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Y The CEC lnformatiop Center on Exceptiohal Children

- With a grant from the US Office of Education, the CEC Information Center was established-at The Council for Exceptional
Children to serve as a comprehensive source of information on research, instructional materials, programs, administration,
teacher education, methods, curricylum, etc. for the field of special & gation. The Center functions as the Clearinghouse on
Exceptional Children in the Educational ‘Resources Information Centers™(ERIC) program and also as a member center in the
Special Education IMC/RMC Network. In addition, the CEC Center's program includes a commitment to a-concentrated elfort
towards the development of products which will interpret research results into educational methods and practices.

N How to Use This Bibliography

The Exceptional Child Bibliography Series was initiated by the Ci:C Information Center to answer the need for rapid re-
sponses to specific requests for information. The volume of information réquests received by the Center is.analyzed and used
- asa guide in preparing special topic bibliographies.in the ficld of exceptional child educatior. Abstracts contained in the biblio-
graphies are drawn from the computer file of abstracts which represents the CEC Information Center’s complete holdings as of
the date indicated on each bibliography. . , ' o
. Selective editing by Information Specialists is performed on cach bibliography. From the total number of abstracts drawn
from the file on a particular topic, selection is made of only those judged to besi meet the following criteria: availability of the
document to the user, currency, information value, author’s reputation, and clussial content. The number of abstracts selected
to appear in a bibliography may vary from one to 100, depending on the amount of suitable information available. Updating of
bibliographies as new material becomes available is accomplished when the volume of new material reaches 25 percent of pres-
ently available material on a given topic. : . : .

How to Read the Abstrs .1 _

Each abstract contains thy«~sections-bibliographic data, descriptors, and 2 summary of the document. The bihliographic
section provides the documeni’s identifying number (ED and/or EC), publication date, author, title, source, and availability.
The descriptors indicate the subjects with which a document deals. ‘The summary provides a comprchensive overview of the
.document’s contents and in some cases document availability is announced here. .

)

How to Use the Indexes . : _
Some bibliographies in' Exceptional Children Bibliography Series contain author and/or subject indexes. In these bibliogra-

phies, readers secking work on a specific aspect of the general topic may consult the subject index to be referred to soecific ab-
stract numbers. Abstracts dealing with several topics may be identificd by finding the same abstract nuinber under two or more

subjects in the subject index.

’

How to Purchase Documents .

Documents with an ED number and EDRS availability indicated may be purchased from the ERIC Document ‘chrodd‘étion .
Service (EDRS). For your convenience an ordzr form is provided on the back cover of this bibliography.

- Abstracts appearing. in the bibliographies have also been published in Exceptional Child Educatior: Abstracts, the quarterly
abstract publication of the Council for Exceptional Children. Approximatély 750 abstracts covering th:¢ broad range of excep-
tion_ality appear in each issue. (Subscription order form below.) -7 ‘ :

(Make checks payable to) EXCEPTIONAL CHILD EDUCATION ABSTRACTS The Council for Exceptional Children
1411 S. Jefferson Davis Highway, Jefferson Plaza, Suite 900, Arlington, Virginia 22202 -

Please enter my order for subscription(s) to Exceptional Child Education Abstracts. " Back Vol;-u; Available:
Institutional Subscriptions Vol. IV (4 issues)—-$50 ' ’ z:::: H :4 :::::;
Supplementary Subscriptions (will be shipped to address below)~$25 each Volume NI (4 issues)
- Back Volumes for lnslil\iligtg;_— $40 each _/
Eligible for individual subscriptions—$35 each

vEligible for i.ndividuil C'F.t member rate—$25 each

Back Volumes for individual subscribers~$35 each Back Volumes for CEC members— $25 each RN
O Check éilosed  OPleasebillme My P.O.No.is— , ‘
O 1 want infdrmation on ECEA and other CEC publications
Institution
Name
o .
Address

City Stte 2ip
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live -problems; commbnicati~n - prob- -
lems; equalization}aid; work study pro-
- grams; handicapped; eqslvgﬂ“oietivemz _

Five papers discuss cooperative work-
study agreements betweén schools and '
. vocational rehabilitation services.in the
western states. Areas discussed include
the advantages of cooperative . agree- -
. ‘ ) l::erl:ll& the forms and (tlmisadv’ antages o;
. . third party agreements, ' zoncepls of
Summary >ihe programs, and an outline form to use -
when applying for matching funds; the
relationship of special education, reiiabi-
“litation and cooperative” plans, pro-
_ grams, and agreements; and California’s
“~.past and present work study programs )
for the mentally retarded. Also reviewed
are rescarch demonstrating the econom-
ic feasibility of vocational training for -
the educable mentally retarded in the
public schools and communication prob- -
lems in work Aedy programs. The
conference summary considers the pur-
poses, goals, essence of, and necessity for
cooperative agreements. (MK )«pm——ane————— Abstractor's initials
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INDEXING TERMS SEARCHED - RN

lndcxmg terms used to reirieve information on szled and Creativity Research from ‘lhc__Ccn,tgr‘_s' computer file of
dbstracts arc listed alphabetically below: N
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"Able Students . | .
Academically Gifted ' nd
Exceptional Child Research .
Gifted . : _ o
Gifted Children ' e
High Achievers ' oL e

-Superior Students 7
Talented Students _ o
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JOURNALS USED : . . _ R T

Absiracts of articles l'rom thc followmg pcnodxcals appear in this bibliography:

' Amencan Journal of Memal -Deficiency
Child Dcvelopmcnl
Educational and Ps sychological Measurement _ _ ' :
‘Exceptional Children . ' ' -
(Genetic Psychology Monographs
Gifted Child Quarterly
_Joumndl of Consulting and Clinical Psychologv
Journal of Creative Behavior
Journal of Educational Psychology
Journal of Research and Development in Education
Journal of School Psychology
Journal of Special Education
Kansas Studies in Education
Psychology in the Schools
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ABSTRACT 10039
EC 01 0039 ED 010921
Publ Daie Aug 63 * 49p.
Kurnes, Merle B, And Others
The Effects of Typing lnstruction on
Creativity and Achieviment among
the Gified.
Champaign  Community Unit School
Dist., §li. .
EDRS mf.he

Descriptors: exceptinnal child rescarch;
gifted; achiecvement tests:  academic
achievement; c¢lementary school  stu.
denls: typewriting: creativity rescarch;

* work study skills; creative writing: crea- .

tive thinking: reading: spelling; interme-
diate grades; curriculum enrichment;
lowa Everypupit ‘VFests: Guilford Unu-
sual Uses and Consequences Tests: 1960
Stanford Binet Intelligence Scale; Cali-
fornia Achievement Fest; Champaign
Two groups of 31 or more fourth grade
-children, who tested at 115 or higher on
the 1960 Stanford-Binet. Intelligence
Scale, received ch(ic_hmcnl in creative
thinking and writing. One group re-
ceived typing instruction. Preteyts ad-
ministered in the fonrth grade and again
to the same students in the sixth grade
included the California Achievement
Tests treading and spetting). work-study
skills tests of the towa Everypupil Tests

<. of Basic Skills, Guilford Unusual Uses

and Conscquences Tests, and a creative
writing test. Results showed that the use
of typing by academically talented inter-
mediate grade children was not harmful

- to achievement in such areas as work- .

study skills, reading. and spelling. The
experimental group using typewriters
showed significantly greater gains in
creative writing and creative thinking
than did the control group. (JA)

ABSTRACT 10342 -
EC 01 0342 ED 013 518
Publ. Date 64 86p.
Barbe, Walter B.; Horn, R. A. .
One in a Thousand: A Comparstive
Study of Moderately and Highly Gifi-
ed Elementary School Children. <
Ohio State Dept. Educ., Columbus, Div.
Spee. Educ.
Kent State Univ.. Ohio. Dcr{. Spec.
Educ. i

EDRS mfhe - '

Deseriptors: exceptional ~hild research;
identification; gifted: student character-
istics: children: clementary grades: fami-
ly background; educational expericnce;
physical development: ndjuslmfclil (to
environment); ability identificalion: tal-
ent identification: creativity: personali-
ty. socioeconomic backgrmm{l: fowa
Tests of Basic Skills: Stanford Binet
intelligence Scale: Chitdrens Personality
Questionnaire: CPO: IPAT: Collimbus

Gifted and Creativity Rescarch’

“sefected.

. Conformity to group pressure was co

ABSTRACTS

<\hﬂcmlcly gifted and hi;:hly gifted

children were studied to determine dif-

" lerences in educational  development.’
adjintment, physical development. and -

Fanily background. School psychology
interns nominated® potentially  capable
pupibs from grades 3 to 6. From these.
65 matched pairs of moderately gifted
Q) wores of 120 to 130) and highly .
gifted (JQ scores of 14R and above) were
Stanford-Binet - intelligence
Test scores, -lowa Every Pupil ‘Test of

- Binic Shitls scores, Institute for Person-

ality-and Ahility ‘Testing Chitdren’s Per-
sonality  Questionnaire scores, parent
ratings of child, auvtobiographics, Whao §s
1t scores. schoot records, saciocconmutic
levels. and home information weie ob.
tained. Structured interviews and instru-
menty measuring creativity and self eon.
zepi were used with 40 of the subjects,
FFindings indicated that the highly gified
group came from mote affluent back.
grounds. had more highly educated par-
ents; and rated higher on creativity
meisures. Both groups were found to be
well adjusted. and there were .no out-

standing differences of physical develop-- -

ment. Feachers did. not identify 25 per-
cent of the highly gifted. Large numbers
would have -been missed through. reli-
ance on group tests, The study recom-

.\..

training on conformity were quite spe.
cilic since conformity was reduced on
items having correct anwers Gichieve.
ment), but not- on subjective items tvis.
uil, aditude). Results abvo showed 1hat
the subjects receiving creativity training

responded signisicantly (p is less than

02 more selectively than controly to

Citems similar in content, agrecing with

the group on some items but nat on
others, In addition. the creativity trasn-
ing reduced overall confovmity tor the
low 10 subjects but not for the subjects
of average and high 1Q lovels. It was
concluded that there is o causal relation
between creativity and conformity due
to the transfer of common shills across
the situations. Four tables ad 4 17-item
reference fist are included. (AA)

/
ABSTRACT 10378
ECO01 0378 | - ED 019 770
Publ. Date 67 12p.
Martinson, Ruth A.; Scagoe, May V.
The Abilitics/of Young Children. CEC
Rescareh Monograph Scries.

Council Fdr  Exceptional  Children,
Washington; D. C.
EDRS mf /"

.. l)cscriplqn‘s: exceptional child research:

mends i sate registry of highly gifted .

chiklren. summer workshaps for teach-
ers. and excess eost support. (RM)

ABSTRACT 10347
EC 01 0347 ED N.A.
Publ. Date Nov 67 t6p.
Allen. Vernon L..: Levine, John M.
Creativity and Coyformity.
Wisconsin Univ.. Madison, Res. Dev.
Ctr. Cognitive Learn.
OEC.5-10-154

EDRS mf.he
Descriptors: exceptional child research:
creativity: environmental influences;

children; public schools; conformity;
creativity research; visual perception;
student attitudes: achievement; grade §;
matched groups; training: social factors;
social influences

pared for 76 fifth grade public schdol
subjects recciving a 4-week program of
crealivity” training and for 88 coptrols
matched on 1Q scores, achieytment
scores, and socioeconomic statuy! Three
weeks after the training period/all sub-
jects responded to a series of/24 slides
consisting of visual, attitudinal, and
achicvement items. 'I'hc?ldrcn were

retested an hour fater with the same
slides. In addition a fctitiéus class norm
purporting to be the mdjority response
way given orally after gach stide on the
sccond prcscnlalion./ﬁﬂccls of creativity

1

J

gifted: - cognitive processes: creativity:
childrcn;‘ creativity  rescarch: sciences:
social studies; intermediaste grades; orig-
inality:’ creative writing: student ability;
cvaluation criteria: music: art: intellig-
ence fests; Guilford Hoepfaer Measures
of llycllccuml Ability

In grder to assess the quality of creative
progducts in art, music, writing, social
stydies, and science, children attending
ades 3 to 6 of the University Elemen.
ry School of the Univeristy of Califur.
ia, Los Angeles, were divided into'two
groups on the basis of intelligence. The
higher group (49 pupils, 10Q of 130 or
more) and the low group (57 pupils. 10
ot 120 or less) were similar in education-
al backgrounds, external environment,
parental valuing of education, parental
fevel of education, and sex ratio. Three
independent judgments of each child's
product in cach subject were made by
cxperts in the particular field represent-
ed. Criteria for creativity included arigi-
nality and effectiveness of expression. in
five out of the cight products evaluated,
a significant relationship (p equals .05)
was found between high 1QQ and high
quality of judged product. Findings thus
supported the hypothesis that giftedness
and creativity are not antithetical. Both
groups were also given Guilford and
Hoepfner's test for divergent thinking.
The only test which significantly sepa-
rated the high f:om the low groups was
the Association Test (1 test. p equals
.05). Since no significant differences
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

were found between high and low 10

groups on the four remaining tests, o

negligible relationship: between intetlig-
ence and divergent thinking was incicat-
ed. Examples of the children's produets
in all areas and an 18-item reference list
are included. The appendix contains

- biogriphical sketches of the judges. I'his

document is available from the Council
far- Exceptional Childrén, NEA. 1201
Sixteenth  Street, N.W.\ Wishingten,
1D.C. 20036, for $2.00. () I')\

ABSTRACT 10626
EC 01 0626 ED 024 188
Publ. Date Junc 68 ‘ 185p.
Mantinson, Ruth A; Wiener, Jean
The Improvement of Teaching Proce-
dures with Gifted Elementary and
Secondary School Students, Final Re-
peort,
California State College, Gardena
Office OF Edueation (DHEW), Washing-
ton, D. C., Burean OF Research
I:DRS mf.he .
OFEC-4-6-061244-8948
BR-6-1244

Descriptors: c.\ccpliuntnl child rescarch;
gifted: professional eduention; teaching
methads;  hehaviar:  teaching medels;
teacher charaeteristies: inservice teacher
education: teacher impruveinent; teach-
er rating: test reliability; behavior rating
scales; test results; questioning tech-
niques; teacher selection: teacker behave
ior .

Inservice self-study was wutilized to im-
prave the qualitative level uf classroom
incthod amang teachers of the gifted.
Ten judges sclected 4S5 to 75 clementary
and secundary teachers by a rating scale
of significant behaviars, classroom ob-
servation ratings, the Weiner Attitude
Scale, and the ‘Fermian Caneept Mastery
‘Fest. The 45 were cansidered flexible,
intelligent, creative, and  stimulating.
Analysis af the teacher hehavior seale
indicated fuur main factors: individual-
ized materials and instruction, art of
questioning, encouragement of higher
level learning, and communication-in-
teraction. Inservice activities were pupil
study (case studies) of gifted characteris-
tics, study of elassroom principles fur
higner level thinking, and discussion and
evizluation of a teacher model; teacher-
mide videotupes of clissroom activities,
using the principles lcaraed, were also
shown and evaluated ut the inserviee
mectings. Interjudge reliabilities of 90
were ‘obtained from audiotape analysis
of the teachers’ questiuns and answees at
the beginning and end of the projecy,
Significant improvement between the
two tapes (p equals J01) occurred in the
application, generalization, and synthes-
is questions hy the teacher tindicating
growth in higher cognitive level ques-
tions), and grawth in apen respanses by
stedents were nuted. (Authur/SN)

ABSTRACT 10633

EC 01 0533 ] ED 003 705
Publ. Date 65 . 63p.
Gold, Marvin J.

