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Governates of the West Bank.
Prepared by
Safa' Mohammad Mahmod Bkheitan
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Abstract

This study aimed to evaluate the new Palestinian curriculum for the
elementary school level, which is from the first grade to the tenth grade,
from the supervisors and teachers view in government schools located in
the northern governates of the West Bank, in the scholastic year 2005-2006

by answering the following questions:

1- What is the effectiveness of the new sciences curriculum for the
elementary school level as seen by supervisors and teachers in government

schools located in the northern governates of the West Bank?

2- What are the differences that are statistically significant in the
evaluation of the new sciences curriculum using the criteria of: objectives,
contents, activities, evaluations, and the relationship between sciences

curriculum and each of technology and society?

3- Are there any differences that are statistically significant in the
evaluation of the teacher to the efficiency of the new sciences curriculum

and that of supervisors?

4- What are the differences that are statistically significant in the evaluation

of the new sciences curriculum in the variables of gender, years of



experience, academic specialization, scientific qualifications, and the level

of school teaching?

5- What are the issues that should be taken into consideration in the new
sciences curriculum in future developments, from the point of view of

teachers and supervisors represented in the study sample?

In an attempt to answer these questions, a sectional randomly

selected sample of teachers at government schools in the northern West
Bank governates was chosen, in the distracts of Nablus, Jenin, Qabatiah,
Tulkarem, Qalqiliah, and Salfeet. The study sample consisted of (399)
teacher distributed as follows: (206) male teachers, (193) female teachers,
and (28) supervisors divided as (17) male supervisors and (11) female
supervisors. The sample represents (24%) of the original educator

population contacted.

A questionnaire was developed for the purposes of the study. It
consisted of (73) items, scaled on Likered scale (5 degrees scale), to
measure the efficiency of the new sciences curriculum on five domains:
objectives, contents, activities, evaluation, and the relationship between

curriculum and each of technology and of society.

The questionnaires were collected, and analyzed by using descriptive
analysis, frequency tables, percentages tables, and one way ANOVA, and

(F) tests. The study resulted on the following conclusions:

1- The teachers and supervisors evaluations of the new sciences curriculum
was (3.60) degrees out of five, that is (72.1%). This shows that supervisors’
evaluation of the curriculum was (3.78) or (75.76%), which is higher than
that of teachers which were (3.59) or (71.88%), with a statistical significant
of (a=0.038).



2- The teachers and supervisors mean average on each criteria are as
follows: educational activities (3.65) which is (73%), contents of the
curriculum (3.63) or (72.7%), sciences and technology and society (3.61)
which is (72.1%), objectives (3.58) or (71.56%) and finally evaluation
methods (3.54) or (70.8%).

3- Repeated ANOVA analysis using the (F) test showed that there are
differences that are statistically significant on the level(a = 0.000), also the
results of the ANOVA and Sidak tests showed differences that are
statistically significant on the level (a = 0.05) Between objectives and
educational activities, the differences are in favor of educational activities;
and between contents of the curriculum and the objectives, the differences
are in favor of contents, and between educational activities and evaluation
methods in favor of educational activities; and between contents and

evaluation methods in favor of contents.

3- ANOVA using (F) test showed differences that are statistically
significant on the level (a = 0.05). In evaluation of the new sciences
curriculum on the light of the variable of specialization in favor of (other
than mentioned) that is, of teachers holding degrees in specialization other
than in physics, chemistry, and biology; and in the variable of scientific
qualifications in favor of teachers holding less than a B.A., and for the

variable of level of teaching in favor of elementary school teaching level.

4- The (F) test did not show any differences that are statistically significant
on the level (o = 0.05) in the evaluation of the new sciences curriculum on
the criteria in relation to the variable of gender, or years of teaching

experience.



5- The educational improvements that must be implemented in the sciences
curriculum for basic level students as seen by the teachers and supervisors

in the northern districts of the West Bank are:
e C(Considerations of individual differences between students.
e To take into consideration student’s own academic ability.

e To increase the number of sessions or to reduce the volume of

educational material.

e The results will be evident in future studies.



