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ABSTRACT

Technology has drastically evolved over the yeane information and widespread dissemination adrimfation
technology thereby gives rise to new learning opputies for learners. Appropriate use of compwad the internet
among students make them comfortable to update kihewledge base quickly and give them significaral positive
effect on their attitude and achievement. Studerit8.Ed course feel more dependent on internettlf@ir class

assignments and for the latest information of thebjects.

The present study gives and demonstrates cleamat@on about the usage of internet facilities dE® student

teachers at different optional levels like scierarés, commerce, etc.
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INTRODUCTION
Objectives of the Study
* To Indentify the use of internet by B.Ed studeatcteer

* To compare the use of internet facility among nzedd female B.Ed student teacher
« To compare the use of internet facilities used iy, @ommerce and science optional of B.Ed stutkather
Hypothesis
The following are the hypothesis were formulatedtabase of the objective of the study

e There is no significant difference in the use déinet between student teacher with high and lasioseconomic

status
» There is no significant difference with use of et between male and female student teacher
» There is no significant difference in the use ®éinet between arts and commerce student teacher
» There is no significant difference in the use ®éinet between arts and science student teacher
e There is no significant difference in the use #éinet between commerce and science student teacher
Methodology

The present study is of Descriptive Method, infatioraabout the usage of internet was collectedutpnosurvey
method. Comparative method was used to know albeuMale and Female student teachers usage of éntéacilities

among optional subjects were compared
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Tools Used for Data Collection

The present study related to internet access, iqnesire was developed by the researcher; the date

collected from the Adi Sankara Training Collegela€y, Ernakulum district of Kerala.
Analysis of Data:

Hypothesis I:

There is no significant difference in the use déinet between student teacher with high and lasioseconomic

status.
Table 1: There no Significant Difference in the Usef Internet between Student
Teacher with High and Low Socio Economic
Group N | Mean SD ‘t' value | Level of Significance

High socio

economic 48 | 68.95| 26.29

status —

- 1.17 Not Significant

Low socio

economic 51 | 63.23| 22.03

status
Hypothesis I

There is no significant difference with use of mtet between male and female student teacher.

Table 2: There is no Significant Difference with Us of Internet between Male and Female Student Teaeh

Group N Mean SD ‘t’ value Level of Significance
fezrgﬁg student g4 199.21 16.21
Male student 0.097 Not Significant
16 199.68 21.47
teacher
Hypothesis III:

There is no significant difference in the use ¢éinet between arts and commerce student teacher.

Table 3: There is a Significant Difference in the Be of Internet between Arts and Commerce Student Beher

Group N Mean SD ‘t’ value Level of Significance
s ﬁé‘:de”t 24 47.5 13.15
Commerce 5.47 0.05
22 67.5 26.15

student teacher

Hypothesis IV:
There is no significant difference in the use ¢éinet between arts and science student teacher.

Table 4: There is a Significant Difference in the e of Internet between Arts and Science Student Telaer

Group N Mean SD ‘t’ value Level of Significance

Arts student 24 475 13.15 9.28 0.05
teacher
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Science student
teacher
Hypothesis V:

48 76.09 26.51

There is no significant difference in the use ¢éinet between commerce and science student teacher

Table 5: There is no Significant Difference in théJse of Internet between Commerce and Science Studéreacher

Group N Mean SD ‘t’ value Level of Significance
Commerce
student teacher 22 67.5 26.15
. 1.95 Not Significant
Science student 48 76.09 26.51
teacher
RESULTS

Educational Implication:

Internet is the indispensable tool in present efilica
« All student teachers should be trained in the dsmmputer and internet.
« All student teachers must be trained in locatingantant engine sites.
» Student teachers to be encouraged to used infemaampleting their seminar, assignment and pitsjec
e Student teachers to be aware of hardware and seft@ehnology so it will be hardly for them whikathing.
» Internet facilities should be made available in¢henpus
» Entertainment sites should be locked

» Orientation of training programmes should be orgediiby the colleges at regular intervals so they sfzow

proficiency in the use of internet for academicpmses.
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