20 PO =R AT D MK OiFE 92

RTBFTHSR
Jorrml of Gifted/ Talented Edncation
2006. Vol 16. No 2, pp. 167-191

429 A9 =2 AndHa FYAAe] g AF
Metacognition of Economically Disadvantaged Gifted Students)

olrl(IH ] @ A ZHFAD
Z4FKEDL M449T+8)
o|HF M #a HARD)

2 A7 B AL gAY SR e E2lH Ayt 4 AU 54 & T
2H, 39 AXTE APR A AR A sy FAY Fad L e 4
A NEE AT S Uk old L 230o] AH TYT wk apahn = 199), 29) DA
=133) % et YAl =108 o2 =P8 A Z 23] 9], 20060 LA)sted 9
o B 999A AA5eE 2361 Un, 4AUX Sl dNE =Y I
FHY AP Y AN, FAY, 009 5 BT IUZH 3, P, 20048 57,
Bastel ARSIt e ARE o 99T 2o oo} mela An g R 4
HAAA & 3h9] ol the] ch FRAME AL AASHTHMANOVA). AT AT, PAE Q
s apdel vl e, 2eln vt GAE 20 GA ) el Alnd B9 Yl 2T =
A eSO ™, ol 4] meld Aol 48] 2ol & hape] P T hdFFo] et e
AR 2 eI =8 =212 AL oA o) sfo] oo Gl Qi ahadol w5, 4r91l
AFA gHe] woh AN Hr& Agstn Belehs 2o 2 vhekdh 28l 9] YA
et YA 44 A T AN E H2l T 2ol 7L ERIA] Yk

FAol: 29 YA, =2)F Akn ™, 419917
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L9479 52 9 day

A& FEdel e FH22 ARE 29Y A 2 BANE FPso) N
BEE 235 HYUI o FelM 39 AN Y Ae0 2 Ui g A
HE AstA Rat3 e AES LEsn Afsks We 24T RIS
QANER, 2004, B3, olF Wete HAEo] JIEEA wBef, AN B, 24,
2 AR 28YHB EA e B0 RIUBAAM uE A B
A =3 o 33 29 Alsle] 27384 S99 Y9292 Yoprhed o548 A
HUS A2 ge] 28l 24 =210 F 942 dedsin 9o

olel FALRME 7189 AtmlAA 2 o2 5] 2EY 3K JEL WA B
ghs WPolRIE YARS HAAR AwEsT s gAREL Be £ =S
2000el = FARRAETEL Agstd, 200@EE & A £ 283, dFelM g
Anf =2oW-L AFsln ot ot 44 AR AN o2 Ay wPEo] YA
B WEE Hlge e Ao BT g $elusls gARS A% B e
datd(Anls 243, £23, 344, 2000 22Y, £33, $oF 294, 2000,
FARK T2 ode] Aojahs FAE FolM ALREA A 4:2o] =2 71 dhdo]
doheg AAske wE, AREAA A7 B 7Y thade AHeR 449
ACE Uit gtk ole feluEl Jxlmsd] ne-the w24 @73, 298
S0l thedl FabES JIA G Wde] daolx 917] WEef(Ranks & Banks, 199,
Tomlinson, Callahan, & Lelli, 1997, AH), 4wt FAje} TREE 29 GA] EF
< DY olEL WEA Rl R/EAL L HolFE A0 o4 E 4 Utk

FAREY] HAFelH & £ Y= HFeIMHE ol iz BAL B 4 Ed
(United States of Education Statistics, 19968, VanTassel-Baska, 2003, #|¢18),
1993~19941d 8] TR X zeol Ysldl, FADR-L T FYE F ko] 4 0]
Hat 1/4 £2¢ &otE 7188 449 Bd 4t £YU0l A9 1/4 £Ee K3
739 BBt Th oY MEAAAN 42 WE IADE WA 43
Aol 2R A& Fxa ERYL B3 JotE Aol wF Atz A
whel A7 @AM (Borland, Schnur, & Wright, 2000; Borland & Wright, 1994, 2000),
2f T2 UL A5 B2 =6 sl o 53, 49 FAEL 9
% A=A, A =Ho] ddHe] 0 38A Axrt AARYH T 3AA AEA
L2 48RS 2Aolx 20d0] A ML Aokald, o5 BAE 32

rsorir

-
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20| FWS| =2l H AN HUAKE CHe |

