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11
11
12
13

16
17
19
22
23
24
25
26

30

38
43

45
63



66
66
66
69
70
70

71
72
72
74

75
85
87
96
101
104
105
107
109

113
114
114
117
117
118
118
119
119

120
122
123
137
140
158



31

32 2
32 3
33 4
33 . 1992 S
34 6
34 . 1992 (1000) 7
35 8
. 1992
38 9
66 10
67 11
67 12
68 13
68 14
68 15
69 16
69 17
71 18
76 19
77 20
78 21




79 22
80 23
81 24
82 25
83 (MANOVA) 26
84 27
86 28
87 29
88 30
89 31
90 32
91 33
92 34




93 35
94 36
95 37
96 38
97 39
98 40
99 41
99 42
100 43
100 44
101 45




102 46
103 47
104 () 48
105 49
106 50
107 51
108 52
109 53
110 54
111 55




141

149




(284)

(0.05> a)

) (0.05> a)



(0.05> )

(15)
(0.05> q)






( )
(%85)

(%50) (%35 )
9 1999 )

(9 2000 )



) (1998 )
(2001

(1 1999 )

(2-1 1998 )

.(283-282 1998 ) ( )



(2000 )

(1994 )

(1999)



(1999 )

(1994)

(1975)

(Kogan . 1989)



(1986)

(1988)



(1998 )

(1982)



1998/8/5

.(2000

)



(1998 )

(1998 )



10



(0.05 > q)

(0.05 > q)

11



(0.05 > q)

(0.05 > q)

(0.05 > aq)

(0.05 > a)

(0.05 > q)

2002-2001

12



(1984 ).

(1997 ) (1998

(1999 )

13



14

:( Reasons)






16

(1998

)

(1998



(Scientific Research)

(Norman, 1962)

(Rummal and Ballaine. 1963)

" (1973)

(Kerlinger, 1976)

) " (1981)

" (1984)

" (1992 )(Degenson)

17



i (1996) .

" (1997 ) n

18



19



(1997)

20

(1989



21



22



)-( ) -7

(1978 )

(1997 )

23



(1998

24



25



1986

(1994

26

1982



(1988 ).

(1999)

(1995)

27



(1988 )

28



29

(1998 )

(1989)

(1983)



(1994)

(1993)

%50

1)

30



1)

- 10 - - 90 1973
4.7 0.7 0.6 - 94 1975
- - - - 100 1972
- 37.7 - - 62.3 1974
3.6 - 45.8 - 50.6 1977
11 2.7 52.8 - 43.3 1977
1.2 - 78.3 - 20.5 1975
- 0.1 70.5 - 29.4 1976

(UNECO, Statistical Yearbook. 1980, pp. 842. 847.)

1982

%2
1980 %5 1970
(2)
1973
%3
%13

31

12




(2)

%0.36 %0.33 %0.3 %0.2 (
%2.18 %2.47 %32.5 %44.7
%0.53 %0.32 %1.4 %0.6
%1.18 %1.02 %14.8 %7.3
%1.79 %1.70 %0.34 %25.3
%1.11 %1.10 %0.9 %0.8
%4.67 %4.04 %15.6 %20.9
%0.27 %0.31 %0.5 %0.2

207801 62101

(UNECO Statistical Yearbook, 1980,pp-v-20, v-22)

(3)
3)
1989 1988 1987 1986 1985
1111 110.2 106.8 104.9 102.5
459 42.0 39.1 36.5 36.1
21.9 20.6 20.2 19.3 18.8
15.0 1404 13.8 13.3 13.1
132 135 13.6 135 12.8

(UNECOR & D) Systems in the Arab States, Development of S & T Indicators , 1995)

(4)

32




(4)

(%) (%)
0.22 0.37
0.22 0.34
0.11 0.04
0.06 0.11
0.47 0.09
0.40 1.40 (Civil & Military R & D)
1.20 2.60 (CivilR & D)
210 | (CivilR & D) 3.00 (Civil R & D)

(UNECF,1996)

1995
)
()
1992

003 | 004 | 0.11 | 0.22 | 0.28 | 0.34 | 2.1 2.8 28 | 3.5

%0.16
.%2.8

1999
(6)

33




(6)

0.3 0.6 0.8 15| 18 2.3 2.5

1995
(7)
(7)
1992 (  1000)

