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Abstract

This study aimed at determining the assessment of government schools
principals at the governorates of the center of West Bank humane relations
skills and their relationships with the degree of effectiveness of the schools.
The study population consisted of (277) governmental school principals. in
the governorates of the West Bank, (n=277) A stratified random sample of
(142) principals (i.e.51%)was selected. A questionnaire of humane relations
skills consisting of (26) items was used and another questionnaire of school
effectiveness (30 items) was used. The wvalidity and reliability of the
questionnaires were determined. Results revealed that: the degree of the
principals practice of the humane relations skills was high, and the degree of
school effectiveness was high for the total degree as well as for the
dimensions of the teacher and the principal, it was moderate on the dimension
of the student, and no significant differences at a < 0.05were found in the
mean responses of the subjects due to: gender, major, qualification,
experience of the principal, gender of the school, and the mean degrees of
school effective of school effectiveness due to gender, qualification,
experience and administrative experience, gender of the school. and
Significant differences were found due to major in favor of the humanities,
and there was a significant relationship between the degrees of practicing
human relations skills and school effectiveness of governmental schools
principals in the governorates schools in the middle west bank. On the basis
of the above finding the study made some recommendations.
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