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ABSTRACT

Fitri, 1. D. 2020. Student Self-Evaluative Judgment of Teacher and Peer Written
Corrective Feedback. Thesis. English Education Study Program. Magister
Program. University of Muhammadiyah Gresik. First Advisor: Dr. Khoirul
Anwar, M. Pd Second Advisor: Dr. Yudhi Arifani, M.Pd.

Student self-evaluative judgment was important to evaluate the practice of teacher
and peers written corrective feedback (WCF). It could be used to determine whether
both methods were a proper method for student or not. Inappropriate WCF
could damage students writing improvement and influenced student psychology
aspect. This study aimed to identify student’ self-evaluative judgment of teacher
and peer WCF, correlated them with student’ writing ability, and compared both of
WCF methods. This research employed gquantitative using survey, correlation and
comparative design. Data were collected from 105 L2 learners using close
questionnaires and writing test. Student’ writing ability scores were taken from
their teacher. By using quantitative research, this study found that first, both
teacher and peer WCF had satisfied result on student’ self- evaluative judgment. It
meant that both methods were acceptable as an appropriate method in learning
writing. Second, student with higher agreement of both teacher and peer WCF
practice, would be also has a higher score on their writing. Third, student preferred
to use teacher WCF than peer WCF. However, peer WCF still useful to be an adjunct
for teacher WCEF practice since it could improve student writing ability.

Key words: Student” Self Evaluative Judgment, Written Corrective Feedback.
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