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Introduction

The era marked by the development of worldwide trends is recognized 
as Society 5.0. Studies by Rodríguez-Abitia & Bribiesca-Correa (2021) and 
Suryantini et al. (2020) have established a connection and correlation 
between real and virtual space and Society 5.0. The cycle of data acquisi-
tion, evaluation, and translation into pertinent knowledge, subsequently 
applied in the real world, has been identified as a recurring feature of 
Society 5.0. This cycle has been proposed to operate on a societal level 
as well (Deguchi et al., 2020). The transformation of society will invariably 
lead to changes in the educational landscape. The primary concerns are the 
skills that students will gain and the courses that will be offered. Research 
has highlighted creativity (Carayannis & Morawska-Jancelewicz, 2022), 
soft skills (Sá & Serpa, 2022), higher-order thinking skills (Suryantini et al., 
2020), communication (Joko et al., 2023), collaboration (Sá & Serpa, 2022), 
information and media literacy (Sá et al., 2021), computing and ICT literacy 
(Smuts & Van der Merwe, 2022), all of which mirror 21st-century skills, as 
leading elements to be imparted to students.

The acquisition of these skills has been the topic of educational study 
for decades (Chalkiadaki, 2018; Turiman et al., 2012; van Laar et al., 2017). 
According to several studies (Fakaruddin et al., 2023; Miwa, 2020; O’Neal 
et al., 2017), the learning of these abilities should begin in early grades and 
be integrated throughout numerous courses. The contribution of science 
education to the acquisition of these skills is undeniable. In the study con-
ducted by Berg et al (2021), out-of-school science education suggestions 
have been developed to help students cultivate 21st-century skills. In order 
to develop 21st-century skills, many projects are carried out in the science 
courses (Chu et al., 2017).

One of the fundamental courses in elementary school that serves to 
build a strong foundation for essential skills is the Science and Technology 
course (STC). In elementary schools, the STC curriculum introduces stu-
dents to a broad range of general science topics, carefully tailored to suit 
their cognitive development levels. This approach ensures that students 
are taught with appropriate content that enables them to understand 
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the world. Fitzgerald and Smith (2016) emphasize the critical importance of maintaining consistent teaching 
and learning standards throughout the science curriculum. This consistency is necessary for effective scien-
tific knowledge in the broader context of student’s intellectual development, enrichment of their reasoning 
abilities, comprehension skills, and overall cognitive talents. By doing so, educators can create a more holistic 
educational experience that fosters the development of well-rounded individuals. Science education plays a 
vital role in cultivating environmentally conscious, inventive, curious, and imaginative citizens within the society 
(Häyrynen et al., 2021; Schönfelder & Bogner, 2020). With the help of science and technology concepts, students 
acquire a deeper appreciation for the natural world, learn to think critically about complex issues and develop 
problem-solving skills that can be applied to various aspects of their lives. This education empowers students 
not only to understand scientific principles but also to engage actively with their environment and contribute 
positively to the world around them. 

The most important aim of STC is to inform students about current scientific developments and to raise 
generations that can benefit from all fields and at all levels of science. Studies related to science education and 
teaching are of great importance for the future of humanity. 

A lesson on contemporary science teaching should address the needs and interests of the student (Ornek 
& Saleh, 2012). It may be tailored in accordance with the child’s stage of development and is taught using ap-
propriate approaches that take environmental variables into account (Hansson et al., 2021). In contemporary 
pedagogical approaches within the sphere of scientific education, the emphasis has increasingly shifted towards 
the imperative of cultivating students’ capacity for scientific reasoning and critical inquiry, rather than a sole 
focus on the comprehensive impartation of established scientific knowledge (Fakaruddin et al., 2023). The ob-
jective of this approach is to facilitate students’ acquisition of skills vital to scientific inquiry, including research 
conduction, data analysis, and synthesis. The knowledge acquired through Science, Technology, and Society 
(STS) curriculum not only enhances these academic competencies but also equips students with practical skills 
applicable in their everyday lives. This multifaceted educational experience fosters an overall academic readi-
ness, thereby simplifying the learning process for additional subjects. Therefore, science education serves a dual 
purpose: it not only imparts scientific knowledge but also cultivates an overarching learning skill set in students 
(Letina, 2020; Mateos-Núñez et al., 2020; Pöntinen & Räty-Záborszky, 2020).

