
 
 

 



 
 

Abstract  The current research aims to measure the impact of a training program for 
female teachers based on smart Whiteboard technology to on the development 
of innovative teaching skills and their views towards the school environment 
and society and the characteristics of learners that stimulate creativity. The 
study was applied to (30) Pre-service teacher majoring mathematics, and the 
study used the semi-experimental curriculum of the single experimental group 
and the measurement tools were applied by the study of the Study group, and 
the study tools were two types: 1. Experimental treatment materials and 
represented Training program on the use of smart Whiteboard software in the 
design of lessons in intermediate engineering, 2. Performance measures were 
(test positions in innovative teaching in engineering, observation card to 
measure the self-efficacy of female teachers and to measure the innovative 
characteristics of learners, A questionnaire to solicit the views of the study 
sample on the motivating factors available in the school environment and the 
benefits of innovation to society.) The study found the effectiveness of the 
training program in the development of innovative teaching skills in the study 
sample, and the development of the self-efficacy of innovation in the study 
sample, and the study illustrated the effectiveness of innovative teaching of the 
student to develop the innovative characteristics of learners, and the study 
became The poverty of the school environment in stimulating creativity, in the 
absence of awareness and training and the dissemination of a culture of 
creative teaching in schools. 
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