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‘It is générajiy-és§Uhed that adolescents identified as "gifted" differ
as a group from -an ayéfagé population of adolescents for both intellectual
:sk111s and personality characteristics. The personality d1fferences are now

beg1nn1ng to be systemat1ca11y 1nvestlgated (e.g.,_Franks & Dolan, Mason &
Blood;1966;" T1dwe1] 1980’ Tom]1nson-Keasey & Sﬁithiwinherry; 1933); Self-
concept;: adJustment, .and a hest of~other persona11ty/affect1ve variables have
.been studied ds1ng a var1ety of measurement devices in an effer to separate.

g1fted from non- g1fted, g1fted ach1ev1ng from g1rted underach1ev1ng, and gifted

who receive intervention from g1fted who de not: The présent study Jooks at

w1th .the external world. of peop]e; 1deas, and events. . The Myers Br1ggs Type

H

Ind1cater,used in this study, 1s based on the theory that 1nd1v1dua] d1fferences

in' human behavior are due to basic d1fferences in the way peop]e perce1ve t

-~

world arOund'them and the processes they use to come to conclusions about the1r

perceptfons Preference types have been shown to be re]ated to 1nterests,

Al

‘motivations what peop]e do best and what they prefer to do (Myers, 1962). In
addition, preference types appear to d1fferent]ate g1fted, creat1ye, and high

-

The present study had the following objectives: .

1. To examine the personality characteristics of a select group of

gtfted adolescents (7-10th grade) through the use of the Myers-Briggs Type
Indicator (MBTI), an inventory assessing Jungian personality types, and the

Jﬂdjectjve Checklist (ACL) as a check on the constructs provided-by the MBTI.

Differences among mathematica11y talented, verbally gifted, and those talented

in both areas are also examined.
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2. To compare the personaiity patterns found on the MBTI:For this

gifted group with other Qi?fed'adoiescent groups, a group of "average" age-

peers;:a group of college students from a selective, prfvate fnstiEution; and

creative adults. o IS
3. .To examine fhewoersonaTity patterns found on the MBTI for-the parents

of the gifted adolescents, and assess the degree of sdmiiarity or difference. |

It is hoped that such an examination will suggest a deveiopmentaj pattern or an

enﬁironﬁenEaT context within which éeffa%h'peréanaiﬁiy charactefégéics'sgsaciaiga :

'Tfﬁ giftedness (or types of ta]ent) m1ght be nurtured. The results of such an

~

examination may also have 1mp11cat1ons for family counse11ng with g1fted students

and their parents

4: "To 1nvest1gate the reTat1onsh1p between persona11ty character1st1cs,
Ia.séores; and achievement in a gifted program (assessed by grades in a college-
level seminar): |

5. To assess any sex differences in the above. ) -

<

Based on past research (Burk 19803 Mills,; 1981; Myers, 1962), the litera-

ture on gifted ado]escents, and dung s theory of Psycho]og1ca1 Types, 1t was .

) pred1cted that the g1ffed ado]escents in our samp1e would tendto prefer "intuition'
: (a preference for poss1b1]1t1es and re]atﬂonsh1ps) over sens1ng" (a preference -

for known facts). In addition, it was expected that they would more offen be

cﬁaraetefizea as "perceptive" (fiexfbje'and spontaneous) than "judging" (pianned,
deefded, arderiy, responsibie). -

o

§g§jgg§§?inciudea 65 male and 87 female adolescents between the ages of

12 and is".yé'ar’s who were enrolled in a college program For g.i%_ted students during
the Fall of 1981, -Spring 19'8'2'} and Fall 1982. A1l subjects had IQ scores greai:er
than 130 and had scored af thé 98th percent11e or h1gher on a standardized ab111ty

or ach1evement test. Se]ect1on for the Program however, was based on SAT scores



nd/or demonstrated ta]ent where appropr1ate, ;eacher;recommendations, and
Q\é‘t.udent essay. A wide range of topics is represented in the Program and,
therefore; a wide range of ta]ents can be found in part1c1pants. A]though E .
most statistical an51yses are done across a1l “types’ of giftedness, students |
are divided into a mathemat1ca11y g1fted, verba]]y g1fted, and_ba]anced group
to 1nvest1gate d1fferences in persona]1ty Mothers (140) and fathers (124)
of most students part1c1pated by completing the same perSOnajity inventories

" as comp]eted by the1r sons .and daughters

N C;;parat;veASampJesf Severa] comparison groups Weré\used to help understand

P

the g1fted students scores on the MBTI: - ,
1. A1962 grpup of 7th-9th grade gifted students (Myers, 1962) from "n

N

special classes .in suburban pub11c schoo] system all of wh1ch~ranked at the

95th percentile or h1gher on a]] ach1evement tests taken' L i
s ;

:\‘ “ 2. Pre-prep 7th and 8th graders frmnSwarthmoreH1gh School (Myers, 1962)

