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Abstract

Background: In recent years, the number of non-native speakers of Arabic language has
exponentially increased.

Aims: This analytical study aims at investigating written grammatical errors committed by
Arabic as second Language (ASL) learners. More specifically, it explores the reasons behind
committing these errors and their effects on the daily communication of ASL learners.

Methods: Ten (10) ASL senior learners of Arabic Language Institute (ALI), College of Arts,
King Saud University (KSU), Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (KSA) were randomly
selected in this study. The participants were asked to write paragraphs about themselves and
then their written work was linguistically analyzed and evaluated by the researchers and some
Arabic Language experts before it was statistically analyzed.

Conclusions: Results outline that written grammatical errors of ASL learners are
characterized by the misuse of many grammatical items. Mainly these items are: proper
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nouns (PN), common nouns (CN), main verbs (MV), adjectives (adj.), time adverbs (T. Adv.),
manner adverbs (M. Adv.), objective pronouns (OP), and central determiners (C Det.)
including demonstratives (Dem.) and articles (Artic.), pronouns (Pron.) and prepositions

(Prep.).
Keywords: Written, Grammatical errors, Arabic, Second Language, non-native Learners,

Analysis
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1. Introduction

Over the past few decades, some Arab universities have witnessed exponential growth in the
numbers of Arabic as Second Language (ASL) learners who enter their programs, creating a
need for more specialized approaches in Arabic composition programs. During this time,
Arabic writing theorists were busy developing approaches to writing instruction. Some of
these approaches left grammar correction until later drafts in the writing process. Arabic
grammarians at all levels reported success using this method, but not Arabic instructors as
they were fond of approaches which were less troublesome for ASL learners who often felt
inferior because of their non-standard written Arabic. Observing frequent written
grammatical errors committed by ASL learners, Arabic teachers started to apply the process
of new approaches in teaching grammar to ASL learners. Clearly, new methodologies and
designs were needed to help these ASL learners to write correct grammatical writing about
different types of topics. Practically, Arab linguists made it clear that most (if not all) ASL
learners need continuous assistance with intensive programs to develop their writing skills for
years even when they become fluent speakers of Arabic (ibn Jinni, 1972).

Some linguists suggested presenting Arabic grammar in a modern way that is different from
the classical one. According to these linguists, this does not mean changing the fundamental
rules of traditional Arabic grammar which make people hate it. Conversely, shifting Arabic
grammar from the current situation into another simplified way is supposed to be a
constructive, not destructive. In other words, it is supposed to create winners more than losers
(al-Ansari, 1979) However, this study tries to diagnose the problems related to written
grammatical work of some of these ASL learners. It aims at making crucial suggestions and
solutions to these learners which will help other second language learners (SLL) to get

benefit from its results.

In summary, this study aims at providing a new approach in solving the phenomenon under
the question based on the scientific analyses it follows, correct alternatives it gives, and
effective treatments it recommends. It aims at diagnosing the grammatical errors made by
ASL learners in their everyday writing, recognizing them, and analyzing them in terms of
how and why these ASL learners commit them, and suggesting ways to avoid them. Based on
the outcome of this study, the researchers hope to contribute towards changing the present
methods/ approaches used for teaching Arabic grammar at Arabic as Second/ Foreign
Language (AS/FL) institutions particularly.

1.1 Objectives of the Study
This study attempts to find answers to the following questions:

1. What are the common written grammatical errors made by ASL learners both in major
word classes and minor word classes?

2. How and why these ASL learners commit them? To what extent these errors become
serious?
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How can ASL learners avoid committing such mistakes before they become errors?
1.2 Method

The analysis of ASL learners’ written work errors was done in several steps: The researchers
started by collecting data. Having completed data collection, they asked the participants (P)
to write paragraphs about themselves. As clinically elicited data, it was expected to find these
ASL learners focus on the content/ message rather than on the form i.e. meaningful writing
(what they meant by what they wrote), not mechanical one (writing for practice no matter
what the content is).

The study used a set of ten samples of written work done by 10 ASL senior learners study at
Arabic Language Institute (ALI), College of Arts, King Saud University (KSU). The
distribution of the participants is as follows: (P.1, 27 years old, Albania), (P.2, 27 years old,
Ghana), (P.3, 31 years old, Ethiopia), (P.4, 22 years old, Somalia), (P.5, 26 years old, China),
(P.6, 19 years old, Togo), (P.7, 33 and P.8, 21 years old, Benin), (P.9, 26 years old, Mali) and
(P.10, 29 years old, Afghanistan). The mean of the age for all participants is 26.1.

The second step was to identify errors. To that end, the researchers made use of plausible
interpretation for these data from the actual context of the participants. The third phase was
the description and/or classification of these errors and the fourth stage was the explanation
of them (source and effects including linguistic and non-linguistic factors). Finally, the
researchers concluded their analysis (that was revised, edited and supervised by some Arabic
Language experts) with the evaluation or the assessment of these errors, suggesting some
solutions and treatments for further studies.

2. Literature Review

Written work on SLL has been broadly discussed by many linguists who were trying to find
reasons explaining how and why SLL commit such errors. Some researchers thought it may
be accounted for because of the influence of the first language (L1) on the second (L2)
(Guleye, 1980). This motivates others in the field to test the phenomenon against theories
including Critical Period Hypothesis (CPH) (Patkowski, 2011) and overgeneralization theory
(Chimombo, 2011). Other researchers decided to study the relationship between native
speakers and SLL by comparing their interaction to grammatical errors (Magnan, 1981).

The trends of studies on written grammatical errors moved to describe the relationships
between different grammatical items. Exploring the relationship between “markednedss” and
“permeability” in view of the linguistic theory to L2, one of the conclusions of
Munoz-Liceras (2011) is that the difficulty of the different relativized positions is determined
by structural principles and not grammatical relations. This kind of correlational studies was
broadened to include also the language interference which was investigated later by some
linguists who concluded that it is not the sole reason behind non-native speaker's capacity to
acquire L2 as some other factors should be taken into consideration like carelessness,
unfamiliarity with L2 rules, etc. (Zreg, 2011)

Examining the reaction of the native speakers to the grammatical outputs of SLL, Delamere’s
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study in12011 resulted that SLL become either advantageous or preferable to control over
their grammatical or lexical contents. In fact, reaction cannot be fully understood without
grasping behavior and that is what Marsh(2011) has done when he analyzed the code
switching behavior simultaneously practiced by SLL and concluded to the fact that code
switching depends on several factors including the speaker's age, level of bilingualism, social
role, etc. Since behavior is in a way or another related to the acquisition, Archibald (2011)
discussed it in relation to the metrical parameters of L2. One of Archibald’s conclusions was
that subjects with lower grammatical proficiency do not make fewer stress-placements than
those with higher grammatical ones.

