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FOREWORD 

The Candidates‟ Items Responses Analysis Report (CIRA) on the Certificate of 

Secondary Education Examination (CSEE) 2020 has been prepared to provide 

feedback to educational administrators, school managers, teachers and other 

stakeholders about candidates‟ abilities in the Arabic Language subject.  

 

The Certificate of Secondary Education Examination (CSEE) is a summative 

evaluation that, among other things, shows the effectiveness of the educational 

system in general and the educational delivery system in particular. Essentially, 

candidates‟ responses in the examination questions are a strong indicator of what 

the education system is able or unable to offer candidates in their four years of 

Ordinary Level Secondary Education in the subject. 

 

The analysis presented in this report intends to contribute towards the 

understanding of possible reasons behind the candidates‟ performance on each 

question. The report highlights the factors that made the candidates score high 

marks in this examination. The factors include; the ability to interpret the 

questions' requirements, the ability to follow instructions, and adequate 

knowledge of the concepts in the Arabic Language. The report also highlights 

factors that led to poor performance among some candidates. The factors are 

failure to identify the questions' requirement, inability to express oneself in the 

Arabic Language and inadequate knowledge of concepts, principles and rules 

related to the Arabic language.  
 

The feedback provided in this report intends to enable education administrators, 

school managers, teachers, candidates and other education stakeholders to identify 

proper measures for improving the teaching and learning of the Arabic language 

in secondary schools in Tanzania. It is expected that the insights given by this 

report will enhance the performance of forthcoming candidates in future 

examinations administered by the National Examinations Council of Tanzania. 
 

Finally, the Council would like to thank all examination officers, examiners, and 

everyone who, in one way or another, participated in preparing and analysing data 

used in this report.  

 
Dr. Charles E. Msonde 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
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1.0   INTRODUCTION 

This report analyses the performance of candidates who sat for the Certificate of 

Secondary Education Examination (CSEE) in Arabic Language subject in 

December 2020.  

Arabic Language paper consisted of twelve (12) questions, with section A, B 

and C. Candidates were supposed to answer eleven (11) questions. In section A 

and B, the candidates were required to attempt all questions. In section C, the 

candidates were required to choose three of the four questions. Section A had 

two questions, in which question one (1) had ten (10) items that carried 10 

marks and question two (2) had five (5) items that carried five (5) marks, 

making a total of 15 marks. Section B had six (6) questions, in which question 

three (3) carried 10 marks; question 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 carried 6 marks each, 

making a total of 40 marks. Section C had four optional questions, each carrying 

15 marks.  

The analysis of the Certificate of Secondary Education Examination (CSEE) in 

Arabic Language presents what the requirements of each question were and 

what was expected as the responses in each question. Further, it shows how the 

candidates answered the questions. Samples obtained from the candidates‟ 

responses are presented to provide a general picture of how the candidates 

responded to the questions.  

The rating of candidates‟ performance has been grouped as 'good', 'average' or 

'poor'. In this analysis, the performance ranging from 65 to 100 percent has been 

categorised as „good‟ and is represented by green colour; the performance 

ranging from 30 to 64 percent has been categorised as „average‟ and is 

represented by yellow colour; the performance ranging from 0 to 29 percent has 

been categorised as „poor‟ and is represented by red colour. This analysis is 

based on the average percentage of the candidates who scored 30 percent or 

above of the total marks allocated to each question. The overall candidates‟ 

performance is summarised in the appendix. 

The total number of the candidates that sat for the Certificate of Secondary 

Education (CSEE) in December 2020 in Arabic Language was 16,933, out of 

which 2,614 (15.46%) of the candidates passed and (84.46%) of the candidates 

failed. In 2019, candidates who sat for the Certificate of Secondary Education 

(CSEE) were 20540; out of these, 5,723 candidates (27.88%) passed and 

(72.12%) of the candidates failed. This implies that the performance of the 

candidates in the year 2020 has decreased by 12.42 percent compared to the year 

2019 
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2.0   ANALYSIS OF THE CANDIDATES’ PERFORMANCE ON EACH 

QUESTION 

2.1  SECTION A: Multiple Choice and Matching Items  

This section consisted of two questions. The candidates were required to attempt 

all the questions. Question one (1) was the multiple-choice question and had ten 

(10) items that carried 10 marks. Question two (2) was matching items and had 

five (5) items, each carrying 1 mark, making a total of fifteen (15) marks for this 

section.  

2.1.1 Question 1: Multiple Choice Question 

This was a compulsory question. It consisted of 10 multiple choice items derived 

from various topics of the syllabus. The candidates were required to choose the 

correct answer from the given alternatives and write its letter beside the item 

number in the answer booklet provided.  

The question was attempted by 16,932 candidates (100%). 521 candidates 

(3.1%) scored from 7 to 10 marks, which is a good performance, 6,855 

candidates (40.5%) scored from 3 to 6 marks, which is an average performance 

and 9,556 candidates (56.4%) scored from 0 to 2 marks, which is a weak 

performance. The performance on this question was average since 7,376 

candidates (43.6%) scored from 3 to 10 marks. The overall candidates‟ 

performance on the question is summarised in Figure 1. 

 
 Figure 1: Candidates’ Performance on Question 1. 
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The analysis of the candidates‟ item response is as presented hereunder.  

 

Item (1) was,  

 
In this item, the candidates were required to identify the inflection of the word 

 This item intended to test the candidates‟ ability to .(almanaaswibi) الْمَنَاصِبِِ

analyse words in the Arabic language, specifically (mudhwaafu ilaihi). In the 

Arabic language sentence, words can play many roles: such as the subject of the 

sentence, the object of the verb, possessive, and so on. So, this knowledge can 

help someone to know the role of the word in the sentence. The correct answer 

was (ب) ِِِباِلِإضَافَة ِمَجْرُوْرٌ ٌْرِ ِالتكَْسِ  The candidates who responded correctly in . جَمْعُ

this item knew that if a noun comes after the (مضاف ) mudhwaafu (the second 

part of the genitive construction) should be in the genitive case (majruuru). The 

candidates who opted for (أ), (ج), (د) and (هـ) which are ِِِّباِلجَر ِمَجْرُوْرٌ ٌْرِ ِالتكَْسِ  , جَمْعُ

ٌْرِِمَجْرُوْرٌِباِلابْتدِاَءِِجَمْعُِالتكَِْ سِ ٌْرِِمَجْرُوْرٌِبحَِذْفِِالْعِلَّةِِ ,  ٌْرِِمَجْرُوْرٌِباِلنَّصْبِِ and جَمْعُِالتكَْسِ  جَمْعُِالتكَْسِ

respectively were wrong. This is because the alternatives were giving dodgy 

information about the iflection of mudhwaafu ilaihi.  

The candidates who chose distractor (أ) ٌِِّْرِِمَجْرُوْرٌِباِلجَر  broken nouns in ) جَمْعُِالتكَْسِ

genitive case by jarr), were wrong because mudhaafu ikaihi cannot be analysed 

like that. Furthermore, the candidates who selected a wrong distractor (ج) ِ جَمْعُ

ِباِلابْتدِاَءِِ ِمَجْرُوْرٌ ٌْرِ  broken nouns in genitive case by being the first in the) التكَْسِ

sentence) went adrift because that is not the reason for the mudhwaafu ilaih to be 

in the genitive case. The word which always be analysed like that is مبتدأ 

(mubtadai), although instead of majruuru as the distractor said, we say marfuu. 
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The candidates who selected this alternative did not only have knowledge of 

Mudhaafuilaihi but also of analysing the Arabic nouns in the sentence. 

Additionally, The candidates who picked (د) ِِِالْعِلَّة ِبحَِذْفِ ِمَجْرُوْرٌ ٌْرِ ِالتكَْسِ  were  جَمْعُ

wrong, as for ِجمعِالتكسٌر (broken plural) is in the nominative case (marfuun) by 

having the visible vowel “ u” (damatun dhwaahiratun) on its end, it is in 

accusative case by having visible vowel “ a” (fatahatun dhwaahiratun) on its 

end and it is in genitive case by having visible vowel “i” at its end which can be 

caused by either preposition letter or idhwaafa. But these are nouns which are 

munswarifu. 

Furthermore, the candidates who opted for (هـ) ِِِباِلنَّصْب ِمَجْرُوْرٌ ٌْرِ ِالتكَْسِ  went جَمْعُ

astray since jamu ttakseer cannot be majruun by nasbu but it can be majruun by 

having fatha as it sign at its end if it is among the words which are not 

munswarif.  

However, the candidates who selected incorrect alternatives were not aware of 

the Arabic language inflections, plurals and their types. They also had only a 

partial knowledge of the Arabic language. 

Item (2) was,  

 
 

This item instructed the candidates to identify the correct definition of ِْعِِالْمُؤَنَّثِِجَم

 ‟The item intended to test the candidates .(al-jam al-muannathi assaalim) السَّاِلِم

knowledge of the Arabic language plural nouns. The candidates who had such 

knowledge selected the correct answer (أ) ِعَلَىِأَكْثَرَِمِنَِاثْنَتٌَِِْ نِِبزٌِِاَدةَِِأَلِفٍِوَتاَءٍِفًِِمَاِدلََّ
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 is the (noun) which represents more than two feminine entities by adding) آخِرِهِ.ِ

suffixes alifu (ا) and taau (ت) at its end. The candidates who opted for the correct 

answer were familiar with Arabic nouns. This suggests that the candidates knew 

that, plural in Arabic is divided into three parts, namely: (ِتكسٌر  jam-u) جمع

takseeri, (ِسالم ِمذكر ) jam-u mudhakkari saalim and (جمع ِمؤنث سالم جمع  ) jam-u 

muannath saalim. ( تكسٌرِجمع ) jam-uttakseeri is made by changing the structure 

of its noun in a singular form. As for (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim a 

suffix wau (و) and nun (ن) are added at the end for the nominative case or yaau 

 (جمعِمؤنثِسالم) for the accusative and genitive case. Concerning (ن) and nun (ي)

jam-u muannath saalim the plural form involves by adding suffix alifu (ا) and 

taau (ت) at the end, and the correct response falls under this type.  

 

Additionally, the candidates who selected (ب) ٌٍِْنِِبزٌِِاَدةَِِوَاوٍِوَنُوْن مَاِدلََِّعَلَىِأَكْثَرَِمِنَِاثْنَتَ

ِآخِرِهِِأَِ ِفًِ ِوَنُوْنٍ ٌِاَءٍ وْ  Is the (noun) which represents more than two masculine 

entities by adding suffix wau (و) and nun (ن) or yaau (ي) and nun (ن) at its end) 

were wrong, since the designated distractor does not give a correct explanation 

about the ِالسَّاِلِم ِالْمُؤَنَّثِ ِ  It seems that the .(al-jam al-muannathi assaalim) جَمْع

candidates who picked this wrong alternative confused it with the real definition 

of the جَمْعِِالْمُؤَنَّثِِالسَّاِلِم (al-jam al-muannathi assaalim) – since the first part of the 

distractor talks about it while the second part talks about جَمْعِِالْمُؤَنَّثِِالسَّاِلِم (al-jam 

al-muannathi assaalim). 

 

Furthermore, the candidates who selected (ج) ٌٍِْنِِبزٌِِاَدةَِِوَاوٍِوَنُوْن ِعَلَىِأَكْثَرَِمِنَِاثْنَ مَاِدلََّ

ِوَِ ٌِاَءٍ ِآخِرِهِ.أَوْ ِفًِ نُوْنٍ  (is the (noun) which represents more than two masculine 

entities by adding suffix wau (و) and nun (ن) or yaau (ي) and nun (ن) at its end) 

went astray, since the definition is of (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim. 