The mean 1q for 8th graders was 114 ‘This group const1tuted an age appropr1ate

N

péer group w1th 'a more "average" IQ compos1t1on i

1960 (Myers, 1962) made up an:age- appropr1ate peer group with a comparab]e IQ

compos1t1on i, ' L
‘4: Franklin and Marshall College freshmen for the years 1976 77 (381<;

women and 596 men) were used for an‘above-age}1eve1 peer group of above évéragé o

b co-

to h1gh Q.. - : ' e : i
: LN . - N
5. Creat1ve men - and womencoqs1st1ngof 40 arch1tects, 30 reSearch scgent1sts,
,20 wr1ters, 43 mathemat1c1ans, 3 wr1ters and 10 co]]ege seniors (Mybrs, 1962);
were chosen as a compar1son group on the d1mens1on of creat|v1ty, demonstrated

accomp}1shment, and for compar1son w1th the parents of. the g1fted

- o
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. Abasement; and Deference v
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Instruments. A battery of personality and interest inventories were completed

'by.students'énd parents.. Inc]uded was the Myers Br1ggs ‘Type Ind1cator (MBTI),

- a se]f report forced-cho1ce 1nventory of preferences in regard to percept1on i

-and judgement: The purpose of the Ind1cator 1s to 1mp1ement Jung's Theory of

~

Type by ascertaining a person s bas1c preference for e1ther extravers1on

(preference for the outer world of people and things) or introversion (prefer-

ence for the inner -world of ideas), §enslng (preference for facts) or ntuit1ng
(preference for possibilities and relationships}, thinking (imperscnal analysis

_and Togic).or feeling (personal values and judgments); and judging. (preference -

for p1anned orderly,; decided way of 11fe) or perceiving (preference for a
f]exib]e, spontaneous way of life). R

The ‘MBTT was scored for: (a) preferencé scores. for each of the four
dichotomies;(EI SN, TF, JP) along w1th a letter showing the d1rect1on of the

preference; (b) cont1nuous sgores; and (c) persona11ty type based on the 16-

.poss1b1e combinations of the EI, SN; TF, JpP diméﬁsiohé. Pércénfagé 5ﬁa‘méaﬁ§

_each of the 16“persona11ty types, were computed separateTy for males and females

The AdJEct1ve 6heck11st (ACL) is a set of 360 self- descr1pt1ve adJectlves

eEch of wh1ch a person can check off.or 1eave blank. From this set of~adJcct1ves,
a number of different scales can be scored. For this study; the following 13+

scaies were scored'i §eif—conf4dence, éeif éontroi /Lab111ty, Personal AdJustment,

. ¢
Severa] IQ me ures were repurted for. our samp]e (s‘nce th1s was not a'

meésUre used for Se1ect1on)— Severa] subsets of subJects were formed. for the

three most frequent1y reported tests and separate una]yses were performed ‘on

93

SAT scares were also avaj1ab1e, and.SUbaeCts were d1v1ded on the basis of SAT



scores into 3 groups: math taleat, verba] talent, or both. Clasgification
- was based on a 75 paint or greater difference between SAT-V and M.

~ R
a
N

Results and Discussion

MBTI Preférences | S :

30

Tab1g~1 shows the percentages for preferences on the four dimensions of
- the MB{T/%or our gifted group, as well as parents-and other comparison §r6Ub§:
Our male gifted 7t'afnts were equally as likely to be introverts as ektFEVértE:
nt pr 0

‘A significant preference;/however, emerged for'jatuiting over sensing; thinking

" over feeiin§§~§na perceiving over judging:. Our ?émaié gifted group was equally
as 11ke1y to be split between 1ntroverts and ex 7$$ert§; and showed just as
strong a preference: f0r1ntu1t1ngover sens1ng They differed from their male
counterparts, however, in twe provocat1ve ways -- they were equally divided |
between th1nk1ng and;fee11ng, and between judging and perceiving.
The giftéd greap; therefore; can he éharaéteriied as very similar to an |

while some are more 1ntrespect1ve and w1thdrawn They c]ear]y-show a preference,
' !

however for ]ook1ng at the world 1n terms of poss1b111t1es and re]at1onsh1ps

rather than re]y1ng on facts a]one The sex d1fferences appear to reflect

*

/ d1fferyng soc1a]1zat1on Dreesures ‘and expectat1ons for the two sexes. Némeiy,
males are soc1a11zed to use the1r 1nte]]ect 1n an obJect1ve, 1091ca], ana]yt1ca]
mode d1strust1ng«fee1;ngs or supgect1V1ty; thus they show a Strbng preference
for the thinking mode. Females, on the other hand, may feel more cquurtahie
with the feeling mode, and.thus are equally as likely to choose think{n"g or
feeling as a preferred mode, ac¢ording to personal .préference.

The gifted boys clearly prefer p;ercejving;eyer judging. Perceivers are
~_flexible, spontaneous, irf:tiependent, 'autonorhous individuals who are n'ot very
~accepting bf'ruies, deadiine;: and order: Th1< certainly matches the "stereos

* type" of-the gifted adolescent. It a]so taps into one of the strengths, as well




as’one of the problem areas, for' gifted studénts. The girls. on the other
_ hand, are more even]y sp11t on this preference, This raises severai issues.
It suggests that less g1fted g1r1s than boys chou]d be.seen as 'probiem" ‘
"itua'ems; and less of them should be labeled underachievers. At the same time, .
have a s1gn3f1cant number ofs these women "lost" the1r autonomy, 1ndependence,
and spontane1ty7
In compar1son to othér groups,; the ma]es in our group were most 11ke the

