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Abstract: This study aims to determine the effect of teacher teaching creativity and student
creativity quotient on economic learning outcomes in class X state senior high schools in
East Jakarta. This study used a quantitative method with a correlational approach. The
population of this study was 11163 students of class X high school in East Jakarta, the
sample selection technique used multistage random sampling, and a sample of 208 students
was selected. The data collection for the teacher’s teaching creativity and the creativity
quotient used a questionnaire, while the learning outcomes used secondary data. The
findings showed that teachers’ teaching creativity significantly influences student learning
outcomes, the creativity quotient insignificant influence on student learning outcomes,
teacher teaching creativity significant influence on creativity quotient, and teachers’
teaching creativity, mediated by creativity quotient, insignificant effect on student learning
outcomes. The finding of this study implies that the teacher’s teaching creativity can
increase the creativity quotient of students and students’ learning outcomes of economics.
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INTRODUCTION

Education is essential for life as it helps individuals adapt and develop the potential
and character to become qualified human beings. Students obtain student learning
outcomes after learning and capable measured by student mastery of a subject
matter. According to the Education Research Center of the Ministry of Education and
Culture, the average value of the Economic National Examination in 2016 has
decreased at the national, provincial, and city levels. Even until 2019, the results of
the Economic exam have not matched the achievements in 2015. The researcher
found that students who passed the Minimum Completion Criteria were only 65%,
with the achievement of a social clump lower than science clumps that are equal to
56%.

Recently, several studies have also encountered problems regarding learning
outcomes. According to research conducted by Yazid and Ernawati (2020)
remarked that during this pandemic, the unpreparedness of students and teachers
makes learning outcomes in the insufficient category. The lack of student learning
outcomes is inadequate because of a lack of motivation and unattractive teacher
methods (Nabillah & Abadi, 2019), incomplete learning facilities, and too minimal
time allocation (Febrika & Yanuarti, 2020). Learning outcomes can be affected by
various factors, such as physical, psychological, school environment factors (Raresik
et al., 2016), interest, motivation and attention, teaching methods, learning media,
social environment (Kurniawan et al., 2018), level of intelligence, learning models,
and student motivation (Gunawan et al., 2018).
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Distance learning tests the creativity of teachers in teaching. However,
teachers’ creativity in teaching distance is still not optimized, as evidenced by the
statement that students begin to feel bored during learning at home due to
monotonous learning. Likewise, Siron et al. (2020) mentioned that when the
distance learning model continues, of course, the children will become saturated
and bored, and in the end, the children will become lazy to study. During distance
learning, assignments such as reading texts, working on questions, making the
teacher often gives videos. This causes boredom in students due to the lack of
learning variants and the large number of assignments given by the teacher.

Teachers’ teaching creativity can affect student learning outcomes, supported
by research conducted by Oktaria et al. (2017), which stated an influence between
teacher teaching creativity and student learning outcomes. That means that
students have better learning outcomes when teachers have high creativity than
those with insufficient creativity. However, teacher creativity is not the only thing
that can affect learning outcomes. Family factors also participate in student learning.

Socio-economics such as education, occupation, house size, and parental
assets correlate with children’s academic achievement (Tesfagiorgis et al., 2020).
For example, children who come from poor households or lose their opinion by 50%
did not have learning materials of 6.10% and 4.80%, respectively. In addition to the
absence of costs for buying study materials, economic difficulties force children to
reduce their study time to get the cost of living (Save The Children, 2020). Low
learning outcomes are also able because of parents’ participation in education
(Appiah-Kubi & Amoako, 2020), and the inability of parents to use teaching
strategies due to the lack of parental education level (Li & Qiu, 2018).

Internal factors such as student creativity can affect student learning
outcomes. However, a student’s creativity did not obtain proper attention as
research organized by Kim (2011) shows a crisis in creative thinking. It can be from
the creative thinking score that continues to decline even though the 1Q score has
increased. Therefore, Ritter et al. (2020) regretted the graduates who lacked
creativity. Student creativity is too essential because it can affect student learning
outcomes (Nurfitriyani, 2015; Wilda et al., 2017). Psychological conditions can also
affect student learning outcomes, such as academic stress (Barseli et al., 2018).
Academic stress has an impact on academic performance (Saqib & Rehman, 2018).
Research conducted by Pascoe et al. (2020) results in a significant negative
relationship between academic stress and academic performance and mental health
and leads to depression, anxiety, and sleep disorders.

In 2020, there will be many cases of academic stress during online learning.
Research conducted at the University of Saudi Arabia (Moawad, 2020) obtained,
students experience high levels of stress, especially near the end of semester exams.
Academic stressed also occur in Indonesia. That is because a large amount of work
from home and school makes students stressed (Pajarianto etal., 2020). Adolescents
also experience bad psychological conditions such as anxiety to a high enough level
(Fitria & Ifdil, 2020). If academic stress is allowed to continue, it will worsen mental
health, child welfare, and student academic performance (Mahapatra & Sharma,
2020).

