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The Scientific Literacy Level of Teachers' Educational Diploma at
The Jordanian Universities

Talal Al-Zoubi, Ibrahim Al-shar'a and Mohammad Khair Al-Salamat*

ABSTRACT

The present study aimed at exploring the scientific literacy level of teachers joining the educational diploma
programs at Jordanian universities. In order to achieve the purpose of the study a (TBSL) was developed and
administered to a systematic randomized sample of 130 teachers, forming 50% of the population of the
study.

To answer the questions of the study, the (SPSS) package was used to analyze the data. Findings of the study
indicated that the participant teachers' level of scientific literacy was satisfactory, and that there were
statistically significant differences in their level of scientific literacy ascribed to specialization in favor of
science teachers, and to experience in favor of those of more than (10) years at(o =0.05). However, no
statistically significant differences were found to be ascribed to the variables of university, gender the
interaction of the study variables.

In light of the findings, it is recommended that teachers' level of scientific literacy be promoted through
teacher education programs, and including courses of scientific literacy in university studies.
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