Probably the candidates confused it with the definition of ِالسَّاِلِم ِِالْمُؤَنَّثِ -al) جَمْع

jam al-muannathi assaalim), as there is a slight difference between them. In ِِ ع ّْ ِخَ

ِالسَّاِلِم  and taau (ا) we add suffixes alifu ,(al-jam al-muannathi assaalim) الْمُؤَنَّثِ

 jam-u mudhakkari saalim, we add suffix (جمعِمذكرِسالم) at the end while in (ت)

wau (و) and nun (ن) or yaau (ي) and nun (ن) at its end. 

 

Likewise, the candidates who opted for (د) ِأَلِفٍِفًِِآخِرِه ٌْنِِبزٌِِاَدةَِ ِعَلَىِأَكْثَرَِمِنَِاثْنَ   مَاِدلََّ

and those who opted (هـ) ِآخِرِه ِفًِ ِتاَءٍ ِبزٌِِاَدةَِ ٌْنِ ِاثْنَ ِمِنَ ِأَكْثَرَ ِعَلَى ِدلََّ  were wrong مَا

because the distractors are unclear and incomplete.  
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For that matter, the candidates who opted for wrong alternatives were not 

knowledgeable about plurals in the Arabic language, specifically on ِِجَمْعِِالْمُؤَنَّث

 .(al-jam al-muannathi assaalim) السَّاِلِم

Item (3) was: 

 

In this item, the candidates were required to identify the correct predicate that 

fits the blank space. The question aimed to scrutinise the ability of the 

candidates to use اوِأخواته  (هـ) The correct answer was .(Inna and its sisters) إن 

 The candidates who opted for the right answer were familiar with the .ذَاهِبةٌَِ

knowledge of اكانِوِأخواته  as they knew that Inna and its ,(Inna and its sisters) إن 

sisters (إنِوأخواتها) are the groups of particles in Arabic that are usually followed 

by the nominal sentence. Additionally, the candidates realised that, after Inna or 

one of its sisters, the subject of the nominal sentence (اسمِإن) becomes accusative 

 .(مرفوع) remains nominative (خبرِإن) and the predicate ,(منصوب)

 

However, the candidates who selected a wrong answer (أ)  َِذَاهِبة confused ِ إنِو

ِأخواتها with (Inna and its sisters) أخواتها ِو  The .(Kaana and its sisters) كان

candidates failed to know that after Inna or one of its sisters, the subject of the 

nominal sentence (اسمِإن) becomes accusative (منصوب) and the predicate (خبرِإن) 

remains nominative (مرفوع), while after Kaana and its sisters, the subject of the 



7 
 

nominal sentence (اسمِإن) remains nominative (مرفوع) and the predicate (خبرِإن) 

becomes accusative (منصوب). 

 

In addition, some of the candidates chose an incorrect distractor (ب) ٌِذَاهِب. This is 

not the correct answer since the predicate ٌِذَاهِب does not agree with its subject in 

terms of gender. It would be the correct answer if the subject سَلْمَى could be a 

masculine noun. This wrong selection was caused by the candidates‟ inability to 

identify the subject of the sentence, the predicate of the sentence and ِنِوِأخواتهاإِ

(Inna and its sisters) and their function in the sentence. 

  

Furthermore, some of the candidates opted for (جـ)  ذَاهِب ا . This is not the correct 

answer because the predicate opted goes against the grammatical rule of ِإ ِو ن

 Moreover, it does not agree with its subject in terms .(Inna and its sisters)  أخواته

of gender. The candidates who opted for such a destructor failed to realise that a 

sentence was preceded by ٌَِْت  as a ;(Inna and its sisters) إن وِأخواتها as one of the  لَ

result, the predicate has to be accusative. 

 

Moreover, some of the candidates showed weakness by choosing the destructor 

 as the correct answer. These candidates failed to realise that ذَاهِباَتٍِ (د)

grammatically the word ٍِذَاهِباَت could not be the correct predicate of the subject 

 .as the subject is in singular while the predicate is in plural form ,سَلْمَى

 

Further analysis of the candidate‟s performance on this item shows that the 

candidates who opted for the correct answer exhibited high dexterity about نِوِإ

 whereas those who chose other alternatives showed ,(Inna and its sisters) أخواته

weakness in that skill. 

 

Item (4) was, 
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The item required the candidate to determine the cases (ُِإعِْرَاب) that are shared by 

both الَأسْمَاءِِالخَمْسَة (five nous) and (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim. The 

item intended to examine the candidate‟s ability about inflection of َالَأسْمَاءِِالخَمْسة 

(five nous) and (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim. Some of the candidates 

successfully determined the correct answer (ب) ِِِّوَالجَر ِ فْع ِالرَّ  This was the .حَالَةِ

correct answer becauseالَأسْمَاءِِالخَمْسَة (five nonus when they form the first part of 

the genitive construction, they will have الواو in the nominative case, الألف in the 

accusative case and الٌاء in the genitive case. With regard to ( سالم جمعِمؤنث جمعِ) ( 

 in the nominative case while الواو jam-u mudhakkari saalim, it will take (مذكرِسالم

in both accusative case and the genitive case, it will take الٌاء . For that case, the 

candidates realised that both ِالخَمْسَة ) and (five nous) الَأسْمَاءِ مجمعِمذكرِسال ) jam-u 

mudhakkari saalim are in the nominative case and accusative case by having the 

sign الواو (waau) and الٌاء (yaah), respectively. 

Additionally, the candidates who chose (أ) ِِِِوَالجَزْم فْع ِالرَّ  ware not right since حَالَةِ

grammatically both ِِْالخَمْسَةالَأس مَاءِ  (five nous) and (ِسالم ِمذكر  jam-u (جمع

mudhakkari saalim cannot be maj-zuum at all. It is conceivable that the 

candidates were confused by the first part ِِِِحَالَة فْع (الرَّ  ) in the destructor because it 

is shared by both َِةالَأسْمَاءِِالخَمْس  (five nous) and (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari 

saalim. 

Furthermore, some of the candidates selected distractor (ج) ِِوَالنَّصْبِِِ فْع ِالرَّ حَالَةِ  as 

the correct answer. These were wrong because the statement contains ِِالنَّصْب 

which is not shared by both  ِِالخَمْسَةِالَأسْمَاء  (five nous) and (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u 

mudhakkari saalim, as nasbu is represented by alfu in (five nous) while in (ِجمع

ِسالم  jam-u mudhakkari saalim, is represented by yaau. The candidate (مذكر

overlooked the distractor; hence he or she did not examine his or her response 

deeply. Nasbu can be shared by both dual nouns and (ِسالم ِمذكر  jam-u (جمع

mudhakkari saalim. 
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Moreover, the candidates who opted for (د) ِِِوَالحَذْف ِ فْع ِالرَّ  were wrong حَالَةِ

becauseِِالحَذْف (alhazfu) cannot be applied to both َِِالخَمْسَةالأ سْمَاءِ  (five nous) and 

 jam-u mudhakkari saalim. Possibly the candidates confused either (جمعِمذكرِسالم)

ِالخَمْسَة ِ with (five nous) الَأسْمَاءِ ِالْخَمْسَةاْلَأفْعاَلُ  (five verbs) or (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u 

mudhakkari saalim with ِ ِاْلَأفْعاَلُ الْخَمْسَة (five verbs). As for ِ ِاْلَأفْعاَلُ الْخَمْسَة  (five 

verbs) are in nominative case by having nuun and they are mansuubu and 

majzuumu by dropping it ( فذالح ). 

Moreover, some of the candidates selected an incorrect answer (هـ) ِا ِحَالَةِ ِ فْع لرَّ

ِِ Although .وَالسُّكُوْنِِ فْع جمعِ) and (five nous) الَأسْمَاءِِالخَمْسَة is shared by both حَالَةِِالرَّ

 ,jam-u mudhakkari saalim, as both are in the nominative case by wau (مذكرِسالم

the presence of the word “السُّكُوْن"  in the sentence made it incorrect. The 

candidates failed to realise that السُّكُوْن can neither be the sign of ِالخَمْسَة  الَأسْمَاءِ

(five nous) nor (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim  in any case. 

Furthermore, the candidates who chose the correct answer exhibited their skills 

in both the Arabic nouns and how they are analysed in deferent cases or states. 

The candidates who chose other alternatives demonstrated low mastery of the 

Arabic nouns. 

Item (5) was, 

 

The candidates were given five sentences in this item; and were required to 

determine the verbal sentence among the given alternatives. The item aimed to 

test the candidates‟ ability in both verbal sentence and nominal sentences. The 
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candidates who had sufficient knowledge of Arabic sentences determined the 

correct answer, which was (ب) تنَْمُوِالشَّجَرَةُِ  . They realised that, nominal sentences 

begin with a noun or a pronoun, whereas verbal sentences begin with a verb. 

Consequently, they selected the statement (ب) to be the correct answer among 

the given alternatives because it starts with a verb. 

In addition, some of the candidates selected (أ) ُِّمَدْرَسَةُِالُأم , which was an incorrect 

answer because it starts with the noun and a sentence, which starts with the 

name is called ِالإسمٌة  in the Arabic language. The (noun sentence) الجملة

candidates failed to know the meaning of the sentence as well as the indicators 

of Arabic names such as letter alfu and lam, which occurred in the word الُأم. 

Furthermore, some of the candidates chose distractor (ج) ٌَِالْبنِْتُِمُجْتهَِدة . This is not 

the correct answer because it starts with a noun. To be a verbal sentence, it 

should have begun with a verb. It seems that the candidates who chose this 

alternative had little understanding of Arabic verbs and nouns. They failed to 

realise that while a verb shows the time of action contrary, a name does not. 

Moreover, some of the candidates were attracted by distractor (د) ِ ٌْنَةِ ِالْمَدِ بسُْتاَنُ

ٌْلَةٌِ  which is an incorrect answer by starting with mubtadau. The candidates ,جَمِ

were likely deceived by its length.  

Finally, some of the candidates selected (هـ) ٌِِمَفْتوُْحَة افذَِةُ  .as the correct answer  النَّ

This was an incorrect answer because it is composed of two nouns which are 

 The candidates did not know that a sentence which starts with . مَفْتوُْحَةٌِ and النَّافذَِةُِ

the mubtadau ُِالنَّافذَِة  as the indicator of ِالإسمٌة  cannot (noun sentence) الجملة

qualify as a verbal sentence. 

Contrarily, the candidates who were knowledgeable about both verbal sentences 

and noun sentences recognised the correct answer easily:  they knew that the 

verbal sentence starts with a verb. In contrast, the noun sentence starts with a 

name. Therefore, the candidates who failed on the item had inadequate 

knowledge of the Arabic verbal and noun sentences. It was very simple to 

determine a verbal sentence were the candidates conversant with indicators of 

verbs versus indicators of nouns.  
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Item number (6) was, 

 

The item required the candidates to identify the adjective that suits filling in the 

blank space to make the sentence meaningful. The item intended to test the 

candidates‟ ability in النعة (adjective). The candidates who were knowledgeable 

of the Arabic adjectives chose ٌِعَجُوْز in distractor (ب). This is because the 

adjective (النعت) is a follower of a described word in its raf, nasb and khafdh 

(jarr). Thus, the candidates knew that the word that describes it should be in that 

case: because the word before it is in the nominative case.  

In addition, some of the candidates opted for (أ)  ِعَجُوْز, which is incorrect because 

the adjective (النعت) is a follower of a described word in its raf, nasb and khafdh 

(jarr) in the Arabic language. It seems that the candidates confused the word 

 رَجُلٌِ with the object of the sentence, which is often mansuub and the word عَجُوْزِ 

as its subject. The candidates did not consider the meaning of the sentence and 

the principles of the Arabic adjectives. 

