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Abstract
TE14163

The purposes of this study were to analyze Prathom Suksa %létuder?t’s
creativity reflected in portfolios of Thai language subject and to construct rubrics for
assessment. The samples were 3 groups of portfolios of Thai language subject: 85
portfolios were used to analyze, 10 portiolios were used to test the instruments, and 288
portfolios were used with the instruments for rubrics for assessing student’s creativity
reflected in portfolios. The data were analyzed by calculating the level of congruence
index, leading to content validity. The coefficient correlation values were then analyzed
for reliability of scores given by a single judge and those given by multiple judges. The
results were as follows:

1. From 85 portfolios used to analyze student's creativity, there were 6 types
of portfolio items that could be used to construct rubrics: composition, poem, slogan,
mind mapping, advertisement and storytelling.

2. The six developed rubrics for assessment of student's creativity (type 1 for
composition, Type 2 for poem, Type 3 for slogan, Type 4 for mind-mapping, Type 5 for
advertisement, Type 6 for storytelling) had content validity at the congruence level of
0.71-1.00. The reliability of scoring by a single judge for those 6 types was .73, .72, .60,
.74, .61 and .80 respectively. The scoring of those 6 types by multiple judges had the
reliability at .91, .91, .89, .92, .86 and .94 respectively.



