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ABSTRACT

Recent research in English language is a descriptive, evaluative and
analytical one which aims at investigating the problematic spots of Palestinian
tertiary level EFL learners in performing written discourse. The study is an
attempt to analyze the written product of Palestinian EFL tertiary level
learners majoring in English language in three different national universities
in Gaza Strip; namely, Al-Quds Open University, Al-Azhar University-Gaza
and the Islamic University of Gaza. It is an attempt to diagnose learners'
errors on word, sentence and beyond sentence levels. It also attempts to
classify the types of errors and suggest suitable solutions for them. In
addition, it indicates how effective the writing courses to which these students
were exposed are.

The instrument used to collect the data for the present study is a writing
test in which the students were asked to write a three- paragraph topic on a
current issue which is known to all members of the sample of study. This test
included some information relevant to the variables of the study which,
particularly sex and attendance of the writing courses. The study focuses on
the learners' abilities in composing and producing written discourse. The
learners' responses were corrected, analyzed and the common errors were
categorized and solutions for the problem were suggested.

The sample of the present study consists of 120 students of both sexes
drawn from three different Palestinian national universities. 40 students were
selected from each university to represent the whole population.

The present study used a number of statistical tests. Frequencies,
percentages, T-test and Pearson correlation were the major statistical tests
used in the present study. The results were also presented in graphic forms.
The major results this study reached were: Palestinian English foreign

language tertiary level majors' written performance proved to be below the

xi



pass level .i.e. 60 out of 100; their overall percentage was 52.43, there are no
statistically significant differences between the subjects due to sex and
university and the most frequent errors were in coherence and grammar
whereas the least frequent ones were in spelling and punctuation.

The study is divided into six chapters; general introduction, Theoretical
framework, literature review, methodology of the study, analysis and
discussion of results and summary of results, recommendations and
implications.

Chapter One, which is a general introduction, consists of the problem of
the study, significance and rationale, objectives of the study, research
questions and hypotheses.

Chapter Two reviews the related literature in terms of content
development methods in writing, mainly coherence and cohesion and
compares between them. It also presents the contrastive rhetoric theory and
what critics say about it. This chapter terminates with a summary which sums
up the major points in the chapter and introduces the next chapter.

Chapter Three is a review of empirical studies. It mainly deals with
studies conducted, particularly in the area of writing. It considers studies
which deal with writing as process not as product and attention is directed to
the different factors which may affect it. In addition the chapter reviews
analytical studies on EFL learners and sheds the light on some factors that help
writers in the writing process. Furthermore, it includes empirical studies on
ESL students’ and native writers’ roles in the writing process. That is to say,
how ESL and native writers accomplish a piece of writing and what problems
they have in writing.

Chapter Four is mainly concerned with the methodology of the study. It
deals with the subjects, the instrument for collecting data and procedures.
Reliability and validity of data collection instrument are. Finally, Chapter Four
discusses the different statistical tests adopted in order to give results and

approaches to the discussion of these results.
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Chapter Five presents the results obtained, analyzes, discusses,
interprets and comments on the results obtained in relation to the research
questions hypotheses. It also attempts to show whether the hypotheses are
confirmed or rejected.

Chapter Six is devoted to summary of results, conclusions, pedagogical
implications and recommendations. At the beginning it summarizes the results
obtained and presented in the preceding chapter and draws conclusions. Then
it presents the implications of the results of the study for language instructors
at Palestinian national academic institutions. Finally, it suggests a number of

recommendations for further research.
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