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Abstract

Error correction has long occupied a central yet controversial position in second
language acquisition (SLA) research and pedagogy. While traditional approaches
treat learner errors as deficiencies to be eliminated, recent perspectives emphasize
their diagnostic and developmental value. This study re-examines learner errors
in English as a Second Language (ESL) classrooms and proposes a pedagogical
framework that reconceptualizes errors as resources for learning. Drawing on
classroom data from intermediate-level learners, the paper analyzes recurrent
grammatical and lexical error patterns and demonstrates how these patterns
reflect underlying interlanguage systems. The study introduces the Error-Driven
Learning Cycle (EDLC), a structured approach that integrates error identification,
reflection, and guided reconstruction. The findings suggest that when
systematically incorporated into instruction, learner errors can significantly
enhance metalinguistic awareness and long-term retention. The paper contributes
to applied linguistics by offering a practical and theoretically grounded model for
classroom implementation.

Keywords: Second language acquisition, error analysis, ESL, pedagogy,
interlanguage, corrective feedback.

1. Introduction
In second language classrooms, errors are often treated as interruptions—

moments where communication breaks down and correction becomes necessary.
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Yet from a linguistic perspective, errors are far more than deviations from
correctness; they are evidence of learning in progress.

This paper begins from a simple but underexplored premise:

Learner errors are not merely problems to fix, but data to work with.

While this idea is not entirely new, its implications for classroom practice remain
insufficiently developed. Many teaching contexts still rely on corrective routines
that prioritize accuracy over understanding, often overlooking the cognitive
processes underlying learner production.

This study seeks to bridge that gap by:

. Examining learner errors as systematic patterns
. Interpreting them through interlanguage theory
. Developing a structured pedagogical response

2. Rethinking Errors in SLA

2.1 From Behaviorism to Interlanguage

Early language teaching methods viewed errors as habits to be avoided. However,
the emergence of interlanguage theory reframed errors as natural stages in
language development.

Learners construct evolving linguistic systems that are:

. Rule-governed

. Systematic

. Influenced by both L1 and target language

2.2 Types of Learner Errors

Errors can be broadly categorized as:

. Interlingual (L1 transfer)

. Intralingual (overgeneralization, simplification)
. Developmental (emerging structures)

2.3 The Problem with Traditional Correction
In many classrooms:

. Errors are corrected immediately
. Feedback is often implicit or inconsistent
. Learners are passive recipients
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This approach assumes that correction leads directly to learning — an assumption
increasingly questioned in SLA research.

3. Research Design

3.1 Context

The study is based on:

. Intermediate ESL learners

. Multilingual classroom context

. Focus on written and spoken production

3.2 Data Collection
Data includes:

. Classroom writing samples
. Recorded speaking tasks
. Teacher feedback transcripts

3.3 Analytical Approach
Errors were analyzed for:

. Frequency
. Type
. Recurrence patterns

4. Error Patterns in Learner Data
4.1 Sample Extracts

Example 1 (Written):

She go to school yesterday.

— Tense marking issue (intralingual)

Example 2 (Spoken):
He explained me the problem.
— Argument structure transfer

Example 3:
I am agree with you.
— L1 interference (common in Romance language speakers)
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4.2 Pattern Analysis
Table 1: Common Error Categories

Error Type Example Source
Tense errors She go yesterday Intralingual
Preposition use Discuss about  Transfer
Argument structure Explain me Transfer

Article usage She is teacher ~ Developmental

5. The Error-Driven Learning Cycle (EDLC)
5.1 Model Overview

The proposed model consists of four stages:

l. Error Identification

2. Learner Reflection

3. Guided Reformulation

4 Reinforcement through Use

5.2 Pedagogical Application

Instead of correcting immediately, teachers:
. Highlight patterns

. Encourage learners to analyze

. Facilitate self-correction

5.3 Example Implementation

Error: He explained me the problem
Step 1 — Identify pattern

Step 2 — Compare with correct forms
Step 3 — Reformulate

— He explained the problem to me

6. Discussion
The findings suggest that:

. Errors are systematic, not random
. Learners benefit from delayed, reflective correction
. Metalinguistic awareness improves retention
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This challenges traditional assumptions about immediacy in feedback.

7. Pedagogical Implications

. Shift from correction — exploration
. Use errors as teaching material
. Encourage learner autonomy

8. Conclusion

This paper has argued for a reconceptualization of learner errors as pedagogical
resources. By integrating error analysis into teaching practice, educators can
support deeper and more sustainable language learning.

Future research should test the EDLC model across proficiency levels and
learning contexts.
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