Science education in elementary school serves as a crucial foundation for students, fostering a compre-
hensive and consistent understanding of the nature of science. This early exposure to scientific concepts and 
principles is crucial for preparing students to become scientifically literate, a key outcome of science education 
(Roberts, 2007). Scientific literacy equips students with the knowledge, skills, and mindset necessary to engage 
with and interpret scientific information in their everyday lives. In addition, elementary school science educa-
tion is essential for igniting students’ curiosity about the scientific world (Fitzgerald & Smith, 2016; Jufrida et al., 
2019). By introducing engaging and age-appropriate content, educators can inspire students to ask questions, 
investigate concepts, and develop a genuine interest in scientific inquiry. This enthusiasm for learning can then 
be carried over into later years, encouraging students to pursue further education in science-related fields and 
contribute to the advancement of scientific knowledge. A comprehensive science education in elementary 
school helps students develop skills in critical thinking, problem-solving, and analysis. Students are equipped to 
navigate complex issues and make informed decisions in a technologically advanced and interconnected world 
by acquiring these competencies. According to Harlen and Qualter (2004), elementary school science teaching 
has a helpful role in the formation of attitudes along with the development of students’ ideas and skills. In this 
respect, elementary school teachers need to create teaching processes in which students will participate at a high 
level. The capacity of elementary school instructors to design scientific courses that are engaging for children 
and that pique students’ interest about the outside world has a significant effect in kids’ improved involvement 
in science classes (Harrison, 2020). For this reason, it is essential for elementary school teachers to prepare fun 
teaching processes that will arouse students’ interest in STC topics, attract their attention, and enable students 
to be active. With such environments, it will be easier for students to learn, and it will also serve to create posi-
tive attitudes towards science starting from an early age.

The achievement of goals and behaviors in the Science and Technology course (STC) is strongly linked to the 
course success and the students’ attitudes towards it. Attitude has been defined by numerous scholars in various 
ways. Thurstone (1931) described the attitude as a state of readiness to exhibit a positive or negative response 
towards objects and symbols (Tavşancıl, 2010). In contrast, Katz (1967) characterized attitude as a preliminary 
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thought process wherein an individual perceives a symbol, object, person, or the world as either good or bad, 
beneficial or harmful, based on their personal value system.

Attitude can be characterized as an acquired phenomenon that significantly impacts an individual’s be-
havioral patterns, potentially introducing a degree of subjectivity or bias into their decision-making processes 
(Eaton et al., 2008). Eagly and Chaiken (2007) defined attitude as a psychological tendency expressed through 
the evaluation of a specific entity in either a favorable or unfavorable manner. There is a broad agreement among 
researchers that attitude represents a summary assessment of a psychological object along dimensions such as 
good-bad, harmful-beneficial, pleasant-unpleasant, and likable-unlikable (Ajzen, 2001).

When learning new information, an individual needs to possess some prior knowledge about the subject 
matter. However, the interest and curiosity that the individual displays toward learning the material are equally 
significant (Hidi & Renninger, 2020). Consequently, fostering positive attitudes towards subjects like the STC is 
essential to enhance students’ engagement, curiosity, and overall success in the learning process.

Affective entry behaviors consist of dimensions related to feelings such as interest, motivation, anxiety, 
and academic self-design. Children attitudes begin to take shape at a young age (Halbeisen et al., 2017), making 
them a crucial factor in the development of good behavior toward STC at the elementary school level (Harlen 
& Qualter, 2004; Kerr & Murphy, 2012).