Studies in the last three decades began to direct SLL by advising them to shift the type of
their writing from mechanical into meaningful one, providing them with the guidelines of
American Council on the Teaching Foreign Language (ACTFL)(Moser, 2011). Some
researchers believed in the integrity of skills, claiming that each skill completes the function
of the other which leads to form the speech (Johnson, 2011) although this claim was objected
by Rhee who in 2011 proved that the complexity of the grammatical rule itself makes it
almost impossible for the SLL to produce acceptable sentences no matter what integration
between language proficiency and language components we have (Rhee, 2011).

Trying to specify which of the four variables (The length of time spent in study in foreign
language country, the types of errors committed, L1 of SLL, and his/her experience in
Intensive English Program (IEP) if any) might affect SLL writing, results of Smith (2011)’s
study outline that those who studied in the foreign countries and took an intensive IEP were
highest rated. In fact, linguists normally advise SLL to do some courses in institutions like the
one mentioned above, because they feel that such institutions can compensate the lack of
acquiring the language where learners might face problems related to usage. Analyzing the
difficulties faced by SLL when producing collocations, Lombard (1997) claims that these
difficulties may be accounted for because of SLL’s nature of distinctive production problems
with collocation.

Measuring formal “accentedness” of SLL’s pronunciations towards L1, Cesar-Lee (2011)
concluded that the duration of the syllable functions as a carrier for the accent of L1 in L2
and associates with the perceived levels of the L2 accentedness. Exploring language attitudes
held by native speakers towards SLL, McLendon (2011) concluded to the fact that unlike
what we see in pronunciation where good pronunciation is rated significantly higher than
weak one, good and weak grammar are almost rated the same.

Some linguists claimed that understanding the characteristics of Arabic may serve as a good
means of solving all grammatical problems related to it (Baalbaki, 2001); others tried to find
effective treatments for non-native speakers' writing (Ferris, 2002), suggesting contrasting
complex rules (Leki, 2002; Stapleton, 2002). Koshik (2002) advocated individual
conferences with learners as a means of addressing errors. Sheehan (2011) compared written
essays by native speakers and SLL. The purpose was to examine the effects of absence of
linguistic features that help in the process of identifying the writer as SLL. The researcher
resulted to emphasizing on the fact that grammatical and structural errors were present both
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in indigenous and SLL’s work. In fact, what the person produces depends upon what he/she
receives. It is for this reason that some linguists think that it will be useful to examine the
reasons behind weak output (Al-Hamad, 2003), considering internet as a threat through which
interactive Arabic grammar face problems (Nielsoen & Carlsen, 2003)

It is for this reason actually that linguists decided to examine the variations both in the
inter-language and intra-language through ordinary as well as academic writing. Studying
common writing errors and variations in the use of non-native language in terms of
contrastive analysis, Pastor and Luisa (2003) concluded that the most common errors
coincided with the most noticeable variations in the interlanguage created by the Non-native
Writers (NNW).

Studying the effects of grammatical and pragmatic errors on non-native speaker’s personal
impression formation, Kimura (2011) concluded by saying that while grammatical errors
have influence on the listener's evaluation, there is no concrete evidence that pragmatic errors
have this influence. Examining whether various types of tasks can affect the occurrence and
use of recasts in the interaction between native and SLL of language, Lee's results in (2011)
showed that there is no such affect to be mentioned neither on the occurrence nor on the use
of recasts. Focusing on determiners and V forms and the way how SLL can automatically
correct them in their written texts, Lee (2011) concluded by presenting new methods that
depend upon how interested our multiple-choice items are. Based on such results, linguists
started to think of studying certain languages which they take as samples for their
applications. Exploring whether SLL worldwide can understand Chinese websites, the study
of Hu (2011) showed that findings were largely consistent with the text analysis.

Some linguists thought that the problem is not restricted to the learners; rather, it is related to
the methodology of understanding Arabic grammar, namely the parsing (analyzing the
sentences into forms and then examining the grammatical items of each form in that sentence)
part. For that matter, they attempted to improve a parser that functions as a facilitator for this
ASL learners, because, according to them, understanding parsing means understanding all
grammatical structures that will be used by ASL learner (Bataineh & Bataineh, 2009). To that
end, grammarians started to investigate morphosyntactic issues, trying to find some solutions
for them from old Arabic grammar books (Kasher, 2009). Looking at it from a religious
perspective, some grammarians thought that examining the motivations of the ASL learners
will help identify the best treatment for the way ASL is taught (Bakar et al., 2010). Others
thought that translation is a key to understanding grammatical structures (Ordan et al., 2010);
analyzing the list of restructuring in Arabic-English including grammatical issues like Noun
Phrase (NP), adj. P (Dickins, 2010a) and word recognition (Funder, 2010).

Some grammarians suggested comparing a language and/ or a variety of language to another
(Al-Zahre & Boneh, 2010; Lucas, 2010) as this may help in understanding the distinctive
features of two languages including the “discoursal” and “denotative” features of each one of
them (Dickins, 2010b). Grammatically speaking, comparisons of this nature will help
determine whether one of these languages dominates the other like gulf pidgin Arabic (Bakir,
2010) and/ or influences on the other like Arabic language influence on the Ethio- Semitic
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language known as Tigre (A language spoken by Eritrean a predominantly Muslim population)
(Bulakh & Kogan, 2011). The same thing can be seen when examining the similarities and

differences of the plural formation in Nubi and Arabic (Kihm, 2011) which, in turn, may help

FLL in acquiring the language; therefore, avoid making mistakes, especially if the two

languages are of special importance to the indigenous like Arabic in Israel (Yitzhaki, 2011).