The poor learning outcomes of students, of course, must be addressed
immediately. The solution can use effective and attractive learning (Kristin, 2016;
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Panjaitan, 2016), intervene and provide support by considering the situation and
characteristics of students (Park et al., 2020), finding the cause (Pertiwi et al., 2019),
or observe the factors of learning outcomes (Getashun & Adamu, 2018). Student
learning outcomes had been organized before, such as examining learning outcomes
with teacher teaching creativity (Kasmaienezhadfard et al., 2015; Oktaria et al,,
2017; Utami et al.,, 2019) and student creativity (Banjarnahor et al., 2018; Fatmawati
et al.,, 2019). However, no one has researched the learning outcomes influenced by
teacher teaching creativity mediated by the creativity quotient of students.
Therefore, this research benefits for academics are to give information about the
relationship between teacher teaching creativity and students learning outcome
mediated by the creativity quotient, and then for teachers, students, and schools is
to pay attention to teachers teaching creative and student creativity solved learning
outcomes.

METHODS

This study adopted a quantitative method with a correlational approach. The data
collection for the teacher’s teaching creativity and the creativity quotient used a
questionnaire then, the learning outcomes of economics used secondary data. The
study population was 11163 senior high school students in East Jakarta. By using
multistage random sampling, the selected sample was 208 students. The teacher
teaching creativity questionnaire consists of characteristic personal, pedagogy, and
class/school ethos. Meanwhile, the self-reporting students’ creativity uses a self-
report questionnaire (Demetriou et al., 2015). The self-report used is the Kaufman
Domains Creativity Scale (K-DOCS) consists of everyday, scholarly, performance,
science, and artistic (McKay et al., 2017). The K-DOCS as a measure of creativity has
been used by several studies (Awofala & Fatade, 2015; Kandemir & Kaufman, 2020)
and had researched to have consistent correlations with the Big Five, providing
evidence of convergent validity (Kaufman, 2012) and divergent (Werner et al.,
2014). The K-DOCS has been testing to be a reliable and valid measuring tool for
assessing domain-specific creativity (McKay et al., 2017).

K-DOCS adapted from the Initial Creativity Domain Questionnaire (CDQ),
Creative Achievement Questionnaire (CAQ), and Ivcevic, and the Mayer Subjective
Reporting Questionnaire (Tu & Fan, 2015). This instrument has been translated and
used in empirical research in China (Tu & Fan, 2015), Czech (Plhakova et al,, 2015),
Turkey (Sahin, 2016), and Indonesia (Darmawanti, 2018; Rahayu & Anfajaya, 2019).
Test the validity instrument using product-moment correlation with a significance
level of 5% and Cronbach's Alpha reliability test. Then the data will be analyzed
using the classical assumption test and path analysis test using Excel 2013 and SPSS
software. The hypothesis in this study was performed from previous studies and
relevant literature, which are presented as follows.

H1: There is an influence between teacher teaching creativity on economic learning
outcomes.

H2: There is an influence between the student’s creativity quotient on economic
learning outcomes.
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H3: There is an influence between the teacher teaching creativity on student’s
creativity quotient.

H4: There is an influence between teacher teaching creativity on economic learning
outcomes through students’ creativity quotient

RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Colation data using a questionnaire that has passed the validity and reliability test.
The instrument feasibility test resulted in the teacher's teaching creativity
questionnaire that met the validity test requirements of 18 questions with reliability
of 0.891. And then, the creativity quotient questionnaire had 47 valid questions with
a reliability of 0.965.

Table 1 is a descriptive statistical table of student learning outcomes variables.
It recognized the mean value is 78.69. The highest score is 93, while the lowest score
is 60. Students who have scores of economic learning outcomes below the average
are 111 students or 53% of the total sample, and the remaining 97 students have
above average results.

Table 1. Learning Outcome Result
Descriptive Statistics
N Min Max Sum Mean Deviation Variance
Learning Outcome 208 60.00 93.00 16368 78.6923 6.40362 41.006
Valid N (listwise) 208

Table 2 is a descriptive statistical table of the teachers’ teaching creativity
questionnaire. The average teacher teaching creativity is 73.495, with a maximum
value of 90 and a minimum of 47.