B

Effeets of Self-Dirceted Learning on
Gifted Elementary School Children,
Syracuse University, New York, Re-
search Institute

Office OF Educatiun (DHEW), Washing. .

ton, D. C.
EDRS mf.he
OEC-5-10-169 CRP-S-174

Descriptors: exceptional child research;
achievement; tcaching methods; giftedt:
adjustment (to environment); elementas
ry shool students; academic achieve-
ment; achievement gains: study skills:
critical thinking: personal adjustment:
social adjustment; student development;
autuinstructiunal methuds; reading; sa-
cial studies: sciences: test results; self
directed classrooms: resource materials:
intermediate grades

Gifted school children worked for a
period uf severat months in self directed
learning situations in'a resvurce room
withuut teacher impased direction. 'Fhey
had oppurtunities to explore areas of
interest (during two cluss periods per,
day) in recading, social studies, and sci-
ence in the manner and depth which
they chose. Pretests and posttests were

administered tu measure student growth -

in academic achievement. study skills,
divergent thinking, and personal and
social adjustment, Test results  were
cumpared with those of a random cun-
trul siunple which had no cuntact with
self directea tearning, Other information
was guihered through daily logs nwaint

tained by tesource room persannel. Bath -

the experimental group ané the control
group_were chosen from fourth, fifth,
and sixth grade classroams and  were

- considered tu be muderately superiur- on

various intellectual measures. Little dif-
wrence was noted “between the twa'

- groups on gains made in academic

achievement, study skills, and divergent
thinking abitity. Personal and  social
adjustment appeared ta be favorably
affected when self dircetiun was used.
(JH)

ABSTRACT 10645, .
EC 01 0645 El)/'()24 208
Publ. Date Jul 68 K 66p.
Miles, David T, !
Development af a Test for,4m Experi-
mental Research Program‘in Creative
P’roblem Solving. Final Réport,
Suuthern tllinais University, Carbun-
dale !
Office Of Education (DHEWV), Washing-
tun, D. C., Bureau Of Research
EDRS mf.he- ;
0OEG-3-7-700037-2940/
BR-7-E-037 ;

Descriptars: exceptional child research:
creativity; tests; cognitive processes: test
reliability; test results; test interpreta-
tiun; test construction; testing; evalua
tion; cognitive tests; item analysis; test
validity; diverggnt- thinking: prublem
solving: productive thinking: creative
thinking: thought processes; Creative
Design Test; CDT

The purpose of this first phase of a
continuing research program was the
devclopment of a test of creative prob-

|

! v
- Hlem solving in geacral design. A design
Cielss of 186 'members was divided into

wn cxpaimental and control group; a
non-design contral group (an education-
§I myychulugy class) of 45 was alo
tested. Multivariste  interpretation of
reative ‘problem sofving wins develaped:;
five test prablems were selected to make
yYp the Creative Design T'est (CDT): and
jolutiuns were judged for Muency, Nexi.
ility. and briginality. An uceeptable
scoring and intevproblem reliabitity was
“uchieved on the instruction, library ma-
terinls, and schoal pride problems, but *
nat on the laundromat and paper proul.
uct prublems. Nu construet validity was
obtained from teacher ratings of creutiv-
ity in class ur from a cumparison of
design and non-design students. Prediet. .
ed relationships were nat supported be-
tween performanee on the CDT and the
amount of problem-related Anuwledge
possessed or whether systematie ur non-

- systematic prablem solving procedures

were empluyed. Variations -in yariety

and originality of prior solutiuns exam- . -

incd before the test made little differ-

. ence to test performance. (Author/SN)

ABSTRACT 10782
EC Ol 0782 < ED 025 062
Publ. Date 67 Sip.
Helson, Ravenna
Effects of Sibling ('.lmrnrlc'rislhs-xmcl
Purentnl Values an Creative Interes
wnd Achievement,
California Univerdity, Berkeley. bnsti-
dute "OF Personality  Assessment And
Rescareh . )
Office OF Educatiun (D HEW), Washing.
ton, . C.. ('mpcﬁ?‘lﬁﬂkcscurch Pro.
giam ’
EDRS mihe A, .
OBEC4.6-068012.0959 CRP-S-012.66
BR-6-8012 ’

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted: ereativity: famnily  tsociologicat
unity: personality: adjustivent (o envi-
ronment); siblings: academie achieve-
ment;  creative  develogment;  Family
characteristics; family influcnee: family
relationship; personality  development;
personal values: individual eharacteris-
tiess.rting scales: cognitive tess: inter-
est scales: self coneept

In investigating patterns of tamily rela-
tionships conducive to ercativity, several
inventory-type personality tests and a
questionmaire about family relationships
and childhood interests were sent o 99
Mills College alumnac S vears after
their graduation and to the siblings of §1
of them. All had been tested. while
seniors. for personality asd some had
been selected an creative by the faculty *
The 12 0f the §1 who had been picked.as .
ereative had nine sisters and eight broth-
ers participating while the camparison
39 had 31 sivters and 28 brathers partici.
pating. The creatives had higher verbal;
aptitiude scores and made better gradey
than the other seniurs tp less than .01)
and since graduatiun had shuwn a high-
er level of creative activity (p less tnfn
000). The brathers and_sistérs of the
creatives  cunsistenily  made  higher
scores than siblings of ather Mills wom-
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en on the indices of ereative tails; they
hid i higher educatioral level (p less
than .01): and the brathers received
more honors for intellectual distinction
(p less than .01). For the creative Mills
sisters, suppart was found for the con-
ceptuithzed pattern of having the follow -
ing: dissatistaction with their retation. -
shaps in the fanuly. symbolic facility and
an approach to the world focused on the
intutive rather than the
pricctical. and confidence that they could
intervene in symbolic affairs and could
by their efforts and initiative gain 2
more sitisfying set of relationships, ISN)

ABSTRACT. 10641

ECOEORSI ED 003 802
Publ. Dute Jan 61 413p.-
Getzels. Jacob W.: Jackson, Philip W,
Varieties of Gifiedwess in the Class-
room: Studies of Coguitive and Puy-
clisociological Fanctioning ia Ado-
fescents, .

Chicago University. Htinois

Oftice OF Education tDHTEW). Washing-
ton, 1. .

EDRS mt.he

CRP-O98

Descriptars: exceptional child research:
cognitive pracesses; personality: gifted:
creativity: adolescents: cognitive tests:
concept formition: creativity research:
psychological testing: intellectual devel-
opment; moral values: testing; academic
achievement; achievement: personat val-
ues: values: family environment: atti.
tuddes: student attitudes

‘The cognitive and psychosocial func-
tioning of four emtegories of gifted child.
ren was studied. Two groups of adoles.
cents showing different types of cogni-
tive exceltence tintelligence and creativi-
ty) and two groups exhibiting different
types of psychosocial excellence imorali-
ty and psychological adjustment) were
investigated using a wide wvaricty of
measures, some of them especially de-
veloped for this research. Traditional -
methods of evaluating giftedness have
divided' children into categaries of high

or low inteligence. but results of lhis/

study indicate there iire two other useful
categories of cognitive functioning: high
1Q without concomitant high creativity
and high creativity without concomitant
high 1Q. Those students representing
those categories were found to be equal-
ly superior in schobstic achicvement to
the population from which they were
drawn: but the two groups “differed
sharply in vatue orientations, their effeer
upon teachers, their l'.ml.lsy pruduu.lmns
their career “aspirations, and in family
environments. (A1) -
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Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
gifted: environmental influences: cogni-
tive processes; adjustraent (1o environ.
ment), peer groups; student attitudes;
laboratory schools: public schools: self
concept: intellectund experience: diver-
gent thinking: convergent thinking: scc-
ondary schools; sou.nl values: personal
vitlues 2

The sludy idcnliﬁc(l what influence uni-
versity laboratory attendance had upon
cognitive and attitudinal dimensions off
gifted secondary schuol students (1Q's
above 125). Tests from the Guilford
battery, a sell concept scale, and an
adaptation of the Coleman  Attitade

Seale were administered to both the:

luboratory and the secondary school
populations (249 stndents). Results indi-
cated few consistent differences on mea-
sures of divergent and convergent think-
ing., and no significant differences on
measures of self concept. The following
attitudinal  differences in lab  school
groups were observed: the concept of
intellectual self was significantly higher

at the senior than the junior high level

for boys (p fess than J01) a1 substantial
reduction in the positive image of the
Family occured at the senior high level:
i being active in school and popular
with one’s own sex win it better prestigy
symbal than athletics, heterosexual so!
cial activities, or material possessions,
Further, in the lab sehool, o greater
number of students expressed negative
feelings about school or doubts about
~their own ability to oo well. Sex and age
differences are comsidered: & ecific re-
sults on attitudes and values ave «lis-
cussed. Disadvantages aad advantages of
botly school settings are  evaluated.
Twenty-cight tables presemt data: o' bib-
liography cites 23 items.
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Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted: administration; creativity; stu-
dent characteristics; academic achieve-
ment; high achievers; state programs:
urderachicvers: teacher qualifications:
pursonnel needs: identification: u.u.hmg
mcthods: administrative organization:
research reviews (publications); ancil-
lary services: curriculum development:
program cvaluation: - {llinois

Research is summarized and analyzed in”

this revision of the author's 1960 Analy-
sis of Rescarch on the Education of
Gifted Children, which was used as a
guidc in the construction and imptemen-
tation ot the Hlinois Plan for Program

7

“seirch is cited!

Development for Gifted Chatdren. Tnfor-
mistion is provided on identilication and
definition and on charicteristics of giii
ed children. Also discussed are the high-
ly creative child and the underachieving
gifted chikl Gattention is given to talent
from culturally different groups). Con.
sideration of intervention includes re-
seirch design and stresses three wreas of
intervention: the administriative. instrue-
tional, «nd adjunctive. Needed person
nel and research developient progrims
in llinois are treated. Additional re.
The bibliography con-
tainms over 200 iteis, dited from appros.
imately 1925 through 1966, and the
reference Hst annotates 32 dtes., t11)
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Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifred: attitudes: cognitive processes: in-
teraction: tests; academic achievement:
high achicvers: junior high school stu-
dents; teacher attitudes; sex differences:
student attitudes: family relationship;
questionnitires: questioning technigaes;
cognitive  measurement;  convergent
thinking: divergent think «g: evaluative
thinking:  participant  characteristios:
Guilford: Theoretical Model Tor the
Caomplete Structure of Intellect

A research project attempted to identify
and- classify productive thought process-
es of gifted junior high school students
and their teachers, Subjects were 176
gifted high achieving sticlents of both
sexes with a verbal 10 range of 127.21
10 136.35. a nonverbal 1 range of
122.88 to 134,59, and a chronotogicad
age range of 12.50 10 14.63 yems. The

- students were given tests 10 determine

attitudes and divergent thinking -abilities |
and were eviluated for social qualities
and class contributions by their teachers.
Parents were inked to complete ques.
tionnaires independently to cdeicrmine
family relatiomships.  Three  judges,
working as o team. tape recorded live

“comecutive sessions of classes in social

studies, science, and English conducted
by different teuchers in the fal and
agiin the following spring: all comments

were classified according to levels of
“thinking defined in Guilford's styucture

of the inteliect. The types of guestions
usked by tecachers strongly influenced
the quality’of pupil response. More than
50% of questions:asked in a class ses-.
sion were cognitive.memory questions.
The second mes freqient .category was

3
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convergent-thinking, with a much small-

er proportion of divergent and evalua-
tive thinking questions. (K1)
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Descriptors: exceptional child research;
gifted: tests: cognitive processes: cogni-

. tive tests: logical thinking: recognition;
“recall {paychological): thought process.

ex: high schoo! students: grade 10; grade
12: varbal atnlity: verbal tests; high
achicsers: learning  processes: testing:
student improvement

The value of a new procedure for assess-

ing verbal performances of superior high
school students was studicd. The instru-

~ ment consisted of two parts. In part A,

the student was given an analogy and
asked to identify the most logical rela-
tionship between the two elements in it.
He was then asked to write a description
of the rclationship identified. Part B
required the student to construst an
analogy statement comparable to the

“one given. Part A was designed tu study

the student’s reasoning behind :he anal-
ogy he produced in part B. It was
hypothesized that items of this nature
might help differentiate students capable
of original performance from those who
become skilled in recognition and recall
tasks. Experimental, analogies
were administered to 143 {0th grade
and 130 12th grade students (males and

females). Mzan scores of both sopho-

morces and seniors were almost twice as
high on analegy recognition as on pro-

‘duction. Mean scores for boys and girls

at both grade levels showed negligible
differences. It was concluded that scores
on both parts of the test wer; assaciated
with grade in school which in turn is
associated with age and experience.
However, results in production indicat-
cd little improvement from the {0th to
the 12th grades. (AL) '
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- Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
" gifted; family (sociological unit); behav-

ior: health; personality; adjustment (to
environment); intellectual development;
occupations; educational background;
recreation; social attitudes; political atti-
tudes; demography; participant charac-
teristics; personal interests; followup
tudies
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items

The 35 years’™ followup of the Terman
investigation on the gifted child is pre-
sented. In order to describe the gified
group at mid-life, a general information
blank was mailed in 1950 (1,437 sub-
Jects) and in 1955 (1,424 subjects). The
field study, completed in 1952, included
personal interviews,s the Concept Mas-
tery Test, supplementary questionnaires
of subject and spouse, and tesling of
offspring. Results for 97.5% of the sub-
Jjects include the following: intelligence
increased - significantly from 1939 1o

1952 (p less than .001); 5% of the

group went to coilege and nearly 70%
graduated; two-thirds of the men and
three-fifths of the women did graduate
work; on the Minnesota Occupational
Scale, all subjects were in the first five of
the seven groups and 86% were in the

" first’ two (professional and executive)

and one-half of the women were house-

wives but many contributed to commun- |

ity and civic activities. The marriage
ratc and personal adjustment were aver-
Aage for the population. Other results are
given for mortality, health, avocational
interests, political and social attitudes,
marriage, divorce. income, and off-
spring. Sixty-one tables are provided.
The appendixes include the forms used
and a 45-item bibliography. (SN)
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Environmental factors related to crea-
tive production were studied to obtain
knowledge of the learning characteris-
tics and educational performance of
children from various socioeconomic

levels. Childrea from the fifth grade |
were selected as subjects and included

395 Negro and 244 white chiidren.
Further division was based on four
sociocconomic levels. A variety of mea-
suring , instruments was cemployed 10
gather the -data and test the variables,
Analyses were accomplished viu covari-
ance analysis (with correction for une-
qual, disproportionate means) and factor
analysis. ‘The findings indicated signifi-
cant differences in cregtive thought fa.
voring the higher socioeconomic chilil
in most verbal areas. The lower socioe-
conomic.child, however, performed bet-
ter in the nonverbal areas. Further re.
scarciv was suggested to determine the
specific environmental factors which im
flacnce performance in creative thought.
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Descriptors: exceptional chikd research:
classroom cavironment; creativity: aiea-
tive teaching: creativity rescarch; envi-
ronmental influences: high schooks; high
scb ol students )

The project studied 1he cliaracteristios of
@ highly creative school as opposed 10
those of a traditional school. Fowr high
schools of comparable  sociocconomic

and studeni ability level wert involved,

twao of which were judged to be of the
highly creative type. The students were
given various tesis. and clv-ev were
observed. The findings showed the fol-
creative
schools: high aspiration level and intel-
lectual climate: bass anthoritarian. but
not less rational, teacher direction: and
stimulating and original classroom be.
havior on the part of the teachers.
Suggested aims for an exiension of 1he
present study include projecis for com-
parison of creative student productivity
as well as further investigation into the
nature ol ereativity and of the relation.
ship of the school environment to the
development of creativity. (PM)
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Descriptors: exceptional child researcl:

gifted: acceleration: enrichnsent: pro-

gram evaluation: junior high school stu-

dents; academic achievement: average |
students; student attiiudes; teacher atti-

tudes: sciences: mathennatics: reading:
student evaluation; testing ‘

o test the effectiveness of asprogram of
aceeleration, and enrichment. five ninth

grade classes of students (25 in each

class, 1Q's 120 or above) who had been

in this program for 2 years were com.

pared W two control (C) classes of
academicatly talented students who had

not had the program. All students were

given a series of standardized achicve-

ment tests and were asked to complets a

school attitude questionnaire. two ex-

perimental (1K) chsses were significantly

superior inall comparisions in mathe-

mittics, in two of three comparisons in

rcading, and in one of three compari-

sofs in science (p equals L0S). In schools

systenns A and B the KE-groups were

significantly seperior in only two of six

comparisuns with C-groups. An amalysis

of the iotal performance of all’ the
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eyperimental clawes revealed that they

were significantly superior to the con

wols in only* 10 of 21 ciases (p equals

08) The performances of average E-
groups from the same schools were
significwtly different from C* in only
four oi 22 comparisons. Responses from
questionnaires did not indicate o signiti-