Some claim that unprofessional translation may play a role in committing such mistakes to
Arabic texts translated from English for many reasons including the “lack of affixes,
ambiguity and acceptability of composite constructions are suggested to hinder in coining an
acceptable term.” (Ahmad, 2011, Abstract). Others think that the grammatical problems
remain with no solutions as a result of globalization which means that we will see more
violation in the written Arabic (Daoudi, 2011).

Looking at it from different points of views, Arabic grammarians proposed translating books
that discuss grammatical issues (Osman, 2011), while some others objected this idea,
claiming that the focus should not only be on grammar books; rather, it should be on the old
Arabic grammarians themselves, because this may, according to them, help analyze the
methods within the context of the Arabic grammar and its theories (Marogy, 2011). However,
some others disagreed with such ideas. They suggested introducing new artificial approaches
that may help to enhance Arabic speech recognition by writers as well as speakers
(Abu-Zeina et al., 2011)

A new trend led by some researchers who resorted to study the mistakes made by advanced
Second Language learners, claiming that this may help to fully understand their written
mistakes which, in turn, may help researchers to take safeguards to guarantee that these
written grammatical errors will not be committed again by novice learners (Baséz & Aydin,
2011). Those who disagreed with the above mentioned views thought that it is not enough to
analyze the errors of these advanced second language learners. According to them, errors
should be classified into major and minor ones so that decision-makers, curriculum designers
and other experts in the field can easily understand at which part exactly the problem worsens
(Abushihab et al., 2011).

Some suggested understanding the characteristics of a language ( Habib, 2011; Abu-‘Abbas et
al., 2011) as this procedure can help (if not save) the written Arabic text from being
misunderstood which, in turn, may cost ASL learner or even the native speaker a tax like
being sent to jail for example (Osman & Angelelli, 2011). Others exaggerated in describing
the importance of the written work (e.g., in newspapers, journals, magazines, etc.) as it may,
according to them, play a prominent role in framing the public opinion considering the
Egyptian upraising as an example (Hamdy & Gomaa, 2012).

3. Analysis of Written Grammatical Errors Committed by ASL learners
3.1 Major Word Classes (Open classes)

3.1.1 Nouns (N)

3.1.1.1 Common Nouns (CN)
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It seems that P.7 fails to differentiate nouns (N) from adj. It is for this reason perhaps that we
find him replaces N mainly CN with adj. like when he writes: (4=l 2=l @ *) “* Ryles
Grammatical’ while the correct sentence should have been written: (.s»il 2 8) ‘Rules of
grammar.’ This kind of random substitution which we have seen in the sentence of P.7 reflects
his lack of knowledge of the characteristics of N which makes him unable to distinguish them
from adj. (al-Ansari, 1990); therefore, he misuses them. However, his sentence could be
correct if we add the definite article: (J') ‘The’ to the word: (2=l ) ‘rules’, because the adj.
which is supposed to modify the N should agree with all its markers including definite

articles, masculine-feminine cases, etc.

The situation is different in the correct sentence ( s~ 2= $8) as the word (2=)58) ‘rules’ is the
first part of what is known in Arabic grammar as the first part/ component of annexation
(<badl) ‘adjunct word added as annexed prefix to another to form annexation.” which should
not be preceded by the definite article. However, the second word (s~1) ‘grammar’ forms the
second part/component of annexation and is known in Arabic grammar as (4 lall)
‘adjunct word added as annexed suffix to another word to form annexation’ which, in turns,
has to be noun (al-‘Akbari, 1992).

3.1.1.2 Proper Nouns (PN)

P.7 is not familiar with PN. Moreover, he cannot differentiate between them on the basis of
gender. For example, he considers some feminine PN masculine ones; therefore, he uses the
Arabic masculine V to go with feminine proper noun as can be seen in his sentences when he
writes: ((Saad 4w =ll Js0%) “*Arabic countries speaks’ (using the V “speak™ in a masculine
form since he starts the V in Arabic with "2"), and (2=l & Wlh ) se*) “*Mauritania is the
only.” (Using the adj. (x=3) ‘the only’ in its present form is not acceptable in Arabic as it is
masculine here; therefore, P.7 must add Arabic letter " -4"‘H’ so that the correct adj. is (sx 1))
‘The only one’. There is no doubt that P.7 makes a false analogy by assuming that the Arabic
masculine word (2l¥) ‘country’ occurs between the subject pronoun (S Pron.) (<#) ‘She’ and
adj. (x=>4) ‘The only’. Note here that even if the S Pron. is (s2) ‘he’, there will not be any
difference to the rule. Notice also that (#) can remain as it is if we substitute the masculine
word (L)) with the feminine word (41s') ‘State’.

The written errors of P.10 are different from other participants' as he adds the definite article
to PN and this can be seen in his sentence: ( Jbaaa )l ol &%) “*During times the Ramadan.’
where he should have written: (U<, o4l -3) ‘During Ramadan times.” as PN, mainly Arabic
months, cannot be preceded by the definite article (') ‘The’ ( al-Anbari, 1995). This is
perhaps due to the fact that P.10 thinks that the rule is the same as the one in his language
(Dandy) where one can find some months are preceded by the definite articles. Hence, he
makes a wrong analogy with Arabic.

3.1.2 Verbs (V)
3.1.2.1 Main Verbs (MV)
In his sentence: (a3 sl o @iy s%) “* began in practice Islam.” P.1 makes an error as he
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is supposed to write: (p2Y) 4w s Silais) ‘T began practicing I slam” or (p3sY) du jlas & iy )
‘I began to practice Islam.’ if he wants to write what he means/want to say, because in Arabic
(ux=d)) “Infinitive’ can be either (Js3<) ‘Covert’ or (z»=) ‘Overt.’ The former consists of of)
(u2adl +°To+ infinitive’ that occurs after many V in Arabic except after the V(1) To begin’.
The latter results from combining (To+ infinitive) i.e. (Gerund) and in this kind of infinitive,
the writer or the speaker has the right either uses it alone as in the first correct sentence or
preceded by the prep. ( %) ‘In’ (al-Azhart, 1996). The researchers believe that it is because
of the lack of knowledge of this kind of infinitive in Arabic which cannot be found in many
other languages like Albanian (L1 of P.1) and this might be the reason behind committing
such errors.

