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An Analysis and Cross - Sectional Study of Spelling Errors among (1-5) Grades of
Elementary Palestinian Students in Tulkarm City

Ziad A. Barakat*

ABSTRACT

The main objective of this study was to determine the spelling errors among grades from (1-5) elementary
students in Tulkarm city in light of gender, grade, and achievement variables. To achieve the study
purpose, the researcher used a sample consisted of (292) students (148 males, and 144 females). Results
showed the following:

1. The most common spelling errors among students of elementary grades were Al-hamza, and the (T)

letter (opend or closed).
2. There were no significant statistical differences in spelling errors due to the gender variable.

3. There were significant statistical differences in spelling errors due to the grade variable in favor of

(1-3) grades students.

4. There were significant statistical differences in spelling errors due to the achievement variable in

favor of the lowest academic achievers.
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