- cat difference in attitudes between the

groups, Conclusions were that the accel-
eration and enrichment program did not
hurt either acidemically talented or av.
erage sindents, that the special program
could be improved. and that the pro-
gram was more appealing . to students
and teschers than o more traditional
approach. (R
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" gifted: grouping {imtruetional purpos:

esk program  eviluation:  multigraded
classes: elementary whool students; age
differences: - adppstment (to environ-
ment)i parent attitudes® student evalua-
tion; experimental programs: grade [
academic uchicvement: administration;
identification: tesing: social adjustment

To determine the advantages of interage

grouping. 18 first graders (mean. K) |

T18.65) were assigned to two interage
classes conlninini first. second. and third
gradersy 19 first graders  (mean  1Q
119.60) were assigned. to two straight
first grade classes.” All children selected
had been recommended by their Kinder-
garten teachers as their brightest stu-
dents. Both groups were given the Met.
ropolitan Achicvement ‘Fest, Primary |
Battery in the fall and Primary 11 Bat-
tery in the spring. Students in the inter-
ageé condition jpzrformed at a higher
level: on all achievement scales: greap
means were significant on word discrim-
ination and arithmetic (p less than .01).
Studdents selected as evidencing initiai
adjustmient problems showed  greater
gains than their controls on all four

“scitles. However, they achieved ‘signifi-

cantly lower scores on the California
Test of Personality. The parents  of
children in both conditions responded

favorably to questions concerning their

children’s reactions to school. their ad-

justment in and out of school, and their -

interest in reading. The parents of child-
ren in the interage program provided
signiticantly higher ratings on the rich-
ness and variety of classroom experis
ences and the mativations provided 16
chatlenge the child tv make use of his
talemts. The California Test of Personal-
ity revealed no significant differences in
social adjustment of interage as opposed
to stringht grade classes. (Author/BB)
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gifted: programed instruction: sciences:
instructional  materiaby:  elementary

. schoal students: elementary school i
ence: parent: attitudes: undiovisual in-

struction: mathematics: alucation; phys.
wcal seiences: student eviluation

Self-instructional science nuaterials for
gifted prinvay students were developed
and used with fivste and second-grade
students. Units on atomie stinctire, the'
nituie of molecutes, mesmement,. and
mathematics were developed. wsed, eval.
vated. and revised over a 2-year periml.

. Lessom were presented through the wse

of tape players. illustritive materials.
and workbooks. Students were selected
on the binis of 10 scores and assigned to
two groups. Each group used the materi-

als for onc-half of th®experimentat

period. Al students were' pretested, test-

. ed at the end of ‘the fourth week, and

post-tested for achievement with instru-
ments developed for the study. (Other
data were obtained from teacher evalua-
tion forms and questionnaires completed
by teachers and parents. Significant
gains, at the .0S level, were obtained for
the units concerned with mathematics,
atoms, and measurement. A majority of

he parents favored the use of the mate-

rials and indicated that the children
developed interest through their studies.
(AG) )
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Descriptors: exceptivnal child rescarch:
gifted: disadvantaged youth: leadership
training: graduate study; sex differences:
racial differences: intelligence differ-
ences: social mobility: social structure:
honors curriculum: clementary school
students: academic achievement: person-
ality: sclf concept: language develop-
ment; verbat ability: identification; sum-
mer workshops: social studies: curricu-
lum development; values: sociometric
techniques: research  projects; logical
thinking: Institute for Rescarch on Ex-
ceptional Children

Seven artictes from the Institute for

Rescarch on Exceptional Children con-
sider the gifted child. The first article,
l.cadership Training for the Gifted--A
Graduate Program, is by JJs Gallagher,
dircctor of the program. Six research

9

and development papers by grm‘u:ue
students fotow: Fhe Variables of Race,
Sex and Intelligence Related to Social
Chuices of Disadvantaged, Gifted Child-

ren by V. Godman: Honors Progiiun -

Students--Their Academic Attainnments,
Personality Traits and Self Concepts by
W.D. Simmohs; An Analysis of the
Vabal  Definitions  of  Elementary
School Children-- A Pilot Study by M.
Weiser: Evaluation of a Sumiaer Work-
shop on Gifted Children by 1. Shaffer:
Developing i Socint Stindies Curriculum
for Teaching Values in the Elementiny
School by A Schevers; and The Devel-
opment of i Progiam of Semtential | og.
ic Tor Gifted Students by KA. Retzer.
The student papers all provide tigures.

 tables, and reference lists. 1))
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Deseriptors: exceptional child research:
personality:  gifted: . individual  differ-
ences; student attitudes; student inter-
ests; personal values: high school stu.
dents; environment; student characteris.
tics: slow learners: East Lansing

A final report was given ol a three-part’
study that was made to determine differ-
cnces  in -the attitudes, interests, and
values of gifted high school students in
relation to their total environment. A

~research design was developed to deline.

ate the characteristics of these gifted
students, especially those characteristics
which differentiste the three protile
types of creative intellectual, studious”™
and social leiders. Superior students
from the 10th, [1th. and 12th grades
were assigned to one of the three protile
groups on the basis of setf-classification.
Comparitive analysis was  performed
throughout the study by drawing a con.
trast between two 1ith grade groups.
one average -in ability and the other

' superior. Formal and informal measures

werc used to acquire the results. B was

~ concluded that the creative intellectuals

showed strong, sclf-directed interest in

. learning and a great willingness to deal

with both the subjective dita of the self
and the objective data of the larger
world. ‘The studious, while also showing
aconcern for ideas and 1 desire to learn,

mainly confined their efforts to complet- -

ing teacher-dirccted assignments. The
social leaders preferred to make their
impact felt on people rather than 1a the
realm of ideas. 1t was felt, that on the
busiy of these findings, new guidelines
for educational strategics shoutd be e-
veloped to take into account differences

.among the gifted. A related report is ED
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Descriptars: exeeptionad child rescarch;
créativity;: teaching methods; evaluation;
reinforceiment; tests: teacher attitudes;
research reviews (publications); thought
pracesses: sex differences; rewards: peer
rclationship: selt’ coneept; enlwiral dif-
ferences; case studies (education); mea-
surement techniques; effective teaching:
ariginality; educationat methods: experi
mentitl progriums )
The need for rewardisg creicive think..
ing is asserted; a phit 1 provosed for
stdying evaluation anc  gye2tve behav-
ior; and nicasurement of cieative behiay-
ior is diseusged. Three groups of studies
are presented. ‘Fhe first set comiders the
wiays the intermediate environment re-
wards ereative behavior; aspeets treated
include applying principles tor reward:
g creative think itig.}r sative and eriti-
al evahitive antitudes n% wehers, creire.
live activities as rcwnrds\hp( creitive
thinking, and differeminl rewards for
boys and girls. ‘The second set investic
-gites the following  issues about the
evaluative  behavior of the classroom
weacher: competition as external evalua-
tion; unevatuated practice and creative
behavior; critical and ereative peer-cval-
wted practice;  evaluative  discussions
about® creative  productions; peer pres.
sures in homogencous and  heteroge-
neous groups: positive. negative, and
trauble-shooting evaluation; and culiur-
ab differences in evalumting creative
characteristics. ‘The finll study concerns
helping children valtue their ideas. Pract-
ical applications of the studies are pre-
sented: appendixes are provided on the
instruments used in the described studies
and on developing: ereative thinking
through Einguage arts. J1))
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Deseriptors: exceptional child rescarch; |
gifled: creativity; intelligence: identifica
o, cocurriculinr activities: academie
achievement: college studens; originali-
ty: talent  identification: . productive -
thinking: individual characteristies; cog.
fitive processes: prediciion: college ad-
Mission.

achievement,  adentional prexductivity,
and the umgueness of the e pro-
duced. a siumple of S03 incoming fyesh-

s AN university stadents was teciuited.

ntelligence was measured by using stu-
dests” Scholastic Aptitude Tesl seores:
verbal and visual stimuli were used 1o
clicit ideas. Correlations between intel-
ligenee and the number and nnigneness
of ideis were low while high productivi-
ty and high unigaencss scores temled to
g together. Students were divided o
groups ol high and tow intelligence. high
and low cidendional productivity. - and
high and low ideational unigueniss. In-
telligenee wans found 10 exert g effeet
on the generality of nonacademic -
complishments: however, the numbier of
ideis typically procheced by the sindent
and the unigueness of the ides had 3
significant impaet on nonacilemic ac-
complishments (p' less than 001 for the
total group). bmplicimions were that su-

dents who will suceeed at ereative writ- .

ing. science, painting. or some other
endeavor cannot’ be predicted by grickes
or test scores alone. Nonacademic ac-.
complistiments shoudd be examined and
credited when scarching for talenied
students. (RJ) '
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wdemie achievement: critical thinking;
questioning technigues; teacher behav-
ior

To 1est the efficacy of inguiry develop.
ment materials with the gified, sis 7th-
graders with 1Q's in the wop 34 pantici-
piated in an .inquiry science chiss with
specially selected materials twice o week
for 40 minutes over 6 monihs; six
children with like HQ's worked on sci-
enee activitics in another room. Pre- and

postiests in critical thinking and scicnee -
—ahievement were administered; in addi-
—

tion, measures of inquiry and analyses
of student questions and 1eacher inicrac-
tlion were made. Resuhis indieated that
the studens in the inquiry class asked
signiticantly more questions relating 10
experimentidion and that the wacher.
while in the inquiry class, was signifi-
cantly more likely 1o clarify pupil ques-
tions and 1o respond 10 pupils seeking
data than he was with the conventional
+ class, 10 whom he provided-data. Other
results were nonsignificant, thus failing

1@, e
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Descriptors: exeeptional child researeh:
gitled: student attitides: student inter-
estss individual dilferences: parsonal vad-
uest creative ability: socian) values: sty-
dent leadership: ability identifieationg
academic achievement; creativity: inda-
vidual charaeteristies

To determine differences in the atti-
tides, interests, and values of gifted high
school students in relation 1o their 106
eavironment and e delineate the char-
aeteristios of these gifted students, espe-
cially those characteristies which difter-
=ntinte the thiee profile types of creative
mteltecual, studious, and social eaders,
superior studemis’ from the tenth, clev-
enth, and iwelfth goles were asigned
r one of the three profile groups on the
basis of self-classification. Comparative
analysis was performed throughom the
study by drawing i comrast between 1w
clevenih grade groups_one sverage in
ability and the other superior. It was
concluded that the ereative intellectunis
showed strong, selt-directed interest n
learning and o great willingness to deal
with hoth the subjective kg of the selt
and the objective dita “of 1he Larger
world. The studious, while also showing
aeoncern for ideas and-a desire 10 learn,
mitinly confined their efforts 1o complet.
ing tewher-direeted  assignments. . The
social leaders preferred 16 mike their
impact feh on people rather than in the
reabm of ideas, it was el that on the
busis of these findings, new guidelines
fur educational stmtegies should be de-
veloped to ke into aceoynt differences
among the gified. Extensive tables pre-
sent resulis, (Author/GD)
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Ten high school girls were idemitied as
exeepuonally ereative on the basis of
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teacher nominations  and  test scares.

Lhstorical. pensonafity, and  projective

data were collected by means of tests

and interviews, Particular emphasis wis
placed on life history antecedents of
creative. achievement. Fhe highly coca-
tive girh were found to possess i nume
ber of common cligricteristicos, particu-
Larly in the sueas of tamilial and educa-
tional hl\lul‘) leisuse time activity, fun-

tasy experienee. amd self concept. (Au-
thor)
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Birch. Jack W. Andt Others

A Field Demonsteation of the Effee.
tiveness mud Feasibility of Early Ad.
mission to School for the Mentally
Advanced Children,
Pittsburgh  University.,
School OF Education
Oftice Of Education, W.nhmgun. D.C.
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Descriptors: eaxceptional’ child research:
gifted: demonstration  progrvns: early
admision: carly  ehildhood  education;
hindergarten:  academie  achievement:
social .uljmlmcnl personal adjustinent

I‘cnnsylvnnin.

A deyear \lud) demonstrated the leasi-
Inlnl) and cffectiveness of carly admis-
sion 10 school for mentaliy advanced
chiklien z\ppmxmnlcl) 800 children

were sereened to loeate the 36 chilidren

who entered Kindergarten before the
usual timwe. Criteria for early’ admission

inclhuded an 1Q of 130 o lm.hc.r. sociaf

naturity at least 1 year advang

eice of health  problems., s;s':f:sl';lc_mry\
cmotional «development, approval by

Kindergarien teacheégy after observation
ol a Kindergarten  wisit, and parental

approval. Data were \collected on the .

attitudes, casts,  and l\l\ulilig-lli(m\ ro-
quired inactivities of p )_Iuslun.ll staff,
and on the achievement of! pupnh Child-
ren admitted early te sehood on the basds
ol mental; physicil, social, and emaotion-
al readiness did as well |||\c..ulmmc
work s their older chssmates, of like
ability in kindergarten and ﬁ}\l and
second grades. On sociomietric’ meisutes
there was no evident difference hglm.c

“emly admitted children and others. l\hc

process of demonstration was analyzed
in termy of innovation and  change.
Information” about  the demonstiition

was dis\'cm'innlcd widely thiough public

information media. (JM)
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An Analysis of Differences in € r«-ah\'e
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Office OF Education (DHEW), Washing-
ton, D. €., Bureau OF Rescarch
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Deseriptors: exceptional child research:
Caucasian students: creative ability: cre.

ative development; creativity: ereativity,

rescarch: grade 4: grade 7; grade |2;
Negro students: parochial schools: stu-
dent characteristics: student evaluation;
teacher  attitudes; public schools: sex
differences; sge différences

The purposes of this investigation were
to determine whether differences in cre.
ative abitity cxist between white and
Negro students, between public and par-
achial school students, between students
of different- grade levels, and between
sexes. A corollary purpose of this study
wits to determine how well teachers can
identify the ereative students in their
clisses by pérsonal contact and by ob-
servation. A total of 600 students in
grades four, seven and twelve were given
the California Test of Mental Maturity
and the Torrance Tests of Creative
Thinking. The teachers involved with

these students were anked to select the ©

- five most and the five least creative
students in their classes. Significant dif.

ferences were shown between grades
four and twelve, favoring the higher .

grades. Public school students . were
more ercative than parochial students,
No significant differences were found
between Negro and white students, be-
tween grades seven and welve, or be-
tween the sexes. Results indicate teach-
ers are not able to ulenul'y creative
students. { Author/KJ)
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Descriptors: exceptionad_child_research:

wnkiety; eorrelation; gifted: group intel-
ligence testing: individual characteris-
tics: intelligence: tests; personality: self

“coneept: self control: verbal ability: ver

cabulary

The degree to which potentially useful®

group intelligence tests were affected by -
personality characteristics sueh as iinxie-
1y. impulsiveness or caution, and verhal
int2rests was investigated by a battery of
Iﬂlt‘"l[.t‘nt‘t. interest, and pc.rsun.nhly
tests administered tp-1.163 gifted adoled.
cents in spuecial suminer pmgrnms.&lnlcl-
ligenee was meiasured by the 1)-48 (non.
verbal) -und the *Terman Concept Mas.
tlery Test (CMT-Verbal), anxicty by the
Minnesona Multiphasic Personality in-
ventory (MM PPL) A-scale., |mpulswuy by
the MMPI Pd- and M.l-sc.llcs. verbat
interest by the Strong Vocational Inter-
est Blank (SVIB) Lawyer and Author-

g o« Journalist (men’s) scales, sélf-concept by

Gough's Adjective Check List, and care-
lessness by errors on casy intelligence

items. Significant negative correlations

“were found betweenanviety and imellig.”
cnce. impulsivity_and intelligence. and
carelessness and intelligence.  Positive
. correlations were found between verbxl
interest and verbalintelligence. non-ver-
bal sl verbal intelligence. and counsel-
ing readiness and intetligence, Wider use
andd revision of ghe D-48, restricted use
of the CMT, pant and total scoré-report.
ing of the CMT, and additional correla,
tional  analyses  between the MM
seales and Adjective Cheekh List, and
between the SVIB scales and the two

intetligence: sty e reconmmencded.

