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Fge} Aad 2 AFEL FUHA FUE Eepld F9F 4
g o|F AFolth ek 2Fe] LYY 1290 ohd HE 99 EAATD 1%
o) 2t 294 AT BFY 398 482 oF 4 AL FIWe) B
A7 T A7t AATB WALV IY FAAL LHT & ARLH?
Artael FO4e BE BYRIAE BEhe 4+ 9L o)BF dBS H=
FA4) 99 BBAH 99 SEHY BAGE DHAA 2RI

DEZ FA4QY AFEL 280 HIA $0E YT FGelq 2L
FARe THT & QAP AR E4 2AY AR AR TR
@A 2 2 4 9t ¥BEQY 582 ARey @A o= 53 Yoz
$32 ASHES 27 AP AIA? AFAAY @' AR KA
Aol Felge) EARG P92 2dsd AGEL 9Pl HeA? 2
Q Aol T EAREA? B F9FY F7h, FYAY 2HYH, 25
A wdel § LD AW LAAWA Guildordi} Torrance?t A B85
o), 287 A2 A7) Pluckersh Davis7t 243456 B4 AnsIe o3
& ABHY FY4Y Fo 2902 FANPY £ AL AYF? 2Re] FBH
ATE B BHAAA @ 3 TRl Ao AFEL @ G54 FAFe]
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(auctor) Fgo2 7Y B gon, 4959 FYFQODE FA42 23
7l e FAE 28 44N BLF AN FF £E m AL 4
3 F94 ARF FY4o2 FEAED. 44T FHHL 2F AFE] 2

T Qe QuH AFARe 443 wﬂ 2nE Folm BBL 4R A
g wae, AFH FAHe FAF VB VEN) 9NA 93712 F9 9F
B9 GRS A9 el WEHoz aTFHE AL ALth Baer2003),

Runeo(2002), Kaufman(2003) 59 TAEL AER F4d dig H23 ¢4
olupgol o FoA, AAFH TEY YA dE qF2o] FYALY FGFT
AL ol E e ME w5EH HES JF AAEE ZEsted =50 E
T AT ARETT. 2 AR 223 #3edA S HTh

2 dgE #H2 Ay ded el b =2e] H1 e A4y 99
T4 (domain-specificity)® 949 =B A (domain-generdlity)d] &AE GF 1
ot AT Atardd U oS HEE fEE, dEs SFE FEEAR
g & ge AL 2g 3 Keating @ Crane (1990)~: A gt HHEkA o] AL
HZY F94 @7 Qoiy =om 928 8= Sternberg (1989)= <)
Y G BY E4-HE 99 HBHOE GEIHE JHIo FREE o|EHe
s 23 didg Hol 2 ¢ gle A7 28 Aol FAEAT FelgeA
BY SR 99 EEAY oFHE =2 1 7E4A% R4y EAs
A Faglel AZIFHAA L gk

Ekgjﬁrn

e dge A =AL A T2, o, 3, B 5 A8 A g
QoA ZFxHIL e FFFY (contextualism)e] PFS WFstE Ao B &+
Ut AE ', €% EokdA 2e 9494 24 FE&Hs =AaF9 ‘3]74%‘%

SAE ALSIE Y FelAlY o] g dvbEQ AALR ol sy
2atel A3 REHE F9-F759 @AE FA6 7HAstE AnelA] oo
2 A, ERAFHAUT EF oA dEFe ¢|Eolu A e]Ee]
ol ZEshs EEAH ALY 7wy d9E dastnA shs Aoy, side
HAAZ A 4R, A13F, 35, 9448 34 59 HFFHJedHde @A
8] A E9A] (situated cognition) JPE o] MEA 55 A THE] R =, 2002).

2 ¢l "49 (domain)” °o|F Ao, =, F4, e FY A EE TE
o] FokE ¢u gt (Winner, 1996). 949 HBAH 9 A ¢atd Ay F44
ol& e BE (FoE 48) 99 EE ok 24 FF 49 vAE BY
A Es deRg vEelt § B FARLR TEiAE, A= Jiqde] § 45
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A FEHAA FYH TES EU0Y I AMFRE & 949dAR FgAgein
FaH FAAHES BEdties 9% 444 Aslle AYgde &
3 F5dT gAHAAE FHEHARA o= § F94d4AY FgFH AFHE o2
FdRddAy Fn dHa FEAS HelA o vy FYHFcI Y GE 4F
< FHEAL it

A7+ AL 9Y HBA FHEoz B: Asr A 50dT FLA AT
dMe olEF, dAF BE€L F=3] HF+ (Guilford, 1967, Hocevar, 1980,
Plucker, 1998; Torrance, 1966, 1988). <12 ¢|&4, A8F d &< MU 4
J-= A g9 2 FF WEuE, dibE 9 FoF A 5Ee] dA ks
FEAAY FFR HH AEHE 4= ¥ A48 FANGT. 9435 22 #HH
Eo] FYA2 29 ERFoldE 4FS LA U PErEQ ZF4E Al
T8 FAAY ASHY AHS FAEI UAR, HTY dTES 493 F493
Abal T e EAG Aoy 99 EEA Fajd ®a FY¥Y dFS FHst
U™ (Baer, 1993; Csilszentmihalyi, 1990; Feldman, 1930; Gardner, 1983; Kay &
Rogers, 1998; Tardif & Sternberg, 1988, Weisherg, 1993). 24 o] &3, 484
drES FYAT A4S o1 TeHd g9 AET FX © 99 S48 &
g wERE, Fo4s dTEta olsisted el oY debE, E8E Y4F

AA TAR, S48 YFoRe] BEY HAFe] dojutar Aol H|ar 3
(Baer, 1991, 1993, Feldman, 1994, Gardner, 1983; Runco & Nemiro, 1994,
Wallach, 1985). A A]o] Baer (1991, 1993, 1998)= F9AdS 99 S<5d EBxh
olyzt 3 949 ¢toll A FHAl EFF (task-specific)d) A4S BTt FFFCL

ol 4T A FYAY FdRLEE HIo] 47 FJI HAEEe] UF
S AZEEA F AEE o|EHFe] old HEEY TS FERIHL £
s YAE FEST (o] AT, 2003).