Moreover, those who chose alternative (ج) عَجُوْزٍِ  were wrong because it goes 

against the rule of (النعت) (description). Probably, the candidates regarded the 

word ٍِعَجُوْز as mudhwaafu ilaihi of the word ٌِرَجُل which is incorrect too, as, in the 

genitive construction, the منعوت (a described word) should not have tanwiin on it. 

Additionally, others filled the blank with distractor (د) ٍِعَجُوْزَة, which is wrong 

because the منعوت (a described word) is in masculine gender while النعت is in the 

feminine gender. Thus, the candidates overlooked the gender aspect in 

determining the correct adjective in this context. Additionally, the candidates 

who selected letter (هـ) did not differ much from those who chose letter (د) 
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above; the only difference is, kisratain and fathatain at the final positions of the 

word in the letter (د) and (هـ) respectively. 

However, the candidates who determined the correct answer were skilled in النعت 

(adjective) and its principles enough. On the other hand, those who failed to 

determine the correct answer lacked sufficient knowledge of النعت (adjective) and 

Arabic vocabularies. Some of them did not only fail to determine the meaning of 

words but also the correct use of النعت . Consequently, they misinterpreted the 

item. 

Item (7) was,  

 

In this item, the candidates were required to identify the correct definition of مبنًِ  

(uninflected word). The item tested the candidates‟ knowledge of uninflected 

words in the Arabic language. The candidates were able to identify distractor (ب) 

ٌِتَغٌَََِّلاِِمَا  اْلكَلََمِِبتِغٌََُّرِِوَضْعِهِِفًِِِآخِرِهِِِِشَكْلُِِرُ  to be the correct answer. The candidates 

realised that uninflected words remain in a fixed condition, in spite of different 

governors that precede them. 

 

Additionally, some of the candidates selected (أ) ًِِِف ِوَضْعِهِ ِبتِغٌََُّرِ ِآخِرِهِ ِشَكْلُ ٌِتَغٌَََّرُ مَا

 because it ,(uninflected word) مبنً which is an incorrect definition of ,اْلكَلََمِِ

explains that mabniyyu is a word that changes the form of its last letter with a 

change of its position in a sentence. The candidate who picked this distractor 

confused it with the definition of Muurab (معرب) as Muurab (معرب) – a word 

which is changed at its end because of the different types of governors that 
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precede it or governing factors that affect it. There is a very slight difference 

between them. So, to make it clear, mabniyyu is fixed while muurab is unfixed. 

 

Other candidates chose (ج) ًِِاْلكَلََمِِمَاِلاٌِتَغٌَََّرُِشَكْلُِوَسَطِهِِبتِغٌََُّرِِوَضْعِهِِف , which is untrue 

because in مبنٌات (uninflected words), it is the last letter which is dealt with, not 

the middle one as the statement explains. The candidates who chose ٌتَغٌَََّرُِشَكْلُِِلا

ِاْلكَلََم ِفًِ ِوَضْعِهِ ِبتِغٌََُّرِ  which was the  وَسَطِهِِ did no pay attention to the word  وَسَطِهِ

trick in the distractor.  

 

In addition, the candidates who chose distractor (د) ًِِلِهِِبتِغٌََُّرِِوَضْعِهِِف مَاٌِتَغٌَََّرُِشَكْلُِأَوَّ

 uninflected) مبنً were wrong because it contains unrequired words about اْلكَلََمِِ

word) which was ِِلِه  These candidates did not realise that the topic of . أَوَّ

mabniyyu does not consider the first letter of a word as the definition says; 

rather, it focuses on the last letter of a word. 

 

Moreover, the candidates who chose alternative (هـ) ِبتَِِ ِوَوَسطَِهِ لِهِ ِأَوَّ ِشَكْلُ ٌِتَغٌَََّرُ غٌَُّرِمَا

 were wrong because it is about wrong definition of an uninflected وَضْعِهِِفًِِاْلكَلََمِِ

word. The candidates who picked it did not paya attention to the words أوله and 

  . وسطه

 

Generally, the candidates who determined the correct answer in this item were 

familiar with ًمبن (uninflected word) while those who failed lacked such 

knowledge. 

 

Item number (8) was, 
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The item instructed the candidates to fill in the blank space using the correct 

word among the alternatives. The item tested the candidates‟ ability to use verbs. 

The correct answer was (هـ) ٌِِسَُافرَِان . The candidates who chose other alternatives 

exhibited weakness in the topic. 

 

The candidates who choose the distractor (أ) سافرا were wrong since the verb is 

talking about the past action. The candidates choose (ج) were also wrong since 

the verb represents the the third person plural feminine while the sentence is 

talking about dual. On the other hand the candidates who selecteted the 

distractor (د) feiled to determine that the verb is talking about the third person 

singular feminine in the past time. Those who opted the alternative (ب) were 

wrong since grammatically the verb does not fit in the sentence.  

 

Item number (9) was, 

 

 

The item was about ِمَائر  The item required the candidates to .(pronouns) الضَّ

identify ٌٌِْرٌِمُتَّصِل  among the given alternatives. It aimed at (attached pronoun) ضَمِ

measuring their ability to use pronouns in their daily conversations. 

The candidates with sufficient skills about ٌِِمُتَّصِل ٌْرٌ  chose (attached pronoun) ضَمِ

ٌْرُِ"نَا" (ج) مِ  which is the correct answer because a pronoun cannot stand alone ,الضَّ

without attaching itself to another word in a sentence.  

The candidates who selected (أ) ٌُِْر مِ نَحْنُ"“الضَّ  were wrong because a pronoun can 

stand alone in a sentence without attaching itself to another word. Just take an 
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example ِطلَب  the underlined word is not attached to ,(we are students) نحن

another word. So, the candidates who chose the pronoun ُِنَحْن""  which is the first-

person pronoun masculine plural, as an attached pronoun, probably they were 

not able to differentiate between ٌٌِْرٌِمُتَّصِل ٌْرٌِ and (attached pronoun) ضَمِ المنفصلضَمِ  

(detached pronoun)  

Furthermore, some candidates picked distractor (ب) "َأَنْت"ِ ٌْرُ مِ  which is the الضَّ

second person pronoun masculine singular. This is not the correct response 

because it can stand alone in a sentence. The candidates who selected this 

distractor might have confused it with"َت"ِ ٌْرُ مِ ِمُتَّصِلٌِ which is the الضَّ ٌْرٌ  ضَمِ

(attached pronoun). 

Finally, the candidates who chose the correct answer exhibited their skills of 

using pronouns in different contexts. 

Item (10) was, 

 
In this item, the candidates were required to identify the inflection in the word 

كانِوِ The question aimed to scrutinise the ability of the candidates in using .الثَّوْبُِ

ِ (أ) The correct answer was .(Kaana and its sisters) أخواتها ةِ مَّ ِباِلضَّ ِمَرْفُوْعٌ ِصَارَ اسْمُ

ِ ًْ ِفِ اهِرَةِ آخِرِهِِالظَّ  . The candidates who opted for the correct answer were familiar 

with كانِوِأخواتها (Kaana and its sisters). As they knew that: كانِوِأخواتها   (Kaana 

and its sisters) is– a group of particles in the Arabic language that is usually 

followed by a nominal sentence. Additionally, the candidates realised that after 

Kaana or one of its sisters, the subject of the nominal sentence ( كاناسمِ ) remains 

nominative (مرفوع); and the predicate (ِإن ِ.(منصوب) becomes accusative (خبر

Consequently, they determined the right inflection of the word ُِالثَّوْب. 
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However, the candidates who selected (ب) ِِبا ِمَرْفُوْعٌ ِصَارَ مَّةِِاسْمُ ِالضَّ ِعَنِ ِنٌِاَبةَ  لسُّكُوْنِ  

were wrong because ( كاناسمِ ) because the undelined word in he sentence has the 

visible dhwammah at its end cannot be ِ byِ (maruu)مَرْفُوْعٌ  on (sukuuni) السُّكُوْنِ

behalf of ِِة مَّ ِ The candidates who chose .(dammah) الضَّ اسْمُِصَارَِمَرْفُوْعٌِباِلسُّكُوْنِِنٌِاَبةَ 

ة مَّ مَّةdid no pay attention to the statement عَنِِالضَّ ِعَنِِالضَّ  which is the باِلسُّكُوْنِِنٌِاَبةَ 

trick in the distractor.  

 

In addition, some of the candidates selected distractor (ج) ُِِمَرْف ِصَارَ ةِِاسْمُ مَّ ِباِلضَّ وْعٌ

ِعَنِِالْفَتحََةِِ  is in the nominative الثَّوْبُِ This is incorrect answer since the word .نٌِاَبةَ 

case; with a visible dammah at its end. The candidates who opted for this 

distractor might have been attracted by the statement َِةمَرْفُوْعٌِِاسْمُِصَار مَّ باِلضَّ , which 

made them ignore the statement ِِِعَن الْفَتحََةنٌِاَبةَ   that disqualifies the alternative as 

the incorrect answer in this context. 

 

Other candidates chose distractor (د) ِِاهِرَة ِالظَّ ِباِلْوَاوِ ِمَرْفُوْعٌ ِصَارَ  which is an ,اسْمُ

incorrect answer because the word ُِالثَّوْب is not analysed like that. Perhaps the 

candidates confused the noun ُِالثَّوْب with the (ِسالم ِمذكر  jam-u mudhakkari (جمع

saalim which is in the nominative case by waau. 

 

Lastly, some of the candidates picked (هـ) ِ ِعَنِ ِنٌِاَبةَ  ةِ مَّ ِباِلضَّ ِمَرْفُوْعٌ ِصَارَ الْكَسْرَةِِاسْمُ . 

They were wrong since the name of swaara ( ِ صاراسم ) has a visible vowel 

dammah at its end.  

 

Generally, the candidates who scored full marks on this question manifested the 

highest level of expertise in topics such as genitive construction, plural nouns, 

nawaasikh, inflected and uninflected words, inflection, types of Arabic 

sentences, adjective, and pronouns. However, the candidates whose efforts came 

to naught, showed weakness on those topics.  

 

2.1.2 Question 2: Matching items 

The question consisted of five (5) matching items. The candidates were required 

to match each item in List A with its corresponding in List B by writing the 

letter of the corresponding response beside the item number in the answer 

booklet provided. The general task of the question was to measure the 

knowledge of the candidates in genitive construction (الإضافة ). The question 

was: 
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The question was attempted by 16,933 candidates (100%), out of which 13,467 

candidates (79.5%) scored from 0.0 to 1.0 mark, which is a weak performance, 

3,099 candidates (18.3%) scored from 2.0 to 3.0 marks, which is an average 

performance and 367 candidates (2.2%) scored from 4.0 to 5.0 marks, which is a 
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poor performance. Therefore, the candidates' general performance on the 

question is weak, considering that 3,466 candidates (20.5%) scored from 2.0 to 

5.0 marks. The overall candidates‟ performance on the question is summarised 

on Figure 2. 

 

 

Figure 2: Candidates’ Performance on Question 2. 

Item (1) required the candidates to identify the correct definition of the word 

 because al-mudhwaafu is a (ز) The correct response was .(al-mudhwafu) الْمُضَافُِ

noun (or an adjective) annexed to the noun after it. The candidates who matched 

the item with the correct response had adequate knowledge of ُِالْمُضَاف (al-

mudhwafu). 

 

However, the candidates who opted for (ب) ِِِالْمُضَاف ِبعَْدَ ًْ ٌِأَْتِ  the noun that) اسْمٌ

appears after almudhwaaf) as a response were wrong because the statement is 

explaining about ٌُِْهِِالْمُضَاف إلَِ . Some of them chose (أ) ِِْفَقَط ِحَرْفِِالجَرِّ ِبعَْدَ ٌِأَْتًِ  a) اسْمٌ

noun that comes after the preposition only). These were also wrong because 
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 may appear after different words in a sentence. The (al-mudhwafu) الْمُضَافُِ

candidates who selected this incorrect response might have seen cases where 

mudhwaafu occurred after the preposition. Hence, they generalised that 

mudhaafu comes after prepositions only. 

