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Q1o FelHo] BA Gelwt =7} ol w o8] Yoo A4 FF UeUer} e B4
© 2 Y A7 Sl M Aol He FEoluh E dFdME o)HE Py o #A
43 99 BBA L FAVE 10089 258 23hd AES o AFHU Aol 9o @
4% 99 EuAY A FlH obse] SulE ¥ ¥ 28T AAHE ¢ 228 24U
E B8 o}b5E 2R & o] ZAY AT A9 AT Aol Aot} wapa B g
FEHLE A, A 1A e 93ty ofsEY FojAe] FHBAE HAESL 4, olEEY o
BhAl Zojd AlnsE A JGojre] FejAde BAE 2ABlLA stE Aol A 4R 99
(0], vl &, AbF) oA 9] o}F 9 oL olopy] e, FEF vHEY], FolF A4 2A) 957
ToR ZREHUTL, 9¥Y 7 A9 HEVFEA g8 HriEAT dubHel oA Ausye
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test¢} Real-World Divergent Thinking Test 5 5 7}X| 3te]4] AA}o)
o8 ZAHA & A9 A ol T Foo] dY BHUHo7|HTE A 9Y 3 o)
Zhe A4S AREA Y} B dFoA obFEL A 7HA] TE dooA 9B A= FoA 59
& Hol7lEte &t 49 % & S o] Aol nolng oo 43| 4o AL
AN A £ ol 5] YA LA Al FHE EAEY] Y8l AHRE FYA HAEL A
7H] Yl Ed obFEY] FoAF R oS AU Fould JABAE B o9} B A
£33 v|Fo] & uf o}F 9 § FHolre] AL 1 o}F e thE FHo M FejAo|} dubaio
2 /4 H3 AE FX8 HA T BEA A4 A dSEAY B850} o)Heg A"
Atk FHQ] oks& W] 8 FA HANEo| FEEEHA AHE o] A1 e dAe 17
o £ A7 A 2 Yurt 433 20 & £ Qloh BoE ake FA S 9y Ao
2 B A7t obe e A EAo] B B} {83511 AAHA AR E AAE7] g Eo] Yuky
o2 FolA Al Edte Y HHF Hyuo gL Aoz FAE B dF= wE
olgigt AT AAE EUE FA Wiz 94 Z&HAge FF AAE L AAE,

Fool: AN, 99 BUA, 99 ¥4, £ 7}, 94 9
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I. E°7}v

e
ot

B dT7e HZ A9 A7 3l P ='te]l HI dE A4 o9 IAA
(domain-specificity) # 9% XHAl(domain-generality)] A& otFx At} A7+ Apael
glof ol e Wz {83y, YRE LFE FEFAYU I8 & Qe A9 gun
Keating®} Crane (1990)& A A3t Hu3tA o] AL A9 YA A7 oM =3
A3}, ¥]E Sternberg(1989)= FAe] AFolA 99 M 4F HHHo2 YE3)
T o] FEHE oliyoln 22 digHAE & v 47 2E Aolgn FAIAT F
oAolA el 39 FAHAYT 99 REAYY o] EHA =L 1 F84F LFAY BAg g4
ZYglol A7IHAA 2 ik & AFlA "G D (domain)” ol Ao, §8 &, wl& 59 A

o)

A £ gHEe] HobE ofu) BTHWinner, 1996). 9% B4 skl ook Ak} el
o3 7hele] BE (HolE ofel) 9o} E Holol AH FF L vAL nEA TE Yu
49l 50|t & o FAHLE WA, ol Aol @ FHolN FEAAA FH 5
2 BT 7 Ale THE GYeAE Fegold B FAYE Rtk Yol
92 Y B84Y ARE FIHE 54 G BRHIAE $Ho2A o= @ 3

el FA HHAE thE JHolAY FoA JHo FAHE BojA] gon vny 5YH

olth e gAE #Hatxn Ut
o7te] Fo) AL 4Y REA TP B Ar) A 50d7t el AFeM Y oj&F
AAA vae F2d gt (Guilford, 1967, Hocevar, 1980; Plucker, 1998; Torrance, 1966,
1983). ojg] o]24, AdH ATEL /MUY 4L 98 9499 ZAH FF JEh, dut
94 AL FEo| Al g Y99 F9H FFH ] B3 o F HALE FHASL

o] X
. o
oh o H3 We BB F4E 9o nuHolhe YFE nHEtm Yu YW o7

AR 5Y AR ALY AHEE FFsha YA, HBY AFES AN FoH AL
se0) A9 349 o wF Asjol Vel HeA UFE HehL ATHBaer, 193

