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Aol T AX71A tdS e, YAEE sty dd s

2008). FUol A= FALEAETH AP A2zl wel, 294%5 YAS A8 - A F ol f=
Aol %ﬁﬂilxl B3 7| 2 SFAA, BA -8R o] AFSHE 2L Eeu sl 33
T4 & 8 Ao AFshe A 5 A AAA ol fE w739 Axr) BT
A= @Zﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂr«l WYY 2 EFo Bista, ASEE o5 o dka oA
HE A2 Jodith AP FYATFEE 294F A4 7 LAY &

5T, oldF, 2005), A5 B Aol EF7, 9 A = (FA N, 2014 AEA BE(RNA,
2001), B4 AY A9AZ FA9} RE 97 2 EAo]5Y, A%, 287, 2009)011 #4H
Aol Aot 2AF A AA - A - AF A EFE AMH O motate] A S AU
FANER B FAZY AZPHE A AT v Holoh
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B AFNME 29AF A AN ERES 54'91%]'04 I8 E TRy, 1 A
o FA MeE 5o FHFATE HEOR st FA|F ]E“J?_% ZAaA; gt Q1]
2 B8 MacFarlane(2015)7} 23 243 A4 7§ ALS F83l= EATL JFgo
2 Ry F53 A3 ARE AALsked 8% As, RS AFL FdsA tes #
94, 283 o U2 Zlo| HA ste FALAG JAEH Al tis AmEgith 94 o
2 53] o Y FEeTE FFATIE 2ol wFo Aok R E(Colangelo &
Davis, 2002), &9A5 A9 EAAI &5 aTE Foaly] st FA A= MUA

T BEAYES 2ARGL £9AF GAY UABHA FELTE SotsE, PALY G&
AL PAe sl AYY 4 gome B AT 284 ool F Ao Snja.

II. O|2H Hi&

1. Xs

Aol TAE WAse FESYHR F53% AAF HFEE AWt YR
(Spearman, 1927) A& BHEs= 71 F83 8471 Ho St} 23U A5 AAe] Aoe
S22 A3 9F Ado] w2k =(Gardner, 1983) 1k AU T3] YRE 5ol %44-‘3}31,
17 7hs e AAEE o SeAE B3t Wallach, 1976). B¢ A5 HAAME B 0§ %
I AYQE ol AF, 4, Yol, uSTE, 1Y, FAA7Y @‘%k% Hk7] W Eoll(Lorge, 1966)

29A%F GAE TESE AT AAA FEEY AHTE IHBRE A5 PALY] Moz
FAE sty og THAA FHojgd Hols AF YAE % [2 wEsly] o ®
ofle}l £33ty o g tefsta 49 A FAE WHI|E HS o Hi(Torrance, 1982).
A% AAE @A A&H 02 AHEHE A5 HAL ALgol e EfEE EA 7} A4
A AZIEE olf7h o471 ek

2. &9l

o doltt FAJIF MFaL, A A%l Add A WEofll= T olth(Sternberg,



94, 2y, 5714, fmzt
| Vel (Sternberg, 1988),
. 93t A% AAF B ozt
l:t‘it}% 7K (Fox, 1976)°l we} @8] ASEE 49
AN oA AAKTorrance, 1979)9F A2l
TrES Brhshe *375‘131 E4 ZAKFishkin & Johnson, 1998) o] it EA~ %
4 B4, NS 89 aolo s, do] A} =8
AARE A= Yt} T Aol HAAE e A1E . AAAH AL A dA A= Bt
48§ JonR(elve, iﬁﬂ, ol &%, 2006), ke MlA el YIS Hastes =3

Ao] HAsIh(A 7S, 2009).

