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The purposes of this study were to (1) investigate the creative
thinking level of the students who had practiced the creative problem—
solving process before conducting the projects and that of the students
who had not, (2) compare the creative thinking of the students who had
practiced the creative problem-solving process before conducting the
projects to that of the students who had not practiced it bcfore
conducting the projecits.

The sample consisted of two classes, 15 students each, of medium
and low creative thinking ability M.S. 5 students in the Science stream at

Srinakharinwirot University Prasarnmit Demonstration School (Secondary)
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enrolled in Computer Career Practice (C.041) during the second semester of
the 2002 academic year. The experimental and the control group were
designated using the random sampling technique. The researcher herself
taught each group for a total of 27 sessions. The instruments were Lesson
Plans for Computer Career Practice (C.041) which implemented. the process
of creative problem-solving prior to conducting the projects, Lesson Plans
of the same course without practicing the process of creative problem-
solving and a Pre-Post Creative Thinking Skill Test. Collection of data had
been done by having the experimental group practice Torrance’s Creative
Problem-Solving Process before doing projects while the control‘ group
receive none of such practice. Mean, Standard Deviation and t-test were
used for statistical analvses.

The results of the study were concluded as follows:

1. There were differences without significance in creative thinking
before the experiment between the experimental group and the control
group.

2. Statistically significant difference was found at the .001 level in
creative thinking before and after the cxperiment among the experimental
group students.

3. Significant difference at the .001 level was also found in creative
thinking before and after the experiment among the control group students.
4. There was significant difference at the .001 level in creative

thinking after the experiment between the experimental group students

and the control group students.
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In comparing the project titles and planning procedures proposed
by the students, it was found that students practicing creative problem-
solving process before doing projects showed creativity by proposing a
more diversified and innovative titles than that of the control group
students who had not practiced the creative problem-solving before
conducting the projects. As for the planning of the operational
procedures, the experimental group’s project plans were clearly more

practical and manageable than those of the control group.



