S 9 Higd ju3 JiAS YligeT LHIKIS S HiBLHS 9 (Fils YL s Kimsed duuslie
Olesol pags 13l ghasio

)9 J:I?lﬁ

(bl O3S i Ol L) ulid IS
aK..:J\: v__s_l.:;'.m‘ u\S;}S WL.L Qb) 0_545
Ol Olgiol Olgiol

Gl dad

deJa ()b) éjjf ‘qu O‘J))L.‘)b“‘“
Ol lghal Ol oKl L

0558 wlid Olyy 0,8 pwled gliss

Ol isls BLss 5 Sl 0L o Ktemed awolie Gia b 2as5 opl ibin
Ol il ol ransss (olel amal <85 .23 S alnil (ol 5 apass ot
0348 s Ol e gla p— U dsl b asly s gsle 5 psass o
Gl 3l Ol el il ol als 3 ole 033l 5 Jle S B 5 i 03 5kome
e s 3 il cidzies g 5l gl i e i slas (6,5 4 ged
33 53 Ol iils il 5 IS 5 pn 0 a5 Sleslimul L s sl Olginsl
J—SC}_AM)IM-\. ag;ﬁ): 4 gas V.»J.J.L:J osls gl>= Lg:l.cj g:’j'“j:; ag;
Ol Ay Oaesl 31 (Bliss 5 Sl 0l S Ih sl 3 5sal L2313V Y &g
e osls :aadl .13 o3l TOLD-P(3) (Test of Language Development)
EEESE) &Q}J}&l_ﬂ ul_-) w«s:‘b QL:.J QJ..»‘):;MUZ}))‘ OJ.&T Sy
5 L 0L o (Somad 315 3525 (5ol g o alaly 2smss 5 gole 0p S
spoms Ly 1S et s lale Olssel BT 2oy pa s Olsel JHIs 8L
A S i35 Ol3sal EISBL L 5 Gl OU5 e (Stmad g8 03 i
slask bl ol s 3 ls i pame bl 51 sl al (s3le Ol 5eT 2ol

Ol Olgtol Olgaol oKl bl
piroozmalihe@yahoo.com :4sbb/,

55 B ey 3 5e (g

Ol ol il i 38 i O gl iils (8L y0 Obs o lo Db Simon (B0 g 0dS

(sole

A comparison of correlation between expressive and receptive language in
gifted and normal female students of elementary schools in Isfahan city

Introduction: This study was carried out to determine the correlation between
expressive and receptive language in intellectually gifted and normal female
elementary students. Methods: The study sample comprised all female students
of grades 1 to 3 in clementary schools across the city of Isfahan. Subjects’ age
ranged between 6 to 8 year. The sample was selected through multiphasic
sampling method from different zones in Isfahan. Using the Cattell Intelligence
Test's A form, students were divided in two groups, the intelectually gifted and
normal. The sample included 60 intellectually gifted and 60 normal students.
Linguistic variables were measured via Testing of the Language Development
(TOLD-P). Pearson correlation coefficient was employed to analyze the data.
Results: There found to be a positive correlation between the expressive and
receptive language in gifted and normal female students. Conclusion: The
correlation appeared to be more pronounced in intellectually gifted as compared
to normal students however, statistical analysis failed to show any significant
difference between the two groups. The findings have undergone critical
discussions on theoretical basis.

Keywords: Correlation, Expressive language, Receptive language, Gifted
students, Normal students.
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