Item (2) required the candidates to match the statement ُِِالْمُضَاف  with the ٌعُْرَبُ

correct statement from list B. The item examined the candidate‟s knowledge of 

the inflections of ُِالْمُضَاف. The correct answer in this item is (و) ِ ِفًِ ِمَوْقعِِهِ بحَِسَبِ

 Since al mudhwaafu has no specific position in a sentence, the candidates .الْجُمْلَةِِ

with knowledge of the inflection of mudhwaafu selected this answer. They 

realised that اعرهب (inflection) of ُِالْمُضَاف depends on its position in a sentence.  

 

Furthermore, some of the candidates connected the item with the incorrect letter 

ِالْحَرْفِِبحَِسَِ (ج) ِفًِ ِمَوْقعِِهِ بِ . The candidates who matched the item with this 

statement failed to differentiate الحرف from  الجملة . Additionally, the candidates 

were confused the statement ِِِالْحَرْف ِفًِ ِمَوْقعِِهِ  with the correct answer, as   بحَِسَبِ

there is a slight difference between them. 

 

Item (3) required the candidates to match the statement which says ِ الْمُضَافٌُِجر  

with the correct explanation from list B. The item intended to measure the 

candidates‟ ability in determining a reason for the second part of genitive 

construction (ٌِِْه ِإلَِ  The correct answer .(مجرور) to be in the genitive case (الْمُضَافُ

was (هـ). The candidates who matched the question correctly were aware of the 

inflection of al-mudhaafu ilaihi. 

 

However, the candidates who matched the item with (ح)ِِباِلْوَاو did not know that 

the second part of the genitive construction is always in the genitive case by 

 The candidates who chose it were fascinated by the grammatical .(الإضافة)

connection without considering the meaning. Since in reality (ٌِِْه  cannot (الْمُضَافُِإلَِ

be majruuru by waau (الواو). 

 

Some of the candidates opted for (و) ِِبحَِسَبِِمَوْقعِِهِِفًِِالْجُمْلَة. This is not the correct 

answer but an explanation for  ُِالْمُضَاف . The candidates confused item (2) with 

item (3) in this question.  

 

The item (4) was about things that are dropped from الْمُضَافُِ   during the genitive 

construction. The candidates with the knowledge of genitive construction 

matched the item with (د). The candidates realised that if the مُضَاف  mudhaaf „the 



20 
 

annexed‟ is dual or plural in (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim), the rule is 

to drop its final ن nuun in both cases. 

 

However, the candidates who chose (ط) were wrong since the alfu of dual is 

untouchable during the genitive construction. Also the candidates were not 

aware that (جمعِمذكرِسالم) jam-u mudhakkari saalim) does not have alfu of plural 

like dual nouns. 

 

Item (5) was ٌِِْه ِإلَِ  It required the candidates to match it with the correct .الْمُضَافُ

definition. The candidates with adequate knowledge matched it with (ب) ًِْ اسْمٌٌِأَْتِ

ِالْمُضَافِِ  because the noun that appears immediately after al-mudhwaafu is the بعَْدَ

mudhaafu ilaihi. 

 

Furthermore, the candidates who matched the item with (أ) and (ز); which are ٌِاسْم

ِفَِ ِالجَرِّ ِحَرْفِ ِبعَْدَ قَطٌأَْتًِ  and َُِِبعَْده ِاسْمٍ ِإلَِى ِنُسِبَ  respectively were wrong. The اسْمٌ

candidates who matched the item with (ز), for instance, confused ٌِِْه  with الْمُضَافُِإلَِ

 .since they work together to form the genitive construction الْمُضَافِِ

 

Hence the candidates who performed well in this question were proficient in the 

topic of genitive construction. Consequently, they matched items (1), (2), (3), (4) 

and (5) with (ز), (و), (هـ), (د) and (ب) respectively. The candidates who failed to 

match the correct answers had little understanding of the Arabic genitive 

construction.  

 

2.2 SECTION B: Short Answers 

This section had six (6) questions. Each question had six items except question 

three that had five items. The candidates were required to answer all questions. 

Each question carried six (6) marks, except question 3, which carried ten (10) 

marks, making a total of forty (40) marks.  

 

2.2.1 Question 3: Dialogue 

This question was about dialogue. The candidates were required to complete the 

dialogue by writing questions that correlate with answers provided in the 

dialogue. The question tested the candidates‟ ability to express themselves in a 

simple Arabic language. The dialogue was: 



21 
 

 

The question was attempted by 16,933 candidates (100%). 13,842 candidates 

(81.7%) scored from 0.0 to 2.5 marks, which is a weak performance, 2,438 

candidates (14.4%) scored from 3.0 to 6.0 marks, which is an average 

performance and 653 candidates (3.9%) scored from 6.5 to 10.0 marks, which is 

a good performance. The overall performance on the question is summarised in 

Figure 3. 

 

Figure 3: Candidate’ Performance on Question 3. 
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The analysis shows that 13,842 candidates (81.7%) scored below 3 marks. The 

candidates in this category demonstrated shortcomings such as skipping some 

items and writing ungrammatical sentences. 

 

On the other hand, the candidates who scored zero marks on this question 

supplied wrong answers in all items of the question. One of the candidates, for 

example, in item (أ) wrote: "ِماِهوِأرٌد “ instead of ؟تفضلِماذاِترٌد  . The candidate 

was wrong because this question does not correlate with the answer given by 

“ ,the candidate wrote ,(ب) in this dialogue. In Item المساافر  instead of"  "مَاِهُوَِإسِْمُِ

اسمك؟ِما  (What is your name?). Since this statement is used to know some one‟s 

name, the candidate failed to use the next sentence in this conversation to 

formulate the question that correlates with the answer given by the traveller in 

this dialogue. In item (جـ), the candidate wrote ""َأَءِن  which is meaningless, 

instead of writing ِأنْتَِ ِأٌن ؟من  (Where do you come from?), since the following 

sentence gives information about where the traveller comes from. Thus, the 

candidate lacked the skills of formulating questions.Consequently, he or she 

wrote something meaningless.  

 

Furthermore, the candidate skipped item (د), likely because he/she did not know 

the next sentence in a series of conversations or failed to formulate the question 

about that statement. In the last item, the candidate wrote  ٌِْب ِتقَْرِ ِأُسْبوُْع ا ِهُوَ ا""ِمَا  

instead of ِهنا ِستبقى ِمتى ؟إلى  (for how long will you stay here?). Since the 

following sentence in this item correlates with it. Some of these candidates just 

picked some words from the question and used them as their answers. Others 

skipped items, and others did not understand the requirement of the question. 

Furthermore, some of the students wrote meaningless words. This suggests that 

the candidates had low competence in the Arabic language, especially on the use 

of the interrogative particles to create the question. Extract 3.1 is a sample of 

poor responses from the candidates in this question. 
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Extract 3.1: A sample of poor responses in question 3 

The extract is a sample of responses from the candidates who failed to complete 

the dialogue. The candidate changed the sentences in the dialogue, that is, he or 

she has taken the last words in the sentences and made them the first, which is 

not correct for this question.  

 

Moreover, some of the candidates had an average performance on this question, 

scored from 3.0 to 6.0 marks. The analysis shows that they only completed some 

items of the dialogue correctly. This indicates that they had a partial knowledge 

of Arabic grammar and a partial understanding of interrogative particles in the 

Arabic language. 

 

Moreover, the analysis reveals that 653 candidates (3.9%) scored from 6.5 to 

10.0 marks, out of which 141 candidates (0.8%) scored full marks on the 

question. These candidates completed all items of the dialogue with the required 

information. For example, they realised that item (أ) should be filled in with ِتفضل

 to ,(what) ماذاِ here they correctly used the Arabic interrogative particle : ماذاِترٌد

formulate the question which correlates with the answer given in the item as 

they understood the meaning of the statement given in the next sentence in this 

item. 

 

They also realised that the correct question for the statement in item (ب) is ِ ما

؟اسمك  (What is your name?) since the statement seeks to know someone‟s name. 

As in the next sentence in this conversation, where the traveler mentioned 

his/her name. They also realised that the correct question for the statement in 

item (ج) is منِأٌنِأنْتَ؟ (Where do you come from?) since the next sentence gives 

information about where the traveller comes from. Besides, the candidates 

realised that the correct sentence for the item (د) in this conversation is ِأٌنِجواز

 because in the next statement in this dialogue the (?Where is the passport) السفر

traveller showed his passport to ُِف  Further, the candidates determined the .الْمُوَظَّ
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correct statement for the next sentence in the item (هـ) as إلىِمتىِستبقىِهنا (for 

how long will you stay here?) since the next sentence in this item correlates with 

it contextually.  

 

Therefore, these candidates knew Arabic vocabulary, which enabled them to 

correctly determine questions that match the statements provided. Likewise, they 

were knowledgeable of interrogative particles and their use in a sentence. 

Extract 3.2 is a sample of good responses from one of the candidates. 

 
Extract 3.2: A sample of good responses in question 3 

 

The above extract is a sample of good responses from one of the candidates who 

completed the dialogue correctly. 

 

2.2.2 Question 4: Jumbled Words in Sentences 

In this question, the students were instructed to re-arrange the given words 

logically to make meaningful sentences. The question tested the candidates‟ 

ability to organise words to make meaningful sentences. The question was, 
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The question was attempted by 16,933 candidates (100%), out of which 1,468 

candidates (8.7%) scored from 4.0 to 6.0 marks, which is a good performance; 

3,839 candidates (22.7%) scored from 2.0 to 3.5 marks, which is an average 

performance, and 11,626 candidates (68.6%) scored from 0.0 to 1.5 marks, 

which is a poor performance – out of which, 6,159 candidates (36.4%) scored 

0.0 mark. Therefore, the candidates' general performance on the question was 

average, considering that 5,307 candidates (31.3%) scored from 2.0 to 6.0 

marks. The overall candidates‟ performance on the question is summarised in 

Figure 4 

 

Figure 4: Candidates’ Performance on Question 4. 

The analysis shows that some of the candidates performed well on this question. 

The data shows that 0.7% of the candidates scored full marks. Such candidates 

were aware of the types of Arabic sentences. They correctly re-arranged the 

words to make meaningful sentences. One of such candidates who scored full 
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marks wrote the following: in item (أ) ِِْ رحَِا ِْ ِالِا ِفيِ ِٔدَحَا ِْ رَا ٍَّ ِاٌ ِْ ٍِثاَ ِاٌطَّ  The two) خَاءَ

students who passed the exam came).  

 

Furthermore, in item (ب) the candidates wrote ِصَثاَحًا دْزَسَحِ َّ ِاٌ ِتاَبَ ُُ ِ ٍّ عَ ُّ ِاٌ  The) فَرحََ

teacher opened the door of the school in the morning) as a good arrangement of 

the words in this item, in item (ج) he or she wrote َِّ دْرَ ُّ ِاٌ ِفيِ ِوَثيِْسَجٌ ِأَضْسَازٌ ِٓ ٌٍِِِرَّدْخِيْ ع  

(Smoking has many harmful effects in the society), in item (د)  ِِص ٍّ راَعَِفيِِِيسَْسِقُِاٌ َّ اٌ

خِِ ْٛ ِ he or she wrote (٘ـ) In item .اٌثيُُ يعَْرزَ  َٚ ِ ُٗ َٕ طَ َٚ ِ ُٓ اطِ َٛ ُّ ٌْ ِا .يحُِة  ِٗ ِ ت  and in the last item, 

she/he wrote ِخد ِخّيً  .This suggests that they knew the Arabic syntax .اٌثسراْ

Extract 4.1 is a sample of a good response from one of the candidates. 

