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Fala Hehes Galel HEs 40 wEe
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= v tiggAa] 3 A4 AL Scholastic ]2 A[FO] ¥
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22 sYoleele 7V A Ze Ao = NdsiEn YrhHeller, 2002). 0RO AT
EAo] v Fo37 ueld do) vk 12 & oldl By} FgACl o] ol AH e
A FEo] Al oA Hold AHA HA o] FHE MudTe A oo E ARE &
A GEthe AIZE AR gon, ek Qx[A FUIHA JFE AR JikEnt.
EARE Axd o Avle FARE B H7) geld BAel FaAo]l AxEn Ed oF
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Y AT Tl E HEstn @de] g FAES 24 F R #BAVE o e 8
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3 = A BEEC] AdEn ke, o4l A alE 3000 o2l E(002)0] BHE
2002; 3}, 2001, 2002; 7R, 2000; Amabile, T FA QA AARIME £ GFe], 89
1985, 1996; Feist, 1999). 3FF@2000)2 el o £ tfan] fEddgM e N2 FEE= F
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A ArE PEEler, of Al PRACE R, BY Y 552 fRFeE
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1994; Cloninger & Svrakic, 1997) 19 F FAIHS
=349 o2 A ol
T HEg /fdsisict. 1 94
B3 A9 dHE dFE uReR

|

A e
A =

Cloninger 50| 7N48t 4
ANE Fol e A
ZAFSAT}. Cloningers
o= ol 7k A9l 714
Z 3714 (novelty seeking), <=3} 7] (harm
avoidance), R4} 2] (reward dependence) “12]1L
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71, AERE Aol WA AT e W
gyjsly] Sl EgstEE FT AlzFolrt,
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(ascending reticular activating system),

=/ 71" H 8 MM ol R IR SRie] S0] SR M = AR
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(persistence) ©] &} 1L
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Cloninger®] ©] Ul 7FA] 49 714 29E, &
7] (novelty secking), €& 7]F(harm avoidance),
VA o]&E A (reward dependence) 1®]ar 1A
pesienc© BEUREL B A, o,
weee Qe 12479 FAETE Fa

97

[¢]
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gt (Cloninger, 1999).
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At
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At ZH(cooperativeness), AF7] 2 (self-transcendence)
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B} o)&EX(reward dependence) 1e]3l Q4]
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Characteristics of “gifted ” students found in a new psychological

inventory and their implications in selecting “gifted ” students

Jooyong Park Hyunsook Oh

Sejong  University Hanshin Univeristy

There is a growing interest in the education of gifted children nation-wide. The present study
was performed to find out characteristics of students who are receiving special education as
gifted using a new psychological inventory which measures the temperament and character
separately. We compared students who have been selected for their talent in math and science
with students who do well academically. Academic competence was operationally defined by
grades or by IQ. Gifted children are usually thought to be characterized by an innate ability,
and it was expected that there would be some difference between temperaments of the gifted
group and those of the academically competent group. However, there was no significant
difference between the two groups not only in their temperaments, but also in other sub-scales
of character. This result suggests that in spite of the extensive effort and cost involved in the
selection process, the children who are currently selected as gifted show no distinction when
compared to academically competent students. Based on the results some practical suggestions

were made in order to improve the selection of the gifted children.

key words : temperament, personalizy, mathlscience gifted-ness, academic compesence
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