(WR)
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ment: individual characteristi
up studies: success Gietors: adbili chiyae-
Aeristies:  psychological c.h.nz.u.lcmuu
political attitudes: social- v
characteristics: personality:

rotessional

recogaition:  educatiomil -~ pachground:

finily background RS

A followupt o seventh survey was done
in. 1960-61 ol the 1538 subjects studicd
by Terman in 1921-22 (857 boys and
* 671 girls, aged 310 19. all scaring in top
1% of intelligence tests).” Data were
- obtained by, mail qugMionnaire tor 8747
* of the 1398 subjects'still living (median
Cage 49). Conclusions were ais follow: the
subjeets had becane gifted adults. main-
tvined intellggtual ability, lud - lower
mortality rates. and good’ physieal and
*mental  health,  imanifested  iminimal
crime. ranhed high in edueational and
vacational achievements, were active, in
comrunity affairs. and held nuxlerite

—political-and_social_vicwss Two-thirds

felt they had lived up to U\ intelice-
tual ability. ‘To assess correlitgs of viea-
tiondl achicvement, the 100 u,\l/.md
100 least successful men were compared.
Resufts indicated that the most suceess-
ful nen eaune from families having
tigher sacioeconomic: status sl giving
more encouragement to succeed: ranked
higher s adolescents in volitional, intel-
leetual, moral, awd social traits; ad had
more self conlidence, perserveranee, ancd
inlcg(nlinn toward goaly! In addition,
.ll'hull‘),h scholastic,  achievement  had
been similar ‘in grade school. half s

nany .of Q; least suceessful men had \

* graduated frum college: they were also
inore  prone I{ emotional and social
difficultics. (DS \
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. 113} and haif normal (mean 10 101)

ability with 1he controls using a placcho
workbook and the experimentals using
the Stretch workbook. The data upon

pre- and posttesting with the Torrance )
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) student development: enrichment

programs: enrichment activities:~ pro-
gram deseriptions: progrivn evaluation:
Lw(rllncnl.ll programs

“While i 3rd grade. 487 students were

- sefected for placement in special classes
© for the gifted from griddes 4 through 8.

Teachers- of the special sclasses were

chosen by school administrators. Theit -
- teaching experience averaged Y years.

and cight held advanced degrees. Sixe
teen attended special summer progriams
on the gified and were given inservice
assistance. Results indicated  that  the
program children equalled or surpassed
the controls in academic achievement as
measured by standardized tests despite
the fact that their supplemceativy enrich.

ing activities' reduced by about one halt
the time spent on regular classroom
activities. Further results indicated skill’
in toreign langnage, reacarch, and criti.
cil thinking as well as growth in social

- awareness and concern. leadership. crea-

tivity. interests. and sefl reliance in
schoul activities. Approval of the pro-
gram by hoth teachers and parents war -
noted. (Aulhorl]l))
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Descriptors: creativity: creative develop-
ment; creative teaching: teaching_tech-
niques

The author drcw from over S0C rcscarch .

reports on creative thinking to compile

=~ the most valuable items for classroom
. teachers, emphasizing positive aspects

rather than gaps in knowledge. Creativi-
ty is defined. and its manifestations and
the mcans of measuring creative think-
ing abilitics at educational levels from

“preschool to college are mentioned. Pat-
“terns of development of creative abilities

‘and creative ways of lcarning are dis-
cussed. Specific ideas offer suggestions
to a tecacher for providing opportunitics
for crcative behavior. Also considered

are common blocks to creative develop-

ment. how teachers can increase their
own creativity, and goals in gu:dmg
creativity. (KW)
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Drews, Elizabeth M.

Being and Becoming: A Cosmic Ap-

proach to Counseling and Curricu-

lum, Part 2: The Creative Intellectual
~ *Style in Gifted Adolescents.

Michigan State University, East Lansing
Office Of Education (DHEW). Washing-
ton, D.C.
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‘Descriptors: cié'cpli()nal chitd research;
personality; gifted: grade 9: creativity’

rescarch; critical thinking: critical read.
ing:’ growth patterns: changing attitudes;
student attitudes; student interests; val-
ues; aud:ovnual aids: testing

A sludy was made to describe and lo
discover possible ways of influencing

.intellectual and personality development

in ninth grade, gifted youth. ‘The report,

second.in a lhrcc-parl/sludy. reviewed -

the results of an experimental. program
dcqngncd especially to produc: changes

. inattitudes, interests, and valuy ‘es toward

creative intellectual iorms. The investi-

gation centered on two distinitive pat-

terns: the creative intellectual style and
the feminine dimension. Formal and
informal measures of creative intellec-
tual attitudes were administered to both

experimental and control groups. The .

experimental group was found to be
higher than the control group at post-
testing in originality. complexity, acsth.
cticism, - thcoretical oricntation, and
philosophical contémplation. It was con.
cluded that attitude change could be
brought about through special efforts.
(GD)
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Wallach, Michacl A.; Kogan. Nathan
Cognitive Originality, Physiognomic
Scnsitivity, and ' Defensiveness  in
Children. Final Report.
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Descriptors: cxccplional child: rescarch;
creativity; cognitlive processes; test con.
struction; obscrvation; pcrsonglhly: cog-
nitive ability; originality: creativity re-
scarch; sex differences; intelligence lev-
cl; psychological characteristics: individ-
ual differences

"~ An examination was conducted to deter-

minc if a child’s abilily 10 crca:lc (cogni-

" tive originality) is |ndcpendcm|y -asso- -
ciated with his general level of intellig- -

ence. and if so, to study psychological
correlates that distinguish individual dif-
ferences on the crcativity and mlcll:g

ence dimensions when considered joint-

ly. Instruments, covering boih verbal
and visual formats, were developed and
administered to over 150 fifth grade
children in a gamelike context without
time pressure. These 1equired the child.

ren to generate various kinds of asso- |

ciates with given task requirements.

Each child determined uses for particu--

lar. objects, ways in which particular
objects were similar. and things that
particular patterns represented to them.
Intelligence “information was obtained
through the use of a standard tést bat-
tery. Correlaiions between the creativity
and intelligence measures were found to
be extrcmely low. The subjects were

Sy
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then isolated by sex into one of four
groups: high cfeativity, high intellig-
ence; high creativity, low intelligence;

- low creativity, high intelligence; and low
*creativity, low inteltigence. Dlﬂ'crcnces

among these gioups. were studied in four’

“arcas of cognmvc functioning: behavior

as observed in school and play seftings:
activities in calcgunzmg and concep-
tualizing; sensitivity 10 psychiognomic
properties of environment; and péerson.

_ality dispositions. indicated through self

description and through fantasy. Apun.
dant and unique associations were found
to exist. The rescarch indicated the
importance of jointly studying variations
in creativity and genceral mlclllgcnce. if
understanding of crcalwny is 10 be

~ furthered. (JH)

ABSTRACT 23188

EC 02 3188 ~ ED 003 829
Publ. Date 65 lJ‘)p.

Ringness. Thomas A.
Nonintellective Vnrublen Related to

. Acadcmic Achievement of Bright Ju.

nior High School Boys.

Wisconsin University, kadison

Office Of Education (DH I:W). Washing-
ton. D. C.

EDRS mf.hc

CRP-S-035

Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
gifted: personality: achicvement: tests;
males; low achicvers; students; high
achievers; . psychological patterns; ad-

- justment (to environment); student prob-

lems; student rescarch; student motiva-
tion: student interests:  junior  high
schqols; motivation

In previous studies. -personality. vana
bles, such as adjustment. motive 0
achicve, motive to affiliate, acceptance
of scif and others, and acceptance of
adult values, have been studied to deter-

- "miae their relationships “to school

achicvement. Interrelationships among
these variables were cxamined in this
study. The California Test of Mengal
Maturity was used 1o select boys frdm
grade 8. and the Wechsler Intelligence
Scale for Children was used to confirm
selection. The 264 students were inter-

viewed and tested with the California .

Psychological Inventory, Bills Index of
Adjustment and Values, and a card sort.
Grade point averages were obtained and
the lowa Test of Basic Skills was admin-

“istered. The high and low thirds of the

group were tested using Dunn's Visual
Discrimination Task., Thematic Apper-
ception Test, and McCleltand’s Projec-
tive ‘Fest. Results showed that low
achicvers do not have as close ties with
home nor d6 ‘they accept conventional

values as much as do high achievers.
‘T'he various measures tended to confirm
cach other in measurement of variahles.
Findings confirmed many findings of
carlier studies of nonintellective charac-
teristics ov high and low achieving bright
pupils. This confirmation suggests that
future rescarch should attempt to modi-
fy \ccrlain student characteristics both in
the, laborutory and in the ficld. (Al.)
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ABSTRACT 30089
EC 03 0089 D N.A.
Publ. Date 76 Sp.

“Torrance, EXPaul; Khatena, Joe

What Kind of Person are You? A
Brief Sercening Deviee for Identify-
ing Creatively Gifted Adoleseents and
Adults, .
EDRS not available

Gifted Child Quarterly: VI4 N2 pP71-S
Sum 1970 _
Descriptors: exteptional child research;
gifted; identification: creative ability;
talent identification; test validity; ado-
lescents; adults; screening tests

‘The brief screening test descéribed cons-
ists of 50 paired characteristics in 2
forced choice format, one of cach pair

being more central or essential to crea-

tive functioning. f'est-retest relinbility

. and validity studies are reported. ‘The.

validity evidence appears to justify the
use of the test as a coarse screening
device for identifying. creative adoles-
cents and adults and for use in teaching
and experimental group situations. (KW)

ABSTRACT 30091 -
EC 03 006} '

Jacobs, Jon C.

Are We Being Mislead by Fifty Years
of Resenrch on Our Gified Chitdren?
EDRS not available

Gifted Child Quarterly; V14 N2 P120-3
Sum 1970 .

Deseriptors: exeeptional child rescarch;
gifted; identification; Kindergarten child-
ren; Wechsler Preschool and Primary
Scale of inlclligcncc

Reported is a study conducted on 19
gifted Kindergarten students who were
not recognized by their teachers as being
gifted. Results show negative growth
trends (loss of measured intellectual

ability and 1Q scores). 1t is suggested

that previous research studies on gifted
children, which were conducted on
children who were recognized by their
teachers as being gifted, were conducted
on unrecognized binsed groups. I s
stated that the conclusions of this pre-
vious research, which has generally been
optimistic showing positive growth
trends, have been improperly applied to
all gifted children rather than 1o those
studied (i.c., those recognized by teach-
ers as gifted). (KW)

ABSTRACT 30158 -
EC 03 0158 ED N.A. |
Publ. Date 62 : T 293p.

Getzels, Jacob W.; Jackson. Philip W,
Creativity and Intelligence: Explora-
tions with Gifted Students. o
EDRS not available ‘

John Wiley And Sons, inc.. 605 Third

Avenue, New York, New York 10016
($7.95).

"Descriptors: exceptional child research;

gifted: creativity; social adjustment; psy-
<chological characteristics; .talented stu-
dents; superior students; moral values;
social psychology; inter personal compet-
ence; personal adjustment; achicvement:

. family relationship

"ED NA._
Publ. Date 70° dp.

The study explored varieties of gifted-
ness. determined categories. and concen-
trated upon gifted students representing
the categories of creativity, intelligence.
morality, and psychological adjustient.
Two groups of students exhibiting cogni-
tive cxcellence were identifiecd: one

_group high in intelligence but not crea-

tivity, the other high in creativity but
not intelligence. ‘Fwo groups eahibiting
psychosocial excellence were identilied:
oné group high in morality but not
psychological adjustment, the other high
in psychological adjustment but not mo-

. rality. Each pair of groups was studied

in terms of school behavior and achieve-
ment, values, amd fzmily environment,
Procedures and results are reported.
Several theoretical formulations in the
area of ‘creativity are considered and
related to the findings. Several cise
studies are included. The appendix pre-
sents instruments and procedures used
in the study. (KW) T

"™\ ABSTRACT 30367
EC 03 0367 ED N.A.
Publ, Date 60 2H0p.
Torrance, E. Paul, Ed, :

EDRS not available
University «Of Minnesota Press, 2037
University Avenue, S. E.. Minneapolis,
Minnesota $5414 ($4.50).

Papers Presented Ar The 1958 institute
On Gifted Children (Minneapolis, Min-
nescie\, ' .

. .
Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted; talent identificution; educational
methods; exceptional child education;
enrichment; grouping (instructional pur-
poses); acceleration; followup studids;
conference reports 7

Presentad are papers from a conference
dealing with the identitication, develop-
ment, and utilization of talent.. Papers
concern Minnesota's interest in the de-
velopment of tafent, the nature of abili-
ties, the psychometric approach to the
study of talent, and crucial life experi-
ences or factors in the lives of very
gifted persons. Five papers concern the
schools as talent-evoking situations, and
discuss enrichment, special  grouping,
acceleration, a psychologist's point of
view, and the treatment of individual
differences in  Russian schools. Five
bricf reports of exploratory studies with
gifted children are presented. The action
and research ideas developed by confer-
ence participants arc sumgn;nrizcd. (KW)

~
ABSTRACT 30426
EC 03 0426 * ED 043 990
Publ. Date Aug 70 - 62p.

Steele, Joe Milan And Others :
Instructional Climate in Hlinois Gift- |
cd Classes. {
Minois University, Urbana, Center For
instructional Research And Curriculum
Evaluation :
Hllinois State Office Of The Superintend-
ent Of .Public Instruction, Springfield, |

P

Department OF Program Planning For | )

The Gifted
EDRS mf.he

14

_._Talent and Edueation: Present Status . .
“and Future” Direetions.

K

gifted: program evaluation: question
naires: student attindes: class activities;
demonstration projects; affective behay.
ior; cognitive measurement: classroom
environment; secondary school stwcdents;

Descriptors: exceptional child rcscurch\

“llinois: Class Activities Questionnaire

In order to evaluate the linois program
for the gifted. o study was conductel in
which the Class Activities Questionmaire
(CAQ) wis. administered to 3,138 siu.
dents in Reimbursement Gifed Classes,
Demonstration Gifted Classes and Aver-
age (Non Gifted) Classes (grades 6
through 12). The CAQ, which assesses
both the cognitive donwin (levels of
thinking needed in class activities) and -
the affective domain (social and emo-
tional conditions existing in the class-
room). contained 30 items evaluating
the dimensions of lower thought proc-
esses, higher thought processes. cluss-
room focus, classroom climate, and stu-
dent opinions. The CAQ was found to
reveal clear varintions in emphasis in
both cognitive and affective domiins,

© Results showed significant differences

between Average and Gifted ‘classes in
the degree of emphases -on higher
thought processes, clussroom focus, and
classroom  climate. Significamt  differ-
ences were also nased between Average
and Gifted classes on the statistical
factors of application, synthesis, enthusi-
asm, independence, - memory,  and
test/grade stress. (R1))

ABSTRACT 30760
EC 03 0760, , ED N.A,
Publ, Date'68 ! 6p.
Hocpfner, Ralph; O'Sullivan, Maureen
Sociitl Intelligence: and 1Q.
EDRS not available .
Educational And Psychological Mea-
surement; V28 N2 £339-44 Sum 1968

Desceriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
gifted: intelligence quotient; interper-
sonal competence; correlation; compara-
tive statistics; diagnostic tests’

‘The paper discusses social’ intelligence
and’ 1Q, pointing out that giftedness may .
be used to describe not only the verbal

skills measured by 1Q tests, but also

special aptitudes such as’creativity and
social intelligence (S1). Correlations re-
ported between 1Q antl St are noted.
The best test for cach of six behavioral-
cognition factors was selected to repre-

“sent its respective SI fuctor. This SI test

battery, along with 10} tests, was admin-
istered to 229 high school juniors. Cor-
relations of cach Si test with 1Q scores
are reported (corrected mean correlation

~was .40), The value of the SI' tests in

identifying persons gified in social per-
ception, but with relatively low 1Q, is
discussed. (KW)

‘ ABSTRACT 30874
EC 03 0874 ED N.AY
Publ. Date Nov 70 33p.