Table 2. Teacher Teaching Creativity Result

No Dimensions Indicator Score Total Mean %
Flexible 1705
p Tolerance 918
1 PO Tattention 908 5395 1079 35.29
Characteristics .
Inspirational 904
Responsive 960

Using a variety of
teaching approaches
Connecting student life to

1686

2 Pedagogy the curriculum 874 4903 1634.33 32.07
Arrange interesting 2343
learning activities
Able to interact well 1818
Class /school Reflects positive values 1604
3 athos Work with appropriate 4989 1663 32.64
teaching and learning 1567

materials
Total 15287 100
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Table 3 shows that the dimension with the highest score is personal factors,
then the lowest element is pedagogy competence. From this data, information that
teachers must improve their pedagogical competence, especially in linking student
life to the curriculum to increase their creativity in teaching.

Table 3. Creativity Quotient Result

No Dimensions Indicator Score Total Mean Percentage

1 Everyday iggig:;:gﬁ:i jﬁg 8908 4454  23.52%
Intellectual Creativity 4191
2 Scholarly Verbal/linguistic 7357 3678.5 19.42%
L 3166
creativity
Music 3860
3 Performance Creative writing 2169 7492 3746 19.78%
Kinesthetic activity 1463
Science 2180
4  Science Technique 3015 6600 3300 17.42%
Mathematics 1405
5 Artistic gﬁ‘:zg‘;‘r‘ef(‘:‘f:gion IO 7521 37605 19.86%
Total 37878 100%

The creativity quotient has an average of 177.99, with the highest score of 235
and the lowest of 97. The dimension with the highest score is every day, while the
lowest is Science. Students are more creative in everyday life and not creative in
knowledge, especially in mathematics. Therefore, students and teachers must pay
attention to their students’ ability to solve problems in mathematics to increase
student creativity.

The results of the normality test, the data normally distributed. The
significance value was more than 0.05 (0.064 = 0.05). Then, the results of the
linearity test state that there is a linear relationship between the teacher's teaching
creativity and the creativity quotient on student learning outcomes and the
teacher's teaching creativity against the creativity quotient. That is evidenced by the
significance at Linearity less than 0.05. This research has two structural equations.
The following are the results statistical calculation that has been illustrated in Table
4.

Table 4 shows the first equation, which is Z = 0.394X + 0.919. The teacher's
teaching creativity coefficient on the creativity quotient is positive, which is 0.394
with a significantly smaller than 0.05 (0.000 < 0.05), and the t-value is greater than
the t-table (6.144 = 1.9715). These results also indicate a significant direct influence
between the creativity of teaching teachers and the creativity quotient, so H3 is
accepted. That result is identical as the theory states that the role of the teacher is
needed to make creative learning to develop the potential of students to improve
and realize their creativity. The results of this analysis are relevant to previous
researched that teachers have a role in developing student creativity both
academically and non-academically (Puspitasari & Wibowo, 2021; Sartika & Erni
Munastiwi, 2019).
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Table 4. Results of the Regression Equation

Z= Creativity Quotient Y = Learning Outcome
el 0.919
e2 0.6633
X 0.394 0.196
Z 0.076
t(X) 0.000* 0.009*
6.144** 2.653%**
t(Z) 0.305*
1.028***
F1 37.743
R? 0.155
F2 6.060
R? 0.056

Note: *¥*0.19716; **0.19715; *0.05; X: teacher teaching creativity; Z: creativity quotient

The results of the F-test in the first equation analysis are F-value is greater
than the F-table (37.743 = 3.8869), and R? is 0.155. It implies that the teacher’s
teaching creativity can significantly affect the creativity quotient by 15%. This
percentage is small because the R-value is smaller than 0.5 (0.394 < 0.5). Then, the
second equation is Y = 0.196X + 0.076Z + 0.6633. The coefficient of teacher teaching
creativity on learning outcomes is positive at 0.196 with a significantly smaller than
0.05(0.009 £0.05) and t value greater than t table (2.653 2 1.9716). The direct effect
of teacher teaching creativity on student learning outcomes is positive and
significant; thus, H1 is accepted. The results of this study follow the theory and are
relevant to previous research that produces similar results (Andika et al., 2016;
Febriandari et al., 2018; Sojanah & Hadi, 2020).

In addition, the coefficient of creativity quotient on learning outcomes is 0.076
and positive, with a significance greater than 0.05 (0.305 = 0.05) and t-value less
than t-table (1.028<1.9716). There is no significant direct effect between the
creativity quotient on student learning outcomes, so H2 is not accepted. These
results are not following the theory, however, several previous studies have similar
research results, namely that there is no significant relationship between student
creativity and student learning outcomes (Agustina & Noor, 2016; Arya et al., 2017).

The F-test on equation two illustrates the effect of teacher teaching creativity
and the creativity quotient on student learning outcomes simultaneously. In the
second equation analysis, it has been discovering that the F-value is 6.060 greater
than the F-table, which is 3.0399. That is, teacher’s teaching creativity and creativity
quotient simultaneously can significantly influence learning outcomes. The effect
given is small because the R-value is smaller than 0.5 (0.236 < 0.5).

