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Abstract

This study investigated the frequent grammatical errors, found in the writings of Arab students’ taking English
writing courses in AL-Hussein Bin Talal University Learners’ errors were considered positively as the best sources
to identify students’ limitations in English writing. Therefore the present study intended to investigate the
grammatical errors of Arab students’ writings in English in AL-Hussein Bin Talal University and to see if there are
any differences in the grammatical errors according to year of study. To conduct this study data was collected from
the writing sessions of writing classes that were taught during the fall semester of 2019. The data was collected,
analyzed and categorized from students, all majoring in English Language and Literature and ranging from
freshman to seniors. A Grammar test Questionnaire designed by the researchers was distributed to the students in
these writing sessions. The results showed that the most frequent grammatical error was with the verb tense on a
mean of (3.75), followed by errors in the article on a mean of (3.62), wrong word order on a mean of (3.57), noun
ending on a mean of (3.40) and least was sentence structure on a mean 0f(3.39). The results also showed that the
seniors on the grammar test on all its parts did better than the freshmen, juniors and sophomores that are the least
problems were found among the seniors.
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1. Introduction

Learning a second language depends on learning the skills of listening, speaking reading and writing. These four
skills allow the student to comprehend, produce and use the language in effective interpersonal communication.
They are most often acquired in the order of listening, speaking, reading and writing. Listening and reading are
called passive skills because learners do not need to produce language to do these, they receive and understand
it. Speaking and writing are called active skills because learners doing these need to produce language
(Ramadan, 2019).

1.1 Writing Skill

The most difficult of all these four skills is the writing skill. Writing skill is considered as the most difficult task for
students because they are not proficient in the language and do not have good mastery of vocabulary and grammar.
They have limited exposure to the language and seldom communicate using the language in daily life. For students
to become good in the writing skill they must become good in their native language first (Atashian & Al-Babhri,
2018; Zerin, 2007). Teachers teach the students how to form a sentence in Arabic without putting it in context
(deductive) the aim is only learning the grammatical rule. Therefore the student will not be able to apply it in
his/her writing. How can we ask the students to write in English if he can’t in Arabic? Usually English is taught and
explained in Arabic that also causes students to have problems (Al Noursi, 2018; Marek, 2016; Khan, 2011). Even
though the textbooks in the curriculum take into consideration all the skills but the problem is in the teacher and the
environment. Students might learn English in the classroom even though mainly it is in Arabic but still they will
not find the right environment to practice it (Kresh, 2009). All will result in students’ weakness in the different
skills of the language and especially in the writing skill since it is an accumulative of all the other three skills.

The major problem in students writing is Grammar. Grammar errors occur in the writing of almost all non-native
students (Abdulkareem, 2013). Grammar errors rarely occur in native speakers’ writing (Kraichoke, 2017) but
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very commonly do in the work of less proficient ESL students, whose mother-tongue “interferes” with the
production of correct English. Nonnative speakers make numerous mistakes in the use of verbs (for example,
incorrect tense choice, incorrect tense form), the articles (a/an, the particularly students in whose languages these
words do not exist), and word order (Frankfurt international school, 2018; Nonkukhetkhong, 2013).

The most common errors among these students usually include noun ending errors which include plural or
possessive ending incorrect i.e. the book were heavy; their name is joe and mike, omitted, or unnecessary, includes
relevant subject-verb agreement errors i.e. she write, another article errors which include article or other
determiner incorrect i.e. an orange, omitted, or unnecessary, verb error (verb tense or verb form) i.e. he play
football yesterday, All errors in verb tense or form, including relevant subject-verb agreement errors, also wrong
word which include all specific lexical errors in word choice or word form, including prepositions and pronoun
errors and last sentence structure which also includes errors in the sentence clause boundaries (run-ons, fragments,
comma splices), word order, omitted words or phrases, other unidiomatic sentence construction (Ferris & Roberts,
2001; Clark, 2007).

Arab students learning the English language as a second language tend to carry much of the Arabic structure. In
dealing with the verb to be for example what happens is that “verb to be” is not used in the present tense, and no
auxiliary “do “ and furthermore, there is a single present tense in Arabic, as compared to English, which doesn’t
have the simple and continuous forms. What an Arabic speaker does is he would say, “I boy” instead of saying,
“I am a boy”. Another example saying “she woman” rather then, “she is a woman” and so on (BaSaeed, 2013).
You can see from the examples given how the verb to be is deleted. Also the Arabic language doesn’t use the
present perfect tense so the students would say “I completed my paper, can you see it? Another problem in
Arabic language is that it doesn’t have model verbs which also cause grammatical mistakes (Jenwitheesuk,
2009; Shoebottom, 2007). Native language clearly affects learning the target language, especially at the
beginning stages of acquiring it, while students rely on the grammar of their native languages to overcome any
difficulties. However, this method does not always work because English and Arabic have huge differences in
grammar.

