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Abstract 

 In this study, the relationship between teachers self-efficacy and their perception of 

school climate is examined. Depending on different variebles, significant differences between 

teachers self-efficacy and their perception of school climate was tried to be identified. 

 In the study, survey method was used to obtain data, it was conducted in 1998 in 

University of Nebraska and West Michigan University by Directorate of The National Junior 

Partnership to obtain data related on perception of school climate in the survey, and 

Comprehensive Assesment of School Enviroment (CASE) school climate scale, whose 

Turkish linguistic equivalence, reliability and validity studies were done by Faika Yelda 

Acarbay in 2006, was used, and again, a self-

original name was   was used. 

 The study universe constitutes high school teachers in central province and districts of 

-2014 educational year. Study sampling constitutes 158 female and 142 

male attendants, a total of 300 people who were chosen according to simple random sampling 

method which is one of the random sampling methods. 

 Analyzing the results of research on teachers' general perception on school climate, 

their perception of school climate seems to be high. When teachers' self-efficacy is concerned, 

their self-efficacy perception seems to be high. In terms of the overall school climate, female 

teachers had higher levels of perception of school climate than male teachers, and it is seen 

that there is a significant difference between them. Overall school climate perception level 

shows significant differences depending on the variables like teachers' gender, type of school 

they graduated, seniority, years of study at the school in which they work, number of teachers 

in schools in which they work, the number of students in the school in which they work. In 
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terms of the other variables of school climate, there was not a significant difference between 

the levels of perception.  

 The perception level of self-efficacy changed in significant a way related to number of 

teachers in a school in which a teacher is serving. In terms of other variables, no significant 

difference was observed. 

 As a result of the research, there seems to be a positive mid-level relationship between 

school climate scale scores and self-efficacy scale scores which formed in accordance with 

the opinion of teachers. 

 Keywords: School Climate, Self-efficacy, Teacher 
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dare   64 3.59 1.08 
298 -.571 0.56 

Evli 236 3.67 0.97 

 

 64 2.74 1.05 
298 1.086 0.28 
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*p< 0.05 

 

Tablo 16  mezun 

 

 

(2-297)= 

1.62, p> 0.05].  

 boyutunda 



58 

 

 

 

(2-297)= 4.83, p<0.05]. 

fiziksel, psikolojik ve duygusal 

s. 64). 

g  -hoc test tekniklerinden 

mezun olan  

ulunma 

ebilir

birbirlerinden  olabilir. 

Okul ikliminin -

i, Anne-  

 

 e 

Bulgular ve Yorum 

 varyans analizi 

 

 

 

 



59 

 

 

 

Tablo 17 

 

  
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f p Fark 

 

 2.206 4 .551 
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 3.897 6 .649 

.741 .617  256.780 293 .876 

Toplam 260.677 299  

Anne- baba, toplum, 

 

 12.695 6 2.116 

1.776 .104  349.118 293 1.192 

 361.812 299  

 

 2.425 6 .404 

.465 .834  254.597 293 .869 

Toplam 257.022 299  
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 lmektedir [F(6-293)= .762, p>0.05]. 

 

 

-

anne-baba-toplum-

 

, etkili 

   

 

 

iklimi ve alt tek 

 varyans analizi tablo  
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Tablo 19 

 

 

  
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

Fark 

 

 2.656 3 .885 
1.688 

 

.170 

 

 

 155.261 296 .525 

Toplam 157.917 299  

 

 1.496 3 .499 
.711 

 

.546 

 

 

 207.785 296 .702 

Toplam 209.282 299  

 

 2.406 3 .802 
.799 

 

.495 

 

 

 297.132 296 1.004 

Toplam 299.538 299  

 

 5.017 3 1.672 
1.669 

 

.174 

 

 

 296.536 296 1.002 

Toplam 301.553 299  

 

 7.361 3 2.454 

2.867 .037* 
belirsiz   253.316 296 .856 

Toplam 260.677 299  

Anne- baba. toplum. okul 

  

 

Toplam 

13.062 

348.751 

361.812 

3 

296 

299 

4.354 

1.178 
3.695 .012* 

 

1-  / 

6-  

 

 7.399 3 2.466 

2.295 .034* belirsiz   249.623 296 .843 

Toplam 257.022 299  

*p< 0.05 

 

  [F(3-296)= 1.69, p>0.05].  

 boyutunda 

(3-296)= 2.87, p<0.05]. 
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- inden 

 

Yine anne-baba-toplum- boyutunda 

[F(3-296)= 3.70, p<0.05]

-

-

-

 

artt

- . 

