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Bl 2 )Ll Jalsadl 505 e (5531 UL @bt 2 g ylasaad s
owbide 1wnlall 028 oo ey . (Tschannen-Moran et al., 1998) cJUall of
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s> eladine oyl e orelall cla] (ggiwe pd) cduginl Sl Andlall
daxlya 29 .(Ross, 1994 2 clulyudl sigd alal HIail) dall eguls
(Tschannen-Moran et al., Lagdayg ol 50 cildd conls (Aol alalyuld
LS @lafias am 2 sy gy oelide ld cdlelas oo Il 1998)
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«(Lin & Gorrell, 2001; Lin, Gorrell, & Taylor, 2002) &lgalig «Chan, 2003)
~Jodl e ey 9 ((Desouza, Boone, & Yilmaz, 2004) gl g
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olodies bt (Ashton & Webb, 1986) o9y ogidl Uglma Jio g 31
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Sb o) el e psil 1aa oSUg T oalasy dylae 5l eg) Rasilly
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.(Tschannen-Moran et al., 1998)

ionelaell 45100 LLaSH olugias Guolal (ol 1da JM s
ol dgalazicl @ Gl Guplall JI8T 58 sianny Opuma (ubide OF oni
il Calises 2 435100 LS @ladias BT (b 2 cguol (uliall 1an
(Moore & Esselman, 1992; Anderson et al., ‘Q.g]:uhbj Ml Jun=®
(Allinder, 1994; Gibson & Dembo, wgilal=ily cnalall clsles 2 o7 (1988)
oo 2SS geendy Qg (ulide (o yal UED el e @fdby (1984)
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ol A pbaill ALl e Y Gl thyouil dupdad Lle il onelasll 312
Legi¥slon 2 zoosll (pe 401 A )uy Liad sianny g (olide Gun
@Malany Slaladl Ll olo ddlas¥l daldl ey a, bl Legaeldy
(Henson et dsaaidl olalyudl ye ddle g Al cownd cpuadl (pigd ol
a2 050 ke ST 58,5 ubal! 1aa sladl oL Jeal Sy -al., 2001)
yan calas) oLl Gamr Gy Lekud tReladl Gyl BLS ol
ala sl aladgiy Gagpall ol asgde Jiay aadl 10a of (539
dadl 1aa i o9aSeh oiisldl e las,e axy ((outcome expectancy)
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.(Hoy & Woolfolk, 1993) i yaill cre ¥ loga Dhias (ulial
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ey Loy bl 13n hlie el 3)S0e ¥slome iy il
Wyilgy Gon 4 ald Lo a¥slall ola ey ASIM eladl oludies Guld
Sde e osSid bl cillal laial e (Hoy & Woolfolk, 1993)
@ble puad g duaz &l (uy il LS iy Lgis Gued Gl «dadd l)le
S Jots o LtV 1ia o Y1 Relall uyotil] LS ey S (6,31
Sty 3Ll Jelea Gle Glialdl Juns a8 Alanll ASlan ¥ Sl e
sbaliy Sy oo Les toIlIL cnlalall (+,VY = Lilfy + VY = L)
Ogeas gwbdey eyl deluw 2 Yoay of (Guskey & Passaro, 1994)
o) ol Glae 2 JalS s daend! Jooadll 10a e w309 < gy
32581 2S5 Taamin 1 o1 B sty Dby BIS o s culially
(internal- > L1 daally sl dapiall gum plaSa Leuosl dslal|
X Lol 59y dopbad guay e Lalia) gly S cexternal dichotomy)
omoinel] o LiLiam] 13 Abaly| B83Le 3325 apens Sonl

gl Ay laily 2 ytasSial] pailaill 2 pralsl) coolinall 1itg] Amai
BUS ey sleial Gl Jlall 138 2 oLl oo Aegame 6ol uliall
A1) LI ol aEies aggde Aalall Gigmly LoVl e Aalall (o yual)
O9y>T9 Ogwing (Deemer & Minke, 1999) «lilag yaus ¥ia JUl (ya9
oulida of A clilay yeus (alsy .(Henson, 2001; Henson et al., 2001)
lakine asedl LISy o Logd 339l Jies ¥ asmilig (TES) alall 2L
opalaall 25101 2L

om Y dasl sranny s pelide alasiul e wlly G| o
{51201 LS il Eiee ppgde (wl 2 oaiaisd Sy o L