Another area of grammar is adjectives. In Arabic the structure of the adjective is that it comes after the noun, this
leads Arab students to make word order mistakes in written or spoken English, so when Arab students speak they
tend to say “girl tall” rather than saying “tall girl”, “boy thin” rather the “thin boy” and so on. This kind of structure
is carried when speaking in English and therefore leads to grammatical problems (Dahami, 2012). The pronoun is
another problem in English it is deleted or omitted but in Arabic it requires the pronouns in relative clauses, this
also causes grammatical mistakes such as saying “where is the book which I leant it to you last week?”” There are
so many other problems such as genitive constructions, indefinite articles since it doesn’t exist in Arabic which
leads our students to omit it when writing in English, sentence structure, word order, and so many more (Alasfour,
2018). All the mentioned differences between the two language cause errors among students and that is a problem.

1.2 Problem of the Study

The researchers have noticed that students majoring in English have great problems when it comes to grammar,
and they have realized that students commit so many grammatical errors in their writings, which make their
writings unreadable, therefore sought to seek this research.

1.3 Research Questions

The current study was guided by the following questions:

1) What are the most frequent errors in the writings of students in Alhusssein Bin Talal University?
2) Do the grammatical errors differ according to year of study?

1.4 Importance of the Study

The researchers believe that identifying the different grammatical errors students commit in their writing will
help both the students and the teachers. It will help students in that it will become a guide to help them avoid
grammatical errors in their future writings. And as for the teachers it will become an input as consideration in
reviewing the grammar materials especially the common errors.

2. Literature Review

Writing is constructed by putting sentences in sequence, one after another and it should be understandable.
Meaning of the sentence should flow from one sentence to the next, carrying the argument or point of view
forward in a clear and concise manner. If you do not use correct grammar in your writing, it will become hard on
the reader to follow the text because the flow of meaning is interrupted.In writing the student needs to be
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accurate in grammar to be able to form good correct grammatical sentences (Effendi et al., 2017; Al-Srdawy &
Zeidan, 1988).

Many studies have been done on the grammatical errors in writing. There are those that have focused on the ESL
writing process such as the studies done by (Cambria & Guthrie, 2010; Khwaileh, 1999; Harushimana, 1999)
other studies focused on the writing process among EFL students such as (El-Aswad, 2002; Mahfoudhi, 2003)
and other studies worked on comparing between writing in the students native language and writing in the target
language such as the studies done by (Al-Amer, 2001; El-Mortaji, 2001). And following are a number of studies
that have touched somewhat on the writing process.

Alfaqiri (2018) conducted a study to explore the writing difficulties and challenges that Saudi Arabian English as a
second language learners experience at different levels of proficiency. The participants of the study consisted of
114 Saudi Arabian students between the ages of 15 and 36 (53 female, 61 male).The research questions not only
focused on understanding the challenges presented to the students, but, also, the metacognitive strategies that the
students used to solve these challenges. The results showed that the participants lacked experience in writing
English and, as such, experienced grammar issues.

A study done by Sénmez and Griffiths (2015) examining the grammar errors in written work made by 30 freshman
students in the English Language Teaching Department at a Turkish university. The students were divided into two
groups (each consisting of 15 students), with one group at a higher level than the other, according to the results of
their proficiency exam. The students’ written work was marked and the grammar errors were noted down. An
analysis of the errors revealed the following error types were: plurality, articles, subject-verb agreement, word
order and pronouns.

A study by Nonkukhetkhong (2013) investigated grammatical errors made by first year English major students at
Udon Thani Rajabhat University. The errors found were verbs, nouns, possessive case, articles, prepositions,
adjectives, adverbs, sentence structure, ordering. A similar study was conducted by Ghabool, Edwina, and Kashef
(2012) and revealed that Malaysian ESL students have problems in writing, especially in language use (grammar)
and punctuation. Another study was done by Abushihab, ElI-Omari, and Tobat (2011), during an investigation into
the written grammatical errors of Arabic students of English as a foreign language at a university in Jordan,
discovered that most of the students’ errors related to prepositions (26%), followed by morphological errors,
articles, verbs, use of active/passive and tenses.

