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This research purposes were to develop the thinking styles scale based on Sternberg J.Robert's
concept, to check the quality of thinking styles scale in term validity and reliability, to survey the thinking
styles of Thai juvenile based on Sternberg J.Robert's concept, to compare the difference of thinking styles
among Thai juveniles with different background of sex, school type, and regibn , and to construct norms. The
research participants were 1466 Thai juvenile studying in the upper secondary education (Mathayom 4-6)
and vocational education (year 1 -3) he research samples were randomed by using multi-stage random
sampling. The research data were collected by the thinking styles scale based on Sternberg & Wagner's
concept Descriptive statistics, MANOVA were empioyed to analyze the collected data via SPSS for Windows
version11 and confirmatory factor analysis was also employed to anzlyze the collected data via LISRE!
version 8.53

The research findings were as follow: _
1) The thinking styles scale was proved to have good qualities specifically, the scale had a content

validity. The index of consistency (0C) ranged from 0.6 101.0. The construct validity was confirmed by

scale as estimated by alpha Cronbach coefficient was in the range of 0.791 to 0.925

2) Almost Thai juvenile had Thinking styles of Monarchic (28.74%) Hierarchic (31.34%) Oligarchic
{32.22%) Anarchic (31.57%) Legislative (31.52%) Executive (33.09%) Judicial (32.18%) Global (32.39%)
Local (31.00%) internal (29.84%) External (29.84%) Liberal (30.35%) and Conservative (28.60%)

3) when the research compared Thinking styles among Thai juvenile with different background.
It was found that mean of Thinking styles of Women and Men was different at 0.5 level of statistical
significance in the styles of Oligarchic, Anarchic, Executive, Global, Local. Internal, and Conservative. For
the region, it was found that almost thinking styles of Thai juvenile in the northeast and the south were
different than the other regions at 0.5 level of statistical significance in the styles of Hierachic , Anarchic,
Global, Local, Intemal, and Conservative, and It was found that mean of Thinking styles of different school
categories was different at 0.5 level of statistical significance in the styles of Oligarchic, Anarchich,

Executive, Global, Local, Internal, and Conservative





