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FOREWORD

This Candidates’ Item Response Analysis (CIRA) report on the performance of
candidates in the English Language subject for Diploma in Secondary Education
Examination (DSEE) in 2018 has been written in order to provide feedback to
educational administrators, college managers, tutors and other education
stakeholders about candidates’ abilities in the English Language subject in the said
examination.

The analysis provided in this report is intended to contribute towards making
stakeholders understand possible reasons that made the candidates have the
performance they had in the English Language subject examination. The report
highlights the success attained and challenges faced by the candidates in answering
questions correctly. Some of the challenges faced included inability to identify the
tasks of the questions, failure to express themselves in English, lack of knowledge
on English sound system as well as some aspects of literary work analysis. Despite
showing challenges, this analysis indicates that some of the candidates scored high
marks in some questions because they were able to identify the tasks demanded by
the questions and they had adequate knowledge on the various aspects asked about.
Those candidates demonstrated sufficient knowledge on the English sound system,
literary work analysis, theories of language teaching; conversations, discussions
and oral presentations which were the topics tested in this examination.

The National Examinations Council of Tanzania (NECTA) expects that the
feedback provided in this report will enable educational administrators, college
managers, tutors, and other stakeholders to identify appropriate measures to be
taken in order to improve the teaching and learning of English Language at
teachers' colleges in general and the diploma level in particular. This is
particularly important because student teachers are teachers in the making. So, they
need to be equipped with all language skills so as to successfully apply them in
their career in future. Paying attention to challenging areas will also improve the
candidates' performance in the future examinations to be administered by the
Council at this level.

The Council will highly appreciate to receive comments and suggestions from
student teachers, tutors, education quality assurers, curriculum developers and any
other education stakeholders that can be used in improving future DSEE CIRA
reports.



Finally, the Council would like to thank examination officers, examiners and all
people who participated in preparing and analysing the data used in this report. The
Council equally thanks all those who participated in the printing of this report.
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1.0

INTRODUCTION

This report provides the analysis of the performance of candidates who
sat for Diploma in Secondary Education Examination (DSEE) in English
Language subject in May 2018. The analysis indicates strengths and
weaknesses of candidates in answering the questions asked. The focus of
the analysis is on good responses to the questions, average performance
and poor performance for all the questions asked. The analysis also
indicates the extent to which each question was attempted by the
candidates (in percentage).

The analysis of the candidates’ performance in individual items is
presented by indicating the percentages of those who attempted each
question and those who scored various marks. The focus is on the
percentages of students with high marks, average marks and low marks.
Excerpts of responses from the candidates’ scripts are presented to show
how the candidates responded in view of the demands of each item.

Three categories of performance have been used in the analysis of the
candidates’ performance in each topic. The performance from 70 to 100
per cent is categorised as good, from 40 to 69 per cent is average, and
from 0 to 39 per cent is poor. Three colours have been used to represent
the performances: green indicates good performance, yellow indicates
average performance, while red denotes poor performance. The whole
analysis is based on the average percentages of the candidates who
scored an average of 40 per cent and above of the marks allotted to the
question. The candidates’ performance analysis per topic is also
provided. This topic performance analysis is summarised in the
Appendix.

The English Language Examination for DSEE 2018 tested the candidates
on aspects such as English sounds; the roles of English in Tanzania;
comprehension of a variety of information texts; language teaching
methods; literary work analysis and assessment. The examination
consisted of sections A (40 marks), B (30 marks) and C (30 marks).
Section A had ten (10) questions; all of which were compulsory.
Candidates were required to choose two questions from section B and
two from section C. The examination had a total of sixteen (16)
questions. The following section provides the analysis of candidates'
responses for each of the questions asked in the said examination.



2.0
2.1

The total number of candidates who sat for the DSEE in English Language
Examination in May 2018 was 180 out of which 163 candidates (90.56%)
passed this examination while 17 candidates (9.44%) failed.

CANDIDATE ITEM RESPONSE ANALYSIS
SECTION A: Short Answer Questions

In this section, there were ten (10) questions. Each question was worth four
(4) marks, making a total of 40 marks. The responses for each question
were as follows:

2.1.1 Question 1: English Sound System

The question required the candidate to identify four types of English
Language tones and to give one example for each tone identified. This
question intended to measure the candidates' understanding of English
tones.

Despite being compulsory, the question was attempted by 97.8 per cent of
the candidates, of whom 41.5 per cent scored from 2.0 to 2.5 marks, 41.5
scored from O to 1.5 marks and 17 per cent scored from 3.0 to 4.0 marks.
The overall performance for this question was average as 58.5 per cent
scored from 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall candidates' performance is
summarised in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages



The analysis of the candidates' responses indicates that 41.5 per cent of
those who had poor performance scoring between 0 and 1.5 marks failed
to identify the four different tones demanded in the question. This
indicates that they had poor or no knowledge on the four tones used in
English or they misunderstood the question. The extract 1.1 shows an
example of the worst responses for the question.

