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Analysing a Selective Examination for the Gifted and Talented : on the basis
of domain-general and specific viewpoint of creativity in a college gifted center

Donghyun Chae*

(Jeonju National University of Education)

ABSTRACT

This study aims to analyze a selective examination for the gifted and talented from a domain-general
and special standpoint. For this, we analyzed gifted and talented test results carried out by Gifted and
Talented Education institute affiliated with the university of Education located in the central region of
South Korea. This test consisted of three sections which are giftedness in the first round, academic
aptitude in the second round and interview in the last round. I conducted the analysis of variance of the
giftedness test result to the gifted and talented group in each subject from the domain-general point of
view. As a result, the each group was not significant. This means that the gifted and talented in each
subject has giftedness from the domain-general viewpoint. Secondly, I implemented the analysis of
correlation among three test such as giftedness, academic aptitude and interview conducted during the
selective process for the gifted and talented. The result was that they had a low or no correlations
between them and were not significant. This demonstrated that each test checked a different area. That
is, we came to realize that the first, second and third test evaluates a different area and in particular, with
the result that the first and second test had a low or no correlations between both of them we realized
that they evaluated a different area from a domain-special standpoint. The purpose of this study is
meaningful to investigate in terms of how the selective test for the gifted and talented is conducted from
a domain-general and special standpoint as a recent study viewpoint about the gifted and talented along
with creativity. It is too limited to generalize this result because this test was sampled by one region but,
this study indicates that we should take a domain-general and special standpoint into account when it
comes to selection for the gifted and talented.

Key words : gifted or talented person, domain special characteristic, selection for the gifted and talented,
a selective test for the gifted and talented.
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Table 1. Average and standard deviation of the primary gifted test results by groups

group N M SD

gifted in korean 20 3225 8.717
gifted in English 20 33.35 9.642
gifted in Mathematics 20 32.00 5.221
gifted in Science 20 31.60 4.309
total 80 32.30 7217
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Table 2. ANOVA of the primary gifted test results by groups

variable SV SS df MS F p-value
between groups 33.70 3 11.23 209 .890
i ifted
primaty g in groups 4081.10 76 53.70
test results
total 4114.80 79

Table 3. Correlation among the primary gifted test, the secondary learning aptitude test and the tertiary interview(N=80)

gifted test learning aptitude test interview
gifted test 1
learning aptitude test 128 1
interview -013 -.036 1
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Table 4. Correlation among the primary, the secondary and the tertiary test of the gifted in Korean(N=20)

gifted test learning aptitude test interview
gifted test 1
learning aptitude test 426 1
interview 270 .001 1

Table 5. Correlation among the primary, the secondary and the tertiary test of the gifted in English(N=20)

gifted test learning aptitude test interview
gifted test 1
learning aptitude test 358 1
interview 407 176 1

Table 6. Correlation among the primary, the secondary and the tertiary test of the gifted in Mathematics(N=20)

gifted test learning aptitude test interview
gifted test 1
learning aptitude test -.052 1

interview -.298 -278 1
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Table 7. Correlation among the primary, the secondary and the tertiary test of the gifted in Science(N=20)

gifted test learning aptitude test interview
gifted test |
learning aptitude test -493%* 1

interview 286 .054 1
* p< .05
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