Recent research has demonstrated that students with good attitudes about science courses are more likely 
to achieve academic achievement than those with negative attitudes. For instance, Osborne et al. (2003) discov-
ered that students with good attitudes toward science were more likely to get higher grades in scientific classes 
than those with negative views. There are several reasons why attitudes toward scientific courses may influence 
academic performance. Students with positive attitudes about scientific courses are more likely to participate 
in learning activities and be motivated to study, resulting in improved academic success (Linnenbrink-Garcia et 
al., 2016; Teppo et al., 2021). Good attitudes toward science may enhance self-efficacy, or the idea that one can 
succeed in science courses, which can result in improved effort and perseverance (González-Gómez et al., 2022; 
Mao et al., 2021; Retni S et al., 2021; Ültay et al., 2020). Positive attitudes about scientific courses may result in 
a stronger interest in science-related occupations, which can drive students to do better in their classes (Mao 
et al., 2021). As conclusion, there is a considerable correlation between attitudes toward scientific courses and 
academic performance. The use of engaging and dynamic teaching techniques, the provision of chances for 
hands-on learning, and the promotion of science’s relevance to students’ everyday lives may all contribute to 
the development of favorable attitudes toward scientific courses.

Due to societal prejudices, many students perceive STC to be confusing and difficult to comprehend. This 
misconception impacts students’ perceptions of science and technology and, consequently, their academic 
performance (Ogunkola & Samuel, 2011; Patall et al., 2018). Consequently, scholarly recommendations advocate 
for the early exposure of children to scientific principles and suggest fostering an enjoyment for the subject. 
This approach is proposed as an effective strategy for the development of positive and constructive attitudes 
towards science (Stagg & Verde, 2019; Teppo et al., 2021). By developing a positive attitude towards science, it 
is possible to increase students’ interest in this field and to direct them to professions related to science in the 
future (George, 2006). In this respect, attitudes are one of the most effective elements in learning.

According to Bentley et al. (2007), the attitude dimension of science is the dimension of feeling and value, 
and it is the driving force of learning. In addition, the interest and curiosity of the student generate research 
and then provide the construction of new knowledge (Bentley et al., 2007).

In the Northern Cyprus elementary school program, STC subjects are included within the Life Sciences 
courses in the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd grades, while they are included as Science and Technology Courses in the 4th and 
5th grades. In the 2003-2004 academic year, within the scope of the Basic Education Support project, a decision 
was made to change the name of the Primary Education Science course to STC, and it was put into practice in 
the 2004-2005 academic year (MEB, 2004). The Northern Cyprus Education System was revised in 2005 under the 
name of the New Education System on the basis of constructivism (KKTC MEB, 2005). Elementary education cur-
ricula were reconsidered in 2016 and rewritten based on the constructivist approach (http://tepgp.emu.edu.tr/).

In this context, the objective is to create a valid and reliable measurement instrument specifically designed 
to assess the attitudes of elementary school students toward the Science and Technology course. Developing 
such a tool would provide valuable insights into students’ perceptions, feelings, and preferences regarding the 
course, enabling educators and researchers to better understand and address factors that may influence their 
engagement, motivation, and overall academic performance.
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Research Methodology

Research Design

In this study, the scale development process was carried out and this process involved a quantitative research 
approach to construct a comprehensive and robust instrument. The primary aim was to create a scale that effectively 
captures various aspects of students’ attitudes toward Science and Technology Courses (STC), allowing a deeper 
understanding of their perceptions and feelings. In addition to scale development, the study also aimed to assess 
and establish the psychometric properties of the instrument, ensuring validity and reliability. By concentrating on 
both the scale generation process and the examination of its psychometric features, the study aimed to give educa-
tors, academics, and policymakers a helpful and trustworthy instrument for measuring students’ views regarding 
STC. In return, this would guide instructional planning, curriculum development, and interventions to encourage 
positive attitudes and improve students’ academic performance in scientific education.

