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Algorithms as a Method for Teaching Fifth Graders the Rules of Recitation
“Ahkam Al-Tajweed”

Mohammad R. Rababah*

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at investigating the effect of algorithms as a method for teaching fifth graders the rules of
recitation “Ahkam Al-Tajweed” by comparing its effect with that of the expository and inquisitory teaching
methods. A purposive sample of (96) male students from a fifth class in a basic school were selected and three
equivalent groups were formed. Every group was randomly assigned to one of the three teaching methods and
taught by using its assigned method for three weeks.

The researcher developed a 25-item multiple choice achievement test. The validity of the test was assured by a
panel of judges, whereas KR-20 was used to estimate the reliability co-efficient, which was found to be (0.91).
One-way analysis of variance was used to analyze the data. The analysis indicated statistically differences (p <
0.05) among the groups, which could be attributed to the kind of teaching method. Newman-Keuls test was
used as a multiple comparison test. The test revealed that:

The means of the algorithms (13.71) and expository groups (11.94) were greater than (p < 0.05) the mean of
the inquisitory group (9.52).

There were no statistically differences (p > 0.05) between the means of the expository and algorithms groups.
Using algorithms as a teaching method, and training Islamic education teachers to use it were the main
recommendations of this study.

KEYWORDS: Teaching Methods, Algorithms, Teaching Strategies, Expository Method,
Inquisitory Method.
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