Be Ao AF7MES 949 B8E TS FASN D Brisks 7Ee=
A FE2 F4E ALE SAIE =8 AA} (divergent thinking
tests)& AHEE S 2y HZ FAAES Holgtal F=asts TAbE
< FHL2E FYAHE gE ] €
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Az 393 A2 59 AAE A%
Se el da vdshe £A9T 9 At F9F AL FF BAA
g B AE7 A FAF 4AS AFT & @3, ¢ G904 WS Ao
294L molk o455l 293 A 58 AN & BFE YA 2ag

E =
= ol TR AYF A T8 AAY BEACl 34 B3 Ut (Baer, 1991,



1993; Brown, 1989; Gardner, 1993a, 1993b). JAE< #FFH o) il
£ SAste FYH A3 58 FHAHdivergent thinking tests)Ee] YA
Al HAE GFHE, A Y A GdgEe] FYAS olslstn A=
&S S a A Fsta o
ole] sl TS 99 BBFQAFAA slgsts FAES QEEI FY
FGellA =3vteE S3F F459 A &
HHE A3 Z ST F giz deEta 9t Runeo (1993)E 2413F Ala
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FAY Fastx] ¥ A7 Fe dE2 H2Y o] Fokf B WFE Zo
aHEA| G-& FHelE A F g
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o8} Zo] FA AL T8 FAkgr e 99 SeAT Eued Bd o
=2 4o gl ATHE EE5 o FdgieE =
B2 29 22 AdA d7ts AleldlA (¢, Baer, 1993; Csikszentmihalyi,
1990; Gardner, 1993a, b) Fd Y 99 EFAZ o|8F ZHAA st a4
AN ARFHoZR dFIHT HY dou 2EY 4 Bt Bed
SAE AAE A E3E, Ay 48 S BRAgY £ Be 2
£ o83, 484, w98 A¥e= JF «ds] 2 fwS A B uo
(Plucker, 1998).
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A (Mayer, 1999)717] w7l T & A|=Ee°] A4-HI Ut mA 47 &
ZTo o2 gehE €5 4 el §le AAE, FYAdY 5T A disiAE A

2 Ay AAHe 2350 A5 Ut 9 73}-4%-4 SEA F2e
o] M2 o2 WHES AMEshs Aol o] EekA FYiy &L wsts 5
8 899°o=z2 AFHT 2Uth Plucker (1998} Kaufman® Baer (2003)o] 2]3t#
FEEA HI2ol U THBHIE ALESE 9TES TR 99 S54 28T
AHE &3 i, A7IBAIEY 48 AFH HPERES 38% 99
Z2 49 HB AR ARE Yt AP Ut 38T Runco (1987)= AA=Z
FEEAE FIZE ol AZIHAZRLE FEsld o7 G949 ZAxe F
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Bell 4 F4L WASA St 2 2 PRY SRAAE BY4e] 99 B
BRe)n AR £ENAE 99 55D 2RE 253 7% H3

2. 349 A7 HE
o] BE AT BT AT Aellq FAH T A

’%’Tfﬁ'“} g4 o7 FEHAT (Runco & Nemiro, 1994), FrejAd 2] 449 Er—&r’ﬁiﬂr X
T FET 979 =47t o]FoA A g1 U AgAS

srRoz FASE ATSENE $EY ATEY Ba ado] A} wL
£ ohid, RED =Ee) 945 JBY £FoM, 35 YREel 4, PEE
B, EE wag BAREZ 95 2 =4S P FYHD 44 RAoe 3
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g B3t R Y d7Ee] oFH dFAY F
AL FAE BWrrets 7I€22 A7t EA (self-report scale)E AMSITHE
Heolth (Hocevar, 193); Milgram & Milgram, 1976, Runce, 1936, 1937). A7} &
FAES FY4e SAsed e JHES Arrd FAZ vgy diide] H
o g (Brown, 1989). T3 @9 dlA Y oAy S-S A7t FdEA A&
7] Rt £#BI} (performance-based assessment)ol] Aok & 499
HEZbEY 94 88 J=F Z489 H7 (consensual assessment)?t o F A
‘f’? tﬂH—‘Jr‘I A71H ) gt (Amabile, 1996). 2 HW o1HF olF 2 FFo} F
=AA FA4E SAHSAYT B ATE A glod, FIRE
AR ATE ¥ F 499 Ay AR 2A= Aol LU F3] of
Y gF EE AEEY Hrtd 9o HAEY BAHS LG dFE o2 F
< 9E At
4, PREL] A7E0] FeF Al T3 AA} (divergent thinking tests)& 3
R AH T FRAA AT AFH 432, e dGdAY ofFy FAF AH
7o ABEAE o 97 A U ol A4y 99 S EA A
A AZIH2 e EAQEA 7195, olHE Thorg 9973 FYAgY A
Y HEE FYAY 99 E-4F ERAES dests W S8 adott



’:JIEH slAZA Y ATES FYLY FGEAE B Ao ¥ A (Ee
B3) F493 A2 58 @A R gEs g AT A2 2 FoF A

B—Q A PEC] FE, 4 A1y AR gE FU95 AAG 5 7] &2l
F 7R 013 FeE Ala T8 AAE AHEE Aol SRbE AboldlA Al7]H
&} (Kogan, 1994).

iR, A A T8 gATE A AgE dygstA gEE BAE AARE
otz AA FAFR AHE HE Z 45T o AT AVIHY g4 Hong &
Milgram, 1991; Okuda, Runco, & Berger, 1991; Runce, 1993, Runco & Okuda,
1988). 28 Al A2 dystA BHE FAE AXstE FAF Al 5
A e 2 27 A7 AEAE T AYE AN vz 24w eH, 0%
g dgelAe olF ey HAl FALF el Ay #AALS BT dTs
AFg FHo|oh

A, BINY 99 BF BAT $2 2543 FUY 5 2 £
Yoz fgen £A9400 25%E Athd 5 o] oY o)L Yo
2 @ 477 Ad QAT FAH o}Ee) zr] wAFH x7] ZSe] FF opE
9 gwE 59 ALE 93 B2HY AP Qen FI4 JHEAES
Y o}EEL Yo IFYE A% Fastm A