 

 

Extract 4.1 is a sample of good responses in question 4 

 

Extract 4.1 is a sample of responses from the candidates who managed to re-

arrange the jumbled words into meaningful sentences as required. 

 

Furthermore, the analysis indicates that 3,839 candidates (22.7%) scored from 

2.0 to 3.5 marks, which is an average performance on the question. The majority 

of these students managed to answer two or three items out of five items. This 

suggests that they had partial knowledge of the Arabic language, especially the 

Arabic language syntax. This weakness caused them to re-arrange some items 

wrongly. 

The analysis further shows that the candidates who performed poorly in this 

question did not have Arabic sentence structure skills, but only relied on 

guessing answers. One of such candidates with zero marks, for example, wrote:ِ

"ِِْ ٍِثاَ ِاٌطَّ ِْ رَا ٍَّ ِٔدَحَاِفيِِاٌ ِْ رحَِا ِْ "ِخَاءَِالِا for the item (أ) instead of ِِِٔدَحَاِفي ِْ رَا ٍَّ ِاٌ ِْ ٍِثاَ خَاءَِاٌطَّ

ِِْ رحَِا ِْ دْزَسَحِِ" the candidate wrote (ب) In item .الِا َّ ِاٌ ِتاَبَ ِصَثاَحًا ِفَرحََ ُُ ِ ٍّ عَ ُّ "اٌ  instead of 
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ِتاَبَِ ُُ ِ ٍّ عَ ُّ ِاٌ ِصَثاَحًاِفَرحََ دْزَسَحِ َّ ِاٌ  or ِِ دْزَسَحِ َّ ِاٌ ِتاَبَ ِفَرحََ ُُ ِ ٍّ عَ ُّ ِصَثاَحًااٌ or ِِ،صَثاَحًاِ ِتاَبَ ِفَرحََ ُُ ِ ٍّ عَ ُّ اٌ

دْزَسَحِِ َّ ِِٓ"ِ the candidate wrote (ج) In item .اٌ ٌٍِرَّدْخِيْ عِِ َّ دْرَ ُّ "وَثيِْسَجٌِأَضْسَازٌِفيِِاٌ  instead of 

ِأَضْسَازٌِوَثيِِْ ِٓ ِِسَجٌِفيٌٍِِِرَّدْخِيْ َّع دْرَ ُّ اٌ , the candidate wrote in item (د) "ِ ِص  ٍّ راَعَِفيِِاٌ َّ خِِاٌ ْٛ اٌثيُُ

ِِ"يسَْسِقُِ  instead of ِِِِِخ ْٛ راَعَِفيِِاٌثيُُ َّ ِاٌ ِص  ٍّ ِيسَْسِقُِاٌ or ِِخ ْٛ راَعَِفيِِاٌثيُُ َّ ِيسَْسِقُِاٌ ِص  ٍّ  .اٌ

 

ِFurthermore, the candidate wrote "َِٚ ِ ُٓ اطِ َٛ ُّ ِيحُِةِ اٌ ُٗ َٕ طَ َٚ ِ ِٗ ِ ِت "يعَْرزَ   for item (٘ـ) instead 

of ُِِي ُٓ اطِ َٛ ُّ ِِٗاٌ ِ ِت يعَْرزَ  َٚ ِ ُٗ َٕ طَ َٚ ِ ِحِة  or ُّ ِِِٗيحُِب ِ ِت يعَْرزَ  َٚ ِ ُٗ َٕ طَ َٚ ِ ُٓ اطِ َٛ ُّ ٌْ ا . In the last item, the 

candidate wrote: "ْخدِخّيًِاٌثسرا"ِ instead of اٌثسراِْخّيًِخد. This suggests that the 

candidates in this category did not have adequate knowledge of the Arabic 

language, especially skills to rearrange words in a given disarranged-words. In 

addition, the candidates lacked an understanding of the types of Arabic 

sentences. Extract 4.2 is a sample of poor responses from the candidates. 

  

 

Extract 4.2: A sample of poor responses in question 4 

 

The extract is a sample from the candidates who was not able to re-arrange the 

jumbled words into meaningful sentences. The candidate wrote meaningless 

sentences. 

 

 

2.2.3 Question 5: ٗاٌرشثي (At-Tashbiihu) 

This question had six items about التشببٌه (at-Tashbiihu). The candidates were 

required to identify َِالْمُشَببَّه and ِِالْمُشَببَّهَِببِه from the given sentences. The question 

intended to test the candidates‟ ability in Arabic simile. The question was, 
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The question was attempted by 16,931 candidates (99.9%). Further analysis 

shows that 13,167 candidates (77.8%) scored from 0.0 to 1.5 marks, which is a 

weak performance, 1,430 candidates (8.4%) scored from 2.0 to 3.5 marks, which 

is average performance and 2,334 candidates (13.8%) scored from 4.0 to 6.0 

marks, which is a good performance. The general performance on the question 

was weak since 3,764 candidates (22.2%) scored from 2.0 to 6.0 marks. The 

overall performance on the question is summarised in Figure 5. 

 

Figure 5: Candidates’ Performance on Question 5. 

The analysis of the candidates‟ responses shows that the candidates who 

performed poorly in this question were 13,167 (77.8%); among these, 70.7 

percent scored a 0.0 mark. Some of these candidates failed to identify the 



29 
 

requirement of the question. Consequently, they provided information that was 

not required in the question. One of the candidates for example, in item (أ) ِِ َّْ ََ وَأ

ىِراَبَِأسْراَذٌِ ٌْ ىِراَبَ" wrote ا ٌْ ِا َّْ ََ ُِٗ instead of "ِأسْراَذٌِوَ شَثَّ ُّ ٌْ ىِراَبَِ ا ٌْ :ا  and ٌِأسْراَذ: ِِٗ ُِٗتأِ شَأثَّ ُّ ٌْ ا  . The 

candidate in this item thought that changing the position of the words in the 

sentence was the correct answer. Hence, he or she moved the word ٌِأسْأراَذ from the 

last position to the beginning. In item (ب)ِِأأح َّ ىَسِيْ ٌْ ِأَتيِْأأهَِفأِأيِاْ َخْأأِقِِا ًُ ثْأأ ِِ نَِ ْٛ  the ,أَخُأأ

candidate cut the word َِن ْٛ  from the sentence instead of writing the correct أَخُأ

answer which is نَِ ْٛ ُِِٗ:أَخُأ شَأثَّ ُّ ٌْ ِا  while َِأَتيِْأه:ِِِٗ ُِٗتأِ شَأثَّ ُّ ٌْ ا  .In item (ج)  , ًٌِ سَأ ََ أهَِ ُِ َِ فأِيِِوَ

جِِ َٚ َِ حَأ ٌْ أهَِ"ِ the candidate wroteا ُِ َِ ِوَ ًٌ سَأ ََ جِِفأِيِ َٚ َِ حَأ ٌْ ِ"ا  instead of أه ُِ َِ ُِِٗ:وَ شَأثَّ ُّ ٌْ ُّا   and 

ًٌِ سَ ََ:ِِِٗ ُِٗتأِ شَثَّ ُّ ٌْ ا  .The candidate changed the position of the words. In item (د) ِأِ ٍّ عَ ُّ ٌْ ُُِا

زِِفيِِالِإضَاءَج ْٛ  ٕ زِِفأِيِالِإضَأاءَجِِ" the candidate wrote وَاٌ ْٛ  ٕ ُُِوَاٌ ِ ٍّ عَ ُّ ٌْ "ا  without indicating al-

mushabbahu and al-mushabbahu bihi. In item (٘أـ) he or she removed the word 

َِّْ ََ ُِِٗ:اٌأدَّزْ َِ from the sentence, instead of writing وَأ شَأثَّ ُّ ٌْ ا  and ٌِِ ّْ ُِٗتأِِٗ:شَأ شَأثَّ ُّ ٌْ ا . In the 

last item which was ِِد ْٛ دُأ ٌْ ا َٚ ِ َِ ىَأسَ ٌْ ثحَْأسِِفأيِا ٌْ ِا ًُ ثْأ ِِ اِ َٔ  the candidate responded by ,أُسْأراَذُ

changing the position of the words after removingَٔا  This shows that the .أُسْأراَذُ

candidate did not only lack knowledge of al-mushabbahu and al-mushabbahu 

bihi but also did not understand the question's requirement. Furthermore, some 

of them responded to the items with meaningless sentences, while others skipped 

the question. Extract 5.1 is a sample of poor responses from a student who 

scored 0 marks on question 5. 
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Extract 5.1: A sample of poor responses in question 5 

 

The extractn5.1 is a sample of poor responses from the candidates who failed in 

all the question items. The candidate failed to understand the demand of the 

question, consequently analysed the words although he or she was wrong too.  

Further analysis shows that 1,430 (8.4%) candidates scored from 2 to 3.5 marks, 

which is an average performance on question 5. The candidates in this group left 

some items unanswered, while others only showed al-mushabbahu or al- 

mushabbahu bihi. Furthermore, they only got two to three items right. This 

indicates that they had partial knowledge of the Arabic language simile, 

specifically al-mushabbahu and al- mushabbahu bihi.  

The candidates who performed well in this question correctly identified both al-

mushabbahu and al-mushabbahu bihi in four or all items of the question. The 

candidates who scored full marks on this question demonstrated a high level of 

competence. They successfully distinguished al-mushabbahu from al-

mushabbahu bihi in the given simile sentences. One of the candidates who 

performed well in all items, for example, responded to the question as follows: 

In item (أ) ٌِِالْكِتاَبَِأسْتاَذ -as al أسْبتاَذٌِ as al-mushabbahu and الْكِتاَبَِ he or she wrote , كَأَنَّ

mushabbahu bihi. In item (ب) ِِ ٌَْبكَِفبًِِالْأَخْبل ِ ٌْمَبةِِأَخُوْكَِمِثْلُِأَب الْكَرِ  , the candidate wrote 

as al-mushabbahu and أَخُبوْكَِ ٌْبكَِِ أَبِ  as al-mushabbahu bihi. In responding to the 

item (ج) كَلََمُكَِعَسَلٌِفًِِالْحَلََوَةِِ  he or she wroteَِكَلََمُبك as al-mushabbahu while ٌِعَسَبل as 
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al-mushabbahu bihi. Furthermore, in item (د) الْمُعلَِّمُِكَالنُّوْرِِفًِِالِإضَباءَةِِ  , the candidate 

wroteُِالْمُعلَِّبم as al-mushabbahu and ِِبوْر  (هبـ) as al-mushabbahu bihi, while in item النُّ

ِالبدَّرَْ ِشَبمٌْ ِفبًِِالوُضُبوْحِِ  as al-mushabbahu and البدَّرْ َِ the candidate identified , كَبأَنَّ

الْكَبرَمِِِأُسْتاَذُنَاِمِثْلُِالْبحَْرِِفبً as al-mushabbahu bihi. In the last item he/she wrote شَمْ ٌِ

 .as al-mushabbahu bihi الْبحَْبرِِ as al-mushabbahu and أُسْتاَذُنَا he or she wrote , وَالْجُوْدِِ

These responses suggest that the candidates had adequate knowledge of simile 

and its pillars. Extract 5.2 is a sample of good responses from a candidate who 

scored all marks allotted to the question. 

 

Extract 5.2: A sample of good responses in question 5 

 

Extract 5.2 is a sample of good responses from the candidates who answered all 

parts of the question correctly. 
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2.2.4 Question 6: Pronouns 

This question was about pronouns. It had six items. The candidates were 

instructed to rewrite the sentences by filling in the given spaces with correct 

pronouns. The question tested the candidates‟ ability to use the Arabic pronouns, 

specifically the detached pronouns. The question was, 

 

The question was attempted by 16,933 candidates (100%). The statistical 

analysis shows that 14,813 candidates (87.5%) scored from 0.0 to 1.5 marks, 

which is a weak performance; among them, 72.4 percent of the candidates 

scored a 0.0 mark. Furthermore, 1,476 candidates (8.7%) scored from 2.0 to 3.5 

marks, which is an average performance and only 644 candidates (3.8%) scored 

from 4.0 to 6.0 marks, which is a good performance. The candidates' general 

performance on this question was weak, considering that only 2,120 candidates 

(12.5%) scored from 2.0 to 6.0 marks. Figure 6 summarises the performance on 

question 6.  

