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ABSTRACT
Dr. Jamal Abu Maraqg/ Hebron University.

This study aims at investigating the advantages and disadvantages
of translation as viewed by instruction staff in Hebron University,
Alguds Open University and Polytechnic University at Hebron
district. It also aims at showing the differences in the variables
(gender, specialization, education degree) at Hebron district. The
study tends to reveal the efforts of Muslims philosophers in
translation and localization using content analysis and descriptive
analysis approach. The sample was 102 (72 males and 30 females).
A questionnaire was applied on the sample after investigating its
reliability and validity and being piloted on a sample of 52.

The study showed that the total degree for the advantages and
disadvantages of translation as viewed by instruction staff is very
high as the mean reached (3.70) and a standard deviation of (0.38)
and in the rest of the domains of the questionnaire were very high.
For example, the mean of human science domain was 4.09 and with
a standard deviation of 0.62. In the pure science, the mean was 3.70
with a standard deviation of 0.47. The mean of human and pure
science domain was 3.59 and with a standard deviation of 0.44. The
results also showed that there is a statistical significant differences
on the level (0.05) in the advantages and the disadvantages in the
subjects regarding the gender domain since the statistical
significance was) o«c0.05 >) for the favor of females (mean 3.71) and
males (mean = 3.43).

Results also showed that there are no differences in the
specialization domain since the statistical significance was (o <
(0.05) and this is not statistically significant. The responses means
of the total degree were (3.57) compared with (3.49).

Results also showed that there a significant correlation between the
two domains of human and pure science. This correlation
coefficient was positive (0.675). The study concluded various
recommendations and conclusions.
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