AR, Ao F9EA g o BRERS] AT FAHR Jov 4
Mz AE7FY BAC g FYH s AT|E DA A7 FH HAHE AA
Ao vHlwited 2 YREH 2olE Hug A= vl =ET (Plucker, 2004).
FHZ oloHFR 70042 FAHe F9 EAled g & WEEF AREA
FARERFolge AEEHYHS Fotd AT R d9ERY TES A
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TAHEES BEgstd 2580 2894 1098S Ao A FFedAg FYFH
LY Fud 99y FA4H 4 FFAAGTYE FY0Y dHe FET
o2 Fada 9955 EAE ATIEHET. I 200 G 1ol FEa
Bt 47 T1H)E ez F54A7E AARET. 97 244 TAA
o2 HAE7F BAC 9% FAF P77 FdolFE TI1BES A7E A
S vEdEste 248 JA2 ol dFHI e FYAAGdgE Al oA
o WREH Tael diste d¥E a7 sRT 5, dAle FARAE AT F
5 A7IED G445 AT de Ao 99 A W 2R =AW
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2 979 F FAHL oY obFEd AY4e] 249 SFEFHUAM vy 49
BAHRAZME wrsksd AT o] A 2rsty] fa 2 das AA, A A
B 9979 olFEY FYAHY HEBAE FESL, EA ol ey €9¥I F
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o, ey etwy FegdS olopr] TE7], EF TE7], FYFH AR
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AT 9d¥9 FAed AT HEL Wallach-Kogan  Creativity Test &
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7}. Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test.
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test¥] F 7tA el A4 (A <18 3 FAH4
A gk 7hA vdeld A4 (B 4r] A4h7 o] A9E 98 AHEEe &

T 27 A71e ££4979 BAZ d720] HHE E7]|91sle] A1 Fr1E2000), 3
494 oagp,—g)amr A9 B B8 EAMI g3, AAngd T, 1020 AAE dE
o Falstd AAssies #IYoh

|'l||0 _E‘ ra



. Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testd] A2 =9 Btze] B A& 32 B
T ESAT, dAFR o] Arte AEs =2 AHE (oF 80 o) o BHER
£ BHogn AAFHT Ut (Feldhusen & Goh, 1995 Rotter, Langland, &
Berger, 1971). ©] 919~ Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testd 2t 24 ¢leiAd A
At} v deld] AAMES A TEES EEdoEE AARAE oy e 2
52l th. Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test= 3 o] dgoA EAESAEYH 7
AV BES SOt HEHAD. TAYATE FAE FYRH Abal 58 FJANY
HEEE =Tl Wakefield (1985, 1992)5 A|J g 51 dot. 2HE=Z Z+ 49
Aol FZAre 8] deldd FAry A 232 F 1Y EASEZTE s ¢ )
o EAEATE FEOLZ o|F FHo EANZESE FA EFEL otFEAA
B4 AHES ol8T 7 e BE e B T, AAE T AEY BRE T
TR TE], ada ¥ 2y Aqug ¢ de BT ooy AAEY] 5=
TAHPH, TAEHATYE FA TTES ofF st 202 EAE A
a1 o mE sgS A ST dE Eo, B Ao AHANY BE 9
o FHitell A olsES ohEd Zo] a9t Foh “¢r] 928 dge] it
222 ADEHA BAL SFE Y-S e Eepgh ada 2 RE o] ¢n

T UdE BEE AES T Hejeh”

Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test® #3342 Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test
rded 712 H3AS ounn &4 EAMEdsE A 7349 (fluency)
=34 (originality) <7 €A AEATE FAAld A 734 A7 @550

I ﬂﬂﬂl‘[

T34 Aee obFol AN £HY F£E Tt dAAH, 574 Aes HA
olx S HY b% olule] £t Feolstil 7|Es ooy ES T mepd 2
Aol A Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test= Al s|d%53 #3324 (WKF), A4

A%3 B34 (WKO), 2813 FAEA%58 #3844 (WKPF) $9 3+E =
A BESHAD

Y}, Real-World Divergent Thinking Test.

Okuda, Runco, 283 Berger (1991)4 ¢-ollA MEHIZ AHEHAZ ZAALE
B @l 2A 23§ Real-World Divergent Thinking Test”t A}-8HAth &
ATE 9% ¥EHS 252 289 A FFE 23 EA AMAE G5 o
S AT B @A Real-World Divergent Thinking Test= 4714 819 AAL
(2 MY EASZTE FAAe 21y EA 2 AFEAANE FAHYLT, BF o}



. A 2 58 F@AA obF
g 3 7ted BL AAS Al s a4
AAlA ol FES TFx AZe FHSeE dAT
A7 EEE a7FHo Fo. Wallach and Kogan
Creativity Test |4 * 3 Real-World Divergent Thinking Test%] A3 2% =
A AE 34 (RWF) & 5344 RWO) F7h SALATEH FAAdAs
34 (RWPF) A7 855U
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2 dTeAe 47 o2 A 994dAY otF ey FAs Brrer] st Al
7YA e 8 ZAAZE AAFEUME ook vHET] (e |99), 295 WE
71 (Pl 99), 2832 F48 35 A E7] G 99) o] uE I Ao
ot 97] ARSE 94 F8 BAAEES Amabile (1996)9] G4 38 AALE 9
g ARE ME AR 4 99 HEFES B Al HrMY €42 AR T 4
E 7Y dEEs 29da9, 3 ofvEc] MEAY, 734, 534 55 ©F
g ¢ UYEEF FAZE 4FE 1A (open-ended)elHTh ZF G H5 ¢ A 4
FHhelAY HE7TY BAS 28T AYA 3 AAE B85 AHEA 5 3
7t E o ™3l Amabile (199602 <+ 4 A&y dF 3 3% v Udon

2 Ao A A" olofr] THET|9 E8 THE7]E Amabile (1983)o] o5
afrE FeA 8 FALEA 30 A oY dFE BE 2 HEAe deE
i ew & AFAZ AFZlinter-rater reliability)®} &, & 7137 BEE
Hela i {Amabile, 1996, Baer, 1991, 1093). ¢|¢}7] TFE7] FHAMA ol&F&

o

2 ¢l= 293, A boy, a Dog, a Frog, and a Friend (Mayer, 1971)& 23
SUFR 5AFY 7| E HEESE ST7HAT o TET] FZAeA 4 e}
TES 7Y F4stA 147 X 227 g4 =37, &, 100 FHA o] kg =
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12 297 AFol2 23 Fold ARE o E5a ATNT P4
898 5359 UL BEES LFHAT
F99 2% BA WEZ)E Baer (1999 @7 ALHA Rez 94 ¥
& ARAT VHEE Belw Gk B BA 07 BANA FEE FES
Il &