0.10| 0.16| 0.38| 05| 0.75| 3| 6 6 6.9 9

/ 6.18
/ 0.38

%5
%33

34




(1994 )
8 12
( 1993
1995 )
( 1989 1991 ) (43
.(8) 1992
(8)
. 1992
%3 %11 %17 %69
%4 %8 %88 %88
%54
%43
%60 %30 %10
%21
%18
(8)

35




2.4

100 50
318
4400
%90
%65-3
1.8 2.1 2.8
961.2
( )
(547) (325) 1992
(650)
(1992 ) (330)
(1995)
(0.28) (0.11)
90.03
962.8 %1.8
(1995 ) %3.5

100
(1997 )

36



%25

%11
/300 / 2000
(850) 1995

%15 9623

(1997

%50

37

%70

%60
%22.5
65

56

/150/

(1997

)



(1999

(370)
(%2) 1987
(%4)
%3.5
%2.5
( %2.59)  1982-1980
9)
9)
1983 | 1983 | 1984 | 1984 | 1984 1984 /
%00.2 | %0.6 | 9%0.7 002.22 002.62 %0.2
)
:(
(1988 )

38




39

.(1988

)



.(1988

)

40

.(1988

)



%20

%60 %40

(1988 )

(1988

41



(1988)

42

(1988

)



43

(1982)



44



(2000 )

(2001)

2001/200 (125)

45



46

(2001)



(61)

(%100)

(44)

47



(2000)

(10) (13)

(6)
(217)

48



67

(4)

49

:(1999)



50

© (1999)

(1999)



51

(1999)



52

(1999 )

(1998)



(85)

(91)

(30)

(221)

(82) 3)

()

(1998)

(1997)

53

(98 97)



%68.8

165/

(1997)

.1996

%90.4
%56.1
%86
%16.4
%83.191

54



(89)

. 1994/1993

(1997)

(159)
%60 (95)

%56

(1994)

55



(1994)

1992/1991 1236/

(1993 )

56



(1993)

(1990)

(Wood, 1990)

(45-30)

57



(6)

(Wood, 1990)

(1988)

(%50)
(%33)

(1988)

(2) (1)
3)

()

58

(4)



(1988)

2000

59



60

(1988)

(1988)



61

(Startup, 1985)



(%60)

(%58.4)
(%57.1) (%4.5)
(%8.3)
(%53.8)
(%59.5) (%15.2)
(%16.2)

(1983)

(1978)

62



%64

(Fulton & Trow, 1974)

(%78)
(%3) (%8) (%20)
(%67)
(%51)

(1993) (1997) (1999)
(1998) (2001) (1995)
(Startup, 1985) (Fulton & Trow, 1974)

63



(Wood, 1990)

(1999) (1999)
(1997) (1998) (1999) (1999)
(1988) (1990) (1994) (1997)
(1983)  (1988)

64






(1046)

( ) (
( 2000-1999)
(10)
(10)
1046 79 57 282 96 217 315
(300)

(%28)

66




(16)

(16) (15) (14) (13) (12) (11)

(284)

(

(11)
(%)
33.8 96
12.5 35
15.8 45
175 50
14.8 42
5.6 16
%100 284
(12)
(%)
59.9 170
345 98
5.6 16
%100 284

67




(13)
(%)
6.2 26
15.8 45
38.7 110
18.3 52
18 51
%100 284
4
(14)
(%)
40.8 116
59.2 168
%100 284
5
(15)
(%)
35.6 101
28.2 80 3-1
18 51 6-4
8.5 24 10-7
9.9 28 10
%100 284

68




(16)
(%)
24.8 70 5
38 108 10- 5
11.3 32 15 -11
26.1 74 15
%100 284
(2000) (1997) (1995)
(2001)
(70)
C )
(17)
17)

14

9

16

9

11

11

70

69




(2001)

(20)

() (7)
(3)

70

(1)
(1992)

(11)

1)

(%70)

2)

(18)



(18)

0.87
0.91
0.82
0.86
0.92
0.90
0.92
0.91

(18)
(0.92) (0.92-0.82)
(0.91)

Z(Independent variables)

10-7 6-4 3-1 ) : -
(10
15-11 10-5 ) : -

71



(SPss)

Z(Dependent variable )

.(sPss)

. (Independent t-test)

72

()

© N o U~ W



(One way ANOVA)
. (Scheffe post —hoc test)
(MANOVA)

(Sidak Test) (Wilks’ Lambda)

73



)yl gl



24) (23) (22) (21) ( 20) ( 19)
(25) (

%80 -
%79.9-70 -
%69.9-60 -
%59.9-50 -
%350 -

75



(19)
(284= )
(%)
80.6 4.03 1
85.2 4.26 2
70 3.50 3
74.8 3.74 4
80.6 4.03 ( ) 5
79.6 3.98 6
79 3.95 ) 7
( .

