is uDa\!n.c of  a l l  rh.  eood, or al  t .ast  compreheD
srblc,  la.guag. $hich ha\ bee. f roduc.d.  As a
fe\uh, sr f ter ts do nol  t .c l  l l rc al l inn.r iof  and
posi t i !c  re in iorcenenr rh rheir  ct fo s hare

( ure. l  cducat io.al  l i t . r . lLtrr  Doirns up rhc reta
tlonship berwecn affectnc and cognrrjle Iaclos in
(ne Leamrs p(E$s. Asjusr on. e\ampte, resca..h
condudcd by Tahnage nnd tastr indrcrte! Lhar stu,
do'r  adr ievehdn is ckr\c\ ' .e lar .d ro sru.rcDr
atr i lude. AnyLhine whi!h has a rcg. l i \ .  c l lecl  or
at t i rudc terd!  Lo rcra lcarning.

Slncc f fee rvr i tnre asignmcrLs oJicn reluLt olh
In lea.her s l ress and student dis.pnointDr.nt ,  borh
ol  i lh ich mar hN! D.eaLirc cf ted!  on progrcss i i
languagc acquis i t ion,  the l .ouer ion nra_\,bc ro
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fore.I trcc writiDe assignncnts conpletel). Yet
many ibreigD laneuagc melhodolosists atlirn that
lansuace skills are intcrrclatcd and thai w.ning
fcjnforccs rhc o1h€r ba!ic skilh oflisteninc, speak-
ing,  and readins.  wr i r ins,  as a producl i le skiU, is
non closely relared to speakinE, and, i! conlrast
ro spcakjng. is somethinS which 5tuden15 can do
alonc, as home$ork. F.ee'wririnc is rberefore an
important mean! oi darimizirg the amounl of
pracr icesludenls have i i  p.oduci !g lanenage. The
probkd lies lor iD lhe $ritine acrivity itsclf. but
in rhe teacher fesponse ro the studcni cfibrt.

This leads ro the followins quesrion: whal are
1!real tcrnat ivcs to rhc!ypical  dethodof corect ing
each error I Sone nethodologkls advocate a system
of s innly narkins places where enos occur,  us
irg a code to iDdicate dre rype oferor. and.equir
ing stLdenrs to co(ect tlreir own work.

AnoLhe. netbod of treatmeDr which has been
sugsesred. par l icular ly by Ieachc6 ofEnsl ish l ikc
KeUy'  and waencr, 'and by leachers ol  Ensl ish as
r \ rcofd Lrf ! ! !Se l le lnLd. i  i \  ro mrlc no cor
r . . rofs.  b!r  (o .e\pord o th. .onrenl  * i th \ f iucn
co drtnrs and qucnions, indicat ingrhat ihene\\agc
has been undehrood. Kcl ly srates rhat rhereacher 's
l iAl  re! ton! ib i l i ty  i \  to I isren to rvhat s ludents are
saying $hen lhe!  \ l1eal  Innead oi  makire red
narks.  shc f iDds i I  jsmore helpful to.espond and
qucnion, Draking i l rquir ies ih ich r i l l leep studcnts
"Lalkirg on paper." Her posilion is rhar lar€r, afrer
students rcaljze lhat lhey are communicaring and
somcone is understanding the nelsagc, they will
bc rcceplive to suggcstions and even scck advice on
hos to improve rhe nechanics of lhrn w.irine.
Rerar.h br Rinderer. supporrs rhc rheory that, at
least  in rhe tcaching of  Engl ish,  a reacher 's wrn
lerj supportrvc comnrents have a posiriveellect on
sludcnts' nroiirarion toward writine inprovemenr,
whilc correcrions rerd to siifle rnorilarion.