LS asgde o saad ol e 3 mrol Cus a9 Ogeus

o ols «(multidimensional construct) sla¥! sasia ga a3IA
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ol AlaSy Az A1 Gl LS Gam 20 ey oo
 Aslall
LS eulodian uld 2 daosiwd) ol jladl dageal AJBL) a5 ,0d) — Y
loomsldl a8y ey ggeaes ulide 2929 ol Cas 1S
dgaoma @lall J3 (e 4883 Sy Lo o) i dsle @ljlie alastiul
oarasi 09 "Juamill B Ayl ClUall At SOl ST o
Jio o duma ho aBge gl digae B wluEall oda Ll
(Tschannen- (gea galgy olyse coldd Lgansin! Al al)ladl
2 4 Lied ) Legwliae 2 Moran & Woolfolk Hoy, 2001)
oo Badalie glel aladial pdaind e @1 Gl s die) Adled! Ll 5
(Al olgs Bl bl 20 g pa T Alial HIail) (euga!
O oebide aleal o @2 IL AT I 4S 1as e 2SI
of ¥ dabill @leladl je crelasll 331 coludiall aggae uld 2 gianng
skl ) Bsendl G onlin Ll a1 ooiay Sy gl il Jon
(Dellinger, Bobbett, ade ciuaiel Sl Anled) el yudl 75l daxlye Ay
oo pseall 1 ulal 63 ¥1 e¥gl=ll i LS . Olivier, & Ellett, 2008)
saill 138 (ulid 3 Jils 0S5 o Ahin CiBl3e 5i 5yl (ulie DL
pacy psgall (ogad Gl dealy 055 W3 asgall (uld 2 duseall olay
Cumdl @l lud) csaad llidy ¢(Tschannen-Moran et al., 1998) oslai 75459
sraady Ogens gulide o)y Les Jundl aggall s ulal Sl e
(Bandura, 1997; Hebert, Lee, & Williamson, 1998; Guskey & Passaro,
@62 2 Adsad ST c¥Vl=a jeels I 607 Le ga9 (1994; Pajares, 1996)
Alys Jaly copslad 25,3500 Jalsally cOligSay casedell (gyladl oLi
lalga! @al e (Tschannen-Moran et al., 1998) L&idlayy ol ge cnilis
Cioge Bouax unlie Hsglat Lulul ey a1 LLSI cludies cgd 2
conelaell 4511 LY luGiee jdte g2 oLl
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o ulide jegbdg Leida)g Olyge (ILAS Faged

2_ (Tschannen-Moran et al., 1998) La3dayy olyge cildd cand
Ll Mo 451 QL @ladiee Guld 2 da@>d @F W Akld das e
Bpli e Liae Ladgad el 0,30l oo clipnntl] Bl ) @luianad!
(Bandura, a5l eIl claaial 15s0l asgany Lelan¥l 2 5all ol
tonage oy Juld asgall 10 wgd cllaty ol Ll 2 ¥3a (4T, =2 £1997)
1yl (V) «(teaching task and its context) Lgdlicug dewyyuidl dagl! (V)
(self-perceptions of teaching diuwnse Sl Auiwyyuill @giclaSt cnolall
Jaxd Gl Jalgall decad] Leaa¥l A Jo¥) sadl ,ing .competence)
Gl @il jalas 58180 Guwe pe &Hlae A ciliae fisd o Lias (payadl
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Validation of Teachers Efficacy Belief Scale to
Omani Environment

Dr. Said S. Aldhafri Dr. Abdullah Kh. Ambusaidi
College of Education
Sultan Qabous University
Sultanate of Oman

Abstract

This study aims at validating the use of the Teacher Sense of Efficacy Scale
(TSES, Tschannen-Moran & Woolfolk Hoy, 2001). Teachers efficacy beliefs are
defined as teacher beliefs about his ability to influence student learning. Previous
research shows that these beliefs influence teachers and students behavior and
motivation.

The researchers followed the International Test Commissions guidelines for
test adaptation. The adaptation process involved many steps including two actual
studies. The first study consisted of (466) Omani teachers. The results gave
preliminary evidence of the appropriateness of the measure for the Arab school
context with a need for some modification. Therefore, the researchers ran a
second study (N = 605).

Consistent with previous western research, the Confirmatory Factor Analysis
(CFA) supported the existence of three factors: Teaching Efficacy, Engagement
Efficacy, and Management Efficacy.

The researchers provided discussion of many validity and reliability indica-
tors and implications and suggestions for future researches.
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