Csilszentmihalyi, 1990; Feldman, 1980; Gardner, 1983; Kay & Rogers, 1998, Tardif &
Sternberg, 1988, Weisberg, 1993). 9] o]&3, 484 dTEL I H GAHL o] A
Tolx gt ARt 4 ¢ 99 §44 54 JYehlin, o4& dF8 1 osisted ¢
of ol 9] Uk BHA oA FAHF, A o zel Bl Aol dojyx rkar
3] 11 lth(Baer, 1991, 1993; Feldman, 1994; Gardner, 1983; Runco & Nemiro, 1994; Wallach,
1985). 4 Ao] Baer (1991, 1993, 1998)= ¥ 99 A Y Ba olz} 3 JH qholl A
A A (task-specific)d] §45 2v F47ch

B oA AF7tee YA BREA TS 1A Hrheke V1EoR=M F2 B
A AlLE 2R A Ala 538 FHA} (divergent thinking tests)E AFE-8) ko 1Eu

2 FY4e 99 BRH0IRT FHHE GAES FHOE PN B 2
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Z AH Aln Y HAE AHgste A dis] BiEke A YEel dovm gtk &
AL 58 ZAAMIA Y B At A9 FoH AHE dFY T, ¢ F9dA
¢ Hold F A& Hol= ol 5ol B AL 58 HAA & A& WA BedE
502 FA Al FY HALY ElgAdo] FAWI 9lv} (Baer, 1991, 1993; Brown, 1989;
Gardner, 1993a, 1993b). A2 53 ol Q) Al E SA43 = Fo3 Aln 58
AHdivergent thinking tests)E°] 42|37} FY9A A= G, A x4 GHEo] Fo
A& olddta EA3e TR 4TS ik A ot oo U YA S 99 »H
22 JFeNA M ete AT QU] YA Al Y AALEC] UdYd d90AM =
Ue S3F0|n FoAQ A @ AHE 433 F 45 F dvkn dhEln gl
Runco(1993)= &4 Alag FAsh= F9H Aa 58 A} (divergent thinking tests)E
A8 et AU F83A ¥tk Al7|ste QTFEL 29 of oo B3 AFE o]
T EA @ FHolgka A F 3
o]¢} o] FoH AlAL T AL Fo|A e B dAA T BEA ] B3
ol glE A#E =F31 gloy FU/E =TE AT Jrh. v A2 ¢
AF7HE Abolell A (4], Baer, 1993; Csikszentmihalyi, 1990; Gardner, 1993a, b) &2
FANY S o] FHA Mt AU AFH oz QiFdee $80 3l
o] A& Bulsly B3 FAHE AAET JA B, A9 oY A BH
TAH B3 AEL 0|4, 4, =ElH Ao s A3 1 dEE 2R R
(Plucker, 1998).
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1. 7ol OlEN, A& A

Ao el 4E FAH ZAsl= Gardner(1983)9] BH5ol& (multiple intelligences)dl] =L o] &
H 2AE 531 0tk Gardner(1988)& 7H1& 2ds) gdA oz FoHolg gla walr] B
the 71919 FoAo] FAH g ol JHolA ojuhs A9 R E ol Ho| nlgal
ha #4332 GALFE Gardnerd] °l&E& AT FHHAN JAHE Gwd) Yuby
AFoe FANZIEGE 949 I E ol .3 Y] 2 U (Feldman, 1994).
Gardner o] &0] @3t Hl&Ho] glE AL olYA THMatthew, 1988), Gardner?] o]&2 2zt &
ol oAy A 58 BHE T 7] Wil B2 FA FAE AboloA F welEox| 3
Ak FeiA el 99 FAA R BHA 9 FAE FoA olF Wiz B FAH7] g
¢ Fasy I AARBHE vt Ak A 99 BRHA ASE FUsks AL ekl
oA Al 5HY EAE FRAsE AF FAREI o] AL B3 FIA & olsfstn wEd=
FAZ 2PTL AHEHO] & FH AL T HAE FA3E A O Ro] 7] WEo
o} & Wgk g olFEL & uit}h Aol dH BAHoel: ZA dho| FH Atz T

©:

-
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A} (divergent thinking tests)& Al gow] olal@ AAlIA S48 58E ol ofEL
7 Qoo gl Feld of5oz 25wl Stk wek Feldo] o n@Holke Ash7h
&7 2ohe, @4 2974 ol5S sl PHL LS AL Hofd duloln FF ok
of me FEen RAEY Aol SUTHBaer, 194a, 1904b). Fel4e] 9 A
3 Y4 BAE T A BelH AL AT ARANE B§ 3 AL 5
A= 7 Sulske vk 2T Feldo] Je HEHel} Ex ByHolbe] e JuHA B
974 Alm 5 Fdol W5 AUA ol FAH wE 5 gy Fo4 A Flo| o
$o}2 A7) 487t ARE7) Wl (Plucker, 1999).