Then proceed with testing the indirect effect and total effect. The indirect
influence uses the Sobel test, and it is the result that is 0.029944 (0.394x0.076) with
a t value smaller than the t table (1.931 <1.971). H4 is not accepted because there is
no significant influence between teacher teaching creativity on student learning
outcomes mediated by the creativity quotient. This result is logical because there is
no significant influence between the creativity quotient on student learning
outcomes, so the creativity quotient can not become a mediating variable and the
total effect given is 0.22599.
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CONCLUSION

Based on the preliminary research results, it can conclude, there is a positive and
significant influence between teacher teaching creativity on student economic
learning outcomes and teacher teaching creativity on students’ creativity quotient.
There is no significant influence between the creativity quotient on student learning
outcomes and teacher teaching creativity mediated by the creativity quotient on
student learning outcomes. This research certainly has limitations, namely using
self-report questionnaires as instruments for creativity quotient. The assessment
given by the respondent does not necessarily indicate actual proficiency. Therefore,
researchers suggest the later researchers use tests. This study only uses one variable
as a predictor of creativity quotient, namely teacher teaching creativity. Despite this,
many other variables can affect student learning outcomes. Furthermore, to
overcome the problem of low student learning outcomes, it is suggested to increase
the creativity of teaching teachers because the teacher's role is too necessary for the
student learning process. Even though students' creativity is insignificant on
economic learning outcomes, the results show students have high creativity in non-
academic fields, namely daily, especially in making interpersonal relationships.

REFERENCES

Agustina, W., & Noor, F. (2016). Hubungan hasil belajar dan tingkat berpikir kreatif
siswa dalam pembelajaran matematika. Math Didactic, 2(3), 191-200.
https://doi.org/10.33654/math.v2i3.49

Amalia, A. N., & Supriyadi, S. (2018). The effect of creativity on learning result of
education economic eyes in teaching graduate students using learning media
based information and conventional technology. Proceeding Interuniversity
Forum for Strengthening Academic Competency, 204-208.

Saptono, A. (2016). Pengaruh kreativitas guru dalam pembelajaran dan kecerdasan
emosional siswa terhadap prestasi belajar ekonomi pada siswa Kelas X Di SMA
Negeri 89 Jakarta. Econosains Jurnal Online Ekonomi Dan Pendidikan, 14(1),
105-112. https://doi.org/10.21009/econosains.0141.08

Appiah-Kubi, J., & Amoako, E. 0. (2020). Parental participation in children’s
Education: Experiences of parents and teachers in Ghana. Journal of
Theoretical Educational Science, 13(July), 456-473.
https://doi.org/10.30831/akukeg.634484

Apuh, G. A. (2020). Factors Affecting students academic achievement in chemistry:
A case of obudu local government area. SSRN, 1-53.
https://doi.org/https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3554319

Arya, M., Maurya, S. P., & Chandola, A. (2017). Studies on creativity and academic
achievement among school children. International Journal of Family and Home
Science, 13(3), 379-387.

Awofala, A. 0. A., & Fatade, A. 0. (2015). Validation of the domains of creativity scale
for Nigerian preservice science, technology, and mathematics teachers.
Electronic Journal of Research in Educational Psychology, 13(1), 131-150.
https://doi.org/10.14204 /ejrep.35.14057



Saptono et al.., Does Teachers’ Creativity Promote Economic.... 87

Baghaei, S., & Riasati, M. ]. (2013). An investigation into the relationship between
creativity teachers and students’ academic achievement: A case study of Iran
EFL Context. Middle East Journal of Scientific Research, 14(12), 1576-1580.
https://doi.org/10.5829 /idosi.mejsr.2013.14.12.803

Banjarnahor, E., Winardi, Y., & Dirgantoro, K. P. S. (2018). Hubungan antara
kreativitas dengan hasil belajar kognitif siswa kelas X IPA Basic SMA ABC Pada
Pembelajaran Matematika. JOHME: Journal of Holistic Mathematics Education,
2(1), 34. https://doi.org/10.19166/johme.v2i1.1268

Barseli, M., Ahmad, R., & Ifdil, I. (2018). Hubungan stres akademik siswa dengan
hasil belajar. Jurnal Educatio: Jurnal Pendidikan Indonesia, 4(1), 40.
https://doi.org/10.29210/120182136

Cremin, T. (2015). Creative teachers and creative teaching. International Journal of
Consumer  Studies, 29(4), 36-46. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1470-
6431.2005.00445.x

