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OBJECTIVES
1. To identify the e-resources used by the teacher educators

To find out frequency of using e-resources by teacher educators

To know the purpose of using e-resources by teacher educators

& W

To know the problems encountered by teacher educators while using e-
resources

5. To find out the significant difference if any in utilization of e-resources by

teacher educators based on

a) Gender

b) LocalV
HYPOTHESES

L. There iis no significant difference in e-resources utilization among teacher
educators with respect to gender.

There is no significance of difference in e-resources utilization among

e tre"chef‘educa'tors with respect to Iocality/
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RES[TLTS AND DISCUSSION

Use of various e-resources

Table 1

Number & percentage of teacher educators using various e-resources

No. of respondents —
e-resources
Male Female Total

—————— %
e-journals 5 7 12 "
e-books 4 6 10 500
e-thesis 5 4 9 %

- Websites 23 25 it 48 24.00
e-mail 12 20 32 16.00
e-bibliographic databases 6 2 8 400
e-library 11 6 17 e
e-magazines 10 1 21 1050
Educational CD’s 21 15 28 18.00
fro 2 5 7 350

s (48/200) prefer to use

The above table shows that 24% of the respondent

websi.tes. 18% prefers to use Educa_tional CD’s (36/200). 1
e- mail by 16% (32/200) of respondents, E-Magazines were used by 10.5% (2 1/

200). Th
(10/)2 00)6 :;: of' the respondents 6% (12 /200) used e-Journals, e-books by 5%
0), e-thesis by 4.5%(9/200) e-bibliographic databases by 4%(8/200) and

'e-maps by 3.5% (7/200 ).

t also shows that use of
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Frequency of using e-resources
Table 2

Frequency of using various e-resources by the teacher educators

e-resources Almost  Often Sometimes Seldom  Almost
Always Never
e-journals 37 43 38 15 7
websites 53 12 1S 24 17
e-books 39 26 42 15 22
e-newspaper 15 17 18 24 25
e-databases 23 10 33 44 47
Educational CD’s 33 58 22 12 9

Table 2 shows that majority of the teacher educators almost always use
websites, e-books, e-journals, and educational CD’s as regards to frequency of
using e-resources. The teacher educators often use educational CD’s and e-journals
witha frequency of 58 (29%) and 43 (21.5%) respectively. The teacher educators
sometimes use of e-books, e-journals and e-databases frequencies 42 (21%), 38
(19%) and 33 (16.5%) respectively. E-database and e-newspaper are used almost
never, with frequencies 47 (23.5%) and 25 (12.5%) respectively by the respondents.
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Purpose of using e-resources
ble 3

::equencw of using e-resources based on purpose

Purpose No. of Percentage
Respondents

Research work 55 275
Enrich my knowledge 26 13.0
Retrieved teaching materials 15 75
Academic activities 29 145
e-chatting/e-mailing 11 55
Professional development 43 21.5
Solve personal problems 10 5.0

Table 3 shows that the majority of the respondents use (55, 27.5%)
e-resources for their Research purpose. Secondly, e-resources are used by the
‘(2; 1 s%lfai:' : '°f°'35i0na.l Development (43, 21.5%), Academic activities
29,14, enrlch their knowledge (26, 13%) respectively.
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! No. of
blems R :
pro ; espondents Percentage
Time consuming 26 13.0
Unavailable materials 23 ”'5 ~
pifficult to read 37 18.5
Technical problems 46 23.0
More expensive 35 175
Lack of knowledge 22 11.0
Lack of technical training 11 55
Table 4 reveals that 23% of the respondents, experience technical

e-resources. Eighteen and half percentage (18.5%) opined
feel that e-resources are more expensive.
dents were of the feeling that using e-

d 11.5% opined that e-resources are
e-resources due to

ts opined that due

poblems while using
tatthey feel difficulty toread and 17.5%
Thirteen percentage (13 % ) of respon
fesources is a time consuming process an
wavailable materials. Some of the respondents are not using
:ﬁﬂl:clkof knowledge (11%). The remaining 5.5 % responden
ack of technical training they weren't able to use e-resources.
k-
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Testing of the hypothesis 1

Table 5

Gender-wise comparison of subjects on e-resources utilization

Gender N  Mean SD t-value Level of SigniﬁcaE
vale 81, 22029 38.70
6.630 0.01
Female 113 250.75 26.16

From the table 5 it is evident that calculated mean scores of male and
female Teacher Educators on e-resources utilization are 220.29 and 250.75 and
the corresponding standard deviations are 38.70 and 26.16 respectively. The
obt'ained t-value is 6.63 greater than table value (2.58) at 0.01 level of significance.
This result indicates that there is significant difference between male and female
teacher educators in e-resources utilization. So the null hypothesis is not upported

at0.01 level of significance, *
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