Study Group

The research study’s participant group comprised 651 fourth-grade students attending private elementary 
schools under the North Cyprus Ministry of National Education and Culture during the 2020-2021 academic year. 
Information was not collected solely on the sociodemographic description of the participants. While opinions may 
vary regarding the ideal sample size for scale development studies, it is generally recommended that the sample 
size be five to ten times larger than the number of items in the scale (Child, 2006; Çokluk et al., 2014; Williams et al., 
2010). Since there are 35 questions in the first form of the scale, the sample size must be at least 350. In this case, 
it can be said that the sample size is sufficient since 651 people participated in the scale development process.

Scale Development Process and Data Collection

During the development of the scale, the literature (Dijkstra & Goedhart, 2012; Summers & Abd-El-Khalick, 
2018; Yurdakal & Kırmızı, 2019) was scanned to create an item pool and examined. At the same time, the answers of 
168 students to open-ended questions via Google forms were analyzed. By analyzing the answers of each student, 
the researchers determined the frequencies of expressions that could be potential attitude expressions. Based on 
the literature review and analyses, an item pool consisting of 40 items was created. Every effort has been made to 
ensure that the items are clear and comprehensible, and that each item conveys a unique opinion.

The item pool was examined by a Curriculum and Instruction, linguist, psychological counseling, and guid-
ance specialist, as well as elementary school teachers. An overview was taken in terms of suitability for the levels 
of student development, language, curriculum development, and assessment and evaluation. Two of the draft 
items were found to be problematic in terms of language, and three of them were removed from the scale as 
they were found to be problematic in terms of suitability for the student’s level, and an initial form consisting of 
35 items was prepared.

To assess the level of agreement among respondents for the items in the scale, a 5-point Likert-type scale 
was utilized, with response options ranging from “Strongly agree” to “Strongly disagree,” with “Agree,” “Undecided,” 
and “Disagree” in between. The scale comprises 35 items, of which 19 are positive and 16 are negative. Students 
responded to the items using a 5-category rating scale. For positive attitude items, scoring was assigned as follows: 
“Strongly agree” = 5, “Agree” = 4, “Undecided” = 3, “Disagree” = 2, and “Strongly disagree” = 1. For negative items, 
the scoring was reversed: “Strongly agree” = 1, “Agree” = 2, “Undecided” = 3, “Disagree” = 4, and “Strongly disagree” 
= 5. The attitude scale was converted into a Google Form and distributed to fourth-grade students. A total of 697 
students participated in the study by responding to the survey. This method allowed for the efficient collection 
and analysis of data, helping to understand better the students’ attitudes toward the subject matter in question.

Data Analysis

Analysis of the data was carried out to provide evidence for the construct validity of SSTAS, “Exploratory Factor 
Analysis (EFA)” and “Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA)”. SPSS 21.0 package program was used for EFA. “Kaiser Meyer 
Olkin Test (KMO)” and “Barlett Sphericity” test methods were used to determine whether the data were suitable for 
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principal component analysis. Varimax transformation was used to determine the factors so that the factors to be 
obtained are not correlated with each other. The factors that emerged as a result of the analysis were named. For 
CFA, the Lisrel 8.8 package program was used, and the suitability of the model revealed in EFA was checked. For 
the content validity of the scale, the opinions of academicians who are experts in their fields were consulted. To 
determine the reliability of SSTAS, the Cronbach-Alpha test and composite reliability are calculated.