Extract 1.1
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Extract 1.1: A response of the candidate who provided wrong answers

Furthermore, the analysis shows that, candidates who had average
performance managed to give some of the types of tones correctly and
others incorrectly. At the same time, some candidates mentioned all the
four types of tones without giving examples. For example, one candidate
gave answers such as Rising tone, Falling tone, Falling-Rising tone and
Rising-falling tone. Candidates with responses like this ended up scoring
half of the allocated marks.

The data also shows that 17 per cent of candidates who gave the best
responses for this question identified all the four tones demanded by the
question and gave an example for each tone identified. The tones identified
were Falling tone, Rising tone, Falling-rising tone and Rising-falling tone.
Extract 1.2 shows one of the best responses for this question.



Extract 1.2
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Extract 1.2: A response of the candidate whose answers were considered right
as the candidate managed to identify all the four types of tones asked.

2.1.2 Question 2: Theories of Language Teaching and Learning

This question required the candidates to give four brief elaborations on the
functions of English in Tanzania. The question intended to measure the
candidates' ability to analyse functions of English in Tanzania.

The question was attempted by 100 per cent of the candidates, of whom
72.2 per cent scored from 3.0 to 4.0 marks, 17.8 per cent scored from 0 to
1.5 marks and 10 per cent scored from 2.0 and 2.5 marks. The performance
for this question was generally good since 82.2 per cent scored from 2.0 to
4.0 marks. The overall candidates' performance in the question is
summarised in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: Illustration of candidates' scores in percentages

The data shows that the 72.2 per cent of candidates managed to provide all
four brief elaborations on the functions that English performs in Tanzania.
Such good responses showed both mastery of the subject matter and
understanding of the question. Extract 2.1 provides an example of a good
response for this question.



Extract 2.1
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Extract 2.1: A response of the candidate who managed to provide right answers.

The data also shows that the candidates who lost all the marks allocated for
the question failed to show or elaborate on any of the functions of English
in Tanzania. This suggests that these candidates lacked the required
knowledge on the subject matter that was being tested. It also suggests that
the candidates failed to understand the question. Extract 2.2 gives an
example of a response to show the point in case.



Extract 2.2
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Extract 2.2: A response of the candidate who failed to elaborate the functions of
English in Tanzania

Furthermore, the data shows that candidates with average performance for
this question managed to elaborate two points about functions of English in
Tanzania. This suggests that those candidates had limited knowledge on the
subject matter being tested. There were also candidates who simply listed
the functions of English without elaborating. For example, one candidate
gave answers such as:

Used in simplifying communication; Used in teaching and
learning process; Used in business function where people
interact and exchange ideas; and Used in official
documentation writing and recording example, in the
parliament and in the coart.

An answer like this contains both correct and incorrect points. It also lacks
elaboration, which was the demand of the question. Moreover, the answer

has spelling mistakes.




2.1.3 Question 3: English Sound System

The question had two parts, (a) and (b). In 3(a), the question required the
candidates to name two types of consonants. In 3(b), the question required
the candidates to briefly describe three characteristics of consonants. The
question intended to measure the candidates' understanding of English
sound system particularly consonants.

The question was attempted by 98.9 per cent of candidates, of whom, 83.1
per cent had scores between 0 and 1.5 marks, 10.7 per cent had scores
from 2.0 to 2.5 marks and 6.2 per cent scored from 3.0 to 4.0 marks.
Generally, the performance for this question was poor since 16.9 per cent
of the candidates scored from 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall performance for
this question is summarised in Figure 3.
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Figure 3: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

The analysis of the responses reveals that for question 3 (a), the worst
response was given by candidates who gave answers which were
completely different from those required by the question. For example, one
candidate responded by mentioning bilabial consonants and glottis
consonants. This suggests that the candidate had no knowledge on the
subject matter being asked. It may also suggest that the candidate did not
understand the question.



Candidates who gave the worst responses for question 3 (b) had answers
that were irrelevant to the question asked. For example, one candidate
responded by saying: have restricted of air once produced, allows
movement of the tongue and other speech organs once is atticulated and
must form a word once combined together. Apart from being wrong, the
responses had spelling and grammatical errors. The responses may suggest
that the candidate lacked the required knowledge on the subject matter.
Extract 3.1 provides an example of a poor response for this question.

Extract 3.1
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Extract 3.1: A response of the candidate who provided wrong answers.

It is, moreover, noted that 10.7 per cent of the candidates who had average
performance scored between 2.0 and 2.5 marks. These ones managed to
mention 1 type of a consonant and one characteristic of consonants or they
gave correct answers for part (a) of the question or part (b). For example,
one candidate gave the responses voiced consonants and voiceless
consonants as answers for part (a) of the question. For part (b), the
candidate gave It produced with voiced sound example /p/ and /B/; It is
twent four (24) and It have two types as answers. This suggests that
candidates with responses like these had little or limited knowledge on the
subject matter. The candidate also had language problems as manifested in
ungrammatical sentences and spelling errors.