2. HH AR HE

el 99 dFA4 B d+7F 2R GRAE Alolo A FYA AFALe Fulg @A
2 5HA% (Runco & Nemiro, 1994), F914¢] 99 #8487 2HAdo A FAe A
A7y RFor A3 =AY o] Hi ok AN S 4o IHHo 2 FASE AT
ZAE HFE ATEY HETL 27 AR S B ohlE, 2RE =80 A3 A2H
FFoln] 1E i o] AdFH WHEH FE weld EAYEE A8 1 =8 98
TH3la A Reths AE A EAHCE dFHT JtHKogan, 1994; Plucker, 1998).
ol#] gt AT ENA Edive B 7] SHEA FHAE FAXeE A g 2

AA, ZAA 9 4 TAE g7ete Y AFE0] 47 dgdlA e FolAs 2435
1 Hrste 71Eo 2 A7t AEA|(self-report scale)& AHEFHTHE Holth (Hocevar, 1980;
Milgram & Milgram, 1976; Runco, 1986, 1987). A7} AEA &L FA S 2A st 9lo] Al
ot Bt Ee FAZ vlge] tiide] =Ho] Frh(Brown, 1989). T3t d oM o] ) o]
ZAL A7y AEA | Y&}V Evhe 3897} (performance-based assessment)oll <A 3of
& Zk 49 AEMEY A7 Y AT 8% H7Hconsensual assessment)7} o] F0] 3
of gt}al A7]5 0] $ttH(Amabile, 1996). 284 0|23t o} 59 HFFolu BF A&Bo A
A S SAFNAY Frie d7e AY flod, FYYNE AHEF ASEE & F o
A9 Fod FAvt ax& Aol BHo|AT). 53] o5 B i AEE Hrlo glof
AR/t HAS LT AFe o2 F& ¢F Ao

4, dF-89 d7E°l AYA At FY A} (divergent thinking tests) oF #e]A Az
ZHe) F@F@A T XF8 sk, F3t GhoA g olge FoH Az ARBAE v
AT A gttt o= Fag 49 FAH AV AFA A7 =L Qe EAAUA ]
Ak, ol2ld kgt G FAe JHA HEE A4 99 dHAT BENL
YZFde d 8% 8ot

AR, o) A7 g ATFEL FAH Y JHEAE 7T Ao F 7HA] (= BEA) 2o

S
3
=]
=
=
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q Atz 58 AAl gk o&s) gok At ME o8 e Aln 58 HALEo 54, &
A Al M2 U8 Z2HE AAE F Q] gl F 7HA] o] AA Atn 8 HALE
A3 Aol BRE Alolo A A 7IHo] grh (Kogan, 1994).

A, Fd Atz 58 AAE A4 A8 23 A FEE ZAE A ofF e A
o)A AHE v & 438 = g3 AV|He] $to+ (Hong & Milgram, 1991; Okuda,
Runco, & Berger, 1991; Runco, 1993; Runco & Okuda, 1988). 12iut AA 483 IR
BEg EAE ANEE FAF Al 58 AARe 2 23U A7 ARAE 58 F9H 44
ehul vl w BA ] on] g Yol ol AA FH ot JH et #ALE
g1 e AR FHold, np|wo 2 oAl 49 /T £AE FE 1F AoV o
A 5& 1 B9 e e XYY 258w Aihd F yo] o o5 ES
oz g A7 A gtk F9H o5y 7] A 7] uHo] FH ofFe] St
2 59 Aus A3 D5Hole AHE ez Ao FHFAE oY osES Y
og A7ge n$ F83vn A

B a7 F 2HL oY otFEe AoAde] F AU} ohA 4 RAHIE
g3ted ot o] EAIE ©§dly] 98 B dte AR, A 7 UE d97Y olsEY
oo ARVAE HES, A olgEY UukE FH Atn FEHIY A FFoA Y F
949 BAE ZARIT A 71X dE(9, HlE, Ag)olAle] olge FeFL ojopy] BHE
7], Be}F wg7), oA LA e T 53 HrIE B3 SAHHUL, 999 4 9
AE7S 3] BAHACE et F9F ALz 532 Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test 9
Real-World Divergent Thinking Test % F 7FA &4 Aol &) FA =AU

I a4+ 9y
], o4 CHAb

o} Nebraska Foll gl O 719 2% SR H 10099 2580 2 8hd 4 So] &7
o ez EAEAU 109 B F 53 (49%) Wol FA oFeEIUL 56 (G1%)Hol A#} of
FEolth. 37} o5 dole 701 Al (857HHE)FE 809 Al (10474€) 7HA] g
A7} obge] Huol: 7.104 (M /HY)oIRT EEAHAE 44708}, Fd obF o df
nreo wolog 109% F 39 F4A oks# 289 £ obsS AAE 1047 o] UAA of
FEIUS
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2. HAF =7

7}. Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test.

Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test®] 7 7}4] ol ZAAHHA] o] & 7 §AM AAhe} & 7}
A ol HAAHEY on] AHrhrt o] dFE Hs AHEHY FHcoh Wallach-Kogan
Creativity Test®] A2 =9} Bl o] ¢ F&F £ Eie SEXTH AR o g o] FA
433 w2 (e 80 o9 BB EE EAYi AXH 1 ltKFeldhusen & Goh,
1995; Rotter, Langland, & Berger, 1971). ©] &7-oll4] Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test®] Z
Zte] QdojAd ZAls B) Aol AANEL A FEAE XN RE AAHOZ 97l o)
3= Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testis £33 o] Q7oA EASASE Al 35S
F7tste AEHUD FAEA%E AAE F9H Az 59 HAe HYEE wddu
Wakefield (1985, 1992)& A A v} ik, 2222 7} Zhe] AdojAd ZHAate} v] dojAd ALY
A B3 F e ZANETE FE § Y EALATYE FEOZ o]Fo FHuh A
A% A TFEL o5 B0l B AFES o188 F ' BE /e Uy T3, AlAl
5 AMEY BRE FFH Wi, 281 o BFo] gnE F e BE otojte] AAlE]
5oz FAHNCH, FALATY HAl EFEL o}FEE 9T 222 BAE Arsx
a0 W HFS AT S dE £, ¥l oA At By ov] HApolA olsEL
&3 o] 870} Aok 7] Y& dgo] vk Y 222 AN B3 533
g uhEo] Hojgh Il 1 E¥o] W & e EE RAES I Hol
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test®] #}3 ¥4 Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test i g <] 7]&
WS wgch Z BASA5E HAIAE 94 (fluency) 3 534 (originality) B57},
ALATY Grel e 848 A9Vt §5HAT 94 F5e ool ANF $H9 £
§ate] oA Y, 234 e AA ofF $HY 5% ol &3l Soldta 7] @3 olo]
5L Tttt weba 2 AT A Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test® ZA2%58 §44
(WKF), #A18124%58 SZA4(WKO), 281 ZALASY F34(WKPF) 59 A48 52
A FA=HA

e,

O ot &

L}, Real-World Divergent Thinking Test.

Okuda $(19D9 @TolA A=z ALgEHA ZHAE B 7o @A =A%
Real-World Divergent Thinking Test”} AH8-H3Ath £ ATE& A% ¥ 255 28hd 4
B Hge A% 2A AANE A3 olFoFd. £ dFolA Real-World Divergent
Thinking Test= 47} 8+9) AAH2A Y] EAsI 28 dAls 2719 A4 2d5EhhE +
AEen 2% olF] gt Ao Auy FIEZ ojFo Atk FA AE 58 AAlA
OlFEL T ¥ dAY¥d FAE B /15 B2 dEAAL A3 E 275 A
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didel] EALATY AAA ol 5L Su A gt A e BE FAES
222 A7NEYEEE a7Ho Hoh Wallach and Kogan Creativity Test olAx@
Real-World Divergent Thinking Test®] FA31Z2%5d HAlAE FEARWE I E3A4
RWO) B&7h, EALEASY AroMe 94 RWPE) A57t 55310,

o} Fejd &8 Bt
B AFNME 4] & A dFoMY olF S U] Aste Al 7R Z9A
3 AAL AAHAJE olobr] wHET|(Ao} 99, FEHF WEVI(PlE 99, 281 A9
A Ay A4 HE7(AE 99) Sol ¥R I Aol o] AHEE F9A 8 HAEL
Amabile (1996)9] FAd 3 AAE A% ALS BE AR 7 99 ALIMEo] A A
Brte] FAE AT F JE FYo ASES xFon, B3 ol5Eo] /MEA, FIA, =
A & HHE F AEE FAPE 473 LA (open-ended)olh ZF B9 FejAde
Zt Ao o] AE7te] WAL S8 A £ AAE T3 AAFA FAH Hh E 5 3
U3l Amabile (1996)2 &= A ztelle] A7E B3 £33 vl gt} & AFolA ARE-E o]or]
utE7]9} e WHE7]IE Amabile (1983)0l 93] 19te oA 43 AALZA 30 A o4
o] A7E T3 2 etdAe] 459 v Jon & AHAZ A Z(inter-rater reliability) 9}
A & 717 45 E Holx At (Amabile, 1996; Baer, 1991, 1993). o]o}7] THE7] 7 Aol A
o} 5L £ ¢lx 2¥ A, A boy, a Dog, a Frog, and a Friend (Mayer, 1971)& B3 30§
i EFHY ojob/|E UELE S THIUT FEF WEV] HAA 7 olFELS FFU
UdAl 147 X 227 BA =517, £, 100 7HA] o9 tgd B, 472, 272 ZEd AFo)
g 33 FoAR A8E o] &3 Anvi $2F 28w SFH RIS HEEE 87
= e
FoA Ak BAl ©HE7]E Baer (191)¢] Aol MEEHAR Ao2 GA| & AAHAIL
AYEE Bolx gt A FA ThE7] ArLoA oleEL SE3] A4E AIHE 7} * A
mgli E3F I 7hEd ofHE Ay olofr] FAE UEEE STFHAUL oFFEL AAlo]
AS E 9o QAT A EC] BE FAE U2 AIHE] E F URSF —"Hﬂ 32 o
3 RE ARE TFAAT g} ol FA 3 HAe 98] 7} 4G AEIE (2
3%) o g3 HAHA. 2+ GHe] FE7H= Amabile (1996)0] A8 2159 7t
oMol A AFAFE HF2 ALHAS H7H A B 5 e BAS AAS] 4
JE7IES 22 AT 22 Fad 2o, 2 SYE BolA o5 5 AEEES 10 (R
A mi¢ wrg)olM 50 (A il Ee)Ateld] 5 A HEE AHE, AN ol A
o) dztetd HAHAG H4Ut E2TE FAHY ARt £2 ALE AdHYG
Amabile (1996)0] AAFHZ 2 FF 9 4-5-7}%—% ob 9 AMEEES A EA o
ztale] YA} 7| Bl T ole 59 AAEET vwste] YA o2 HrtetEE A4 ek}
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7t g9 AR S digh ARt HAe] d5E $ ZF GHo] AR/IE] AvluE 43 7
HA o) dx)8H=7}e] B (inter-judge reliability) 7} b= ek ZF G oA 9] o}F o] Feoj
A AFE 7 499 Al 4 AEVES HAL JEFdo A AXEHJUT