National Merit Scho]arsh1p f1na11sts and the 1962 g1fted group.- They were

least 1ike the pre- prép group, the F&M students, and the1r own parentspésﬂé ;
| for the strong match with' their fathers on the th1nk1ng preference) I
compar150n to the group: of creative men, lesc of o our g1fted ma]es weré intro=
verted. The pattern for S=N, T-F, and J-P, however; was the’ same,.‘1ess
‘::éxaggeratéd' for thinking over feeling and perceiving over judging.. One of the
more 1nterest1ng and yet disturbing f1nd1ngs for this group was the oppositional
pattern on S- N and J P for their parents. - - , - . ' .
\  The g1fted g1r15 wére most 11ke other g1fted g1r1s and F&M women. They
more often preferred intuiting over sens1ng than the pre prep group (who had
exactly the oppos1te pattern: of preference), and they showed a sma]jer percen-
tage of. extraverts They 1ob§éa'abcuf the saﬁe as this more average group

A .
on the th1nk1ng fee11ng and Judg1ng perce1v1ng d1mens1ons They; like the

S

boys, were Tess introverted than the creat1ve women and the S=N sp)it was less
eiaééerated - Also, like the boys; they Showed oppos1t1ona1 patterns on the S-N
ande;P dimensions when compared to their parents. On theVthfnkingefeé1ing;;plﬂ
dimension; the pattern for boys was strikingly like their fathers and signifi-
cantly different from their mothers; Fhespattérn.for girls was very mach like

their mothers and significantly different from théir fathers. =



Table 2 shows the personality typés:résUTEing from the four preference
comb1nat;ons for both ma]e and' female g1fted students and their parents: .
The types are listed *n the order of h1ghest to—1owest repreSentat1on for
eaeh group; - w1th the percentage of 1nd1v1dua1s fer each type in parentheses

ThermaJor1ty of bqth giffed females (64%) and gifted males (66%) were
represented in —t'\iVe types: extraverted, intuitive, pefceptive tﬁiﬁkéi#s’:(ENTP')

- and?eéiérs (EN?ﬁ);Lin'troverted; intuitive; perceptive, tﬁinkers (INTP) “and
fee]ers (INFP): and introverted, sens1ng Judg1ng, th1nkers (ISTJ) fdr tﬁe
" - gifted ma]es, there was some over1ap w1th their fathers in that the 1st and
3rd most represented group for’ fathers was_ the 2nd and 3rd most represented
for their sons. 'Only.one bt the top four types tor the mothersroeérlapped
W1th their sons (ISTJ) Thé most heavily represented type for gifted males
‘,(ENTP), however, had no fathers or mothers in it. \ '

The mothers and fathers of g1fted fema]es were very similar to the
parents of g1fted males, but very un]1ke their daughtérs. The most heav11y
represented type for-gifted giris (ENFP) was found for only 4% pf ‘their fathers
and 1% of their mothers. One of ‘the striking differences was found on the
?jpdéiné—peréeiﬁﬁné‘dihensién Wnere the top six , groups of mothers for g1fted
boys and the top f1ve groups of mothers for g1fted g1r1s WEre Judg1ng types

" The stUdents; on thé’ptner hand; were perceiving types, 3 to1, in the tpp'four
.types’ Fathers were more even]y sp11t with ha]f of .the top four types Judg1ng
and ha]f perceiving..

‘The differences between students‘and the1r parents can be clearly seen .

in the percentages of matches between student and p?rent persona11ty type

.SZ,each for male and fema]e students w1th the1r fathers, 8% with mothers

»MBTI Differences for_ Subgroqps . . : 7
The verbally.gifted subgroup was $pread over 10 MBTI ‘types. The largest
group of v§y5311y gifted was the evtraverted, intuiting, feelina, perceiving




4 ‘ - 7
type (ENFP) (26%). Three other types were represented by 11% each: INTP,
/-ENTP, and INFP for a total of 59% bt'the verbally gifted = It is noteworthy
that this group was equa]]y sp11t between’ 1ntroverts and extraverts, thinkers
and fee1ers but a]] were 1ntu1t1ve5 and perce1vers Seventy six percent
of the math g1fted group was sp]1t between f1vepersona11ty types: . NTF/AZS%),‘
ESTJ (14%), INTP (9%), INFP (9%), and ISTJ (16%). Again, the group was split
between introverts and extraverts This group; however, was sp11t be tween’
sensing and 1ntu1t1ng, but was overwhe]m1ng1y perce1vers and th1nkers ' The

balanced group was a mixture of the types preferred by verba11y and mathematif~

,cally éﬁfted - )
. The fact that 1ntu1t1ng is preferred for: the Verbally g1fted more than for
the_math g1fted is. understandab]e since . NF persons (37% of the verba]]y g1fted)
are 1ns1ghtfu1 and creatlye; with a marked gift for language (Myers, 1962)%
they quite often excel in writing. NT's (22% of-the verbally gifted and 37%
of the math g1fted) tend to be 1nte1]ectua]1y 1ngen1ods, excelling in ]anguage
and mathemat1cs Sensing thinkers (absent;for the verbally g1fted, but- 30%
of the math g1Fted) prefer ?ﬁper§6nai; Tédiéai_ana1§ée§; excelling in economics
and computer science. "Perceiving”is apparently a strong preference for most
of the gifted, regardless of thé{r'type of taﬁent: . -
‘Table 3 presents ébrréjafibnE between ‘Qdfted students and their parents'

continuous scores on the four MBTI dimensions. Both gifted: females and males

had EI scores that were s1gn1f1cant1y related to their father s EI scores. For
the boysi a]] three of-the rema1n1ng dimensions were significantly re]ated to
their mother's stores. For girls, only SN scores 'were significantly related

to their parents' scores (both mothers and fathers).



