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RESEARCH HIGHLIGHTS
Physics is one of the science subjects that need a proper understanding through the process of learning. Since physics is difficult among secondary school students, this study is conducted to investigate the level of thinking ability in physics subject. This study has been done by given question paper based on taxonomy bloom which consists of 10 questions divided into three stages of taxonomy bloom which are C1 (remembering), C2 (undertanding) and C3 (applying). Based on the test that have been held, the result showed that most students not reach the minimum mark for the three stages especially in C3 (applying). This shows that physics is hard to learn. In this case of study, Taxonomy Bloom system has enabled the teachers to set examination papers that are well balanced, testing the different cognitive skills without a tilt towards a tough or easy paper perception.
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RESEARCH OBJECTIVES
Education nowadays is more challenging because the teachers need to prepare the student with sufficient knowledge and skill in order for them to survive in the future[1]. Identifying a learner’s different thinking ability is important for teacher to identify the objectives of Taxonomy Bloom [2] . The teacher will able identify the level of thinking ability using framework of Taxonomy Bloom [3]. Thinking ability defines the ability to learn and make sense of new information [4]. Current research showed that 75% students felt boring and less interest to learn physics in conventional way. As a result, physics subject is not chosen as a favourite subject among the students [5, 6].
This aim of this research is to identify the level of thinking ability in physics subject among secondary school students. This study seeks to answer the following research questions:
· How to identify the level of thinking ability in physics subject among secondary school students?
· Are physics a tough subject to be learn among secondary school students?

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Fig.1. Flowchart of Methodology
There are three stages in order to achieve the objective. In the first stage is development of question set which consists of 10 questions; 4 questions for C1 (remember), 4 questions for C2 (understand) and 2 Questions for C3 (apply). The questions are arranged in order. Question 1 until 4 is C1. Question 5 until 8 is C2. Question 9 until 10 is C3. The questions has been validited by the Kolej PERMATA Insan’s physics lecturer before it is given to the students to be answered. The second stage is question test for the 33 students of Kolej PERMATA Insan aged 16-17 which have been studying physics for 4 years at Kolej PERMATA Insan. The test are held for 40 minutes. In the third stage, each 10 questions are analysed based on the number of students that able to answer the question.

RESULTS AND FINDINGS
The result of the test shows that most of the students have problems in each cognitive level. Figure 2 illustrated the number of students that able to answer the question given in the test.  The test questions is divided into two sections which are objective questions and subjective questions. For C1 cognitive level, there are 4 objective questions which included Q01 until Q04. Q05 until Q08 is under C2 cognitive level. And C3 cognitive level included two questions which is Q09 and Q10 For question 1 (Q01), 32 students can answer the question. For question 2 (Q02), 29 students can answer the question. For question 3 (Q03), 7 students can answer the questions. For question 4 (Q04), 19 students can answer the questions. For question 5 (Q05), 25 students can answer the question. For question 6 (Q06), 14 students can answer the questions. For question 7 (Q07), 28 students can answer the questions. For question 8 (Q08), 33 students can answer the questions. At C3 cognitive level, there are 2 subjective questions.  For question 9 (Q09), 29  students can answer the questions. 4 students manage to get 1 mark, 13 students manage to get 2 marks and 12 students manage to get 3 marks. For question 10 (Q10), 29 students manage to answer the question. 5 students manage to get 1 mark, 12 students manage to get 2 marks, 7 students manage to get 3 marks and 5 students manage to get 4 marks.
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Fig.2. The Number of Student Able to Answer the Test
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