Cremin, T., Barnes, ]., Scoffham, S., & Cremin, T. (2006). Creative teaching for
tomorrow: Fostering a creative state of mind deal book how to cite: Fostering a
Creative State of Mind. January. http://www.future-
creative.org/downloads/pdf/Creative-Teaching-for-Tomorrow-.pdf

Darmawanti, A. (2018). Pengaruh motivasi belajar terhadap kemandirian belajar
pada siswa yang dimediasi oleh kreativitas [University of Muhammadiyah
Malang]. http://eprints.umm.ac.id/id/eprint/45923

Demetriou, C., Ozer, B. U., & Essau, C. A. (2015). Self-report questionnaires. The
Encyclopedia  of  Clinical ~ Psychology, @ November 2017,  1-6.
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118625392.wbecp507

Du, K., Wang, Y., Ma, X,, Luo, Z., Wang, L., & Shi, B. (2020). Achievement goals and
creativity: The mediating role of creative self-efficacy. Educational Psychology,
0(0), 1-21. https://doi.org/10.1080/01443410.2020.1806210

Ereje, B. R, & Ambag, S. C. (2020). Teachers’ performance and students’ learning
outcome in the Division of Cavite Province, Philippines. International Journal
of Theory and Application in Elementary and Secondary School Education, 2(2),
143-158. https://doi.org/10.31098/ijtaese.v2i2.388

Fatmawati, A., Zubaidah, S., Mahanal, S., & Sutopo. (2019). Critical thinking, creative
thinking, and learning achievement: How they are related. Journal of Physics:
Conference Series, 1417(1). https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-
6596/1417/1/012070

Febriandari, E. I., Khakiim, U., & Pratama, N. A. E. (2018). Form of teacher creativity
in applying ice breaking related to elementary school student’s motivation and
learning outcome. International Conference on Elementary Education, i, 823-

827.
Fitria, L., & Ifdil, I. (2020). Kecemasan remaja pada masa pandemi Covid -19. Jurnal
Education: Jurnal Pendidikan Indonesia, 6(1), 1.

https://doi.org/10.29210/120202592

Getahun, Z., & Jibat, A. (2018). An assessment of factors that affecting academic
performances of students’: the case of Assosa general secondary and
preparatory school, Ethiopia. Int ] Afr Asian Stud, 45, 16-22.

Ichsan, M. (2016). Psikologi pendidikan dan ilmu mengajar. Jurnal Edukasi: Jurnal
Bimbingan Konseling, 2(1), 60. https://doi.org/10.22373/je.v2i1.691



88 Jurnal Pendidikan Bisnis dan Manajemen, Volume 7, Number 2, September 2021, Pages 80-92

Jamaris, M. (2015). Orientasi baru dalam psikologi pendidikan (R. Sikumbang (ed.)).
Ghalia Indonesia.

Kandemir, M. A., & Kaufman, J. C. (2020). The kaufman domains of creativity scale:
Turkish validation and relationship to academic major. Journal of Creative
Behavior, 54(4), 1002-1012. https://doi.org/10.1002/jocb.428

Kaplan, D. E. (2019). Creativity in education: Teaching for creativity development.
Psychology, 10(02), 140-147. https://doi.org/10.4236 /psych.2019.102012

Karista, M. K. (2018). Pengaruh kreativitas guru dan fasilitas pembelajaran terhadap
hasil belajar mata pelajaran ekonomi siswa kelas XI IPS SMA Negeri 10
Yogyakarta. Universitas Sanata Dharma.

Kasmaienezhadfard, S., Tablebloo, B., Roustae, R., & Pourrajab, M. (2015). Students’
learning through teaching creativity: Teachers’ perception. jJournal of
Educational, Health and Community  Psychology, 4(1), 1-13.
https://doi.org/10.12928 /jehcp.v4i1.3699

Kaufman, J. C. (2012). Counting the muses: Development of the kaufman domains of
creativity scale (K-DOCS). Psychology of Aesthetics, Creativity, and the Arts,
6(4), 298-308. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0029751

Kaycheng, S. (2017). Fostering student creativity through teacher behaviors.
Thinking Skills and Creativity, 23, 58-66.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tsc.2016.11.002

Kettler, T., Lamb, K. N., Willerson, A., & Mullet, D. R. (2018). Teachers’ perceptions of
creativity in the classroom. Creativity Research Journal, 30(2), 164-171.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10400419.2018.1446503

Kim, Kyung H., & Lee, J. S. (2019). CQ: Creativity quotient for climates, attitudes, and
thinking skills with eye-tracking. Proceedings of the Institution of Mechanical
Engineers, Part C: Journal of Mechanical Engineering Science, 233(2), 465-475.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0954406218780541

Kim, Kyung Hee. (2011). The creativity crisis: The decrease in creative thinking
scores on the torrance tests of creative thinking. Creativity Research Journal,
23(4), 285-295. https://doi.org/10.1080/10400419.2011.627805

Kristin, F. (2016). Analisis model pembelajaran discovery learning dalam
meningkatkan hasil belajar Ipa-Biologi. Jurnal Pendidikan Dasar PerKhasa,
2(1). https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.31932 /jpdp.v2il.25

Laruli, L. (2019). Hubungan kemampuan berpikir kreatif dengan hasil belajar
matematika peserta didik di SMP Negeri 2 Luwuk Kabupaten Banggai. Jurnal
Linear, 03(6), 32-35.

