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This article presents the results of the study of the Urban test as an instrument for identifying
the specifics of the manifestation of creativity in younger adolescents with artistic and
intellectual giftedness. The literature notes the specificity of the manifestation of creativity
in younger adolescents with these types of giftedness. The author notes that the analysis of
indicators of the Urban test categories, regardless of its general indicator, suggests that they
can reveal the specifics of the manifestation of creativity in younger adolescents with artistic
and intellectual giftedness. The study involved 196 younger adolescents, of whom 63
intellectually gifted (M = 11.6 years old, 30 boys and 33 girls), 34 artistically gifted (M =
12.1 years old, 5 boys and 29 girls) and 99 from the control group (M = 11.6 years, 46 boys
and 53 girls). Analysis of the average values of the Urban test indicators revealed
statistically significant intergroup differences in categories such as humor, non-traditional
use — any manipulation of the form; any surreal, fictional and/or abstract use of elements or
patterns; any use of symbols and signs, and speed. For the first time, an attempt was made to
analyze the values of the Urban test categories, regardless of its overall value in the context
of identifying the specifics of the manifestation of creativity in young adolescents with
artistic and intellectual giftedness. The results expand the toolbox for specialists, clarifying
the capabilities of an already familiar test, and allowing to optimize the diagnostic process.
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Tect Ypoana (TCT-DP) kak HHCTPYMEHT BbISIBJICHU S
crneM(pUKA NPOSIBJIEHUSI KPEATUBHOCTH Y MJIA/IIIHAX
MOJAPOCTKOB C PA3HBIMH BHAAMHM 0JJAPEHHOCTH
Honunu EU.

OI'bOY BO «MOCKOBCKHII TOCYIapCTBEHHBIH IICMXOJI0r 0-TIeJarorud€CKUil Yy HUBEPC UTET»
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B nanHOW craThe mpeaCTaBieHbl pPe3yNbTAThl MCCIIEJOBaHMA TecTa YpbaHa Kak
MHCTPYMEHTA BBISBICHUS CNICIU(PUKU MPOSBIICHUS KPEATUBHOCTU MJIAJIIINX TOJPOCTKOB C
XYAOKECTBEHHOM M HMHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOM OJAapeHHOCTBhIO. B smrepaTtype ormMeudaercs
cnenuduka MpOsBICHUA KPEaTUBHOCTH y MJAJUIMX IOAPOCTKOB C JAaHHBIMU BHUIAMHU
OapeHHOCTH. ABTOp OTMEYaeT, YTO aHAIM3 TOKa3aTesell KaTeropuil Tecra YpOana BHE
3aBHCHUMOCTH OT €ro OOINEero Moka3aTessl MO3BOJISIET MPeNIOoJIoKUTh, YTO OHHU MOT'YT
BBISIBUTH CTIEIIU(UKY MPOSBJIIC HUSI KPEATUBHOCT M MITAIIINX TOAPOCTKOB € XYI0KECTBEHHO it
Y MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOM Ofape HHOCThI0. B ucciegoBanuu npusaiau ydactve 196 muanmumx
MOJIPOCTKOB, W3 KOTOPBIX 63 WHTEIUICKTyabHO onapeHHbXx (M=11,6 net, 30 ManbYuKOB U
33 neBouku), 34 xynoxkecTBeHHO ogapeHHbIX (M=12,1 ner, 5 manbyukoB u 29 neBoYEK) U
99 m3 xoHTponbHOM rpynmsl (M=11,6 net, 46 ManpuuKOB U 53 NeBOYKM). AHAIU3 CPEIHHUX
3HAUYEHUI TMoKa3aTeneil Tecta YpOaHa BBISIBWI CTATHCTUYECKH 3HAYMMBIE MEKIPYTMIOBBIC
pa3iauyug MO0 TAaKUM KaTeropusM, Kak IOMOp, HETPaAUIIMOHHOE HCIIONb30BaHME — JIHOOas
MaHHITYJIA U ¢ OJAHKOM; JI000€ CIOpPpPEaIMCTHYHOE, BRIMBIILIC HHOE H/WIN a0CTPaKTHOE
HCTIOJIb30BAHUE DJIEMEHTOB MJIM PUCYHKA; JIFOOOE MHCIONb30BAaHUE CHUMBOJIOB M 3HAKOB, a
TaKKe CKOpOCTbh. BriepBble IpeanpuHATa NOMBITKA aHAJIM3a IIOKAa3aTeJIel KaTeropuil Tecta
YpOana BHe 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT €T0 OOIIETO MOKa3aTessd B KOHTEKCTE BBISIBICHUS CTeUU(UK U
MPOSIBJIE HUSL KPeaTUBHOCTH MJIAJIIITUX MOJPOCTKOB C XYJ0KECTBEHHON M MHTEIJUIEKTYaJlb HO i
OJApeHHOCTBIO. Pe3ynbTarbl paclMpsSIOT HMHCTPYMEHTApUM CIHENMAJIUCTOB, YTOYHAS
BO3MOYKHOCTH YK€ 3HAKOMOT' O TECTA ¥ MO3BOJISISL ONTUM M3UPOBATH NMPOLIECC AHATHOCT UK UL
Kniouegvle cnoea: VHTEIICKT, KPEaTHMBHOCTb, MIAJIINE TIOAPOCTKH, TecT YpOana,
XyJIO’)KECTBEHHAsl OJIapEHHOCTb.

dunancupoBanue. VccienoBanue BHITIOIHEHO MpU (GUHAHCOBOU moaaepkke Poccuiickoro ¢onma
dbyHnameHTanbHBIX uccenoBanuii (PODOU) B pamkax Hayaroro npoekra Ne 19-313-90002-109.

