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Contents of the famous Torrance Tests of Creative Thinking (TTCT)
has been abbreviated by its original author for the purpose of assessing
creativity within a rather shorter time. This newly developed form has six
subtests: product improvement, asking questions, just suppose, unusual
uses (above verbal), incomplete figures, and triangles (above nonvei*bal).
It can be finished within 30 minutes, including administration and explan-
ation.

Researchers collected responses from 389 junior college students as
samples to establish norms for rating standard scores on fluency, flexibility
and originality. Interrater reliability reached .001 level of significance (r=
.95—.99). Test-retest reliability also reached .01 significant level (r=.87—
.94). Further tests on its reliability and validity are in process.

THREE WISHES OF GIFTED AND
NONGIFED ADOLESCENTS

JiH-PERNG CHIU
CHINESE CULTURE UNIVERSITY

Three wishes of 69 gifted and 66 nongifted American adolescents were
solicited in a g‘i’oilp situation. The findings indicated that personal wishes
‘were of the most concern.for both. gifted and nongifted adolescents, .and
‘that males of both groups tended;to value mater1al possessions more often
than did females A s1gn1f1cant between groups difference revealed that
gxfted sub]ects expressed more” altrulstlc and -less ‘goal wishes than their
nogglfted peers. It is 'suggested that. thls kind of data may assist teachers.
in 'g‘ettinga general picture of students’ psychological as well as_ social
_ orientations. s '

’ Th‘ou‘gh research on the wishes of children and‘adolescents has sugge-
sted that the three-wishes technique may generate both psychologically
'aund" educationally meaningful data, the number of reported studies is quite
small. In a recent survey of the previously published reports, Chiu and
‘Nevius (Chiu, 1983) revealed that from 1925 to 1982, there were fewer than
‘30 available wish studies in the major journals of America and most of these
‘studies were focused on investigating the wishes of normal- or- problem
‘children.

Basically, the research shows that children’s wishes consis‘tently vary
‘as a function of age and sex. The wishes for material objects and possessions
‘decrease with age and" are replaced by wishes for more inclusive and
‘abstract concerns (Ables, 1972' Horrock & Mussman, 1973; Milgram &
leedel 1969 Schaefer, 1975). Boys tend to have a higher interest in individu-
-al, accomphshments ‘and material* possessions- (Cobb 1954; Guarancma &
Vane, 1979) while girls- tend to*have a hlgher interest in personal concerns
as well-as soc1al and ‘family relations (Kokoms 1974; Vandew1e1e, 1981): The
*ffmdmgs~1n age trend:are usuaIly explamed as-indication of -overall matui-
ity "and- the  findings in- sex difference are interpreted as reflection . of
sex- role orlentatlons or stereotypes.

The general findings drawn frem the data of normal and-problem chil-
“dren-as-applied -to- gifted-children - was questioned by -Karnes and Wherry
(1981): ‘Consequently, they -conducted an- investigation on the wishes of-155
glfted children, grades four ‘through seven. They reported that, like -other
groups, i. e;, normal and- problem subjects, gifted boys wished for material
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possessions more often than did gifted girls; whereas gifted girls expressed
more personally related wishes than did gifted boys. But, unlike normal
and problem children, no sex difference existed in the wishes for individual
accomplishments. Thus, their study suggests that gifted females are as
goal oriented as gifted males. Karnes and Wherry further indicated that
gifted children wished most ffequently for altruistic concerns. They attri-
buted this occurrance to the intellectual characteristics of gifted children
and suggested that higher mental:ability ‘might heighten the awareness
and concern for other people.

Despite these intriguing findings on the wishes of gifted children, sev-
eral research problems existed in Karnes and Wherry’s study. First, as
pointed out by Cobb (1954), the phrasing. of the question, if too suggestive,
might influence children’s responses. The statement Karnes and Wherry
used in their data collecting procedure was “Imagine that you have been
magically granted the power that three of your wishes will come true.
You are the only person with this power'and you may make only three
wishes.” The phrasing “You are the only person with this power-” may
suggestively impose some responsibilities for the wishers, which, conseque-
ntly, may result in the making of more altruistic wishes. ‘

Second, some of the 13 wish categories used in their analysis, such as
pets, travel, and activities, may be classified as subcategories in either
materialistcally or personally oriented wishes. Logically, if the specifiq ob-
jects or events, such as pets or travel, are treated as separate categories,
the gross term of altruism should also be divided into several subcategories.
Put in another way, if the gross term is employed as a single category,
-the specific items should also be properly combined in order to achieve a
logically consistent categorical construct. So, it is possible that the altru-
-istic. wishes may not be the most frequent wish category mentioned by
gifted children. For a detailed methodological discussion readers may refer
to Chiu and Nevius (Chiu, 1982).