RE FAAES ZEF TEVE At 28F sl EH e FPFA e A7t
Algo] gle AFAA (power test) T E2HF WHE7IE 3-5W9 23T FHoz A
Rom, AAl AjZE A AT EF ZE HAE AYe] Aoz AudA olFoiHch
F2e] AeelA BE AAHES 02AA 1A AEY AT Hell o] Fof Hapj, opgo]
Ab EF IS BolAY FHE AT A FAVE FEHL T A A=HAT BE
AAbe AR Al ZE 898e 957 A3 sz 2 Hlon obFe ID £E ol§& A
2R il

7 A Al 58 AAY AEE 35S FF Wl M2 Cronbach's o AFE &3}
WS ALEE e ol BYR ARAAN 4 BYE 1Y ABAFE 2AR 9 &P
o] Aol A Cronbach's ¢ & A& AHES <F 1>oIA HE 77~ UE AT+ F3359Y

rlr

o

Pearson A& F2ATE 7 Z3 Al 58 AAF R A8 F 94 Al 59
AARZEe] AE ATAE dolR 1At AlAkE Atk Wallach-Kogan Creativity Testd] 2.5 319
HrE, & BANEFE F33(WKF), 43458 S34(WKO), 1811 EALAEE &
AXH(WKPF) g0l EF #9vdy & 484< Eiond, #AAl Real-World
Divergent Thinking Test® 7+ 3¢l HFE AlololA 2 A4S Ueldldh gLo
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test$} Real -World Divergent Thinking Test®] 3¢} 2458
AMZ foulshy 493 2 ARA4ES JsdY <& 2>+ F FYH Aln 58 FAR
Pearson A& A#@Ael A7%E Jehit
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(H1) Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test2}t Real-World Divergent Thinking Test2| T,

E=HX He| % Cronbach's @ Al

Wallach-Kogan
A 25H
#3544 (WKF) 36.60 20.20 9-101 93
=34 (WKO) 562 6.33 0-34 3
TAEASTY
&4 (WKPF) 23.33 11.87 8-69 77
Real-World
AN AT
%54 (RWF) 9.20 6.82 1-43 94
=34 (RWO) 1.01 2.48 0-13 90
A5
%54 (RWPF) 11.25 942 0-60 8

(& 2> Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test 2} Real-World Divergent Thinking Test2

Pearson X& Al (N=109)
WKF 1.00 T46xx B10% 634+ 449%x 568
WKO 1.00 595 510% 524k 331xx
WKPF 1.00 558 3665 B01xx
RWF 1.00 B40%x 369
RWO 1.00 206+
RWPF 1.00

Note. WKF = Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test (WK) EA34 258 +34; WKO = WK A8}
A 4d; RWF = Real-World Divergent Thinking Test
24, RWPF = RW ZAL A58 a4,
*xp < 0.01

A%5Y 534, WKPF = WK £A4%74
(RW) EAH2%5Y £d4; RWO = RW £A4312

vz o
48 &

) =
48 =5

*p < 006
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2. X & Wt dx

olop7] BHE7], EF WEY], FAH A BA wEVIY AIYxE 7 49E AEHEY
12712 B3 A E % (inter-judge reliability)& &3 FASHA FoAH 538 HriolA =2
1271t B4 A E (inter-judge reliability) & o153l 2 AEIME0] vkt fALG %
odell B¥ Holg 2I gxdte vE AE 7HE UBEE 4 #d g3k 9nE
£t} (Amabile, 1996). & ATolA FE7IE B A =E o ¢ gtk <B 3> 7 39
8 Brte] ¥, BEUA 281 R ¥4 AHEE Yl gich

