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Abstract

This study aimed to determine the using of probing thinking strategies by the teachers
who are working with the elementary classes in the city of Bethlehem, and that
happened by observing their classes. It also aimed at defining the difference between

the results of the probe and those of the observation card.

The research society was all teachers in Bethlehem who taught elementary classes in
2012-2013. They were (363) teachers from both sexes. The research sample consisted
of (160) teachers who were chosen randomly. The percentage of the research sample
was (44%) of the total percentage of the whole society.

To achieve the research objectives, the researcher made in effective checklist to
measure the use of probe thinking strategies by the teachers who teach elementary
classes. The checklist had nine major strategies which were divided into (35)
paragraphs. so long, the researcher worked on preparing an observation card. This
comprehended the main fields of the prober’s thinking. The number of the teachers
who participated in that observation cards was (8) teacher of the research society. The

credibility and validity of the study instrument were proved.

The Descriptive Syllabus was used to get the numbers, Percentages mathematical
averages, Standard deviation of the sample individuals, (T- test) and the analysis of

variance.

The study concluded That according to the teachers, the average of using the probe
thinking strategies was very high, while by watching them in their classes, their use of

the prober thinking strategies was almost low.



There were no Statistical differences between the use of prober thinking strategies by
elementary level teachers according to any variables (gender, qualification,

specialization or the number of years in working as teachers).

The researcher recommended that there should have been other similar researches
discussed the importance of the prober thinking and that could have been made by
working on discovering the importance of prober thinking to the teachers or making
more Experimental Researches about the above subject .
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