House, Ernest R. And Others
Development of Educational Pro-
grams: Advocaey in a Non:Rational
System. :

Hlinois University, Urbana, Center For
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Instructional Research And Curriculum
Evaluation

tHinois State Office Of° Ihc. Supt.nnu.nd
ent Of Public Instruction, Springficld,
Depantment Of Program Development
For Gifted Children

EDRS mf.he

. Descriptors: exceptionat child rescarch;
.gifted: program development: program
evaluation; educational guality: educa-
tionat programs: Htinois

During the c.v.nlu.mon of the Illinovis
. Gifted Program. the process of program
_ development was also studied. ‘The pur-
. 5 ., pose of the study was to determine the
. sequence of events necessary 1o program
“development, and, based on the judg-
ments of quality about the individual
programs, to separate the different pat-
terns of development leading to high
and low quality programs. Subjects were
34 school districts (10% of a sample of
340) in fllinois receiving money from
3° the state for gifted programs. Over 25
kinds of data were collected by various
nethods (direcior, teacher, and student
, interviews, class activitics questionnaire, |
, S classroom observation, documents), on
which judginents of program quality
were miade. Program case histories were
also collected. Fifty-five independent
variables were identified and quantified.
Some variables associated with gifted
program quality were found to be larg-
er-sized districts, unit (K-12) distriets,
rocognized nced, a teacher or staff ad-
ministrator (rather than line administra-
tor) as director, high director involve-
ment, consultant services, sclection™of

change-minded  teachers, and largés
budgel. (KW) - .

; ABSTRACT 31055

: EC 03 0SS ED N.A.

] Publ. Date 69 13p.

y Blake, Kathryn A. And Others

: ) Learning of Basal Reading Skills by

: Mentally Handicapped and Non-Men-

' tally Handicapped Childreu.
. EDRS not available
Journal Of Rescarch And Development
In Education; V2 N2 P3.15 Win 1969

\ Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
mentully  handicapped;  gifted;  basic
reading:  creading  sKills; academic
achievement: learning processes: trend
analysis; .cognitive processgs: reading
comprehension; word recognition

A 3-ycar invesdigation was carried ont to
study achievement in basal reading skills
(word recognition and comprehension
skills) by retarded, normal, and superior
pupils taught in a basal ,rc/nding program
W reading instructional levels 2, 3, 4,
.and $. Subjects totaled 947 students who
used the Scott, Foresman . New Basic
Readers. Data were collected on six
categorics of bas:tl reading skills, encom-
pussing 50 skills. Extensive data are
presented  relating - to major  research
objectives: the identification of sequ-
cnces among basal reading skills, the
examination of intellectual processes re-
lated to achievement in sclected basal
reading skills (identification of process-
es, extent of relutionship, relative contri-

)

Gifted and Creativity Rescarch -

Q

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

"Malting  House - School

bution, differences among shills), the

* describing of trends in achievement of

basal reading skills over reading fevels 2,
I, 4, and § (presence amd nature of
trends), the umlp.ui\on of the retarded
and normil groups” achievement and of”
the normal  and  superior — groups’
achievement (level and rate of acquisi-
tion of basal reading skills). Reaction
papers to the study are included. (XW)

ABSTRACT 31080

EC 03 1080 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 53 2R8p.

Parkyn, G. W.
Children of High Intelligence.

“New Zealand Council” For Educational-

Research, Wellington

. EDRS not available ‘
Tri-Ocean Books, 62 T'ownsend -Street,

San Franciseo. California 94107 ($3.65).

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted children: foreign countries: stintist-
ical dati: national surveys: academic
achievement: family influence; curricu-
lum: grouping (instructional purposes):
New Zealand

The study of gifted children, the first of
its kind to be carfried ouwt in New
Zealand, was concerned with general
intelligence only (not special talents)
and, so far as teaching method is con-
cerned, it'deals. cnly with general pric; -
ples (not specitic procedures). “The tiest
two Lhnpu.rs define high intelligence and
present the general characteristies of
gifted children. Four chapters then pre-
sent data from the author’s study of New
Zealand gifted children (their general
characteristics, scholastic achicvement,
home background, and other factors).

" Following chapters. discussing schouol

orgamization, curriculum, and teaching
methods, contain suggestions of means
whc\rnhy the cducational needs of gifted
childrep might be better met. Much of
the technical material and data has been
reserved T({r the appendixes. (KW)

ABSTRACT 31084

EC 03 1084 ED N.A.

PPabl. Date 66 309p.

Isiaes, Susan »

Intellectual Growth in \ouug Child-
©oren, e

EDRS not available

Schocken Books, Inc.. 67 Park Avenue,
New York, New York 10016 (56.00 HC,
$2.45 PB).

' Descriptors: exceptional child research:

gifted children: intellectual develop-

ment: behavior: cognitive development: -
psychocducitional |

carly childhood:

processes: child psychology: thought

. processes: learning processes

The book is based upon records of
observation and study carried on at the
(Cambridge.
England) from 1924 through 1927. De-
tailed psychological records of the be-

havior of the group of 20 young children -

(1Q 114-166) over the 3 years were kept.

‘The data presented illumine the intellec-

tual aspect of mental development. The

children, staff, school. equipment, edu-
s

5

cational aims, and  observation tech-
nigues are described. The theoretical
analysis of discovery, reasoning, and
lhmu.hl considers the relation between

_~~“maturation and experience (with refer:
ences to Piaget’s studies of the structure
of mental life in children) and the
relition between thought and fantasy.
Aspects of school life and of the meth-
ods used which are especiatly relevant to
these theoretical problems are discussed.
This discussion covers applications of
knowledge, increase of knowledge, and
social interchange of hnowledge. Also
presented are an examination of biologi-
cal interests, o deseription of 4 samiple
weeks, and a summary of activities.
(KW)

ABSTRACT 31146
EC 03 1146 XD N.A.
Publ. Date Dec 70 - - 6p.

Keislar., Evan R.: Stern, Carolyn.
Differeutinted Iusteuction in Problem

Solving for Children ~of Differcent
Mentald Ability Levels,

EDRS not available Coa

Journal OF  Educational

Psychology:
VoI N6 P445-50 Dee 1970 :
Descriptors: exceptional {child research:
gifted: ability grouping:” problem solv-
ing: individualized ipstruction

During an R-day mslnlumn.nlfr\m;,r.lm.
82 high-1Q second- and thipd-grade
children, assigned to three ldvels of
mental  age (comparable to  average
fourth, fifth, and sixth graders, respec-
tively). were taught to solve problems
based on discovering the rule for mateh-
ing.. using cither a simple gambler's
strategy or a more complex hypothesis
testing approach. On cach of the three
, criterin (posttest, transfer. and reten-
tion), children in the high-mental-age
group who were l.ul;,hl the complex
strategy were superior o those taught
the simple strategy: the u.w.m. wis true
with the low-mental-age ;,mup The di-
sordinal interaction was significant (p

less than .05) for both p«Nlul .md
transfer. (Author)

ABSTRACT 3l I64
EC 03 1164 H l)_ N.A.
Publ. Date Sep 70 L3p.

Williams, Eddic H. \
Effeets - of Readiness on  Incideutal

Leaening in EMR, Normul, and (-ll'u-cl
Children,

EDRS not available \\_'
American Journal Of Mental Deficien-’
cy; V75 N2 P117-9 Sep 1970 'i

Descriptors: exceptional child rcsc:n:cﬁ:
cducable mentally handicapped: gifted:
mudcm\al learning; readiness (mental);
learning theories

The study mgcsug;ucd the cffects of
readiness on incidental learning among
EMR, normal, .}nd gifted subjects who
were equated on CA The subjects were
divided into readiness und nonreadiness
treatment groups. The incidental learn-
ing stimuli were prcscnlcd with the
intentional learning muterials. The crite-
rion measure was based on the inciden-
tal learning task. When readiness was

"y :j - “‘ .
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- Terman, Lewis M., Bd. And Others
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given, EMR, normal. and pifted subjects
did not differ in incidental learning;
when readiness was not given, they did.
Readiness was found 1o benefit EMR
and normial subjects while it had no
cffect on gilted subjects. (Author)

ABSTRACT 31232
EC 03 1232
Publ. Date 69
Waolfe, Dael. 13d.
The Discovery of ‘Talent. /
EDRS not available ;
Harvard University Press. 79 Garden
Street. Cambridge, Massachnisctts 02138
(89.50).

Descriptois: exceptional child research:
gilted: tatent identification; talent utili-
ztion: ability: annual reports; \Walter
Van Dyke Bingham lectures

ED N.A,

The text is a compilition of lectures on
the development of exceptional abilities
and capacities. The lectures represens i
wide-ranging presentation of a nuniber
of current ideas concerning talent and
are written in such a way as to be
accessible to i broad audience of per-
sons extending beyond the professional
psychologists. Papers by Lewis Terman,
Donald Pagerson, Cyril Burt, Edward
Strong, Jr.. J.P. Guilford, Dacl Wolfe,

John" Stalnaker. Donald MacKinnon, |

Edwin  Ghiselli. Norman Mackworth,
and Philip Vernon are given. (CD)

ABSTRACT 31268

EC 03 1268 ED N.A.
Publ.. Date 26 648p.

Genetic Studies of Genins: Volume |,
Mental and Physical Traits of 2 Thon-
sand Gifted Children.
EDRS not available
Stanford University
California 94305,($15.00),

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted: statistical dita; physical charac-
teristics: academic achievement: inter-
ests; interpersonal competence: socioe-
conomic background: physical health;
family characteristics; child develop-
ment;  recreation;  educational  back-
ground: vocational interests: reading:
personality: cognitive ability

A study was conducted to investigate the
nature of genius insofur as it is indicated
by the mental and physical characteris-
tics of intellectually superior children.
Data were collected on over 1,400 child-
ren ranking within the top 1% of the
unselected school population of corre-
sponding age. Most of the report is
devoted 10 643 of these children for
whom the data is most extensive. Addi-
tional, less cxtensive material is present-
ed for a group of 309 gified high school
subjects. On. many points, controt data
was secured from 600 1o 800 unselected
children. Statistical results describe the
racial and social origins of the gifted
students, intellectually superior rela-
tives. vital statistics, anthropometric.
measurements, health and physical his-
tory. medical examinations, school prog-

12

3l6p.

Press,  Sianford, .

;

ress and educational history, perform-
ance on tests of school accomplishment
and general Jinformation,specialization
of abilities. scholastic and. accupational
interests, pliy interests and knowledge,
reading interests, intellectual, social. and
activity interests, and character and per-
sorulity traits. (See EC 031 269 for
report of 6-yeur followup study on these
gifted students.) (KW) .

ABSTRACT 31269
1203 1269 ED N.A,
Publ. Date 30 SO8p.
Burks, Barbura Stoddard And Others
Ganetie Swudies of Genius: Volume
tHL, The Promise of Youth--Follow-Up
Studies of o Thowsandd Gifted Child-
ren. -
EEDRS niot available
Stanford  University  Iress,
Califarnia 94305 ($12.50).
Deseriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted; followup studies; statistical data;
intelligence quatient: academic achieve-
ment; interests;.vocational interests: per-
somlity: interpersonal competence: fam-
ily characterislics: case studies; writing
skills: identification; authors

Stanford.

Presented are the resulis of 2 followup

study of over 1000 intcllcctually superi.

or children who were initinlly selected
and studicd to establish their deviation
from unsclected children in o large
varicty of physical, mental, and person-
ality traits (see EC 031 268 for original
stucy). The followup studly. 6 years later.,

repeated 'many carlier tests and made -

quantitative comparisons 10 cheek the
correctness  of previous  conclusions.
New dativ was also obtained to complete
the picture of the typical gifted youth.
Data reported concern retests of intellig-
ence, educational progress, scholastic
achievement as indicated by tests and by
grades, scholastic and other interests,
vocational plans and achievement, social
and “personality traits, health, family
statistics, and sibling tests. Hlustrative
case studies document school accelera.

“tion and social adjustment. deterioration

of 1Q or achievement, conquest of obsta-
cles, twins and other siblings, behavior
problems, musical ability, and zealous-
ness. Also included is a study of literary
Juvenilia, with a tentative scale for rat-
ing literary juvenilia, results of ratings,
and case notes on gifted juvenile writers.
(RW) '

ABSTRACT 31291
EC 03 1291 ) D N.A.
Publ. Date 70 171p.

Pringle. M. L. Kellmer ]

Able Misfits: A Stady of Fducational
and  Behaviour Difficultick of 103
Very Intelligent Children (1Qs 120,

© 200).

EDRS not available
Hunminities” Press, 303
South, New York. New: York 10010
($6.00).

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted; behavior problems; underachicv-
ers; learning difficulties; parent atti-
tudes; academic achicve ment: pcrsopnl

a
4
-~

L

Park, Avepue

adjustment: psychological necds: identi-
fication

A descriptive
children  whose

account  of

behavior  difficulties

intefligent

were severe enough ‘to cause their teach-

en or parents to seek  psychological
addvice is presented. Hlustrative case his-
tories are cited. Statistical information
on the 103 children describes how they
came 1o be examingd. characteristics,

- home  background, parental attitudes,

recommendations miade. and subsequent
developments. A more theoretical sec-
lio"n_. concerning  the  psychology  of
learning and adjustment, discusses basic
pﬂz:hnlogicnl_nccds. learning and emo-
tion. maladjustment. underachicvement,
amnd the findings of previous research,

‘Questions of prevention and remedial

action are considered in an analysis of
practical implications which cmphasizes
carlv recognition of giftedness, (KAV)

. ABSTRACT 31384
EC 03 1384 12D N.A.
Publ. Date 70 Sp.
Torrance, E. Paul :

Dyadic Interaction as a Facilitator of
Gilied Performanee., o :
LEDRS not available

- Gifted Child Quarterly: VI4 N3 P139.
43 Eall 1970

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted: creativity research: interaction:
creitive thinking: creative development:
social isolation; grouping (instructional
PUrposes); peer groups

The author discusses the problem of
loncliness or isolation® of the creatively
gifted person and suggests. is 2 means of
solving both this problem and the prob-
lem of facilitating creative behavior.,

~dyadic interaction with o compatible

peer, i.c. another gified person. Re-
viewed are four experiments in dyadic
creativity which offer indirect but strong
support to the idea of grouping gifted
children in dyads to facilitate creative
behavior. Study 1 tested the creativity of
college students and S-year-olds, some
alone and some in pairs. Those tested in
pairs. who were encouraged on the
other’s ideas, showed greater originality
of thinking. Studies 2 and 3 proved the
hypotheses arising from the first study,
namely that subjects in dyads enjoyed

‘

the experience more and were Wwilling to |

persist longer. Study 4, concerned with
the problem of facilitating willingness to
attempt difficult tasks, showed that §-
year-olds were more willing to wttempt
difficult tasks (throwing bean bags into a
basket from gremter distances) when in
pairs than when alone or before their
entire class. (KW9)

ABSTRACT 31386
EC 03 1386 N ED N.A.
Publ. Datc 70 ' 4p.

Krippner, Stanley; Blickenstaff, Ralph
The Development of Self-Concept as

.Part of an Arts Workshop for the

Gihed. .

EDRS not aviilable |

Gifted Child Quarterly: VIS5 N3 1'163-6
Fall 1970 :
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Descriptors: exceptional.chill rescarch;
gifted: vocational interests; sex differ-
ences: role perception: self concept:, sci-
ences; art :

To determine whether the vocational
interests of gifted children were deter-
mined by sociocultural influences (Gi.c.,
sex stercotypes) as well as by intellectual
potential, 27 gifted boys and 13 gified
girls, ages 8-14 ycuars, were tested and:
Vocational  preferences
were determined and classified as scien-
tific (lr.ldumn.llly considered a mascu-
line ﬁcld) or artistic (1 feminine ficld).