8t7] sl 221 YL AEsld AgAAACR Belg sl A galy F
AL Agsiag 2 #2289 24 22992 e L 48T $itHBortand
& Wright, 1994, 2000. Callahan, Tomlinson, Moon, Tomchin, & Plucker, 1995
Fousrstsin, 1980: Maler, 2005 Pogrow, 1996: Sarouphim, 1999; VanTassel-Baska,
Johnsen, & Avery, 2002,

A Mg dAET e AEHY =290 2 Project Synergy, Discover
Program, Project Star, Project Start 2 Instrumental Enrichment Program 9] 3l
or, ol§ Z2049] TEAY 2L AFA A olle 719 9ASelA
712 7% R AnEE Sdsa, A 29S8 9)s) dag AL ATsn, Yan
BAA BAE AEAA FoEM FTHOE A-FEAY Yebee AHER
B ALK =20 FRY S JIES FAsHE T8 oE ol

U $Riudel N A ABAA A A3 Ao e B4 9D B
gtel 28 YAAA A 4 D{BHL MLsln ABEE FSE Alay =
= olel, B 47 £ g A E EFsT Be AlmAA A Aoz d
A% DRI M 29E AL Wi ase Fdel dH J)2 ARE
9 9A 2 ANDA WA M EEsuA A7FE QA EAT

II. o]&& W7H

28 FARE T2 ol 54 F o] A AH A7l M AA e
SlgMT Ae Mg HesE @S NAHKan & Diliosia, 2000, F, 9
2 AASLE Y F EE A IREE 9y 29 FEo] BYsTn AA
YU Davis & Rimm, 2004 Maker, 1983 Pendarvis, Howlsy, & Howlsy, 1990,
Frasior, Hunsaker, Lee, Mitchell. Cramond, Krisel, Garcfa, Martin, PFrank, &
Finley, 1995, A8, ¥A2E =235e] yojats A &= dF, A7
AH £F Ad Tl A9l B vxsjof & Aol

2B FA dEe wlet Fo) AA AR A £F2o] e ylEe] e &
9 Aoz egua =R 9, 2004 AT E 9, 2003), ol¢ PHY BA
€ R 7HA FdedM 4744 2 £ Jd 71EER 2WeA s1Ee Y29 24
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€ dldsis Aol 71 Fa3 BAlol=E, Ade] s o7 2 Pao HAs
A dgs] TR RapA =Hol, A A= A2 Awsr] s o)) Ze
713 A Mg ’ﬂr%: R]—'—%i"i AN FHael dFe 282 AZLA 23

7] dEe] Blag T TEADE WA APEFH $F0] Wolx FAans
HAgAR sz Ea}ﬂl :v_ltt

TP Well A, olE FAEL dojzo R olF o] -“r’-ﬂtaﬁ HEEE/HE A
8t Ao E vpelta glok w3k AR E ALY £ 2 4&:11% sjet
8, WFasis vHol BRI, AR @ME AlgaT, %*J’—fl,_ 2AE sdst
©f o2e& AYsl= A S0l AAGT 9IthBanks & Banks, 1993 Tomlinson
et al, 1997, %18 Shade, 1994, VanTassel-Baska, 2003, A< $: Sisk, 1973,
Frasier st al, 1995, A8,

DE FWM, ANAAALR g ¥ 2o RH4ES W B 2 o3
9 B BAE 2 AE £ U 2 92 AFRA FADS thada Agei A
AF ARHt DAEH WE(Adderholdt- Elliot, Algoesins, Algozzine, & Hansy,
191 Renzulli Hartman, & Callahan, 1971 Renzulli, Reis, & Smith, 1981: Siedls &
Powsll 20008 oF 714 olf= 9s] Atz Asis Fe oL Adssd
BHFatd g2 4 itk A A EA A 95 Be % X3 saT sHe
A JE2 FEY ARE JIAT 30A) &2 & glon, AP A9yl Be
ade] el WAL 712 4 YHEhrlich, 1986 Hadaway & Marek-Schroer, 1992
Spicker, Southern, & Davis, 1987, 221 HRE A7} BF= =2 444 A5
T8 QAT AR %ol AR, PAHE ddslr] dRe], DA B2 A}
HAAA A7 e AT QN2 YARM FZEA dE AL B

