1433 — 2012



1433 - 2012



20910259:

2012\5 \'8

1433 - 2012



g1y s0a L. Lig®, UL, el Lills.. gL 1

-

wlog03 @al... saviug 0y 9id Lil Gy .. gonily oiiil 0l

ooy Ll alik Lidy diiud 35301 0y ditd Leiali 08 laosod Lisil palll



2012\ 5\8:






(2010)

(369)

(2007)

(%48)
(%34.7)

(17.3)






The attitudes of high school students in the province of Jenin towards the

use of the internet and its relationship to their self — concept.

Prepared by: Nader Yousef Qalalweh
Supervisor: Dr. Nabeil Abed Alhadi

Abstract :

This study aimed to identify the attitudes of high school students in the province of Jenin
towards the use of the internet and its relationship to their of self - concept, and, the extent
to which it can be influenced by demographic variables: gender, class and scientific stream
and the number of hours of daily use of the internet. The problem of this study was
identified to answer the main question: Is there a significant relationship between average
attitudes toward the use of Internet and between averages of self-concept of high school

students in Jenin?

The researcher conducted his study based on the descriptive method on a random sample
0f(369) students from secondary schools, using a measure of self-concept prepared by
Hamdan (2007), and the measure of the uses of adolescent to the Internet prepared by Al-
Ghamidi (2010). In this study, the following results had been concluded:

That the percentage of students who do not use internet reached (48%) and the percentage
of students who use the internet for less than two hours was (34.7%), while the percentage

of internet users for more than two hours a day amounted to (17.3).

The total degree for the students' attitudes towards the use of the internet is medium, and
shows a statistically significant difference attributable to the number of hours of daily use
of the Internet, for the benefit of students who use the internet and over two hours per day,
followed by less than two hours a day. The effects of other variables: gender, class and
scientific stream, the null hypothesis was accepted in the absence of statistically significant
differences of the total degree of the changes in the degree of attitudes towards the use of

the internet.



The total degree for the self-concept among students was moderate, and there was a
significant difference attributed to the variable of scientific stream starting with literary,
commercial, and scientific streams. As for the rest of the variables: gender, class and
number of hours of daily use of the Internet, null hypothesis has been accepted that there is
no statistically significant differences of the total degree of the changes in the degree of

self-concept.

It has been found from the results of the study that there is a positive relationship between
the trend towards the use of the Internet and self-concept of high school students in the

province of Jenin.

The study recommends: educating students of the importance of the Internet, and appeal to
the provider companies to offer secure internet, and the development of curriculum by
adding new concepts such as digital citizenship in order to reach the technological society,
and conduct future studies of comprehensive multiple age groups, given the widespread
use of the Internet and their effects directly in the various aspects of life for individuals
where the studies in this subject are still very limited, especially from the psychological
perspective, to take advantage of the positive effects, reducing the negative impacts of this

technology and the recommendations of other no less important.
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