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The psychometrics of creativity measurement
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A problem of validity
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Things don’t add up

Divergent thinking
Remote associates test
Openness to experience

Creativity Achievement Questionnaire

In various studies, including
in our own data, these
inter-correlate only weakly
or not at all




“Characteristically these various indicators of
creativity exhibit a most confusing correlational
pattern, and nowhere is there a theory of the
structure of creativity that would correspond to
the theories of the structure of intelligence, or the
structure of personality for that matter.”

Kaufman, 2003



Ground truth

In the best recent validation data
(e.g., Benedek et al. 2017, Runco
et al. 2010), divergent thinking
and related tests did not seem to
predict actual “real-world”
outcomes all that well.




What we should NOT be doing

e Knee-jerk policy reactions to
currently unclear implications




What we SHOULD be doing

e Programmatically studying
the measurement of
creativity in the Philippines




[f the PH had scored
very well, I would
have the same exact
complaints, but
nobody would care.