Jns wuraret: Jonuu E.M. Tect Ypbana (TCT-DP) kak MHCTpYMEHT BBISBICHUS CIieIUPUKH
NpPOSBIICHUST  KPEaTUBHOCTH MJIQJIIUX  TOAPOCTKOB C pa3sHBIMHM BUIAMHU  OJape HHOCTHU

[DnexTponnblii pecype] // [lcuxomnoro-nenarormaeckue uccienopanms. 2022. Tom 14, Ne 1. C. 122—
135. DOI:10.17759/psyedu.2022140109

123


mailto:doniiekaterina@gmail.ru

Jonuii E. Donii E.I.

Tect YpOaHa KaK MHCTPYM CHT BBISIBIICHUS CIICIIA( UKH Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies
MIPOSIBICHUSI KPEATHBHO CTH MJIA IIIHX [0 JPOCTKOB C Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with
PasHBIMHU BHIAM U O AP EHHO CTH Different Types of Giftedness
IMcuxooro-emarorndeckie uccienoBans. 2022, Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135. pp. 122-135.

Introduction

Timely identification of creativity enables the child to realize his abilities and increases his chance
for happiness and well-being. In addition, creativity is considered one of the components of
giftedness, and early identification of the latter also gives a child more chances to develop and
realize his potential [22]. Despite the fact that a lot of literature is devoted to the development of
creativity, its identification remains a difficult task due to the variety of creativity tests and
interpretations of this concept. Drawing tests, as one of the ways to identify creativity, contain a lot
of information about the subjects, because they provide an opportunity for creativity and freedom.
One such test is the Urban's TCT-DP drawing test. It allows to identify such components of
creativity as non-standard thinking, the ability of risk taking and imagination [25; 26; 27; 28]. The
sum of its 14 categories — including such as continuation (Cn), completeness (Cm), new elements
(Ne), connections made with lines (Cl), connections made to complete the theme (Cth), fragment-
dependent boundary breaking (Bfd) or fragment-independent boundary breaking (Bfi), perspective
(Pe), humor (Hu), 4 types of non-traditional use (Uca, Uch, Ucc, Ucd), speed (Sp) — allows you to
assess the level of overall creativity: from very low to very high [25; 26; 27]. To date, the test has
been applied in more than 20 countries around the world [25; 26; 27]. Developed in 1986 by Urban
and Hellen in English and German, this test was aimed at identifying low or high creative potential
of the subjects, regardless of their age and nationality [26; 27]. The test is easy to conduct, analyze
and interpret, which makes it convenient in use; it can be used both as a main and auxiliary tool.
The Urban test was used on different samples, for example, musicians and students of scientific and
technical universities, football players, engineering students, intellectually gifted adolescents,
linguistically gifted children, deaf and dumb and normal hearing children [26; 27]. The Urban test
was also used to evaluate the effectiveness of a program for developing emotional abilities in high
school students [1] and in a program for developing creativity in gifted children in the field of fine
arts [19]. In his research, Beal [10] notes that the Urban test allows for an objective and unbiased
assessment of student creativity, while teachers, who are also able to identify creative children
through observation and collaboration, are not immune from excessive subjectivity, bias and
conservatism in relation to a child. During approbation on a Russian sample, 286 pupils
from grades 5 to 7, aged 10 to 12, both with artistic and intellectual giftedness took part. The test
homogeneity index equaled 0,643 [2]. This figure was higher than in western sources. According to
other studies, the test homogeneity index became 0,57, the validity was 0,80 [16; 27]. There is
evidence that the Urban TCT-DP test is able to track behavioral changes in subjects over several
years [16]. Speaking about the specifics of the manifestation of creativity, the study by Donii and
Shumakova [3] noted that a qualitative analysis of the completed drawings for certain categories of
the Urban TCT-DP test clearly demonstrates differences in the manifestation of figurative creativity
in groups of artistically and intellectually gifted younger adolescents. The ones with artistic
giftedness are much more likely than their intellectually gifted peers to go beyond the boundaries of
a large frame (Bfd, Bfi), which, according to the interpretation of the author of the methodology, is
an indicator of the ability to think outside the given frames. In addition, artistically gifted young
adolescents often use abstraction (Uch), create a holistic drawing on a general theme (Cth), come up
with a title (Ne), which is an option for the test. At the same time, intellectually gifted younger
adolescents are characterized by the simple use of given figures, the lack of connection between
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them, going beyond the boundaries of a large frame and a common theme in the drawing.
Comparison of the drawings performed by artistically and intellectually gifted younger adolescents
demonstrates differences in the aesthetic and figurative perception of the world. At the same time, it
should be noted that quantitative analysis did not reveal statistically significant differences between
the groups of artistically and intellectually gifted younger adolescents in terms of the overall
indicator of creativity in terms of the Urban TCT-DP test [3]. An important clarification will be
that, according to the author of the test, it is customary to evaluate only the overall indicator of the
Urban TCT-DP test, because the test is designed to determine the overall level of creativity. The
specificity of the manifestation of creativity in younger adolescents with artistic and intellectual
giftedness was noted in the same study by Donii and Shumakova [3] using another test of creativity
as an example. Significant differences in the manifestation of creativity were identified in the
framework of the author's methodology "Figurative and Verbal Creativity” (OVK, Shumakova).
The results were higher in the group of intellectually gifted younger adolescents on all the measures
of verbal creativity (fluency, flexibility, originality, verbal elaboration), including the sum of all
four measures. In a study by Shumakova [23] on the peculiarities of the manifestation of creativity
of younger schoolchildren with artistic and intellectual giftedness, using the example of the already
mentioned OVK method, statistically significant differences were found in the manifestation of
creativity depending on the type of giftedness. The creativity of artistically gifted children was more
pronounced in the figurative subtest, while the creativity of their intellectually gifted peers was
more pronounced in the verbal subtest. The manifestation of creativity of artistically gifted children
is expressed in their aesthetic attitude to the world, while their intellectually gifted peers — in the
"game of imagination™ with a large number of objects, ideas, unusual combinations.