78.6 3.93 8
79 3.95 9
68.6 343 10
71.6 3.58 11
80.4 4.02 12
80.8 4.04 13
76.8 3.84

) *

(19)
(13 12 5 2 1)

76

(%30)
(11 9 8 7 6 4 3)




(10)

(%79.6-%70 )

(%68.6)
(% 76.8)
-2
(20)
(284=)

(%) *
62.8 3.14
68.4 3.42
67 3.35
75.2 3.76
72.4 3.62
70.8 3.54
77.6 3.88
81.6 4.08
75.6 3.78
72.2 3.61

. (5) .

(20)
(%81.6) (8)
97 6 5 4)

(%77.6-%70.8 )

77




G2 1)

(%68.4-%62.8)

(% 72.2)
-3
(21 )
(284=)
(*%)
75.8 3.79 1
73.4 3.67 2
73 3.65 3
68 34 ( ) 4
72.2 3.61 5
73.8 3.69 6
67.6 3.38 7
60 3 8
66.4 3.32 9
65.8 3.29 10
67.6 3.38 11
69.6 3.48 12
67.8 3.39 13
64.8 3.24 14
70.6 3.53 15
76.6 3.83 16
69.4 3.47
. (5) o
(21 )
(16 15 6 53 2 1)

(%76.6-%70.6 )

78




(14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7 4)
.(%69.6-%60)

(% 69.4)
-4
(22)
(284=)
(%)
83.6 4.18 1
81.8 409 [ | 2
82.6 4.13 3
75.4 3.77 4
78.4 3.93 5
73.8 3.69 6
66.4 3.32 7
66.4 3.32 - - 8
70 3.50 9
75.2 3.76
®) .
(22)
(1:2¢3)
5 4) (%80)

79



(%78.4-%70 ) 9 6
(7:8)
(%66.4)
(% 75.2)
-5
( 23)
(284=)
(%)

78.6 3.93 1
71 3.55 2
77 3.85 3

754 3.77 4
76 3.80 5

74.6 3.73 6

72.4 3.62 7

77.8 3.89 8
73 365 ( DAD) 9

73.8 3.69 10
70 3.50 11

744 3.72

. ) .
(23)

80




(11-1)
(%78.6-%70.6 )

(% 74.4)
-6
(24)
(284=)
(%) *
73.6 3.68 1
74.4 3.72 2
68.6 3.43 3
75 3.75 4
74 3.70 5
77.2 3.86 6
74.8 3.74 7
63.4 3.17 8
71.6 3.58 9
71 3.55 10
73.4 3.67 11
72.2 3.61
. (5) .
(24)
(11 10 9 7 6 5 4 2 1)
(%77.2-%71)
(3¢8)

.(%63.4-%68.6)

81



(% 72.2)

.(%73.4)

-7
(25)
(284= )
%)
76.8 3.84 1
75.2 3.76 2
74.4 3.72 3
72.2 3.61 4
72.2 3.61 5
69.4 3.47 6
73.4 3.67
(5) .
(25)
| |
)
(%76.8-72.2)
||
(%69.4)
| |

82



(%76.8)

(%75.2)
(%74.4)
(%72.2)
(%72.2)
.(%69.4)
Wilks’ ) (MANOVA)
(26 ) (Lambda
(26)
(MANOVA)
()
*0.001 279 5 30.75 0.64
.(0.05 > a) *
> Q) (26)
(0.05
(Sidak Test)

(27)

83




(27)

6 5 4 3 2 1
*0.23 | *0.12 0.08 | *037| *0.23 -1
0.012 | *0.10- | *0.15-| *0.13 -2
- | *0.24-| *0.29- -3
*0.13
*0.15 0.047 _4
*0.10 -5
-6
.(0.05 > a) *
(27)

(0.05 > a)

) —

) : -

) (

84




(1)

3.9

3.8

3.7

3.6

(1)

(28)

85



(28)

(284= )
(%) *
86.4 4.32 1
84.2 4.21 2
85.4 4.27 3
81.2 4.06 4
77.6 3.88 5
83.2 4.16 6
80.2 4.01 7
79.6 3.98 8
75.8 3.79 9
75.8 3.79 10
69.4 3.47 11
79.8 3.99
(5)
(28)
321)
(%80 ) (7 6 4
(5¢8:9¢10)
(%79.6-%75.8)
(%69.4) (11)

