


























RESEARCH IN PROGRESS

A Comparison of Two Painting Teachers
of Talented Early Adolescent
Art Students
Enid Zimmerman, Indiana University
The purpose of this study was to describe, analyze, contrast, and
compare characteristics of two painting teachers to determine what
factors might be crucial in successful teaching of talented early
adolescent art students . In on-site case studies in the art
classrooms, observations, interviews with students and their
teachers, time sampling, analysis of student application forms,
observer journals, and group conversations with students and
observers were used to collect data .

Although art work produced in both classes was at a high level, and
students evaluated both teachers positively, one teacher appears to
have presented a more coherent and complete experience than the
other . This conclusion is based on the observation that success in
an art class is the result of more than simply teaching talented
young people technical skills . The proactive teacher was able to
develop an environment conducive to active learning, make
significant curricula and instructional decisions, and generate an
interest in learning and thinking among his students .

These case studies call into question established methods of
evaluating success of teachers of talented young people through
student products and interviews . I am interested in contacting
others who are conducting similar research to determine if
generalizations from this study might be accepted or refuted .

Scoring Divergent Thinking Tests
Using Total Ideational Output
and a Creativity Index
Mark A . Runco, Wayne Mraz
California State University, Fullerton

Several educational theorists have suggested that divergent
thinking should be encouraged in the classroom. There are,
however, various problems with the scoring techniques
currently used with tests of ideational creativity . The present
investigation tested two possible improvements in scoring
procedures . The first potential improvement involved ratings of
total ideational output . This procedure is in direct contrast to
the conventional scoring of single ideas. The second
improvement was to score ideational sets specifically for
creativity rather than for the conventional indices (e .g .,
originality, flexibility, and fluency) . The utility of these potential
improvements was determined by calculating the reliability and
discriminant validity of scores based on examinees/ total
ideational output . Ideational output was judged by 30 college
students (mean age of 27 years) . The ideas that were rated
were given by 24 adolescents who had received two Uses
tests (shoe and tire) and two Instances tests (strong things and
things on wheels) . Results indicated that the ratings of total
output had high inter-rater reliabilities and moderate inter-item
reliabilities . There was, however, poor discriminant validity
between judges' ratings of creativity and ratings of intelligence .
The results are interpreted in the context of theories of
creativity .

Improving the Parental Evaluation of
Children's Creativity
Mark A . Runco, Diane Johnson
California State University Fullerton
This investigation is a simple extension of social validation
research reported by Runco (19891 . He developed the
Parental Evaluation of Children's Creativity (PECC) . We intend
to modify that measure, using much the same methodology as
before . In particular, we plan to administer the Adjective Check
List (ACL) (Gough & Heilbrun, 1980) to several groups of
adults . The adults will be asked to complete the ACL once to
describe a creative child, and once to describe an uncreative
child. Half of the group will receive the "creative child"
instructions first, and the other instructions for completing the
ACL will be taken from Gough and Heilbrun (1980), with the
only change being the specification of "creative" or "uncreative
child." The intent is to find 20-30 adults in each of the four
groups : parents who have never taught ; teachers who are not
parents; parents who have taught ; and adults who are neither
teachers nor parents . This will improve upon the earlier
measure in that only experienced parents (with no teaching
experiences) will be used- (Teachers' ratings can be obtained
with the "socially valid" Teachers' Evaluation of Students'
Creativity {TESC ; Runco, 1984, 1987}.) Additionally, as it
stands, the PECC only contains indicative items. Theoretically,
it should also include contraindicative items. Hence the
questions about uncreative children .

NRC/GT: Update of
Year 2Activities

From page 5

Learning Outcomes Study - The University of Virginia

Theory-Based Approach to Identification, Teaching, and
Evaluation - Yale University

Self-concept assessment
Content assessment
Motivation assessment
Behavioral adjustment assessment by teachers and parents

High school psychology text
Triarchic abilities test
Assessment of intelligence
Problem solving/thinking skills
Product development
Curriculum match to intellectual style

The resulting matrix is several pages and it really illustrates howour
studies reflect the educational issues of interest at the national
level. An abbreviated version of the matrix, listing the studies
without the major elements, is displayed in this newsletter .

Future issues of the NRC/GT Newsletter will summarize more
findings from our Year 1 studies . We will also keep you apprised of
the NRC/GT publications at national conventions .



The National Center for Research on Evaluation, Standards,
and Student Testing (CRESST)
Eva L. Baker, Robert L. Linn, University ofCalifornia, Los Angeles

The National Center for Research on Evaluation, Standards, and
Student Testing (CRESST) marks its first anniversary this October.
CRESST, whose primary offices are located on the UCLA campus,
is involved in the improvement of educational quality through
advanced assessment research and development . CRESST is
committed to serving educational policymakers, practitioners, and
the public through a variety of services, including an extensive
research database of over 340 assessment reports, monographs,
and papers . Copies of these reports are available through the
Center by calling (213) 206-1512 .

Congratulations to a G/T Colleague
Special congratulations go out to Dr. Gwendolyn Cooke from her
friends and colleagues at The National Research Center on the
Gifted and Talented and The University of Connecticut. Gwendolyn
is a graduate of the Teaching the Talented Program and she has
been named urban services director at the National Association of
Secondary School Principals (NAASP) .

Young Gifted Children
From page 11
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Parents and teachers must listen to gifted children . They
should allow them time to think and to play and provide the
opportunities for children to expand to their fullest potential as
they indicate their specific interests and abilities.

5.

	

Gifted children need the guidance and wisdom of adults ; they
may possess a greater degree of ability in a given area, but
they do not know everything .

6.

	

Gifted children have the right to an education that meets their
special needs; well-informed advocacy is the role of both
parents and teachers .
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