Thus, it can be said that artistically gifted schoolchildren reveal a qualitative originality in
the manifestation of figurative creativity, which can be recorded both in the results of quantitative
and qualitative analysis using two methods aimed at studying different aspects of creativity —
divergent (OVK) and synthetic ability (Urban TCT-DP test).

In this regard, we consider it as justified to expand the capabilities of the Urban TCT-DP
test, namely, the quantitative analysis of certain categories of this test, since it can provide more
information about the specifics of the manifestation of creativity of younger adolescents with
artistic and intellectual giftedness. Attention to the Urban TCT-DP test, in particular to its
categories, is also due to the fact that the categories identified by the author of the test partially
correlate with the manifestations of the child's artistic giftedness, which are described in the
literature. Children with artistic giftedness can draw recognizable shapes and distinguish the main
parts of the body already at the age of two; draw objects of non-canonical form; use depth with the
full range of techniques of adult artists: foreshortening, occlusion, size reduction, shading and
modeling, linear perspective, three-dimensional image [29; 30; 31]; use a smooth contour to outline
complex shapes or connect fragments [17; 29; 30; 31]. Artistically gifted children begin to draw in a
realistic manner at an early age [11; 12; 14; 17; 21; 31]. Their drawings are more developed with
regard to decorative details [7; 31], more solid and systematic, they trace the development of the
theme [29; 30; 31]. Artistically gifted children go through all successive stages of mastering the
skill of drawing, but they do it faster than their ordinary peers [12; 13; 29; 30; 31]. Given this
information, the analysis of the results of the Urban TCT-DP test can be further studied by experts
in the field of fine arts in terms of the artistic potential of the child. It is important to note that the
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analysis of the completed drawing is not evaluated from an artistic point of view.

Continuing the topic of the specifics of the manifestation of creativity and the necessity of
early identification of creativity, it is worth paying attention to motivation. It is known that
artistically gifted children demonstrate a high level of intrinsic motivation in working on their
drawings, work enthusiastically, without e xternal encouragement [4; 5; 31]. Precocious artists make
discoveries through self-study, try to use complex techniques, or tend to quickly sketch something
they have seen before, which is not typical of ordinary children [31]. Sometimes by the age of 5,
artistically gifted children begin to draw at a more complex level than most adults [31], and their
drawings correspond more to the level of professional artists than the drawings of artistically gifted
adolescents [4]. In secondary school, all children improve in realistic drawing [19] and the level of
artistically gifted and their non-gifted peers can coincide [10; 17]. At the same time, it is noted that
artistically gifted children tend to perform their work at a higher creative level [13; 20; 31].

At the same time, intrinsic motivation depends on many factors. So, being in an unfavorable
educational environment, children who are accustomed at an earlier age to fully express their
emotions in a drawing, face new requirements that can “blunt” the former motivation and desire for
self-realization [4; 5]. In turn, the development of creativity also depends on how the child is
motivated and focused on productive work [20; 22]. In early adolescence, manifesting itself as a
general ability, creativity also begins to manifest itself in specific areas [6; 22]. Therefore, at this
stage the use of relevant techniques is especially important in order not to overlook the moment of
the earliest identification of the specifics of the manifestation of creativity.