In order to obtain some concrere evidence recard
ing rhe effects of various mclhods of trcaljng
studenls' lree witjng assignnerts in forcign
languagecourscs, a rcsca.ch project was ca.riedout
durjne rhc sprine quarter. 19E0, in the Ge.man
Dcpartment at the Unive.sity oi Minn€sola. The
basic quenions invslisated $efe:

l Does .ofecring eros on srudenrs' ftee
\vritnrg assignnrcnts facilitatc studcnls' ability to
$r i te and iDcrease studenls ' lotal  language com
pererce, or is conecrion d.rrimcnral to studcnrs'
progrc$ in langulec acquisilionl

2. Doer giving supportive comdents have a
posnjve ellnd on student altitude!?

.1. Ifcoredion! are necessary tor efficjenl learn

ing, does the addilion ol reinforcine conmcnts
counteract any negative effecrs on sLuden$' ar
titudes which thc correcrions are apl Io produce?

4. Do student! achicve norc whcn lhey are forc
ed ro corect rheir own nistake\'l

Merlods and Proc.durcs
Subjects were l,ll studerrsr enrolled n' rhe th;d

quarter of firsr year German. These srudents were
divided amone eishr sections, each of rvhich rvas
taueht by a differenr inslntrIor. -the .ourc ner 5
days pe. wcck ibr 10 weeks.

l'or the purpose ol the exp€rimcnt, a wcckly free
w.iling assienmcnt in the fonn ofa laseDr.l,, or
journal ,  was nrcorporated into the.ourse. This
assignmenl pennitled studeDts lreedom lo w.ite
about lnything lhey Nished they could recounl
thcir acliviries for the seek, or tlrey could dilcuss
a lopic ol  their  own choosiDg.

Oftheeighl  secl ions of  lhc course,Iso sect ions
$elea$iencd 10 each oi iour experi ental Sroups.
(see Tablc l.) Sincecou6e conrenr (as \!€11as tests)

Tabh I
ExFerircnl!l Crotrps

Group 1 conrncnrs o.ly
Gro!p 2 corections only
Cronp 3-.ofto.lons qnh ..hneort
Group 4 nudent corccrion

21

l0

was idcnticalin all sections, difierentiarion anong
the experimental groups was only on thc basn of
melhod of lrearing the srud€n$' iree *riring
a$isnmcnts. This was as follows:

On the laserrcft xssisnmcnls ofsroup I no er
ro.s were marked. Inslcad, studenrs receiled.on-
nent5 and questions in rcsponsc to the conte.r ol
thc *rilinc. Grades {€re based rolely on the
anorrt of urdentandable Oernan produccd.
Sincc the studenls had bad e$enriauy no i.ce
n.iling expe.iencc. during the firsr rwo weeks 100
sords were requned ior an A. for thc next two
*eeks I25 rords uere rcquircd fo. an A, and
thcrcafter it took 200 words to derl an A: a B rc
quired i50wofds, a C 100 words, and a.yLhins kss
than 100 words was unacceplable. Any iicorn
preheDsiblc lancuase was brackered and did no1
counl as part of thc roral number ot sords.

The ldg?rr., assignments of eroup 2 were cor-
re.ted with corcct forms writlen in. Group I $as
treated rvith ! combinalion of the above Derhod!l
rhat is, e..ors wcrc corrected and comnents in
response to the conren|yere added. On thc wrniDg
ofsroup 4, erros rvere ma.ked by means ofa s,ur
bol ic code. These nudenLs Lhen a|cnpted to cor
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rect  Lhcrr  o\ !n er.or\  r rd r ' .s .oL. rh. .$ ig.n.nt
the iolkNing $eek. (ti lhc se.ond ..corrccrcd , \.r
s ions,  group 4 ! . . ( rs *  ere darted \ i rh.ored
tbftr !'pplicrl, ii lhe iaDc manner .\ 

'or 
lrort\

2 and 3.  ( i ( )uJrs 2,  3,  ard . : l  bcgan n i rh r  J0 sord
mnnmuD and \lorkcd W to a 100 !ord rrininNn
al lcr  thc Jburth \ccl .  The srrde\ jor  lhcs.  tsf t )u j r r
Nefe bascd on a rrr io of  nr is l .ke\  lo lhc nuni l ! r
ot  Nords rv intcn.  . \ l  A i . ( lu j r .d ar lca\r  90q' i  a.
curacy,  d l l  at  lean 800rn,  a C ?0q0, D 60q0, and
anl th ine bel{N lhrr  \ r rs !n F Dur ing the l0 scck
qua(cr,  a toral  o l  Dine comtusi l ions $ere r . i r rcr .
Sincc Croup . l  d id rh.  reNri tc c lcN second ivcek,
rh 's erorp gcnerarcd or l !  s l ishlb Dro.e lhan one-
hal l  as du.h nc\r  nrater ix l  i rs rhc orher sroups.

