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Personal Traits Distinguishing Gifted Children from Normal Ones

Adel Tannous, Suliman Rihani and Saleem Zboon*

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at identifying special traits of gifted/ talented children in comparison with normal children.
The sample of this study consisted of 462 students from the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth grades. Cattell (PF
16) test was used to identify the traits of gifted children. This tool was developed to the Jordanian population
by Qaraeen (1980). The test contains 187 items distributed through 16 factors. Results showed that gifted
children tend to be more intelligent, calm, adventures, with a tendency to control, in comparison with normal
children who showed lower intelligence than gifted children. Also, normal children were more submissive,
shy and less oriented to change. Furthermore, gifted children were more realistic and practical and less
anxious. In addition, they showed higher levels of nervousness, flexibility, skepticism, anxiety and were less
conservative than normal children.

Regarding gender, significant differences were found. Gifted females had higher averages in personal traits
like flexibility and calmness in comparison with gifted male children. This indicates higher flexibility by
females and higher anxiety in gifted males. Other traits were further discussed in this article.

Keywords: Personal Traits, Gifted Children, Normal Children.
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