A A2 7H3 = Augia S3FHH 7t Age e olopr] £AE
= |

HSES £THAT obESe Aol WE FAE E Bo: gAT AUEe
DE EAE BE AZE0 T 4 QS BA H20] VLY BE HRE T



Al A F o

olHg FAH 8 FAe 98 4 99 ARt (4 F9E 3%) o Y
BHAD & 4949 AL7HE Amabile (1996)0] A A &5 1—‘%91 Z FgellA
o A A4S AFE2 A2HAS B Al 24E s B3aE AA
g3 ARTES 22 A 22 Fhd B, Az SHE PeA otFEY JE
EEL 10 (Y4 #s F3)elA 50 (F94 wie 2F)AelY b1 54 FJe
g AHE, AAY A4 Aoel fzEe HARFS. Tt 2T E FUA
o FE7t =< Ao=Z FAEHAT Amabile (19%6)e] AAFHZ 4 G99 HE
7S ok 2 < ZdHI €A 9dste BASTIETE O °obF
=4 e vlasty FdiHoes BIRStER A4 ST 4 99E eI
e AE7he WAe] fed = 4 999 AESrEC] E9NE AE T wAel

EEE
-

F44 dees 4 999 A B9 AEVrEY BAS BETo2A ALdFHAS

4. 47 EAA

BE AEEL E9F BEV|E AYNT 248 2PN AEFoz £
fom Az Aol Y GFAA power test) BT AT WEI|E 3559
£A9e ¥Ho02 4AgU0m, G4 A% AFE QAT EG ZE A5 A
99 FHo AU TRt RED FNA BE FAEE 3084
1N A2 AZ e 012 Aor, obFe] B £F NTEL 2oAY §

ME QAL AY B FTeHT R A AEIRG BE A= AR A R
€ BAe W] 95 £42 258 FUow 45 D Ex 01§ AEIR
L

7h. Z9 3 Ali Y FA A5

Zh Fe A A w8 FJArY )\]—BJE < =7 ®9 E= Cronbach's A
dEstE RS AHESRE ole ddd RAxdA 4 35 Ty dHA
AZ &9 T o] A7 A Cronbach’'s & 4H&% 285 <F 1504 2
JT~HM2 AFRTE FEstgh

=1
T=
=1
=

FE r "d‘-r"
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Pearson J/E H@™ATE Z+ Z437 Al 53 A4 HFY #ALH F FA5
AL wE FAAY A3 A4S wetEux ANHAT Wallach-Kogan
Creativity Testd] 2T 39 A&, & ©A2%8 34 (WKP), 48145
g 534 (WKO), 282 EA2A3%E #3844 (WKPF) A8 =5 F47
5t =2 AHEAS 2EH9od, FAEHA Real-World Divergent Thinking Test®
Zt 3ty AaE AbeldA =2 A4RAES UEHTh B0l Wallach-Kogan
Creativity Test9 Real -World Divergent Thinking Tests] 3¢ HTEL A=
FodnEty AEs] =2 A4S URRT <E 2> F FYF A 59 F
A}ZF Pearson HE H@EAY AHE EpdTH

<3 1> Widllach-Kogan Creativity Test%} Real-Woarld Divergent Thinking Test$]
Hat, FTHA, B9 2 Cronbach's A<

HAEF H (M) EE=Hzak (SD) HA R Cronbach's

Waliach-Kogan
TAMNAEE

5 (WKF) 36.60 20.20 9-101 .63
=24 (WKO) 5.62 .33 0-34 .84
TAZATE
% (WKPF) 23.33 11.87 8-69 77
Real-World
TAMNEEE
54 (RWF) 9.20 6.82 1-43 .94
=24 (RWO) 1.01 2.48 0-13 .90

TAHLASH

24 (RWPF) 11.25 9.42 0-860 .80




<% 2> Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test ¢ Real-World Divergent Thinking Test]
Pearson A& A (N=109)

WEE WEO WHKPF RWF RWO RWPF
WKEF 1.00 740+ Bl B34 #* 44Dk .Ho8**
WEO 1.00 BGowk B10®* D24 % 331
WEPF 1.00 BBk 36 D BOL
RWF 1.00 40w 369+
RWO 1.00 206+
RWFF 1.00

Note. WEF  Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test {WE)ZAH2%Y 34 WKO WK ZAH2a%5d =
4 WEPE WK ZA2RASY 534 BWE  Beal-World Divergent Thinking Test (BW) Zd 2%
8 434 BWO  RW 243 Z2%Y 534 RWPF RW ZA22%9 f344

pl 005 wpd 001

v A 4 5o 23

olok7] FHETV], FIF WEV], AYH A 4 HEVY JdREe 7 994
o] AEZI WA AT (inter-judge reliability)E F3 SAI AT 3
Bl =2 AR B3 NFE (inter-judge reliability)E )= 3}
E7HEC] guhvt FARSE FejAded B®E FoE 2 YqEFHE 8E A
HEHE=Z €74 @4 BEgEy ouE et (Amabile, 1996). & 9T
A AEZIG BA JEHZE A =0T <E 2 4 FYA4 a8 2571y B
T, TEHA 3¢ JAE7HT BA YEEE 4R dth
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g,
g 2
fo
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N,
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<E 3> A 71A GGy FAA R WY B, 2ERA R AT

A A B (M) EEHA ED) a
ol ok7] &7 2.87 1.12 88
Z=55 w7 2.91 1.21 94
A w27 2.26 1.25 92

E aTo4 99 92 o8 o152 BEHE Re) @79 F FHe oy
o=



o] FA fs] FoAdES =l Aoz vEhth 4 994 A "o JET}
EFEH 4 Fed) e 5 (s A BAES ol @Al 40 o)<l
obEEol FoH olzoem FHIUD T 99 ¥Hz AErY 14 (13%) H
obFE o] oJopr] REEZIAA, 21 (19%) Wl FgF REE7IAA, 222 16 (15%)
ol A A BA REZIAA A4 FHHE Bole FoE WEHIIY. 9
T 4089 FAs Bz Ed ofF Tl T (6%) HE obFol T 494
A S Role FeR Teln oA 2 (2% otErle] A 99 EFedA
FoAE =8l e BT (B A 40 "ol A ofF F 168
G2t 24 0] AatFon, HE ol T4 GHER EE Hale LiHEcIsith 69
(63%)78 2] olg2 2 AF79A4 A 49 Fo= dFdMR FH TES Ro|A
we oz vEwt (FEY A [T 112 4 49 Fod opFe 2X
A4S e