86

(% 79.8)




(0.05 > q)

(One- Way- ANOVA)

29 )
(30)
(29)
2= | (50=) @5=) | (35=) | (96=)
(16= )
354  3.96 4.16 3.40 376  3.92
310  3.86 4.03 2.99 372 3.62
3.06| 3.96 3.42 343 342 3.40
320  4.08 3.74 3.39 378 3.90
3.03| 401 3.78 3.41 3.66| 3.84
3.15| 3.87 3.46 3.36 3.64| 3.76
318  3.96 3.77 3.33 3.66| 3.74

87




(30)

* ()
*0.001 | 11.85 3.36 16.83 5
0.28 79.001 278
95.83 283
*0.001 | 15.95 6.65 33.26 5
0.41 115.90 278
149.16 283
*0.001 9.19 2.71 13.59 5
0.28 78.81 278
92.41 283
*0.001 9.04 3.47 17.39 5
0.38 106.92 278
124.31 283
*0.001 9.37 3.40 17 5
0.36 100.80 278
117.8 283
*0.001 7.95 2.46 12.30 5
0.30 85.87 278
98.17 283
*0.001 | 13.13 2.68 13.43 5
0.20 56.64 278
70.07 283

.(0.05 > q)




(30)

(0.05 > q)
Scheffe )
(33) (32) (31) (Test
(37) (36 ) (35) ( 34)
-1
(31)
0.38 0.03-| 024-| *0.51| 0.17
0.20 0.21-| *0.41-| 034
0.13-| *0.55-| *0.76-
*0).62 0.20
*0.41
.(0.05 > a)
31)
(0.05 > q)
( )
( )
( )
( )

89




( )
-2
(32)
*0.52 0.23-| *0.41-| *0.62 | 0.098-
*0.61 0.13-| 0.31-| *0.72
0.10- *0.86- | *1.01-
*().93 0.17
*0.75
.(0.05 > q)
(32)
(0.05 > a)
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )

90




(33)
0.371  *0.56- | 0.017-| 0.026- | 0.02-
0.37 *053-| 0.025| 0.056-
0.37 *().53- 0.08
0.37 *() 53—
*0.91-
. (0.05 > q) .
(33)
(0.05 > q)
( ) e
( ) .
( ) .
( ) e
( ) .
( ) e

91




(34 )

*0.69 0.18-| 0.15| =o951| 0.11

*0.57 0.30- 0.04 0.39

0.18| *0.69-| 0.35-

*0.53 |  0.34-
*(.87

.(0.05 > a) .

(34)

(0.05 > q)

( )

( ) .

( )

( )

( ) .

( )

92




(35)

*(.80 0.17-| 0.051| =*p42| 0.18
*0.62 035-| 0.12-| 024
0.38| =*0.59-| 0.37-
*0.75 0.22-
*(.97
.(0.05 > q) .
(35)
(0.05 > a)
( ) .
( )
( ) .
( ) .
( ) .
( )

93




(36 )
*0.61 0.10- 029 *040 0.12
*(0.48 0.23- 0.17 0.27
020 =*0.51-| 0.10-
0.31 *().40-
*0.71
. (0.05 > q) .
(0.05 > a)
( ) .
( )
( ) .
( ) .
( )
( ) .




(37)
*().56 0.21-|0.027-| *0.40| 0.079
*0.48 0.29-| 0.10-| 032
0.151  *0.62- | *0.43-
*(.58 0.18-
*0.77
. (0.05 > a) .
(37)
(0.05 > q)
( ) .
( )
( ) .
( ) .
( )
( ) .
( )

95




(0.05 > q)

(One- Way- ANOVA)

(38)
(39)
38 )

(16= ) 98=) | (170=)
3.61 3.77 3.91
3.49 3.54 3.66
3.02 3.47 3.51
327 3.80 379
3.27 3.74 3.75
3.17 3.64 3.63
3.30 3.66 3.71

96




(39)

* ()

*0.03 3.61 1.10 290 B
0.33 281

93.63
95.83 283
0.85 1.03 0.54 1.09 2
0.52 148.07 281
149.16 283
*0.0001 5.59 1.76 3.53 2
0.31 88.87 281
92.41 283
*(0.008 4.94 2.11 4.22 2
0.42 120.09 281
12431 283
*0.01 421 1.71 3.43 2
0.40 114.37 281
117.80 283
*0.009 4.88 1.63 3.26 2
0.33 94.90 281
98.17 283
*0.007 5.01 1.20 2.41 B
0.24 67.66 281
70.07 283
.(0.05 > a)

