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Study of Obstacles Facing Table Tennis Players in Jordanian Clubs

Mahmoud Al-Halig and Aman Khasawneh *

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to identify the obstacles facing table tennis players in Jordanian clubs, and to
determine the differences between obstacles according to gender and club.

The descriptive method was utilized by designing a questionnaire consisting of (43) items, which were distributed
on six fields (technical, facilities, psychological, administrative, social and financial). The sample was (84) players
representing first class table tennis clubs.

The findings revealed that main obstacles facing the players of table tennis in the Jordanian clubs were that of the
technical aspect, and the least hindrances were that of the social aspect. The major recommendations were to

provide technical training and support, and spread out the basics of the game among Jordanians.
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