* Carcers in science were selected, by 24

boys and 2 girls, while artistic careers

~interested Hl girls and 3 boys. Tests of-

emotional stability, visual-motor skills,
ncurological organiztion, and intellig-
ence showed nolstatistically significant
differences betwedn boys and girls, indi-
cating that sex rather than ane of these
factors was the il‘t_\porlnnl- variable. A

teday arts workshop, held to expand the

experiential basis for occupational inter-
osts, attempted to stimulate ‘originality
and sclf expression while breaking down
stereotyped role definitions and expand-
ing scif concepts. (KW)

ABSTRACT 31411
EC 03 4t i ED N.A.
Pabl, Dute Dec 70 9p.

Kirkendall, Don R.; tsmail, A, H.

The Ability of Personality Variables in
Discrimivating among Three Intellee-
tual Groups of Preadoleseent Boys
and Girls.

EDRS not available

Child Dgyclopment; V4l N4 P1IT73-81

Dec 1970

Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
gifted; average students; slow learners:
personality: intelligence tevel; intelice-
tual development; personality  assess-
ment; emational adjustment; childhood;
intelligence  differences; academic

* achievement

Two hundred and' five children, ages

10-13 years, were used to study the .

ability of personality trait variables, as
measured by the Children's Personality
Questionnaire, in discriminating among
three intetlectual groups of preadoles-
cent children. Purpases were. to deter-
minc the relative importance of these
variables in the discrimination and to
determine the ability of the personality
variables in classifying subjects into in-
tellectual groups. In addition, some dis-
cussion of the multivariate approach
used (discriminant-function analysis)
was provided. It was concluded that
children of different intellcctual levels
do in fact differ in their personalities.
Furthermore, the results indicated that
those children with high intellectual
ability tend to be more emotionally well
adjusted. (Author)

ABSTRACT 31496
EC 03 1496 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 70 6p.

Keogh, Barbara K.; Smith, Carol E.
Early ldentification of Educationally

Gifted and Creativity Rescarch

tligh Potential and tligh Risk Child.

T oren.

EDRS not available
Journal OF Schoal Psychology: V8 N4
P285-90 Win 1970

Descriptors: exceptional child rcscnr'c/h:
gifted: learning difficultics: academic
achicvement; prediction: identification;
academic aptitude; screening tests; pre-
dictive ability (testing); followup studies;

~ student evaluation; Llcmcnlary school

“students; Bender Gestalt Test

Early identification of cducationatly
high potential and high risk - children
wis investigated by following 49 child-
ren from kindergarten entrance through
grades § of a regular school program.
Kindergarten predictive measares were
the Bender Gestalt and teachers® evalua-’
tions, Follow-up measures were, yearly

._.sl,mdard achievement test results, Ana

’

lyses revealed consistently high and sig.
nificant relationships between teachers'
ratings and subsequent school achieve-
ment, Teachers were surprisingly accur-
ate in carly identification of both high
risk and high potentiat children. The
Bender was more accurate for identifica-
tion of high potential than high risk
children. Findings support the use of

4hese measures for-initial sereening of
~children entering formal school pro-

grams. Specification of dimensions of
teachers’ evaluations may provide clues

o understanding the compiexities of

school readincss. (Author)

. ABSTRACT 31649
EC 03 1649 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 69 : 842p.

Cax, Cathariue Morris

*Genetie Studies of Genius: Volume

tt, the Early Mentat lrmls of Three
Hundred Geniuses,

EDRS not availuble \
Stanford "University  Press,  Stanforcd,
California 94305 (S15.00). )

Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch;
gifted: genctics: historical reviews; intel-
ligence level; intelligence tests: rating
scales; psychologicat w.nlu.mon preclic-
tion

Volume 2 in a scrics on the genctic
studies of genius deals with the carly
mental traits of 300 geniuses. “Fhe inves-
tigation was conducted in an cffort to
.discover whether traits chnmclcrizing

" gifted children are paralicled in the

chikthood traits of .individuals ym.h.wc

" . _Later achieved eminence due 0 intellec-

twal, moral or artistic performances.
Historical records of heredity, child-
homd, and youth are examined and
psychological indices applicd to measure
the traits. Mcthods and results are de-
tailed including the sabjects and data,
1) estimate’and treatment, a discassion
and analdysis of the 10 ratings, and an
analysis of character ratings. Case stud-
ics consis’ling_ of bricf biographical sum-
maries dre provided to give an indica-
tion of/ the nature of the evidence on
whichghe 1Q) estimates were based. One
of the major conclusions drawn by the
rescarchers was that geniuses are not
only characterized in childhood by o

. Cognil

“superior K, but also by traits of interest,
encrgy. will, and character that foresha-
dow later performance. (C1))

ABSTRACT 31740

EC03 1740 i ED 046 471
Publ. Date 70 op.
(mhkn. Mary Ann Hession

ive, Behavioral, amd \m-vllu'
Activities in the Classrooms of Gifted
Secondary Students,

EDRS mf.he.

Author's Masters ‘Fhesis Submitted T'o
The University OF Southern Caiifornia.

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted; student aattitudes: teacher atti-
tudes; high school students;  cluster

. grouping; .ulv.mu.ul placcment pm,_.r.l.us

To compare and w.llu.nlu. the pm.qumn
of uq,mllvc behavioral and affective
activities in the classroom as determined
by gifted students and their teachers.
gifted students in two high schools were
stidicd. Two programs, the Advanced
Placement Program  and the Cluster
Grouping Prograun were sclected for the
study. It was concluded that the Adv-

Canced” Phacement Program resulied in -

\u_.mlu..mlly greater cmph.ms on cogni-
tive levels oceurring in the chissroom
(higher thougit pmus\u) 4 more ac-
tive stidest role. and o more relaxed,
open atmosphere. ‘he Cluster Gronping
l'ml,r.lm (enrichment for gifted stadents
in the normal classroom setting) was felt

“to be unsuccessful, with classes remain-

ing teacher centered with o passive
student rote. (CD) :

: ABSTRACT 31874
EC 03 1874 ED N.A.
Publ, Date 71 10p.
Welsh, George S. :
Vocatlonal Interests and lnlelllgence In
Glfted Adolescents.
EDRS not available
Educational and Psychological Measure-
ment; V31 NI P155-64 Spr 1971

Descriptors: exceptional child research;
gifted: adolescents: vocational interests;
verbal ability; intelligence tests

Based on a previous study of gifted ado-
lescents which showed that verbal inter-
ests and differential performance on a
verbal and nonverbal intelligence test
were significantly related, the present
-study investigated vocational interests
and intelligence. Indications were that
there was a positive relationship between
nonverbal intelligence scores and scien-
tific interests on physical sciences and
other vocations stressing rational ap-
proaches to their problems. Business in-
terests, and vocations requiring social
and personal contact with people showed
a negative relationship with nonverbal
intelligence scores. (CD)

ABSTRACT 32023
EC 03 2023 EDN.A
Publ. Date Mar 71 Tp.

Leithwood, Kenneth A,

Motor, Cognltive, and Affective Rela-
tionships Among Advantaged Pres-
choot Chlldren.

EDRS not available
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Research Quarterly: V42 N| P47-53 Mar
1971

Descriptors: exceptional child rescarch:
gifted: culturally advantaged: motor de-
velopment: cognitive. ability: social ad-
justment: interpersonal relations; pres-

«<hool children

Motor-cognitive and motor-affective rela-
tionships were examined among 60 4.

year-old nursery school children advan- .-

taged intellectually (mean 1Q '125) and
socioeconomically. “Both simple and
compler motor measures were correlated
with cight dimensions of intellectual

functioning and a multi-dimensional scale .

of psychosocial adjustment. Several cog-
nitive abilities were identified as having
significant relations with motor ability.
As,(vcll. twice as many significant corre-
lations were found between intellectual
measures and complex as compared with
simple motor ability. Psychosocial ad-
justment appeared 10 be unrelated 10 ci-
ther the cognitive. or motor spheres.
(Author)

ABSTRACT 32341

EC 03 2341 ED N.A.

Publ. Date Apr 71 3p.

Jacobs. Jon C.

Effectiveness of Teacher and Parent
Identification of Gifted Children as a
Function of School Level. :
EDRS not available -
Psychology in the Schools: V& N2 P140.2
Apr 1971 .

Descriptors: exceptional child research:

“gifted: carly childhood: identification:

teacher.role: parent role: evaluation cri-

. terial student evaluation: Kindergarten

children-,

Teacher nomination of the gifted. which
was noted as “being 50% cffective at the
secondary level.,was investigated to sce

-if it was equally eflective at earlier grade

levels. Of the 654 kindergarten students

. evaluated. 19 were considered 1o be gift-

ed. After 6 months of school the kinder-

-garten tcachers were asked to nominate

those children in their classes who might
possibly be gifted. A 1otal of 46 students.
none of whom were the previously locat-
ed 19 gifted children. were nominated by
the tcachers. The parents nominated a
total of 26 children. 16 of whom were
from the original 19 children identificd as
gif:ed. Results indicated that tcacher
identification eflectiveness dropped from
505¢ at the secondary level 1o 10% at the
kindergarten level. It was felt that at the

carly school level. parents were better

able to accurately identify their children
as gifted than wcre teachers. Individual
assessment_ of the children was recom-

mended as more just and possibly more
economical than inaccurate identification.

in the classroom. (CD) -

ABSTRACT 32457
EC,03 2457 EDN.A.
Publ. Date 66 , 174p.
Durkin. Dolores ’
Children Who Read Early.
EDRS not available
Teacher's College Press. Columbia:Uni-

14

‘

versity. §25 West 120th Street. New
York. New York 10027 (§4.25).

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted: preschool children: reading abili-

ty: basic rcading: academic achievement:

lcarning characteristics: famijly influence:
longitudinal studies

Two longitudinal studies of children who

learn_to.read ‘Gefore entering school in-
vestigated personality traits, family back-

Rhode Island State Department of Edy.
cation. Providence '

EDRS not available

Rhode Island State Department of Edu-

cation, Roger Williams Building, Hayves

" Street, Providence. Rhode Island 02908,

. .- Descripiors: exceptional child research;

gifted: sate programs: state SUITVEys:
state  legislation:  educational needs:
Rhode Island o

ground. method of learning, _why. they__ .. Thedocument defines giftedness., éxum-

learn to read. carly. and” whether they
have later problems interfering  with
school achicvement. Early readers were
identified by testing. cntering first grad-
ers. Subjects were retested ycarly with
standardized reading tests for several
years. Test results were analyzed to re-
late achievement 10 1Q. sex. double
promotion. and preschool environmental
factors. and 1o compare progress 10 that
of equally bright children who did not
learn to read carly. Personal charactéris-
tics were also compared using data from
personality tests. tcacher ratings. and
parent interviews. Some of the findings

were that carly readers tended 10 main- i

tain their lead in achievement: although
median Qs were high in the two studies
(121 and 133). 1Q's of carly readers var-
ied greatly (91-161..82-170); comparison
of cqually bright carly readers and non-
carly-readers showed more similaritics

_than differences in personality character-
istics: parents of carly readers showed

greater willingness to give early help:
and there was no simple connection be-
tween carly reading and sociocconomic
status. (KwWy -

_ ABSTRACT 32582
EC 032582

Publ. Date 70 . 6p.
Dewing, Kathleen

Family Influences on Creativity: A
Revlew and Discussion,

EDRS not available

4 Journal of Special Education; V4 N4

P399-404 Fall-Win 1970

Descriptors: exceptional child research;
Sifted; creativity; parent influence; fami-
ly influence; creative development; re-
search reviews (publications)

Studies of parents of creative individuals
are reviewed. The literature is shown 1o
be scattered, frequently only incidental
10 the main investigation, and often re-
trospective and therefore modified by
what the respondents remember or
choose to report. However, the amount
of agreement is noted 10 be impressive,
with the findings supporting work carried
out in other disciplines. Parental varia-
bles of particular importance appear to
be an unpossessive relationship with the
child which encourages self-reliance and
independence, - permissive child-rearing
methods, and diverse and relatively intcl-
lectual interests. Implicatior.s for educa-
tional practice are. considered. (Author/

Kw

) ABSTRACT 32633
EC 03 2633 b
Publ. Date Jan 68 - 177p.
Gifted Children and Their Needs in
Rhode Island.

318‘ _ | .

EDN.A. ~

EDN.A. -

ines legislation -pertaining 1o the educi-
tion of the gifted (both state legislation
pertaining to programs in Rhode 1sland
and federal legislation). and summarizes
the nature of gifted programs and provi-
sions available at the state level in the
various statcs. Results of » survey con-
ccrning  provisions for the gifted in
Rhode Island include a compilation of
cxis‘ling programs and comments solicit.
ed in the survey from guidance person-
nel. school adininistrators. and parents
of gifted children regarding needs of gift.
cd children and programs currently of-
fered 10 meet those necds,
Recommendations resulting  from  the
Rhode Island survey “ire-“summarized.

.. pointing out particular needs and sug-

gesting initiation of « program for the
gifted at the state level. (K\V)

\
ABSTRACT 32712
EC 03 2712 ED N.A.
" Publ. Date Sum 71 3p.

. Stecle. Joc Milan dnd Others
Clcaringhouse: Cognitive and -Affcc-
tive Patterns of Emphasis in Gifted
and Avcrage Ilinols Classes.
Exceptional Children; V37 N10 P757-9

, Sum 1971

Descriptors: -exceptional child rescarch:
gifted; special classes; class activitics;
cognititve processes; thought processes:
-class management; student attitudes: 1lli-
nois St :

The systematic processing of low infer-
ence student judgmerts about their class-

es was used 10 describc and evaluate

classroom transactions. The study was
designed 1o determine the cognitive and
affective emphases which exist in the
classroom and 1o determine patterns dif-
“ferentiating classes of gifted and average
students. The sample, consisting of 3.138

students in 62 gifted and 69 average -
nois classes in various subjects in gradé’ﬁ]

6-12. were administered a specially de-
veloped Class Activities Questionnaire.
Gifted classes were found to have a
broader scope of cognitive emphasis., to
emphasize higher thought processes.
have. more opportunity for discussion,
less teacher’domination, and more enthu-
siastic students. (Author/KW)

- ABSTRACT 32731
EC 03 2731 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 62 : -100p.

Tannenbaum, Abraham J.

Adolescent Attitudes Toward Academ-
ic Brilliance, .
EDRS not available

Teachers College Press, Columbia Uni-
versity, 525 West 120th Street. New
York. New York 10027 (53.50).
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Descriptors: exceptional _ chlld rcscarch.
_gifted:  academic ability; adolescents:
student attitudes; academic achievement;
athletics: peer acceptance: stcrcol)pcs.
suiveys ,

The focus of the study was an attempt to
exploere the status of intellect iq the ado-
lescent wotld. to obtain empinical evid-
cnce on a‘:f\ fescents’ attitudes toward
academic brilliance. and to identify some
pomblc infliences on these attitudes. A
survey insttiment was administered o
:615 eleventh graders drawn from honor.
regular. and modified Enghsh classes in
an urban school. The teenagers felt that
brilliance (as against average ability) had
no particular attracting or repelling pow-
er. Prcjudice against brilliant students
was felt to stem from the interaction of
brilliance with other personal qualities
pcrccwcd as objectionable. Moderation
in scholastic effort was viewed favora-
bly. and athletes were rated consistently
preferable to nonathletes. Replications of
the study revealed similar findings in
rural New York and Denver communi-
tics. but there seemed to be less stigma
attached to studiousness in a sample
from a middle class Connecticut town.
Previous studies. components of the sur-
vey. and implications are also discussed.
(R))

: ABSTRACT 32749 -
EC 03 2749 ] ED N.A
Publ. Date 71 _ 8p.

Torrance. E. Paul

Developmental Changes in Sources of
Consensual \’nligi_ntion in Preadolesc-
ence. .