=
=
=
=

(2 11 & 99 d FA ot5e] BEX s

! 14 (\ 2 | 10 j

o @ A A9 FAHL & 99049 FYY L S5t
olop7] ®HEV], EEhF wE7V), A4 A 2 HE7] F A 7hA d94A

o] A 3] BA 7} Pearson FE HFBAFE o) EdH 27 =Y 2 2



<E 4> o)op) WEY), BT DY), P A5 B4 DE7) V) Pearsn FF 4B

4 4 olok7] ghE7] ZeF g7 AFEA 527
elepr] mtE7] 1.00 072 283
FelT g7 1.00 195
A B2 1.00
=p < {1

<E 4>e] vdEhd A 99704 FRBAE AAHE F4F 99 A
A g A ol 994 FARS B obeE (FY A9 oy o
F9AME Fd4e vehlA €L otFE (A9 A oA fArd B9
UEtE 71e] R AA SR 51D it I EZ Pearson FBAFT F
Y A G50 e dage 467 Astd AGHAH <E B>7F HEHRe]
g 71 ol dgeld Fa4-E vEd Fo due A 999 FAH 9
AR obFE A 4EE AR4S RWA ST 4 G960y F44
TS O 999 T4 TR Y BEd B ohdEH FEH R4
colE A & 99449 Aol 38 9 AT
ARITL T o Ao & A Py dE
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<FE 5> e Ad (N =403 #]Fe A (N=69) oM ol<k7] &7,

g5 g7l F4F e A tE7] T ARad

AAt olok7] "HE7] ZeF "h27 AR 2
= T A
1=
°loF7] "kE7 _ooa =
2a.= grsE B
2+ 7HE7] 045 148
A A WE) ST A

2. Qb F9F Aka 5 PAlE ole e 4 990M9 BF HFHE dSe=AP

bR YR At 58 FAS ofF Y Al Fg9dAY FYFH AFHS B
AdS BTyl 98 s B4 B850 olFoAaT 44 Wallach-Kogan
Creativity Test, Real-World Divergent Thinking Test 283 Al 714 %4 Q<A
o o4 8 HATY BAY Pearson HE FHEABAE FI ENFHUCL
<F 6% 2 HFHE AAS] HEH T

o] ATtdlA ARE F A AYF AL 58 AALY 94 7HA] &Y Je S
il FAert Ao 459 olokr] TEZIS F Yue ARAHE BT 2 FelA
T olok7] TE7|E Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testd] EAZ2 53 34 FF
(WKO) & 365= 7H=S 84S Bt F 3493 At 58 FAArs Z93
e A HE7] dele Ad 9E e AuaAdst d4HA @3t 7l 99
o FZ eV FrE F AR A3 58 FAAY 94 s ZAg F64
st4 8 Z<, Real-World Divergent Thinking Test?] EAE@ A58 #3244 FHs
(RWPF), &5t ¢ SAT f  Au3 J3dAE 235 o = 197, p < .05).
Z3F WE71e Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test®s A8 BAF2Z 9n Q&
RS AAsA Z#E



<E 6> F 7 AYH Al 58 @Ak Al ZEA A 8 87 AR A IN=109)

4 A olekr] 7t g7 Z&F 7hg7) A e
WKE .306%* 069 120
WKO 365%* 150 192
WKPF 281% 073 135
RWEF 243 -.011 026
RWO 247+ 038 019
RWPF 157 197+ 116

Note. WEF  Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test (WEK) EA8j2%8 §34 WKO WE ZAH2%H
EF4 WEPE WE ZH2AEY 534 BWE  Beal-World Divergent Thinking Test {BW) Z8 52
Y {34 RWO  RW ZHFZ%Y 534 RWPE  RW ZA2d%Y {34

pl 005 wpd 001

a1 HY <E 629 g A #A E4%eEes F AYF A w8 A
A Al gAY F4F AFTY HAE FES] HAEL + 7] dEd F
FaAR A3 =8 AAE =Y WeoR g3 A 449 Ay FoR HPE =4
welow gle] 3 AHEA (multipleregression analysis)S 8t 2 GRS
YolBE 3t FIAAEHL A FFAAY olFEY FAHR AFHT A= F=w

F 399 A2 Y A 93 EYPEA) RS FEYD 3 FRE A
B % 3eE A3 59 39 619 B9 FFEL olob] BEA9 14%
< ()8, A7 BE7)8 397 3% TA BEI) BeAAE 47 8% 57%
g 2990 0ITAAETHY Ad: F 95 A1 57 349 614 B9 2

a3

1913 235 A 249 FYF Al 58 FAS FFS He
3 A e T Y A9 ® Ala 53 Aabs ook TEZY f YHE
5 d9foy o= F97 s T8 A FFE TEZWG ASsEA T
=719 #illAe # 4gud BES AEINA BT TAFoR AHEH,
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test] Al st A& olok7] ©&714 136% (p
< 058 A doy, FIF WEV S L T4 eI #HejAs T 43%%)
2.7% drellE= dmalA] @S #2418 A Real-World Divergent Thinking Test4]



Al sty Fegk ooyl TET|Y #BElAE 8% (p < BE ARFPoy, EFHT
TE71A e 51%, 4 £4 TEZ|AAE @A 1.4% el dgEtA Zdth
F 293 Ao 58 ZANY 671A s g F ool= 5 A A 95
X Faan AHENT & dFsterty dF e <E e uEdt <E 7>
ol 1 eSS e] Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testd] EAls)|2% 3 E3a4 A4
(WKOQ)7} o]ok7] stE7|9 93 4 FA4 957470 A48 o= wee|d]
o FARCE f YustAE €Ut FHF TE7]E Real-World Divergent
Thinking Test®] TAEHTE K34 (RWPE) Fd 93 714 2 455U

<3 7> Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test®} Real-World Divergent Thinking Test ¢
6712 st At A 994 FH TRty s FHHEH

F&H =2 HI Beta t p
WKF 073 558 72
WKO 286 1.91 06
WKPF - 054 - 33 75

=
cloF7] w27l RWF 034 24 81
RWO 056 43 67
RWPEF 030 25 80
WKF - 104 o1 37
WKO 280 1.79 08
WKPF -.046 -7 79

== mz
28T 22 RWE -.112 - 76 45
RWO 009 07 95
RWPF 282 204 03
WKF -.153 - 61 51
WKO 256 1.79 08
WEKPF 056 48 63

A= =N
A e RWF -.064 ~41 68
RWO -.077 - 55 58
RWEF 087 68 50

Note. WEF  Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test (WEK) EA8j2%8 §34 WKO WE ZAH2%H
EF4 WEPE WE ZH2AEY 534 BWE  Beal-World Divergent Thinking Test {BW) Z8 52
Y 434 RWO  RW ZA#Z2%Y 534 RWPF  RW 2A423%Y §34