Based on the mentioned above, the hypotheses of our study are as follows 1) the Urban
TCT-DP test — both its general indicator and indicators for individual categories — can be used to
identify the specifics of the manifestation of creativity in younger adolescents with artistic and
intellectual giftedness, 2) the manifestation of creativity will vary among younger adolescents with
artistic and intellectual giftedness in such categories as connection (Cn), completeness (Cm), new
elements (Ne), connections made using lines (CI), connections made to complete the theme (Cth),
fragment- dependent boundary breaking (Bfd) or fragment-independent boundary breaking (Bfi),
perspective (Pe), humor (Hu), non-traditional use — any manipulation of the blank (Uca), fictional
and / or abstract use of elements (Ucb), any use of symbols and signs (Ucc), non-traditional use of
given elements (Ucd), speed (Sp).

To test our hypotheses, we defined the following task: to conduct a comparative analysis of
the performance of the Urban TCT-DP test, taking into account the assessment of the performance
of its 14 categories in the groups of intellectually gifted younger adolescents, artistically gifted
younger adolescents, and also their peers in the control group.

Method

The study involved 196 younger adolescents, of whom 63 were intellectually gifted
(M=11,6 years, 30 boys and 33 girls), 34 were artistically gifted (M=12,1 years, 5 boys and 29
girls) and 99 from the control group (M=11,6 years, 46 boys and 53 girls). The group of
intellectually gifted younger adolescents consisted of students of a secondary school in Moscow,
who were included in the 30% of students with the best results on the Raven’s Matrix test [7; 8; 18]
and showing a high level of cognitive motivation (as assessed by teachers and extracurricular
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activities) and academic success. The group of artistically gifted younger adolescents included
students of a specialized art school in Moscow, who entered there through a competitive selection,
in which experts selected the most talented students in the field of fine arts.

The significantly predominant number of girls in the group of artistically gifted adolescents
reflects the current situation of the sex ratio in art schools.

To identify the features of the manifestation of creativity, the Urban TCT-DP test was used,
in which the subject is asked to complete an unfinished free-form drawing with a simple pencil
without using a ruler, eraser or other available means. The test form shows six objects — a dot, a
semicircle, a wavy line, a right angle enclosed in a large frame, and an unfinished square outside the
frame. Due to the conditions of the study, the subjects were offered only form A. The assessment
and interpretation of the test is carried out in 14 categories. 13 of them relate directly to the
drawing: continuation (Cn), completeness (Cm), new elements (Ne), connections made with lines
(CD), connections made to complete the theme (Cth), fragment-dependent boundary breaking (Bfd)
or fragment-independent boundary breaking (Bfi), perspective (Pe), humor (Hu), 4 types of
unconventional usage (Uca, Uch, Ucc, Ucd). Category speed (Sp) was evaluated if the subject
scored at least 25 points in 13 categories. The results were analyzed by one-way analysis of
variance using ANOVA in SPSS V.27. The Bonferroni correction was applied to reduce the
probability of a false positive result.

Results

Table 1 presents the results of a comparison of the Urban TCT-DP test scores in three groups of
younger adolescents: those with intellectual giftedness, artistic giftedness, and the control group.
The analysis of the means scores of the Urban TCT-DP test revealed statistically significant
intergroup differences across the categories such as humor (Hu), unconventional use — any
manipulation of the blank (Uca), unconventional use of elements — any surreal, fictional and/or
abstract use of elements or pattern (Ucb), non-traditional use — any use of symbols and signs (Ucc),
speed (Sp). Scores in the categories such as humor (Hu), non-traditional use of elements
— any surreal, fictional and/or abstract use of elements or drawing (Ucb) and speed (Sp) in
artistically gifted children are significantly higher than in the group of intellectually gifted children
and children in the control groups. At the same time, with regard to the speed, the lower the
indicator, the better, i.e. the child completed the task faster.

Thus, artistically gifted children score lower than their intellectually gifted peers and peers
from the control group in another category of non-traditional use of elements — Ucc (any use of
symbols and signs).

One of the categories of non-traditional use of elements — Uca (any manipulation with the
form) is significantly higher in the group of intellectually gifted children compared to the control
group; there are no significant differences in this category with the group of artistically gifted
children.

Table 1
Average values of indicators of the Urban TCT-DP test in different groups (1 -
intellectually, 2 - artistically gifted younger adolescents, 3 — control group)
Urban TCT-DP M (SD) p p p
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Group 1 Group 2 Group 3
N =63 N=34 N =99

Creativity “gestalt 28,38 (11,01) | 26,74 (10,41) | 25,27 (10,60) | 0,751 | 0,771 | 0,172

score

Cn (Continuation) 492 (0,97) |506(0,65) |496(0,88) |0,740 |0,837 |0,959
Cm (Completion) 443(1,15) |482(0,80) |459(1,12) 0,200 |0,510 |0,638
Ne (New elements) 2.98(2,24) | 247(L97) |221(2,23) |0515 | 0,824 |0,076
Cl(Connectionmade | 551 5 99 | 276(2.20) |285(2,19) |0,261 |0,980 | 0,159
with a line)

