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ABBREVIATED FORM OF TORRANCE TESTS OF
CREATIVE THINKING: A RESEARCH REPORT ON THE
REVISED EDITION FOR JUNIOR COLLEGE STUDENTS

HSIN-TAI LIN SU-CHING PAN
National Taiwan College Taiwan Provincial Talchung
‘'of Education Junior Teachers College

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 nonverbal).
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.
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THREE WISHES OF GIFTED AND
NONGIFED ADOLESCENTS

- JiIH-PERNG CHIU
CHINESE CULTURE UNIVERSITY

Three wishes of 69 gifted and 66 nongifted American adolescents were
solicited in a group 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 material possessions more often
than did females A significant between groups difference revealed that
gifted sub]ects expressed more” altruistic' and less ‘goal wishes than their
nohgifted peers. It is suggested that fhis' kind of data may assist teachers
in "g_etting»a general picture of students’ psychological as well as. social
. orientations.

’ Th'ough research on the wishes of children and adolescents has sugge-
sted that the three-wishes technique may generate both psychologically
and “educationally meaningful data, the number of reported studies is quite
small. In a recent survey of the previously published reports, Chiu and
‘Nevius (Chxu, 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 consistently vary
‘as a function of age and sex. The wishes for material objects and possessions
‘d’_ecreéfse with age and are replaced by wishes for more inclusive and
"abs'rc’réct concerns (Ables, 1972; Horrock & Mussman, 1973; Milgram &
Rledel 1969; Schaefer, 1975). Boys tend to have a higher interest in individu-
al accomphshments and material* possesswns (Cobb 1954; Guarancc1a &
Vane, 1979) while girls tend-to" have a hlgher interest in personal concerns
a5 well- as soc1a1 and ‘family relations- (Kokoms 1974; Vandew1e1e, 1981): The
‘fmdmgs~1n age trendiare usually explalned as-indication of ‘overall matut-
ity ‘and - the” findings in sex difference are'mterpreted as refléction . of
sex-role orientations or stereotypes.

“Thé-general findings drawn from the data of normal and-problem chil-
"'Hi"en*és‘»-appl-ied:to -gifted-children - was questioned by -Karnes and Wherry
“(1981): ‘Consequently, they -conducted:an investigation on the wishes of-155
gifted 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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