The data also shows that the 6.2 per cent of the candidates who gave good
responses managed to identify both types of consonants as demanded by
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part (a) of the question. They did the same for 3 (b) as they managed to
describe three characteristics of consonants. Extract 3.2 provides a sample
of a good response.

Extract 3.2
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Extract 3.2: A response of the candidate who managed to provide correct
answers in accordance with the demand of the question.

2.1.4 Question 4: Comprehension of a Variety of Information Texts

The question required the candidates to state the meaning of information
text and to outline three purposes of a text. This question intended to
measure the candidates' understanding of information texts.

This question was attempted by 98.9 per cent of the candidates, of whom
53.9 per cent of the candidates scored from 3.0 to 4.0 marks, 28.1 per cent
scored from 2.0 to 2.5 marks and 18 per cent had scores from 0 to 1.5.
Generally, the performance for this question was good since 82 per cent of
the candidates scored from 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall performance for
this question is as summarised in Figure 4.

10
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Figure 4: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

The analysis of the responses reveals that, in 4(a), the candidate who had
the best response managed to clearly define the term information text.
This suggests that such candidates had good mastery of the subject matter.
For 4 (b), candidates who gave the best responses managed to outline all
the three purposes asked. Extract 4.1 shows an example of a good response.

Extract 4.1
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Extract 4.1: A response of the candidate who managed to provide right
answers in accordance with the demand of the question.

The data shows that candidates who had average performance for this
question scored from 2.0 to 2.5 marks. Some of these candidates managed

11



to state part of the meaning of information text and to provide one of the
purposes of information text. For instance, one candidate in this category
wrote Information text is a kind of text that provide information about
something for part (a) of the question. Because of that response, the
candidate lost the 1 mark allocated to part (a) of the question. For part (b)
of the question, the candidate wrote: To provide information; To influence
a certain issue or thing; To eradicate or avoid something which is not good
and To entertain. This indicates that candidates in this group had limited
knowledge on the subject matter.

Moreover, the data reveals that the 18 per cent of candidates who failed in
this question provided answers that were not related to the demands of the
question. This suggests that the candidates had no knowledge on the subject
matter. When responding to 4 (b), one candidate gave answers such as to
make assessment in reading and learning; to make evaluation; and to know
if you understand by retell the text by using your own words. Apart from
those responses being wrong, there are grammatical errors in them. This
suggests lack of the expected competence of the candidate for the level and
poor mastery of English. Extract 4.2 provides a sample of a poor response.

Extract 4.2
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Extract 4.2: A response of the candidate who failed to meet the demand of the
guestion.

2.1.5 Question 5: Teaching Methods

The question required the candidate to name four things that a teacher
ought to prepare before entering the class. The question intended to test the
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candidates’ understanding of the things that teachers need to prepare prior
to going to class for English teaching.

This question was attempted by 100 per cent of the candidates, of whom
78.9 per cent had scores ranging from 3.0 to 4.0 marks, 15.5 per cent scored
between 2.0 and 2.5 marks, and 5.6 per cent scored from 0 to 1.5 marks.
Generally, the performance for this question was good since 94.4 per cent
scored from 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall performance for this question is
summarised in Figure 5.
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Figure 5: Illustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Furthermore, the data shows that candidates who gave good responses
managed to identify all the four things demanded by the question. This
suggests that the candidates who gave such responses had enough
knowledge on the subject matter and understood the question. Extract 5.1
provides a sample of a good response for this question.
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Extract 5.1
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Extract 5.1: A response of the candidate who managed to provide all four
things demanded in the question.

The data also shows that the 15.5 per cent of the candidates who had
average performance managed to mention 2 correct answers out of the 4
demanded things in the question. For example, one candidate listed things
like scheme of work, lesson plan, lesson notes and subject log book as
answers to this question. This suggests that candidates with average
performance had limited knowledge on the subject matter being tested.

The 5.6 per cent of the candidates who gave poor responses provided
answers that were not relevant to the demands of the question. This
suggests that the candidates lacked the required knowledge on the subject
matter. Extract 5.2 presents a sample of a poor response for this question.

Extract 5.2
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Extract 5.2: The response of the candidate who provided wrong answers.
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2.1.6 Question 6: Language Teaching Methods

The question required the candidate to give brief explanation on four
features of direct method of teaching and learning English. The question
intended to test the candidates' ability to analyse aspects of English
teaching methods.

The question was attempted by 98.3 per cent of the candidates, of whom
42.9 per cent scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 31.7 per cent got from 2.0 to 2.5
marks, and 25.4 per cent scored from 3.0 to 4.0 marks. The general
performance for this question was average since 57.1 per cent scored from
2.0 to 4.0 marks. The performance for this question is summarised in
Figure 6.
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Figure 6: Illustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of the responses for this question shows that the 42.9 per
cent of the candidates who got from 0 to 1.5 marks gave answers that were
not relevant to the demands of the question. This suggests that candidates
with such responses lacked knowledge on the subject matter represented in
the question or they failed to understand the question. Extract 6.1 provides
a sample of a poor response.
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Extract 6.1: A response of the candidate who gave a wrong answer.

