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The Degree of Satisfaction of Primary School Teachers in Amman Il Directorate
of Education with the Intel Training Program (Intel Teach to Future) and
the Obstacles to that Use

Khalid Al-Ajlouni and Abdelmuhdi Aljarrah*

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at determining the degree of satisfaction of primary school teachers in Amman I
Directorate of Education with Intel Training Program and the obstacle to that use. The study tool was a
questionnaire of 50 items; which was distributed to all primary school teachers (435) in Amman Il
Directorate of Education who have already finished training on the Intel Program. The results showed a high
to medium degree of satisfaction by the participants in this study with Intel program and its efficiency, a
number of obstacles of that use such as shortage in the hardware and software in their schools and the heavy
load of teaching. The researchers recommended that schools should be provided with enough hardware and
software; and that trainees should choose the training time. In addition, training on the Intel program should
be provided for school administrators to make them aware of the program, and encourage teachers to use this
technology in their teaching.

Keywords: Intel Training Program (Intel Teach to Future); Satisfaction Degree of Primary School
Teachers; Obstacles.

* Faculty of Educational Sciences, University of Jordan, Amman, Jordan. Received on 1/4/2010 and Accepted for
Publication on 2/8/2010.

- 916 -