Al l  Bronps Rere givcr n.etest !  and nosttens.
'Ihelc consisled ol a llNd, fre.Nri(ine saDpte and
a r imcd, DuI ip l .  c l ,o ice c lorc rcsr whidr r ic ldcd
the lo l lo$ing thr.e mei\urcs of  cohp.rcr .c in

Frcc $r j l i is  a.cu.rc!
Frec $r i r i lg f luency
Ccncral laDeuage prof i . ld,c)

Thc dirdio. \  i ( ) r  lhc l ree \ ! . i l ing tcsr read a\

Yo! ul l  l rNr ro mind.s roNrrcr\much asv.r
.an ni Cernin. Jr! \riL. lyhar
nnnd l l \e .omphr.  \ .oroocs and r . re rn
paragraphsj  bul  l r re Dara! iath\  d.  nor havc ro
rchle Io each orhcr You mrr-  *r l rc In r \ . ra. t
d i l fer .nr  ro)r i . \  r \  \ , !L s \ I  \ \ r i r r r \ r ! ru ' rLr l \
. \  r . r  . rn.  b rhr l I in,r ,L .0rJr [ ] .n i \  u r l i .
, , r r r r lo l  id r  c l l  i !  ib le c o n r  0 ni .xrnrr  i r  ( i . rnxn
did yotr  ca.  p iodu.c io rhl \  lor l rcd rr .c

Do 0or b.gin unrLl rh! rcncher r.lk io!. \\'hen rhc
htr i r  6 u!r ,  loD id! f l lJrareh. . ! . r  rJ r . r  r f t  in
rhc dri.lJlr .l r !.nrcrtt.

This tesl  was choscn in keeping r i th B.nt \ch,
whosc research indicrtes rhar ar actual$riril! \am
ple is thc ben hea\ui .  o l  Nr i l ing abi l i ty .  Scor i ig
Nas palle.ncd on llre prcccdu'c trs&l by Iniare: a)
ihe rar io ol  c lors Lo $ords i rd ic. led thc ]cvd of
a..rtu.r, and b) rl'e nufibcr of $olds rroduccd
i i  rhr  l0 minutes l . ic ldcd rhe s.orr  lor  lhen.y.

' lhe c lozc rcsr .on\ incd of  J7 dutr ip l .  choice
rtens consrrucred x.cordi ig lo pf t )c.duc( lsed b!
Ca6Lens.,"  The dne.r ions.urd a saJnrr te lo l loN:

ld rhe dra.hcd rrxJn' !  \ rL.dio! \ .  r  rumb..  of
sords hIe b.cn omi r  Selcd l roD dLr \ ! tu l \
i .  paic.rhc\c\  rhc or.  s l i r !1, , . !  f i rs b. th rh!

xD{t  r r ic .onr. l r  o l  th.
\rfcnr. and fa.i!funh o,rd./r1!,rhn \!or{l ,,

Yotr  r i l l  hrv.  c\r .a)  l0 n 'urrs ro { lo rh.  r . { .
WhLler.u nrc.or. \ t i . Iod ro bc ablcr .  &rnr lere
dr!. ne r$r in rl[r r.rr. \!ork ai .atidl) a! to$i
bl .ardd.! \  f r r . l )  as)ourxr lhcrcis noJrcd!t

Srort . i r . r  ru i  L l r !  Jor.  r . \ r :

Lr.i S.lruhlr.hrlei rurdc i I arecrticb
('i.!c. ru-ssam, elaubc. ud)

rr harr \tnjef l) \!hon mindcn..s Trci
(nich{.  n. ,  .u ' t . ,  (undin)

l ) {  ( r . rd ( l )  ! r /e l ! rud n. t .onre \ j .h

Gagrc,  ra. .  Srhuhe, s la!bc)
(1L dNbddo,

{d. , ,  d ichr.  
^!ei ,  

rv!rd.)