Moreover, the data reveals that the 31.7 per cent of the candidates with
scores ranging from 2.0 to 2.5 marks were able to provide some answers
that were correct while other answers were wrong. There were also
candidates who listed the features of direct method as an approach in
teaching and learning English instead of elaborating them. There are also
some spelling and grammatical errors. For instance, one candidate wrote:
Use target language to teach; Every day vocaburary are taught; It teach
oral skills; and It emphasis on listening and speaking. This suggests that
candidates had partial knowledge on the subject matter represented in the
question. They also had some difficulty in expressing themselves in
English.

Despite there being poor and average performance, there were 25.4 per cent
of the candidates who had good responses to this question. Such candidates
managed to give four features of direct method. This suggests that
candidates who gave correct responses had enough knowledge on the
subject matter asked. A sample of a good response is shown in extract 6.2.
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2.1.7

Extract 6.2
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Extract 6.2: A response of the candidate who managed to provide the
correct answers according to the demand of the question.

Question 7: Comprehension of a Variety of Information Texts

The question required the candidate to highlight four points that show the
importance of an information text to readers. The question tested the
candidate's understanding of the importance of an information text.

This question was attempted by 100 per cent of the candidates, of whom
39.4 per cent scored from 2.0 and 2.5 marks, 30.6 per cent scored from 3.0
to 4.0 marks, and 30.0 per cent scored from 0 to 1.5 marks. Generally, the
performance for this question was good as 70 per cent of the candidates
scored from 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall performance for this question is
summarised in Figure 7.
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Figure 7: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of the responses reveals that the candidates who had
average performance managed to highlight at least two points that show the
importance of an information text. There were also candidates who simply
listed points without giving any supporting explanation. For example, one
candidate wrote: It educate; It intertain the reader; Expand knowledge on
the reader; and Make the reader to be active when reading. As it can be
observed in these answers, the candidate had language problems as
manifested by grammatical errors committed. These averagely performing
candidates had limited knowledge on the subject matter.

Moreover, the data shows that candidates who gave correct responses
managed to highlight four points showing the importance of information
texts to the reader. This suggests that those candidates had adequately
gained the knowledge on the subject matter. Extract 7.1 gives an example
of the correct response for this question.

18



2.18

Extract 7.1
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Extract 7.1: A response that was given by the candidate who managed to
provide answers that matched with the demand of the question.

Moreover, it is noted that the candidates who gave wrong responses listed
points that were not relevant to the question asked. This suggests that the
candidates lacked knowledge on the subject matter on which the question
was based. Extract 7.2 provides a sample of a wrong response for this
question.

Extract 7.2
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Extract 7.2: A response of the candidate who failed to meet the
requirement of the question.

Question 8: Literary Analysis

The question required the candidate to give brief elaboration on four
elements to consider when analysing the content of a literary work. This
question intended to test the candidates’ ability to analyse literary works by
elaborating on the elements of content.
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This question was attempted by 100 per cent of the candidates, of whom,
36.7 per cent scored 2.0 marks, 32.2 per cent scored from 0 and 1.0 marks,
and 31.1 per cent scored between 3.0 and 4.0 marks. The general
performance for this question was average since 67.8 per cent of the
candidates scored from 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall performance is as
summarised in Figure 8.
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Figure 8: Illustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of responses shows that the candidates who had average
performance managed to elaborate two elements out of the four elements
demanded by the question. For example, one candidate made an
elaboration of themes; language use; message and strengths/weaknesses.
The elements that were considered correct for that response were themes
and message. As a result, the candidate ended up getting 2.0 marks out of
4.0 marks. This suggests that the candidates with responses like the one just
seen did not have enough knowledge on the subject matter tested in the
question.

Moreover, the analysis of responses reveals that candidates who gave poor
responses had answers which were not related to the question at hand. For
example, one respondent listed dramatic irony, actors, solilogue and stage
directions as elements of content. These are features of drama and not
elements of content in literary works. The candidate who provided that
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response is likely to have done that because he/she had forgotten the right
answers for the question and decided to write anything that he/she could
remember. Another possibility is that the candidate misunderstood the
question. He/she might have thought the question wanted elements of
drama instead of those of content. Extract 8.1 provides a sample of a wrong
response.

Extract 8.1
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Extract 8.1: A response of the candidate who gave wrong answers.

Although the performance for this question was generally average, there
were candidates who gave good responses. Those candidates managed to
elaborate four elements of content as the question demanded. Most of the
best responses contained theme, message, lesson and ideology elaborated as
elements of content. Extract 8.2 provides a sample of a good response for
this question.
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Extract 8.2
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Extract 8.2: A response of the candidate who managed to identify all the
points in accordance with the demand of the question.