EDRS not available

Gifted Child Quarterly: V15 N1 P3-l0
Spr 1971

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted:. peer relationship:__intermediate
grades; peer acceptance

Four studies were designed to test the
hypothesis that there was an increased
tendency for children to consult their
peers about problems as they entered

fourth grade. A secondary objective was
to ascertain the potentiality of gifted
clementary school childrento-participate
as experimenters in educational rescarch.
Seventy-six third graders. 93 {ourth grad-
ers. and 81 fifth graders were tested by
gifted sixth graders. and by the research-
er. Results of the four experiments were
felt to indicate that the fourth grade was
marked by increased sharing of problems
with peers ‘rather than with parents and
tcachers. The author felt that checking

with peers was likely to reduce originali-*

ty of expression and decrease the output
‘of ideas. Regarding the secondary objec-
tive. it was felt that gifted sixth graders
coula function successfully as experi-
menters in educational rescarch. Results
obtained by the sixth graders were noted
as bcmg almost identical to lhc research-
er’s results, (CD)

ABSTRACT 32750
EC 03 2750

Gowan. John Curtis

Gifted and Creativity Rescarch

. ED N.A.
Publ. Date 71 6p.
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\(h\ ‘mme Gillcvl Lhildren Become
Criative.

EDKS3. aot availahle

Gifted Child Quarterly; VIS N1 Pls-8
Spr 1971 i

Descriptors: gifted: crcalivily; family in-
fluence: exceptional child research; per-
sonality: research reviews (publications)

N ’
The article -discusses the variance of
creativity in"giflcd children. Literature
and rescarch reviews;consider some of
the reasons (person: |I|iy or cnvironment)

_ for the difference. Personality aspects of

highly creative gifted chiléfen emphasiz-
ing preconscious. playfuii and phallic
cxplanations arc discussed. The author
rotes that so-far as family and environ-
mental stimulation are concerned. it ap-
pears that whatever stimulates the three
personality  components  (preconscious.
playful. phallic) such as parental encour-
agement of playfulness. independence.
impulsiveness. and sensitivity, is valua-
ble. A study conducted by the author is
briefly described in which questionnaires
were sent to parents of gifted children.
The qucsuonnmrc provided data on hugh-
ly creative as opposed to low creative
gifted boys and girls. Tentative conclu-
sions and implications note that high cre-
ative children and families show a freer
style of family life and higher socioecon-
omic status. more inclination toward the
arts.-and more liberal political and social
views. The author concludes that the
family ‘environment has important effects
upon the devclopment of creative pro-
pensities in children. (CD)

‘ABSTRACT 32752
EC 03 2752 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 71 4p.
Jacobs. Jon C.
Evaluation of Maother Teaching Style
in High Ability Families.
EDRS not available
Gifted Child Quarterly: VI5 N1 P32-§
Spr 1971

. Descriptors: exceptional child research:

gifted: mothers: cognitive development;
teaching methods: cognilive measure-
ment: problem solving; evaluation

Invcsllgauon of mother child communi-
cation interaction (cxpanswc or restric-
llvc) in high ability familics was made
using a block sorting task that defined
the level and mode of abstraction dis-
played by the mother. Twenty gifted
children, aged 4 and 5 were located. The
mothers were taught to do a block sort-
ing task which they were later asked to
teach to their children. The 20 mothers
of gifted children were felt to be varied
in their teaching style. Eight of the moth-
ers were notéd as being restrictive. nine

. mothers were expansive. and threc too

varied in their teaching style to classify.
It- was concluded that. unlike implica-
tions in the literature suggesting expan-
sive teaching styles for'such mothers.
varying styles were found. The block
sorting task was judged to be a reliable
instrument  in  that discrimination in
teaching style for high ability families
was ascertained just as it was for low
ability. low socioeconomic families.

¢
‘.

Coping with difculties in the cognitive
environment was felt to exist among all
children regardless of ability. (CD)

ABSTRACT 32753
EC 03 2783 ED N.A.
Publ. Dute 71 Hp.
Thomas. Susan J. Bahlke; Feldhusen,
John F.
;l‘o Spark an Interest: Think Creative-
v
EDRS not av ailable
Gifted Child Quarterly; VIS NI P‘&(\--H
Spr 1971 R

Descriptors: exceptional child research;
gifted; creative thinking; clementary
school- students; program effectiveness:
Purdue Creative Thinking Program

An cvaluation of the cffectiveness of the
components on the Purdue Creative
Thinking Program was made. Forty-cight
classes were' sclected randomly from
approXimatcly 100 classes of fourth. fifth
and sixth graders in a small urban school
system. Each of the thrée parts of the
program (presentations. storics. and ex-
‘ercises) were presented scparately. in
pairs. and all together for a total of sev-
en different groupings. The Program was
feit 1o be most cffective for the fourth
graders and least effective for sixth grad-
ers. Exercises were noted as being the -
most cffective component of the Pro-
gram. 1t was concluded that the Program
helped children develop hinking abili-
ties. and that havmg the chnld}cn write
down their creative ideas w.m ‘thie “inost
cffective part of the Program! (CD)

: ABSTRACT 3278S§

EC 03 2785 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 71 19p.
Adams. Leslie .

Research in Creativity.

EDRS not available

Kansas Studies in Education; V21 N1/2
P60-78 Spr/Sum 1971

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
gifted; creativity research; creativity:
research reviews (publications)

A synlhcsu of research in creativity. the

article is limited to studies done .after .
1950 and more to empirical investigations

‘than to discourses. Categories. arranged

in chronological order. are concerned
primarily- with studies carried on inde-
pendently by diverse personnel, and in-
clude music and the arts and music edu-
cation. ‘education and educational psy-
choloy. and visual arts and art educatioa.
A summary presents impressions of the
different types of research which arc-
most promiucnt. the areas recciving at- -
tention, and the direction in which the
research seems to be moving. (RJ)

~ ABSTRACT 32837
EC 03 2837 ED N.A.
Publ. Date 71 - _ lp.

Guilford. J. P,

Some Misconceptions Regarding Mea-
surement of Creative Talents.

EDRS not available

Journal of Creative Behavior: V5 N2
P77-87 Second Quarter 1971

Descriptors: exceptional child research:
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

gifted; creativity research; creative abili-
ty: test construction; test validity; diver-
gent thinking: research reviews (publica-
tions)

The author examines the recent history
of creative ability testing to show that
creative ability is not a single, compre-
hensive variable distinct from but paral-
lel to general intelligence. and :that tests
of divergent thinking abilities have validi-
ty. The works of R.L. Thorndike (1966).
and M.A. Wallach and N. Kogan (1965)
receive primary attention. S.A. Mednick
(1961). M. Dellas and E.L. Gaier (1970).
W.L. Britain and K.R. Beittel (1961),
C.A. Jones-(1960), J.M. Elliott (1964), R.
Hoepfner, J.P. Guilford, and P.A. Brad-
ley (1970). and P.R. Merrifield. S.F.
Gardner, and A.B..Cox (1964) receive
secondary attention. According 1o the
author, various works lack proper test
criteria and result validations. raising the
need for factor analysis and multiple-re-
gression procedures. Due to the com-
plexity beth of creative talent and of
creative performance criteria. no one test
of creative ability correlates ‘highly with

the criteria. (CB) J
ABSTRACT 32838 i

EC 03 2838 ED N.A.

Publ. Date 71 10p.

Torrance. E. Paul ’

Some Validity Studies of Two Brief
Screening Devices  for Studying the
Creative Personality.

EDRS not available

Journal of Creative Behavior; V5 N2
P94-103 Second Quarter 1971

Descriptors: exceptional child research;
gifted; screening tests: creativity re-
search; creative ability; test validity; test
construction :

The author describes two ° “~reening
devices for studying the . erson-

ality and some of the. validity studies
thus far accumulated. The Creative Moti-
vation Scale is a screening device built
around seven basic scales: creative moti-
vation, critical motivation, power moti-
vation, quest for certainty; quest for
meaning, ‘quest for social relations, and
rejection of social relations. Another
screening device is the What Kind of
Person Are You? test. The present ver-
sion of the test consists of 50 items ar-
ranged in a forced-choice format and
takes most subjects 5 to 10 minutes to
complete. Evidences of test validity are
found in studies using the Sounds and
images Test of Originality (Cunnington
and Torrance, 1965), imaginative stories.
originality scores on Onomatopoeia and
Images Test, Provocative Questions Test

(Tarrance, 1966). and Runner studies of -

Attitude Patterns (Runner and Runner,
1965). Immediate feedback is easy to
supply. making both devices ideal for
audience-involving discussions of the
creative person and of creative behavior.
(CB)

ABSTRACT 32878
EC 03 2878 ED 053 500
Publ. Date Apr 7% 9p.
Lazar. Alfred L. and Others
Sex Differences in Attitudes of Young
Male and Female Giftéd Youngsters
Toward Handicapped Individuals. °
California State College. Long Beach
EDRS mf.he N
Paper Presentéd at the Annual Meeting

of the California Education Research .

Association (49th, San Diego. California.
April 29, 1971).

Descriptors: cxceplionakchild research;
gifted; autitudes: handicapped; sex differ-
ences; attitude tests: Attitude Toward
Disabled Persons Scale

" considered. (R))

" Fifteen males and 15 females (uges 8.0 1o

8.8) who had been identified. as gifted
were studied to compare their attitudes
toward handicapped individuals as mea-
sured by the "Attitude Toward Disabled
Persons Scale (ATDP). Form O of the
ATDP Scale was used and a one-way
analysis of variance showed a significant
difference between males and females.
supporting other studies which have
found females to be niore. positive. The
adequacy and promise of lhc'ATDI’\ are

ABSTRACT 32926

EC 03 2926 EDN.A.

"Publ. Date Aug 71 |

p:
Ruschival. M. Lena; Way, John-Gilbert -~
The WPPSI and the Stanford-Binet: A
Validity and Reiiability Study Using
Gilted Pre-School Children. -
EDRS not available

“Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psy-

chology; V37 N1 P163 Aug 1971

Descriptors: exceptional child research;-
gifted; preschool children; intelligence
tests; test reliability; test validity:

. Wechsler Preschool and Primary Scale of
: Imelligence: Stanford Binet Intelligence
. Test. .

To determine if the Wechsler Preschool
and . Primary Scale of Intelligence
(WPPS!) and the Stanford-Binet. Form
L-M. yield comparable test results in in-
telligence "measurement of gifted child-
ren. 30 white male and female students
(sge range 47 to 68 months) attending a

". private school were given the two tests.
“The results indicated only a moderate

relationship between the WPPS! Full |
Scale and the Stanford-Binet. and it ‘vas
concluded that the two scores were not
interchangeable for the studehts. (CB)
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This Agreement shall be construed to be
between merchants.” Any question-concerning
its velldity, construction, or performence shall

- »booowmodbvthol.wsofﬂnShtoofN!w

York.
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Detach Here

BiLL TO:

.

LA

rJRTHASE ORDERNO. . . .. .. ...

ERIC DOCUMENT REPRODUCTION SERVICE
LEASCO INFORMATION PRODUCTS, INC.

P.0. Drawer O, Bethesda, Md. 20014

REPORTS
ON-DEMAND ORDER BLANK

SHIP TO:

" REPORTS TO BE ORDERED HOW TO ORDER
- Numbor of Copies ! B .
ITEM £ED Number . P f ( PRICE ' L%T:é‘ { To order ERIC REPORTS include complete information for all
: : MF : HC_ ! see reverse) ; ; order form items. Please print or type all mformauon clearly
t i B ) :
: : ! : - ' ' f
L 2 i ! | ! i i . Complete "bill 10" and "ship 10" addres;es. Be sure to
: : : . ! A i complele ship 10" address if different from ‘'bill 10"”. A like
2 . » [ | ; . { “ship to” address may be compleled as “SAME". Include zip
. . \ ' 4l code.
: . t | ; e .
v3 : l ; ! | - . 2. Order by printing ED number in designaled space. ED
' L ' . i ! . -4 accession numbers are listed in Research in Education (RIE).
s f : ; ! i i RIE may be purchased from: Superintendent of Documents,
! . ! oo / i GPO, Washington, D.C. 20402. :
L 4 ! : i st M » ]
5 ' : : E ' i : 3. Include number of copies (1, 2, 3, etc.) to be ordered in
i i ! o I ' __,4 appropriate space. Use MF space for microfiche copies, use HC
6 ' i ‘L I ! ' | space for hard copy :(paper). Check RIE for availability of
i : ‘ ' ! document in MF and, HC.
H 1 - 4 -— ,
7 l N ! 4. Include price from the rate schedule. { Refer to price schedule
o ; % \'-‘ i v __l on back.) Prices are aIso published in current issues of RIE.
H f \ | 5
8 ! i : ) : ) 5. Some ED numbers represenl a series of titles, and will be -
i ' - o N S —— billed bv title, not ED number A list of applicable ED numbers
; j | ' is avanlable. Ry
b:) i | j A
i | 1 - e 6. Extend number of copies and price for total price for each
10 ¢ . ) ] entry.
- b L _ e g R . )
1" t = ! | 7. Add items 1 through 15 and insert amount in “Sub-Total*’
l’ \ I- | box.
- | N s ’ ,
12 - ! : ) 8. Add state sales tax for Winois and Maryland or check box
. v : - R :_~ - and cite tax exemption number for lNlinois and Maryland only.
: | ' -
13 ! |
B . I 1 ]l 9. Add "Sub-Total” and “Tax™ and insert amount in “Total™
; ! ! ' box.
14 ! ) ! | )
R :- - : [ 10. Indicate payment method desired. Pay ment must accompany
16 i | . | alt orders of $10.00 or less. Make all drafts payable to FDRS,
! ! N : . ' ’ ‘ .
T ‘ ! 11. Sign AUTHORIZATION and date order,
) TaX NUMBER SUB-TOTAL . .
Tt T T ca Include only 15 entries per form. Complete and sign
3 DEPOSIT ACCT. NUMBER TAX | additional forms if required.
. | 13. Quality warranty. LIPCO will replace products returned
‘0O cHaRGE 1OVER $10.000 L because of reproduction defects or incompleteness. The quality
T | of the input document is not the responsibility of LIPCO Best *
O cHeECK NUMBER TOTAL ) . available copy will be supplied.

Order: are fulled'only from ED m:cesslon numbers Tltles are not _
ehockod Ploau bo sum you hm supplled dre con'ect numbers.

AUTHORIZATION

TITLE OR DEPT.

'SUBJE CT TOALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS ON RE VERSE SIDE OF THIS FORM

o

-

/

26

© "ERIC DOCUMENT REPRODUCTION SERVICE is operated by Leasco lnformatron Products, Inc. for the U.S. Office of Education.
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DATE

MAKE ALL DRAFTS PAYABLE TO EDRS




PRICE LIST
Microfiche Copy — Each Title . .65
Hard Copy — Each Title by number of pages:
Pages: 1-100 3.29
' 101-200 6.58 -
201 - 300 9.87 -
301 -400 13.16
: ' 401 - 500 . 16.45
Each Additional 100 pages or v
portion thereof. - s 3.29
1. Book Rate or Library Rate postoga is Included in abon '
prices. .
2 The difference batween Book Rato or Library Rate and
;s | first class or foreign tage (outside lhe continentsl United
States) nuwul babP ed at Cost.

'TERMé AND conomoNS

1. PRICE LIST

~The pdeumfonhnbovemuybechenoed
without notice; however, eny price change will
be subject to the approval of the U.S. Ofﬂeo of
Education Contracting Officer. ﬁ .o

2. PAYMENT

The prices set forth above do not Include
eny sales; uso, excise, of similsr taxes which
may aspply. to the ssle of microfiche or hard
copy to the Customer. The cost of such taxes,
it any, shalt be borne by the Customer.

