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Effectiveness of Basic Public Schools in Sultanate of Oman as Perceived by
Supervisors, Principals, and Teachers

Sumaya Al-Barami and Salameh Y. Tanash*

ABSTRACT

This study aimed to investigate the effectiveness of basic public schools in the Sultanate of Oman as perceived
by supervisors, principals and teachers. In order to achieve the study objectives, a questionnaire was developed
which consisted of 100 items, distributed over seven areas: Students' behavior, teachers' behavior, principals'
behavior, supervision behavior, students' achievement, school climate and school relationship with local
community.

The instrument was conducted over a randomly sample of (1241) supervisors principals and teachers. This
sample derived out of educational districts throughout the Sultanate of Oman. Data was gathered and analyzed
using frequencies, means and standard deviations, One-Way ANOVA and Tukey method for multiple
comparison.

The results indicated that basic school effectiveness according to supervision, principals, and teachers
perspective were high, in all effectiveness areas except for schools climate, was medium according to the
supervisors perspective. The results showed a statistical significance (o = 0.05) for all areas attributed to work
nature; in favor of principals and teachers. Results showed statistical significance at (. = 0.05) attributed to
gender in favor to females. The Results showed statistical significance (o = 0.05) in all areas except for
supervision behavior attributed to education level.

Recommendation were suggested: to activate school's relationship with local community and to improve of
general school climate to achieve the level of effectiveness.
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