#p<d 005

ol Lol HF FF BHL TR A 57 AAEe] 4799 F& ¥eE
AEHo o= RE AFsz Rt B BE AT
Ae £HE e BY WES T& weve] 2YRVA GFA el



N3 F& WD EFHod
) 1 #AE 237 95 FE 4P (canonical correlation) +
AR AE 4 249 A 5F ¥dd F FYF At v
& w199 Al GG Ay elFEL FHAR FRF dHS Ho
Btk [Re = 407, x2 (100) = 2423, p =148]. ¢] ¥4 A=
A AHEH R FAF Al 58 FAARE A gAY olse Feige]
23 SYERHGS Ui (#EE <3 8>).
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k Re Wilk’s Lambda v Jsti D

0 407 796 24.28 18 148
1 266 921 7.57 10 B71
2 120 986 1.34 4 855

AHbE o 2 Wallach-KoganCreativity Test® Real-World Divergent Thinking
Testell 93 SHE F4F A2 THE A GG AE7TY BAA 9§ b5
9 BAL 2 AEaA Fak oz JHun dREY AdA 27 A
2 sH3 A GGold AEAY B0l 2D 45 FARE TR A o

< AEHS ERT F AYF A T8 ZAe olopy] TET] AbolddE #
564 ¥ 393 Az
% =

395 A

3 e
S5 A BG40 AEAL o}5e Fege] P WAl BT SPHAL
A A @}

ul. Real-World Divergent Thinking Test + Wallach-Kogan
Creativity Test] ¥|3] 3|4 YHE ¢ F &8 =717
o]AH e ¥FEL (eg, Runco & Okuda, 1983) Real-World Divergent Thinking
Test 7} H¥rEQ) =415 Ated FAbel vls e G904 343 H4HE
drsted "9 ¢ dF"He] dnn FEs 4t AT B dgedAs
Real-World Divergent Thinking Test7} Wallach-Kogan Creaqtivity Test o] ®]
3 Al GgelA FYF AHE MAHsted © d=5Ho| YFS AA A U



A <FE 7ol B 9159 Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test7} o] ¢f7] 9=
7l AEATEZIE o # 432 Ut 7AA 2= Wallach-Koagn
Creativity Testd] AlstH AsE olof7|TE7]2 oF 136% (p<0B)E H=BF ¥
™ Real-World Divergent Thinking Teste] Al st ZAA v o7 HE7]1Y
8% AEE AHsts ASE UERS. fAH ArEATETIY 43%s
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test o 43 HEHEEAAT, &x  14%7He]
Real-World Divergent thinking Test®] 9& o= WD 234 FIFIE7]
o) 413 Real-World Divergent Thinking Test7} B &280] & Aoz UEygs
d, EF71E712 ok 51%%E Real-World Divergent Thinking Testell &3] =
#2 @A 2.7%7e] Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testo] &3] H 5 At 5 79
A G5 e], Wallach-Kogan 534 Ao (WKO)7t v = 5—74124 o2 fFotA
ey olobr] RbEZIS deEAlRrET| Y o A fad dESpddez
e T FHFTEYIE Rea-World £A4E€7 AT (RWPE)A 93] 718 ol
AR HE ALoZ YERT (¢ =2.24, p<05).

6. 947 4% =9

7}. @I -‘i‘-l'l"l ’Jf—l‘d
& 99 E2 A7s Adsd FeAAe vE
o dGeA “’éﬁr’b PE ITE FYH A
FAA Y Aol BT ol AHE AT
o, & @99 obFd & 99449 AL I obed BE 95049
< T3 AREE A dEFAY REEII S AFsta Utk &3
A7t WA s 4 GG Ao Blna A4 EE FY g9 obF
0] & 297 FHeH w22 RS B9 ARdelu, 10994 obF F 2

2799 k5Tl A 49 BRAA TP 4PE 2 A4 5 57 29 B4,
o) Ze AT D40 54 990 9B} GHEE sHUE TP
A7 E #Ho.

olofy] WEAg B4R 44 EA BEY) ol 4 9HF ARVA} AR
Y, 2 4BASA 2302 B 2 YETE Ho FEHer g0 4 o)
FAT we FBe o] WG FAF 445 A BEA)7} TFHR
£t (7 29649 olobr] Ee clop] BA 37 H48 HeEd 342



20 FolMd AEEHA RETH EE olof7] BHEZS A A BET| Y
FoYgu ARe obFY dF HA EE 2Rd FAdA 719E +E Ut
(Miller, 1991). Adams (1993)= 5 ZBAIY # 41|
S WEF AR 71ds7] Eoe & HEEd At
Aol AT FFYT F otFe] F A G E
ARETE, £ AATY F gusial e RAAE 7
o] Yool Bk olF Y FAME dF WA Y 9 =
7l HE78 AR A BA TETY el FAFoE ofgA Z Ak
A8 AFEE B ddAs 4FE ¢ s = &
AF3tA AFZEFH Ak gt

2 AT ¢ 45948 FYAES a2 2G04y FA9H 2E8S SRS
HelB=2 99 ERFo R FA4ss T4 d9T7FE (4, Hong, Milgram, &
Gorsky, 1995) #E= 45tE Z2HE AART ol EI FAR olsE2 93 o
SelA ArHoR 1B FYAHS Hdtes ¥R FEA4E dEHE o
o olH g AH{E otFY FYAHS TP FHedAq dis e EREs 2 4
glow AEs] 99 AgFe|2tal £43% Baer (19914 datet o WS Zelsh
ok shARE B s 1099 el FlEE BS Y olFES 1 ddo=E §
o= A A7t ZEA YEd F94 SAHETE JESMY BAS FEF F
old 8 B/IHE FEEoEA A4y 99 ERAH 44 A 2 o
HEE e ZHE AAgH & ¢ Ut

oRm_,

. F3H Atz 59 AAE F44E dFs=o?