( oz. tr\t !adslarnh:

The \hocsahn.an hel ine ! )  lngrr  Hc
(ocLr.  sto\ !Ly.  htLic\ . ,  a.d)

hrd slroqn his (2) rlrc.dr nl lean
{n. l '  Ju. l , . lnon.n

r\ro doz.. tl) ard nt. rould
(srni .  \ r : ,  i l ro.s.  b. l i . rc)

(,1) dt.idt
(b. ,  nor,  N.,  b{ !nr . ,

( ) l ler  L 
^nd 

Shohanr!  , . i lc  nuch dala nrpporr
! rg.b/e lcsts as el l rc icnr.  !a l id,  ard.c l jabte
ncanr.es ol global languagc trolicjcncy. They coD-
. ludc lh.r  .e, \ r l ts  i rd icarc co!rpelcnce rather lhan
nlrrc perto.mance. CarsreDs found rhal  thc
nul t rp le c lo icc c loze ren is Dor ontr  tes Linc
consuhire and less i .usrral ing to rhe studcnt,  bur
also make! a grealer dist i lc t ion among le\ets ol
lanCUage learning drar doc5 rhe normat ctoze lest.
ror  purDose! oi  val idal ion rhis rcsl  ua!  ad
tt in is lcred ro rhrcc nat i \c \pcake6 oi  ccrnan, a
ol $honr colrnleled ir iI less lhan iive ntnures trilh

Thesametcsts,  wi lh Lhc sarne re\r i rB pro.edures
being uscd, rcrc adnnrisrercd borh as prcresrs and
Dosr t t5rs.  IDaddir ion,aba.ks'ound quenionDaire
\!as onrpleted bl each srLdcnl ar the tiDe ot'
prelesLing, and an alnl!de quesrioDDaire lvas used
er rhc t rme or posr lesl ing.

rhe blckgtuund quesr ionnaire showcd rhar lhe
treatmenr groups qerd hornoge.eous in leirns of
bicksround i r  Ccrman. An n ere\Ling di f ference,
hol !c lcr ,  $.s thar a lar ler  pcrceDragr oi  Croup 2
(coireir ions or l ! )  $as ! lanning ro conl inu€ rhe
stu. ly of  Ccrman be)ond the.our5c I  l0 l .  (Scc
I  ablc 2 )
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I  c r  c c n r  !  s I  P l :  n n i  n g I  o cD.r jnncGernin Berond I-103 I  he.esu[s are presenle. ]  in I  ables l ,  .1,  and i .
croup 1lco'ni l ,cnrs onl ! )  50qi '  \h ich \horv rhe edjusLcd po\L resL mcan\ ofca.h
croup 2 (cor.ecr ior \  onl ] )  6r% grnup rhe nat is l ical  analrs is sho\ ld rhar rhe.e
atrorrr I (r.trrcrior\ lrnh.onnncnt) ,11q0
c.ol | .1(sn]dcnl tof i .c lQnl)50[}asnol \ jgni i jcanldi l . |crcnc.anrongl |cal lnentgro!!s !r reirns oJ srni.g ac.urec!. (See Trble:l )

Remlls ot $iilirg A.ctrract Tesl

1'1

A nat i \c tD.ake. of  German, $ho also had had

c\peri.nce in teachine Gernran l-103 al theunirer

sir) ,  but  Nho \as Dol  currenl ly an inslruclor,  cor
rrrrcd ard s.o 'cd thc p.c lesr dd DosI IesI  t rcc
$. i r i rg sadples,  as lvcl l  as al1 oi  L l 'e \ !eekly f rec
\r i t i ig assignDrcnr\  This p.o.edtrrc \ !as sFo!-

checked b!  Ih.  rcsearcher 10 be sufe thal  error
marki .e {as uni fooD. Al l  conmenls,  bolh tbr

sfoup 1(comncntso. l ! )  a id Eroup I  (corediors

wj lh co i ienls)  were wr i l lcn by the researchd.