(39)

97

(0.05 > a)




(Scheffe Test)
(45) (44) (143) (42) (41) (40)

(40)

*0.30

0.14

0.16

.(0.05 > q)

(40)
(0.05 > )

98




(41)
*0.44 0.04
*0.44-
. (0.05 = a) .
> a) (41)
(0.05
-3
(42)
*0.62 0.08-
*0.63
.(0.05 > q) .
a) (42)

(0.05 >

99




( 43)
*0.47 0.06
*0.47-
. (0.05 = a) .
Q) (43)
(0.05 >
-5
(44)
*0.46 0.08-
*0.47

. (0.05 > ) .

100




Q) (44)
(0.05 >
-6
(45)
*0.40 0.04
*0.35
.(0.05 > a)
Q) (45)
(0.05 >
(0.05 > a)
(One- Way- ANOVA)
(46)

(47)

101




(46)

3.72 3.77 3.91 3.83 3.89
3.51 3.53 3.66 3.51 3.88
3.31 3.43 3.53 3.49 3.58
3.63 3.81 3.84 3.63 3.94
3.55 3.74 3.77 3.63 3.95
3.53 3.66 3.64 3.68 3.61
3.53 3.65 3.72 3.64 3.81

102




(47)

()

*
0.28 | 1.27 0.42 1.71 4
0.33 94.12 279
95.83 283
0.18 | 1.64 0.81 3.23 4
0.52 145.92 279
149.16 283
0.15| 1.67 0.54 2.16 4
0.32 90.24 279
92.41 283
0.06 | 2.27 0.98 3.91 4
0.43 120.39 279
124.31 283
0.08 | 2.05 0.84 3.36 4
0.41 114.43 279
117.80 283
0.66 | 0.69 0.20 0.82 4
0.34 97.34 279
98.17 283
0.11| 1.68 0.46 1.84 4
0.24 68.23 279
70.07 283

.(0.05 > )

103




(47)

(0.05 > a)
(0.05 > )
(lndependent t-test) ( )
(48)
(48)
()
() (168= ) (116 = )

0.58 0.55 0.59 3.86 0.55 3.82
*().03 2.14 0.74 3.69 0.69 3.50

0.24 1.70 0.62 3.51 0.48 3.42
*0.005 2.83 0.68 3.86 0.61 3.63
*0.02 227 0.68 3.97 0.57 3.61
«0.007 |  2.70 0.62 369 0511  3.50
<001 | 251 0.51 3.73 046 |  3.58

.(0.05 > a)

104




(48)

(0.05 > a)

(0.05 = a)
(One- Way- ANOVA)
(49 )
(50)
(49)
10 10-7 6-4 3-1
3.92 4.03 3.92 3.71 3.84
3.67 3.96 3.66 3.46 3.61
3.32 3.45 3.62 3.47 3.4
3.74 3.96 3.82 3.66 3.78
3.75 3.99 3.80 3.62 3.68
3.53 3.67 3.71 3.55 3.62
3.65 3.84 3.75 3.58 3.66

105




(50)

()

*
0.098 1.97 0.66 2.64 4
0.33 93.19 279
95.83 283
0.053 2.81 1.19 4.79 4
0.61 144.37 279
149.16 283
0.20 1.48 0.48 1.92 4
0.32 90.49 279
92.41 283
0.31 1.18 0.51 2.07 4
0.43 122.24 279
124.31 283
0.11 1.85 0.76 3.05 4
0.41 114.75 279
117.80 283
0.66 0.73 0.25 1.02 4
0.34 97.14 279
98.17 283
0.12 1.83 0.44 1.76 4
0.24 68.31 279
70.07 283

.(0.05 > q)

106




(50 )

(0.05 > a)
(0.05 > a)
(One- Way- ANOVA)
(51)
(52)
(51)
15 15-11 10-5 5
3.84 3.87 3.85 3.84
3.71 3.57 3.52 3.68
3.46 3.53 3.52 3.38
3.91 3.75 3.71 3.71
3.81 3.89 3.63 3.67
3.79 3.59 3.48 3.62
3.75 3.70 3.62 3.65

107




(52)

* ()