2 A7 AR FrEE gde 243 AluE SAEE F4FH A3 58
APEe] TS 944 ok g AR AHE A5 AT AFelH
F49A At w8 FAAES 295 wEr|u F9E AdsEA HETS 49
B4 BolA gew, olopr] e # guet st Al ge A
AE Byt detFHoz Fa4 dqelMds Fake %S mAs «8 A &
2 e EEAY FBAFE 40 oA 66 Aol Bt (Bartlett &
Davis, 1974). & -7 ZAIelA F F&H At 58 ZA4kg olop7] jbE714 ®
Ae el HiEg e daage E=EskA FAT §Eo] AESS EHETY
H Atal w8 AAbg Al dFeAY olwy FYA AdH7 AR 280 SHAY
< HEH T

rL o i



= Fou g AEg Bolal »E g ReAYy FYH AHSE F YAg
FES Bt AAE Baer (19914 Runco (1986)¢] 5 A Fsoh

B dTE B2 2494 Al 58S SAste AR A3 T8 FZANEC] 0%
g g Mg FYR AFHS F YR =& dRS 292 A 49 o
# @ (Bartlett & Davis, 1974; Hocevar, 1930; Hong, Milgram, & Gorsky,
1995; Wallach & Kogan, 1965 Wallach & Wing, 1969) E3+= Aut® ZA-E A
AlFT FAAE AFHAER], oA e 2Hs FHY 4780 99 %
Sl A FYA 8-S Y3 A AEAE AR B 978 4 99 287

g WAL A5¢ FAH 29 B4 A$PTHE DA 7QHeA BEG 2
AU A7t ARASS 1 BYES 3F3 At ARAE AR o4FEel A
HHoz A 999 24 A0 FA4L AU FARAG B2 BARE T

Sl

M-S =YWL TE Feo] FEFHAE St

HE Erzd AL 71EY A8FE84R A28 AAERG 5§ 2 F95 43
£ 4358 4 ddn FFHAZ AA F3AAg F9FH ALE OE
Real-World Divergent Thinking Test¥] #&7< g EA7 B 475 F5
AZIHAT 71E4 9T (eg., Runco & Okuda, 1983)71 5&hd o4y 25FTw
IS e R B dTdAs 2 digel 258w 28dAdez 99
zel7b 9ol 2 AANEFIrES TR 28d AdAs UF g gAY TAH
N2 HAER FEF olEEoAE @gdoes HER 29 AADTY & s
7tEAol EAFT. GFE 3T A HE AANEES dFL P2 YEo
2 AFA @38 433 Alnd AAdAGE o5 dAdAY F9H HHE
dFeted 28 JEEA EES AFE Ut

Pg R
B

a4+ 2
1. 479 £3

A 2= AT 19 dEy 2EET (folbw-up study)elth A7 1A o9
olEEY Aol 71EY B AFREY Aoy A7 AFET Y FF9 B
24 FAtE ARE &g a3 12 gdedn
AEAE OFE 4759 FARES Bgitg 458 9



= AFE ZE:HUE SRAYT QAT 93 71A 25HAE <P Yo

AA, A9 1A AH8-Ho7 ARZE BA 48 T4 FRB 77 Amabile
o 2 FE8d s 2 JdAdeld BEdel AEH stFoav F94 9
7hel g A" <A A long-term stability)o] &% 9= Baer{1994)¢] AL
ALstaes ALY AFIAT Baer(1994)2] ¢FT 1171Ey BELS FI
long-term stabilityE® AH B 37 o I 7|17 F71H tAHS 45 E 7]

FEe Aol digh A He] AUt (Ward, 2003). Fede] B7te 919
A e mrte] oEEAA s EAT7E ZolA A e =2F HEZ BAA
ol &t GRe MY eRP77E =2 AT ARES I, drHeRe e
AHE EEdterte e 88 A7 FA ot

A, Aol °§°—a- THA7L el FEEBFATLY FEAe] ol A o]
353 e Aol A 29 FAelth Plucker(1993, 1999)= #ide 395
TS FAE dFES FES 23 ARr R A 23 HEHE
=) & T (methodological effects)@ AFstEA 7)€ AFZd g 24
oA 40-50%2] dwteqle] FAdg dHE-S BT Runco (1987)¢ 9% F
olidel +RB[7HE B FSE e AH{7t FG9EFTAHS AAND AZYEE
¢ 2 AZ|Eae Ao o|Fojd fE JH9EPLE AAsE AR5 =5
Hra B astdA Ao da9EAd el HREERS] ERY T84S AV
gt sl AR o} ASMA] s B e AV B AFAS FA AMEEeEA A
94428 FGEA FHE o] FHER AEALAS EAIEHE =82 o|FAXA
Cﬂ-%l-tq_
ol ¢ FA ] A dF 2o s ALTIEA Y3 YWY F
A AAAE AES 2 Ay dS5EA TR U AP Ar R
NG FAC AHEgoE PEHER EAE FAESIA ST

k
3

>,

el H7HEE 109" e T FRY FYAE Fite 25dd A7
Z AALE BE 71 " FAel diste A7t AAlE ¢ AT AT 1 FA
25T 28hd (199992 )01 Y FAES A 29 Aol AA8 200245
o &5t 53del AT At 24 A7 T1W Y olF T 33" (46%)S HA 1
g 38%(G4%)E FA olEoluTh Tl obEEd wols 104AFH 114 %



o, oy obeE 2F HUART
3. AA =T

A 29042 G 1elA AREHAY Al 7R G944 R ItE A
ARt T o)of7] TET], FREATNET], FHFUET]. & 9T ldAE ofF
o] &t EAE argste eolokr|RtE7S} FEEATEZC sl obFe] ¢
}F71E 3L ol F F&% £ AFAI 2o olE transcript 3 F4& HFou
AT 29 A olFoR Steg A AEES A4 AAARES ST 9T 1
AHE Aol A T2 U 2 FGelA FPB7s 2 2 d59 A
E7F 3% s FYATS A2 AFFHAUT AR T H HAps 95 18 F
3R 97 1 AAE =22 3o & 998 HESY A2AT AFE
= 750 872 =A e

ol2igt Al BFeAAY FHR7I FA olFS T AZYLEE AT
= 87HA3%. AZYLEY AL R 3FHA o] T4z T E9
Zdgr AzYsEs O9F G944 A3 AHE  SAHIT] A
Hocevar(1979)9] ¢]3] /1@ E Creative Behavior Inventory(CBI, 1979)E A}4-3F
%0 CBLx #s/53 (108%), €33 FEUED), T409Ed), F9012E
), Fd942(1289), vle 8€F) 54 671A F9eA4 FAH HAHE B
FEZ olFAFT. FAES Ty B detd A 2519 52 £Ert
FASESE aT7HAFHT AY A §& 13), ¥4 ol T 27), A HelA
ohald (33), 283 oA § el dR). FAEY 4 290049 FAee a4 B
SE EYFETE O HE T Y 7= dr AS ARESRT oEd Z 994
A Hae 164 4xbolelA Ztsetst B Aol CBIY £33 1E 4%
32 LT/ AT EE St A R UERDL, olE 7€ o] BAIRTE AL
3 o4& 47 2REH F41F ol A HRunco, 1987).

