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the Geometric — Math Problem in the Governmental Schools in Jenin
District “

By
Majed Mousa Diab Massri

Supervisor
Dr. Salah Ad-dean Yaseen

Abstract

“The Relationship between the Teacher’s practice for the
Mathematical Geometric Question and the Ability to solve it by the Ninth

Grades students in Jenin Governate Schools”.

The aim of this study was to examine the effects of applying the
skills of teaching the geometric and mathematical question by the teachers,

and the effects of sex on the student’s ability to solve it.

The practices that the teacher was asked to follow during the
teaching of tangent and circular and quartet shapes unit in Ninth Grade’s
book contain reading the question rapidly, then deeply, drawing the shape
or the sketch of the question, identifying the data and what is required in
the question , setting the solutions plan, carrying out the solution, and
asking some students to repeat it orally , and ensuring the correctness of

the solution.



* The study tried to answer these two questions:

I-  Does the student’s ability to solve the geometric mathematical

question differ as a result of changing the teaching method?

2- Does the sex of the students affect students affect their ability to

solve the geometric mathematical question?

To answer the two above questions, the researcher chose eight
schools using the random method oh both male and female students. He chose
three boy’s school and four girls schools; he chose two Ninth Grade’s sections
randomly from each school. The number of these sections was (14). The total
number of the male and female students was (536). Out of the (14) sections,
the researcher chose seven sections using the random methods to form the
standard group. The sample of the study represented nearly (11%) of the study

community which included (536) male and female students.

As for the experimental group, it had (267) male and female
students. There was an agreement between the researcher and the teacher in
which the teacher is going to teach the members of these sections using
special practices. The researcher supplied every teacher with a wall-sheet. On
these cards, he wrote the steps that should be followed upon solving the
geometric question. He asked those teachers to hang them up in the
classrooms of the experimental sections during teaching the unit of the

tangents, and the circular and quintet shapes. Also, the researcher supplied the



teachers of the experimental sections with solved examples in accordance with

the exhibited steps of the wall-sheet.

Immediately after the teachers had finished teaching the unit, they
applied the accomplishing test on the members of both the experimental and

the standard groups, supplied to them by the researcher.

After the researcher had corrected the test papers, and jolted down

the marks, he used the (t-test).

The findings of this study were as follow:

1- There are differences of statistical indication at the indication level
(0=0.05 ) of the students ability to solve the geometric question, due to the
teaching method, and in favour of teaching with the accordance of the

suggested strategy steps .

2- There were differences of statistical indication at the indication level of
(0=0.05) in the ability of the students to solve the geometric question due

to the sex of the student, and in the favor of females.

According to these findings, the researcher recommended that the
teachers should use strategies of clear steps during teaching the tangent and
the circular and quartet shapes unit, for this has an obvious effect on

increasing the ability of the students to solve such questions.



