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Abstract

The purposes of this thesis were to construct an assessment design framework and
rubrics scoring criteria for Pediatric Nursing 2, to evaluate electronic portfolios and rubrics
scoring, to develop a template for collecting electronic portfolios in Pediatric Nursing 2, and to
test the efficiency of template for collecting electronic portfolios. The target group consisted of 50
third year nursing students of Boromarajonani College of Nursing, Chiang Mai, in the academic
year of 2002. Ddta were analyzed by calculating percentages, means, standard diviations and
coefficient correlation values.

The results of this thesis were as follows:

1. . An assessment design framework for the Pediatric Nursing 2 was constructed. The
constructed framework consisted of 1) Behavior Objectives 2) Contents 3) Activities 4) Media 5)
Works and 6) Evaluations. The congruence index level was used to validate the content of
assessment design framework .The researcher also constructed five rubrics criteria consisting of
1) Rubric criteria to evaluate nursing care plan and explore student’s reflective thinking. 2)

Rubric criterfa to evaluate advantages and disadventages of the nursing care plan 3) Rubric



criteria to evaluate reflective thinking upon clients. 4) Rubric criteria to evaluate mind mapping
about cause of anomaly and problem solving. 5) Rubric criteria to evaluate collected pictures of
anomaly children. There were threc levels for each rubric scoring which were 1, 2 and 3.

2. The content of all five rubrics were valid at the index of congruence level of .60-
1.00. Based on five content experts, the reliability score of these rubrics were found at 95, .89,

94, .95 and .94 respectively.

3. Alleight pieces of works presented in the electronic portfolios of Pediatric Nursing
2 were in high quality.

4. The students’ and instructors’ opinions towards the constructed template of this

electronic portfolios of Pediatric Nursing 2 were positive at a high level.