3. ArR[QIX|

AT AN LB A, 2, A SHOR A7 O WA aol f5e
$5H Sl HES BETh A491UAE A4 Bx54, A4, B s 5L
SO F9E, ol 1Al BET AAA) T3 ok A A(Baker, 1989)3 A Aol
A BAZ Bl A, e, GASAG 222 AESHT WA DA BEo) P
7)€ (Brown & Campione, 1981)& Udth FA7E GulstA BT AR FFo] e o

TE Bl o]FoH o, o]E0] FAUA Y& TEATE HH HaiAE B3] WA
A %9kTHCheng, 1993). L&} Borkowski®} Peck(1986)2 FAENA AR ] A F-H =

< Z8T AVIE BEolFE FEIF Yte EEAH S LA, Kurtz(1990)= 4911419
uigo] B E3kel 22 34 e0s wysor A AT

4. OIAIZH Al

=1 -

il

AXAEZ Aldolgh A2 e] E@aﬂr ol Ao thste] Aol T AdE Tt
(Pintrich, 2002). Schommer(1990)& AAEF 4d& o] F& 3} 80

U F5 &5, 5 Ao s XﬂOPo}"iﬁ E %719} A4 9(2006)2 gl B 2
o] A

] S An}
[¢) v = -7
9 et A adEes Frated A4e 14, $Ase G 4948l sl
ofs 44, 48, WAL B Aol 4o ldeolekd AR dee A4 494

A Ago] sl A, A BWriEoy WEckHofer, 2000). AEE QA=
€ ua AR, 20, 209, ANTE 96 3 AT, 2009), 42 e
. 1A g Beo] glon, wAA2014)S Al AHH Q1A 2o] YulstA
ath 50 wsialnh Jeiht A5F AASl AAEA Adel BolAE el bt 4
o] B¢ stofaly] ofgl & ARolrh
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5. ItN| ME =

& ZRe) ARt 714 +8, Ael, VRsehs d4oly] wEe] syt s
Yo7t G2, YA AEse sl FHd A0 A T el grkzdE 9,

2005, AAE). FAe FA Az BG4S BHE, Ho] weAY FxIE AAE HolsH
(Winebrenner, 2001), A48 FEAA 237 olglf] EXE T+ HAE Hsste AF
(MacFarlane, 2015)°] Yebdth =8 titkee] #3A4E5L ofd iy 228 A5

N

23N,

A(Winner, 1996), FATAYE A AgS53 o] A gBysiaMy o2 FANE
Pl HAE Folshe Aol Ath(HE4, o|F9, 29U, BE4, 2000). dukHoz o
4701 Ay 225 FAE Foldittn YA W, 29A41F GA daM=
A7y QAE e A1 F, AP, £33, 2009; 243 2, 2005)°] At
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2. A =7
2 dAFdMe AFSAHE A8 = Fol& AsEEH A Raven, 2010) &HA EAEE,
Aol Z=4E A8 Edx o)A A AN Torrance, 1979) 210 BE &559 =8 BY 52,
FAAA S} HAEES A E 248 €(2005)7F A LA} I EE 7S,
o422 A 248 YeAE 7|9t AYF2012)7F AET AAEF Ald AAE A
st o, MAAZE SLATE dolry] $3 FALE AAEAh 4 =18 A8k 3
22 ¥ AR YL B £ <E 2> YU
<H 2> %37 TFO FF, OIY 292, M= U8, 8 =
5 a9l 2l A% U g
go] & AARFS FARESZ dA|sl= IHA| 12
25
Eds IR HAZ uk-o] F 5 1
FARAL S RHo] B2 SES1 oA
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ENA A4 A ukg-o] F 1
oA =4 HSo] TEY Z=ES[A dojuf=x|
(=%) A A5 LS Aatate] AAER=A]
ik Al e A, Tdse Ae AdsheA
44 ARo)M AAG F2sh=A)
243 9 22 A%, g5 58, L%MA A 3
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e Sk B Ulg, 2 W) ARdle] op= &% 3}l 4
A= =2 Ulg, T2 Bof skt <A, U2 Wy AT 4
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Hh7) Y R A4 g8 84, x49 Wa), o] 49| 1A 4
AAEA Ad BE x4 X A 7 9E, 58 AR A4 A gt 4
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SWkssY  d%sY, =Y A3 W, g T84 4
WW Y RFI =E8E B3 ok Bo] JlE gk 4
243 9 =37 A A2, gokel /1E3 we) 2a Zolo In| 4
A Am ol Al APny wE Avjshs gokdl go] gl BA AT 3
22+ 34 NAE oz 22, Ay Feshs I Az 3
ZAAAZE XN g9, Fe) 5o AmgE = A7 5
FeAT ANFEE  BAM AiE2 FRIE AT

