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The objective of this research was to develop a model of creative thinking
development of bésic educational institution principals. The research had 4 steps : (1)
studying basic information from 100 principals for formulating a model of creative thinking
dévelopment of principals, (2) formu!ating and verifying a model of creative thinking
development of principals, (3) experimenting a model of creative thinking development of
ﬁn‘ncipals.‘The participants were 30 principals, (4) evaluating a model of creative thinking
development of principals,

The result were a model of creative thinking development of basic educational
institution principals had 3 components; (1) the approach of creative thin.ki.ng
development had 2 subcomponents: characteristic of group and individual development
and frequency of development (2) the instruments of creative thinking development had 3
subcomponents: the activity handbook, exercise for develop creative thinking and
creative thinking test (3) thé process of creative thinking development had 3
subcomponents: pretest, the development process, and posttest. And after the

experimental found that the participants had higher creative thinking scores than pretest

scores by significantly at .01 level.