HH, FAEe] At DEUE L FA 9 LA £BeM LJrE}UrE EAde
389 9X3 52 e, dgdga B AgelA A9 Alnoge a4
33 FAlBle A9 9 AGmetacognition) $H-L E5ME 4WE 4 h(Brown,
1978 Carr, 1996 Cheng, 1993 Kanevsky, 1395 Manning, 1996 Shors &
Kanevsky, 1993), A9 A€ A9 g4, olsf, Az, Zldatae] ot Alm 5
| Ao Ao g A6 ot A ST Ben M8 AAD AXB%H
A 2 F=NE IuEl2Z(Allen & Armour-Thomas, 1993 Brown, Bransford,
Ferrara, & Campione, 1983: Miller, 1991), AL A &k 2 Aabael g&as
ARA D dAss 940 THCheng, 1993),
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28 AW =l E ADH I NP ARN Ot HE

AAA e oA A 9A A unowladge) T A A A (controD R T
EHTH, 4994 A4 dAzte Ao BAR otk AL watEn] v, AR
A A= AN AAE zBsa AATAE 12T o FET A ik A
A& Sr|thSchraw & Graham, 197, 9 T 717 52 o223 W (Brown,
1987. Flavell, 1987, Schraw & Moshman, 1995 AZF 39 Wel M(Pintrich & Ds
Groot, 1990: Schraw & Dennison, 1994) A= Hie}3¢l fde] ofzl A B3
QA Aok F, AN DA Do) 242 499K SAE 2o F an, 49
42 BAE FHo2M 23 N2 AYIA 4L Y5aa F23E £ Yo

A9 SADAELE oA kA A J1EE AWE 4 YkSchraw &
Dennison, 1884, A A, A3 lplaming)2 A, 3202 AR L35l BAZE &
Ast7] sl 2d A=k2 dhala Jog YL WiEsE AL dait 24, gl
37 [(monitoring)+ % A PTG Fol AL AR R 40 ATE FAsin Fest
= g gt siAuEte 2 Hole 8% ATE 9 ane fvsls AL ot

AL FAAAS FEAHe 2 AT 5L AYED Rogers(19§6)el 9 a}d,
BA= slAslol & FHAE V53] AAstm, BANAL 33 AR Ak M
39, A8 sldsied 20 A9e S48 dES D ALHOR AN e
A4 A4S A B op} PAE EA 52 GASE 4o
A4, %Y $HENE 245, A0 fATEL A= FPs
3, BAAE AEslr] del 2 BAE Aldel E4e 28 AESIS0] AHgsl
EtAoR Ang Bxw,

FAY 992 5L w3 DavidsonT Sternberg(1984)8] Ao M Abx
E 4 Y 94 BAS 5128 o, A8 dAflelM Boh g2 A Foise,
MZE A%E 4A dgsla g2 Agel 4A Folaz okl oy A
oot A% ABeGER] H4s] 9453 Ut meEtM o]lE dFEL Ed
T oo, 9A9 499X THe 259 9A4d 545 Qg gEel glon, A4
QA THol ¢9] aHE dusta st FH 44592 AAba

AA o928 Yehs 19850 diRE o5 A9 FASL wIsT {sTA =
gala glon, o] wele] ¢ Asle] AAEE Z2IYL F2 'Reach Out” =B
a2dolEa ok F, FANE 2 za glesE ETsly gARSY HHL
Bx Rt FAES PohjM PAaE =209 £0 8 BojdoE Ao 2 o
4 e =2 Eo] AR st I Ge e TUda AT 2 FME AR
Aoz FWol FA Fob AAAL Ad= Adslr] olalt TdelA AAsE
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=20 71 gt