Research Results 

Exploratory factor analysis and confirmatory factor analysis were applied to examine the construct validity 
of the SSTAS, and the findings of the applied factor analyses are as shown below;

Exploratory Factor Analysis

Before initiating the Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) procedures, the dataset was thoroughly examined 
to ensure that it met the necessary assumptions for conducting factor analysis. In this regard, the researchers 
first assessed the draft form of the Student Science and Technology Attitude Scale (SSTAS) for its compatibility 
with the multivariate normal distribution. Upon examination, it was confirmed that the draft form conformed to 
the multivariate normal distribution requirements. Next, the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) coefficient and Bartlett’s 
sphericity tests were employed to ascertain the dataset’s suitability for performing EFA. The SSTAS yielded a KMO 
coefficient of .934, which provides valuable insights into the data matrix’s appropriateness for factor analysis and 
the data structure’s suitability for factor extraction. For a dataset to be considered factorable, the KMO coefficient 
should be higher than .60. According to Çokluk et al. (2014), KMO values of .90 or greater are deemed ‘perfect.’ Ad-
ditionally, the Bartlett test was used to examine the presence of relationships between variables based on partial 
correlations (Çokluk et al., 2014; Williams et al., 2010). Upon analyzing the results of Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity, the 
researchers found that the test’s calculated chi-square value was 5333.200, which was statistically significant (p < 
.05). Based on these findings, it was concluded that the SSTAS was appropriate for EFA, allowing the researchers 
to proceed with confidence in their analysis.

Figure 1
Scree plot of SSTAS

Figure 1 shows the scree plot used to have an idea about the factor structure of SSTAS, and it was concluded 
that the scale has a 3-factor structure.
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Table 1
SSTAS Exploratory Factor Analysis Results

  F1 F2 F3

Eigenvalues 7.571 2.566 1.418

Explained variance (%) 32.918 11.157 6.164

Cumulative explained variance (%) 32.918 44.075 50.239

20. Science class is good. .817   

15. I enjoy doing science homework. .804   

35. I would like to take a science class. .737   

31. I would be happy to increase the course hours of the Science course. .711   

3. Science class is fun. .690   

1. I love science class. .676   

24. Science lesson is easy. .671   

33. I think everyone should like Science class. .665   

17. Science class is boring. .664   

21. I find science class boring. .648  

29. Science lesson is practical. .623   

32. Studying for science class makes me uncomfortable. .614   

18. Science lesson teaches us the information we want to learn. .514   

6. The knowledge we learn comes in handy in everyday life. .500   

5. The subjects of the science lesson are difficult. .497   

10. I don’t like studying science.  .757  

14. I do not like learning by doing science lessons.  .726  

19. I don’t like science and technology in science class.  .710  

28. I don’t like reading books about science class  .669  

16. We do not learn different information in science class  .551  

25. Experiments are interesting.    .725

4. Experiments do not make science class fun.  .634

12. I will not be happy if the experiments multiply.  .606

27. It makes the laboratory science lesson more beautiful.  .606

13. Experiments ensure the permanence of knowledge. 0.516    .516

Table 1 presents the eigenvalues obtained from the Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) applied to the Student 
Science and Technology Attitude Scale (SSTAS), along with the variances explained by these eigenvalues both 
individually and cumulatively. In the EFA, the Principal Components Analysis method was employed to identify 
the factor structure of SSTAS, and a varimax transformation was conducted on the dataset to enhance the inter-
pretability of the results. A close examination of the factor loadings of the items in STAS revealed that they ranged 
from .31 to .81. As per Tabachnick and Fidell (2007), a minimum factor loading of .30 is expected for an item on a 
factor. As a result, 10 out of the 35 items in the SSTAS were eliminated from the scale due to factor loadings below 
the acceptable threshold.

For the 25-item version of STAS, the factor loadings of the items varied from .497 to .817. Based on these 
findings, it was determined that the SSTAS consisted of a 3-factor structure, which provided a comprehensive 
and coherent framework for assessing elementary school students’ attitudes toward the Science and Technology 
Course. The factor names were as follows:
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Factor 1: Teaching Process (Items: 1, 3, 5, 6, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21, 24, 29, 31, 32, 33, 35)
Factor 2: Negative Attitudes (Items: 10, 14, 16, 19, 28)
Factor 3: Experiments (Items: 4, 12, 13, 25, 27)
This 3-factor structure provided a clear and organized framework for understanding and interpreting the 

elementary school students’ attitudes toward the Science and Technology Course.