Cth (Connection made 3,00 (2,76)

to produce a theme) 371(2,64) |252(2,76) |0448 |0,076 |0516

Bfd (Boundary
breaking that is 1,90 (2,71) 0,97 (2,18) 1,79 (2,67) 0,214 | 0,258 | 0,958
fragment de pendent)

Bfi (Boundary breaking

that is fragment 190 (2,82 |124(247) |230(2,93) |0506 |0,140 |0,656
independent)

Pe (Perspective) 152(2.30) | 188(253) |0.92(1,99 |0.724 0,073 | 0,205
Hu (Humour) 021(0,86) |1,00(1,74) |023(0,85 |2003 | 9002 14q9q

Uca (Unconventionality
— any manipulation of 0,76 (1,31) 0,35 (0,98) 0,27 (0,87) 0,163 [ 0,922 | 0,012
the material)

Ucb (Unconventionality

— any surrealistic, 0,000 | 0,000
fictional and/or abstract 0.29(0,89) 1,15 (1,48) 0,06 (0,42) ol *x 0,228
elements or drawings)

Ucc (Unconventionality 0.000 | 0000

— any use of symbols 1,86 (1,50) 0,71 (1,29) 1,75 (1,48)
and signs)

K%k K%k 0’ 885

Ucd (Unconventional

use of given fragments) | 67 ©:9) |053(0.96) | 035(0.70) | 0,714 | 0532 |0051

0,002 | 0,000

** **

Sp (Speed) 0,43(0,50) |0,09(0,29) | 0,48 (0,50) 0,740

Note. ** — differences are significant, p <0,001; * — differences are significant, p <0,05 (Bonferroni
correction is considered).
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Discussion

The aim of this study was to conduct a comparative analysis of the results of certain
categories of the Urban test in groups of intellectually and artistically gifted younger adolescents, as
well as in the control group, in order to identify the specifics of the manifestation of creativity.

As in the previous study [3], this study did not reveal statistically significant differences
between the two groups in terms of overall creativity. In addition, no statistically significant
differences were found when compared with the control group.

With regard to individual categories of the Urban TCT-DP test, statistically significant
differences in groups of younger adolescents with artistic and intellectual giftedness were found in
such indicators as humor (Hu), non-traditional use - any surreal, fictional and/or abstract (Uch),
non-traditional use — any use of symbols and signs (Ucc) and speed (Sp). At the same time, the
categories Hu, Ucb and Sp were higher in the group of artistically gifted younger adolescents, and
the category Ucc — in the group of their intellectually gifted peers.

Thus, our hypothesis about the specificity in the manifestation of creativity in adolescents
with different types of giftedness on the example of certain categories of the Urban TCT-DP test is
partially confirmed. The non-traditional use of symbols and signs is a characteristic feature of the
creativity of intellectually gifted adolescents, while humor, a tendency to abstract images and s peed
of execution act as a “strong” characteristic of the creativity of their artistically gifted peers.

A number of limitations of the study should be noted. The first is related to the nature of the
sample — the predominant number of girls in the group of artistically gifted adolescents, which
implies that gender differences should be taken into account in further research. The second is
related to the time allotted for the test as the subjects were offered only the form A. In the future, it
is worth testing, including the form B, and checking the stability of differences in the manifestation
of creativity in groups of subjects with artistic and intellectual giftedness.

Conclusion

This study is the first attempt to study the indicators of the categories of the Urban TCT-DP test
(according to the author of the test, only the total sum of indicators by categories is taken into
account) to identify the specifics of the manifestation of creativity in younger adolescents with
artistic and intellectual giftedness. A comparative analysis of the mean values of the Urban TCT-DP
test scores shows statistically significant intergroup differences in such categories as humor (Hu),
non-traditional use — any surreal, fictional and/or abstract (Ucbh), non-traditional use — any use of
symbols and signs (Ucc) and speed (Sp). The use of the Urban TCT-DP test, taking into account not
only its general indicator, but also indicators for individual categories in the context of identifying
the specifics of the manifestation of creativity, expands the tools of specialists in this field clarifying
the capabilities of already familiar test, and allows to optimize the diagnostic process. Considering
gender differences, and the use of the form B of the Urban test, is implied in further research.

References

1. Valyeva E.A., Lapteva E.M., Ovsyannikova V.V. Otsenka effektivnosti programmy razvitia
emotsionalnykh sposobnostey y shkolnikov starshikh klassov [Evaluation of the program on
emotional skills development of senior high school students]. Psikhologo-pedagogicheskie

129



Jonuii E. Donii E.I.

Tect YpOaHa KaK MHCTPYM CHT BBISIBIICHUS CIICIIA( UKH Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies
MIPOSIBICHUSI KPEATHBHO CTH MJIA IIIHX [0 JPOCTKOB C Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with
PasHBIMHU BHIAM U O AP EHHO CTH Different Types of Giftedness
IMcuxooro-emarorndeckie uccienoBans. 2022, Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135. pp. 122-135.

issledovaniya = Psychological-Educational Studies, 2018. Vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 70-79.
DOI:10.17759/jmfp.2018070207 (In Russ.).