Adjective Checklist
* Table 4 presents the 13 scales from the ACL with a short description

’ fbr;high and low scbrers;'and mean standard scores of -our group (based on
V_§eneraf pbpuiatidn nérﬁs) In genera], the ‘ACL strongly supported the
< constructs under1y1ng the MBTI d1mensrons " As a group, the gifted were low Qn
Se1f-Control ;> tending to be rebe]]ious and argumentat1ve‘ 1ow on Order,
tend?ng to be absent-minded; unorgan1zed preferr1ng comp]ex1ty and variety
; to order They also (espec1a11y the’ ma]es) were, ]ow on Personal AdJustment.
tendrng to be dissatisfied, moody, and withdrawn. It is interesting that
o fomlinson- Keasey & Smith- W1nberry (1983) a]so found gifted ﬁaies.td ée less
. well-adjusted than their control counterparts .~ The group Was'GVéﬁaTT also
low on Intracept1dn3 Affiliation; “and Deference; tend?né to be opinionated °
" . and fault-finding, individualistic and strdnd-Wi11ed, gpaﬁfaﬁéaus.aﬁa indé;
pendent: . } ‘ - |

i ' Table 5 presents the four MBTI dimensions and the ACLt sca)es that were

X

sjgn1f1cant1y corre]ated with each: S1nce the majority of our/gifted students
'ﬂprefer tntu1t1pn and perce1v1ng, it was no surprise to find them descr1bed

by‘the ACL as. autonemeuss f]ex1b]e, capab]e, aggress1ve, spontaneous, and

/

;telerant They can also ‘be seen as temperamenta], unergan1zed, rebe1110us,'

pendent, and preferr1ng cemp]ex1ty, var1ety, and change. Seventy-seven'per

%

cent of our g1fted beys preferred the th1nk1ng mode- for mak1ng %;dgments or

dec1s1ons ThatJneans they do so obJect1ve1y ahd 1mpersona11y ons1der1ng

causes of events and where dec1s1ons may lead Accord1ng to the ACL they T
° are op1n1onated, autonomous, se]f confident, argumentat1ve, d1ssat1sf1ed

1ndependent§ amb1t1ous, and prec1se. More fema]es than males preferred the
feeiin§ modé, where decisionsvare made personaﬂly and subJect]velya‘we1gh1ng

AY
o
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vaiues of choiCES;and how they matter to others. On the ACL, the sexes

" had significant differences in mean scores on four scales: Affiliation (fewales
higher) £(138) =-2.38, p< .02, Autonomy (males higher) £(138) = 2.23, p< .02,

‘Abasement’ (females higher) t(138) = -2.64, E{.Oi; and Deference (females higher)
£(138) = -1.83, ij.CS.' These differences reflect widely=Ffound and traditional
difterences between the sexes. Thay also refiect, I believe, tha differences
found on the thinking-feeling dimension of the MBTI.

Personality and Achisvement ,

No di??érénéé in 1Q were found for the two sexes or any of fre personality
categories (EI’ SN, TF, JPj" IQ was dlso unre]ated to grade in the gifted
séﬁ1néfs; A sex”x personality type 1nteract.on for grade; however s found g
;?ai introuérsion—éktravérsion; E(I'iOI) = 4:16; pg£*65~ with male extraverts

having s1gn:f1cant{& h1gher grades than female extraverts and introverts, and
, R

higher than male 1ntroverts No .difference was found for female 1ntroverts

il ~
versus extraverts;' The same significant. 1nteract1on occurred for Judg1ng versaus

1 i
higher grades-than ma]e perCe1versf female judyers, and female perce1vers Again;,

the female types did not differ.’ Far ma]es, grades were negat1ve1y correlated
(t,- - 55) with their feeling scores. In other words, ma]es with a fee|1ng
preference, the stronger the preference the lower the grades obtaired.

It must be kept 1n mind that the present samp]e is a "select” group of
g1fted ado]escents and therefore, the resu]ts ﬁf this study cannot be app]wed
" &o a]] gifted students The students in our Program were chosen for csrtain

'.afFect1ve, as wel] as 1nte11eetua1 qua11t1es The unmotivated, unach1ev1ng

'g1fted were under represented a]though not CUmp1ete]v absent in this group.