= o e B g A S A7
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7L 2o|& X|s w=HAKRaven's Progressive Matrices-Standard Progressive Matrices)

T3t w5A WA TS B FEE HAE Foteta G35 S ZAsE
otHl mlolo] & ZAbo|M(Jensen, 1980), W5, =&, AlA 2o A2 A rHOllH Lé
2] AH&5E el Standard Progressive Matrices(SPM)& 128802 FAH 5719 &74A
2 o] RAHUT &AL Ae AEAA HE, Be BYRF, Cv E¢Y AXF A, DE =2
ko] Wd 2% EE AARGS 1 FAREOR sAsts FAY, AdA ER 25
AHAAY LA Y ZFEE A& oA oAH& Ao #A4Z sjdEo] gtk Zi‘%‘“"TJr
AA5(1994) ATolA SPME WHYAEE 73, AARAAA AFEE 6022 YElgth &
ATE ol FAYE T AR AR JEA FEE 7P ofElE Y EME el
AE AT & “’3L°ﬂ E2o] 14& st dshe ged A B ol WA 73
9] Z&L o2 W HetAE W T5o] o= AE doleEA FAskr] st A 473
% 3E2 34, /M v B2 sHOE wjdE JheA] WAL EE QRS T &
Aol A= Cronbach®] &3} A7) 844

il

ul

ol

Ll ERiA EolM ZHAKTorrance Tests of Creative Thinking)
B2 FofA HAAE FAske Aol AAe 4, 34, 84S, =¥ AMe 734
B, A, AFT T2t AJONEA), (AFe)) F48e YT B dFlMs

=
Aol AAtY] S5 &5 &5d =7 AAY Od s &% i & AdEste ARt

. Ed = 22~76, AFEE 34~992 EHA 9O H(Torrance,
1984), ¥ Ag-29] Ao ZHANA Cronbachd] E3AG7} 876, =8 HAAIA 4982 o] AA}

Ch =A5| 2|(2005)29] A¢IQIx| M2

FARJIAE A NG FAZ FES 243 94(2005)4 AEL QA9 tgt & &
+ 2% g5 Ag, W& Aol tid #e, sof & doll $AAeHE Aoke A, dFATES
HAs A A=A E B EFOEZ FAFH Y 7]Ed 7H%54 A s9ol o3 A
AAre} St 7&/\}(5**5, M4, 2004)F vt O E FASt A B EE FRSH
J, 8 AHEE 37~822 e E AFdA s Tl gA oldlttEE 71E HA
9 FA-& 499 d%x}ﬂ TR 1489 8 FARATL AES ARRst & AT
o)A Cronbach®] €FAIF+= 9152, Ud AF=rt vl A el

2. gh7| et 3%1—’?-(2012)9 ClA=2X Al X T (Scale of Personal Epistemology)
9 Az 9719 Y 2006)0] MEd HE F

2l FEE Holx FAAE dldsy] Y5t +73
Zolt 1%719} 7&%%(2012)% AEHg QI EF Ao A EAe 77k FHEFA

o] Ueh=t] sl AR QA& Ao E d9Yutol ZstA vebdtia ®H1ste]

