) ( )(

Teaching of Arabic Grammer Between Lecturing and Discussion Methods Department of Arabic Students in the Colleges Art and Education of the Islamic University in Gaza * ** * ** . ): // ( ): // (

. ) ( ) ( : )= ,(

: ),( ) ,( ) ,( )= ,( .

. Abstract This study aimed to investigate the efficiency of lecturing and discussion methods in the teaching of Arabic syntax to Arabic majors in the faculties of Arts and Education at the Islamic University in Gaza . The reseachers used , for this purpose, a multiple choice achievement test. The sample of the study comprised 80 women and men students . they were divided into two groups , each consisting of 40 students. They were tuaght by lecturing and discussion methods. The study had three null hypotheses. After .

" "......

( )( testing the hypotheses, it was found out that there were no statistically significant differences at (

=_{0.05) between the averages of the lecturing method group and the}

discussion method group. However, it was found out that there were statistically significant differences between the student’s grade average in the achievement test in the following sections: memorization 7.6, comprehension 6.97, application 6.19 at ( = 0.05). There was interaction between the lecturing and discussion styles and the three levels of knowledge in the teaching syntax.The hypotheses were tested by using the analysis of variance and Tukey method.

": ) ". / .( .

.

][. . : .

) (% . ] [

( )(

.

] [.

:" " ][. ][ " ." .

.

:

.

"......

( )(

: . ) = ,( . . ) = ,( : . . . . ) .(

: . : / . : .

) ( ) ( )( ) ( ) ( )( )( . )(:

( )(

) ( ][ : . ] [. : . .

)( . )(:

% % % % % %

% % .%

) (

.

"......

( )(

) ( ) .(

:

: ) (% ) (% ) ( .

] [. ) (% ) (% ][. ) % - (% ) (% ) ( )(

) ( )( ) ( : ) ( ) ( ) (% ) (% )(

( )(

.

- ) : (

. - ) : (

] [ – KR 20 - ) ,( . - ) : ( : " Pearson " ) ,( .

: - :

"......

( )(

. -

. - : - . - . - . - .

: - )× .(][ ) = ,(

( )(

: ) ( . - " Tukey "][ ) ( .

: - ) = ,( . - ) = ,( : . - ) .( -

) ( " "

)(

"......

( )(

)(:

, , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , ,

)( : - ) , ( ) , .( - ) ( ) ,( ) ,( ) ,.( ) ,( )×( )( )× .( )( ) = ,( :

( )(

)(: ) "( ×" - -

, , ,

, , , ""

, ** , , , ,

, , ,

" " × × ** ) ,( - ) = ,(

)( ) ,( )( ) ,( ) ( ) ,( . - ) = ,( : )( ) , ( )( ) ,( ) ( ) = ,( . - ) ( Tukey

)( .

"......

( )(

- ) ( " Tukey "

)( . )(: )( ) ( " " , , , ) , = ( , ), ( ,^{**} ,^* - , ) , = ( , ), ( ,^{**} - - ,

- - - , ** ) = ,( )( : - )= ,( ) ,( ) ,.( - )= ,( ) ,( ) ,.( - )= ,( ) ,( ) ,.(

.

( )(

- :

)( )( , )( ) ,( ) = ,( ) .(

.

: : ) = ,(

. - ) , ( ) , ( ) , ( ) = ,( – –

. - – –

"......

( )(

" Mcknight "

. " Applegaty "

. -

] [ – -.

:

. -

" "

" Crow "

( )(

. - ) = ,( :

)(

) ,( ) ,( ) ,( )( ) , ( )( ) ,( ) = ,( . : -

.

- – .

] [

"......

( )(

. -

.

. -

] [. - ) (

– – )( ) ,( )( ) ,( ) = ,( ) .( -

( )(

.

: . . . . . . . . . .

[ " " . ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (.

"......

( )(

[ " " ) (. [ " " ) .( [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) .( [ ) .(" " . [ " - " ) ( . [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. [ " " ) ( . [ " " ) (. [ " " ) (. 2] Gronlund, N.E, “How to Construct Achievement Test. Prentice”, Hall, INC, (1988).

3] Kelly, A.V., “The curriculum – Theory and Practice” Second Edition, Harper & Raw publishers, London, (1982).

4] Maedith, D.G. Maxwell., “The Discussion Method in Classroom Teaching Thoery into practice”Xix(2), (1988).

( )(

5] Mceahie, W.J., “Teaching tips”, 8th Edition, D.C. Health Company, (1986). 6] Namboodiri N.K, Carter L.F and Blalock Jr.H.W, “Applied Multivariate Anaylsis and Experimental Design”, Mc Graw Hill Co, Inc, New York, (1975), 236.

7] Ruggiero, Vincent Ryam, “Teaching Thinking Across the Curriculum”, Harper Row Publishers, New York, (1989).

8] Saylor, John Galen, “Curriculum Planning For Better Teaching and Learning”, Fourth Edition., Holt Rine – Hart and Winston , New York, (1981).

9] Winer B.J., “Statistical Principles in Experimental Design”, Mc Graw Hill Co., New York, (1971), 515–525.