Confirmatory Factor Analysis

Upon identifying the factor structure of the Student Science and Technology Attitude Scale (SSTAS), Con-
firmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) was implemented to validate the appropriateness of the factor structure and to 
scrutinize the relationships between the factors. CFA is considered an extension of EFA, as it serves to verify the 
factor structure established during the exploratory stage. CFA is a valuable tool in the scale development process, 
as it allows researchers to test the hypothesized factor structure based on the results of the EFA against the actual 
data. By doing so, it provides empirical evidence for the construct validity of the scale and ensures that the factor 
structure is robust and generalizable to the target population. Furthermore, CFA helps in determining the extent to 
which the factors are correlated, enabling researchers to gain a better understanding of the relationships between 
the factors and their underlying constructs. In the context of the SSTAS, applying CFA was essential to confirm that 
the three-factor structure, which included the Teaching Process, Negative Attitudes, and Experiments factors, ac-
curately represented the attitudes of elementary school students towards the Science and Technology Course. By 
confirming the suitability of the factor structure, researchers could ensure that the SSTAS was a valid and reliable 
tool for measuring students’ attitudes, allowing for more effective assessment, intervention, and improvement of 
their learning experiences in the Science and Technology Course.

Figure 2
Confirmatory Factor Analysis Path Diagram of SSTAS
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The CFA path diagram of the SSTAS shown in Figure 2 is given, and it was discarded from the 3-factor and 25-
item scale determined by EFA because the 2-item factor loads were not appropriate and disrupted the model fit. 
Accordingly, in the final form of the scale, a total of 23 items were included in the Science and Technology Lesson 
Teaching Process sub-dimension 13 items, Negative Attitudes Science and Technology Lesson sub-dimension 5 
items, and Experiments in the Science and Technology Lesson sub-dimension 5 items.

Table 2 
SSTAS Goodness-of-Fit Indices for SSTAS

Factor/Dimension χ²/SD GFI NFI CFI RMSEA

Criteria  < 3 (perfect fit) > .90 > .90 > .90 .05 and .08 (acceptable fit)

Model 2.693 .916 .904 .923 .53

When the SSTAS, CFA goodness-of-fit index values (as shown in Table 2) ​​were examined, it was determined 
that χ²/SD was 2.693, which indicates that SSTAS has a perfect fit in terms of χ²/SD. According to Kline (2005), a value 
of χ²/sd below 3 indicates a perfect fit, and a value between 3 and 5 indicates an acceptable fit.

According to SSTAS and DFA results, the Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) value of the scale was .916, the Normal-
ized Fit Index (NFI) value was .904 and the Comparative Fit Index (CFI) value was .923. According to Tabachnick 
and Fidell (2007), the limit value determined for GFI, NFI and CFI is between .90 and 1.00. GFI, NFI and CFI values ​​
are expected to be between the specified limit values, ​​and this indicates an acceptable fit. Root Mean Square Error 
(RMSEA) value of the scale was found to be 0.053. According to Brown (Brown, 2015), a RMSEA value between .00-
.05 indicates perfect fit, and a value between .05-.08 indicates acceptable fit. Accordingly, it has been determined 
that SSTAS has an acceptable fit in terms of RMSEA.

As a result of the CFA, it was determined that all goodness-of-fit indices of SSTAS except GFI were appropriate 
and the construct validity of the scale was ensured.

SSTAS Reliability Analysis

In order to examine the reliability of the SSTAS, the Cronbach’s alpha test and the split-half test were performed, 
respectively, and the item-total correlations of the scale were examined.

