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Comparison of Perfectism, Interpersonal Characteristic between
the Gifted & Talented Students and General Students
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to analyze perfectism, interpersonal characteristic between the gifted & talented students
and the general. The subject of this study were 112 the gifted students and 120 the general. They answered the questions
about perfectism and interpersonal characteristic. To compare the gifted and general students' tendency, collected data was
classified by their gender and grade. And correlation analysis was done in oder to analyze the relation between the gifted
students' perfectism and interpersonal characteristic. The important results of this study were as follows. First, the grade
gap of perfectism was not meaningful in both groups. Otherwise, the gender gap of perfectism was meaningful in both
groups. Female's perfectism was higher than male's. And the gifted students' perfectism was higher than the general
students'. Second, Differently, the gender gap of interpersonal characteristic was meaningful in the same group. Female
had higher positive social-relationship, expression tendency than male. But female had lower competition-aggressiveness
propensity than male. In the general group, the 6th grade students showed more positive role, social-relationship than
5th grade. And male showed more competition-aggressiveness propensity than female. Comparing the gifted and the
general, the gifted had more dominant-superior, exhibitionistic-narcissistic propensity. It could be a reason of the gifted
students' social problem. Third, among self-oriented perfectism and dominant-superior, independent-responsible propensity
had meaningful correlation. Also socially-prescribed perfectism had influenced on dominant-superior, sociability-
friendliness, exhibitionistic-narcissistic propensity.
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Table 1. Perfectionism in gifted & talented students gender N=112
Sub-category Gender M SD t P
Self-oriented perfectism Fl;/lrize ;?g :g -3.13 L00#**
. . Male 247 40 "
Others-oriented perfectism Female 599 50 2.00 .04
. . . Male 2.61 .50 -
Sociably-prescribed perfectism Female 300 a4 -7.27 .00

*p<05  *P<00]
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Table 2. Perfectionism in gifted & talented students grade N=112
Sub-category Grade M SD t P
Self-oriented perfectism 2 g;g 2(5) 1.59 12
Others-oriented perfectism 2 ;:(7) :g 77 44
Sociably-prescribed perfectism 2 gzz 22 1.03 30
Table 3. Perfectionism in general students gender N=120
Sub-category Gender M SD t P
Self-oriented perfectism Fl;/lrize ;23 23 14 .89
Others-oriented perfectism FI:[nize ?2461 Zg 7.04 L00***
Sociably-prescribed perfectism F?;Lele iii ;; -5.92 L00***

#kp< 001
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Table 4. Perfectionism in general students grade N=120
Sub-category Grade M SD t P
Self-oriented perfectism 2 ;2 :2 -1.11 27
. . 5 2.44 .86
Others-oriented perfectism 6 541 85 A8 .86
Sociably-prescribed perfectism 2 ;iz ig -25 .80
Table 5. Comparison of perfectionism between gifted & talented and general students N=232
Sub-category Group M SD t P
. . Gifted&Talented Stu. 328 45
Self-oriented perfectism General Stu. )58 5 10.82 Q0¥
. . Gifted&Talented Stu. 242 43
Others-oriented perfectism General Stu. 234 30 1.69 .09
. . . Gifted&Talented Stu. 2.90 .59
Sociably-prescribed perfectism General Stu. 3 45 2.79 .04*

*p<05  *#P< 001
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Table 6. Interpersonal characteristics in gifted&talented students gender N=112
Sub-category Gender M SD t )4
Role tendency Male 2.61 .50 63 50
(Dominant, Superior) Female 2.69 .56
Role tendency Male 297 55 195 05
(Independent, Responsible) Female 3.20 45 ’ '
Social-relationship tendency Male 3.24 46 )56 01*
(Static, Receptive) Female 3.48 38 ’ ’
Social-relationship tendency Male 3.07 49 L4l 16
(Sociable, Fraternal) Female 3.21 34 ’ '
Expression tendency Male 2.81 .66 )7 01
(Competitive, Aggressive) Female 3.19 .61 ’ ’
}?X.p.res§io'n tender.w)./ . Male 2.50 .64 20 0k
(Exhibitionistic, Narcissistic) Female 2.88 .56
Expression tendency Male 2.15 1 215 03*
(Defiant, Unreliable) Female 1.84 .57 ’ ’

