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The main purpose of this paper was to analyze the related
concepts of school effectiveness. First, five theoretical views on
organizational effectiveness were proposed. Second, options for dealing
with multiple criteria of organization effectiveness were explored.
Finally, the author examined some questions which might occur when
one conducts studies of school effectiveness, such as how we view
“school effectiveness;” whether there is any difference between
characteristics and indicators of school effectiveness, and whether there
is any logical mistakes if we do correlational analysis between the
indicators of school effectiveness and school effectiveness itself as a
whole concept.
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