P.1 also fails to apply the rule of Arabic verb tense/aspect system and this can be seen through
his double errors in the sentence: (Aw_d 3asi ob gaul 8 <€) ¥ [ have hear that there a
chance.” where the fact is that the sentence should have been written: (&llia ol Cimaw B i€
4= ) ‘] have heard that there is a chance.’ This is, undoubtedly, because of P.1 ignorance of
the aspects of V in Arabic from one hand and also because of not practicing Arabic with
native (indigenous) speakers continuously.

When he writes: (g5 Qb5 85 *) “*My parents were raised me.’, P.8 makes a big mistake.
This mistake, however, shows that he does not know how to distinguish V in present tense
from those of the past. Such situation can be clearly seen when he adds the letter (=) ‘T’
which (along with three letters more (s ,o,)> A, ‘N’ and “Y”) changes the V to present in
case if it starts with any of them (al-Siiti, 1998). In fact, such mistakes show that P.8 is not
familiar with the conjugations of the V.

3.1.3 Adjective (Adj.)

The sentence: (.ostindl JMA Ay jall 43l can y3%) “* [ studied Arabic in the two years.” outlines
that P.1 is not familiar with the number-adj. agreement in Arabic which has been broadly
explained by Arabic grammarians in response to its ramifications in Arabic grammar
(al-Masri, 1983; al-S‘adi, 1983). Prior to any further discussion, it should be known that there
are some characteristics of Arabic adj. Unlike English, adj. in Arabic follows N and takes all
its case markers (main case markers and/ or sub-case markers). Compare:

Table 1. Adj. order in Arabic and English: Comparison

Arabic English

b da) (N+Ad)) Good man ( Adj+N)

In Arabic, if the N is first person masculine singular (1st. p. m. s.), the adj. should be Ist.
p.m.s too. Consider: (.<uh Ja, Ul ) ‘T am a good man.” However, the above mentioned rule
applies to first person masculine plural (I1st.p.m. pl.), Second Person Masculine plural (2nd.
p.m.pl.), Second Person Feminine Plural(2nd. p.f.pl.), Second Person Feminine Singular(2nd.
p. f. s.), Second Person Masculine Singular(2nd. p. m .s.), Third Person Feminine Plural(3rd.
p.f.pl.), Third Person Feminine Singular( 3rd. p. f. s), Third Person Masculine Plural(3rd.
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p.m.pl.), and Third Person Masculine Singular(3rd. p.m. s.) (ibn-Jinni, 2008). Compare:

Table 2. Pron.-adj. agreement in Arabic

Arabic English
cub da Good man
4yl 31y Good woman
Gsub dsy Good men.
Gk ¢l Good women.
Ok (Ol Two good men.
Olisds il ) Two good women.
ub &l You (male) are good.
apds i You (female) are good.
Oinds/ sk Ll You (dual male / female) are good.
Osuib ol You (Plural masculine) are good.
Glyb ol You (Plural feminine) are good.

Obviously, the form of the adj. in Arabic has changed in the above mentioned sentences
according to the N and / or pron. Unfortunately, this is not the case in English where the adj.
“good” remains fixed without any modification in its forms (see Table 2) regardless the N
and/or pron. it accompanies. Thus, P.1 should have written: (.(xisaldl (il J3A) ‘During the
past two years.’

In fact, N-adj. agreement should not be taken in isolation. It has to be taken as a part of the
whole operation to cover all determiners that might accompany N which, in turn, might be
added to the adj. However, it seems that P.2 does not know much about these details in the
use of Arabic adj.; that is why, he misuses them and this can be obviously seen in his sentence:
( Akl dad a3 #) “*Under national the service.” Unlike Arabic where adj. should agree
with N in all their characteristics, English adj. premodifier occurs immediately after the post
determiner, if any, and immediately before the N post modifier (e.g., four active workers
federation). Therefore, the sentence of P.2 should have been written: (Al Aeadll uad
‘Under the national service.” with/out adding the central determiner (C Det.), notably the
definite article to the adj. (4:ib3)) in the above mentioned translated sentence.

P.3 shares P.1 and P.2 the same problem in N- adj. agreement in diacritics and in the
accusative case. This can be obviously noticed when he writes: ( .2 il o) <1 ol i)
so to mean ‘I wish to be a hardworking student.’ as the adj. along with the preceded N have to
be marked with an end vowel sound /[1/ so to be (.Jaise Wb 581 of iail). Another example is:
(Loadsd)y Jlageall 22l s j3*) <*] studied in Somalia (Local dialect) and England language.’
Again, in this sentence there is a feminine N: (21l) ‘language’, which means that the adj. that
follows this N in these two examples should be feminine too (Somali and English accordingly
so as to agree with it in number and gender). Moreover, since we have two adj. (Somali and
English), the pre-modified N (language) should be dual so that we can achieve the agreement
between all sentence elements as Arabic requires that. Hence, the sentence should be
written: (4 a3V 5 dlle guall ialll G )3) “T studied in the two languages: English and Somali.’
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One more example of P.3 errors can be seen in the sentence: (Axeds) Al (Slal sy * )
for ‘*...and some places historical Islamic.” while the correct sentence should have been
written: ((AsedwY!) iy Ul (Sl (e 5)¢ . and some Islamic historical places.” The researchers
think that it is due to the lack of knowledge of Arabic grammar, namely adj. order. Nor must
we forget also the fact that most of those non-native speakers of Arabic are restricted in their
practice of Arabic and do not share their language with native speakers to correct their
mistakes before they become errors.

P.3 also makes some other errors regarding comparative adj. like when he writes: (4 sic)
G AY) bl dew | *) *_and I think it (Arabic) is easy with other languages.” while the
fact is that what he means is: (.5 AY) QL )l Jed Jhai 4y pall A ) a&iei 5 ) <, Land T think
that in compare with other languages, Arabic remains easier.’, but he fails to construct it that
way and that is what he confirmed later when the researchers asked him about what he
wanted to say. P.5 shares many of his colleagues the same difficulty of N-adj. agreement.
He cannot, for example, match the N with the adj. in one of his sentences, especially when he
writes: (Jhb 4uad *) ‘His prayer is no correct.” where the adj. (dkL) ‘Incorrect’ should match
the N (s2b=) and since the former (433u=) is feminine, the latter has to be feminine too (4lkb)
as has been clarified in the analysis of P.1 errors.