\

[
G i
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The finding of a reia&%veiy seabié (across tifie and population) set of
;persona]1ty characteristics for g1fted groups that differs- from other addles-
cent groups is of maJor 1mportanee in the understand1ng of these individuals,
their cogn1t1ve sty]es; preferencesrfor percelv1ng and evaluating the mor]d
énoond them. The present hesUitS's;égeSt that the same qualities (?Teiibiiity;
fema1es, but that the sexes differ somewhat in whether they use their qualities
within an interpersonal versus an 1mpersona] or1entat1on (a difference perhaps
related to the differing socialization dk ma]es and females since this d1fference
-i'g consistently found in the general 'popuiation);) This knowledge can be used to
counsel educators concerning the chéracieriStics and learning SEyTeS of gifted
adolescents as they differ from other groups of adolescents. > -
On the othér hand, it is important to re'c'o'gnize the di'vei*'sity of types
found within the gifted population. The success e and prob]ems encountered by
fhe extraverted g1fted student most iikely differ from those exper1enced by
the 1ntroverted one, the Judg1ng versus the perce1v1ng, and the th1nkers versus

feelers. The d1°ferences found for vary1ng types of g1ftedness (math versus

indigenous to;be1ng gifted without regard to type of intellectual talent: .
Teachers, counselors, and parents of the*gifted should b& aware of these
d1fferences for educational intervention, as well as social and academic

| counse]1ng : A more soph1st1cated understand ng ai d 1dent1f1cat1on of the many
manifestations of giftedness is sorely needed. For too 1ong we have treated

the gifted as/§~comp]ete]y homogeneous groupa whereas they are anything but

in terms of intellectual ]eve] or persona11ty
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It is clear that more than ability contributés to high level achievement.
Certainly motivation is impgrtant, and it seéms as plausible that preferences
for perceiving and evaluating information, situations; and solving problems
can affect academ1c outcomes. Trad1t1ona1 educat1ona] approaches w1th an
emphas1s on facts, rout1ne, and deta11 qu1te 11ke1y conflict with the maJor1ty /
of g1fted ch11dren § intéerest in poss1b111t1es, theor1es, 1deas, spontane1ty,
and 1mag1nat1on. The fact that extraverted and 3udg1ng males. (there were only
10 of these) received higher grades than other types can be Understood in terms
.of these traditional educetiOnai values. ~Judging types have been found to be
h1gh achievers (somewhat overach1evers) before (Myers, ]962) and no wonder They

are descr1bed as thorough, respons1b1e, dependable, performs up to capac1ty, meets.

dead]1nes, 1ndustr1ous, good Qn details. Extraverted males are descr1bed as

~

wellf-- aga1n character1st1cs va]ued in most traditional educat1ona] systems

Extraverted males also received h1gher grades than other groups. Perce1vers;

on the other hand, are des;ribed'as'unwiiiing to take directions ;nd uncooperative.
They, more 1ikely, are goind to be at risk for fbehaviorai'pfobiems“ and under-
achievement. Indeed, Myers (1962) reports a siéeificant negative relationship
between achievement and a bée?eienée,bevbefée%Ving versus judging.

Personality does not appear to be as critical a factor.for achievement in-
females. -This may be due to the fact that their: stronger preference for feeling
(é people.orientation) over thinking (an impersonal.attitude) offsets some 6F'

a&éiif?es found in the introverted and perceiving types that are least amenable

to educational valdes: In addition, girls have been found to be more cooperative
and "socializ ed” to'school" than boys. This is an area needing future research.
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A curr1cu]um for gifted students should cap1ta11ze on the strengths and
preferences of such youth (f]ex1b111ty, 1ndependente, theoretical or1entat1en,

good w1th abstract 1deas), as well as 1ncorporate exper1ences to exerc1se the =

sk1lls/processes least preferred and deve]oped by g1fted students (organ1zat1on,

‘thdroughhess, attention to details): Bf course, individual assessment and

curricilum planning sthid be the ideal. However, when this is not deSibieg
knowledge of the dominant preferences of the majority of gifted students (or
groups of gifted students) will éaﬁtfibute-ko better éducétibhai planning.

Studies ‘have shown that a number of gifted 1nd1v1dua]s suffer from depression

(Yadusky -Holahan & Ho]ahan, 1983) and ]ow self- esteem (K]efn and - Cantor, 1976)
In fact, one of the major differences between achieving and underach1ev1ng e

4‘gifted indiv 1duals is a poor self-concept. ‘An. 1mportant factor contributing

to both psycho]og1ea], as well as academ1c, problems may be the perSOna11ty
preFerehées found in a significant number of gifted. students that- d1ffe\ from
that of most of the1r classmates, many of their teachers; and even théir

parents: It is very d1ff1cu]t_for judging and sensing types to inderstand

 intuiting and perceiving types, and yet these opposing patterns are found for

gifted adolescents and their parents: It is intriguing to consider the dynamics
involved in the development,of such aivé}gé patterns %or studehts as compared

to their parents. It is clear; however; that the knowledge “that such differences
exist can lead to a greater uhder5£éha§ﬁgj5etweeh parents and their gifted |

c@iidren.
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1962 Gifted (34)
(7th-9th’ grade)

National Merit

TABLE 1

Percentages for Preference Scores on the MBTI

Scholarship finalists

Our Gifted (64) r.
(7th-10th grade)

Pre=Prep (100)
(7th-8th grade)

Franklin and Marshall
Freshmen (5961

Ereative Men (115)
Mothers (59) ‘
Fathers (51)

FEMALES ,
1962 Gifted (26)

(7th-9th grade)

Our Gifted (83)
(7th-10th crade)

Pre-prep (121)
(7th-8th grade)

Erank11n and Marshall
Freshmen Women (381)

CreatiVe’ﬁ3h§n (28)

Mothers -(81)
Fathers (73)

Note:

50

42

68

1

50
58
45b
32
53
3

63P
63b

éi?.