Finally, because Karnes and Wherry’s study dealt only with gifted
children, their suggestion that the intellectual characteristics of gifted
children may account for more altruistic wishes needs substant:iation\‘by
direct comparative data. Thus, the pi’esent,investi:gation refined Karnes
and Wherry’s methodology and studied the wishes of gifted and nongifted
adolescents.

Some predictions were advanced under the following considerations.
First, as an expression of personal.feelings or attitudes or desires (Guara-
nccia & Vane, 1979), wishes may range from self-oriented interests- to

- concerns for society or humanking as a whole. Hence, if higher ment_al
ability might heighten the awareness and.concern for other people, gifted
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adolescents should make more altruistic wishes than nongifted adolescents.
Second, because the adolescent period is especially critical in establishing
sex-appropriate roles (Adams and Looft, 1977), sex difference should reflect
in the wish choices of adolescents, i. e, males will make more materialistic

‘and’ goal wishes, while females will make more altruistic and personal

wishés. However, if gifted females and males are eqally goal-oriented, sex

‘différence with regard to goal wishes should not appear in the gifted group.
- Third, because the content of a wish must be valued relatively high by
-the wisher (Milgram & Riedel, 1969), the frequencies of wishes classified in

each category should reflect to a certain degree the primary concerns of
different sex and meptal groups.

Method
Subjects )

The sample consisted of 135 adolescents, 69 gifted ( 34 males and 35
fem’@ales') and 66 nongifted ( 31 males and 35 females ). The 69 gifted
'subgi‘e:cts were randomly selected form a pool of 108, 12 through 14-year-old
gifted students attending a special summer gifted program at asouthwe-
stern university. Each gifted student enrolled in this program was required
to meet at least two of the following criteria: (a) be accelerated one or
more grade level above the average age/grade placement, (b) have achieve-
ment test scores at least two grades higher than the student’s present
grade, (c) have demonstrated leadership ability, (d) have unusual creative
or productive thinking ability, (e) be measured, above-average intelligence,
and (f) have exceptional skill in the visual or performing arts,

© 'The 69 selected gifted subjedts aged from 12.2 to 13.9 years old, with a
m}gan of 12.8 and a standard deviation of .52. The 66 nongifted subjects, in
cdntrast, were randomly selected from a southwestern public junior high
sé_hdol. The age range of the nongifted sample was 12.2 to 14 years old,
with a mean of 13 and a standard deviation of .41.

Ifroéed‘uré' "

‘The wishes of gifted adolescents were obtained in a group meeting
situation by the program counselors, while the wishes of nongifted adoles-
cents were collected in a classroom situation by the school teachers. The
counselors/teachers first informed the subjects that they were selected as
respondents to a university research project studying the wishes of children
and adolescents, and that the information they provided would be confid-
ential. Then, each student was issued a-“My Three Wishes” questionnaire,
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.which. consisted. of a number of questions on one side concerning. the subj-
ect’s birthday, sex, grade, parents occupations, and.so on. The other side-of
the questionnaire was divided into. three columns, A. B. and C.

'After subjects completed the background information section, they were
‘asked to write their three wishes in column A following this: statement:
“If you could have three wishes, any three wishesin:the whole world,-what
would.you wish for?” When the subjects finished. recording their wishes,
t-hey were asked to respond in column B to the following: “If all of your
three wishes could come true, which wish would. you:.like to happen. first,
iwhich one second, and which one third? Use numbers one, two, and three
to indicate the order-number one for the first wish;, number. two for the
second wish, and number three for the third wish.” Finally, the subjects
were asked to respond in column C to the following: “Give a true reason
for each of your wishes. If you do not have a reason you can leave the
space blank.”

Categories of Wishes

- Following: Chiu and Nevius (Chiu, 1982), the p‘rede_termined \Vaviléh;»‘cat_..ef-
gories in the present study were: e i
Y Mater1ahst1c Wlshes—w1shes that express personal desire to have or to
possess specific material objects, pleasant act1v1t1es and tanglble mcluswe
) materlal gains.

' (II) Altruls’mc Wishes-wishes that express concerns for spec1f1c indiv-
1duals or for other people, society, and humankind as a Whole

» (III) Personal wishes-wishes that express personal de51res or needs for
‘:general intangible happlness for change of personal physwal or psycholo—
'vvglcal character1st1cs and for lmprovement ‘of personal ‘'social relatlons or
famlly relations. N

“(IV) Goal Wishes- w1shes that reflect personal goals’ and asp1rat10ns for
educatlonal or vocational careers, or that express needs- for opportunities
tp accompl‘lsh something.

Data Analysis
In order to obtain the reliability of wish categorization, two independent
raters were employed. Both raters were graduate students and " did not
“know -the purpose of the present study. They separately categorlzed each
“wish into one of the four categories  according to the central idea of the
wish: T'he-raters disagreed on 16 out of 399 (4%) wishes. These 16 wishes
‘were reanalyzed using both the wish content and the reasons for the. wishes
-as provided by the subjects. After the reanalysis of the 16 wishes, two
wishes.remained uncategorized. Consequently, .a third rater (the first aut-
hor) ahalyzed.the wishes. The category. of the final two wishes ‘was then
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mutually agreed on by the three raters.

