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Abstract:  

The study aimed to investigate the degree of application of the concept of 

smart learning schools in Salfit government schools and its obstacles from 

teachers' perspectives, it also aimed to detect whether there are differences 

in the degree of application of the concept of smart learning schools due to 

variables (Gender, experience, educational qualification, and 

specialization), The study sample consisted of (78) teachers, The 

researcher prepared a questionnaire consisting of five areas related to 

school management and potential, and classroom management, and 

calendar or constraints, Composed of (53) paragraphs. To answer the study 

questions and hypotheses, the researcher used the descriptive method, the 

results of the study showed that the degree of application of the concept of 

smart school was moderate, The results also showed that there were no 

differences in the degree of application of the concept of smart learning 

schools due to the sex variable, There were differences in the areas of 

school management and the potential and constraints in favor of females. 

The most important recommendations were the need to develop the 

necessary infrastructure to implement the idea of smart schools and the 

need to involve the community in the application of this concept. 

 

 

Key words: Degree of application, Smart Schools, Salfit Governorate, Obstacles, 

public schools. 
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 النسبة المئوية معلم مستوى المتغير المتغير

 انجنس
 %33 03 ركش

 %33 37 انثى

 %333 78  انًجًىع

 انخخظض
 %33 07 انعهًي

 %32 33 الأدبي

 %333 22  انًجًىع
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bdo, 2017)Close, 2011Al-



 

 

02 
 

Harsh et al., 2010Andrerson, 2008

Zuhair & Khalifa, 2018 

- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

33 
 

 التطبيقدرجة  النسبة% المتوسط الانحراف المجبل

 كبيشة %77 3.83 0.77 داسة انًذسستإ

 يخىسطت %63 3.17 0.79 يكاناثالإ

 كبيشة %70 3.48 0.95 داسة انظفيتالإ

 يخىسطت %68 3.42 0.77 انخقىيى

 يخىسطت %69 3.46 0.70 انًعذل انعاو

3.173.833.83

3.1763

  
   

1 0.97 3.88 78%  

2 0.87 3.94 79%  

3 1.03 3.73 75%  

4 0.88 3.91 78%  

5 0.90 3.84 77%  

6 0.87 4.06 81%  

7 0.85 3.81 76%  

8 0.94 3.51 70%  
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0.77 3.83 77% 

Zuhair, 2018

Kinshuk, 2018

 

 الفقرات الرقم
الانحراف 
 المعيبري

الوسط 
 الحسببي

النسبة 
 المئوية

درجة 
 تطبيقال

 يخىسطت %69 3.43 1.24 م دائىحىفش انًذسست خذيت انىطىل إنى الإنخشنج بشك 1

2 
حىفش انًذسست أجهضة احظالاث حهبي يخطهباث انخعهى 

 انزكي
 يخىسطت 65% 3.26 1.06

3 
يىجذ يىقع خاص نهًذسست عهى الإنخشنج يًكن نهطهبت 

 انخىاطم يعه
 كبيشة 71% 3.57 1.10

 هيهتق %54 2.70 1.09 يخىافش في انًذسست قاعت يجهضة خظيظاً نهخعهى انزكي 4

5 
حىفش انًذسست انعذد انكافي ين أجهضة انحاسىب انلاصيت 

 نخحقيق انخعهى انزكي
 يخىسطت 64% 3.20 1.20

 يخىسطت %60 3.01 1.19 وجىد يششف يخخبش يخخض في انًذسست 6

 يخىسطت %68 3.42 1.04 يسخطيع انطهبت انخقذو بآسائهى حىل فاعهيت انخعهى انزكي 7

 يخىسطت %64 3.21 1.25 ت في انخعهى انزكية انزكيت أداةً سئيسحىفش انًذسست انسبىس 8

 قهيهت %54 2.70 1.11 يسهى انًجخًع انًحهي في حىفيش أدواث انخعهى انزكي 9

 يخىسطت %63 3.17 0.79 انذسجت انكهيت
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Anderson, 2018

Al-Harsh, 2010

Zuhair & Khalifa, 2018

  
   

1 0.98 3.67 73%  

2 0.98 3.67 73%  

3 1.22 3.53 71%  

4 1.23 3.26 65%  

5 1.20 3.42 68%  

6 1.10 3.52 70%  

7 1.10 3.48 70%  

8 1.24 3.15 63%  

9 1.20 3.44 69%  

10 1.04 3.68 74%  

0.95 3.48 70%  
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Zuhair & Khalifa, 2018

  
   

1 0.94 3.36 67%  

2 0.975 3.54 71%  

3 1 3.33 67%  

4 0.987 3.33 67%  

5 0.975 3.44 69%  

6 0.982 3.62 72%  

7 0.988 3.73 75%  

8 0.876 3.6 72%  

9 0.94 3.36 67%  

10 1.104 3.17 63%  

 0.997 3.26 65%  

 0.969 3.25 65%  

0.77 3.42 68% 
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AlRehaily, 2014

Hawash, 2018

Barghoth, 2018

  
   

1 1.01 3.49 70%  

2 0.98 3.63 73%  

3 1.08 3.58 72%  

4 1.11 3.89 78%  

5 1.09 2.37 47%  

6 1.02 4.06 81% 

7 1.12 3.27 65%  

8 1.17 3.35 67%  

9 1.11 2.56 51% 

10 1.11 2.72 54% 

 1.13 2.22 44% 

 1.22 2.51 50% 

1.18 2.58 52% 

1.18 2.33 47% 

44
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Al-Harsh, 2010

Anderson, 2018

α≤0.05

Independent t-test

Independent t-test

3.25 0.99 3.89 0.73 -2.15 0.04 

2.59 0.59 3.22 0.79 -2.07 0.04 

3.77 0.42 3.45 0.98 0.84 0.40 

3.61 0.66 3.40 0.79 0.68 0.50 

3.34 0.31 3.47 0.69 -0.50 0.62 

2.77 0.21 3.07 0.27 -2.83 0.01 

α≤0.05

α≤0.05
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Albdo, 2017

Hawash, 2018

Barghoth, 2018

Al-Hasan & Al-badwi, 2016 

α≤0.05

Independent t-test

Independent t-test

3.87 0.78 3.81 0.77 0.371 0.71 

3.21 0.72 3.13 0.85 0.447 0.66 

3.64 0.73 3.36 1.08 1.318 0.19 

3.65 0.63 3.24 0.83 2.385 0.02 

3.59 0.50 3.36 0.76 1.525 0.13 

2.99 0.23 3.08 0.31 -1.465 0.15 

α≤0.05

α≤0.05
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