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5- (A) To show gratitude.
(B) To show admiration.
(C) To show satisfaction.
(D) To show astonishment.
16- (A) She teaches medicine at Georgetown University.
(B) She has opened a clinic in Dearborn.
(C) She lives on Warren Street in Dearborn.
(D) She is a heart surgeon in Washington.
49- (A) A reliable and responsible person.
(B) A faithful, pious Muslim.
(C) A wealthy and contended person.
(D) A tricky and dishonest person.

53 -

This sign says
(A) Smoking allowed
(B) Cigarettes sold here.
(C) No Smoking.
(D) No Cigars.
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:(1)

2.779 9.50 12
1.505 11.913 23
1.856 11.647 34
6.177 17.167 12
6.499 23.609 23
6.199 26.412 34
6.088 8.1667 12
8.178 12.348 23
7.463 16.000 34
14.079 30.250 12
11.175 41.826 23
12.159 49.206 34
1(2)
25.676 2 51.351
0.01  6.817 3.767 66 248.591
68 299.942
380.223 2 760.446
0.01  9.588 39.657 66 2617.380
68 3377.826
291.964 2 583.928
0.01 5.184 56.316 66 3716.884
68 4300.812
1638.980 2 3277.959
0.01 11.030 148.593 66 9807.113
68  13085.072
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) 0.01

(
( )
LSD
)
(11.913=) (9.500=)
**2 413 (11.913 =)
0.266 **2.147 (11.647 =)
0.01
0.01
:(4)
(23.609 =) (17.167 =)
**6.442 (23.609 =)
2.803 **9.245 (26.412 =)
0.01
0.01
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:(5)

(12.348 =) (8.167 =)
4.181 (12.348 =)
3.652 **7.833 (16.000 =)
0.01
( ) :(6)
(41.826 =) (30.250 =)
**11.576 (41.826 =)
*7.379 **18.956 (49.206 =)
)
0.01
0.01
0.05
)
(
)
(

One Way ANOVA
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:(7)
1.975 9.583 12
1.817 12.071 14
1.486 11.733 15
2.235 11.571 28
5.351 18.583 12
5.177 21.786 14
7.265 24.933 15
7.078 26.607 28
5.648 8.083 12
6.792 12.143 14
7.932 14.733 15
8.477 15.643 28
10.303 33.167 12
12.369 40.071 14
14.937 45.600 15
13.085 48.393 28
:(8)

16.102 3 48.306

0.01 4.159 3.871 65 251.636

68 299.942

207.647 3 622.940

0.01 4.899 42.383 65 2754.886

68 3377.826
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176273 3 528.819
0.05 3.038 58031 65 3771.993
68 4300.812
727400 3 2182.199
0.01 4337 167.737 65 10902.874
68 13085.072
0.01
( )
0.05
( )
( )
LSD
:9)
(11.733 =) (12.071 =) (9.583 =)
**) 488 (12.071=)
0.338 **2.150 (11.733 =)
0.162 0.500 **1.988  (11.571 =)
0.01
( )
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:(10)

(24.933 =) (21.786 =) (18.583 =)

3.203 (21.786=)
3.147 *6.350 (24.933 =)
1.674 *4.821 **8.024  (26.607 =)
0.05
0.01
0.05
((11)
(14.733 =) (12.143 =) (8.083 =)
4.060 (12.143 =)
2.590 *6.650 (14.733 =)
0.910 3.500 **7.560  (15.643 =)
0.05
0.01
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( ) :(12)

(45.600 =) (40.071 =) (33.167 =)

6.904 (40.071 =)
5.529 *12.433 (45.600 =)
2.793 8.322 **15.226  (48.393 =)
0.05
( )
0.01
(
) :
(
)
"(

One Way ANOVA
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:(13)

2.776 11.227 22
1.551 11.536 28
1.996 11.263 19
4.791 18.000
5.139 24.964
6.996 29.053
4.183 6.5455
6.896 15.321
7.463 18.578
8.941 30.864
10.005 46.571
13.031 53.421
((14)
715. 2 1.430
0.854 0.158 4.523 66 298.512
68 299.942
650.957 2 1301.914
0.01 20.696  31.453 66 2075912
68 3377.826
823.309 2 1646.618
0.01 20473 40.215 66 2654.193
68 4300.812
2823.496 2 5646.993
0.01 25.054 112.698 66 7438.080
68  13085.072
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0.01
(
( )
LSD
:(15)
(24.964 =) (18.000 =)
**6.964 (24.964 =)
*4.089 **11.053 (29.053 =)
0.01
0.01
0.05
:(16)
(15.321 =) (6.546=)
**8.775 (15.321 =)
3.258 **12.033 (18.579 =)
0.01

645



0.01

( ) :(17)
(46.571 =) (30.864 =)
**15.708 (46.571 =)
*6.849 **22.557 (53.421 =)
0.01
)
0.01
(
( )
)
(
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Arabic Proficiency Test: An Analytical and Evaluation Study

Hussain Obaidat, Department of English Language and Literature, Yarmouk
University, Irbid, Jordan.

Abstract

The need for a standardized Arabic proficiency language test for speakers of other
languages and/or even native speakers of Arabic still poses a challenge for specialists in
Arabic applied linguistics and teachers of Arabic to speakers of other languages alike.
Despite many attempts to produce such a standardized test over the past decades, yet
they fall short of being satisfactory to be accepted as international tests like other
international recognized and widely implemented language proficiency tests due to their
many short comings. This study is twofold: first, it is an attempt to shed light on some of
the Arabic language proficiency tests produced and implemented thus far such as the test
produced by the American Association of Teachers of Arabic (AATA), the test produced
by the Center for Applied Linguistics (CAL) and the test, with limited implementation,
produced by the Arabic Linguistics Institute at King Saud University (ALI). The study
presents a thorough analysis pertaining to content and theoretical framework in light of
standards for language proficiency tests. Second, the paper presents an empirical study
on the results of 70 students from three language levels in the department of Language
and Culture who were studying Arabic as a second Language and sat for the ALI test
when experimenting on it. The variables examined were the number of languages they
speak, the number of years they spent learning Arabic before joining the program and
the level they were placed in according to the department own language test. The goal
was to see the impact of these variables on the four language skills; writing, reading,
listening and speaking and whether their results in the proficiency test matches their
placement by the department in the different language levels. Statistical results and
discussions are based on SSPS. The study concludes with some pedagogical implications
and recommendations.

Keywords: Proficiency, Test, Standards, Standardized tests, Arabic for speakers of other
languages.
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