3.1.4 Adverb (Adv.)
3.1.4.1 Time Adv.

It seems that P.5 also is not familiar with T adv. It is for this reason perhaps that he substitutes
one for another. This can be seen in his sentence: (.52ball A 25 abus 13 *) 50 to mean:
‘when a Muslim wants to establish prayer.” where he should have replaced the T adv. (1))
‘If” with (Wxe) ‘when’. Grammatically speaking, the difference between the two adv. in
Arabic is that the former should be followed by the perfect V no matter what aspect it
indicates to. In comparison, the latter can be followed by any V be it in the present or in the
perfect form (al-Azhari, 1977). Again, it seems that P.5 does not know much about time adv.
in Arabic and the way they are used.

3.1.4.2 Adv. N (Manner Adv.)

P.5 fails to construct the adv. N as can be seen in his sentence when he writes: (22 _z®)
Lasna Ayl dl g o < o181 <% He will know the meaning of Quran and prophetic Sunna
correct.” where he uses the adj. (m>= ) ‘correct’ instead of the adv. N ( = JS4 )
‘correctly’ . Thus, the sentence should have been written: (4 sl daull 5 a S O &) ine Cojran
za JS4) ‘He will know the meaning of Holy Quran and Prophetic Sunna correctly/ in a
correct way.’ This substitution shows that P.5 is not familiar with the use of adv. N.; that is
why; he makes a false analogy with ad;.

Another similar example made by P.7 when he wrote: ( ..Ju8 Ua sl o) %) “* [ want to
speak her less....” where he should have written: (7.4 ba &aassl ol 3 ) © T want to speak
here a little .” as the sentence is almost complete and what it lacks is only an adv. N and
not an adj. as P.7 thought. The researchers think that it may be accounted for because of
mixing adj. with adv. in Arabic which determines that P.7 should practice what he learned
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with indigenous people (Arabic native speakers), recite the Holy Quran wherein Arabic is
well-preserved, and read Arabic novels, poems and stories, especially those that are written in
highly standards of Arabic grammar.

3.2 Minor Word Classes (Closed Classes)
3.2.1 Pronoun (Pron.)

When P.1 writes: (Al ) o Jui*) “*My father sent to school.” (Talking about himself),
then, nobody doubts that P.1 fails to use the objective pron. (¢ ) ' me' because the Arabic V
(J=_») ‘sends’ is always followed by something/someone (al-Baghdadi, 1988) and the same
thing applies to English. In other words, we (as readers) expect to see an object (His father
sent what?). Is it something or somebody? However, if we go over the text, we will find that
what he wants to write is probably: (. &l J o sl ) “My father sent me to the school.”

The researchers believe that it may be accounted for because of the fact that Arabic pron. are
more complex than those of other languages, because of their ramifications (ibn-Hisham,
1984). Besides, practicing pron. is the only way that guarantees a better use and usage of
them; otherwise, they remain useless and worthless, because pronouns in themselves are
meaningless. The same story repeats itself in another sentence of P.1 where we find him
writes: (iwe zual of Jea * ) % made to be an independent person.” while he should
have written:  ( iwe zual dxa) <. made me an independent person.’

When he writes: ((Sluxall 3 42l o282y ¥ sY*) “*Because we does not find this language
(Arabic) in schools.” P.3 makes a mistake in misusing pron. -V agreement because the
sentence has to be singular or plural, not both. Interdisciplinary, the sentence should have
been written: (us )l 8 42l o328 223 ¥ WY) ‘Because we do not find this language at schools.’
as the S Pron. here is plural while the V he used is in singular form. Generally speaking, pron.
are difficult to teach in Arabic, especially when they are used in Arabic NP which, in turns,
can be either annexation or prepositional phrase (Prep. P). It is for this reason that many ASL
learners make mistakes in using them.

ASL learners also have problems with Arabic pron., especially those regarding the dual as
they have two rules, one for masculine and the other one for feminine. One can see that
through P.5 sentence where he makes an error related to such issue when he writes: ( o/_a
Apoal) Al (9 45l dudl g a4 S *) “* Holy Quran and Sunna (Prophet Mohammed's words
and deeds) was written in Arabic language.” while he should have written: (4l s ay <I o 3l
A yall A3l Wya 43900 )Holy Quran and Sunna were written in Arabic language.’ as there are
two S; therefore, the V must go with the dual pron. (al-Hamadhani, 1985).

3.2.2 Determiners
3.2.2.1 Central Determiners

P.1 fails to make correct use of articles mainly indefinite articles where we find him writes for
example: (R & G (e Gl A aall 3 e 2¥*)  “*To study at the school better than that the
one of the village.” while the fact is that the word: ( 4=l ) ‘School’ here should not be
preceded by the definite article () ¢ the’ which also requires some changes like adding the
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demonstrative pron. (<i) ‘that’ so that the sentence becomes (il Sl (o (ol 3 jaa & oY
4 4l 8 ) “To study at school better than that of  the village.’

P.3 also commits a mistake in the position of the central determiners, mainly, the definite
article (d') ‘the’ by adding it in a random way to what is known in Arabic grammar as
( <ladl ) ‘annexed adjunct’ as in his sentence: (a S oA 4l LY *) © *Because it is the
language of the Nobel the Quran.” where it is impossible to use it in this type of structure
known as ( 4leall 403 ) ‘NP’ as () ‘the’ should be preceded by the annexed adjunct, not the N
of the NP sentence. However, without the definite article, the sentence remains correct (&Y
a S Al 4al) “because it is the language of the Nobel Quran.” P.3 also repeats the same
mistake with the same type of structure when he writes: ( Lalll &) “* in the our country.’
where he should have written: (bl #) ‘In our country.’

Another similar example can be seen in P.4 sentence: ( 4xall 41l agadll 8 *) ) for “* at the
Arabic the language Institute.” where he should have written: ( . &2l Al 320 3 ) ‘At
Arabic language Institute.” Again, because it is NP followed by annexation, the definite article
should be prefixed to the last two words in the sentence (the N and adj. that forms the two
components of annexation) in Arabic. One more example of P.4 sentences is that when he
writes: (omalls 3 A J da Gl 4 2l &%) “*Arabic language is not difficult, but an
effort and the patience.” where he should have written: (2> Alue & dy dma Cupud 4y ) 421
osas) ‘Arabic language is not difficult, but a matter of effort and patience.” Moreover, in
Arabic we have what is known as ( <sball 5|5 ) ‘waw of coordination’ and we know that
what comes after this reflexive waw should agree with what comes before it in all
parsing markers. In clearer terms, if what comes before this waw is human for example, what
comes after it should be human too and the like (al-Jawzi, 1985). Therefore, since it has
been preceded by an indefinite word, it has to be followed also by an indefinite word either.
This reflects the ignorance of P.4 to use these rules which explains the randomness in the uses
of his words.

