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Abstract
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Instructor Dr. Pasana Chularut (2549). A Study and Development of Creativity of
Undergraduate, Faculty of Education, Srinakharinwirot University. Department of Guidance

and Educational Psychology, Faculty of Education, Srinakharinwirot University.

The purpose of this research were to study and develop creativity of
undergraduates, faculty of education, Srinakharinwirot University. The population of creativity
study were 341 undergraduates that consisted of 7™ through 4" year educational levels,
faculty of education, Srinakharinwirot University . Their majors were guidance, primary
education, and technology education, in the academic year 2005. The subjects of the
creativity development through program of creativity development consisted of 33
volunteered 2™ year educational level students of guidance major.

The research instruments were creativity test of Torrance (Thinking Creatively with
Picture Figural Form A) and program of creativity development. The data was analyzed by
using t-test for independent samples, One Way Analysis of Variance, LSD and t-test for

dependent samples.

The results of the study were as follows :

1. The students scored low on creativity (total scores). When considered in term of
each dimension, the students scored average on fluency thinking and originality thinking,
and scored low on elaboration thinking.

2. The female and male students scored low on creativity (total scores). When
considered in term of each dimension, the female and male students scored average on
fluency thinking and originality thinking, and scored low on elaboration thinking.

3. The students, consisted of 1% through 4" year educational levels,
scored average on creativity (total scores). When considered in term of each dimension, the
students scored average on fluency thinking and originality thinking, and scored low on
elaboration thinking.

4. The students whose majors were guidance, primary education, and technology

education scored average on creativity (total scores). When considered in term of each
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dimension, the students scored average on fluency thinking and originality thinking, and
scored low on elaboration thinking.

5. There were significant differences on elaboration thinking among male and
female students at .05 level. Significant differences on creativity (total scores) and fluency
thinking and o'rfginality thinking of male and female students was not found.

6. There were significant differences on elaboration thinking (at .01 level) and
fluency thinking (at .05 level) when students were grouped according to the differences in
educational levels, 1% through 4" year educational levels. Significant differences on creativity
(total scores) and originality thinking of students was not found.

7. There were significant differences on creativity (total scores), fluency thinking,
originality thinking, and elaboration thinking when students were grouped according to their
majors at .01 level.

8. The creativity (total scores), fluency thinking, originality thinking, and elaboration
thinking of the students who participated in the program of creativity development

significantly increased than before the experiment at .01 level.