0.99 | 0.021 0.090 0.027 3
0.34 9581 | 280

9583 | 283

027 126 0.67 2.03 3
0.52| 147.13| 280

149.16 | 283

042 0.9 0.30 0.90 3
0.32 91.50 | 280

9241 | 283

0.16| 1.70 0.74 2.22 3
043 | 122.08| 280

12431| 283

0.10| 2.08 0.86 2.57 3
115.22| 280

0411 1780|283

%0007 | 4.12 1.68 415 3
033 | 94.022| 280

98.17| 283

0.62| 1.17 0.29 0.87 3
0.24 69.20 | 280

70.07 | 283

.(0.05 > q)
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(52)
(0.05 > a)

(Scheffe Test)

(53)
(53)
15 15-11 10-5 5
*().30- 0.11 0.13 5
0.19 0.11 10-5
0.12 15-11
15
.(0.05 > a) .
(53)
(0.05 = a)
(15) 15 5

(0.05 > a)
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(One- Way- ANOVA)
(54)
(55)
(54)

3.97

3.96

3.86

4.04

4.11

4.03

3.95

4.04

4.04

3.97

3.97

3.92

4.07

3.95

4.02

4.002

3.97 3-1

3.93 6-4

4.11 10-7

4.003 10

3.98 5

3.95 10-5

3.94 15-11

4.07 15
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()
*

0.41 1 031 1.57 5
0.31 87.24 278
88.81 283
040 0091 0.28 0.57 2
0.31 88.23 281
88.81 283
0.76|  0.45 0.14 0.57 4
031 88.24 279
88.81 283
031] 1.03 0.32 0.32 1
0.31 88.49 282
88.81 283
078 0.42 0.13 0.54 4
0.31 88.27 279
88.81 283
053] 0.73 0.23 0.69 3
031 88.12 280
88.81 283

(0.05 > q)
(55)

111

(0.05 > q)




112



(27 26 25 24

(2001)
(1999)
(1994)
(1990)
(1983)

23 22 21 20 19)
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(0.05 > a)

(45 44 43 42 41 40 39 38)
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(47 46)

(2001)

(2001)
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(2001)

(0.05 > a)

(50 49)
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16 () 31
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(1999)
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133
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11. There was no significant statistical difference in the objectives if
the research due to the variables of : university, qualification, degree,

faculty, published studies and experience.

In the light of these findings, the researcher recommended that:

- There should be a constant communication between the
Minatory of Education which should coordinate between the
Palestinian universities to carry out research projects in
cooperation with these universities.

- The Palestinian universities should coordinated with the
governmental and the non-governmental organization which

are interested in research.
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2. There was a significant statistical difference at (a = 0.05) in the
total degree of the obstacles due to the variable of the university in
favour of the Hebron university.

3. there was a significant statistical difference at (a = 0.05) in th
obstacles which are related to job circumstances, equipments and
physical and moral facilities, professional improvement,
publication and distribution and the total degree of the obstacles
due to the variable of qualification in favour of the instructors
who have phd's.

4. There was no significant statistical difference in the domain of the
obstacles which are related to the administration due to the
variable of qualification.

5. There was no significant statistical difference as (a = 0.05) in the
total degree of the obstacles due to the variable of the
qualification and the number of the published studies.

6. There was a significant statistical difference in the domains of
obstacles which are related to the physical and moral facilities,
profession improvement, distribution and publication and the total
degree due to the variable of faculty and in favour of the faculties
of humanities.

7. There was no significant statistical difference in the obstacles
domain which is related to job circumstances due to the major of
the instructor.

There was no statistical difference in the domain of obstacles which are
related to publication and distribution due to the variable of experience

and in favour of the instructors whose experience is more than 15years.
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Abstract

The Research Obstacles Reasons Facing the Palestinian University
Instructors
Submitted by
Ayman Jameel Abdel Rahman Saleh

Suprevised by
Dr. Abdel Naser Qadumi Dr. Ghassan H.Hilo

This study aimed at identifying the research obstacles facing the
Palestinian university instructors. It also aimed at identifying the
objectives of research among the university instructors. Further more, this
study aimed at identifying the differences between these obstacles
referring to the variables of: university, qualification, degree, number of
published studies, major, and experience. To achieve these objective a

sample of (248) instructors was chosen randomly.

The researcher improved a questionnaire which was used in
previous study. The researcher nsured the reliability and the validity of
the questionnaire.

The finding of the study were:

1. The following research obstacles got a obstacles are: job
circumstances,  administration  professional  improvement,
publication of distribution and the total degree of the obstacles.

2. The obstacles domain which is related to the equipments and

facilities got a medium degree.

the domain of the objective of research got a very high degree.
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