70P

S -- N T - F.
21 79 568, 44f
17 . 83 66 34
33¢ 679 778~ 23f
72¢ 289, 56 44f
a¢ 519 o - 408 soTC
B iyi\g :
- . 7
3C. . g7d- sge  41f
g3c  37d age  sof
60 409 82 18
12° ggd 2 58
31¢ 69d7 422 sgf
70¢ 309 41 59
39C  p1d s8¢ 72"
, y o
4 9% | 43 57
54 269 38 62
56C 444 goe 20f

3 ssep
8 62
43 57
279 73h
499  s51ih
579 a3h
459  s5h
7sh st
57 43"
35 65
459  s5sgh
47 = 53
52 48
- ,/ _
36 64
769 ./3@“
639 370

Comparison groups with the same superscript differ s1gn1f1cant1y

from Our Gifted Group: for the percentages found in each column -

Test for the Difference in Proportions (z) p< .05

o«

P




' TABLE 2 -
EE .- Personality Types Resuiting From the Four
Preference Combinations on the MBTI

Male Gifted  Fathers Mothers . Female Gifted  Fathers = Mothers

CENTP* ISTJ ISTJ. " ENFP* . ISTJ 1SFJ.
(28%) (22%) (19%) (22%)2 (34%) (19%)
INP ESTP. ISFJ - INFP INTJ ESFJ . -
(19%). (18%) (12%)° (%) . (14%) (9%)

o IsTYy - INTP ESFJ_ VENTP. INTP ENFJ
(8%) : (14%) (12%) o (10%) (8%) (9%)

INFP INTJ INTIY - ISTJ _ ENTP D IsT
(8%) (12%) . (10%) (92) . (6%) (7%)
ENTY ESTJ INFJ . INFJ . INFP INFY
(6%) - (12%) (8%) - (8%)  (5%) (7%)
INTJ - ISFY - ESTJ - ESTY | ESTJ INFP
(6%) (4%) . (7%) ‘ (5%) - (5%), (7%)

ISTP INFJ ISFP : ENFJ - ENTJ - ISFP
(6%) (4%) (5%) ’ . (5%) (5%) (6%)
ESFP , .INfP . ENFP ISF0 - ¢ C“ISTP ESTJ
(3%) ' (4%) (5%) , A{a%) (4%) (6%)

ENFP - ENTJ | ENFD . INTP . ESFP ENTJ
(3%) - (4%)  (5%) - (a%) (%)  (6%)

ESTS ISTP ° NP ESFP ENEPY - INTP.
(3%) - (29) (3%) a8y . (a) (42)

ESFJ ESFP ©  INTP ENFJ© 1SFJ ESFP
(33) (2%) (3%) . (4%) - (3%)  (a%)
ISF) .« ENFP ISP Ny ISFP © ENTP
(2%) (2%) (12) C. B3 (3%) (42)

ISFP. ENFJ  ESTP ISTP EsTP - ISTP.
(2%) SCEE (12) (1%) (3% (2%) -

ESTP ENTP* - ENTd - - ESTP . ESFJ ESTP
0 (1%) (1%) - (19 (1%)

ENFJ ESFJ ENTP* - ESFJ INFJ . ENFF*
(1%) 0 0. (1%) 0 (1%)
INFJ ISP, ESFP - ISFP ENF, 7 INTJ
0 : 0 .0 - 0 oW 0

. «




Male H.S.
Norms

Our Glfted
Male; Fema]e

lNTROVEHTS

AVERTSI

eXT

EHARACTERISTICS FREQUENTLY ASSOCIATED WITH EACH TYPE AMONG YOUNG PEOPLE
R Agsgnsuve TYPES

INTUITIVE TYPES

L ISTJ 8 1%
S‘mous qunet 88/ Miccess by
concentration and thoroughness,
Practical, arderly, matter-of-fact,
logical, realistic anid dependabls.
Sed 1o it tht everything is wall
organized. Take responsibility.
Make up their own minds s to
what shoald be accormiplishied
and work toward it steadily,
regardless of protests or dis- -

tractions. 84 99

ISFJ | 4 0%
Ouwt fnendly, mponslble fiid
conscientious, Work devotedly
to meet their abligations and
serva their friends and schoof,
Thiorough; painstaking; accurate;
May need time to master tech-
nical subjects, as their interests
are usually not technical, Patient
with detail and routine. Loyal,
considerate, concerned with

how other peaple feel. 2 4 %

X —

INFIJ P
. 2.1
Sioed by pegieverants,
originality and-dsire to do
whatsver is needed or wanted
Put their best efforts into thir
work, Quistly forcelul, con-
scientious, concerned for others,
Respected for their firm prin-
Tiples: Likaly to ba hoiigrad

and followed for their clear
convictions at to how best to -
serve tha common good. 1. 8%

Il

INTD . i
4.7
Usualiy have originel minds and
groaat driva for their own idess +
and parposes. In fislds thit appeal
to them, tliév higve a fine pbWei
to organize a job and c carry it
through with or without help,
Skeptical, critical, independent,
determined, oftén stibbom,
Must learn to yiald less impar-
tant points in order to wig the
most important; o/