One more example can be clearly observed in his sentence: (. e_SIal 55 au) jol < g 4yal *)
4al )l & 55*He has time study, time memorize lessons, and time relax.” where he should
have written: (.4 U 56 SIall i g5 4l jall iy 402 ) “He has time to study, memorize and
relax.” Sometimes, he replaces the article with prep.as can be seen in his sentence: (&) Jusis
4a.ar®) “*we pray to Allah with health.” where he should have substituted the definite article
() “the” with the prep. (=) “With’ so that the sentence becomes: (4xall 4} Jlui) “We pray to
Allah for health.’

Adding the definite article randomly is another error committed by P.5 who writes: <l Ul

(.s=*)  “*] am Chinese the student.” So to mean: (.= < Uf) ‘T am Chinese student.” as
we (at least in the present time) are not familiar with his name which means that he should
not pre- modify the N () ‘student’ unless he had mentioned his name earlier. It seems that
P.1 mixes the structure of Arabic determiners, namely (22l juaS) ¢ Number distinctiveness’
with the one of his mother tongue (Mandarin) as in his mother tongue; the N (when it comes
after the number) does not change (unlike some languages where some changes are required).
Compare:
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Table 3. N with Cardinal Numbers in Chinese, Arabic, English and French: Comparison

Mandarin Arabic English French

1 ma aly Jas 1 horse 1 Cheval
2 ma Qulbas 2 horses 2 Chevals
3 ma J s 4530 3 horses 3 Chevals

We can see how in Mandarin the N that follows cardinal numbers remains fixed (singular),
while it changes in Arabic, English and French to indicate plurality. This, undoubtedly, is the
reason behind committing this type of errors by this Chinese learner of ASL.

P.5 is not familiar with the usage of Arabic articles where he omits them as can be seen in his
sentence when he writes: (¥ (45l Al 5 a JSI O A G yrg O 2 0 aluse A % S0, Muslim wants to
know Holy Quran and prophetic sunna.” while he should have written: < = ) 2 alwal) UM
(Gl A0l 5 S0 51,80 ) “So, a/ the Muslim wants to know Holy Quran and prophetic sunna.’
Again, it seems that P.5 cannot separate the grammatical system of his L1 from L2 he is
studying (Arabic).

When talking about articles also, we find that P.6 almost commits similar mistakes as those of
other participants. He is not aware of how to make correct use of the definite articles in
Arabic and this can be seen in his sentence: (.2 s <llall dasladl 3 (la Ui*) <* T am a student at
the KSU the university.” However, in the above mentioned sentence, we find that P.6 misuses
the definite article (')  the’ as he places it in the wrong place where it should not be used as
the word (42<\all')’ University’ is the first component of annexation; therefore, it should not be
pre-modified.

P.7 faces the same difficulty in using articles (omission and/ or addition). While other
participants omit them, P.7 adds them to N where it is almost impossible to use them there.
This can be clearly explained through his statement: ( .Agu) e 8hay o Shg i 2aall 2a%)
“*After all the praise and thanks are due to Allah and prayers upon His messenger (PBUH).’
where he should omit the article(d)) ‘the’ in the word (=) ‘praise’ as the words that follow
are all pre-modified by indefinite articles. Therefore, according to Arabic grammar, the
whole sentence should be defined (each word has to be preceded by a definite article) which
means that P.7 sentence has to be either ( Als) o eShally 4l KAl & aeall 223 ) “After
praising Allah, thanking Him, and praying upon His messenger (PBUH)’ or (oS5 4l dea 22y
sy e Gy 83a) which of course is better as it seems that P.7 was trying to write it and
this can be clearly understood through the context of his paragraphs.

In another example, P.7 adds a definite article where it should not be added as in the sentence:
(.l A s *) <* Tt js the Quran the language.” which should be written:

(o8 A 2)°It is the language of the Quran.” Again, because the word (4&]) ‘language’ here
forms the first component of annexation which does not have to be, according to Arabic
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grammar, modified by the definite article (X') ‘the’. What confirms our information about P.7
and his lack of knowledge in using articles is that when he omits the definite article from the
NP: ( .4noall Jso 0e*) “* from Arabic the countries.” which should have been written: (=
Axall Jsall) ‘From the Arabic countries.” as the adj. of the NP should describe the N. Since it
(the adj.) is preceded by the definite article, the N that it describes should agree and be
similarly proceeded by a definite article.

It seems that P.9 faces some troubles in using S pron. For example, he omits them as can be
seen in his sentence: (.S (5ie & OSI. %) “* be in the references.” where he should have
written: (S osie 8 Sl IS ¢ be it in the references.' as the writer here refers to the
“information”. The sentence will be understood if reconstructed as follows (53 e slaall CuilSi
: (&) shy) “The information was in the sources’.

3.2.2.2 Post Determiners

In the sentence: (JsY) s siwe*®) “* First the level.” we find that P.6 omits the article from the
word ( ¢siedl) ‘level’. However, since we (as readers) know what does he mean by the word:
(ssiudll) that is, a university level, when he adds the word: (Js¥') “first’, we know for sure
which level he studies at, but before that when he writes the word: (ssis) bare from any
article, again, we as readers expect him to talk about anything as he opens the door for all
possibilities. This is perhaps due to the fact that he does not fully understand the
characteristics of the Arabic articles.

Moreover, such mistakes show that he is unable to distinguish the four types of post
determiners (Cardinal numbers, ordinal numbers, general ordinals and quantifiers) from each
other. Additionally, it seems that he does not know how to differentiate between numbers in
ordinal numbers. For example, he writes: (Js¥') “First’ and what he means is: (&) ‘Fourth’
as he is in the fourth level. Based on such information, learner’s error can be determined to be
grammatical or lexical. However, when the researchers asked this learner later about what he
meant by writing: (Js¥)) ‘the first’, it appeared that he has a problem with this type of
numbers which means that it is a typical lexical error.