Li, Z., & Qiu, Z. (2018). How does family background affect children’s educational
achievement? Evidence from Contemporary China. Journal of Chinese
Sociology, 5(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/s40711-018-0083-8

Lin, C. S, & Wu, R. Y. W. (2016). Effects of Web-Based creative thinking teaching on
students’ creativity and learning outcome. Eurasia Journal of Mathematics,
Science and Technology Education, 12(6), 1675-1684.
https://doi.org/10.12973 /eurasia.2016.1558a

Mahama, I., Kwaw, R,, Mensah, K. ]., Acheampong, E., & Marfo, R. (2019). Relationship
between creative thinking and students academic performance in English
Language and Mathematics: The moderating role of gender. Journal of
Education, Society and Behavioural Science, September, 1-10.



Saptono et al.., Does Teachers’ Creativity Promote Economic.... 89

Mahapatra, A., & Sharma, P. (2020). Education in times of COVID-19 pandemic:
Academic stress and its psychosocial impact on children and adolescents in
India. International  Journal of  Social Psychiatry, 10-12.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020764020961801

Mansur, R. (2018). Belajar jalan perubahan menuju kemajuan. Jurnal Vicratina, 3(1),
145.

Mareti, S. G. (2018). Upaya meningkatkan kemampuan menggunakan program
power point dalam pembelajaran teknologi informasi dan komunikasi (TIK)
melalui praktik membuat presentasidi Kelas VII F SMP Negeri 1 Kabupaten
Sorong. Jurnal Pendidikan, 6(1), 73-80.
https://doi.org/10.36232 /pendidikan.v6i1.110

McKay, A. S., Karwowski, M., & Kaufman, J. C. (2017). Measuring the muses:
Validating the Kaufman domains of creativity Scale (K-DOCS). Psychology of
Aesthetics, Creativity, and the Arts, 11(2), 216-230.
https://doi.org/10.1037/aca0000074

Mirzaee, A., & Rahimi, M. (2017). An investigation on relationship between Iranian
EFL teachers ’ creativity and classroom management strategies and learners’
improvement. Journal of Advances in English Language Teaching, 5(4), 31-45.
http://www.european-science.com/jaelt

Moawad, R. A. (2020). Online learning during the covid- 19 pandemic and academic
stress in university students. Revista Romaneasca Pentru Educatie
Multidimensionala, 12(1Sup?2), 100-107.
https://doi.org/10.18662 /rrem/12.1sup2 /252

Murni, S., Bernard, M., Ruqoyyah, S., & Chotimah, S. (2020). PGSD student’s
mathematical creative thinking skills judging from creativity quotations by
making vba-based teaching. Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 1521(3).
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1521/3/032040

Nabila, H. (2016). The influence of pedagogic competence and professional
competence to performance of teachers’ social studies in trowulan district.
International Conference on Ethics of Business, Economics, and Social Science,
556-565. http://eprints.uny.ac.id/id/eprint/41858

Nik Hashim, N. M. H,, Alam, S. S., & Yusoff, N. M. (2014). Relationship between
teacher’s personality, monitoring, learning environment, and students’ EFL
performance. GEMA Online Journal of Language Studies, 14(1), 101-116.
https://doi.org/10.17576/GEMA-2014-1401-07

Nikoopour, J., & Torabi, S. (2017). EFL teachers ’ creativity and their cognition about
teaching profession. 3(1), 1-8. https://doi.org/10.5923/j.jalll.20170301.01

Nurfitriyani, M. (2015). Pengaruh kreativitas dan kedisiplinan mahasiswa terhadap
hasil belajar kalkulus. Formatif: Jurnal [Imiah Pendidikan MIPA, 4(3), 219-226.
https://doi.org/10.30998 /formatif.v4i3.157

Nurhasanah, S., & Sobandi, A. (2016). Minat belajar sebagai determinan hasil belajar
siswa. Jurnal Pendidikan = Manajemen  Perkantoran, 1(1), 128.
https://doi.org/10.17509/jpm.v1i1.3264