2. Donii E.I. Primenenie testa Urbana na rossiiskoy vyborke dlya opredeleniya tvorcheskogo
potenziala mladshikh podrostkov [Application of Urban test on the Russian sample to define the
creative potential of young adolescents]. Materialy vserossiyskoy nauchno-prakticheskoy
konferentsii “Psikhologia sposobnostey i odarennosti” (g. Yaroslavl, 21-22 noyabra 2019 g.)
[Proceedings of the Russian scientific and practical conference “The psychology of skills and
giftedness”’]. Yaroslavl: Publ. RIO YAGPU, 2019, pp. 412-413. (In Russ.).

3. Donii E.l., Shumakova N.B. Sravnitelniy analiz cognitivnykh kharakteristik i kreativnosti
mladshikh podrostkov s intellectualnoy i khudozhestvennoy odarennostju [Comparative analysis of
cognitive characteristics and creativity of young adolescents with intellectual and artistic
giftedness]. Psikhologo-pedagogicheskie issledovaniya = Psychological-Educational Studies, 2020,
Vol.12, no. 3, pp. 110-123. DOI:10.17759/psyedu.2020120307 (In Russ.).

4. Melik-Pashaev A.A. Khudozhnik v kazhdom rebenke: zeli i metodi khudozhestvennogo
obrazovanija [Artist in every child: goals and methods of artistic education]. Moscow:
Prosveshenie, 2008. 175 p. (In Russ.).

5. Melik-Pashaev A.A., Novlyanskaya Z.N., Adaskina A.A., Chubuk N.F. Istoki i spezifika
detskogo khudozhestvennogo tvorchestva [The origins and specific of child’s artistic creativity].
Moscow: Navigator, 2014. 84 p. (In Russ.).

6. Monks F., Ipenburg I. Odarennye deti [Gifted children]. Moscow: Kogito-Center, 2014. 150 p.
(In Russ.).

7. Heller K.A., Perleth K., Siervald V. Longitiudnoye issledovanie odarennosti [Longitudinal study
of giftedness]. Voprosy psikhologii = Voprosy psychologii, 1991, no. 2, pp. 120 — 127. Available at
http://www.voppsy.ru/issues/1991/912/912120.htm (Accessed 07.07.2021).

8. Tscheblanova E.I., Averina I.S., Heller K.A. ldentifikatsia odarennyh uchacshikhsia kak perviy
etap longitudnogo issledovania razvitia odarennosti [Identification of gifted children as the first
stage of the longitudinal study of giftedness development]. Voprosy psikhologii = Voprosy
psychologii, 1996, no. 1, pp. 97 — 177. Available at
http://www.voppsy.ru/issues/1996/961/961097.htm (Accessed 07.07.2021).

9. Efroimson V.A. Genetika genialnosti. Biosozialnye mekhanizmy i factory naivisshei
intellectualnoi aktivnosti [ Genetics of genius. Biosocial mechanisms of the highest social activity].
Moscow: Taideks Co, 2003. 375 p. (In Russ.).

10. Beal O. Assessing the creative abilities of primary school children. MPhil University of Central
Lancashire, 1998. 236 p. Available at: https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/16414732.pdf (Accessed
03.12.2020).

11. Cox M. Children’s drawings. London: Penguin, 1992. 244 p.

12. Gardner H. Artful Scribbles: The Significance of Children's Drawings. New York: Basic Books,
1980. 280 p.

13. Golomb C. Compositional development in children’s drawings. 1985. Available at
http://www.eric.ed.gov/ERICWebPortal/search/detailmini.jsp?_nfpb=true& &ERICExtSearch_Sea
rchValue_0=ED260795&ERICExt  Search_SearchType_0=no&accno=ED260795  (Accessed

130



Jonuii E. Donii E.I.

Tect YpOaHa KaK MHCTPYM CHT BBISIBIICHUS CIICIIA( UKH Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies
MIPOSIBICHUSI KPEATHBHO CTH MJIA IIIHX [0 JPOCTKOB C Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with
PasHBIMHU BHIAM U O AP EHHO CTH Different Types of Giftedness
IMcuxooro-emarorndeckie uccienoBans. 2022, Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135. pp. 122-135.
02.12.2020).

14. Hurwitz A. The gifted and talented in art: A guide to program planning. Worcester. Mass.:
Davis Publications, 1983. 148 p. Available at https://archive.org/details/gifte dtalentedin0000hurw
(Accessed 02.12.2020).

15. Lowenfeld V., Brittain W.L. Creative and mental growth. New York, NY: ABD: Macmillan
Publishing Company, 1987. Available at
https://archive.org/stream/creativementalgrO0/creativementalgrO0_djvu.txt (Accessed 02.12.2020).

16. Maksic S., Tenjovic L. (2010). Temporal stability of scores on Urban-Jellen test for creative
thinking in childhood. In J. Fortikova & J. Raffan (Eds.), ECHA — Prague 2008, «From giftedness
to successful intelligence» Proceedings of 11th Conference of ECHA (Prague, September 1620,
2008). Prague: Center of Giftedness. 2008. P. 24-32.