[=))



oBR B AL GoUu Al AUE A4EH Adol sFeh 247)9)
spgol olstely] 455 skl AT £ ATOIA Cronbache] b4
B4 A= S BA ek

fr e

o =48] 2|(2005)9 Tt MEE ME

BIHQYTE B AP AE F9A, AHEH A HE
£819%, Cronbach®] W3pASE 8022 A AREI $A vehg

SAEY MU FEART} ofEA TERE Holslr] Yk, A
(A=ZAY, AAAY 5 23, 2HHIA(TV) AH T

29 GA), gursty e = (28 1S &
FAY durdA, duit R v AR AAE AL 7 e AR W
T AHE BAED o) JARYS S
FA o go] FEsHA ol #AE et frFol oA FESIE Yol =l HA
FAHASTE HAETh

<E P> o2 As AAY BIE HFE ded] T - A E E s A
H2 vwsty Yepl th YYuiA EAHEA(ANOVA) 2, F 7HA] HEe] Aolrf &
T FEE 01 oA FustAl vEbTh AREHAA (Scheffé) A3, Ty FHL gt
FATE A9 GA e} A RT FA, 7HEAE F FHL GiIAE RS RTG =4 U
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= T () T (E) A 4 (Scheffé)

et kA 98 9.29 2.17 1398 000 GA>Yur
A9 FA 43 7.88 3.37 FA>49

YukekAy 50 6.82 3.19

Ankg A 98 13.58 4.87 1203 000 FA>Lut

28] %A 43 1127 6.11

uks}AY 50 9.06 5.64

rln
o

ST

89 Heoh FA-o|
(Scheffe) A3}, o] Aol A
£ YEIT &9 FAE o

AoAe Al A ko] A Apol7t YepUA ekoka, MR8 HF
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29 E FRistY el CIX|EMT} st
<H 4> EHA T HOQ T ZAIQ| U 201 H4 5! FEO| ZHE Hlul
ooy =Y
g mase) @z wewy po o, 68
Qo]  fAA  gwrdA 98 21.25 107 1027 000  FA>LRE
29G4 43 15.62 1.22 A A>29)
nkshAY 43 13.02 1.96
=34 gurgdA 98 16.21 0.89 1254 000 SGA>Yur
429G A 43 11.65 1.24 FA>2A8)
gurekAy 43 8.65 1.32
T84 ghkdA 98 14.59 0.67 2693 000  FA>HE
29G4 43 9.95 0.61 GA>29]
nkshAY 43 7.16 0.80
4 kg A 99 51.82 2.32 23.51 000 FA>YHE
49 GA) 43 37.23 2.87 FA>28)
gukekAy 50 24.80 3.74 49>yt
5y 34 o6adA 98 8.96 1.79 0242 785 -
29G4 43 9.04 1.46
nkshAY 49 9.18 1.92
=34 gurgA 98 47.86 19.24 490 008  FA>YH
49 GA) 43 45.88 21.88
gukekAy 49 37.08 19.35
AwAgd  gurdA) 98 47.86 19.24 490 008  FGA>YH
29G4 43 45.88 21.88
nkshAY 49 37.08 19.35
A GurgdA 98 3.74 3.74 741 001 GA>YuEk
429G A 43 241 241 FA>2A8]
gukekAy 49 3.43 3.43
44 dhkgA 98 4.94 4.94 8.41 000 AP
29G4 43 4.46 4.46 29>t
nkshAY 49 2.61 2.61
4 kg A 99 2745 2745 4.11 018 FA>YHE
429G A 43 27.96 27.96
AnkekAy 50 2725 2725
TE, 9o AAF FHoA IutFARG EA T iR O 52 H4E, Ao AR
A4, 534, §54 899 =8 AAR A 84 ditdAEg v HAEE B
3. ARIoIX]|