Nurkamto, J. (2016). Teachers’ creativity in transforming the mandated curriculum
into a linguistically and culturally. Proceedings of the Fourth International
Seminar OnEnglish Language and Teaching (ISELT-4), 4(1), 11-12.
http://ejournal.unp.ac.id/index.php/selt/article /view /6907



90 Jurnal Pendidikan Bisnis dan Manajemen, Volume 7, Number 2, September 2021, Pages 80-92

Oktaria, T. A., Jaenudin, R, & A. R. (2017). Pengaruh kreativitas mengajar guru
terhadap hasil belajar siswa pada mata pelajaran ekonomi di SMA N 1 Muara
Padang Banyuasin Sumatera Selatan. Jurnal Profit, 4(2), 145-154.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.36706/jp.v4i2.5592

Pajarianto, H., Kadir, A., Galugu, N., Sari, P., & Februanti, S. (2020). Study from home
in the middle of the COVID-19 pandemic: Analysis of religiosity, teacher, and
parents support against academic stress. Journal of Talent Development and
Excellence, 12(June), 1791-1807. http://iratde.com/index.php/jtde

Panjaitan, D. ]J. (2016). Meningkatkan hasil belajar siswa dengan metode
pembelajaran langsung. Jurnal Matematics Paedagogic, 1(1), 83-90.
https://doi.org/10.24114 /inpafi.v6i3.11115

Park, A, Lee, ]., & Lee, H. (2020). Exploring the causes of and potential solutions for
low academic achievement of students majoring in sciences and engineering
at prestigious Korean Universities: Case study of a university. Journal of
Engineering Education Research, 23(1), 10-25.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.18108/jeer.2020.23.1.10

Pascoe, M. C., Hetrick, S. E., & Parker, A. G. (2020). The impact of stress on students
in secondary school and higher education. International Journal of Adolescence
and Youth, 25(1), 104-112.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673843.2019.1596823

Pertiwi, R. S., Khafid, M., & Setyadharma, A. (2019). Factors influencing difficulties of
learning economics (Study in students of Kudus District High School ). Journal
of Economic Education, 8(37), 48-56.
https://doi.org/https://journal.unnes.ac.id/sju/index.php/jeec

Plhakov4, A., Dostdl, D., & Zaskodnda, T. (2015). Holland’s typology of vocational
interests in relation to domain specific creativity. Ceskoslovenska Psychologie,
59,17-32.

Puspitasari, Q., & Wibowo, A. (2021). Peran guru dalam mengembangkan kreativitas
siswa kelas IV di SD Negeri Plebengan Bambanglipuro. Jurnal Kajian
Pendidikan Dan Pembelajaran Indonesia, 1(1), 1-7.

Rahayu, A., & Anfajaya, muh. agso. (2019). Self-efficacy dengan minat berwirausaha
yang Fakultas Ekonomi Universitas Muhammadiyah. Prosiding Temilnas XI
IPPI, September, 20-21.

Rahmidani, R. (2019). Improving Students’ Motivation and Learning Creativity
Through Mind  Mapping Learning Method. 64, 370-378.
https://doi.org/10.2991 /piceeba2-18.2019.112

Ramadani, R., Mustamin, S. H., & Idris, R. (2017). Hubungan antara kreativitas guru
dan gaya belajar siswa dengan hasil belajar matematika siswa Kelas X Sma
Negeri 1 Bontomarannu Kabupaten Gowa. Jurnal Matematika Dan
Pembelajaran, 5(1), 82-95. https://doi.org/10.24252 /mapan.2017v5nla6

Raresik, K. A., Dibia, I. K, & Widiana, I. W. (2016). Analisis faktor-faktor yang
mempengaruhi hasil belajar bahasa indonesia pada siswa kelas V SD Gugus VI.
E-Journal  PGSD Universitas Pendidikan Genesha, 4(1), 3.
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.23887 /jjpgsd.v4i1.7454

Raudhah, ]., Wandini, R. R,, & Sinaga, M. R. (2018). Games Pak Pos membawa surat
pada sintax model pembelajaran tematik. 06(1), 2338-2163.