. 

   

 [F(3-296)= 2.29, p<0.
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Okul iklimin - , idare,  

   

 

 

 

 

Tablo 20 

 

 

  
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f p Fark 

 

 1.850 3       .617 
1.169 

 

.322 

 

 

 156.067 296 .527 

Toplam 157.917 299  

 

 4.097 3 1.366 
1.970 

 

.119 

 

 

 205.185 296       .693 

Toplam 209.282 299  

 

 8.393 3 2.798 
2.844 

 

.038* 

 
belirsiz 

 291.145 296      .984 

Toplam 299.538 299  

 

 1.656 3      .552 
.545 

 

.652 

 

 

 299.897 296 1.013 

Toplam 301.553 299  

 

 3.842 3 1.281 

1.476 .221 

 

 256.835 296    .868 

Toplam 260.677 299  

Anne- baba, toplum, 

 

 

Toplam 

2.934 

358.879 

361.812 

3 

296 

299 

.978 

1.212 
.807 .491 

 

 

 1.071 3      .357 

.413 .744 

 

 255.951 296 .865 

Toplam 257.022 299  

*p< 0.05 
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Tablo 20

 

lizi 

(3-296)= 1.16, p>0.

 

idare 

[F(3-

296)= 2.84, p<0.05] fakat  

 Bununla birlikte okulda 16-

 daha olumludur. 16-

Okulda olumlu bir 

okul ikliminin olu mine d mektedir. 

de dahil adil 

kabul edip sorun ortaya ise  

 

  -

anne-baba-toplum-
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  veri  

Tablo 21 

 

 

  
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

Fark 

 

 4.025 4 1.006 
1.929 

 

.106 

 

 
 153.892 295 .522 

Toplam 157.917 299  

 

 1.107 4 .277 
.392 

 

.814 

 

 
 208.175 295 .706 

Toplam 209.282 299  

 

 6.472 4 1.618 
1.629 

 

.167 

 

 
 293.066 295 .993 

Toplam 299.538 299  

 

 13.779 4 3.445 
3.531 

 

.008* 

 

351-450 / 

451-550  287.774 295   .976 

Toplam 301.553 299  

 

 8.778 4 2.195 

2.570 .038* 

351-450 / 

451-550 
 251.899 295  .854 

Toplam 260.677 299  

Anne- baba, toplum, 

 

 

Toplam 

19.895 

341.918 

361.812 

4 

295 

299 

4.974 

1.159 4.291 .002* 

451-550 / 

351-450 

ve 551 ve 

 

 

 11.689 4 2.922 

3.514 .008* 

251-350 / 

551 ve 

 
 245.333 295 .832 

Toplam 257.022 299  

*p< 0.05 

 

okul iklimi 
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(4-295)= 1.92, p>0.

 

-baba-toplum-

 i 

, -  ve idare 

  

- ,  

Akt. Akman, 2010).  - nemlidir. 

Okul ikliminin 

na (4-295)= 3.53, p<0.05]. Scheffe testi sonucu bu 

 351-450 bulunan okulla  451-  

bulunan okul     Okulda 351-450 

 

 

(4-295)= 2.57, p<0.05 Scheffe 

testi  351-450 bulunan okulla  451-
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  Okulda 

351-

 

n 

 de 

na  uyar

i ; Akman, 2010). 

a  

 

 Okulda 351-

fazla 

r.  

Okul ikliminin anne-baba-toplum-  

(4-295)= 4.29, p<0.05]. Scheffe testi  

451-550 / 351- - 

 

.  

  velilerle ve 

mesi  
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son boyut  

(4-295)= 3.51, p<0.05]. Scheffe 

testi  251-   u 

gruplar ar  ise 

. 

 

Okul ikliminin -  ve idare 

  

-  

-

-

 ortalamalar ve 
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Tablo 22 

-  

  Alt Boyutlar  ss 

  7.11 .99 

  6.76 1.29 

  7.29 .97 

  7.29 1.24 

 

 T -

X = 7. -

( X = 7.29) ve  ( X = 7.29) 

X = 6.76) olarak dikkat 

  

. eleneksel 

daha olumsuz 

olabilirler.  

 

 

X
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-

 

-

 

 

 

 

Bulgular ve Yorum 

-

 

-testi 

.  