3.2.2.3 Prepositions (Prep.)

In his sentence: ((sle ax L JSVo S50 5%) “* [ thank Him for all what he donated me.’, P.1 makes
a mistake as he used the prep.(J) ‘for’ instead of the prep.(le) ‘to’ that always follows the V
(A% ) ‘thanks’. It seems that P.1 mixes Arabic concepts like collocation and contextual one
with those of English (he studies the two languages at the same time) as Arabic denotations
and connotations for example may agree with those of English in some cases, not all
(al-Nahawindi, 1985). This similarity and difference between Arabic and English in P.1
sentences can be seen in his errors of prep. including the misuse of the prep. (&) ‘in’ in his
sentence: (1983 ale 4 Lildl ;3 <l %) “T was born in Albania in 1983.” As can be seen in the
above translated sentence, the presence of the prep. (*) ‘In’ is a must in English, but not in
Arabic where it is redundant.

Another example can be seen in his sentence: ( 3w (s 3¥)  “*staying away in the family.’
that should have been written: (3_¥! (e 22l) ‘Staying away from the family’; therefore, P.1
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should have substituted the prep. (<) ‘In” with the prep. (=) ‘from” which, again, reveals his
confusing of distinguishing Arabic collocation from English collocation. One more example
can be seen in his sentence: (4Gl & G A5*) *] graduated in high school.” while he
should have written: (Aelall 4 53l (e ©a”33) ‘T graduated from high school.” as the V (z0A3) ‘to
graduate’ in Arabic has to be followed by the prep. (=) ‘From’ be it in the present or in the
past form, and the same mistake is committed by P.2 who made another mistake related to
prep. when he wrote: (Ax 3l LS (ug ) M) aled @li®) *] oot the B.A. Degree with the
Faculty of Education.” whereas the correct sentence should have been written: 3algd <l
(A LIS e e 50 WS “T got the B.A. Degree from the Faculty of Education.” as the Arabic
V (JY) ‘to get” has to be followed by the prep. («) ‘From’, not the prep. (=) ‘With’.

One more example can be seen in the sentence of P.4 who omits the prep. ((<) ‘From’ as it
can be obviously seen in his sentence: (4258l Caa a5 *) “* graduated the secondary school.’
which has to be written: (458 e < )a8) ‘T graduated from secondary school.” as the V
“graduate” (as has been explained earlier) has to be followed by the prep.( ¢«) ‘From’. In
fact, the problem of P.4 in matters concerning omission and/ or substitution of prepositions
continued and this can be seen in another example when he writes :( (&x_a)) ASladll) La gl
A sl *) T came here (KSA).” where he is supposed to write: (.l ) ) instead, as the V
() “to come’ is mostly followed by the prep. (o)) “To’ as has been discussed earlier.

Another example of P.4 random omission of prep. can also be explained through his sentence:
(Il ml oS a5 * ) % and it (academic system of study at ALI) consists four steps.’
where he omits the prep. (0») ‘Of” and this is due to his lack of knowledge in using  the
prep. generally. As a matter of fact, the researchers think that P.1 and P.2 commit such errors
because of their ignorance of Arabic grammar from one hand and the influence of L1 (which
plays a pivotal role as the two languages of P1. and P.2 do not include such rules) on the other
hand. Consider the sentence of P.1 when he writes: (4s2udl (& Cia* ) “* [ came in the KSA
where he should have written: (423 smud) 43 jall dSkadll ) i) “ T came to the KSA.

P.2 misuses the Arabic prep. (4 ) ‘for’ when he uses it in the place where it should not be used,
especially if it is pre-modified by verbal phrase as the one he used when he writes: ( B_sxiul*
43 334l a3l ) “* The teaching took for a year.” as in Arabic as well as in English, sentences
like the one in hand can be understood sans this preposition. Therefore, it should have been
written: (A (w3l 3 a3u)) ‘The teaching took a year.” and this perhaps is because P.2 (like
many other ASL learners) does not practice language with Arab native speakers; that is why,
they keep committing such errors.

Like P.1 and P.2, P.3 makes errors in prep., but this time the mistakes are related to the
omission of prep.as can be seen in his sentence when he writes: ( 4Sleall Cia*) <* [ came the
Kingdom’ where he should have written: (ASledll ) &) T came to the Kingdom.” instead as
the V (s») ‘to come’ has to be followed by the prep. (! ) ‘to’. The researchers believe that
the reason behind committing such error is the influence of the Arabic dialect, notably Saudi
dialect where P.3 lives as his sentence is accepted in the this dialect which explains why he
constructed it that way. Put differently, no Arabic native speaker told him that it is incorrect.
In addition to their lack of knowledge of Arabic grammar, the participants make mistakes
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when they speak in dialect which makes it worse, because as time passes by, these ASL
learners will find themselves unable to distinguish Modern Standard Arabic (MSA) from
dialectal speech.

P.4 makes similar errors in prep. like when he substitutes the prep.(=) ‘of” with the prep.(=)
‘for’ when he writes: (.l (ushlll pal* ) “*For non-native speakers for it (Arabic).’where he
should have written: (. W ¢ssblll nal ) ‘For non-native speakers of it.” The researchers believe
that it is due to interference from French or English these ASL learners had studied before
they learned Arabic. Thus, their system fails in many times to distinguish their latent
knowledge of other language with what they are learning. This can be obviously seen in one
of P.1 sentences when he replaces the Arabic prep. (s?) ‘In” with another (0<) ‘from’ when he
writes :(.gal (e S Ladie 3 %) “*When [ was from my country.” So to mean (.l & <uiS Laic)
‘When I was in my country.’

P.5 makes similar mistakes to those of other participants. Like many of them, he omits the
prep. ( &*)° in’ that always comes after the V (u=iaid) ‘to specialize’ and this can be clearly
seen in his sentence: ( 4xdwY) suic (aladil* ) “*] specialize Islamic belief.” while the correct
sentence should have been written: (.4x3uY) 3a82ll & (aladdl) ‘T specialize in Islamic belief.’
It seems that P.5 as well as many of his colleagues has problems related to the uses of Arabic

prep.

