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Abstract

Scientific Values included in the Science books of primary schoole in
the Palestine and the range of 10* grade Students acquire these
Values.

This study aims to Identifying the Scientific Values included in the
Science books in the Palestine and the range of 10" grade Students
acquisition to these Values.

The researcher has used a descriptive approach and to collect data, the
researcher used two instruments; The first one is content analysis and he
second is the scientific values measurement composed of ( 24 ) items.
Validity and reliability of Study instruments have been proved.

This Study was conducted in the first semester of the school year
2010/2011, the population of the Study has been composed of all students
of 10" grade in the governmental schools in North Hebron governorate
whose numbers are ( 1747 ) male students and ( 1750 ) female students.
The sample of this study was selected according to cluster random
method which was composed of ( 262 ) male students and ( 263 ) female
students. the researcher has used statistical methods represented in
calculating means, percentages, standard deviations, using ( t- test )
ANOVA, Least Significant Difference ( LSD ),were used to analysed the
data, After processing the data the study has concluded that the scientific
values are not planned. There were no balance, or good observation of the
material .The performance of students showed that females gain more
excellence than males of acquiring these values, Also the acquisition of
these values is increasing according to students levels and grades in
science and the fathers education level, but mothers level or living plane
wont affect these values According to these result, the study has
concluded some recommendations, The most important one is developing
the content of primary science books. This would develop the scientific
values regularly, Also its important to enrich the science books with
activities that develop these scientific values . For example cooperation
education, Also the study emphasizes following these values in the
primary science books according to students levels and different grades .
The study suggested some studies related to this topic .
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