48] P ZROWA M FRAHOR LH¥eE HE BE YAEL Y KB F
< Jd 2 gigaints golnt oAl def, 9] AL weoR a{aFL A
M, RFsidn RdHE 71230 94 5L Agsly L2l o AR
ASHOZH, 28] YA EHE Ho FHHOE ot & Sof, 7 F
QAL 2R E AMALE 2AE T 429 9AY AolE £esln E2FsE A B
€ Z/d5loi(Maker & Schisver, 1989), 1 £l @yl aEelA st ¥ E
olglat AHSES TLO2M, ARnse] o Bol Y 4 g AHE Bl
A "ok 2 3, 29 YASL AN 4322 43lstEd Fay viy, A4
% S8 $5T 2% ohizh 250 HAT 4+ Yt GEE TT AU A,
eel A Aol met Aol gekde AYsl Fo2A A9AHe 2 g o
538 R e dY FARE 198 Uoprt AR AAGE 3 "o
Borland & Wright, 1894, 2000: Callahan et al, 1995 Feusrswin, 1980 Maker,
2005. Pogrow, 1998 Sarouphim, 1999 VanTassel-Baska et al, 2002).

2R E B dFE fElvetelr 49 YAE Adsia EAsE Z20YL A
Hala dAse ¢ o, 29 949 A5G AF B opy 9] YA 222
Ued NN 2 B840 vy BBHE AYsT, 2sT Vs
AN-FEAD 5HE B3] Fojo} yotE Pof A AT E AASYTh o
of 47 M-S At 4, A9 P dul YA TR o] =23 Al
THT AN9A L vmElg

M a7 g3 2 A%

1. A7 da

AHo2 Bug 2 DA FAL v 19367 o] B HTe| aAoiEly
Odat = 1076, oAl = 859, B8 = 1), thd £202 AnEgL o, g5gne]
2% 1444, 62089 2F 4hdE2.000 3 458 25 1909 2F40(23.624)
of Fstgnt AF AYEER TESQL o, 70989 thdo] FolE&@lawe,
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40 AT =2lE MDD HYUK E WP

95579 Tile] FAUEAG 2D AFsls AR Ugyton, ZAHEA
AFss 44 F 55T BREARA $HAHe] AFsE Ao el o
52 44 A - £ 2HA JARKReN M AAsE 2] 25 58d ol
9 gL o2 AAHT Yot FE Foeind, B 479 14 47dA =
HE 94 =299 27] AYE AEsgtE AT AlAA 2 WiAel gE @
F 429 BAS A7 tE HelM 2 998 22 4 gl

29 AL et AS a0 98l g D DALY FFL WL 19367
A e o R =l Alue FAE ANs 28 T AR EYsgn =
B Ale FAD AT AFS) 10 %itile ool £33k Thag2 28] YARM sy
A, A8 GAS] A7 ¥R A9 Awk thge kgl AFgm FARlA Hy e
BT A FEE A2 Mo sz 9, 2000, getd 23 drdA
LF HRE 29 YAG 4wt PAE o]E0] £3 A9 EHNZ oL T
BEEM, AFelM 4, 9% 2 A3A 23 27U BAS sldskux QAAsa gs
Al (quota systam)S 2 §5}0] b Mwtat AT & 4 9o

olel M5l 4t YAE FA YAREANH AF DL T Y= YL
@t YAZ At 27 dF AL R BT 28U 25 19hd s 42hd g
Bt HA FARFAedM AR PEEo] 3L B3 g ghado] gAY o
Hol, ¢ Y EAYIY FAS ANET o] AAY YARY FRL Asa
o 9wt YAR SHEYHEAE, 13D, Malol, 2002 243, 344, 2000, &
3, 2% 1%de] digr F2& o} miPEe] A dotM B dTFelME THUWA
g Aol, & 2 0] A BAsAY 39 FY 4§ AFen oA 2
TR AT T, A9 3%tib el &3l UL dw WA TPsgY

oo 2 23E HFT ATUNW = 50 TEGL A 19999 Auk ot
4, 13399 29 BAt 11199 Lut JAjoln), o] ATHAS T FdEE=
TESH 13689 2F 194, 13879 2% 4thd 1 160 25 12hde] QT
FABRY AT AGEEE FANEANY AlnAA A A7} vna 2o XN
AFahs tho] 10180, ARBA A A7) vima Bo Aol HAzai= oA

1) 23] GHE HUels 34, J1E3 AU U B8N0 BP0 B G252 0720 990 HYDA 9o
EE FANCE =05l ¥3 BU 2320 e AT IR P49 WS U DEUOI(RLE], oL,
AY B34, 018, 2005) BLE YR URY
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o] 189 eln, FAZE Adel AFatE ohalo] 19F ol A s04WE Jobide
2400 0| o a4l 168 0 2 epytch