0

ISTP 5, 1%
\Fnol onloakars—quiet, reserved,
Ghserving and 'a'n’a'lyzin'g life
with detached curiosity and
unexpected flashes of original
humor. Usually interested in
impérsonal principles, causs
and affect» how and why me-
chanical thlngs work, Exert
themselves no more than they
think figcessary; becaia any
waste of energy would be - -
inefficient. 6% 1%

7. %

Matter-of-fact, do nat warry of
hurry; enjoy whatsver comes
along, Tend to like mechanical
things and sports, wnh friends
on the side. May be a bit blunt
or insensitive. Can do math or
science when they se ‘the néed,
Dislike long explanatmns Ao |
best with real things that can
be worked, handled, taken

ESTP

£

-+ values on others. Usually do

friandly, anjoy averything and

ISFP 4 4%
hﬁtiijﬁg;ﬁﬁiﬁtiy fiiﬁﬁdi?;.ﬁéﬁsi
tive, kind, modest about their
abilities, Shun dlsagraements
do not forca their opiigns or

not caré to lead but aré often
loyal foliowers Ohen rélaxed
because they enjoy the present
moment and do riot want to
spoil it by undue haste or
exertion, 2%’

6.43

Outgoing,eesygoing, accepting,

ééiﬁ

make things mara fun for others
by thair anjoyment. Like sports.
and making things. Know what's
@oing on and join in eagarly. .
Find remiembering facts easiar -
than mastcnng theories. Are best
in situations that need saund
comon sense and practical

IN Fé’ 1. 2% \
Fall of aithiasiasis and 15yl
ties, but seldom talk of these
unti{ they know you wel. Care

* about learning; ideas; language,

and independent projects of

their own. Tend to undertake

too much, then somehow get

it done, Friendly butoften
too absorbed in what thiey ara
daiig tG be saciabile; Litile
concerned with possessions or

1.1
Warmly enthusiastic, high-
spirited, ingenious, imaginative.
Abie o do almost anything that
intercsts them, Quick witha _
solution for any difficatty and
ready 1o ielp anyone with &
problem. Often rely on their

ENFP

_ability to improvise instead of

paring madvance Caii
usually fird compgllmg reasons

physlcal surroundmgs 8 /, 19%

INTP 6, gg
Quiet, reserved, brilliant i m
exams, especially in theoratical
or sciontific sabjects: Logical
to thi point of Kir litting, *
Usually interested mainly in
ideas; with little  fiking for
parties or small lalk Tond 1o

' iave sharply defined intarasts.

Need to choosa careers whore

soma Strong interest can be

used and useful. .
4%

19
%

Oulck -ingenious, good at many
things. Stimulating ¢ company,

alert and outspoken. May arque
for fun on sither side of a ques-

ENTP

tion. Resourceful iii Solving new

and challenging problems, hut
may neglect routine assignments.

. Apt10 torn to oné haw intgrast

aftor anothar. Skiltful in finding
logical reasons for what thay

Practical, realistic, matter-of-
!ac,t.,wi!h,an@tqrpl,head,tor

no use for, but can-apply tham
selves when necessary. Like to
organp and run activities. May
fiiake hood admiiistrators; as-
pecially if they remember to
consider others' feelings and
points of view.

3@ . &%

3id graisa, Litila intarast in

ffect pacple's lives, 39 14

mrm,{\parjgd talkative, pppular
conscientious; born cooperators,
activa.committag mambars.
Need harmony and may be
good at qmtmq it. Always doing

_s_qm_alhmg nice for someons,
Work best with sncouragamment
abstra thinking o technical
subjects. Main interest js in__
thiiigs thiat diractly aind visibly -

Responsive and rasponsibla.
Generally feal real coricern far -
what others think or want, and
'try to handie things with dus -
regard for other pegple’s feel-
ings: Can prasent a proposal or
lead a group discussion with
aase and tact, Sociable, popular,
active in school affairs; but put
time enough.on their studies to

dogood work. -
14 5%

apartor puttogether. . abilfty with people as well as " for whatever they want, | want.
I A % 9 2% 10
este  BTE | esey 6.8 enes 35 Nty 6.6%

Hearty, frank, abla in studiss;
{eaders in activities, Usiially
good in anythihg that requires
reasoning and intelligent talk;
such as public speakiny; Arg
usually well-informed and enjoy
wdding to their fund of knowl-
odge. Mey sometimes be mora
positive and confidant than
their experienca in an-area
warrants, - o
%
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- TABLE 3 )
T . Pearson Correlations for Gifted '
.R _ Students and Their Parents on the MBTI
Dimensions ‘ F : Gifted Males/Father  Mother Gifted Females/Father ‘Mother
i - 3~ ;
£l IR L L 12 .24% ' .09
SN ] e 7 .36%* ' L 2g** T |
R | , -8 <.. , -24* . 09 . ~.03
. Jp Ny, ¢ o .22k .13 .09
~ N
% p<.05 :
= p<.01
- — : t
’ Rl 3 I
3 -
Cﬁ—'\& )




Lo =

Scale
Sel1f-Confidence - Hi
N | Lo
self-Control- 7  Hj
Lo
Lability Hi
Lo

R

Personal Adjustment’ ° Hi
Lo
AcnieVémént 7 Hi
Lo
Dominance Hi
Endurance Hi
Lo
Order Hi
Lo
Intraception Hi
Lo =

TABLE 4 -

) ACL Scales, Descriptions and Mear
" Standard. Scores

Description
Poised, self-confident; self-assured,
‘tlear-thinking, independent; outspoken:

Retiring, reserved, pre-occupied;

preferring 1nact1on and contemp]at1on
= al I o e o o o = = - > . - = o - = = = - —

Conscientious, dependable, goodnatured

1ndustr10us, stable, and pleasant.

