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Abstract 
To do the first thing first: need to identify what to begin with 

and what to delay and on what basis this is done. This is what this 

scientific work sought to investigate in order to clarify this process 

which is concerned with answering the previous questions. This is 

matter of priorities, especially in the field of educational planning. 

This research has attempted to confirm that considering priorities 

especially and in an orderly manner during the process of 

educational planning will contribute to its efficiency and 

effectiveness. For this purpose, the research identified the different 

aspects of priorities, especially the methodological aspects related 

to identification and order of this process of priorities. The 

research has come up with a set of approaches and techniques that 

can be of help in determining and ordering priorities of educational 

planning and in deducing the different stages that this process of 

priorities passes by and its position in the process of educational 

planning.     

Keywords; Priorities, Priorities-Setting, Prioritization, Educational 

planning Thought, Priorities Stakeholders , Priorities Criteria, 

Priorities Approaches, Priorities Techniques, Priorities Steps. 
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 الوهام
 الوعايير

 الترتيب الوجوىع
 الأهويت الإلحاح

     
     
     
     
     

Source Swailem Al-Khathlan&Al-ohali Jaber: Unit3:Setting  

goals and priorities,Op.Cit, P.7. 



111 

 

A Goal-Oriented Requirements Analysis (AGORA) Technique  

  AGORA

 4ٍدف 3ٍدف 2ٍدف 1ٍدف

 3ٍدف 2ٍدف

 3ٍدف

 لتخديد وترتيب أولويات الأهدافطريقة خروج ا (1شكل )
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Source;Ma, Qiao;The Effectiveness of Requirements Prioritization Techniques 

for a Medium to Large Number of Requirements: A Systematic Literature 

Review, Master’s Thesis, Auckland University of Technology, Auckland, New 

Zealand, 2009. At; http://hdl.handle.net/10292/833 
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