Fageeh (2004) conducted a study on 34 male Saudi English major college students’ beliefs regarding their
English writing difficulties using interviews, observations and text analysis. Results of the study showed that
Arab students used Arabic to develop their ideas and rehearse their English text and also they used to write the
text in Arabic and then translate it into English and therefore students encountered problems in spelling,
vocabulary and grammar in their writings. Another comparative study conducted by Alnofal (2004) on Arabic
first language writing and English second language writing processes on a sample of 161 male and 42 female
undergraduate students using online survey and Rose’s writers Block test narrative task stimulated recall
interviews. The results showed that Arab students seem to be influenced by their experience in their first
language (Arabic) and therefore they tend to make more formal grammatical and spelling errors when writing in
English than in Arabic. Also a study done by Elhami and Altaha (2000) was done to check the errors made by
Saudi students in both their production and recognition of grammatical structures in English. The results showed
that the number of errors that Saudi students make in production is higher than that in recognition. This means
that Saudi students are less competent in grammatical production than in grammatical recognition. Another study
was carried out by a number of ESL teachers on their ESL students where they got them to write in journals
since journals help ESL student on different levels. Teachers have done this in order to help students improve
their writings since they make a great deal of spelling and grammatical mistakes. Students usually find it easier
for them to try to express themselves in writing rather than in speaking. Therefore journals can help them
improve their mistakes (Spack & Sadow, 1983).

3. Method

In order to arrive at the purpose of this study, the researchers selected three writing sessions for the study sample
during the academic year of 2019, the writings from these sessions were collected and linguistically analyzed and
evaluated by the researchers and some English Language professors before it was statistically analyzed.

3.1 Study Sample

The study sample consisted of three writing sessions in AL-Hussein Bin Talal University during the fall semester
0f 2019. A total of 87 students participated in the study (39) male students and (48) female students all majoring
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in English Language and literature, ranging from freshmen to seniors: Freshmen students (14), juniors (18),
sophomores (32) and seniors (23). So the researchers here depended on using convenience sampling, because the
subjects were chosen simply because they are the easiest to obtain for the study.

3.2 Procedures

The data was collected during the sixth week of the Fall semester 2019. The analysis of the students’ written
work errors was done in several steps: The researchers started by collecting data, which was the students’ written
work. The second step was to identify the grammatical errors found in the students’ writings and that was done
with the help of checklists in order to classify different types of errors made by the respondents. The third step was
the classification of these errors in the categories of Verb error (VT), Article Errors (ART), Wrong Word (WW),
Noun Ending Errors (NE) and Sentence Structure (SS), these were the main categories that appeared through the
analysis. Fourth, the researchers gave their analysis to a group of English Language professors who revised,
edited and supervised it. Finally a questionnaire was designed to include these categories with a number of
sentences following each category.

3.3 Instrument

The instrument used in this study was designed by the researchers. It consisted of two parts: the first contains
general information about the participants: gender, and year of study. The second part is a questionnaire to measure
the grammatical errors found among the participants which were Verb error (VT), Article Errors (ART), Wrong
Word (WW), Noun Ending Errors (NE) and Sentence Structure (SS).

The questionnaire consisted of 30 items distributed on five areas of grammatical errors which include 6 items on
each.

3.3.1 Reliability and Validity of Instrument

To make sure of the validity of the questionnaire designed, it was given to a number of the faculty members in
the English department in Alhussein Bin Talal University. None of the faculty members gave any comments on
adding or deleting anything in the instrument. So the researchers depended on using content validity in order to
ensure the questionnaires’ validity.

And to check its reliability, in order to achieve the goals of this study, the instruments were distributed on a
population of fifty (32) students who were not included in the study at hand, and that was done by doing
Cronbach Alpha(a) for the grammatical errors used in the instrument.

Table 1. Cronbach alpha for the grammatical errors used in the instrument

Areas Cronbach Alpha
Verb error (VT) 0.74
Article Errors (ART) 0.77
Wrong Word (WW). 0.82
Noun Ending Errors (NE) 0.79
and Sentence Structure (SS) 0.86
Total 0.91

4. Results

The data was entered on the SPSS program and the results of the means and standards deviation and One Way
ANOVA were calculated for the Grammar questionnaire.

