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Abstract

The purposes of the study were as follows: TE 142850

1. to study the conditions for teaching the industrial project work as viewed by
administrators and teachers at lower secondary schools in the General Education
Department, Educational Region 7.

2. to study the problems of teaching the industrial project work as viewed by
administrators and teachers at lower secondary schools in the General Education
Department, Educational Region 7.

3. to compare the views of administrators and teachers at lower secondary
schools in the General Education Department, Educational Region 7 regarding the
conditions and the problems of teaching the industrial project work.

4. 1o compare the views of administrators and teachers at lower secondary
schools in the General Education Department, Educational Region 7 regarding the
conditions and the problems of teaching the industrial project work in different sized
schools.

The 299 subjects were selected through stratified random sampling from the
school administrators and the teachers who were teaching the industrial project work
at the lower secondary schools in the General Education Department, Educational

Region 7.



TE142850

The instrument designed to identify the views of administrators and teachers
regarding the conditions and the problems of teaching the industrial project work in 5
areas was a rating scale questionnaire. There were two sections: section 1 contained
questions about the respondent’s status while section 2 contained questions about the
views of administrators and teachers at lower secondary schools in the General
Education Department, Educational Region 7 regarding the conditions and the problems
of teaching the industrial project work.

Statistics used in this study were analysis of mean, standard deviation, t-test and
one-way ANOVA.

The findings were as follows:

1. The conditions and problems of teaching the industrial project work at
secondary schools in the General Education Department, Educational Region 7 as
viewed by administrators and teachers were rated overall at an average level except for
the learning activity management and the evaluation which were rated at a high level.

2. The conditions and the problems of teaching the industrial project work at the
secondary schools in the General Education Department, Ecucation Region 7 as viewed
by administrators and teachers were rated at an average level in all 5 areas except for
the problem of teachers in planning which was rated at a high level.

3. The comparison of the views of administrators and teachers at the secondary
schools in the General Education Department, Education Region 7 regarding the
conditions and the problems of teaching the industrial project works was significantly
different overall at the .05.

4. The comparison of the views of administrators and teachers at the secondary
schools in the General Education Department, Education Region 7 regarding the
conditions and the problem of teaching the industrial project work when categorized by
school size was not significantly different. However, when considered in each area, it
was found that students in large sized schools had less opportunity to participate in
planing learning activities than those in small sized schools. Small sized schools had
more problems about using teaching materials, readiness, and security than middle
sized schools. In addition small sized schools had problems about administration and

management because of the small workshops and lack of equipment.