This asN'ed.onsis len. !  o l  r rcalncnt anong the

cour5r \e.r lnrs.  A minlmum sLandad ofs iv ine aI
lcrst bvo full senlencc rcspon\ts, oie of which Nas

usual ly a quest iof ,  \va\  obser\ed.
Besides .onveyiDe to rhe sluden15 lhe nrcsagc

rhal  rheir  Ccrman was undehlood and .ncourag'
ins thern Io sr i rc morc,  ar '  addnional  purpose oJ
Lhe connncnls was to nodel cofefi usage.
whene\e. po5siblc. $ithout being ur.arLtral, ncn,s
or lorDs \vhich rh.  nudemt had used inco.rect ly
sere nrcludcd nr rhc rc\ponts.

srrderrs couDlcd rhcir  o\r  \ rords on lhe Neck

ly lag.rf.lr r55ignncnt!. spol checlis indicalcd
rhal  rhcs.  rc.e.ea. ly al{ . ! j  accurate

I h. l.sl rcsult5 \!..c rnalrzed usire an anal,rsis
o i corarir r ce, a slrt ist ical rechniquc rhich adj u{s
posr tcsr 5corrs for  i rn ia l  d i i rcrcnces, as

d.nronn.aLcd bl preresl scorcs, thus fe.ftnting an

cxaninat ion of  the nrcar ld i icvencnr of  rbe er

Thc anrlysjs ol ioliriar.e $ai follo\ctl b! a 531
of conrplctc ly indetender l  .ontrasls,  rvhich dade
(f  .  Jdlolnrs t l !ee .onrpa.r5on5:

I  Group I  NiLh -sronps 2,  1, .1 0ro corecl ion

I  Group. l  \ ! i rh grdLps 2 ard 3 Gludcnr cotrec.
t ioDs ! i .  teache. coi iect iont

3.  Grou! 3 { i rh grout 2 ( .o( .c l jon \ r i lh coln.
mcnrs r5 cofectlon onl,v)

Thcse qr l far isoDs rerc tcsrcd Jor s ig. i l icanl

di l lernccs bcl \ccD adju\rcd posr L.n m.ans.

3 (corcctions \rnh ronnn.nrt

121 I
l0t . l .

l t91
I t .9t

Re hs ol \lli l irg lhren.y Iesl

3 (corcrions and cod'd'cdF)

11hj !h l !  \ isni l i . r . r  (h1!hc.)  p = 001
rn!r1li.x.r (lo$.r) F 00.1

' I !b lc 5
nen,llr ot Clozo Ten

I (.ofcrtio.s \!irh &nnm..n)

I  he re\LlG oi  lhe $. iL ing F_lucncr Tr\L \hoNcd
thar eroun I  (conrnenA only)  ]Las 5i .sr i i icur ly
morc f luent,  in tenns of  Ihe nrmber of  \voJds \r i r
ten,  than the orhcr groups. Thc scorc lofCloup. l
(studcnt corecliont was sienjlicanll,r loir{ tlraD
thoscoJ eroups:and 3 ( lcachc'  corrccl ior \ ) .  (Sce

Table 5 iDdicales lhal  sroup l ,  \ !h idr  rccene. l
only conmcnrs aDd no .orcct ions,  ! rade
signilicanrl! mo.e Drogrcss in genei al languagc pro
li.ien.f, a! nea\u.cd by Lhc cl.re rc\l, rhan thc
grout\  recei ! 'ng co.recr ion,

The anal !s is ol  rhe Icsul ls oJ thc ar l i ludc qucs
Lionnan. showed a s igni f icarL di f fercrcc on onl !
f i le i reN. (See I  able 6.)
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R6!lr! of Atdt!& Qu.rllorMlE

Posnbk tu,e lo. itm 1-3 b 6.0
I thint that wriring G€rmu gavc
nc morc .onfdcncc ln spakinS.
I think thlt *ridng a l48er.ct
should bc rctaincd in O.rno l-103.
I lookcd foflad to h.lins hy

t2 14

z.

5.

l .