A sk 2]l

PN
ATE

AR vt <® 5> YehATh QYu)x|
(ANOVA) A7}, A2 golollAl 5% 05, A%, &), $4E9, SEHE Qi

B AL

=]
RUSECNA T
)
T

o

F2 .01 olel Felv @ Aeh W5 Aolvk vhebkeh, AR (Scheffe) 2, A AE
UERhITE e A Aeu,

Bel9) s acloN YudA

[e] Pk =1
e 458
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<H 5> YHLIX| Ui 2921 H=o| HHE H|I

3] B _ _ N S
g E W) BE R =EY F
90l \:] g‘r‘ (¥8) ] (ED ]’ P (Schejj’e)
24 kg ) 98 12.45 1.96 3.56 030 GAP>YRE
49 g4 43 11.91 2.74
YrteAY 50 11.46 2.03
A Yt ) 98 17.95 4.09 13.06 000 FA>YREE
29 G A 43 16.30 4.64
YukekAY 50 14.20 4.16
R Yk A 98 16.27 2.46 21.14 000  GAP>YRE
49 g4 43 14.33 3.59 FA>49
YrteHAY 50 13.04 321
4 kg A 98 15.77 2.35 6.69 002 FA>H
<4 29 G A 43 14.95 3.46
kst 50 13.96 3.16
<5 kg | 98 20.08 3.56 15.52 000  GAP>YRE
A 29 GA) 43 17.95 4.02 FA>49
IrkEHAY 50 16.50 4.11
s 2y FAAQ A S Q4, FgFE A E AYE ASe A, AAE A
HHA FFetal TAE OE YHOE FojRd NS A d-ES oA £9FA)
7h UREA] FEOE =2 HFE, ARHOE o Ag RIS oj¥A W FHEE H
24§ J&A nYEHE A AR W8T o)n] HlE &S AZAT = Bl A99
A7F dirgA BT e HFE Uit Aeetd, A9 =Hstd g5 Eo]
Hoa 9e A4, & AZS A= AY, JAE A gt B, g2 YHeE |
AE EEE $AES SHAA 17 gE3S HolA, ol AS RISHAY Ss59 S
FA T = Bl st nHlskE Egdee A2 AS ofn vl Ao AAAIE T
FAGN A FE3 HEE BTt

HEE IR vaste <k 6o Yehiidch Jeux] 4
EX(ANOVA) 23, BE 319 a4 folaE 01 ool foud Jebd A pol7t
UEb T AFEA A (Scheffé) AT, 29 GA7 Yt AwE 23 Ade Ad Ao Yehd
ahel 8Qle T3E AR Wb 5Y ado®, ¥ Age Ad AL #4492
oz yehgth £3& A AuEH, Sged o] Wbl tiete] A gt Lt
SHIRT B2 AeE, 22 A T & M9 7HeA, AAEY AR ad 94,

FeHel Aol that A4A), BRI ol 2ol Ot wwA Brke] WA, B PR v
s Tgolgts ol BE BN £99AT YA FRoR & W4E FaA

o] B 7H BF shbolA A9 AR e WFE ehhlth Yels

10



B9 29 W e WR) mEws P p A4S

(Scheffé)

44 Antkg ) 99 16.98 3.32 7.94 000 AP
24 4:9)FA) 43 16.02 3.79
YurerAy 50 14.56 3.59

5= kg 99 16.63 3.01 15.12 000 FA>LHE

24 2:9] %A 43 15.63 3.60 29>t
Y uks}AY 50 13.68 272

4 Aukd 99 17.49 2.77 15.60 000 FA>LuE

2 429G A 43 16.02 3.38 FA>2A8]
YureAy 50 14.72 2.76

H| A YukF A 99 17.11 275 7.10 001 FAP>LRE
ot 2:9] %A 43 16.49 3.51
Y uks}AY 50 15.12 3.16