2.1.9 Question 9: Comprehension of a Variety of Information Texts

The question required the candidate to give elaboration on four advantages
of pre-writing stage as a step before writing an information text. This
question intended to test the candidates' ability to analyse prewriting
activities as a stepping stone towards effective writing of information texts.

This question was attempted by 98.3 per cent of the candidates, of whom
46.9 per cent scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 40.1 per cent scored from 2.0 to
2.5 marks, and 13 per cent scored 3.0 marks. Generally, the performance
for this question was average since 53.1 per cent of the candidates scored
from 2.0 to 3.0 marks. The overall performance for this question is
summarised in Figure 9 below.
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Figure 9: Illustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of responses reveals that the 46.9 per cent of candidates
who had poor scores failed to identify and elaborate four advantages of pre-
writing activities. Instead, they ended up giving answers that were not at all
related to the demands of the question. This suggests that candidates with
such responses had no knowledge or had not understood the question. For
example, one candidate gave answers such as To avoid errors in writing;
To avoid mistakes; To provide clear understanding and To make a text
meaningful. Extract 9.1 provides a sample of a wrong response.

23



Extract 9.1
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Extract 9.1: A response of the candidate who gave answers that were not
relevant to the question.

Moreover, the analysis of responses reveals that candidates who had
average performance managed to give elaborations on two points showing
the advantages of pre-writing. For example, one candidate wrote answers
such as: Easly to make correction; Easly to evaluate aim of text; and It help
to reduce/add important word so as to make the information clear and
easly to understand. This response was considered to be partly correct. This
suggests that the candidates in this category had limited knowledge on the
subject matter. The language problem was also manifested in most
responses.

The analysis also shows that candidates who were able to give good
responses elaborated four advantages of pre-writing stage before writing an
information text. These responses suggest that small percentage of
candidates (13 per cent) had the required knowledge on the subject matter
tested. Extract 9.2 provides a sample of a good response.
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Extract 9.2: A response of the candidate who managed to provide advantages
of pre-pre-writing stage for an information text.

2.1.10 Question 10: English Sound System

This question required candidates to define consonants; articulators, vowels
and phonemes. The question tested candidates' knowledge of English sound
system.

The question was attempted by 97.8 per cent of the candidates, of whom
59.7 per cent scored from 0 to 1.5 marks, 22.7 per cent scored from 3.0 to
4.0 marks and 17.6 per cent scored from 2.0 to 2.5 marks. Generally, the
performance for this question was average since 40.3 per cent of the
candidates who attempted the question scored 2.0 to 4.0 marks. The overall
performance for this question is summarised in Figure 10.
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Figure 10: Hlustration of candidates' scores in percentages
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Further analysis of the responses indicates that the candidates who gave
wrong responses completely failed to define the given terms. Instead, they

gave

incorrect definitions. This suggests that the candidates lacked the

required knowledge on the subject matter. Extract 10.1 provides a sample
of a wrong response.

Extract 10.1
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Extract 10.1: A response of the candldate who failed to define the terms

that were asked.

Moreover, the analysis of responses shows that the candidates who gave
good responses were able to correctly define the four terms provided in the
question. This indicates that the candidates had the required knowledge and
had understood the question asked. Extract 10.2 provides a sample of a
good response.

26



Extract 10.2

~rr

2z

- - NS _ A4
Jo a&jﬁn,e Ao ’,éagw,nj Lavro s

Yl
&y Con Sopanls Mece ave %f—%

b‘ﬁ hichd are L0 cler Cesl  Lrher SHore i

/a—*%d/ /ﬁ-"»?p‘-é./é efrese S s T rea ) .&"
,;ﬁvm e ling £/ 7 Ze v S Nk s ) Lot

‘L frexampl 70 Ly I i)

é) 4r/f’wé~og, vefor F Speech prg

a0 Jlald (d-es’ 0 Sle /o”:-oaAJC_/L\Z)_

L specchd soune) At oo Lo

//f-—p./, Ltar o ¢ ons’ _Zor suo /7&':'94—;4'

m ol Serned /L /e oroctevi oot csho

AKere .« c:a')/ié'; e/ con Lpger

59/6 gl Loa es -y,

) Vowele - sie ;p'e’r_é e erhred

Md,t‘éqﬂ ,éc//;go /,72_2;9 X 1o ﬁa//f

s o0 Corp p Lo & /Y feer oo T /a/r'.('/éﬂ‘

m) %”V),/Za -A«nq.: &4,/“/07/2&,&4’

</ csw/ P W/)':\_é, - ?ére,c—n::plﬁ_,&_

VAV i a4

1)  Phenem ec The se ave A Srretfos Ko

Unid L speech iy Sangwage Aové i ple

bl IR Sy St T e ’

Extract 10.2: A response of the candidate who managed to define the
terms adequately according to the demand of the question.

