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Degree of Secondary Stage Students’ Practice of Out of Class Enrichment Activities
in Islamic Education Branches from the Teachers’ Perspective in Jordan

Naser A. Alkhawaldeh *

ABSTRACT

The study aimed at intensifying the degree of secondary stage students’ practice of out of class enrichment

activities in Islamic Education branches from the teachers’ perspective in Jordan through answering the following

questions:

1-  What is the degree of students’ practice of out of class enrichment activities in each branch of Islamic

Education?

2-  Are there any differences in teachers’ perspective regarding students’ practice due to gender and academic

3-

qualification ?
What are the obstacles which minimize students’ practice of out of class enrichment activities in Islamic
Education?

The sample was (139) teachers from the second directorate in Amman, to achieve the purpose of the study. The

results of the study revealed that:

1-
2-

3-

The degree of percentage of students’ practice on all branches of Islamic Education was (0.74) which is fair.
There were no significant statistical differences at (o = 0.05) from the teachers’ perspective regarding
students’ practice of out of class enrichment activities due to gender and academic qualification.

The most obstacles which minimize students’ practice of out of class enrichment activities are the following:

There is no system of incentives , no equipment and financial support, intensity of subject matter, and lack of time.

In the light of these results, the researcher addressed some recommendations to school, educational supervisors,

authors of Islamic Education textbooks and teachers.
KEYWORDS: Activity, Out of Class (enrichment) Activity, Islamic Education.
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