<05 *p<0]

Table 7. Interpersonal characteristics in gifted&talented students grade N=112
Sub-category Grade M SD t )4
Rgle tendency. 5 2.71 S3 129 2
(Dominant, Superior) 6 2.58 .50
Role tendency 5 3.06 45 16 65
(Independent, Responsible) 6 3.01 58 ' '
Social-relationship tendency 5 333 41 50 &
(Static, Receptive) 6 328 47 ' '
Social-relationship tendency 5 3.14 42 63 50
(Sociable, Fraternal) 6 3.08 49 ' '
Expression tendency 5 3.00 75 121 ”
(Competitive, Aggressive) 6 2.84 .60 ' '
Expression tendency 5 2.67 73 100 1
(Exhibitionistic, Narcissistic) 6 2.54 58 ' '
Expression tendency 5 1.93 .63 177 08
(Defiant, Unreliable) 6 217 72 ' '
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Table 8. Interpersonal characteristics in general students gender N=120
Sub-category Gender M SD t )4
Role tendency Male 2.40 A3 93 35
(Dominant, Superior) Female 232 45
Role tendency Male 2.81 49 167 09
(Independent, Responsible) Female 2.98 .54
Social-relationship tendency Male 344 42 5 59
(Static, Receptive) Female 3.40 41
Social-relationship tendency Male 323 42 7 7
(Sociable, Fraternal) Female 321 38
Expression tendency Male 3.05 .62
(Competitive, Aggressive) Female 3.11 .68 ~36 38
Expression tendency Male 2.31 72 16 37
(Exhibitionistic, Narcissistic) Female 2.33 .68
(e, Unrliy Feale 0 p s o

**P<.001
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Table 9. Interpersonal characteristics in general students grade N=120
Sub-category Greade M SD t )4
Role tendency 5 2.33 40 63 50
(Dominant, Superior) 6 2.39 46 ' '

Role tendency 5 2.72 49 )7 00+
(Independent, Responsible) 6 2.98 .52 ' ’
Social-relationship tendency 5 3.29 43 )0 00+#*

(Static, Receptive) 6 3.51 38 ' ’
Social-relationship tendency 5 3.08 47 309 03*
(Sociable, Fraternal) 6 3.30 33 ' ‘

Expression tendency 5 2.94 .63 195 05
(Competitive, Aggressive) 6 3.17 .64 ' '
Expression tendency 5 2.18 71 174 09
(Exhibitionistic, Narcissistic) 6 241 .68 ' '
Expression tendency 5 2.35 .89 185 06
(Defiant, Unreliable) 6 2.67 81 ' '

*p<05  *#P< 001
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Table 10. Comparison of interpersonal characteristics between gifted&talented and general students N=232
Sub-category Group M SD t )4

Rgle tendency. Gifted&Talented Stu. 2.63 S 431 00
(Dominant, Superior) General Stu. 2.36 44
Role tendency Gifted&Talented Stu. 3.03 .53 16 03%
(Independent, Responsible) General Stu. 2.88 .52 ' '
Social-relationship tendency Gifted&Talented Stu. 3.30 45 209 04*
(Static, Receptive) General Stu. 3.42 41 ' ’
Social-relationship tendency Gifted&Talented Stu. 3.10 46 200 05
(Sociable, Fraternal) General Stu. 322 40 ' '
Expression tendency Gifted&Talented Stu. 291 .67 1.99 05
(Competitive, Aggressive) General Stu. 3.08 .65 ' '
Expression tendency Gifted&Talented Stu. 2.59 .65 330 .
(Exhibitionistic, Narcissistic) General Stu. 2.32 70 ’ ’
Expression ten(.iency Gifted&Talented Stu. 2.07 .61 436 00
(Defiant, Unreliable) General Stu. 2.54 .81

*p<05  *P<00]
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