2. A} =F

7t =83 Az ZGA)

B d7= 29 9A7} elay "ol Ersln Akl A ggo] Belstel At
A FAHL 228 Agetd BRL slA4L sk, AbEEA A g9 gne
ol ¥ gd= =23 Al 5L Bloom(1956)8] 322 gl do], 4 ‘3—1

& Il M ZAslTA =21 Alas FgAE ANsUtEAE S, 2008), ‘.’101,
‘31 T 9ol dsl %49 L 2Fsm 9] YAS Ay o =z A
B A %83 olRE eI Pt
o], & R BT YL U= gup o dn HPeM Bo 4 F8E 4 g0
B, 84 A EDEAel M PAS BEE ) SHANOR dlof, £ 3} YHL T
sl 317] diRolny wak 4] Pl sz ARr|So] Yois de) A el
AT o, 2 A e E sieala, ol5d E4 A9 YAAHL FAsts =299
< THE W 2 YRt 27 fRe o]5 YoM =] A Alzelg x5
Atk

QBBR =83 ATy FAks UE FARE FAS v aY o, DA FE4 9
3t 14 e SMUES UAQE 2R A AHOE BRY 4 T, thu B
2AE 4T & o Aol 8 ol nelT =8y Alum FAls wgas)
EARA, AfHo] Solsled, AYREAYA e B B} AHL T 4 o
EE fadgeA 44 AAsia sl4Ed 4 loe ol ik

A & el M =5 ALawd] dof, 4 27+ 7 99L Bloom(1956) 0]
AA el et 2A Hm, A, B8 34 2 495 A2e ti3 AlEE
T 3B TEE IPAA AlTSEL AT =2d ALZm FAE QAEs
AZE 25 A$ 508, FHYY FSE 60Ee] 2oaHn, golgy BAH
e <X >3 2ot

o
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20 HO] =2 F MW MNYNEMH OFE B2

<E 1> =23 AlTg AAl gol= 2 BA4Ye B
Ul TEATE ool & B2t ()0 22U A+ (37 o4 2uE
= 51, 2, 2) 8 W0l 0%
&5 = 52 1,3 6 [36] 50 ~60%
15h ElS 52 21 4 [20] 0%
A 1615, 5, B) 196]
7 80,1, 3) B W8] 20%
&3 S 9 (3, 2, 4) 5 [45] 50 ~60%
484 3t 4(2.0,2 3 [12] 0%
A 2118,39) {105]
A 7@, 13) 6 [42] 200
25 3 3(3,33) 5 [45] 50 ~60%
1304 3t 40,12 3 Q12 0%
A 20 (7.5, 8) 99

W H F93 RAANEY A

FB 3 FANEY dAke Ao, 4, BW A 39 M B4 Yo R4
T 716 P10 R =)y Alneh Habd AlnE wilse] BAS sAsts 59
2 35 ETEM, & B39 By} /|2 s34 Fn Ao

Aol 99 FA= 2A oAl Bate = FA4E glon, |8 oA 9 Yoo
et EREHE AR ET 1~20 DT THA(ES S~ed)e 1219 Bk 9
L2, FHAET 3~42)2 1709 Bl9) 9902 T & 9% FAE 34
Al BRoR 4= glon, BaY a9 YHoRE Ashde 14709 a8 9,
Foahde 1509 a9 YYo= o B3 99 WAE 34 94 2o
B oS 92 A F - aohd 5% 19009 a8 Yo TAR o

S8, IALL RS Fa ZP BIF BAHZY FAS Algale] galg
Al ) P 4L 2P 478 HA@EHE 9, 2000, FW FIF 242
F AL ol T AP FAMeIMY FAolg BT ul 3lo], YAME TREA
2 E7Fe el UTEHYUT T 4+ Aok 2 "@A JW FIF 24z
HAR] 718 2F %] Wai] GA MgE AHolmE B AFgME 2T 1,
A%de] Aot o] ETE ANl dwt 9 MuwAEE THac

2 () & SHHE B, 4, 520 294 9,
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L= B S R