In order to answer the first research question of the study which states “What are the most frequent grammatical
errors in the writings of students in Alhusssein Bin Talal University” the means and standard deviations of the
grammatical errors were done and ordered as shown in Table 2.



ies.ccsenet.org International Education Studies Vol. 13, No. 9; 2020

Table 2. Means and standard deviations of grammatical errors found among students

Error Type Means  SD
Verb error(VT) 3.75 1.62
Article Errors(ART) 3.62 1.42
Wrong Word(WW) 3.57 1.54

Noun Ending Errors(NE) 3.40 1.23
Sentence Structure(SS) 3.39 1.34

The results in Table 2 shows that the most frequent grammatical error was with the verb tense on a mean of
(3.75), followed by errors in the article on a mean of (3.62), wrong word order on a mean of (3.57), noun ending
on a mean of (3.40) and least was sentence structure on a mean of (3.39).This agrees with a study done by Li et
al. (2016) on Grammatical Mistakes in College English Writing: Problem Analysis, Reasons and Solutions, and
they found that students make mistakes in verbs, nouns, articles, sentence structure and more. It also agrees with
the study done by Leman (2014) on finding the Common grammatical errors in students writing .his results
showed that students make mistakes in word order, article, subject very agreement, verb tense and more. Also
Sawalmeh and Hassan (2013) analyzed written English essays of preparatory students in Saudi Arabia. He
analyzed 32 essays of written by 32 Arabic-speaking Saudi learners of English. All of the errors in essays were
identified and classified into different categorizations. The results showed that the Arabic speakers in this study
committed ten common errors. These errors were: verb tense, word order, singular/plural form, subject verb
agreement, double negative, spellings, capitalization, articles, sentence fragments and prepositions. He found out
total of 1422 errors. The most predominant errors were Verb tense agreement 235 (16%), word order 156 (10%),
subject/verb agreement 1114 (8.2%).

To answer the second research question which states “Does the grammatical errors differ according to year of
study?” both means and standard deviations were done as shown in Table 3 below.

Table 3. Means and standard deviations of grammatical errors found among students according to year

Year of Study Freshmen Juniors Sophomores Seniors
Grammatical Errors Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Verb error(VT) 49 1.2 39 1.8 3.8 1.4 2.6 1.6
Article Errors(ART) 4.6 .63 4.0 1.2 3.6 1.1 2.3 1.0
Wrong Word(WW) 4.7 91 3.7 1.2 3.5 1.0 2.1 1.1

Noun Ending Errors(NE) 4.0 .96 3.7 1.0 3.6 1.1 2.3 1.1
Sentence Structure(SS) 3.9 73 3.8 1.3 3.7 1.3 2.2 95
Total 3.7 1.6 3.6 1.4 3.5 1.5 3.3 1.3

It is clear from Table 3 above that there are statistical differences in the grammatical errors found among students
according to year in favor of the seniors who made the least errors .The seniors did better than the freshmen,
juniors and sophomores in the grammatical errors in all types as shown above. This could be due to the fact that
seniors are in their fourth year and last year of study and that could mean that they have taken so many courses
which helped develop their English language skills and therefore were better than the freshman, juniors and
sophomores. In order to see if these statistical differences are significant a One Way ANOVA test for the means
of the study participants on the grammatical errors according to year of study were done as shown in Table 4
below.
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Table 4. One way ANOVA for the means of the study participants on the grammatical errors according to year of
study

Grammatical Errors Source Sum of Squares df Mean Squares F Sig.
Between
37.436 3 12.479 5.069 .003
Groups
Verb error(VT) .
Within Groups 204.311 83 2.462
Total 241.747 86
Between
56.888 3 18.963 13.384 .000
. Groups
Article Errors(ART) .
Within Groups 117.595 83 1.417
Total 174.483 86
Between
67.083 3 22.361 13.431 .000
Groups
Wrong Word(WW) .
Within Groups 138.182 83
Total 205.264 86
Between
33.111 3 11.037 9.366 .000
. Groups
Noun Ending Errors(NE) .
Within Groups 97.808 83
Total 130.920 86
Between
43.625 3 14.542 10.673 .000
Groups
Sentence Structure(SS) .
Within Groups 113.088 83
Total 156.713 86
Between
1680.123 3 560.041 15.777 .000
Groups
Total .
Within Groups 2946.314 83
Total 4626.437 86

Table 4 above shows that there are significant statistical differences at the level of (0=0.05) on all the grammatical
errors, to determine the differences between the year of study Freshmen, Juniors, Sophomores and Seniors, Scheffe
test was done as shown in Table 5 below.

