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Abstract

This study aimed at finding out the effect of environmental inquiry
activities on the achievement of eighth grade female students and their
creative thinking in science. To achieve the objective of the study, two classes
were chosen purposively. They were distributed randomly into two groups:
experimental group consisting of (25) female students, taught by
environmental inquiry activities, and control group consisting of (23) female
students, taught by the regular method. Two tests were used. Their validity
and reliability were assured. The first test was: "Torrance Creative Thinking
Test". It was adjusted for science course. The second test was an achievement

test developed by the researcher.
The findings of the study were the following:

There were significant differences at (a<0.05) between the two means
of achievement attributed to teaching method of environmental inquiry
activities and regular method in favor of the environmental inquiry activities.

There were significant differences at (0<0.05) between the means of
creative thinking skills and the total score, in favor of the experimental group

that was taught by the environmental inquiry activities.
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