2
r

U o
W o

1+

fo,

oX

CE3) M 7] SHoiMe| Eold 8 Wotel B, EZHA I Al

olop7] THE7] 2.37 112 88
Za HEY) 291 1.21 9
AR 7| 2.26 1.25 R

B ATFdA 99 M2 FH ols-& W= Ao AFY F EHL opy oy 10989
AA obF F 40 (37%)B Y obFEol st o] FFolA HEIES HA A FgAe
zed Ao Yepth ZF oA Al He] AE7EZRE 4 (FYA) T 5 (S FoH)
o] A& ol FFo] 40 oldQl oksEo] 'AYH’ o}goT TFHUY, ZH Y W
AR EY, 14 (13%) B9 ol5E0] olof7] TE7]A, 21 (19%) o] ZelF TtE7)d A, 18
116 (15%) Bol F9H A FA wErldA 2 FYgAH-E Hole Aoz BEdY} o
E40 39 A& Bty iy olF FollE 7 (6%) Y obFo] F ddoA Fgne
Holx Aoz g @A 2 2%)H 9 ofFtro]l Al 99 EFoA FgAE =l Ao
s ATk (el e, 40 Hel FH olF F 16w FAl 2490] dAgon FF o=
74 ONEE EF T 5 AYolAT. 69 (63%)E Y olF B AToA A dd F oju
FIAME FF TS BolR] g Aoz vyt (v Jd). (2 D& 4 99 4
F9H ol X A4%E YehdT
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3. Bt FAofMe| EefdS OE

oloby] WHE7), & wHE7), A At A ©EV] T Al 7HA dHolM e FeH 8o
BA7} Pearson A€ AAATE o834 GTHUG 2 AFHE AW R ojopy] whev|o} Al
A et FAM R o] spAIRt 2839 ¢ w2 AHE HYT. olop] wHEv|e 2
F wE7), A A TrET|e S25 HETE SAACE Foud AARAS B <E HE
19789] b5l Al 71 GHelM ] FoH o] FAdAE Yehl gtk

e

(& 4) o|0p7| BtE7|, et 27|, 3eH
Pearson XME AMHEHA|

e 2 US7| e

<E 450 e A Jeizre) den
73] olabe) el Fol4E na
WA e o5 E (M3 AW AM FAHE A

oI55

L

=
L

25 HE7| 1.00 1%
AR EA] TS 1.00
*p < 01

AAY oz Fold Fael FBYL AN B
(9] AW o)} o= M E Fol g v}
o] et 7o) el ANSA Raln
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itk 28 B2 Pearson FBAIT7E 5 25 Al §HoA 9] FBAHE FA5) gt A
HA <E 5>7F YehRRo] & 7hA] oo FHdA FedE UEhd Bl Jde A o
o] Zeojd 3 HARE obFE Fv ¥ FaE iR guth 4 gAY Fy ¢
g AAHES T 499 AT FrF 4AE BY ¥ ol RAA FuAdE Yk
ok olH @ At & FHAM G Feidol T e FRAX Y Fg AP SJAA A
£ Bde AFEGT @ £ 3l 3 61 Fee FuA Y e AA oks S Wdez
A e} B4 FABHA UelRt & olopr] wE718 e EA WE7] el wje @)
AR felm g AaaAz) gljlen, olopy] wHEv|st et e BE FaF wEV ¢
A A g7 Zele vl Sl AUAAE LHSA 20

by o g ol2f§ A & FHolr e FAH F¥o] the FFelM T s} v
T @S AEAAE Bola AP3 FHHY BAE FAEE AAs L At FEAE
ko] wiel kol wis) 2t YH3 R ¢ @ AR Boln, & FGolA Y P
AA7E e oA FH dHe APl SEAHYS vEdTh

(E 5 &e| FEt (N =40)2t vlZte| TToM2l ofof7| BHE7|, EatF g7,
FolH M 2H 2hE7| Zke| A (N=69)

- 203 | - 022

283 w57 -148
045
AbFEA TET 273% 157
we An
xp < 005
4. LEHE{Ql Zo|X AT =8 HAl= OIS ZH FA0AM e Ze|X MR E o