17. Pariser D. Conceptions of Children's Artistic Giftedness from Modern and Postmodern
Perspectives. Journal of Aesthetic Education, 1997, Vol. 31, no. 4, pp. 35-47. DOI:
10.2307/3333142

18. Renzulli J.S. The three-ring conception of giftedness: A developmental model for creative
productivity // Sternberg R.J., Davidson J.E. (Eds.) Conceptions of giftedness. Cambridge:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 1986. P. 53-92.

19. Ronksley-Pavia M. Enhancing creativity for gifted and talented students: a visual art classroom
perspective. TalentEd, 2014, Vol. 28, pp. 32-44, Available at
https ://www.researchgate.net/publication/260002057_Enhancing_creativity for_gifted_and_talente

d_students_A_visual_arts_classroom_perspective (Accessed 02.12.2020).

20. Sawyer R.K. Explaining creativity: The science of human innovation. New York, NY: Oxford
University Press, 2006. 363 p.

21. Sloane K.D., Sosniak L.A. The development of accomplished sculptors // In B.S. Bloom (Ed.)
Developing talent in young people. New York: Ballantine Books, 1985. P. 90 — 138.

22. Subotnik, R. F., Olszewski-Kubilius, P., Worrell, F.C. Rethinking giftedness and gifted
education: a proposed direction forward based on psychological science. Psychological Science in
the Public Interest, 2011, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 3 - 54. DOI:10.1177/1529100611418056

23. Shumakova N. Creativity in Intellectually gifted primary school children and gifted children in
art // ICPE 2018. International Conference on Psychology and Education. The European
Proceedings of Social and Behavioural Sciences. 2018. P. 629-635. URL:
https ://www.futureacademy.org.uk/files/images/upload/ICPE2018F072.pdf (Accessed 02.11.2020.
24. Talent development in achievement domains: A psychological framework for within and cross-
domain research / Preckel F. et al // Perspectives on Psychological Science, 2020, Vol. 15, pp. 691—
722. DOI:10.1177/1745691619895030

25. Urban K.K. On the Development of Creativity in Children. Creativity Research Journal, 1991,
Vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 177-191. DOI:10.1080/10400419109534384

26. Urban K. K. Assessing Creativity: The Test for Creative Thinking - Drawing Production (TCT-
DP): the concept, application, evaluation, and international studies. Psychology Science, 2004, Vol.
46, no. 3, pp. 387-397. Available at
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download? doi=10.1.1.536.8590&rep=re p1&type=pdf

(Accessed 02.12.2020).
131



Jonuii E. Donii E.I.

Tect YpOaHa KaK MHCTPYM CHT BBISIBIICHUS CIICIIA( UKH Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies
MIPOSIBICHUSI KPEATHBHO CTH MJIA IIIHX [0 JPOCTKOB C Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with
PasHBIMHU BHIAM U O AP EHHO CTH Different Types of Giftedness
IMcuxooro-emarorndeckie uccienoBans. 2022, Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135. pp. 122-135.

27. Urban K.K. Assessing creativity: The Test for Creative Thinking - Drawing Production (TCT-
DP). International Education Journal, 2005, Vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 272-280. Available at
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ854980.pdf (Accessed 02.12.2020).

28. VanTassel-Baska J. Creativity as an elusive factor in giftedness. Update. The electronic
magazine of the School of Education at the College of William and Mary, 2004, Available at
https ://www.hoagiesgifted.org/creativity_as_elusive_factor.htm (Accessed 02.12.2020).

29. Winner E., Martino G. Artistic Giftedness // In N. Colangelo and G. Davis (Eds.), Handbook of
Gifted Education (3rd edition). Allyn& Bacon, 2002. 640 p.

30. Winner E., Drake J.E. Children gifted in drawing. The incidence of precocious realism. Gifted
Education International, 2012, Vol. 29, no. 2, pp. 125-139. DOI: 10.1177/0261429412447708

31. Winner E., Drake J.E. Children with exceptional drawing skills. The Psychologist, 2013, Vol.
26, pp. 730-733. Available at
https ://www.researchgate.net/publication/283123269_Children_with_exceptional _drawing_skills
(Accessed 02.12.2020).

Jlumepamypa

1. Banyesa E.A., Jlanmesa E.M., Oscannukosa B.B. Ouenka 3(pQeKT uBHOCT U MPOrpaMMBbl Pa3BHT U
AMOIMOHATHHBIX CTOCOOHOCTEH y IIKOJHLHUKOB CTapIINX KJIACCOB [DIEKTpOHHBIN pecypc] //

CoBpemeHnHast  3apyOexHass  ncuxomorwsi. 2018, Tom 7. Ne 2. C. 70-79.
DOI:10.17759/jmfp.2018070207