A Vs A 99 16.45 2.79 5.17 006 AP

4 2:9] G4 43 16.49 3.48 49>yt
YureAy 50 14.88 2.93

A4 YukF =) 99 17.38 2.33 6.45 002 ARGt
744 2:9] %A 43 16.84 3.51
uks}AY 50 15.64 2.96

3 243} ssee] B Als Al 5 59 ZRdA FoAA B YL
Geeth e geld e B3 oid aodde] SR QuEA ggron, Au
o= FA Aol e Weol oaiA UEhi

A Az 3h9 99l A4 JOEE wwate] <& 7> Yepigich dduiA 4
E4(ANOVA) 23, ZE Q9lolA ek 1 Ao Aok fol4E 01 ool A frojn g
Ao g Yebstth ALEA A (Scheffé) A3}, 297 et AwE 23 M5S Jehd sk
8918 =34 A, WA R AT YulEa : RCR=

ZAIA, AIARG 7398 4TS UrE}vﬂ AL oy AAAL. &

o] 7} 0}711% ’“OE Xd 7174154 75‘ FAME =% st

AT A gt AL Vs Ao Ukt A, £99AE A2, T
Mo ddel bew BAY BAR S HAS £o A7 AAe 2L RAtE 2
Hohs HAS WTAAT, o e FAE HESA 2or] e AL A H g
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<H 7> WM MTE O 291 &9 ZHE Hlul

AL AZ

e ME ) WR@®  EEAt P ) (;Zz;e};

=344 dirgA) 99 12.73 3.10 18.00 000 FA>LuE

A 2:9] YA 43 16.58 3.38 29>yt
YukekAy 50 14.12 3.50

ofe YA 99 11.70 2.16 31.32 000 GA>LHE

A 2:9] %A 43 9.70 2.62 GA>49)
YukshAY 50 8.66 2.35

24 AnkgA| 99 12.73 2.13 22.66 000 FA>LuE
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A JukskAl 50 9.82 3.10 29>Uut

o] UEE Kolmogorov-Smirnov S AAste] 7Y
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Kruskal-Wallis 474 A3} TV A% AzblAwr Ak 7o) zjol7} yeh}A] ekgka, sh. #}

NFE g, 5M, AY A F4F 0002 &5 Ao A 2k 24o)7) <fn] A e

Wk APk, ARG g, A7 FE Sy, B4 § gl HulE Alzke]l Ao A
3] 1tk

=
=
Aoz Aol Be Ae ARSI Utk Aol 29949 5402 Yehnt,

iihd

<H 8> ETE JHAAZF EEBT Hiul

A A (B) H (B xF A 7 p
s AIRE kg A 98 952.34 802.26 25.84 .000
429G A 4 455.95 419.97
gurekAy 49 207.75 251.78
ANFE S YRR 98 952.34 802.26 50.88 .000
29G4 4 455.95 419.97
sy 49 207.75 251.78
A kg A 98 220.66 239.89 20.65 .000
429G A 4 186.90 196.51
gurekAy 49 159.57 32523
AY IukF | 98 215.66 298.67 2221 .000
29G4 4 42547 405.90
sy 49 499.48 519.69
TV A4 Aukg A 97 212.61 284.63 5.774 056
429G A iy} 276.90 333.66
AnkekAy 47 406.53 556.09
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AR, 294 %5 dXHh BE AZE Ufel #4S oty 5ty F4s 3 destd
A 7 AT 7N ) o]He T FHsly SRS nEF AFdo] 5
HA gRtgA FROE FLE F AeS dolE As AAA FAFATh £9AF FA
7h HolE A5 A 73 dEs wEA shsdk A Bk, MacFarlane(2015)°] A9
S w®l aa AR Fxe| o)d TYIe] BAE AAI AHE dart it E Qe
Aoy Ao A S BotshE 343 TYHF AZE BRI olv] 3 BA Aol A
A& Qe gutsl o] MAE o ok it B A SFd FEO LU WETH
I o) fE A0 dag dAE IS5 EH 941 FE, & ARdA S 5 dEd
ol HIZ FAs 9 Unlsl FEH #Ho] Zr JER 2 AT ZF HHg we
oAty F& e FHo| /M FHE Aol 2AF FAE Uehd o] fF o] /1A
Hojd 43, dwts 58 yrEoz B & gtk