Mt



4 AFARHS =9

7b Ze A 387 AV H o2 AR FH AN

<E 9 Al FFNAY FAF Y F71F A

Stability of story-—telling, collage—-making, and math problem making
creativity test scores

Story—telling 1-2 A8 (pl.0s)
Collage-making 1-2 A5 (p<.0B6)
Math problem making 1-2 .39 (pl.07)

olok7] DEZ Y SHFUHEII FHEAGEIIERG AdFges AE A
2 Bt} olety] e S FERFENETE 44 o)d dAag BEdadA
A7t BARCE F98 g UEdD 23y SEEATET] B
Ae BAFLE F9% ££9 068 40 HAD $E4A4 YEAZE YUY
oh @ 204 vEbd Al QMY FYF FY FUIAALL 3delFe 7
g Fu AEHPOY 171439 7173E T2 A7gEAAE B old a4
2 (Baer, 1994) 418 AFHE &5 Baer(1994)E 22 dgelA o]of7]
TE7(r=58)% Al A7 FA(r=4ATE FslA F7LAGL E45F B 9
9 AdEs H2 Bo] ASET Y AEEAY 48 F4F F8 AAg AF
Adolu B ada o888 A7 FEIA €2 AFEE 18E o {88 A
BE AFITL & 4 Utk diFoR et T2 B0F AnFANE 93 4
TE B3t 2 A71F GAFAe] @delA Bd 71 F¢h AER v dEd 30
el A B0t AtelE Bt BadHzm gt oHE dFdadd vl e B o
2 dTdA vded 398 87349 $E olg fABIAY 238 o =2
ANH AL Y & ddeE s ve guedan @ & gtk

~

Ao,

o
i
=2
o
0%



v A4 49T AR BHES o we dEA JYeEes?

<E 10> F4F % A7|EDY HEH TEBA

mean =D minimum maximum alpha

Zojd 5

ol ok7|REE 7] 2.02 1.51 1 5 79

el 2.75 1.27 1 5 87

52 Al 2.16 1.12 1 5 75
A7 E

/78 1.23 32 1 4 61

= 1.56 .34 1 4 70

rl= 1.65 52 1 4 85

g a=vead 1.67 45 1 4 81

=< 1.29 49 1 4 74

e 1.21 51 1 4 a7

<E 11> FALrPEAC) oF AR s AR AHe AZIEI ke AaAaA

EBERE

_ ] 23 29
ool gar saed T oz ae EN 0 ge EE
ol 1.00
i 020 1.00
3
24 13 .07 1.00
el
8} 01 02 14 1.00
24 .03 .10 .05 21+ 1.00
rlE .09 12 -.02 A7 Adwr 1.00
EXA7 a0 -1l 23+ 24v 22¢ 100
=< 12 .08 .09 24 .19 .16 25+ 1.00
Tddl=s .07 .10 .03 18 2T 81w 19 290 1.00

*#pl 5 wep<l 0]



52 ditFQ7 Y BAZE HEER e dsiA
Hognt & FHFILE FEee 97 3
3 AL AEste 49T AdEge2 o
ol & 49 2404 WEd FFH R IIY
2uH F4E PG AVER Y 4w 293 AV|En 3y Aas A
HEH mfe FOFH

AA, F4H FYRITY FRHBAE EE 47 144 B0 2 4E J2rt
o wes & F AU @ 1A uERE o] wET|s fEEA TE7] 2
| EA8E AT FAH G FH2 AT 200 AE dRdA Fdoh A G GellA
FaE 8ol F4 AA7AE oty sl I ] BAY Ag A

< B o Atk F4F aAe 99 Ty dEe] FHReE g23n
olAe ArZEIE fUoy obFd FYAgd oM GG EFFAe] ofFo
AT met HE 48E 7 AES AAEE 28 T o U 2 gt &
7HeE 1R e A F 24 33%)E ol st o de] GG HESY HAA A
F4H9 AHE =AW AoE UEeRTh 2478 F ook TEICAT FY4s
e g 83, FHEZNAE 8%, T8EA HE7dAE 67e] Fd
Al 4HE WE AT ook g 2374 28 FEEA G o]prRtET]
A 5 F 7tA 2844 FYE 4HE 29 FAES A4 18y 28U A
FE BRFAA FHH AHE B FAL AT 204 gt FYFA dad
Bl H Q) Aade FoH My Gud At 13 fAEG e g H
F43 AddA uEwg oopr] HETS FHEATET] Y FAFE el
A 204 wEA] @Skt FelHe) AddAe dF 1A Ze] A 99
Tgeld =F Fo Aol =&ddt ol 47 23 o 13 fAbsina
= F Ao F IHA oY G99 FYAHS Bole ok Y v A4Y TF
AR T o U

A, A48 F954 A7EagY FHg AHEE FUFEAE olof7] TE7

= TH/E270@ = 178, FFFoErE sd (10, e 12, 3EH3T FIHE
|

o 8

r]r

AV /D (14 99 I 2% F4HE B YA 2AT 9S
92 99t 47 ¥ ARL Hol7 HoE 28 TEE AT #4994

B UBUA 299 A 290049 298 489 2 99 gE d9e8g &
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Abstract

Investigation of Domain-specificity of

Creativity and the 3-year follow—up

Ki-Soon Han(University of Incheon}

This study is composed of 2 parts. Study 1 empirically examined (1) the
relationships among children’s creative performances measured by three
product-based assessments (story-telling, collage-making, and math word
problems) in three domains, and (2) the relationships between children’s
general creative thinking skills, measured by t{wo divergent thinking tests, and
children’s creative performances. Study 2 is a three-year follow up study of
the study 1. Study 2 followed up some (71) children who participated in study
1. In study 2, long-term stability of the performance based assessment
involving story-telling, collage making, and math problem making were
examined during the three-year time period. In addition, study 2 tried to lock
at the methods effect of the domain issue of creativity, comparing self-report
scale and performance-based assessment.

The findings of this study support the position that creative ability in young
children is rather (but not absolutely) domain-specific. The long-term stability
of the performance-based assessments compares favorably with stability
figures for other creativity tests. Results also indicate that there are some
method effect in explaining the domain issue of creativity. Implication of the

study in connection with educational practices for gifted children is discussed.

Key words: creativity, domain-specificity, domain-generality, performance
assessment, long term stability