Posible @r. is 2.0: 2 = I hr. or morc, ! = lels than t hr
Anolnt oftin slEnt eriring
T.A.ba.h. l,7l t,38 1.38 1.53

Usual gr.d. c.ivd on lasericl. 3.88 3.41 3.20 3.

4.4 4.81 4,33 4.42

4.41 5.13 1,42 4,n

4,9t 4.70 4,66 1.26

in thc backSround qu$tionnairc administered at
th€ bcsiMins of th€ study. (See Table 2.)

It is $rprisiry to notc that group I (commc s
only) spent signific$tly more rkrc oatlla Taeebuch
assignmcnts that thc other groups. On€ night h.v€
assumed that, sime thb group did not n€cd to
worry about mistak€s, it would hav€ sp€nt less rime
rather than more on writing. This is an indicarion
that m€tnb€ts ofgroup I still took the task serious-
ly, and wer€ highly notivatd, €ven though errors
did not have a ncgaaivc €ff€ct on th€ir grades.

The attitud€ quesrionnaire abo asked srud€nt!
to make free commcnts r€Sarding thc writinS of a
Tagebuch. Tht8e *.rc summarized and a tally
medc of th€ number of stud€nts of each group ex-
pressing similar opinions. (Se€ Tabl€ 7.)

Thc aignificani differcnccs app€ar a! follows:

Item l: Thc fte3n of group 2 (con€crions ordy)
is signiffca ly high€r than that of group 3 (cor-
rcctions with commcnts).

It€m 2: The combin€d mcan! of groups 2 and
3 (t.!cher corrcctiotr) is hish€r then 4 Grudenr

Itcmr 3, 4, and 5: The mcan! of group I (com-
n€nts ody) arc hid€r then th. conbined mca
of SrouF 2, 3, and 4 (concctions).

Thc good showing which group 2 (corrcctions
only) madc on th€ attitude qucstionnair€ lnay bc
€xplaincd by th. facl that a larS€r perccntagc of
thfu group Dlam€d io continuc the study of Ccr,
man bcyond thc thiftl{ua&r cours€, a! indicarcd
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Table 7
Attilude Qneffon ire Fr€e Comnenh:

Sumn{y 8Dd Tslly

ommenL! {Summ ized)

Enjoyablej gave me opportunity !o wrile

lmporrant; sood idea; helpiul;
reinlorced spcakins, thinkine in
Cerman, use of dictionary, and grammar.

Should be given more *eigh! as
course conpon€nl in crading.

was hard work, rime-consuming.

I-ength should bc someshat redu.ed-

There should bc corection of frequently
made crrorsi or some correction of

Should wr i te hal f  as many.
On olf week, relke and hand in again.

Counline off for etroF suppre$ed
crcativit! and experimcnlation; felt
prcssur€d !o slay jn "safe" area,

Disliked method of correction.
N€eded norc explanation of correctiors.

Should be sraded S/N-

Diffictrlt to rhink ol a rop'c.

Unplcasanl, iedious, nol valuable.

2 3

Ihe resulrs of this study support rhelheory that
corccriondoesroridprovestudents' wriringskills
in ce.man as a second language, nor does it in-
crcasc lotalcodPetency in the Ianeuage. on each
oJ rhc nea\ures of language ability, where there
{as sienificant diiicrcnce anong t.eatments, group
I, trhich received only comments, show€d more

trogrers rhan the sroups $ hich receiled correclion.
Theanaltsisof rhealtitudequcstonnairereveal-

ed fe{er signilicant ditierenc€s among the treal
rnenr groups than was anticipated. Although not

analyzed sralistically, the free comments on the at
titude questonnalre ofgroup I were generally more
positive lo*ard the writine experience than lhose
ofthe other gloups,ll is interesting to scc that six
sludents oferoup I believed that the.e should have
been somecorection of erore on thcir sork. This
coincides wilh the position of Kelly that, *hen
students realize lhat they are communicaling, and
soneone k undenrandine the n€ssage, they will
re?k advice on how to improve the nechanics of

In addition !o ihe formal evalualive instrtrmeDls
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used in this sludt, rhere wcre aho unsolicited sru-
dent reactions, Onestudcnt ofe.oup 4 GorrectinC
one'sow! mislakcs). nr [eu of subnilring tbe revh-
ed vcreion of the second Td8ebu.h, vtat. a wty
bitter note cxp.cssine frustration ar not being able
Io find the cotred forns for lhe c.rofs desisnared
by the code lymbok. The lbllowing is an exact
quote: "Rather lhan iorcing u! to broaden ou.
locabulafy as we drill our Erammarical knowledce,
yat ,nechanische' Untenichr willpurse us ofour
desire ro arLenf't any wrirjng."