Saptono et al.., Does Teachers’ Creativity Promote Economic.... 91

Ritter, S. M., Gu, X,, Crijns, M., & Biekens, P. (2020). Fostering students’ creative
thinking skills by means of a one-year creativity training program. PLoS ONE,
15(3), 1-18. https://doi.org/10.1371 /journal.pone.0229773

Sahin, F. (2016). Adaptation of the Kaufman domains of creativity scale into turkish
and examination of its psychometric properties. Elementary Education Online,
15(3), 855-867. https://doi.org/10.17051/i0.2016.70479

Said-Metwaly, S., Noortgate, W. Van den, & Kyndt, E. (2018). Approaches to
measuring creativity: A systematic literature review. Creativity. Theories -
Research - Applications, 4(2), 238-275. https://doi.org/10.1515/ctra-2017-
0013

Saqib, M., & Rehman, K. U. (2018). Impact of stress on students academic
performance at secondary school level at District Vehari. International Journal
of Learning and Development, 8(1), 84.
https://doi.org/10.5296/ijld.v8i1.12063

Sartika, & Erni Munastiwi. (2019). Peran Guru dalam mengembangkan kreativitas
anak usia dini di TK Islam Terpadu Salsabila Al-Muthi’in Yogyakarta. Golden
Age: Jurnal Ilmiah Tumbuh Kembang Anak Usia Dini, 4(2), 35-50.
https://doi.org/10.14421/jga.2019.42-04

Save The Children. (2020). Risalah kebijakan bagaimana kondisi anak-anak
Indonesia selama 3 Bulan PANDEM COVID-19 ? 1-8.

Shalihah, A. N., Yudianto, K., & Hidayati, N. 0. (2018). The relationship between
adversity quotient and career adaptability of internship nursing students.
Journal of Nursing Care, 1(1), 24. https://doi.org/10.24198/jnc.v1i1.15761

Shi, B., Wang, L., Yang, J., Zhang, M., & Xu, L. (2017). Relationship between divergent
thinking and intelligence: An empirical study of the threshold hypothesis with
Chinese children. Frontiers in Psychology, 8(FEB), 1-9.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00254

Sojanah, J., & Hadi, I. A. (2020). Kreativitas mengajar guru dan minat belajar siswa
sebagai determinan terhadap hasil belajar siswa. Jurnal Pendidikan
Manajemen Perkantoran, 5(1), 118-128.
https://doi.org/10.17509/jpm.v4i2.18008

Siron, Y., Wibowo, A., & Narmaditya, B. S. (2020). Factors affecting the adoption of e-
learning in Indonesia: Lesson from Covid-19. JOTSE: Journal of Technology and
Science Education, 10(2), 282-295.

Suharianti. (2017). Pengaruh kreativitas guru dalam mengajar terhadap hasil belajar
siswa pada mata pelajaran sejarah kebudayaan islam di madrasah tsanawiyah
negeri tanjung morawa. Universitas Islam Negeri Sumatera Utara.

Tesfagiorgis, M., Tsegai, S., Mengesha, T., Craft, ], & Tessema, M. (2020). The
correlation between parental socioeconomic status (SES) and children’s
academic achievement: The case of Eritrea. Children and Youth Services Review,
116(April), 105242. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105242

Tu, C, & Fan, F. (2015). Domain specificity of creativity: conception and
measurement. Advances in Psychology, 5(11), 648-656.
https://doi.org/10.12677 /ap.2015.511084

Utami, A. R, Suhendri, & Dian, P. (2019). Hubungan antara kreativitas guru dengan
hasil belajar siswa. Jurnal Bimbingan Dan Konseling Indonesia, 4(2), 56-62.



92 Jurnal Pendidikan Bisnis dan Manajemen, Volume 7, Number 2, September 2021, Pages 80-92

Utami, W. S., Ramli, M., Ariyanto, ]., & Riyanto, B. (2018). Memperbaiki kemampuan
berpikir kreatif siswa melalui problem based learning dan creative problem-
solvingprocess di pelajaran Biologi. Proceeding Biology Education Conference,
15(1), 82-89.

Werner, C. H., Tang, M., Kruse, ]., Kaufman, J. C., & Sporrle, M. (2014). The Chinese
version of the revised creativity domain questionnaire (CDQ-R): First evidence
for its factorial validity and systematic association with the big five. Journal of
Creative Behavior, 48(4), 254-275. https://doi.org/10.1002 /jocb.51

Wilda, W., Salwah, S., & Ekawati, S. (2017). Pengaruh kreativitas dan minat belajar
terhadap hasil belajar matematika siswa. Pedagogy: Jurnal Pendidikan
Matematika, 2(1), 134-144.
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.30605 /pedagogy.v2i1.667

Yani, N. (2017). Upaya meningkatkan hasil belajar siswa dengan model pembelajaran
kooperatif tipe investigasi kelompok pada mata pelajaran fiqgih materi pokok
Shalat Jumat di Kelas VII di MTS. Al-Hasanah Medan. Universitas Islam Negeri
Sumatera Utara.

Yurniati, D., Syofyan, E., & Usman, M. (2019). The effect of teacher’s role, learning
motivation and students’ creativity toward learning outcome on workshop and
entrepreneurship’s subject of XI Grade Students in Management Business
Vocational School. 64, 287-299. https://doi.org/10.2991 /piceeba2-
18.2019.103