AR DAE g8 ARAM THET 4 o) B dReAME H9AE 2A
AN 4A A (unowladge)T A DA EAlcontro) 2 FE B 7|28 A ==
of W QY FAKZHE, 44, 2009 FEIF FAAZYE], 344, 2004)4
B o3 9 Boste] 19R80 R Ay ol HAdT(=Z43 8, 2008
oM Az adEHAM, 29 FAE 97 e da AAI A =g B
Asls GgAkS M2 OE AYOR AFsiw oks Age] 2A3 HOE o
of ulet Babd] AAHL UFY £ YU

B dvelM A ade 109 49949 A4 493 349 A9 §
AY sgoldnk ANAAY A AUnowlsdge) £516 BIHe ‘B4F 2RI
HEl7h FobAh” sielg FA &)] Y5l Wt € 4 P 2 9 B9 B
& Tk 3994 AYplanningy 890G B3 49919 BAA 49
T SR U dneg €A £33 FsjFya RAL UE FRE BAR
371 218l of® el §o8A nj=] YRaoy Fo] B ool ‘A AA F
Tl(managementy 8AG B3] TP BPL L= BTRE O 5T 1AM YL
AdE &3 JEA FA}T” U dE AL o¥A ARA FdsjRr ¥ Fol
o A A S SR\ rionity) 893G B3H£ e olf A& WAAsT U
A =ME B ‘Us osigd ohE W0 R sl B9 B It
o AR 2 A9 94t @ ek(sarning stratedy) 291G 3ol = 7157
474 ¥R A AL AY RIS e dE JEL U A A4
A QAR 59 B2yl TRUT H9dx) FA4 57 add sl A=
E E489e& o), 898 A= E 52~ 812 VElg L, A9 A EFE B
el Ao e FAAAef tha AT AN SAe 2 A4g 27
3t =7E J1EE 4 A9

3. A5 £4

B a7 M 474 I dde me

FTH5HLAY Aolg GT7slr] sl o E—«:*}E—‘kl (M ultivariate Analsms of
Variance, MANOVAYE AAatgch thHZ EARH2 Ax57] 951 A= F
g Rgue] AeE Edsigen, F Eﬂ;‘l%ﬂl &M AR AGEE
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(normality) & AFBHYTh 2 o, BAEH S Flg(opiRes] FAUE T, Ha4 w3
9 B24% 37 B24DE AFelgon, 919 sl wlskA YR Gk
B2 B dFedMes AsHY L AxatA @t ofgd M PE B4 (Unvariaws
& AAsle, 24400 tar 5099 9gke AmuEgon, o] W, Type I
ErrorE £83}7] 915], a = .05 £F+) A Bonferroni £ L 2819

V. a3 Az

Pearson @248 dA8lY Q74 =813 Alm=s AgoASe e
L9537 BAE ZABYTHE ) B GFel A =22 Az 88 447
=& AFFA7 Yelston](r= 381~,498), A9 914 B4 SASANME f] ok
AEEAC = 428~ 50071 eyt 53], 49NA) Saage =23 Alny &)
H A9 F Qo =15M 2 4 89 = 18 /3 ATFA7} UL} ¢l
R Y99H 3PS Holt UL 4E a0 R tast HEL AnE A
B0 Absigih ool Hlsl, =ala Alme sl9) 69 F B 4L Akl

A A4 = 11T {3 Abgho] LR} 27 8deM AL Hol= e
§ "€43 FRaE Helz} FoldprEn ddsan

<E 2> =23 Almaa AR a9s7ie] At

Hol 1 2 3 q 3 B 7
Aln= C T ‘
ke 3. B3 3BLwew 3075w
A 4, A7 A& -3 03B 173
. g | 5 SAYLA A 13« 078 0Bz e
ol ;1] 6. Argjo1x] =] D7D 0Bl 037 11w 5Dqux
;I ;xﬂ 7. ARJQIR] S A:9] | DBl DB DB 14w @2Bi gfDue
= 8, A7) SPAMEL [ 157ew 128+ D58 11wk  dBdwx 431wk D7

Nots, »p< 05, »»p< 01,
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1. =23 AlnFHel g JA4P3 Ao a7

QAL AL B4R met =2 Abmne e gucdol, 2ot
T el ThF EAEAS AAstgT aEt B delM Axs =2
ALIE FAle 223 WAE AXA ol F a9y Basd H4a Wil
HR2ER, 99 T A4S A2 T AT ST wE o] =2y
A" Y] £2 Aolg AmBgr