 

Figure 6: Candidates’ Performance on Question 6. 
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The analysis shows that 14,813 candidates (87.5%) scored from 0.0 to 1.5 

marks, which is a weak performance; among them, 72.4 percent of the 

candidates scored a 0.0 mark. These candidates provided answers which 

contradicted the requirement of the question in any item. One of the candidates 

for example in item (أ) ..........ِِْٛ سًاأَلُ ثىَِّ ُِ ِ َِ ْٛ َّٕ ِاٌ َٓ ِِ ِ َُ , wrote سًا " ثىَِّ ُِ ِ َِ ْٛ َّٕ ِاٌ َٓ ِِ ِ َُ ْٛ ِأَلُ ُّ"ٔحٓ  

instead of سًا ثىَِّ ُِ ِ َِ ْٛ َّٕ ِاٌ َٓ ِِ ِ َُ ْٛ ِأَلُ َٔا  The candidates did not use the first letter of the . أَ

present verb َُِ ْٛ  effectively to determine the correct answer, as it stands أَلُ

shoulder to shoulder withَٔا (ب) In item .أَ  ..........َِِِ ْٛ ِيَ ًَّ اِوُ َ٘ شِظُِشَعْسَ ّْ ُّذَ  he or she wrote 

ُّ "َِِ ْٛ ِيَ ًَّ ِوُ ا َ٘ ِشَعْسَ شِظُ ّْ ِذَ َٔا "أَ  instead of َِِ ْٛ ِيَ ًَّ ِوُ ا َ٘ ِشَعْسَ شِظُ ّْ ِذَ  This implies that the . ٘ي

candidate did not recognise clues for determining the right pronoun in that 

sentence. The clues are (خ) and (٘ا) in the verb and noun, respectively. They all 

refer back to the pronoun ِ٘ي . In item (ج)َِفُمَسَاء ٌْ ِا َْ ْٚ دُ َِ ِيسَُا .......... , the candidate 

wrote ُّ"َِفُمَس ٌْ ِا َْ ْٚ دُ َِ "اءَِأٔدَِيسَُا  instead of َِفُمَسَاء ٌْ ِا َْ ْٚ دُ َِ  Therefore, the candidate . ُِ٘يسَُا

was not aware of the indicators اٌياء and ٚاٌٛا for plural in the verb َِْ ْٚ دُ َِ  which يسَُا

needs to be used with ُ٘ . In item (د) ..........َِِدُن َِ ِيسَُا ْٓ َِ ذشَْىُسُِ  the candidate wrote "ِ

دنَُِ َِ ِيُسَا ْٓ َِ ِ َٔاِذشَْىُسُ ِ"أَ  instead of ِ ْٓ َِ ِ دُنَِأٔدِذشَْىُسُ َِ يسَُا  . The candidate did not realise 

that the pronoun أٔا is for the first person singular while the verb in the sentence 

has the verb ُِذشَْىُس with the hidden second person singular masculine pronoun in 

nominative case which needs to be used with a pronoun َِأٔد. In item ِ٘ـ  

( حِِ, حَّ حَِاٌصِّ َِ ا َٔ ِتسَْ َٓ ُّ..........ذرََّثعِِيْ  he or she wrote ِ"ِتسٔاِح َٓ حَحِِِأٔرُِذرََّثعِِيْ "اٌصِّ  instead of ِِأٔد

ِتسٔاِحِ َٓ حَحِِذرََّثعِِيْ اٌصِّ  . This implies that he/she was not aware of the verb ِ َٓ  that ذرََّثعِِيْ

contains the signs taau at the beginning of the verb, which used with the yaau 

almukhwaatwabati) in the verb; thus, the right pronoun should have been ِأٔدِِِ

which is the second person singular (female). In the last item ..........َِِف ْٛ يُ َُِاٌض  ىْسِ ُٔ , 

the candidate wrote: ِ"ٓفَِِأٔر ْٛ يُ ِاٌض  َُ ىْسِ ُٔ"  instead of َِِف ْٛ يُ ِاٌض  َُ ىْسِ ُٔ ٔحِٓ , suggesting 

the failure to determine that the first letter in the present verb َُِِ ىْسِ ُٔ is an essential 

indicator for him or her to determine the right pronoun. Extract 6.1 is a sample 

of poor responses from the candidates who failed to provide appropriate 

responses. 
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Extract 6.1 is a sample of poor responses in question 6 

 

The extract is a sample of responses from the candidates who provided incorrect 

answers. The candidate copied words from question number seven and used 

them as answers to question number six. 

 

 

The analysis of the students‟ responses shows that the candidates who 

performed well in this question mostly filled in the blank spaces with correct 

pronouns.Those who attained full marks realised that the blank space in the item 

َٔا) had to be filled in with a pronoun (أ) (أَ  (I); the first person singular pronoun in 

nominative case. The first letter in the verb َُِ ْٛ  signaled him/her to use that أَلُ

pronoun. They also realised that the blank space in the item (ب) had to be filled 

in with a pronoun َُِِّ٘ي ; third person singular feminine pronoun in the nominative 

case since the sentence contains a verb (ُِشِظ ّْ   .which relates to that pronoun ( ذَ

 

Moreover, they realised that the blank space in the item (ج) had to be filled in 

with a pronoun ُِ٘ (They); third person plural masculine pronoun in nominative 

case. The candidates realised that the sentence contains a verb َِْ ْٚ دُ َِ  with the يسَُا

indicator yaau and waau which helped him to determine the correct answer. 

Furthermore, they realised that the blank space in the item (د) had to be filled in 

with a pronoun ِأٔد  second person singular masculine pronoun in nominative 

case because the sentence contains a verb ُِذشَْىُس with the letter ُّ ت at the begenning 

and the verb َِِدُن َِ يسَُا  with the pronoun ُُّّ ك as the indicators for the answer. 

Additionally, they realised that the blank space in the item ( ـه ) had to be filled in 

with pronoun ِِِأٔد  second person singular feminine pronoun in nominative case, 

since the candidates singled by the verb َِٓ  with the second person singular ذرََّثعِِيْ
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feminine pronoun in nominative case as the indicator for the answer. Lastly, the 

candidates realised that the blank space in item (ٚ) should be filled in with ُِٓ حْ َٔ  

which is the first person plural masculine pronoun in nominative case, since the 

sentence contains the verb (َُِ ىْسِ ُٔ  ) with the hidden first person plural masculine 

pronoun in nominative case. This shows that the candidates had enough skills in 

the Arabic pronouns and how to use them in sentences. Extract 6.2 is a sample 

of correct responses from one of the candidates. 

 
 

Extract 6.2 is a sample of good responses in question 6 

 

The extract is a sample of good responses from the candidates who were able to 

fill in the blanks with appropriate pronouns. 

 

2.2.5 Question 7: ا فعاي (Verbs) 

This question had six items about past tense. The candidates were required to 

place before each given noun an appropriate past tense of the verb which 

correlates with the noun and to change what is necessary to ensure concordance. 

The question intended to test the candidates‟ ability to use past tenses in the 

Arabic language. The question was, 
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The question was attempted by 16,933 candidates (100%), out of which 14,668 

candidates (86.6%) scored from 0.0 to 1.5 marks, which is a weak performance, 

1,682 candidates (10.0%) scored from 2.0 to 3.5 marks, which is an average 

performance and 583 candidates (3.4%) scored from 4.0 to 6.0 marks, which is a 

good performance. Therefore, the candidates' general performance on the 

question was poor, considering that 2,265 candidates (13.4%) scored from 2.0 to 

6.0 marks. The overall candidates‟ performance on the question is summarised 

in Figure 7. 

 
 

Figure 7: Candidates’ Performance on Question 7. 
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The analysis shows that 14,668 candidates (86.6%) scored from 0.0 to 1.5 

marks, which is a weak performance, and among them, 9.9 percent of the 

candidates scored a 0.0 mark. These candidates provided irrelevant answers to 

the question. One of the candidates, for example, wrote "َِِِٔضيف "ِاٌْثيدَ  in item 

 The candidate was wrong because he or she used the predicate instead of the .(أ)

past tense verb. Moreover, the sentence is grammatically wrong due to fatha on 

the last letter instead of dammah. Some of the appropriate verbs which could 

have been used for this noun are ِتٕيد and سمظ to formulate the sentences تٕيدُِّ

اٌثيدُِسمظِ and اٌثيدَِ  , respectively.ُّAnother candidate in item (ب) wrote ِ ِفيِْ ُُ ٍِّ عَ ُّ اٌ

instead ofُّwriting the past verb form at the beginning of the word اٌسَّياَزَجُِ اٌسيازجُّ , 

he or she wroteُّthe subject. The noun اٌسيازج, could be used with the past verb 

forms such as اشرسيد in the sentence َِِاٌسيازج  in the sentence اصطدِد or اشرسيد

ِاٌسيازجُِ Another candidate wrote . اصطدِد ِ ِ٘را اٌمُ  in item (ج). The candidate 

responded to the item by using a demonstrative pronoun ( الإشازجِاسُ )ُّcontrary to 

the requirement of the question. Some of the verbs which could have been used 

in this item are شسب and ُّذدفك in the sentences شستدِاٌّاء and ذدفكِاٌّاءُّ respectively. 

Another candidate from the group which scored zero marks wrote اٌثّس in item 

 The candidate did not add the past tense before the noun; rather, he/she .(د)

rewrote the word as it is. 

Moreover, another candidate in this category wrote in item (٘ـ) اٌّاء without 

constructing a sentence by using a verb which correlates with the noun in this 

item. In item (ٚ) another candidate wrote اٌثسد instead of creating a sentence by 

using it as the question required him or her to do. The candidates' responses in 

this question show that the candidates had little understanding of past tense 

verbs in sentences. Some of the candidates even skipped the question as others 

copied words from other questions and writing them as answers to the question. 

Extract 7.1 is a sample of poor responses. 
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Extract 7.1: A sample of poor responses in question 7 

Extract 7.1 shows a sample of response from the candidate who was unable to 

give the correct answer. The candidate failed to determine the requirement of the 

question. The candidate also escaped one item. 

 

Further analysis of the candidates‟ responses shows that 2,265 candidates 

(13.4%) had an average performance on the question. This group managed to 

formulate meaningful sentences using appropriate verb forms before the nouns, 

but only in some items. Some of sentences they constructed were affected by 

grammatical errors. This average performance implies that the candidates had a 

partial knowledge of verbs (  .specifically past verb forms (  الأفعال

Contrarily, the candidates who scored high marks on this question managed to 

construct meaningful sentences using the given nouns in each item. The 

candidates mostly wrote appropriate verbs before the nouns given and correctly 

made necessary changes to ensure concordance in their constructions. The 

candidates who scored full marks on the question exhibited a high understanding 

of the Arabic verbs. One of the candidates for instance, wrote َِتٕيدِاٌثيد in item 

 ,The candidates therefore, realised the meaning of the noun given in this item .(أ)

which is the house. Hence, he correctly chose the verb تٕي and used it in 

constructing the sentence because the verb can be used to mean building. The 

candidate attached the verb with the first person singular to make the sentence 

( اٌثيدَِتٕيدِ  ) (I built the house). In Item (ب),ُّthe candidate wrote َِاشرسيدِاٌسيازج. The 

candidate added the verb (bought) in past tense with the first person singular to 

make the sentence َِاشرسيدِاٌسيازج (I bought the car). 