ENx Ao AxA 9 A9AF FA A4S B, o] A BE 39 f2lolA
S, FA0NA AR RO EA T AutgA R U A7 JElg D =8 Ak AE
o] F44 a1 FHAME dRFARE ATt BA UEhET ol Ad, IF, Ao, A
3. AAH A9, B8} Odd AREE 555 AT 5 v ERA FAH =8 A
o] EA (XM, 2009, A|Q1E) WEol7| = AR £GAT A W Ao A Y o
Zolglax 8T 5 . ol 2YAF FAVF Ao =2 F AlnelA durgA| R}
G HEE 1) i 9oy dE Fxdhs AAE FE3HE e A - AAF wAe g
e WET Tk o] volRltkal F4F ojuls 9)(2006)9] ATk e Astoln] FojAdut
< AR FA43t1 dohd Ao T FFo] AR & AAE HEse Zlo] Fa3
ok GA 9 Ee Foo] UehtE EAx FA T3 At B3 uhnAn H5H(2008),
ARL B7)e AR, v AT F59(2002)8] AFoME dutgA st diERg B
ArE Uehd 3k adlo] sttt IRIA T A5E2008)Y ATe dutEAe} 29AF
Ao w& Zodo] B oY £ ALY FH B o a9 QxldA wat UrEPﬁ
T AE 7HeAE AVIstAE, ol £ ATdAT FYsHA RAEHIL AAF AT
FAARA FAENA TEo| FZ(OIAE, A, d5F, ok, 2011, AJL)3the 71E9
AT AFe}E 2, B AFdAE 2 AES Eole FAA TYo| gutiA FEoR
Hojd Ao 2 Yepgton ol ol 25 AAA Hl &A% FAY Hold F443}
Y& A= Z2dg g vt o

X, 29A% FAE g AFY AdS THROE =g Fa 9oH, g5s AT
AAHJA AGHt AAE T2Y F de Y| gLt 243 94(2005) AT <J3tH
7Hge] ALE) - AA A A97E 7HE v Aee] S-S HA 9 SHEHE Ade TEol ¥
e W), AlgS AT AAIA HES ASH 08 FEate Y] I a¢le
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Cognitive Characteristics and Learning Needs
of Economically Disadvantaged Gifted Students
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Jiveon Park
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Dongryul Jeon
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Kyung-Sook Lee
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This study explored the cognitive characteristics and learning needs of economically
disadvantaged gifted students. Gifted students(n=99), economically disadvantaged gifted
students(n=43), and non-gifted students(n=50) participated in intelligence and creativity tests,
and took self assessments of meta-cognition, epistemological beliefs, learning style preferences,
and personal time usage. Superior abstract reasoning ability of economically disadvantaged
gifted students was found because their scores on Raven's Test had risen rapidly compared
to the other groups. Economically disadvantaged gifted students showed similar high scores
as the gifted student on the Torrance Tests of Creativity Thinking-Figural, but not on Verbal.
They were found to have a perception of the positive relationships among effort, learning
abilities, and values of learning integrated knowledge with a general plan. However, they showed
lower meta-cognitive control abilities than the gifted students in learning management and
strategies, epistemological beliefs in value of rational operations, and time usage for learning.
It is necessary to assign economically disadvantaged gifted students a task with various step
by step methods of approach because these students prefer a new and creative task to difficult
ones. Instruction plans such as developing language and meta-cognitive abilities and practical
application of learning content was proposed.

Key Words: Economically disadvantaged gifted students, abstract reasoning ability, insight,
meta-cognitive ability, using diverse and creative tasks
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