Table 5. Scheffe test results for the differences between the study participants on the grammatical errors found
according to year of study

Year of Study Freshmen Juniors Sophomores Seniors

Grammatical Errors Mean Sig Mean Sig Mean Sig Mean Sig

Verb error(VT) 4.9 1.81 3.9 1.81 3.8 328 2.6 .000
Article Errors(ART) 4.6 .592 4.0 .592 3.6 231 2.3 .000
Wrong Word(WW) 4.7 91 3.7 1.2 3.5 1.0 2.1 1.1

Noun Ending Errors(NE) 4.0 954 3.7 954 3.6 807 2.3 .001
Sentence Structure(SS) 3.9 1.00 3.8 1.00 3.7 957 2.2 .001
Total 3.7 604 3.6 604 3.5 .386 3.3 .000
*Statically significant at 0.<0.05.

Table 5 above shows that there are significant statistical difference at the level of (¢=0.05) between the year of
study in favor of the seniors. The means for this group was (3.3), for the Sophomores (3.5), for Juniors (3.6) and
for the Freshmen (3.7).This result agrees with a study done by Sénmez and Griffiths (2015) who conducted a study
on the grammar errors in written work made by 30 students in the English Language Teaching Department at a
Turkish university. The students were divided into two groups (each consisting of 15 students), with one group at a
higher level than the other, according to the results of their proficiency exam. The students’ written work was
marked and the grammar errors were noted down. An analysis of the errors revealed the following error types:
plurality, articles, subject-verb agreement, word order, pronouns, prepositions, part of speech, auxiliaries,
negation, tense agreement and lexis. Of these, most errors were made overall with parts of speech, plurality,
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subject-verb agreement, prepositions and articles. Although, as might have been predicted, the students in the
lower group made more errors (the average of 3.5) than those in the higher group (the average of 2.8).

5. Limitations

The results of the current study are determined by a number of determinants that may hinder the generalization of
its results.

Objective limits: The study was limited to studying the Grammatical Errors found in English Writing: A study
from Al-Hussein Bin Talal University.

Place limits: The study was applied in Al-Hussein Bin Talal University in the Kingdom of Jordan.

Time limits: The study was applied in the fall semester of the academic year 2019.

Sample size limits: The study was applied on students taking writing during the application of the study.
6. Discussion

The study aimed to investigate the grammatical errors of Arab students’ writings in English in AL-Hussein Bin
Talal university by identifying, and categorizing the grammatical errors in English essay writings among these
students. The results showed that the seniors, on the grammar questionnaire did better than the freshmen, juniors
and sophomores, This agrees with the study done by Sénmez and Griffiths (2015) and Bataineh (2005).But from
the study and the many studies done on the grammatical errors among students it is obvious that Writing in a
foreign language is not an easy task for either students or teachers. In order to be successful in the foreign language
writing classroom, both the teachers and the students should be aware of the possible difficulties they can face .In
order to be able to help their students, writing teachers should prepare themselves well to overcome these
difficulties by means of effective and planned instructional strategies.

7. Conclusion

This research was meant to discover the types of grammatical errors dominantly found in the writings of Alhuseein
Bin Talal University students. Based on the results, the most frequent errors were, with the verb tense on a mean of
(3.75), followed by errors in the article on a mean of (3.62), wrong word order on a mean of (3.57), noun ending on
a mean of (3.40) and least was sentence structure on a mean of (3.39).and regarding the errors of grammar made
according to the year of study, the least errors made on all the grammatical errors were in favor of the seniors.

Derived from the results this study can help teachers to help students overcome many of the errors they have
specially when they are aware of the grammatical errors the students commit, this will assist teachers to adopt and
implement effective techniques and systems for language teaching which can simultaneously render students
awareness of the differences of the two languages which usually causes such grammatical errors.

8. Recommendations

After conducting this study, a number of recommendations were suggested by the researchers, first students should
be encouraged to pay more attention to their grammatical mistakes and that could be done though enriching their
knowledge in English and differentiating between their first language’s rules and the English language they learn.
Also students should be encouraged to read more because this will help them in leaning more and reducing the
grammatical mistakes. It is also recommended that iv students should be encouraged to examine their written texts
and try to find out by themselves the grammatical errors and correct them.

9. Future Research

The study could be conducted on larger group and at different educational institutions to test the external factors
which influence learner language performance. Also it can be conducted on participants from different ages. This
allows comparison in grammatical errors in writings committed by Arab learners of English from different ages.
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