Analysis of responses also shows that the candidates who had average
performance were able to give some correct responses as well as the wrong
ones. Since most students had performance below average, it is apparent
that candidates had limited knowledge on the subject matter.
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2.2 SECTION B: Essay Questions on Academic Content

This section had three questions. All the questions were supposed to be
responded in essay form. The candidate was supposed to answer two
questions from this particular section. Each question was worth 15 marks.
The analysis of responses for each question in this section is as follows.

2.2.1 Question 11: Conversations, Discussions and Presentation

This question required the candidate to explain the importance of making
preparation before delivering a speech to the audience. Along with that, the
candidates were supposed to give five points. This question meant to test
the candidates' ability to analyse the importance of making preparations
before one can deliver a speech to the audience.

The question was attempted by 100 per cent of the candidates, of whom,
63.3 per cent scored from 6.0 to 10.0 marks, 35.6 per cent scored from 3.0
to 5.5 marks, and 1.2 per cent scored from 10.5 to 15.0 marks. The general
performance for this question was average as 64.5 of the candidates scored
from 6.0 to 15.0 marks. The overall performance for this question is
summarised in Figure 11.
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Figure 11: Hlustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of the responses shows that the 63.3 per cent of candidates

who had average performance managed to give some good answers while

missing others. One candidate, for example, wrote answers by explaining

points like: It bring confidence; It help speaker to understand systematic; It

help speaker to reach certain goals; It create understand to the audience;
28



and It make speech attractive. This suggests that, candidates in this
category had some knowledge on the subject matter. Some of them had
language problems as manifested through ungrammatical sentences.

Moreover, the analysis shows that the 35.6 per cent of the candidates who
gave wrong responses failed to adhere to the requirement of the question.
Most of the responses the candidates gave were not relevant to the question.
This suggests that, the candidates did not have the required knowledge on
the subject matter. Extract 11.1 provides a sample of a wrong response for
this question.

Extract 11.1
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Extract 11.1: A response of the candidate whose answers did not match with the
demand of the question.

Although the general performance was average, there were candidates who
offered good responses. Those candidates managed to write essays
explaining the importance of preparations before delivering a speech to the
audience. The candidates gave points such as Preparation helps the speaker
to choose appropriate language for the audience; It helps to organize the
speech; and Preparation helps the presenter to prepare appropriate
presentation materials as part of the main body. This suggests that the
candidates with this score had knowledge on the subject matter and they
understood the question. Extract 11.2 provides a sample of a good response
for this question.
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Extract 11.2: A response of the candidate who met the requirement of the
guestion.
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2.2.2 Question 12: English Sound System

The question required the candidate to describe how the sounds /f/ and /v/
are produced. The question intended to measure the candidates'
understanding of the English sound system.

The question was attempted by only 16.1 per cent of all the candidates. So,
it was the least attempted. Among the candidates, 79.3 per cent scored from
0 to 5.0 marks and 20.7 per cent scored from 6.0 to 10.0 marks. The general
performance for this question was poor since only 20.7 per cent of the
candidates scored from 6.0 to 10.0 marks. The overall performance for this
question is summarised in Figure 12.
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Figure 12: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of the responses given by the 79.3 per cent of the
candidates with poor performance indicates that the candidates provided
answers that were not relevant to the demands of the question. This
suggests that candidates with those responses had no knowledge on the
subject matter or they failed to interpret the question. Extract 12.1 provides
a sample of a wrong response for this question.
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Extract 12.1: A response of the candidate who gave responses that could not
describe the production of /f/ and /v/.

The analysis also shows that in the 20.7 per cent of the candidates who had
average performance, the highest score was 8.0 marks out of 15 marks.
This suggests that the candidates had limited knowledge on the subject
matter. The candidates who had that performance managed to mention
aspects such as place of articulation, manner of articulation, state of

glottis, state of the soft palate and the airstream mechanism involved
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during the articulation of the two consonants. A sample of an averagely
good response is given in the extract 12.2.

Extract 12.2
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Extract 12.2: A response of the candidate who attempted to adhere to part
of the requirements of the question. The candidate managed to talk about
the production of /f/ and /v/ to some extent.

2.2.3 Question 13: Literary Analysis

The question required the candidate to elaborate five criteria that are used
to determine the traits of a character in a literary work. This question
intended to measure the candidates’ ability to analyse literary works.

This question was attempted by 82.2 per cent of the candidates, of whom
80.4 per cent scored from 0 to 5.5 marks and 19.6 per cent scored from 6.0
to 10.0 marks. This shows that the general performance for this question
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was poor as only 19.6 per cent of the candidates scored from 6.0 to 10.0
marks. The overall performance for this question is summarised in Figure
13.
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Figure 13: Hlustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of responses shows that the 80.4 per cent of candidates
who had poor performance gave answers which were not in line with the
demands of the question. One possible interpretation for those responses is
that candidates failed to understand the question. Specifically, the word
traits gave the candidates trouble. This is because when candidates decided
to define key terms, they avoided the word trait. Other words like
character and literary work were defined as key words but traits which
was left undefined was actually the key word in the question. Extract 13.1
provides a sample of a wrong response for this question.
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Extract 13.1
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Extract 13.1: A response of the candidate who provided answers that were not
related to the requirement of the question. The question wanted to talk about the
criteria used to determine character’s traits. However, the candidate talked about
other aspects of a character and not the traits asked.