The categorical and nominal data of this study rquired analysis by
nonparametric means. Therefore, chi-square was the chosen statistics of
measurement. Frequencies of the first, second, and third wishes were tabul-
ated separately, using the four wish categories. One-sample chisquare
values were computed to determine the nature of the distribution: Two by
four (two groups by four categories) contingency tables were calculated
to detect the difference between sexes and between mental groups.

v Results
P

Table 1 presents gifted-nongifted by sex by category frequencies and
their corresponding percentages for each of the three wishes as well as
total wishes.

An inspection of the total wishes revealed that personal wishes accou-
nted for the largest percentage of wishes for both gifted (38%) and nong-
ifted (33%) adolescents. The gifted group mentioned altruistic (24% vs. 13
%) and personal -wishes more often than did the nongifted group; whereas
the nongifted group expressed materialistic (28% vs. 23%) and goal (26%
vs. 15%) desires more often than did the gifted group. This tendency held
true when the same sex between groups was compared.

In terms of sex difference for the total wishes, it was found that gifted
and nongifted male adolescents alike made more materialistic and less
personal wishes than their female counterparts. As for altruistic and goal
categories, the data showed that gifted males made more altruistic wishes
than gifted females (28% vs. 20%), while gifted females made more goal
wishes than gifted males (16% vs. 13%). However, the reverse was true for
the nongifted group. Thus, the results of the total wishes occur to support
our predictions that (1) gifted adolescents as a whole have higher interest
in altruistic concerns than nongifted adolescents, (2) gifted females are as
goal-oriented as gifted males, while nongifted females are less goal-oriented
than nongifted males, and (3) wish patterns of adolescents vary as a fun-
ction of sex and mental state. '

When each wish choice was examined separately, the computed one-
sample chi-square values indicated that the distribution of second and third
choice wishes for both gifted and nongifted groups deviated significantly
from random expectations. For the second choice wishes, gifted adolescents
appeared to mention more personal and altruistic wishes (x?=8.94, df=3,
p<<.05), whereas nongifted adolescents occurred to make more wishes
among personal, materialistic, ‘and goal categories (¥*=11.38, p<<.01). For

~ the third choice wishes, gifted (x?=15.88, p<<.01) and nongifted (x*=13.88,
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reésearch appears to disagree Karnes and Wherry’s (1981) finding that
altruistic wishes were the largest category of gifted children’s wishes.
This division obviously is the result of using different logic in wish cate-
gorization as indicated previously in introduction section.

Because the contents of personal wishes, such as social relations and
physical/psychological characteristics, are closely related to the concept
of identity, the high percentage of wishes emerged in this category may
be explained. as a reflection of the psychosocial developmental stage of
adolescents (search for identity). As for the second case, the sex difference
in materialistic concern has been consistently reported in many of the
‘previous studies. However, it should be noted that the nonsignificant
overall sex difference” showed in the present study suggests that regard-
less of sex and intellectual characteristic, adolescents are more alike than
different.

In terms of differences, the present data revealed that gifted subjects
more often mentioned altruistic and personal wishes and less often mentioned
materialistic and goal wishes than their nongifted peers. The significantly
more altruistic wishes made by our gifted sample suggests that gifted
adolescents do have greater interest in altruistic concerns than nongifted
adolescents. As suggested by Karnes and Wherry (1981), a possible expla-
nation for this difference is that higher mental ability might heighten the
-awareness and concern for other people. However, whether altruism is a
characteristic which differentiates gifted from nongifted persons needs to
be further explored.

On the other hand, the tendency that nongifted adolescents more often
‘asked for goal wishes than did gifted adolescents is certainly very intrig-
uing, because one may usually predict that gifted people are more achiev-
ement oriented and have higher educational or vocational aspirations
'(C‘lark, 1979). T}iis, however, is not the case in making wishes. It may be
possible that the emphasis of success and achievement in American society
may create more pressure for nongifted adolescents than for gifted adole-
scents. If this is the case, an assumption that wishes indicate things wishers
lack and reflect the direction of the wishers’ struggle may provide a partial
explanation of the difference between-gifted and nongifted wishers.

In view of the lack of available literature in this research area, the
present findings are only suggestive. However, they do indicate some
gimilarities and differences between the wish patterns of gifted and nong-
ifted adolescents. From an application viewpoint, many subjects in the
present study stated wishes that reflect their feelings about school and
family; project their personal social relations, aspirations, and- dissatisfac-
tions; ‘and mirror their individual identity problems. Therefore, it is sug-
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gested that data revealed from adolescents’ wishes may provide teachers,
parents, and counselors a general picture of adolescents’ psychological and
social orientations which, in turn, may facilitate teacher-student and par-

-

ent-child relations. 4
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