Adventurous,,hasty, rebe111ous, and

argumentative:

Spontaneous,,flex1b1e, need for change,

emotional, impatient, tolerant, forgetful.

Eonservat1ve,7forma1, industrious,
serious; unselfish:

alert; .calm; fair-minded, loyal,

erganized, pract1ca1* trusting.

affected; dissatisfied, moody, aloof,
énd withdrawn. .

opportunistic; and p]anfu]

easygo1ng, leisurely; §kgp§]¢§137and

dubious about rewards due to effort:

aggre551ve, argumentative; autocrat1c,
forceful, outge1ng, strong

u
-
=1
=
-
cr
-
‘-’-
I
o
-
.,
I
‘-*
-—d
-1
-
'35
Q.
L
n’
=y
<
-
w
=4
r=%
Q;
m:
0!

+

a—dol

=g

_l

determ1ned method1ca1 patient, perser-
vering; 'precise, and steady

o > e > e 7 e > > = o = p " T "~ o = - - - — - o 4= - - S,
neat, organized, rational; formal,
cautious, conservative.

prefer c0mp1ex1ty and var1ety to order.

a]ert, curious, insightful, re]ectlve,
ensitive.

1ﬁHifferent, opinionated, and fault-
finding
23i

Females

Fémaies_'

aggress1ve, amb1t1ous, capable, energet1c,

Males _50-

absent=minded, hastys }mpg]§1ve,rcaréié53'

absent-minded, unorganized, temperamental,

Mean Standard Score

Males 49

Females 49 |

Males 42
45

Males 57

Maleé 43

Females 47
Maiés

Females

Females 52

Males 47
Fema]es 47
Males 44

Females 43
Males 44

Females _45
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. Scale | . Descriptiony a Mean Standard Score
Affiliation Hi = adaptab]e, cons1derate, cooperat1ve, : Males , 43

kind, talkative, and warm L .
} Females 42 _
Lo = individualistic and strong- w111ed

less trusting.

/| e me e e ——————— e —— —— e — —— — —————
Autonomy £ OHio= ihdepéhdéht;,éutohomous, assertive, Males 50
and self-willed. O
) Females 55
Lo = subdued hes1tates to take the
1nit1§F]y§777 - ,
Abasement .  “Hi = anxious, gloomy, and submissive. . Males 46 .
Lo 5'99t1@)$t1c and c??fi§§9t,,,,,,ﬂ,w,p Females 46
Deference . Hi = appreciative, conventional, cooperat1ve, Males 43
' Sens1t1ve, suggestible. _ i .
o o ) Females 43
B Lo = enérgetlc, spontaneous, and independent.
et
¢ <
-
; o
” ' -7

0o
&0
A |




ACL Scaie
Self=confidence
§eifiéontroi

Laba]1ty

‘.PerSonél Adjustment

Achievement
Dominancé
Endurance

6rder
intraceptionf
Affiliation
Autonomy

Abasement

Deference

* p<.05 ** p<.01

TABLE 5

Correlat1ons Between MBTI D1mens1ons
and ACL Scales

woex p< .001

. K ‘MBTI ~ .
EL SN IF P
YR © L 36%* - 26% .15
.15 -.32%% 12 L4Gxx*
= .35kk% L G2kkk :10 ;38**?
-.12 -.12 .30**(males) 32w
' -.06(females) - :
=.15 .17 Y -:12
Y ke .15 - 30%* .05
.05 S 27%* -.bg**(females) GTHHx
.05 (males)
-.06 -.28%* l.éé**(fema]es) . 5Qkx*
.01 (males)
.06 .18 .25%*(males). .10
- -04 (females) -
=, 33%* .14 .35%**(males) .12
- = .02(females) 7
-.34%* .35%%* -.40***(males) it
: .01 {females)
51w -.19 1R 25
f1rw -.34%* .46***(males) -.44
.13 (females)
L~
%
1 9



Abstract

Personality charéc;eristies were assessed for 65 male anid 87 female
adeiésceh§§ (ana their parents) between the ages of 12 and ié‘years of
agé who were enrolled in a college program for gifted students. The Myers-
Briggs Type ndicator (MBTI) and the Adjective Checklist (ACL) were used
to describe the personality patterns found in this group and to compare
the gifted students to other popuTationé. A set of personality charéciér; |
istics that diffeféd from other adoiéSCént.groups was found fqr the
gifted students, although a diVersity of types was found in the gifted
population. Although the sexes were very similar in personality ‘type,
_ they'differed in whether they preferred an interpersonal (females) versus
an impersonal (males) orientation. ngsiking ;&i‘ffefehcés were found | (4
between the personality prei. 2nces found for the é??féé;éﬁa those ékbrééééa
by their parents. Personality was related o achievement for only the
boys, with exfraverfed; thinking, judging types %eééiviﬁé ﬁiéhékyékagés in .

the college seminars. 7 .