Moreover, the analysis of responses shows that the 19.6 per cent of the
candidates managed to elaborate some of the criteria used to determine the
character’s traits in a literary work. This indicates that the candidates had
average knowledge on the subject matter. Extract 3.2 provides a sample of
a response which earned average performance.
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Extract 13.2
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Extract 13.2: A response of the candidate who managed to elaborate some
of the criteria used to determine the traits of a character in a literary work.
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2.3

231

SECTION C: Essay Questions on Pedagogy

This section had three questions. The candidate was required to answer two
questions from this section. Each question was worth 15 marks. The
candidates’ responses for each question are analysed below.

Question 14: Literary Analysis

The question required the candidate to analyse five pre-reading activities
that ought to be carried out prior to reading any literary work. The question
intended to measure the candidates' ability to analyse literary works.

This question was attempted by 46.1 per cent of the candidates, of whom
62.7 per cent scored from 0 to 5.5 marks and 37.3 per cent scored from 6.0
to 10.0 marks. Generally, the performance for this question was poor since
only 37.3 per cent scored from 6.0 to 10.0 marks. The overall performance
for this question is summarised in Figure 14.
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Figure 14: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of responses for this question indicates that the 62.7 per
cent of the candidates gave answers that were not relevant to the question.
This shows that the candidates had no knowledge on the subject matter.
Extract 14.1 provides a sample of a poor response from the candidate who
analysed the importance of literary works to the society.
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Extract 14.1
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Extract 14.1: A response of the candidate who decided to talk about the
importance of literary works instead of analysing pre-reading activities for a
literary work which are: talking about the title, looking at the cover picture of
the book, looking at the back cover, using students’ personal experiences and
to pin-point key information.

Moreover, the analysis of responses shows that the candidates who got
average scores managed to identify and analyse some pre-reading activities
for any literary work. They mentioned such things as examining the title of
the work, cover analysis including the interpretation of any photos if
present on the cover and analysis of the blurb. These points with their
details suggest that 37.3 per cent of the candidates had limited knowledge
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on the subject matter. They also showed that the candidates understood the
question. Extract 14.2 shows a sample of an averagely good response for
this question.

Extract 14.2
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Extract 14.2: A response of the candidate who managed to analyse some pre-
writing activities that are considered important before reading a literary work.
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2.3.2 Question 15: Assessment

The question required the candidates to use five points to show the
importance of keeping students’ records in schools. The question intended
to measure the candidates' analytical skills on the importance of keeping
records in schools as a component of assessment.

This question was attempted by 96.1 per cent of the candidates. Among
those, 62.4 per cent scored from 6.0 to 10.0 marks, 26.6 per cent scored
from 0 to 5.5 marks and 11 per cent scored from 10.5 to 15.0 marks. The
performance for this question was generally good because 73.4 per cent
scored from 6.0 to 15.0 marks. The overall performance for this question is
summarised in Figure 15.
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Figure 15: lllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of responses for this question indicates that the 62.4 per
cent of the candidates who had average scores managed to give some
answers that were correct while others were incorrect. For example, one
candidate gave some elaboration on points such as:

It simplify in making evaluation; It enable to improve teaching
method; To determine the archievement of learning process;
To develop the special ability for the student; and To know
strengthen and weakness among.
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Responses like those indicate two things. First, they show that the
candidates had poor language mastery. Second, the responses show that the

candidates in this category had partial knowledge on the subject matter that
was being tested.

Moreover, the candidates who provided poor responses gave answers that
were not relevant to the demands of the question asked. This indicates that
the candidates lacked the required knowledge on the subject matter. Extract
15.1 provides a sample of a poor response.
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Extract 15.1: A response of the candidate who gave answers that were not
related to the demands of the question.
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The analysis of responses also shows that the candidates who gave good
responses managed to provide a reasonable number of points showing the
importance of students’ records. In addition, the candidates gave some
supporting details for the points they made. For example, one candidate
gave points such as Records are used for selecting students who will join
further studies; they act as the basis for writing reports; they are used for
future predictions of students’ performance and they are used for
comparison purposes. These responses suggest that the candidate had the
required knowledge tested by the question. Extract 15.2 gives a sample of
a good response.

Extract 15.2
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Extract 15.2: A response of the candidate who managed to show the various
points that show the importance of keeping students’ records at school.

2.3.3 Question16: Teaching Methods

The question required the candidates to show five features of the
communicative method. The question intended to test the candidates’ ability

to analyse aspects of teaching methods with a focus on the communicative
method.

