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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to identify the impact of some of the psychological and
demographic variables on the level of concern exam high school students in Gaza
Strip, in the light of seven variables: the sex, specialization, the father's level of
education, and the level of pain, and place of residence, and congenital
arrangement for the student, and the size of family members , also aimed at
identifying the effectiveness of the indicative proposal to reduce concern exam
high school students in the provinces of Gaza, has been developed to identify the
paragraph (52) to measure the level of concern of students in the general secondary
examination, as was the distribution of this measure on a stratified random sample
hit ( 542) students from public secondary schools art, scientific, and then chosen
from this sample more students who registered the highest degree of concern on a
scale where the exam was selected (30) student, you provide the two groups, with
group included (15) students, and the group included the law on (15) called
Indicative Programme has been applied to them, the study has attempted to answer

the following questions:

Q: What Indicative Programme proposed to reduce exam concern to the high
school students?

This question leads to these sub questions:-

1. What level of concern exam to high school students in Gaza Strip?

2. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to the changing sex (male, female)?

3. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to a changing scientific specialization(art ,science)?

4. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to the changing educational level of the father (less than
secondary, secondary general, the average diploma,university)?

5. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to the changing educational level of the mother (less than

secondary, secondary general, the average diploma, university)?
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6. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to the residence (city, refugee camp, village)?

7. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to the changing arrangement congenital (First, middle,
thelatter)?

8. Are there differences in the level of concern among a sample exam study of high
school students due to family size (small, medium, large)?

9. How effective statistically significant differences at the level of (o = 0.05) in the
level of concern among measurement exam tribal and telemetric pilot of the group.
10. How effective statistically significant differences at the level of (o = 0.05) in
the level of concern among measurement exam tribal and telemetric officer of the
group.

11. How effective statistically significant differences at the level of (a. = 0.05) in
the level of concern among measurement exam tribal group and the control group
of tribal measurement.

12. How effective statistically significant differences at the level of (o = 0.05) in
the level of concern among telemetric examination of the group and the control
group telemetric pilot.

To test the validity of assumptions used study researcher percentages and test Altat
Albarramitri (T-Test) One sample t test, and analysis of variance test mono (One
Way ANOVA), and Shafeh comparisons test, the study has reached the

following conclusions:

* There are significant differences at the level of (a0 = 0.05) in the average level of
concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities due to a changing
sex.

* There are significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the average
level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities due to the
variable and in the interest of the female sex.

* No statistically significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the
average level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities
due to a changing scientific specialization of the students.

* There are significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the average
level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities due to

changing educational level of the father.
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* No statistically significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the
average level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities
due to changing educational level of the mother.

* There are significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the average
level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities due to
changing domicile.

* No statistically significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the
average level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities
due to congenital variable arrangement for the student.

* There are significant differences at the level of significance (0.05) in the average
level of concern exam grades to high school students in Gaza Strip cities due to the
variable size of the family.

* There are significant differences at the level of (o = 0.05) in the level of concern
among measurement exam tribal and telemetric of the group pilot telemetric.

* There are significant differences at the level of (o = 0.05) in the level of concern
among measurement exam tribal and telemetric officer of the group.

* There are significant differences at the level of (o = 0.05) in the level of concern

among telemetric examination of the group and the control group telemetric.

According to the results of a study researcher several recommendations and
suggestions for parents, teachers, psychologists and counselors, educators and
officials from the Education, in Gaza Strip, and researchers in the field of
psychology and counseling, and curriculum developers need to pay attention to the
indicative programme aimed to develop the capacity of students, urging them to
see the preparation of individual integrated in all aspects of psychological, social,
physical and cognitive mental, unable to adapt to the difficult circumstances and

the problems of life.
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