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The status and obstacles of using interactive smart board from the
point view of tutors at UNRWA schools according to experience years
and specialty at west Gaza region in Palestine
Abstract

This study aimed to investigate the current status, and drawbacks of
using interactive smart board among UNRWA school tutors, and the effect
of specialty, and experience years in the tutor's responses. A questionnaire
was developed for collecting data, and consisted from three domains. The
study population included all UNRWA school tutors in west Gaza region
(616) in which interactive smart board is available. A random sample of
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(282) tutor was selected. The results showed that the tutors using degree of
interactive smart board was low while there were a high degree of
awareness of its importance, and there were a high degree of obstacles. Also
the results showed statistically significant differences between the tutors due
to the specialist degree for the three domains. And there weren’t statistically
significant differences due to years of experience. The study
recommendation was to hold training courses for tutors, encourage the
tutors to use the interactive smart board, And to provide the schools with an
adequate number of interactive smart board to provide an opportunity for
the largest number of teachers to employ it in all detective.
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