This question was attempted by 57.8 per cent of the candidates, of whom
51 per cent scored from 0 to 5.5 marks, 47.1 per cent scored from 6.0 to
10.0 marks and 1.9 per cent scored from 10.5 to 15 marks. The general
performance for this question was average since 49 per cent scored from
6.0 to 15.0 marks. The overall performance for this question is summarised
in Figure 16.
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Figure 16: Hllustration of candidates' scores in percentages

Further analysis of the responses for this question shows that 51 per cent of
the candidates talked about things that were not related to the question. This
indicates lack of knowledge on the subject matter. Extract 16.1 provides a
sample of a poor response.

Extract 16.1
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Extract 16.1: A response of the candidate who talked about communication
model instead of talking about the features of communicative method which
are: learning a language is to communicate, the practices and activities should
base on communication, more emphasis is on learner’s contribution, more
cooperation between learners and learners, large number of language
activities and errors are learning steps therefore should be tolerated.

The analysis also shows that the candidates who had average performance

managed to provide some of the answers that were correct. At the same

time, they provided some incorrect answers. For instance, one candidate

gave elaborations on points such as the following: learner-centred method;

building positive relationship with a teacher and a learner; motivation of

learners; making teaching and learning effective; and to ease the teaching
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and learning. Some of these responses were marked as correct and others
wrong. This indicates that the candidates had limited knowledge on the
subject matter that was being tested in the question.

However there were very few (1.9 per cent) candidates who managed to
give correct responses. For example, one candidate was able to show
features such as learner involvement, allowing interaction among learners,
learning by practising, and motivating learners. These responses indicate
that the candidates had good mastery of the subject matter. The responses
also show that the candidates understood the question. Extract 16.2
provides a sample of a good response.

Extract 16.2
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Extract 16.2: A response of the candidate who provided answers that
matched with the requirements of the question. The candidate managed to
show features of communicative method.
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4.0

PERFORMANCE OF THE CANDIDATES IN EACH TOPIC

In this examination, seven topics were tested. The topics included English
sound system; assessment; comprehension of a variety of information texts;
literary analysis; teaching methods; theories of language teaching and
learning and conversations, discussions and presentation. The performance
for  each topic is presented below.

The topics that had good performance included Theories of language
teaching and learning and Assessment. The questions based on these topics
were numbers 2 and 15 respectively. Theories of language teaching had the
average performance of 82.2 per cent. Assessment had the average
performance of 73.4 per cent. The topics with average performance were
comprehension of a variety of information texts; teaching methods;
conversations, discussions and presentation and literary analysis.
Comprehension of a variety of information texts, as a topic, had the average
performance of 68.3 per cent. Questions numbered 4, 7 and 9 came from
this topic. Teaching methods had the average performance of 66.8 per cent.
Questions based on this topic were 5, 6 and 16. Conversations, discussions
and presentation had the average performance of 64.5 per cent. Only
question numbered 11 was composed from this topic. As for literary
analysis, the average performance was 41.5 per cent. It had questions
numbered 8, 13 and 14.

English sound system was the most poorly performed topic. It had the
average performance of 34 per cent. This topic had questions numbered 1,
and 12. The overall performance per topic is summarised in the Appendix.

CONCLUSION

In summary, the candidates’ performance in this subject was average. In the
overall, most of the candidates wrote their examination with a lot of
grammatical, lexical and typographical errors. This clearly shows that there
is low English competence among the candidates at this level. The analysis
of performance has shown that the candidates lacked knowledge in
phonology and in the analysis of literary works. It is clearly noted that most
of questions on phonology and literary work analysis were poorly
performed. It can, therefore, be deduced that topics that appear in the
syllabus are not given equal attention during the teaching and learning
process. Since, in some places, the candidates missed marks because they
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5.0

failed to adhere to the demands of the questions, it can be argued that the
candidates did not have enough exposure to instructional words like
elaborate, discuss, highlight, describe, analyse and examine. So, they
ended up listing things even when the question demanded a different
response.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the analysis of the performance in items seen in this report, the
following recommendations are made:

(@ More emphasis needs to be paid on the teaching of English language
to equip student-teachers with essential language skills i.e. reading,
listening, speaking and writing. Due emphasis also needs to be paid to
each of the topics contained in the syllabus.

(b) Candidates ought to be taught how to use key instructional words
given in questions prior to examination time. This will make
candidates familiar with the instructional words and what they mean
as well as how they differ.

(c) The topics that appear to be more problematic need to be given more
emphasis and where possible new methods of teaching them ought to
be devised and applied.
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ANALYSIS OF CANDIDATES’ PERFORMANCE PER TOPIC

APPENDIX

SIN | Topic

Question
Number

The

% Average | Remarks

percentages of | performance
candidates who

scored 40% or

above

3 Comprehension of a 4 82 68.3 Average
variety of information 7 70
texts 9 53.1
4 Teaching methods 5 94.4 66.8 Average
6 57.1
16 49
5 Conversations, 11 64.5 64.5 Average
discussions and
presentation
6 Literary analysis 8 67.8 41.5 Average
14 37.3
13 19.6
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