Tablo 23 

 

  Cinsyet N X  s.s. Sd t p 

 -yeterlik (Genel) 
Erkek  142 7.18 0.97 

298 -1.07  .282 
 158 7.05 1.00 

 
Erkek  142 6.90 1.31 

298 -1.75 .081 
 158 6.63 1.26 

 
Erkek  142 7.29 0.97 

298 -.12 .899 
 158 7.28 0.96 

 
Erkek  142 7.34 1.00 

298 -.66 .508 
 158 7.24 1.42 

*p< 0.05 

-  

-yeterlik 
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cinsiyet (298)= -1.07, p>0.05]. 

-

-

 

-

  

 de   -

yeterlilik    

 

 

-

-yeterlik ve alt 

- ablo  .  

Tablo 24 

 

 
Medeni 

Durum 
N X  s.s. Sd t p 

-yeterlik (Genel) 
 64 7.06 1.03 

298 -.468 0.640 
Evli 236 7.13 0.97 

 
 64 6.81 1.51 

298 .385 0.700 
Evli 236 6.74 1.22 

 
 64 7.31 1.01 

298 .203 0.839 
Evli 236 7.28 0.95 

 
 64 7.06 1.04 

298 -1.684 0.093 
Evli 236 7.35 1.28 

*p< 0.05 
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- medeni durum 

 

-yeterlik 

medeni durum ir 

[t(298)= -.46, p>0. -

-

-

 

kalabilecekleri - akat 

 ve medeni 

- . 

-

-

 

 boyutunda 

ise [t(298)= ,09, p>0. asla biraz daha   

 

 

-yeterlik ve 
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Tablo 25 

 

  
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

-yeterlik (Genel) 

Gruplar 

 
        .428 2      .214 

.218 .805 
 292.311 297      .984 

Toplam 292.739 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
1.326 2       .663 

.396 .673 
 496.724 297      1.672 

Toplam 498.050 299  

 

 

Gruplar 

 
2.719 2 1.359 

1.486 .232 
 274.995 297         .926 

Toplam 277.713 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
2.211 2 1.105 

.714 .490 
 459.485 297 1.547 

Toplam 461.696 299  

*p< 0.05 

 

Tablo 25 - mezun 

 

- (2-

297)= 1.62, p>0.05]. lerin -  

 

-

. Bu durum bize,  

 

izlenmesini ve -

tirme .  
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-

 

 

Bulgular ve Yorum 

-

 varyans analizi 

(ANOVA) uygulan  

Tablo 26 

 

  
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

-yeterlik (Genel) 

Gruplar 

 
4.931 4 1.233 

1.264 

 

.284 

  287.808 295         .976 

Toplam 292.739 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
6.010 4 1.502 

.901 

 

.464 

  492.040 295 1.668 

Toplam 498.050 299  

 

 

Gruplar 

 
4.003 4 1.001 

1.079 

 

.367 

  273.710 295         .928 

Toplam 277.713 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
11.697 4 2.924 

1.917 .108 
 449.999 295 1.525 

Toplam 461.696 299  

*p< 0.05 

T -

 

-

(4-295)= 1.26, p>0.05]. nel 

-
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 ve lar -

 

-

 

 

 

Bulgular ve Yorum 

-

 varyans analizi 

   

Tablo 27 

 

   
Kareler 

 
Sd 

Kareler 

 
f P 

-yeterlik (Genel) 

Gruplar 

 
3.848 6 .641 

.650 

 

.690 

  288.891 293 .986 

Toplam 292.739 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
3.766 6 .628 

.372 

 

.896 

  494.284 293 1.687 

Toplam 498.050 299  

 

 

Gruplar 

 
3.724 6 .621 

.664 

 

.679 

  273.990 293 .935 

Toplam 277.713 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
8.681 6 1.447 

.936 .469 
 453.015 293 1.546 

Toplam 461.696 299  

*p< 0.05 
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T -

 -

(6-293)= .65, p>0.05].  

-  

 -

, -

gerekleri 

 

 

 

-
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Tablo 28 

 

 

  
Kareler 

 
sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

-yeterlik (Genel) 

Gruplar 

 
2.412 3 .804 

.820 

 

.484 

  290.326 296 .981 

Toplam 292.739 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
8.832 3 2.944 

1.781 

 

.151 

  489.218 296 1.653 

Toplam 498.050 299  

 

 

Gruplar 

 
2.868 3 .956 

1.030 

 

.380 

  274.845 296 .929 

Toplam 277.713 299  

 

Gruplar 

 
.527 3 .176 

.113 .953 
 461.169 296 1.558 

Toplam 461.696 299  

*p< 0.05 

Tablo  -

 

 

-

mektedir [F(3-296)= .82, p>0.05].  

