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The research aims to identify the most important obstacles to the integration of technology 
in education from the point of view of the teachers of the first ring in the schools of the city 
of Damascus for the year 2018/2019, And study the statistical differences in the responses 
of respondents on the identification of obstacles to the integration of technology in education 
according to variables (sex - number of years of experience - educational qualification), 
The sample of the study reached 360 teachers. The researcher used the descriptive 
approach to conduct the research, In order to reach its results, the researcher designed the 
research tools represented by a questionnaire consisting of two axes of obstacles (physical 
- human), Each axis has a number of phrases, The study showed several results, the most 
important of which are: the degree of approval of the presence of obstacles to the integration 
of technology in education on the questionnaire as a whole was moderate, and on its axes. 
Also the degree of the presence of physical and human constraints individually was 
moderate, and by comparison of averages shows that the degree of presence of physical 
obstacles was higher than the degree of presence of human obstacles. The research found 
also that there is no difference in the responses of respondents to the identification of 
obstacles according to the sex variable, while there are differences according to the number 
of years of experience (in favor of years of less experience) and there are differences 
according to the educational qualification (in favor of the higher educational qualification).  
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 .588 2.63   

 .578 2.05 
 .476 2.10   
 .568 2.65   
 .614 2.61   

 .488 2.03   
 .568 2.58   

 .543 2.58 
 

 .791 2.29  
 .778 1.72  
 .492 2.03  

 3.237 51.18 
 .564 1.95 
 1.184 2.00 
 .607 2.04  
 .632 2.46  
 .669 2.56  
 .617 2.64  

 .694 1.55 
 .692 2.52 
 .698 2.45  

 .569 2.11 
 .530 2.01 
 .580 2.02 
 .655 1.99 
 .680 2.50 

 .734 1.55 

 .591 1.97 

 .833 2.27 
 .676 2.50 
 .638 2.63 

 .554 2.66 

 .678 2.45 

 .926 1.81 

 .665 2.56 

 4.375 87.87 



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

 
   

 
  

   
   

 
  

    
   

 
  

    



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

  38.83 3.112 
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 87.87 4.375 

ANOVA
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(I-J) 

(J)  (I)  
 

 .000 .363 2.781*  
 

 .000 .330 3.196*  
 .463 .334 .416   

 .000 .362 3.353*  
 

 
 .000 .329 4.582*  
 .001 .333 1.229*   
 .000 .397 6.134*  

 
 

 .000 .361 7.779*  
 .000 .366 1.645*   
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J) 

(J)  (I)  
 

 .000 .276 -2.276*  
 

 .000 .426 -5.369*  
 .000 .411 -3.093*   
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 .000 .448 -6.254*  
 .000 .432 -3.367*   
 .000 .269 -5.163*  

 
 

 .000 .415 -11.623*  
 .000 .401 -6.460*   



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

-14



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

 
-15

 

 

 

 

 



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

 

Alessi, M. (2001). Intregrating Technology InThe Classroom. Multimedia For Learning 
Methods And Development, New York, State University Of New York  

 Dakich, E., Vale, C., Thalathoti, V., & Cherednichenko, B. (2008). Factors In uencing 
Teachers' ict Literacy: A snapshot From Australia in J. Luca and E. Weippl (Eds.) World 
Conference on Educational Multimedia, Hypermedia and Telecommunications, 3672-3680, 
Chesapeake, VA: AACE  

Daniel, W. (2005). Monitoring and Evaluation of ICT in Education Projects: Ahandbook for 
Developing Countries Washington DC: infodev/ World Bank, p12. 

Earle, R. (2002). The Integration of Instructional Technology into Public Education: 
promises and cgalleges, v.42, No.1. 

Erekson, T & Shumway, S. (2006). Integrating The study of Technology Into The 
curriculum: A consulting Teach Model.vol18, NO, 1  

Eristi & Kurt. (2012). "Teacher's view about effective use of technology in class room 
Turkish online Journal of Qualitativ Inquiry, April, 3(2). 

Hutchison, A  Teacher, s Perceptions of Integrating Information and 
Communication Technolohies into Litracy Instructional Antional. Survey in the United States,
Iow State University.  

 

 

 



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

 
 

    
   
    
     
     
     
   
     
     
     
     
     
   

 
    
    
    

  

   
   
    
    
    
    
   
   



2020-No.93 vol.  University Journal of Hama

 

 

    
   
   
   
   
   
   
   

   
   
   
   
   
   

   

 