Near rhe end ol the acad€mic quarrcf a srudent
oicroup 3 (corections with coomenls) wrote an
€valualile sratement of over 200 words in which
erievances reearding laSarla, a$isnments were
described. Theslalemcnt begaD thus: "As onelvho
very mnch \yishes ro inprove their lrrl writine
skilh and ba\ically enjoys learning the German
language in CeDeral,l dust express cxlfeme disap
pointmenr and crilicisn ol the nanner in shich we
rvere supposed lo rlearni to srire bener." Primary
amone rhe codplaints was thc gradine system,
whicb discouraged attempts by students to explore
ne{ sramnar and skills. This nudenr concludcd:
"To conlinuc to feel thar the presenr progran is
a laluablc tool in leacbing student! writins I feel
is an jnsult to the intelligence of the average s1u
dent, HopciuUylhis {illbe recognized, and olhcs
in lhe tulurc sill bcnciit from changes in the ap

In addition to these special noresj a number ol
stDdenls used the last l48eracl, assignment itsell
to e\p.ess .eaclions 10 the experience of free-
$r i1 ing, In conrrasr to rhespecial  no!es mcnr ioncd
above, thcsc wcrc allpositile. However, rhey were
larsely i.ob sroup I (comnents only). (See Table
8.) These students iound wnins a lds€rr./,
helpful, pleasant, an.l a cood learnins experien.e.

'Ilble 8
f,nsoliciled Posilift Writtcn Comnen(s

Orolp I (commenls only) 9
Croup 2 (corcctions only) 0
c.oup I (corerlions sirh comnenn) I
croup.l (\tudenr corediont 1

The.e was unaniDous agreenent anong the eighl
instructors thrt frcc *riling a$ienmenrs had add-
ed an important dimension to the course Cerman
I 103. Somebel ievedthatnakingthcassignmeDls
somewhal more sLrlctured, $rch as ar lcast occa
sionally gilinc a\signed lopics, might be an

A side benefit ol t.ertmcnr I (comnenh only)

C"L 1;1 7
20

was lhar it removed the temptation for studenrs ro
cheal by copyins. Among groups 2.3, and 4 rber€
were several instances ofneaFcertainty (ifnot con-
plclecenainry) rhar fte Tas.rlc, a$icnmenrs sub-
mitted were not orisinal. This never happened in

ln eeneral, the lindings ot rhis nudy point ro
featnent t (commenis only) a! prefcredand iden-
rili treatment 4 (requiring studenrs to cor.ecl rheir
own mistaket as least prefered in lerns ofgrowth
in lancuaee proiiciency. Howcver, rhis may nol be
duc entirely to rhe diffe.ent t.eahcnr meihodsrr?/
ie, but also to the diflerences in thc 4adrriry ol
wrjlins praclice. In order to achievc A's, group I
needcd 10 wrile ryice as much as groups 2 and 3.
(lroup 4, on ihe other hand, becausc of revisions,
wrote nuch les new malerial. This difference in
quanlitywas nost certainly one ofthe crucialfac-
iors in delermining lbe difference among the groups
in llu€ncy scores. Whar is most unexpected is rhar
group 4, which conected its own errors, did not
dobetteronaccuracy,  asmeasuredbylheaccuracy
scores on $e free writing tesl. Thk sives additioral
elid€nce lhat accuracy, as aell as ilucncy, is af
fected losiriv€ly by practice.

while lhc resulrs of this resea.ch cannor be
generalized beyond the group of studenh involv-
ed in lhc project, they do dcmonsrrare rhal lor lhis
g.oup ofs iudents,  overa tcn week per iod of t imc,
rhe absence of corcclion oi fteejrririn-q a$igD
nrcnrs did nor ha!c a detr imrnral  e l lecl  oD
progre$ 1n language learnine, as neasurcd by dre
instrumenlsol th is.esearch. Theadounrof prac-
ti.e, on the other hand, even sirhoul correcrion,
did appear Io havea posilileeffect on achielement.

