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Abstract:

This study aimed to identify and explore the strategic techniques used by the
teachers of Math in the Lower Basic Stage in Bethlehem District to overcome
the obstacles and problems of teaching Mathematics.

The population of the study included all the teachers of Math who work in the
schools of Bethlehem Administration for the school year (2009-2010). The
population of the study was (233) teachers.

The study adopted the descriptive research in which the researcher designed a
questionnaire as the instument of the study. It was divided into three parts: the
first one included general information about the sample's individuals. The
second part included (22) paragraphs to investigate the teachers' perception of
solving problems in teaching Math. The last part of the questionnaire included
the obstacles which face the teachers in teaching Math, and it also included
(22) paragraphs.

We showed the instument of the study (questionnaire) to (10) experts in order
to examine its validity and stability. The experts were all teachers who work
in the field of teaching whether in schools or universities.

Ten questionnaires were distributed haphazardly to ten teachers in different
schools to check the wvalidity and stability of the study instument.
Furthermore, the researcher used the statistical analysis (Cronbach Alpha)
which proved that the instument of the study is reliable and valid.

The results of the statistical analysis showed that:

The degree of the teachers' perception of using the strategy of solving
problems was average, and the most teachers agreed that the method of
solving the problems improves and develops the students' scientific thoughts.
The degree obstacles using of the method of solving problems was average,
and the most common problem was the study load which does not give
enough time for planning a lesson by using the method of solving the
problems.

There are statistical significant differences at the significant among the
expectations average of the primary schools' teachers for their perception
level of using the method of solving the problems in teaching Math according
to the years of experience variable.

There are statistical significant differences at the significant among the
expectations average of the primary schools' teachers for their perception
level of using the method of solving the problems in teaching Math according
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to supervising side variable. These differences were with the side of the
teachers who work in the governmental schools.

There are statistical significant differences at the significant among the
expectations average of the primary schools' teachers for their perception
level of using the method of solving the problems in teaching Math according
to sex variable. These differences were with the side of the male teachers.

There are statistical significant differences at the significant among the
expectations average of the primary schools' teachers for their perception
level of using the method of solving the problems in teaching Math according
to supervising side variable. These differences were with the side of the
teachers who work in the privet schools.

In the light of the study results, the researcher would suggest some
recommendations that would be useful:

1. Making studies about the strategies of solving the problems of all the
school classes and courses.

2. Making training courses and sessions for teachers to enable them using the
strategy of solving the problems and apply this strategy with the students
inside the class room.
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