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ABSTRACT

This search study for investigating the science of secondary schooling classes under
Secondary Educational Service Area Office 26 were 1) to assess students’ perceptions of their
science classroom learning environment inventories, 2) to assess students’ perceptions of their
satisfaction, 3) to assess students’ perceptions of their creative thinking abilities, 4) to associate
between students’ perceptions of their science classroom learning environment and their creative
thinking abilities, 5) to associate between students’ perceptions of their science classroom
learning environment and their satisfactions which a sample size consisted of 420 upper
secondary students from 14 schools, Maha Sarakham Province. Associations between students’
perceptions of their science classroom learning environment and their satisfaction and creative
thinking abilities were determined. Using the 25-item My Class Inventory (MCI), the 24-item
Creative Thinking Ability Test (CTT) questionnaire and the 20-item Satisfaction Assessment
Inventory (SAI) Test were assessed. These instruments are valid and reliable. Statistically
significant was compared between school sizes with #-test and associated with simple and
multiple correlations, multiple regressive validities, and determination efficient values were
predicted. It has found that. 1) Students’ perceptions of their science classroom learning
environments indicated that evidence from moderate to hi level. 2) Students’ responses of their
satisfaction revealed that evidence of hi level. 3) Students’ performances of their creative thinking

abilities indicated that evidence at moderate level. 4) Associations between students’ perceptions



of their MCI toward their SAI Test, the R™alues indicate that 5%, 12%, 29%, and 14% of the
variance in students’ creative thinking abilities to their science classes in Originality,
Flexibility, and Elaboration Thinking scales, respectively. 5) Associations between students’
perceptions of their MCI and CTT scales. The R’values indicate that 6%, 7%, 8% and 12% of the
variances in students’ satisfaction were attributable to Learning Activity Process, Classroom

Learning Environment, Learning Media and Benefit scales, respectively.
Keywords : Science Classroom Learning Environment, My Class

Inventory (MCI), Creative Thinking Ability Test (CTT), Satisfaction Assessment

Inventory (SAI) Questionnaire, and Secondary Students.
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