Payment shall be made net thirty (30) days

from date of invoice. Payment shail bs without -

axpense to LIPCO.
3. REPRODUCTION

Materisls supplied hereunder may.only be

4rcproduced by not-for-profit educationsl insti-

~ tutions and_ organizstions; provided however,

that express permission to reproduce a copy-
righted document provided hereunder must be
‘obtalned ‘in writing from the copyright holder

-noted on the title pege of such eopyrlphtcd

document,

" 4. CONTINGENCIES

LIPCO shail not be lisble to Customer or
sny other person for sny failure or delay In the
performance of any obligation if such faliure of
ﬁlov {a) s due to events beyond the control

. o( LIPCO Including, but not limited to, fire,

storrn ficod, unhquko. explosion, accident,
scts of the public enemy, strikes, lockouts,
isbor disputes, labor shortage, work stoppeges,
frenaportstion embergoes or ddm, falture or
shortage of materlals, supplies or machinery,

acts of God, or acts of ‘regulations or priorities

of the federal, state, or local governments, (b) is
due to fallures of performance of subcontrac-
tors beyond LIPCO’s control sand without

" negligence on the part of LIPCO, or (c) Is due

, -
to arroneous or Incomplste Informetion fur-
nished by Customer.

6. LIABILITY .
LIPCO's tisbliity, If any, arising hereunder
shall not exceed restitution of charges,
-tn no event shalt LIPCO be liable for special,
Consequentlal, or Hquidated demages arising
from the provision of ssrvices hereunder.

.6, WARRANTY

~ LIPCO MAKES NO WARRANTY, EX-
PRESS OR IMPLIED, AS TO ANY MATTER
WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING ANY WAR-
RANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FIT-
NESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR PURPOSE

. CHANGES

No walver, alteration, or modification of -
eny of the provisions hereof shalt bs binding -
unless in writing and signed by an officer of
LPco.

8. DEFAUI.T AND WAIVER
a. If Customer fnlls with respect to lhls or
any other sgresment with LIPCO to pey any
invoice when due or to accept eny shipment es
ordered, LIPCO may without prejudice to other
remedies defer any further shipments untll the
.-defeult is corrected, or caneol this Purchase
Order. .
b. No course of conduct nor ony deley of
LIPCO In exerclsing any right hereunder shall
welve eny rights of LIPCD or modify this
Agresment.

9. GOVERNING LAW ,

This Agreement shall be construed to be
betwesn merchants. Any question concerning
its valldity, construction, or performence shalt ,
bomndbvthohmofﬁnSmdNow
Yotk
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BILL TO:

PURCHASE DRDER NO.

ERIC DOCUMENT REPRODUCTION SERVICE
'LEASCO INFORMATION PRODUCTS, INC

P.O. Drawer O, Bethesda, Md. 20014

REPORTS

ON-DEMAND ORDER’ BLANK

SHIP TO:

REPORTS TO BE ORDERED HOW TO ORDER
1 . j
‘Number of Copies | i
ITEM ED Number A s P J ( PRICE ) i 1;%.:’25"’ : To order ERIC REPDRTS include complete information for all +
MF HC ; 580 f.“m ! : order form items. Please print or type all information clearly.
1 , 5 ’ v : ¢ ! 1. Complete "bill to and “'ship to" addresses. Be sure to
- ! . f . 4 complete “ship to" address if different from “bill ™. A like
2 . ! . y ! “ship to’" address may be completed as “SAME™. Include 2ip
! : : : {l code.
! ' | ' ! *i
3 ; ‘ | : i ! 2. Drder by printing ED number in designated space. ED
- ; - e i L 4 f accession numbers are listed in Research in Education (RIE}.
4 , . : ; | RIE may be purchased from: Supenmendem of Documents,
: : GPD, Washington, D.C. 20402.
N S p G : -
5 X ' i t 3. Include number of copies (1. 2. 3, etc.) to be ordered in
s - 1 [ PR I] appropriate space. Use MF space for micrafiche copies, use HC
6 [ . I , R space for hard copy (paper). Check RIE for availsbility of
X ? i ' document in MF and HC.
s . , -
7 ' ! ! 4. Include price from the rate schedule. { Refer 1o price schedule
o e i L o1t onback.) Prices are also published in current issues of RIE.
I i el -
8 : t 5. Some ED numbers represent a series of titles, and will be
S— S e SSES SEN < emeimeemedf  Dilled by title, not ED number. A list of applicable ED numbers
9 | : is available,
| ] H
[ R S YT T e 7Tl 6. Extend number of copies and price for total price for each
10 . 1 | entry.
e O i e he b
" ! ! { 7. Add items 1 through 15 and insert amount in “Sub-Total*
' I ! box.
—— P P T . . o —
12 { ! 8. Add state sales tax for Illinois and Maryland or check box
_ - AR RS : JUR T ; ——— and cite tax exemption number for Illinois and Maryland only.
!
13 ! ,
b R I o 9. Add "Sub-Total” and "Tax and insert amount in *“Total*’
- y i box.
14 [ [ !
- e o : o :——~ - o b e 10. Indicate payment method desired. Payment must accompany
15 t ' | all arders of $10.00 or less. Make all drafts payable to EDRS.
b e ]
: i 11. Sign AUTHODRIZATIDN and date order.
0O TAX NUMBER SUB-TOTAL |
(e o - | —— 12.Include only 15 entries per form. Complete and sign
O DEPOSIT ACCT. NUMBER TAX . additional forms if required.
PEhu e T .
; ] . 13. Quality warranty. LIPCO will replace products returned
O cHARGE (OVER $10.00) e because of reproduction defects or incompleteness. The quality
) of the input document is not the responsibility of LIPCD. Best
0O CHECK NUMBER TOTAL | available copy will be supplied.

'AUTHDRIZATION

TITLE DR DEPT.

*SUBJECT TO ALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS ON REVERSE SIDE OF THIS FORM.
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DATE

MAKE ALL DRAFTS PAYABLE TO EDRS




portion thereof.
prices.

5 States) rate will be bitled st cost.

PRICE LIST

Microfiche Copy — Each Title 65
Hard Copy — Each Title by number of pages:
Pages: 1-100 :3.29
101 - 200 6.58
201 - 300 9.87
301 - 400 13.16
401 - 500 16.45

Each Additional ‘.100 pages or

2. The difference buwun Book Rate or Library Rate and
first class or foreign postage (outside the continental United

—3:29

e

1. Book Rate or Library Rate postage is Included In sbove —

X

. TERMS AND CONDITIONS

1. PRICE LIST

The prices set forth sbove may be changed
without notice; however, any price change will
be subject to the approvel of the U.S. Officeof ~—
Educstion Contracting Officer.

2. PAYMENT

The prices sst forth above do not include
any sales, use, exciss, or similar taxes which
may epply to the ssle of microfiche or hard
copy to the Customer. The cost of such taxes,
if any, shall be borne by the Customer.

Payment shall be mede net thirty (30) deys
from date of Invoice. Payment shall be without
expense to LIPCO, .
& REPRODUCTION

Materlals supplied hersunder mey only be
reproduced by not-for-profit educational Insti-
tutions and organizstions; provided however,
that expross permimion to reproducs a copy-
righted document provided hereunder must be
obtsined In writing from tha copyright holder
noted on the title page of such copyrighted
document.
4. CONTINGENCIES

LIPCO shall not be llabie to Customer or
any other person for sny failure or delsy in the
performance of any obligation if such fallure of
delay, (s) Is due to events beyond the control
of LIPCO including, but not limited to, fire,
storm, ficod, esrthquake, explosion, sccident,
acts of the public enemy, strikes, lockouts,
labor clisputes, lebor shortage, work stoppages,
transportation embergoes or delsys, fellure or
shortage of matariels, supplies or/"m-:hlmy.
mofcod.acpornwhuoqorpdorlﬂu
of the fadersl, m,oflocdmpmn. bl is
due 1o fallures of performancs of subcontrac-
tors beyond LIPCOS control end without
negligence on the pert of LIPCO, or (c) Is due

to erroneous or Incomplete Information Hur-
nished by Customer.

8. LIABILITY

LIPCO’s Hsblility, if any, srising hereunder
shall not exceed restitution of charges.

in no event shall LIPCO be lisble for special,
conssquentisl, or liquidsted demages srising
from the provision of ssrvices hersunder.
6. WARRANTY

LIPCO MAKES NO WARRANTY, EX-
PRESS OR IMPLIED, AS TO ANY MATTER
WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING ANY WAR-
RANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FIT-
NESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR PURPOSE.

7. CHANGQGES

No weiver, sitoration, or modification of
ary of the provisions hereof shall be binding
unless In writing end signed by sn officer of
LIPCO. ‘

8 DEFAULT AND WAIVER
8. If Customer falls: with respect to this or

" any other sgreemant with LIPCO to pey sny

invoice when due or to sccept any shipment a3
ordered, LIPCD may without prejudics to other
remedies w sny further shipments until the
default ks corrected, or cancel this Purchase
Order.

b. No course of conduct nor sny delay of
LIPCO In exercising sny right hersunder shall
walve' any rights of LIPCO or modify this
Agreement. :

S OGOVERNING LAW

This Agresment shell be construed to be
betwesn merchents. Any question concerning
its validity, construction, or performance shell
be governed by the laws of the Stats of New
York. ' .
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ERIC DOCUMENT REPRODUCTION SERVICE
LEASCO INFORMATION PRODUCTS, INC.

P.O. Drawer Q, Bethesda, Md. 20014

REPORTS

ON-DEMAND ORDER BLANK y
/" {
BiLL TO: SHIP TO: ’
PURCHASE ORDERNO. . _ .. . .. —
REPORTS TO BE ORDERED HOW TO ORDER
1 ! L] .
i Number of Copies ! i
ITEM : ED Number ! \ P T PRICE ) 1;?‘1‘:51' 1 To order ER1Z REPQRTS include complete information for alt
; A MF : HC 500 reverse 1-1 order form items. Please print or type all information clearly.
L . ‘ | . 1. Complete “bill t0” and “ship to" addresses. Be sure to
! ‘ . ' % complete “ship 10" address if different from “bill 10" A Iike
2 : | ¢ “ship to" address may be completed as "SAME". Inciude zip
) P , ' | code.
3 , ' i , 2. Order by printing ED number in designated space. ED
- S , : i ' - i accession numbers are listed in Research in Education (RIE).
4 : ! . ; I : if RIE may be purchased from: Superintendent of Documents,
: % , ! i i | GPQ, Washington, D.C. 20402.
,,,,, i . X ' .
i | 1 § .
5 . : i ! ' ; : ! 3. Include number of copies (1, 2, 3. etc.) to be cidered n
i ’ . . : : PR appropriate space. Use MF space for microfiche copies, use HC
! ; i j [ . ! space for hard copy (paper). Check RIE for availability of
6 . . H | i ! A
i ' ' i , ' | document in MF and HC.
-t - z . H -
7 ' ! i ¢ 4. Include price from the rate schedule. { Refer to price schedule
= L ; y __ii onback.) Prices are also published in current issues of RIE.
. . | = : . o m
8 ! : ; H 5. Some ED numbers represent a series of titles, and witl be
. : o - AL 1 —.- .-~ billed by title, not ED number. A list of apphcable ED numbers
9 | | H i : is available,
) ' . ! ! .
- : | .7 || 6. Extend number of copies and price for total price for each
10 : ' ' 1\ i entry. '
L %- — - e b [ S |
1 | | J | ' 7. Add items 1 through 15 and insert amount in “Sub-Total"
i ) t i i box. .
| 1 l,.._~_,
12 ! ! 8. Add state sales tax for illinois and Maryland or check box
_— " : v : -4 and cite tax exemption number for Hlinois and Maryland only.
! ¢ ’
13 ! , :
. e _‘ 1 9. Add Sub-Total* and "Tax'’ and insert amount in *Total”
i ! : ! box.
(LI ! ! | _
EERERE ~ - - : - : : ~+- —=1 10. Indicate payment method desii »d. Payment must accompany
15 ) . | alt orders of $10.00 or less. Make a'{ drafts payable to EDRS.
. - V R . L L]
! 11. Sign AUTHORIZATION and date order.
-0 TAX NUMBER SUB-TOTAL ;
T | 12. Include only 15 entries per form. Complete and sign
O DEPOSIT ACCT. NUMBER . TAX . additional forms if required.
S SR
. | 13. Quality warranty. LIPCO will replace products returned
O cHARGE (OVER $10.00) I CL_.__1i because of reproduction defects or incompleteness. The quality
T | of the input document is not the responsibility of LIPCO. Best
O cHECK NUMBER TOTAL | avaitable copy will be supplied.
ERIC DOCUMENT REPRODUCTION SERVICE is operated by Leasco Information Products, Inc. for the U.S. Office of Education.
e e ST AUTHORIZATION DATE
Orders are filled only from ED accession numbers, Titles are not - ..
checked. . Ploass be sure you have supplied the correct numbers.. | 17 o Deer.
PR e g "";\-‘"‘"ﬁ , . e L e -

*SUBJECT TO ALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS ON RE VERSE SIDE OF THIS FORM. -

- MAKE ALL DRAFTS PAYABLE TO EDRS’

e




‘-\ PRICE LIST

Microfiche Copy — Each Title .65

Hard Copy — Each Title by number of pages:
Pages: 1-100 3.29
101 - 200 6.58
201 - 300 9.87
301 - 400 13.16
401 - 500 16.45

Each Additional 100 pages or

- portion thereaf. 3.29

¥

' . 1. Book Rate or Library Rate postage is included in sbove
. prices.

, ' 2 The ditference betwesn Book Rate or Library Rate and

first ciass or foreign postage (outside the continental United

~ States) rate wiil be biilled at cost.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

1. PRICE LiIST

The prices set forth sbove may be changed
without notics; however, eny price change wilt
be subject to the approval of the U.S. Office of
Educstion Contracting Officer. .

2. PAYMENT

The prices set iorth sbove do not include
eny selas, uss, excise, or simllar taxes which
may spply to the ssle of microfiche or hard -
copy to the Custormer. The cost of such taxes,
If any, shell be borne by the Customer.

Payment shall bs made net thirty (30) days -

from dste of lavolce. Peyment shall be without
«pense to LIPCO,
3. REPRODUCTION

Materlals supplied hereunder may only be
reproduced by not-for-profit educstionat Instl-
tutions and organizations; provided however,
that express permimion to reproduce s copy-
tighted document provided hereunder must be
obtained in writing from the copyright holder
noted on the title pege of such copyrighted
document, )
4. CONTINGENCIES

LIPCO sheil not be lisble to Customer or
any other person for eny faliure or delay In the
performance of sny obligation if such faliure of
deiay, (s) Is dus t0 events beyond the control
of LIPCO including, but not timited to, fire,
storm, flood, earthquake, explosion, sccident,
acts of the public enemy, strikes, lockouts,
lsbor disputss, lsbor shortage, work stoppeges,
transportation embergoes or delays, fallure or
thortage of materisls, suppiles or machinery,
acts ot God, or scts or reguistions or priorities

_ of the fedaral, state, or local governments, (b) Is

due to feliures of performance of subcontrec-
tors besyond LIPCOS control and without

negligence on the pert of LIPCO, or () Is due

to erronsous or incomplste information fur-
nished by Customer.

6. LIABILITY

LIPCO’s lisbitity, If any, arising hereunder
shall not exceed restitution of cherges.

in no event shall LIPCO be liable for speclal,
corsequential, or fiquidsted damaeges srising
from the provision of ssrvices hersunder.
6. WARRANTY

LIPCO MAKES .NO WARRANTY, EX-.
PRESS OR IMPLIED, AS TO ANY MATTER
WHATSOEVER, INCLUDING ANY WAR-
RANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FIT-
NESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR PURPOSE.

7. CHANGES

No walver, siterstion, or modification of
eny of the provisions hereof shell be binding
uniess in writing and slmed by en officer of
LIPCO,

8. DEFAULT AND WAIVER

8. If Customer falls with respect to this or
eny other agreement with LIPCO to pey any._
Invoice when due or t0 accept any shipment as
ordered, LIPCO may without prejudice to other
remedies defer any further shipments until the
default Is cormected, or cancel this Purchess
Order,

b. No courss of conduct nor any delsy of
LIPCO in exerclsing any right hereunder shall
welve any rights o' LIPCO or modify this
Agresment. /

8. GOVERNING LAW
This Agreoment shell be construed to be

" betwesn merchents. Any question conceming

fts validity, commmlon. or performance shal!
hmnodbvﬁnlunofﬁnSmo'N-w
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