In summary,  Ihe in i t ia lqueJons posed by rhis
research are answered as lollowsl

l Thc lime which teachen use in corecring
studenrs' orisinal compositions is ,or well spenr.
Tbe resll$ ol this study irdicare thal student
achievement is enhanced byvriiins practice alone
and rhat corrections do nol significanily in.reasc
wri t ins sk '1Is.

2. Givins su pporrive comments in lieu of conec
tions appears to havc a posirile ellect on srudeDt
attiludes loward writing and roward rhc target
languageingeneral .  Whi letheansve.rothisques
tion is nol as unqualified as had been hoped. thc.c
is evidence 10 suppofl rhis conclusion.

L The addilion ofreinio.cing comments to coF
rections did nor make a sisnificant diffe.ence jn
either achievement orartitudes as conpared ro cor
recrion alonc, ln facr, rhe resulls of the measures
of both achicvement and atrirudes sbo$ thar cor-



(101q ' r
I 'OR!ICN i  ANCUAOE ANNALS20:

,ccr ior  i lon.  Lt  eqr. l  ro oi  supe, io,  Io .one.r ion
* i1h.omD.nr Thi \  ufhoLds \ iogLcf ' \  s l r rcDcnr
tha! a lev posilive commenls cannot possibly
countcract  the negar j !e el lect  o l  numerous

4. Srud.nrs do nor achiclc 
'norc 

when rhet arc
forced ro corecl Ih€n own mislakes. OD thc con
ftary, lhe findires of rhis siudy indrcalc that this
reamenL i\ hast effedive in renns ofbolh achieve

Clasroom Applicltion
Thc application ol the findin8s ol this rcsca'ch

Io da$roolr procedures would nean that lhe
amount of wrilins asiSned, sin.e codection does
nol appear ro promore codpetency, can be based
on lhat is best lor sludent leanine, and Deed nor
be determnred by dre anrouDl of time and energ)
a tcachcr has to corcct it. Instead ofenduring lhe
d.udeert ofiinding and marking errors, rheteachcr
can, Nith ! dcar conscicncc, cnjoy bc.onine bet
rer acquainied wiih 1he srudcnts lhrough mutual
sharins of inforndrion. The srudenr, insread oi bc-
nre rewarded with rhe rerurn ot an assignnent
\rhi .h ha! been muri lared b) rhe red pen, l r i l l
recei!e leacher respon\.s of accepLance, cnourage
mflrl, and un.l*srardine. 'l his do* not dean that
corcct ions should nerer be nrade. $ hen a leacher
nolcs consincnr cror, drcy can be explained an.]
dr i l led.  Wher nudenrs ask fo.  corrccr ion,  i l  c ln bc
givcn. Rclcased irom thc burdcn oi feclins com
pcllcd to lind cvcry eror,Icachen cancxefcisepe.
sonal disftetion in naking core.tion\.

One of thc mosl imporlant benefits of the
I4aebtrcl is the opporlunill il !flords thc tcacher
to lcarn to j(no\! the lludents as pcrsons. Thjs h
aho i'oinred out by SratonL, $ho reports on a
similtu approach using dialoeue j ouriah. Re!pond-
jng Io thc srudcnrs '$r j t ing as in t rcatment I  ( iv i th
rernforcing reDonscs and qucslions in the largel
language. so rhat students know that rhey arc be
ing undentood) res'lts in a student leacher con-
municarjon \rhi.h could play a vitalrole in building
a posirive rehlionship. Probably more rhan
anyrhing else, more than ant nethod, te.hnique,
or malerial used, it is dris positive relationship
yhjch fonns lhe basis for effecrile teaching.
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