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The implications of Internet usage on the students of higher basic and

secondary schools in the old city of Jerusalem

Prepared by: Abeer Na'eem Essa "Alsheikh Qasem"

Supervisor: Dr. Sohail Hasnain

Abstract

The main aim of the research is to know the implications of Internet usage via
student positions of the two phases, higher basic and secondary, in the schools
of the old city of Jerusalem, and their attitudes towards the general use of the
Internet especially the negative one, in addition to, the bad habits of the
negative use of the Internet.

Also, it tries to determine the possible differences in these implications, which
resulted from the variance in the independent variables of the research's
population.

The research uses an questionnaire tool that was developed specifically for
the purposes of it. One population was utilized (N=556), in the age group
(12-18) which consisted of pupils from three schools of the Palestinian
Authority (Al-Awqaf) inside the old city who are using the Internet, 71.4% of
whom were male, and 28.6% were female.

Data were analyzed by SPSS, using descriptive statistics and inferentian
statistical analysis and were tabulated. Results are presented as percentages,
frequencies, t-test and ANOVA and test of dimensional comparisons (Scheff'e
post hoc test) were used.

The main findings of the research showed that attitudes of the students
towards the Internet were moderate\medium for the three factors of the

research: arithmetic mean (3.36), standard deviation (0.62), the general usage



factors obtained high scores, followed by the negative use factors, then the
acquired bad habits factors of Internet usage. Also, the findings of the
research indicate that there exist statistically significant differences in Internet
usage that resulted from some independent variables, such as: gender, class,
age, place of usage, number of hours spent in using the internet and the
number of years). There are no significant statistical differences due to the
education level of the parents.

The findings were discussed in the light of the previous scientific studies, and
the dominant social and political circumstances of the research area.
According to the discussions I have drown many conclusions, the most
important of them are:

There are differences in the positions attitudes of the students from general
use and negative use of the Internet, especially for the ages 14-16 years, this
make us to conclude that a large segment of this category does not use the
Internet in the positive direction. The absences of entertainment areas, and the
community institutions for serving the youth and teenager group in the old
city, make this group escape to unmonitored usage of the Internet in order to
meet their needs.

The most important recommendation is conducting more researches in the
topic of the spread of Internet Cafes in the neighborhoods of East Jerusalem,

and the way the students use it, and its impact on their behavior.
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(33)

.(34) (One- Way ANOVA)
((34)
0.000 | 11.058 3.083 3 9.250
0.279 552 153.926
555 163.176
0.000 | 9.673 8.014 3 24.043
0.829 552 457.351
555 481.395
0.108 | 2.033 1.767 3 5.300
0.869 552 479.668
555 484.968
0.000 | 10.068 3.731 3 11.192
0.371 552 204.547
555 215.739
(0.000) (10.068) (34)
(0.05 > )
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(4.02) ( 3)

(3.66) ( 3)
(35)
* 0.000 0.3096 3
* 0.004 0.2203 2-1
* 0.003 0.2513 3-2
(35)
3
3 0.309
3 2-1
3 0.2203
3-2 3
3 0.2513
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:(36)

4.3.8

*0.000 0.5102 3
*  (.003 0.3868 2-1
0.113 0.2852 3-2
(36)
3
3 0.5102
3 2-1
3 0.3868
(0.05 > 0)
(37)
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:(37)

0.54 3.58 168

0.48 3.88 212 -1
0.46 4.02 73 3-2
0.51 4.11 103 4
0.98 3.13 168

0.88 3.35 212 -1
0.91 3.60 73 3-2
0.81 3.73 103 4
0.93 2.69 168

0.91 2.75 212 2-1
0.87 2.86 73 3-2
0.92 3.21 103 4
0.64 3.13 168

0.57 3.33 212 2-1
0.55 3.49 73 3-2
0.56 3.68 103 4

.(38)

(One- Way ANOVA)
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:(38)

0.000 28.241 | 7.238 3 21.713
0.256 552 141.464
555 163.176
0.000 10.775 | 8.877 3 26.630
0.824 552 454.764
555 481.395
0.000 7.681 6.478 3 19.434
0.843 552 465.534
555 484.968
0.000 19.772 | 6.978 3 20.933
0.353 552 194.806
555 215.739
(0.000) (19.772) (38)
(0.05 > a)
.(4.1130) 4
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* 0.000 0.3036 2-1
* 0.000 0.4459 3-2
0.233 0.1423 -1
*  0.000 0.5302 4
* 0.003 0.2266 2-1
0.757 0.0843 32
(39)
2-1
2-1 0.3036
3-2
3-2 0.4459
4 0.5302 4
0.2266 4 2-1
4
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*0.004 0.4649 3-2
0.255 0.2485 2-1
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*0.000 0.5988 4
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0.818 0.1339 3-2
*
(40)
3-2
3-2 0.4649
4
4 0.5988
4
4 0.3824 2-1
(41)
*0.000 0.5205 4
*0.001 0.4541 2-1
0.113 0.3442 3-2
Lilas) 4la *
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