AT TEHoR A 50499 QRN F 40799 A=e] dsjMT B
A& MBS FALT ISR wWE =23 Almne YFa TRPAE
<X 3 7o

<E & YAGT B4Ry =)y Aa=le] Pao x29R)

s gyt 5}H +8] B out ozy A

%9 | M SO N |M SD N|M SO N|M SO N

= | 90 |1208 521 51[1552 587 42| 2045 636 40|1568 663 133
1,.,}; £ | 392 418 869 656 1110 702 758 662
“=| 232t | 847 578 1310 643 1745 708 1263 7.36

= | 9o |1112 611 62[2Z18 815 40|3251 863 251898 1143 128
45}‘; 2 | B22 447 1003 639 16.13 450 944 637
o= B | 87T 445 1323 6.1 1808 494 1205 630

== | 99 1279 684 62(2355 65z 50| 2503 961 341934 087 146
jsrg| F | 518 551 97 483 1229 552 840 6.4
~=| 22t | 594 329 850 429 9,15 309 756 387

Wilks9] 71222 & o), =813 Alzm=s Z#WF(combinsd indepsndsnt
variables, WTHED W€ FALY Pde] Aeg avs 951 tHWilks’
A= 85 F m, 1w = 544 p < 001, - S :ﬂ?} = 052). F, a88] gAAn
g GEAE-g oM =24 Almes] WRe 5o AE dnsich ohde] oA
o] =213 Alnge] ZH JFe| HFE W w3 H5(Wiks' M = 53 F ,
o = 4936, p < 001, AT 37] = 27), %49 FAMe] wel 259 =8]3 Alx
q $E0] €A Ao R Ughton, g4 PA4o] 259 =3 Almagy
HFE ome A= Ay 2o 28 =23 AlmEe FFed e tdg
ET A fAEe(Wilks' M = .63, F @ wm = 2705 p < .00, 23 27| = .170),
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20 FWO =T ALDH W NQOIFM NF HP

s PdyFoz =e2la Alm=e] WEL 172, FT AWSAT ole], =l
Ata el 7 a9 Yool HRA= PAMT Bde anE TAHOR s 9
3, g B2 AAsHTH<E &)

<E &£ =23 Ata=e] mlAE g4 ds zat

4 2439 Univariate # df D
Ao 125,47 = 24398 <001
p=pliEs] & 71.22 * 27398 < 001
=32 62,91 * 27398 < 001
Faley 2286 = 24398 < 001
i) £ 865 * 24398 < 00l
22t 46.76. * 24398 < 001
Ao 1088 = 4/393 < 001
AR = 137 4/398 243
=2t 471 * 4/398 001

Nots, » Bonferroni adjusted p < 0125
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Abstract

A Study about the Logical Thinking Ability and the
Metacognition of Economically Disadvantaged Gifted Students

Mi~Scon Les(Korea University)
Seolthee Cho(KEDD
Hyunjoo Les(Seocul National University)

The purpose of this study was tw explors Iogical thinking abilides and
metacognitive characteristics by student’'s giftedness and grade level
Furthermore, this study sought % presant the practical basis for the promotion of
students” abilities in  self—driven learning - as well as cognition Averags-ability
students(n. = 199, sconomically disadvantage gifted students(n = 133), and gifted
students(n = 111), who were sampled by ovano-step sampling procedures,
respondad the logical thinking ability test(Cho et al, 2008) and the questionnaire
asking self-perception for ‘matacognitive knowlsdde’ and ’*mstacognitive control’
abilities(Cho & Han, 2004), As the results, averade-ability studsnts showed lsss
logical thinking abilities(in language, mathematics, and space) than gifted
studsnts, The logical thinking abilities had affectad by giftadness, grads level,
and these interaction, And giftad students showed higher: metacodnitive control
abilities in planning, monitoring, priority, and strategies of learning than
average-ability students, However, there were no significant differences in
metacodnitive  knowledds and metacodnitive control abilities betwesh
sconomically disadvantaged giftad students and gifted studsnts,

Key words: Economically disadvantaged gifted students, Logical thinking ability,
Metacognition
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