 

Moreover, he or she demonstrated sufficient knowledge of Arabic vocabulary. 

In item (ج), the candidate wrote َِِاٌمّس  which has a ,(I saw the moon) زأيد
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correlation with the noun given in this item. This suggests that he or she knew 

the meaning of the word اٌمّس which is (the moon). In (د), the candidate wrote 

اٌثّسُِٔضحِ  because he/she comprehended the meaning of the noun in this item and 

how to use the past tense form correctly. In (٘ـ), the candidate wrote ِذدفكِاٌّاء . 

The candidate realized that; the appropriate verb which correlate with the noun 

is this item was ِذدفك, as he or she was aware of Arabic vocabulary specifically 

verbs. Lastly, in item (ٚ), the candidate correctly used the verb اشرد before the 

noun ُِاٌثسد to create a sentence اٌثسدِاشرد , implying that he/she was aware of the 

meaning of the noun used in this item. This shows that these students had 

mastered well the Arabic vocabulary, specifically past tense verbs. Extract 7.1 

shows a sample of a good response from one of the candidates in this question. 

 

Extract 7.2: A sample of a good response to question 7. 

The Extract 7.2ُّshows a sample of a response from one of the candidates who 

was able to use past tense verbs before the nouns given in each item and make 

necessary changes where needed.  

2.2.6 Question 8: Analysing the Underlined Words 

This question had five items which about inflection (الإعراب). The candidates 

were required to analyse the underlined words given. As in Arabic language the 

word may change its ending due to the role of the word in the sentence. The 
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process of this change is called inflection (الإعراب). This question tested the 

candidates' ability to analyse words in a sentence by using inflection (الإعراب). 

The question was: 

      

          
 

The question was attempted by 16,919 candidates (99.9%), out of which 14,232 

candidates (84.1%) scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, which is a weak performance, 

1,483 candidates (8.8%) scored from 2 to 3.5 marks, which is an average 

performance; and 1,204 candidates (7.1%) scored from 4 to 6 marks, which is a 

good performance. Therefore, the candidates' general performance on the 

question was weak, considering that 2,687 candidates (15.9%) scored from 2 to 

6 marks. The overall candidates‟ performance on the question is summarised in 

Figure 8. 

 

 
 

Figure 8: Candidates’ Performance on Question 8. 

 

As shown above, the candidates who performed poorly in this question were 

14,232; among them, 12,800 candidates (75.7%) scored 0 marks. These 

candidates who scored low marks or zero marks failed to analyse the underlined 
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words as required. Most of them provided irrelevant answers. One of the 

candidates, for example, analysed item (أ) ََِْٔدَأحَُِّ ْٚ ِٙأدُ دْرَ ُّ ٌْ ا  as the predicate in the 

accusative case. However, the candidate was wrong because the correct answer 

would be ٌُِفاَأأأًِِسفأأأٛعِتأأأاٌٛاِٚٔياتأأأحَِأأأِٓاٌضأأأّحِ ٔأأأِٗخّأأأعِِأأأروسِسأأأا: َْ ْٚ ِٙأأأدُ دْرَ ُّ ٌْ -Al) ا

mujtahiduuna: subject in the nominative case by the letter wau on behalf of 

dammah, since it is (ٌُخّعِِأروسِسأا) jam-u mudhakkari saalim). This suggests that 

the candidate lacked an understanding of ِسأأاٌُخّأأعِِأأروس  (jam-u mudhakkari 

saalim). In item (ب) َِٓ حِأيْ َِّ فَ ٌْ َُِِا ىْسِ ُٔ  , he or sheُّanalysed the word َِٓ حِأيْ َِّ فَ ٌْ  as the doer ا

of the subject in the nominative case instead of ِِِفعأٛيِتإِِٔٗصأٛبَِِِٚأح:َِٓ حِأيْ َِّ فَ ٌْ ا

 Al-fallaahiina: object in the accusative) ٔصأثِٗاٌيأاءِٔياتأحَِأِٓاٌفأرحِ ٔأِٗخّأعِِأروسِسأاٌُ

case and its sign of nasbu is the letter yaau on behalf of fatha, since it is (ِخّأع

 jam-u mudhakkari saalim). Therefore, the candidate failed to (ِأأروسِسأأاٌُ

differentiate between the doer and the maf-uulun bih in the sentence. 

Consequently, he or she analysed the underlined word in this sentence as the 

doer, which is incorrect. In item (ج) َِٓ سَأافسِِيْ ُّ ٌْ ٍَىِا ََ ُُِ ٍِّ سَ ُٔ   the candidate analysed the 

underlined word as the object in the accusative case, which is wrong. The 

correct answer was supposed to be ِِٓدأسٚزِتعٍأىَِِِِٚأحِخأسِٖاٌيأاءِٔياتأحَِأ :َِٓ سَأافسِِيْ ُّ ٌْ ا

 (ٍَأى) Al-musaafiriina: Genitive noun by the preposition) اٌىسأسجِ ٔأِٗخّأعِِأروسِسأاٌُ

and its sign of jarr is the letter yaau on behalf of kisra, since it is (ٌُخّأعِِأروسِسأا) 

jam-u mudhakkari saalim). The candidates were not aware that the noun 

preceded by the preposition and should be majruurun. Furthermore, other 

students who performed poorly in this question wrote meaningless sentences, 

while others skipped the question. This shows that the students lacked 

techniques and knowledge of analysing words in the Arabic language. Extract 

8.1 showsis a sample of a poor response from one of the candidates in the 

question. 
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Extract 8.1: A sample of a poor response to question 8. 

 

The Extract 8.1 shows a sample of a response from one of the candidates who 

was unable to analyse the underlined words in the given sentences. For example 

the candidate analysed the word in item one as the verb instead of the doer. 

 

The analysis of the candidates‟ responses shows that 8.8 percent of the 

candidates had an average performance on the question. Most of them failed to 

provide correct answers to all items, or their responses were full of grammatical 

errors. Others in this category provided incomplete answers to some items or to 

all items. Furthermore, some candidates in this category left some parts of the 

questions blank. This performance can be attributed to candidates‟ partial 

knowledge of analysing sentences. 

As shown in the analysis, the students with a good performance on the question 

had scores ranging from 4 to 6 marks. The students who scored full marks 

analysed all underlined words correctly. One of such students in item (أ) ََِٔدَأح

َِْ ْٚ ِٙأدُ دْرَ ُّ ٌْ :ِفاَأًِِسفأٛعِتأاٌٛاِٚٔياتأحَِأِٓاٌضأّحِ ٔأِٗخّأعِِأروسِسأاٌُِ" wrote ا َْ ْٚ ِٙأدُ دْرَ ُّ ٌْ ا  (Al-

mujtahiduuna: subject in the nominative case by the letter wau on behalf of 

dammah since it is (ٌُخّأعِِأروسِسأا) jam-u mudhakkari saalim)". The candidate 

was aware that the (ٌُخّعِِروسِسأا) jam-u mudhakkari saalim) is analysed as in the 

nominative case (mar-fuu-u) by the letter wau which is clearly before the last 

letter nuun. In item (ب), he or she wrote: ِِِٗفعأٛيِتإِِٔٗصأٛبَِِِٚأحِٔصأث:َِٓ حِأيْ َِّ فَ ٌْ "ِا

 Al-fallaahiina: object in accusative case and) اٌياءِٔياتأحَِأِٓاٌفأرحِ ٔأِٗخّأعِِأروسِسأاٌُ

its sign of nasbu is the letter yaau on behalf of fatha since it is (ٌُخّأعِِأروسِسأا) 

jam-u mudhakkari saalim). This suggests that she/he understood the indicator of 

the (ٌُخّأعِِأروسِسأا) jam-u mudhakkari saalim) as when it is in accussative case is 

the letter yaau which represents nasbu. In item (ج) َِٓ سَأافسِِيْ ُّ ٌْ أىِِا ٍَ ََ ُُِ ٍِّ سَأ ُٔ   he or she 

wrote "ٌُِدسٚزِتعٍىَِِِِٚحِخسِٖاٌياءِٔياتحَِأِٓاٌىسأسجِ ٔأِٗخّأعِِأروسِسأا :َِٓ سَافسِِيْ ُّ ٌْ -Al) "ِا

musaafiriina: Genitive noun by the by the preposition (ٍَى) and its sign of jarr is 
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the letter yaau on behalf of kisra since it is (ٌُخّأعِِأروسِسأا) jam-u mudhakkari 

saalim). The candidate realised that the ( سِساٌُخّعِِرو ) jam-u mudhakkari saalim) 

is in the genitive case (ِدأأسٚز) when preceded by a preposition. They also 

determined that the sign of jarr is represented by the letter yaau in this case.  

 

Conclusively, the candidates who scored high marks on this question had 

sufficient knowledge of the Arabic language and were proficient in analysing 

the Arabic sentences. Extract 8.2 is a sample of responses from the candidates 

who correctly analysed the given underlined words. 

  

 
 

Extract 8.2: A sample of a good response to question 8. 

 

The Extract 3.2ُّabove shows a sample of a response from a candidate who was 

able to analyse the words correctly in the given sentences. 

 

2.3 SECTION C: Composition 

This section had four questions: one on the article writing, the second on letter 

writing, two questions on response to readings based on the stories of “The Lazy 

Rat” and “The gazelle and the old lion”. The candidates were required to attempt 

only three questions. Each question carried fifteen (15) marks, making a total of 

45 marks. 
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2.3.1 Question 9: Article writing 

The question was about Corona virus, The Candidates were required to write an 

article about the Coronavirus, including its symptoms, how it spreads and how 

someone can protect him or herself and others from it. The question tested the 

candidates‟ ability to write an article and express themselves in the Arabic 

language. The question was:- 

 
 

The question was attempted by 3,456 candidates (20.4%). The statistical 

analysis of the candidates who attempted the question shows that 3,086 

candidates (89.3%) scored from 0 to 4 marks, which is a weak performance and 

355 candidates (10.3%) scored from 4.5 to 9.5 marks, which is an average 

performance. Furthermore, 15 candidates (0.4%) scored from 10 to 14 out of 15 

marks allocated to the question, which is a good performance. This question's 

general performance was poor, considering that many candidates scored below 

average. Figure 9 summarises the performance on the question. 

 
 

Figure 9: Candidates’ Performance on Question 9. 
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The candidates who performed poorly in this question exhibited weakness in the 

Arabic language. However, some of the candidates who did not score zero marks 

were able to introduce Covid 19 but provided weak points about it. 

Simultaneously, the candidates who scored zero marks were not able to explain 

something about the Covid 19. Consequently, some of them wrote meaningless 

sentences, while others did not attempt the question. On the other hand, some of 

the candidates copied words or passages from other questions and put them as 

their answers. These incorrect answers show that these candidates lacked enough 

vocabulary and skills to express themselves in the Arabic language about the 

Covid 19. Extract 9.1 is a sample of a candidate who performed poorly in this 

question. 
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Extract 9.1: A sample of a poor response to question 9. 

Extract 9.1 above shows a sample of a response from a script of the candidate 

who provided incorrect responses.  

However, a few candidates had an average performance on this question. These 

candidates were able to write an article about Covid 19. However, most of the 

candidates failed to organise their points in good order and did not provide 

sufficient explanations. They also mixed incorrect and correct responses. 

Moreover, their responses had a lot of grammatical mistakes and spelling errors. 

There were a few candidates who performed well in this question. These 

candidates were able to explain Covid 19, including its symptoms, how it 

spreads and how someone can protect themselves and others from it as the 

question required. Although they arranged their ideas in a good flow, their 

responses had minor spelling mistakes and grammatical errors. Additionally, 

some of them escaped some parts of the question although they scored high 

marks since they showed high understanding in explaining cross-cutting issues. 