In his sentence: ( .OA) 3¢l &l &3 (pall ag8¥*) * To understand the religion (Islam), then the
recitation the Quran.” we find that P.5 omits the prep. (4 ) “ to’ that should be used here
thinking that the word: (es)_&ll )  ‘recitation’ can be used here also in the same way. However,
the use of this prep. in this position exactly is a must. Hence, the sentence should be
reconstructed: (.0 3¢l 8l &5 (pall agdl) “To understand the religion and then to be able to recite
Quran.’ This indicates that P.6 as well as many of his colleagues fails to grasp the Arabic prep.
rules.

4. Conclusions & Suggestions
4.1 Conclusions

Outcomes of this study show that non-native speakers of Arabic mainly ASL learners make
errors in major word classes as well as in minor word classes. Errors of major word classes’
include those of N, namely, CN and proper N. They also make errors in V mainly MV and the
same problem can be seen with adj. Regarding the adv., errors of ASL learners include both
time adv. and manner adv. (No errors related to place adv. are marked). ASL learners also
have problems regarding pron., notably objective pron.

ASL learners' errors are found in errors relate to use of determiners, namely, articles. It is a
question of agreement in determiners and numbers as well. Errors including Dem. and
quantifiers have been also observed. Finally, these ASL learners seem to have big problems
with Arabic prep. as some of them make a false analogy between these prep. and those in
their L1. All in all, the factors behind committing such errors by ASL learners can be
classified into two types: Linguistic and non-linguistic factors.
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4.1.1 Errors Related to Linguistic Factors

These include interlanguage (L1 interference), general order of difficulty (hierarchy of
difficulty) which is applicable to both L1 and L2, the morphemes theory that discusses what
is learnt before the other (as some morphemes are more difficult than others), and finally we
have intralingual (Target Language source like regular form: within the target language).
Examples of intralingual sources include overgeneralization, incomplete applications of rules,
and false concepts hypothesized. Nor must we forget to say here that redundancy reduction or
false analogy is in a way similar to overgeneralization and one of the causes of it. However,
addition and omission are also some types of redundancy.

4.1.2 Errors related to non-linguistic factors

These are errors resulting from different things like teaching methodology/ technique,
translation(conscious interference), learner's age considering CPH, learning strategy(like the
way Arabic grammar is taught in ALI), communication strategy (like when these ASL
learners make mistakes and Saudi native speakers agree with them), carelessness(when some
ASL learners know the rule, but do not apply it), language creativity( Like using Arabic rules
by making a false analogy with those rules in their language), speech reduction(telegraphic
style e.g. (p5w) ‘Hi’ instead of (43S _n 5 &) des )5 aSile 23l ) “May peace and mercy of Allah be
upon you.’ ), heavy accent (e.g. using L1 for L2), sociolinguistic situations( like using French
as an official language in some African countries where some participants belong.) or a
combination of both linguistic and non-linguistic factors.

Additionally, the researchers think that the lack of practice between ASL learners and Saudi
native speakers played an important role in turning these mistakes into errors. The
seriousness of committing these errors is that in some cases, they may lead to a
misunderstanding which, in turns, place ASL learners in awkward situations of being made
fun or being misunderstood by others.

4.2 Suggestion
4.2.1 Arabic Language Institute (ALI)

A common misconception held by most Arabic grammarians is that Arabic grammar cannot
be differently presented. Based on the analyses of the corpora collected of the current study,
the researchers think that the present method of teaching Arabic to ASL learners is old and
has to be changed. Unfortunately, the traditional methods followed in teaching Arabic
grammar in ALI as well as in many other Arabic language institutes in the Arab world do not
help any more. The researchers recommend authorities responsible for teaching ASL not to
spend more time, effort and / or money on methods such as the one used by ASLI at present.
The researchers hope that the results of this study should be considered by ALI at KSU which
will help their ASL learners to avoid committing such errors in the future.

ALI should also get benefit from the ideas Arabic language experts teaching at Arabic
language department. The institute should invite them every now and then to give lectures,
revise and/ or edit the institute’s curricula and syllabi. It should also consider the audio-visual

160 www.macrothink.org/ijele



ISSN 2325-0887

\ M ac rot h in k International Journal of English Language Education
= ™
A |I'IStltl.Ite 2013, Vol. 1, No. 2, Special Issue

aids and Computer-Assisted Language Teaching (CALT). It should also interact with the
creative ideas, suggestions, proposals, comments, notes, etc. of the language experts either
those teaching at the institute or those teaching at the Arabic language department in KSU or
even those from outside the university. ALI should get benefit from the experiences of other
Arabic language centers not only in the Arab world, but worldwide. It should send
researchers from the center to visit these centers, share them their experiences and also learn
their about their methodologies of teaching.

4.2.2 ASL Learners

ASL learners are also advised to try all means that may help to improve their writing like
writing long sentences, paragraphs about themselves, or they can describe everything they see
and then ask a native speaker to revise what they have written. They can also visit Arabic
language department to meet the professors there and practice Arabic with them. ASL
learners can also watch Arabic channels including News channels like Al-Jazeera space
channel (JSC), al-Arabiya, etc. and then report orthographically whet they watched. They are
also recommended to listen to the radio cassettes and then write what they have already
listened.

They can also write the words with diacritics and then practice the pronunciations to improve
their writing. Alternatively, they can listen to music, notably MSA songs as they have the
same effect on non-native speakers as direct pronunciation does (Wicox, 1995). ASL learners
are also advised to read Arabic literature including poems, novels, plays, and dramas. More
importantly, they have to recite Quran and read also the prophetic narrations as they are
written in the highest standards of grammar. ASL learners have to try their best to parse the
sentence they read as this will definitely help them to identify how and why this word is
written in this/ that form. They can also make use of cards where they can see the picture and
describe it. Finally, the researchers recommends for further studies in this field using different
methodology and more participants.
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Adj. = Adj.

Adv. = Adv.

ALI= Arabic Language Institute.
ASL= Arabic as Second Language.
KSA= Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.
KSU= King Saud University.
L1= Mother Tongue.

L2= Second/ Foreign Language.
N= Noun.

P. = A Participant.

Prep. = Preposition(s).

Pron. = Pronoun(s).

SLL= Second Language Learner(s).
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