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1 Gr. Grammar 6 
 

 Missing word 
2 WO Word Order 7 PS Part of Speech 
3 V? Verb, 

including to be 
8 Sp Spelling 

4 T Tense 9 ? Incoherent 
5 WC Word Choice 10 SS Sentence 

Structure 
 

Table 1. Error-codes composed together with students 
 

Mistakes are underlined, codes are 
written on the margin 

 
 

Mistakes are not underlined, codes are 
written on the margin 

 
 
 

Flowchart 1. Error-coding approach adopted by a teacher 
 

T There is always a dispute around genetically-modified 
organisms… 

 
T The technology changed what we eat and how we eat… 

 
 
 

Figure 1. The result of students’ progress after self- 
correction according to error codes 

 
 

In conclusion: 
§ coded feedback has advantage over non-coded direct way of 

giving feedback; 
§ 86% of students admitted that earlier they were more 

interested in the grade and assessment rather than in 
analyzing mistakes corrected by the teacher; 

§ self-correction requires regular revision and practice of 
topics needed to be reviewed again; 

§ students increased their motivation to eliminate fossilized 
errors; 

§ students developed their independence in identifying and 
consequently checking their mistakes; 
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Link to the video:  

The Study on Improving Students’ Writing in English 
Class through Using Correction Codes: The case of two 

schools in Kazakhstan. 
RQ 1: What was the effect of editing work in reducing the number of students’ 
mistakes in writing in five categories? 
RQ 2: What skills, if any, did students obtain as a result of self-correction of their 
writing assignments? 


