2011 1432



2011 - 1432



20912095 :

2011/7/20

‘L~mjﬂ\

2011 - 1432












(62)

(1111) 2011/2010
(89) (189) (280)
One Way ) (T- test )
(LSD) (ANOVA
( )



Abstract

This study aimed to identify the perceptions of teachers of the basic stage in
the district of, " Ramallah & Al Bireh," by using the multiple intelligences
theory in teaching.

To achieve the objectives of the study, the researcher prepared a tool of study
which is a questionnaire measuring the perceptions of the teachers of the
lower basic stage for using the theory of multiple intelligences.

The questioner consisted of seven subscales which are divided into items, of
total number (62), The validity and reliability were checked and verified.
Also, it was applied to a random representative sample of the teachers of the
primary stage in, " Ramallah & Al Bireh " during the second semester of
2010/2011. The space of the study is (1111) teachers, and the sample's size is
(280) teachers, including (189) male teachers and (89) female teachers.

The results and to show the direction of differences of the study the researcher
used the averages and standard deviations, the test (T-test), and the test (One
Way ANOVA), as well as the test (LSD). The survey reached to the following
results: The perceptions of teachers at the basic stage in, " Ramallah & Al
Bireh," of using the multiple intelligences theory in teaching were high in the
six subscales (social intelligence, personal, logical, physical, linguistic,
spatial), respectively. Where the perceptions of musical intelligence were
moderate. The study revealed some results which show no statistically
significant differences related to gender and teaching experience and
specialization, except in the musical intelligence field for the benefit
of human sciences specialization. In the field of intelligence rationale for the
behalf of the specialty natural sciences, while there were significant
differences attributable to the wvariable of qualification for the diploma
compared with BA, and for the behalf of higher Ilevels than BA
Compared with a bachelor's degree (BA). Upon these results,it was
recommended to distribute leaflets and brochures that contain supporting
methods and strategies for the multi-inelegances in the classroom, and to do
more studies on the issue of multiple intelligences.
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0.46 3.94 | 189
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(3)



(4)

0.50 3.86 62 5
0.57 3.98 96 10-5
0.47 4.01 112 10
0.54 4.01 62 5
0.65 3.90 96 10-5
0.52 4.01 112 10
0.55 3.81 62 5
0.54 3.89 96 10-5
0.46 3.94 112 10
0.65 3.84 62 5
0.64 3.96 96 10-5
0.60 4.04 112 10
0.90 342 62 5
0.78 3.62 96 10-5
0.66 3.68 112 10
0.62 4.01 62 5
0.62 4.01 96 10-5
0.57 4.01 112 10
0.50 4.05 62 5
0.57 4.15 96 10-5
0.50 4.14 112 10
0.49 3.86 62 5
0.48 3.93 96 10-5
0.42 3.98 112 10
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(One Way ANOVA)

0.18 1.72 0.46 2 0.93
0.27 267 72.44

269 73.37

0.33 1.10 0.36 2 0.73
0.33 267 88.92

269 89.65

0.28 1.26 0.33 2 0.66
0.26 267 70.83

269 71.49

0.14 1.95 0.77 2 1.54
0.39 267 105.51

269 107.05

0.09 2.37 1.41 2 2.82
0.59 267 158.96

269 161.78

0.99 0.00 0.00 2 0.00
0.36 267 97.54

269 97.54

0.50 0.69 0.19 2 0.39
0.28 267 75.20

269 75.59

0.27 1.31 0.28 2 0.56
0.21 267 57.52

269 58.09
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49 1.3
49 2.3
50 3.3
50 4.3
51 5.3
51 6.3
52 7.3
52 8.3
54 9.3
55 10.3
60 1.4
62 2.4
63 3.4
64 4.4
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( )
66 5.4
( )
67 6.4
( )
69 7.4
(
70 8.4
72 T-test ( 9.4
73 10.4
74 11.4
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4 12.4
74 t 13.4
76 14.4
77 15.4

120




96
97

103
108
109
110
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