Z3l=717

AukHQl Ao A AL T8 HARS obF Y Al FFoA e Ao A ete] AAME BT}
71 138 thekst A EA 5] olFojFH ) ¢4 Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test, Real-World
Divergent Thinking Test 12]1 A 7}A] JHeojx 9] FolA 48 Hriztel #A7} Pearson
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AE ATEAE T3 2AHAD <F 62 2 EAE AAs] YT o o] Aol
AHEE F 7R ZA AR 5 HAbe] A 7HA] 3] A B O AETE Aol 999 o]
op7] WHE7I fr 9H|F ABAEE BAY 1 FAME ojopr] WEZ]E Wallach-Kogan
Creativity Test®] &A% 34 A5 (WKO) ¢ 3662 7H¢ 52 4a34e 5o
F A9 A AL Y AN FAA A FA eV Bele A v gle duuAst 2
Hz) gitt v 999 e B9 A= F FIH Al 53 FAR 9H g9 A
F & #4934 & 4, Real-World Divergent Thinking Test®] EAEATE A4 A
(RWPF), giut wi-¢ Gxgt f on@ H3ABAE 2T r = 197, p < .06). FIF WHE7le
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test$h= A3 A2 ov] & F#AAE AAsHA] ZH

(H 6) F 7HK| Zex At S3 ZAlet Ml JHX| Eeojd 8 HIRte
A

WKF 306%* 069 120
WKO 365k * 150 192
WKPF 231* 073 135
RWF 243* -.011.026

RWO 24T* 038 019
RWPF 157 197* 116

Note. WKF = Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test (WK) TA12%5 Y F+94; WKO = WK 4s]
A58 EAA; WKPF = WK ZA4758 4944, RWF = Real-World Divergent Thinking Test
(RW) EA82%% #94; RWO = RW £A812%5¥ 534, RWPF = RW EA2A%5Y fd4

xp <005 *xp <001

a2y 99 <F 6> o AR BA BHTeEE 7
Al FolH JATS BAE FES AYE 7 W) A2l F A =
Holog 3 A JHolre FoH HHE TH UULE 3o UFIHARY (multiple
regression analysis)& T3t 2 S UdolriTt TFIARYLE Al oA o}F
29 Z9A 4A7t = AEY F FAH AL Y PAll 8] WHEE=AY 41 E HE
g 1 A9E ANRY 5 P Aln 53 At 6719 &9 AFEL olopy] WHE7| ]
14% (p < .06)&, Z&tF WE7IS} FF Jky 24 w579 B = A4 8% 57%E 4
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Y3k GEIAEA L) Aate T FYH Am 58 AALe) 6717 3 H5So) ojoty) gt
7o) BajA Rt & A § onjt RS AW, FeF e} A BA) ey
FaME §F guig 4B3E DHA XYSS veEidtholg @ Ao gdF3 Aol
Zte] FoAH Alx 598 7Arre P L we vlsesA Jdelwtt Zhzte) Ry ala
AAE olot7] THEZ|Y f v RES APFou, olx YA AlT T HA: Fe5
WE7Y AFEA] eV BIAME f AR RES AEA RUY Aoz A
R Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test®] Al 3l HLEL olokr] %5719 136% (p < 0B)E
Aoy, 5 e g A B2V #EiE 4 43%S) 27% Yol el
2 29t Al Real-World Divergent Thinking Test9] Al 319 AFEX olopy] ©+E
7ol #iAE 8% (p < 0908 AF oY, 5 HEI| A E 51%, A5 A e oA
B 9R 14% ol M9y £

T 94 Ax 58 HALY 6714 9 AFE F oL 3y AUt Al el e FolA
AAE 1 & dE8ertd 9BE <E o deEdt <3 DA Yeh}so]
Wallach-Kogan Creativity Teste] €A1 258 534 A4 (WKO)7} olobr] wtE7]9} 29
A A BA whEY)Y] 7 AEE dF ol oy BAH R & onjsiAE g 2
25 YH=7]= Real-World Divergent Thinking Test®] A2 7258 94 (RWPF) Ao
o3 7 F AFHJYTH

oj¢} o] tF 3H BAL A At 5Y HAIEC] 4zt F& HLE fEFHOR o
L AT dEsn dushvbel B $83 ARE ATSAT oldE BHL i £
ol B8 W] A olHA T4 AQl @4deolu FAE AYsAE £ weky o

N2

]
Fo] S WA F& AAZY] B olHA gzt dAdely BAE d9Er) i AF
4% (canonical correlation) £4]0] o] FojF k. AFE & A9 A= S Wl F Ho
A AL 5 AALEC] FE WU M dFoA e ole 5] FA T -olulFt ARE Bolx
285 A4} [Re = 407, x2 (100) = 24.23, p =.148]. o] A9 A= B A7) A A}45
o A ALLL 58 AALY Al FFolA 9 obFe] Aol AF3] AE EFHYL YEhY
U (Ax <F 8)<E &
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(¥ 7) Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test2t Real-World Divergent Thinking Test £
671X St HTER M "ol 3eX

S87te| THE 8784

T 073 358 72
WKF 286 191 06
WKO -.0%4 -33 NE)
ojop7] wg 7|
WKPF 034 24 8l
RWFRWORWPF 056 43 67
030 25 &0
-.194 -91 37
i W | m | w
295 w7 WKO _:112 —:76 '45
WKPFRWFRWORWPF 009 o7 %
282 2.24* 03
-.133 -6l HA
WKF .286 1.79 08
AR S WKO 086 48 63
WKPF -.064 -41 68
RWFRWORWPF =077 -5 38