- [F(3-296)= 1.78, p>0.05] ve 

[F(3-296)= 1.03, p>0.05] 

boyutunda [F(3-296)= 0.95, p>0.05] 
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Yorum 

-

  

 

Tablo 29 

 

 

  
Kareler 

 
sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

Fark 

-yeterlik (Genel) 

Gruplar 

 
5.702 3           1.901 

1.960 

 

.120 

 

 

 287.037 296            .970 

Toplam 292.739 299  

 Gruplar 

 
4.797 3 1.599 

.959 

 

.412 

 

 

 493.253 296 1.666 

Toplam 498.050 299  

 

 

Gruplar 

 
7.976 3 2.659 

2.917 

 

.034* 

 

 

belirsiz 
 269.737 296            .911 

Toplam 277.713 299  

 Gruplar 

 
6.257 3 2.086 

1.355 .257 

 

 455.439 296 1.539 

Toplam 461.696 299  

*p< 0.05 

Tablo  -

 

i 

-

-

(3-296)= 1.96, p>0.
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-

 

-  boyutunda 

(3-296)= .03, p<0.  Scheffe testi sonucunda bu 

 16-

 

-

-

 

 [F(3-296)= .95, p>0.05]  ve  [F(3-296)= 1.35, p>0.05] 

na 

 

 

 

 

-
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Tablo 30 

 

 

  
Kareler 

 
sd 

Kareler 

 
f p 

-yeterlik (Genel) 

Gruplar 

 
4.601 4 1.150 

1.178 

 

.321 

  288.138 295 .977 

Toplam 292.739 299  

 Gruplar 

 
4.855 4 1.214 

.726 

 

.575 

  493.195 295 1.672 

Toplam 498.050 299  

 

 

Gruplar 

 
6.457 4 1.614 

1.756 

 

.138 

  271.256 295 .920 

Toplam 277.713 299  

 Gruplar 

 
7.016 4 1.754 

1.138 .339 
 454.680 295 1.541 

Toplam 461.696 299  

 

T -

 

erinin 

-

(4-295)= 1.17, p>0.

-yeterlik 

 

-
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         -

  

Bu -

 

Tablo 31 

-  

  -yeterlik   

-yeterlik Pearson Correlation 1 0.39** 

Sig. (2-tailed) . . 

N 300 300 

 Pearson Correlation 0.39
**

 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) 0.00 . 

N 300 300 

**p< 0.01 

 

-

-

-

olarak .70 -  - - 

-
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(r=.39, p<0.01). Bu durum bize -yeterlerinin okul ikliminde

okul iklimini  

olgular okul ikliminin 

gelmektedir. 

-yeterlikleri  de okulun iklimini etkileyecektir. Bu iki unsur birbirleriyle 

etmenlere pozitif 

i  
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 V 

 

 

 

 

-

 merkez

 

1.  

 

in okul iklimi  n 

ol
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idir. 

 

2.  

 

 

ve Bu 

 

 

t- -

 

 

-

boyutla

 



86 

 

 

 

-  

 

 

is

- alizler sonucu 

.  

 

 varyans analizi (ANOVA) 

 Mezun oldukl

-

ortala

 

 



87 

 

 

 

 

 

-

-5 ve 6-

 

  

 

ebilir. 

  

 

 varyans analizi 

(ANOVA) uygu

 

ciler 
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-baba-toplum-

g

sonucu ortaya 

boyutu ile 

farkl -baba-toplum-

- -

 

 

 

 varyans analizi 

ni 

n  

 idare 

boyutun

a

-

-

sonucu  

 

  

 varyans analizi 

ni 
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 n  

.  

Okul ikli

-baba-toplum-

 bir  

olarak okulda 351-

-

boyutunda 251-

 

- alt  ise 

. 

  

blem olarak -

-yeterlik ve alt 

nin . Bu hseaplamalar sonucu 

-yeterlikler  z-

 boyutunun daha sonucu ortaya 
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r. 

 

 

-

 

ldaki 

  ele 

. 

-yeterlik  

 

 

 

-

-
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1. 

 

2. -

verilebilir.  

3. -

i 

 

4. S -

sundu

 nabilir. 
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