Table 3
Reliability Results for Sub-dimension and Total Scale

Cronbach’s α McDonald’s ω

Teaching Process .900 .904

Negative Attitudes .754 .757

Experiments .693 .697

Total .877 .898

Upon examining Table 3, it was determined that the Cronbach’s alpha coefficient for the overall Student 
Science and Technology Attitude Scale (SSTAS) was .877. Additionally, composite reliability (McDonald’s ω) was 
calculated for each dimension and the total scale to further assess the internal consistency of the scale. According 
to Büyüköztürk (2015), a Cronbach’s alpha reliability coefficient above .70 is considered an acceptable level, while 
Taber (Taber, 2018) suggests that a coefficient above .60 is adequate for scale reliability.

Considering these criteria, the reliability coefficients of the SSTAS’s sub-dimensions and the total scale are 
within acceptable levels, indicating that the scale exhibits satisfactory internal consistency. This internal consistency 
is crucial in the context of academic research, as it provides evidence that the items within each dimension of the 
SSTAS are measuring the same underlying construct, leading to more accurate and reliable results.
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Having a reliable scale is vital for assessing students’ attitudes toward the Science and Technology Course, as it 
ensures that the scale can consistently and accurately capture the attitudes of the target population. Consequently, the 
SSTAS can be considered a valuable tool for educators, researchers, and policymakers in evaluating the effectiveness of 
instructional practices and in informing potential improvements in science education for elementary school students.

 Discussion

This research was conducted to develop a valid and reliable attitude scale to determine the positive and nega-
tive attitudes of elementary school students toward STC. Attitude scales are measurement tools used to determine 
students’ attitudes toward the courses. An attitude scale has been reached to determine the attitudes of secondary 
school students towards STC in the TRNC. However, a scale aiming to measure elementary school students’ attitudes 
toward STC could not be found in the North Cyprus. In the literature, there exists a scale for School Improvement to 
Transform Education into being sustainable environments but not about STC in North Cyprus (Mafratoglu et.al, 2023). 
Therefore, this study can be accepted as a contribution to the literature in determining the positive and negative 
attitudes of elementary school students toward STC. The validity of each item was verified by the fact that a broad 
variety of publications were researched in the process of generating the item pool, and that the items themselves 
were evaluated by specialists in the relevant fields. Expert evaluation is one of the first steps to be implemented in 
scale development (Koc & Budak, 2021; Zapata-Ospina & García-Valencia, 2022). The scale was prepared in a 5-point 
Likert type. During the scoring of the items in the scale, negative items should be scored in reverse. 

Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) were used to determine the construct 
validity of the developed scale. It has been observed that the findings obtained serve to measure the feature which 
the scale aims to measure and can distinguish individuals who have the desired feature to be measured and those 
who do not. EFA is among the multivariate statistical techniques used to determine the latent sub-dimensions of the 
scale (Watkins, 2018). The scale consists of 23 items and three factors. Three factors explain 52.23% of the total vari-
ance of the attitude variable. The first factor constitutes 32.9% of the scale, the second factor 11.16% and the third 
factor 6.16%. The total explained variance is over 50%.

The results of exploratory factor analysis (EFA) indicated reasonable (.50 to.90) and significant (p < .001) coefficients, 
thus a confirmatory factor analysis was carried out in order to validate the three-component structure that EFA had 
discovered. This indicates that each item makes a substantial contribution to the subscale that is being considered. 
The number that was derived from the ratio of proposed chi-square to degree of freedom was employed in order to 
establish whether or not the model was a good fit. The results of this investigation are presented in Table 2, where it 
can be seen that the ratio of chi-square to degrees of freedom is 2.693. According to Kline (2005), a perfect match is 
indicated by a value of χ²/sd that is less than 3, whereas an adequate fit is indicated by a value that falls between 3 
and 5. In light of these standards, it is possible to assert that the model provides a satisfactory fit for the data. It was 
discovered that the NFI for the model was equal to .91, and the CFI was equal to .93. According to Brown (Brown, 
2015), a perfect match is indicated by an RMSEA value of between .00 and.05, while a good fit is indicated by a value 
between .05 and .08. As a result, we may deduce that the value of the RMSEA for the Science and Technology Lesson 
Attitude Scale is .053, indicating that it has an adequate fit.

