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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate beliefs about creativity according to
science teachers who teach science in the basic schools in Tulkarm & Jenin
districts. In addition to recognizing the roles of the district, gender,scientific
qualification, specialist and years of experience in affecting their beliefs about
creativity

The population of the study was consisted of (586) teachers. While The sample of
the study consisted of (186) teachers of science basic schools in Tulkarm& Jenin
district, they were (80) males and(106) females the sample was chosen as a

Randomly Stratified Sample and was (30%) of the population.

The researcher used a questionnaire consisted of (41) items to explore the degree of

the teachers ' beliefs about creativity. After examining it's validity .

The researcher used the descriptive and qualitative statistics to analyze the data such

as the mean, standard deviation, T-test, one way ANOVA, Cronbach Alpha .

After analyzing data the results indicated that the degree of science teachers' beliefs
was very high. The Average was (3.59) from a scale with the a maximum (5)
degrees. And there was no significant differences due to gender, subject
specialization and years of experience in general.

In light of these result the researcher recommended conducting studies to recognize
family and students' beliefs about creativity and also to examine the relationship
between creativity and academic achievement & cleverness. He also recommended

conducting studies similar to this study using different tools.
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