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This thesis investigates problems encountered in the use of information
communication technologies on the part of educational personnel for purposes
of the learning development of primary school students under the jurisdiction
of Inspection Area 5 of the Ministry of Education. Random sampling was
conducted to determine the composition of the research population. The
research population was comprised of 420 educational personnel. The data
was collected and thereupon analyzed using the Statistical Package for the
Social Science (SPSS) program for Windows. The data were accordingly

formulated, tabulated and analyzed in terms of percentage, arithmetic mean,
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and standard deviation. A t-test and one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA)
were also applied in the analysis and testing of the data.

Research fmdings are as follows:

1. At a moderate level the educational personnel had problems in using
information communication technologies for the purposes of the learning
development of these primary school students. |

2. The educational personnel under examination holding different
positions did not equally evince differences in opinion in regard to problems
in using information communication technologies for the learning
development of these primary school students at the statistically significant
level of 0.05.

3. Educational personnel who differed in gender did not concomitantly
differ in opinions concerning problems in using information communication
technologies for the leaﬁng development of these students at the statistically
significant level of 0.05.

4. Educational personnel who differed in age evinced no differences in
opinions concerning problems in using information communication
technologies for the learning development of these primary students at the
statistically significant level of 0.05.

5. However, educational personnel who differed in educational level
did not also differ in regard to problems in using information communication
technologies for the learning development of these primary school students at

the statistically significant level of 0.05.
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6. However, educational personnel employed at schools of different
sizes differed in opinions regarding problems in the use of information
communication technologies for the learning development of these primary
school students at the statistically significant level of 0.05. They differed in
regard to the categories of information concerning communication equipment
and available funding.

7. Finally, educational personnel responsible for groups of students
who differed in levels of learning capacity concomitantly differed concerning
problems in using information communication technologies for the learning
development of these primary school students at the statistically significant
level of 0.05.