When the results of the reliability analysis are examined, it is concluded that it is reliable at an acceptable level 
in terms of both general and sub-factors. The Cronbach Alpha internal consistency coefficient of the whole scale was 
found to be .87. In structural equation modeling (SEM), the concept of composite reliability refers to a statistic that 
evaluates the internal consistency of a latent variable or construct (Brunner & Süß, 2005). McDonald’s ω is calculated 
for composite reliability and coefficient (.898) is at acceptable level.  

It is highlighted that there are various structures for assessing the attitude toward the science course, as opposed 
to a single structure (George, 2006; Kerr & Murphy, 2012; Osborne et al., 2003). Hence, scales may contain several fac-
tors. This concept is supported by the emergence of a triple-factor structure in this investigation. According to Williams 
et al. (2010), the process of labeling factors is a complex and nuanced task that requires researchers to balance their 
subjective interpretations, theoretical knowledge, and inductive reasoning to assign meaningful and coherent labels 
to the factors identified in their analysis. This process is crucial for ensuring that the results of factor analysis are both 
meaningful and relevant to the broader context of the research question being investigated.

Although other names are feasible for the elements in factor 1, it is believed that “teaching process” is more in-
clusive because it symbolizes the teaching process. In a research study involving the development of an attitude scale 
toward science, attitude-related questions were frequently titled “Attitude toward science” (Summers & Abd-El-Khalick, 
2018). In as much as the research in question contains elements connected to belief, naming demonstrates differ-

https://doi.org/10.33225/jbse/23.22.641

DEVELOPING AN ATTITUDE SCALE TOWARDS SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY COURSES: A 
STUDY OF VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY 

(PP.641-652)



650

Journal of Baltic Science Education, Vol. 22, No. 4, 2023

ISSN 1648–3898     /Print/

ISSN 2538–7138 /Online/

ence along other dimensions. When the elements of Factor 2 were analyzed, they were termed “Negative Attitudes” 
since they were entirely negative. In a different research study (Liaghatdar et al., 2011), negative items were labeled 
“Science Anxiety.” The third aspect in our analysis was titled “Experiments.” In another research (Nuhoğlu, 2008), it was 
referred to as “class activities.” In essence, although the naming of the scale items is considered subjective, there are 
similar namings in the literature, and the fact that they were called to correspond with the items gave the meaning 
of the scale’s components.

Conclusions and Implications

This scale was designed to assess the attitudes of elementary school students about the science and technology 
curriculum. Based on the outcomes of the EFA, CFA, and reliability analyses, the scale can be argued as valid and reli-
able. In its final form, the scale has three dimensions. The first dimension evaluates the attitudes of students toward 
the teaching process. This dimension has 13 components, of which 3 are negative and 9 are positive. The second 
dimension evaluates the negative views of the students. This dimension has a total of five negative items. The third 
dimension evaluates the students’ perspectives on the experiments. There are a total of five items in this dimension, 
one of which is negative.

Attention should be paid to the fact that all items were marked by the students and that the negative items were 
coded in reverse during the assessment stage when using the scale. Using different populations, future researchers 
can evaluate the validity and reliability of the scale. It is also adaptable to other cultures and languages. The main 
limitation of the study is that EFA and CFA were performed on the same data set. Due to the use of the same dataset as 
researchers, each step was checked for overfitting, capitalization on chance and inflated fit indices. In particular, it was 
checked whether there were idiosyncrasies in the data. The reliability of the scale can be more clearly demonstrated 
by future researchers’ studies on different data sets.
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