Note. WKF = Wallach-Kogan Creativity Test (WK) ZA812%5 3 #44; WKO = WK &3]
A%Y 234, WKPF = WK #4225 3 $94; RWF = Real-World Divergent Thinking Test
(RW) EA4512%54 #9494, RWO = RW 4131453 5344, RWPF = RW ZA2A%E #94

*p < 0.05

1 256 921 757 10 671

2 120 986 1.34 4 855
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X~

r
0

o] Aol FAF 10989 olFEL 4 EE FEe] dstd A4S vehlle AR
=Rtk obF e A F9oA YBA Y= 1E FYH HAHEE HolEte 7 99
T E G FAG AolE BT olHF ARz njFo] B of, B ATE obF59 & 4o
Ao e 1 okge] tE FHodM Y F4E T A= QA dEFHAY BEsrt
oz & AHsa Yot 538 AE7H] HAel o3 7 FHolA FJ P& Belvtn dALE
T A obgEol 7 FET FAo] vl e A4S B Ao, 1097 o}F F w
A 2789 obgito] Al Y EFlA FIH HHE B A & B % dy, o] 2
AHES Aol B4 F9l FAH HEldE =dle F83 FAoV % 3tk

olop7] RHE7|st Fo A Ak EAl WEV] ol Fou @ FBBAE AN, 2 ABAS
7h 28322 i G Uehstthe Ao FEH ok Fnt frojvatA T W& @& ojol ut
E719F ZoH e A w27t Trabgel dEste (4 90Xy ojopr] mE oloy)
A 22 FAE HAEY] P48 S8 Pue Aol dHEA] BEnh B olopy] BEY)
ot A A eV FAAR S FEL obsd T WA e AEY FAM 7INE Fx 9
o Miller, 1991). Adams(1993):= 5+ AR Folvjsta v FadAE 7 499 W43
el 71dE 1R 4 HAE Yk ofFY] fF WA ] Atk TR &
obgol F 7HA b& AAtelM fAte FF S ALRETE, F HARES f dujdln e
FEBAE T Y AR A Bgor|RTkE ofF ] AR BT Al Agolgt
= FAoIT. a2y ojopr] eI FH A BA wE|Y Addol FAH LR oA
71d8HE A9 ARe & dTdME dF5E F e TR goz2e FEATE B3 AF
3 APES ok BT} & A= & FHAAY YL OE JHM S F4 2 2
FBARE Holunz g RuHo|gtn F3st= FH9 A+ (¢, Hong, Milgram, & Gorsky,
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558 B4 o2 Yok A A7} AEAG 4EB F4H ZPuTE AESe BHL
489 Boly £ WE BETo2A FINY 9 AT $HY BA0l 2T o B
£ gE A% ANBTL ¥ £ o
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3 oY o}F] FelH "o%"i% o &34
2 283 BEvY Bz = HolA @gton, oety] whE 7|
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g "X oy AN QAE wFd ’H}%Z—IU} FRATE A0 01]’*1 65 *P’]E}_Tl_ 3’—\:}
(Bartlett & Davis, 1974). £ AT Af}oA F Fo)H Alx 5
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A 3HE obgEo] Muta oz A g AA Al “‘4"3 < Jd GAAsIAY A 357}0}
E 59 #A3E =aligte Aol FHE oo} gt

Holdh, % 29174 A 59 Ak

HJo
>W- r#
flo <
ox
18

o)
gu,

N

=

==

A
S

V. 479 AN

4 oA 289 7Pg AAE BAH 39 S Sel 25l FHoln $58 o5 L 2



64 EFUEFRT(HI0H H2R)

7)o gtAsln AKAFIX] Btk oo}, FAEL V] BT wEAFIA BaL b
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gy ol& 3, o] B Tkt 37t i e st o AAL S gig Al
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Abstract

Investigation of Domain—specificity and Domain-generality of
Creativity in Young Children

Ki-Soon Han, Ph.D.

One of the most controversial issues in contemporary research of creativity, whether a
person’s creativity is domain-specific or domain-general, was investigated with 109 second
grade children in the present study. The purposes of this study were to empirically examine
(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 two divergent thinking tests, and children’s creative performances.

The findings of this study support the position that creative ability in young children is
rather (but not absolutely) domain-specific. Children exhibited a range of creative ability
across different domains rather than a uniform creative ability in diverse domains, indicating
there is considerable intra-individual variation in creative ability by domain. Divergent
thinking measures did not have great power in predicting creative performance in at least
two of three, if not all, domains assessed in the study. It is implied from the study that it
is not possible to reliably predict a child’s creative ability in one domain based on his/her
creative ability in other domains or his/her overall divergent thinking ability. Implication of
the study in connection with educational practices for gifted children is discussed.