This implies that these candidates had sufficient vocabulary in the Arabic 

Language. Extract 9.2 shows a sample of a good response.  
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Extract 9.2: A sample of a good response to question 9. 
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Extract 9.2 is a sample of responses from one of the candidates who performed 

well on this question, although he or she had a few mistakes. 

 

2.3.2 Question 10: Letter writing 

The question was about letter writing. The candidates were required to write an 

official letter to the director of the University of Dodoma asking him or her for a 

diploma scholarship in teaching the Arabic language. The question tested the 

candidates‟ ability to write an official letter and express their thoughts fluently, 

logically and appropriately in the Arabic Language. The question was, 

 

The question was attempted by 9,416 candidates (55.6%). The performance on 

this question was poor as 1,485 candidates (15.8%) scored from 4.5 to 13.5 

marks. Further analysis shows that; 7,931 candidates (84.2%) scored from 0 to 4 

marks, which is a poor performance, 1,475 candidates (15.7%) scored from 4.5 

to 9.5 marks, which is an average performance, and only 10 candidates (0.1) 

scored from 10 to 13 marks. Performance on question 10 is summarised in 

Figure 10. 

 

 

Figure 10: Candidates’ Performance on Question 10. 

 

The analysis shows that 7,931 (84.2%) scored from 0 to 4 marks out of 15 marks 

allocated to the question. Some of the candidates who scored marks on this 

category correctly wrote the address of the letter and its title, while others could 

only write the address. With regard to the candidates who scored zero marks on 



51 
 

question, they completely failed to write an official letter. Some of them, for 

example, repeated the question, and others just copied some words from other 

questions and used them as their answer. A few of them provided unclear 

explanations because they had inadequate knowledge of letter writing and poor 

mastery of the Arabic language. Extract 10.1 is a sample of a poor response.  

 

 
 

Extract 10.1: A sample of a poor response to question 10. 

The Extract 10.1 shows a sample of a response from one of the candidate who 

was not able to answer the question besides he or she copied the question and 

some sentences from other items. 

 

The candidates who got average performance managed to write the address, the 

title of the letter and the conclusion – although with grammatical errors. This 

indicates that the candidates had not only insufficient vocabularies but also 

partial knowledge of letter writing skills. 

 



52 
 

A few candidates managed to write an official letter to the director of the 

University of Dodoma. They adhered to the principles of formal letter writing in 

the Arabic Language. The candidates' good performance on letter writing shows 

that they had adequate knowledge of letter writing and a good command of the 

Arabic language. Although, their explanations in the main body had minor 

grammatical errors they met the requirement of the question. Extract 10.2 shows 

a sample of a good response. 

 

Extract 10.2: A sample of a good response to question 10. 

Extract 10.2 is a sample of good responses from a script of a candidate who 

wrote a formal letter to the director of the University of Dodoma asking him for 

a diploma scholarship in teaching the Arabic Language. However, she or he 

made some grammatical and spelling mistakes and some minor mistakes. 

 

2.3.3 Question 11: ‘The Lazy Rat’ 

The question was about the theme of regret. The candidates were required to 

explain how the theme of regret has been raised using the story of „The Lazy 
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Rat‟. This question set out to test the candidates' ability to build strong 

arguments and express themselves in the Arabic language. The question was,   

 

The question was attempted by 6,257 candidates (37.0%). The statistical 

analysis shows that 5,800 candidates (92.7%) scored from 0 to 4 marks, which is 

a poor performance, 442 candidates (7.1%) scored from 4.5 to 9.5 marks, which 

is an average performance, and 15 candidates (0.2%) scored from 10 to 13.5 

marks indicating a good performance. This question's general performance was 

poor since 457 candidates (7.3) scored from 4.5 to 13 marks. The performance 

on question 11 is summarised in Figure 11. 

 

Figure 11: Candidates’ Performance on Question 11. 

The analysis shows that 5,800 candidates (92.7%) scored from 0 to 4 marks; 

among them, 3,235 candidates (51.7%) scored 0 marks. These candidates largely 

failed to use the story of „The lazy rat‟ to respond to the question. The majority 

of such candidates provided unclear explanations or copied some words from the 

question paper and presented them as responses to this question. Others narrated 
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the story of „The lazy rat‟ without elaborating the statement given. The poor 

performance shows that the candidates lacked adequate knowledge of the story 

of “the lazy rat” and did not have enough vocabulary in the Arabic Language. 

Extract 11.1 shows a sample of poor response. 

 

Extract 11.1: A sample of a poor response to question 11. 

 

Extract 11.1 is a sample of responses from the candidates who provided unclear 

elaboration of the theme of regret in relation to the story of “The lazy rat” 

The candidates who scored from 4.5 to 9.5 marks gave the correct interpretation 

of the question and demonstrated knowledge of the subject matter. Further, they 

demonstrated the mastery of essay writing skills. However, grammatical errors 

affected the level of their achievement. A few provided a mixture of correct and 

incorrect responses, while others correctly explained the theme of regret but 

failed to relate their explanations with the story of “The lazy rat”. Some repeated 
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points severally, as some failed to observe principles of writing an essay such as 

good introduction and conclusion. 

A few candidates who performed well in this question provided an appropriate 

elaboration of the theme of regret and perfectly related it with the story of „The 

lazy rat‟. Such candidates also organised their points according to essay writing 

principles although, their responses had some spelling and grammatical errors. 

The good performance on this question shows that the candidates had sufficient 

knowledge of the story of „The lazy rat‟ and had a good mastery of the Arabic 

language. Extract 11.2 shows a sample of a good response. 

 

 



56 
 

 



57 
 

 



58 
 

 

Extract 11.2: A sample of a good response to question 11. 

The Extract shows a sample of a response from a script of the candidate who 

showed the theme of regret in relation to the story of „The lazy rat.‟ 

2.3.4 Question 12: The Gazelle and The Old Lion 

In this question, the candidates were required to elaborate the statement, 

“authors use various books to educate the community” by using the story of 

„The gazelle and the old lion‟. The question intended to test the candidates‟ 

ability to build convincing arguments and expressing themselves in the Arabic 

Language. The question was, 

 

The question was attempted by 2,658 candidates (15.7%). The performance on 

this question was poor, as 341 candidates (12.8%) scored from 4.5 to 13.5 

marks. Further analysis shows that 2,317 candidates (87.2%) scored from 0 to 4, 

which is a poor performance, 313 candidates (11.8%) scored from 4.5 to 9.5 

marks, which is an average performance and 28 candidates (1.0%) scored from 

10 to 13.5 marks, which is a good performance. The performance on this 

question is summarised in Figure 12. 
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Figure 12: candidates’ Performance on Question 12. 

 

The analysis of the candidates‟ responses shows that the candidates who 

performed poorly in this question failed to answer the question properly due to 

the poor command of the Arabic Language. The candidates who scored zero 

marks on this question provided unclear explanations. Some of them did not 

understand the question's requirement. Others copied words from other 

questions and used them as responses. Some of the candidates just narrated the 

story as it is without interpreting the given statement. 

Furthermore, their responses had a lot of spelling mistakes and grammatical 

errors. The poor performance implies that the candidates did not have adequate 

knowledge of the story of „The Gazelle and The Old Lion‟. Extract 12.1 shows a 

sample of a poor response. 
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Extract 12.1: A sample of a poor response to question 12. 

The Extract 12.1 shows a sample of a poor response from one of the candidates 

who did not understand the requirement of the question. 
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The candidates who scored from 4.5 to 9.5 marks as an average performance 

were able to identify the question's requirement. They had sufficient knowledge 

of the subject matter. Some of them provided a relevant introduction but failed 

to provide good conclusions. Additionally, some of them mixed correct and 

incorrect responses. They also did not score high marks because of the failure to 

provide exhaustive elaborations. 

A few candidates performed well in this question. These candidates were able 

to interpret the statement that says, “the authors use a variety of books to 

educate the community” as required. Furthermore, these candidates organised 

their points appropriately, starting with the introduction, main body and 

conclusion. These candidates‟ good performance shows that they had adequate 

knowledge of the story of „The gazelle and the old lion‟. Moreover, they 

showed a mastery of the Arabic language. However, their responses had some 

minor grammatical errors and spelling mistakes Extract 12.2 shows a sample of 

a good response. 
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Extract 12.2: A sample of a good response to question 12. 

The Extract 12.2 shows a sample of a response from one of the candidates who 

was able to interpret and discuss the statement provided although his or her 

responses affected by some mistakes.  
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3.0 ANALYSIS OF CANDIDATES’ PERFORMANCE ON EACH TOPIC 

The analysis of the candidates‟ performance on each topic in 2021 indicates that, 

question number one (multiple choice) had an average performance, since 7,376 

candidates (43.6) scored from 3 to 10 marks. This question comes from the 

following topics: Verb sentence, Inflection and Uninflected, Defective verb, 

Nouns, Verbal clause, Adjective and Verbs. The candidates also had an average 

performance on question number four from the topic of Meaningful sentences, 

considering that 5,307 candidates (31.3%) scored from 2 to 6 marks. 

All other questions from different topics had a poor performance. The questions 

were: number five from the topic of simile, in which (22.2%) of the candidates 

scored from 2 to 6 marks; question number two, which was the matching items 

from the topic of genitive construction, in which 20.5 percent of the candidates 

scored from 2 to 6 marks; question number three from the topic of expression, in 

which 18.3 percent of the candidates scored from 3 to 10 marks. Other questions 

were number eight from the topic of inflection, in which (15.9%) of the 

candidates scored from 2 to 6 marks and question number seven from the topic 

of verbs, in which 13.4 percent of the candidates scored from 2 to 6 marks 

Furthermore, in composition, 13.3 percent of the candidates scored from 4.5 to 

14 marks. Moreover, the candidates had a poor performance on pronouns since 

12.5 percent of the candidates scored from 2 to 6 marks. Lastly, in response to 

readings, 10.1 percent of the candidates scored from 4.5 to 15 marks.  

The candidates' performance on the topics is summarised in Appendix A, 

whereby yellow colour indicates average performance on the topics, and red 

colour, a weak performance on the topics. 

 

4.0     CONCLUSION  

The general performance of candidates in Arabic language in the CSEE 2021 

was poor although the performance was average on question number one and 

four. The poor performance implies that the candidates lacked enough 

vocabulary and skills to express themselves in the Arabic language. The 

candidates also had inadequate knowledge of Arabic grammar and composition. 

Conclusively, the candidates did not master well Arabic language subject. 
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5.0     RECOMMENDATIONS 

To improve the performance of the candidates in future examinations, the 

following recommendations are given: 

  

(a) Teachers should guide candidates to express their daily routine and past 

events using simple sentences to enable them to express themselves in the 

Arabic language. 

 

(b) Students should be encouraged to read more grammar books and other 

related materials like newspapers and journals to widen their knowledge of 

the subject. 

 

(c) Teachers should guide candidates to discuss themes and write summaries of 

literary works studied. 
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 Appendix A 

Summary of Candidates’ Performance on Each Topic 

 

2021 

 

 

S/N 

 

 

Topic 

 

Total 

Number 

of 

Questions 

 

The Percentage  of 

Candidates  in the  Topics 

 

Remarks 

1.  Multiple 

choice 

questions 

from various 

topics 

1 43.6 Average 

2.  
Meaningful 

sentence 
1 31.3 Average 

3.  
Simile 1 22.2  

4.  Matching 

items from 

the topic of 

Genetive 

Construction 

1 20.5 Average 

5.  
Expresion 1 18.3 Poor 

6.  
Inflection 1 15.9  

7.  
Verbs 1 13.4 Poor 

8.  Composition 2 13.3 Poor 

9.  
Pronous 1 12.5 Poor 

10.  Response to 

Readings 
2 10.1 Poor 

 