2. Jlonuti EHU. Tlpumenenue Tecta YpOaHa Ha POCCHUIMCKOW BBIOOpKE [T OIPEaCIICHUS
TBOPYECKOTrO TMOTCHIMATa MJIAJAIMIHUX TOAPOCTKOB [DIEKTPOHHBIW pecypc] // Marepuais
BCEPOCCUHCKOW  HaydyHO-TpakTumdeckod  KoHpepeHmuu «llcuxomorus  cmocoOHOCTEW U
omapeHHOCTW» (T. SIpocnapib, 21-22 HosiOpst 2019 r.). SApocnasms: PUO AT'TTY, 2019. C. 412-413.
3. Honwi E.HN., Ilymaxoéa H.b. CpaBHUTENIbHBIM aHAIW3 KOIHUTUBHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK MU
KPEaTUBHOCTH MJIAJIIIMX MOJPOCTKOB C MHTEIUVIEKTYaJbHOW U XyJ0KECTBEHHOW O/ape HHOCTHIO

[DnexTponnslii pecype] / Ilcuxonoro-nenarormaeckue ucciemnoanmsi. 2020. Tom 12. Ne 3. C. 110-
123. DOI:10.17759/psyedu.2020120307

4. Menux-Tlawaes A.A. XynOoXHUK B KaXIOM peOCHKE: IEIU W METOIbl XYyT0XKECTBEHHOTO
obpaszoBanwmsi. M. : [Ipocsemienue, 2008. 175 c.

5. Menux-Ilawaese A.A., Hoénanckaa 3.H., Aoackuna A.A., Yyoyx H.®. VcToku u crenuduka
JETCKOro XyA0KecTBeHHOro Teopuectsa. M.: Hasurarop, 2014. 84 c.

6. Monkc @., Unenbype U. Onapennsie netu. M.: Koruro-Lenrp, 2014. 150 c.

7. Xeannep K.A., Ilepnem K., Cuepsarv0 B. JIOHTWTIOMHOE WCCIIEJOBAaHUE OJapeHHOCTHU
[Onextponnblit  pecypc] // Bompockl mncmxomormm. 1991, Ne 2. C. 120-127. URL:
http://www.voppsy.ru/issues/1991/912/912120.htm (nata odpamenus: 07.07.2021).

8. Lebnanosa E.U., Asepuna U.C., Xemnep K.A. VineHrnpukanms odapeHHBIX YYaIIMXCS Kak
TIePBBIN 3TaN JIOHTUTIOJTHOTO HCCIICIOBAHUS PAa3BUTHUS OJApEHHOCTH [DIEKTPOHHBINH pecypc] //
Bomnpocst MICUXOJIOT U L. 1996. No L. C. 97-1717. URL:
http://www.voppsy.ru/issues/1996/961/961097.htm (mata obpamenus: 07.07.2021).

9. O¢poumcon B.A. I'eneTrka reHranb» HOCT M. bruoc o11uanb Hble MeXaHM3MBbI U (PaKTOPbI Ha MBBICIIIE it
132


https://www.hoagiesgifted.org/creativity_as_elusive_factor.htm

Jonuii E. Donii E.I.

Tect YpOaHa KaK MHCTPYM CHT BBISIBIICHUS CIICIIA( UKH Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies
MIPOSIBICHUSI KPEATHBHO CTH MJIA IIIHX [0 JPOCTKOB C Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with
PasHBIMHU BHIAM U O AP EHHO CTH Different Types of Giftedness
IMcuxooro-emarorndeckie uccienoBans. 2022, Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135. pp. 122-135.

MHTeIUIeKTyab HOoM akTuBHOCTU. M. : Talineke Ko, 2003. 375 c.

10. Beal O. Assessing the creative abilities of primary school children [Dnexrponnsiit pecypc].
MPhil  University of Central Lancashire  September, 1998. 236 p. URL:
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/16414732.pdf (mara oopamenus: 03.12.2020).

11. Cox M. Children’s drawings. London: Penguin, 1992. 244 p.

12. Gardner H. Artful Scribbles: The Significance of Children's Drawings. New York: Basic
Books, 1980. 280 p.

13. Golomb C. Compositional development in children’s drawings, 1985. URL:
http://www.eric.ed.gov/ERICWebPortal/search/detailmini.jsp?_nfpb=true& &ERICExtSearch_Sea
rchValue 0=ED260795&ERICExt Search SearchType O=no&accno=ED260795 (mata
oopamenust : 02.12.2020).

14. Hurwitz A. The gifted and talented in art: A guide to program planning. Worcester. Mass.: Davis
Publications, 1983. 148 p. URL: https://archive.org/details/giftedtalentedin0000hurw (maTa
obpamenwsi: 02.12.2020).

15. Lowenfeld V., Brittain W.L. Creative and mental growth. New York, NY: ABD: Macmillan
Publishing Company, 1987. URL:
https://archive.org/stream/creativementalgrOO/creativementalgrO0_djvu.txt  (mara  oOpamieHus:
02.12.2020).

16. Maksic S., Tenjovic L. (2010). Temporal stability of scores on Urban-Jellen test for creative
thinking in childhood / In J. Fortikova & J. Raffan (Eds.) // ECHA — Prague 2008, «From giftedness
to successful intelligence» Proceedings of 11th Conference of ECHA (Prague, September 16-20,
2008). Prague: Center of Giftedness, 2008. P. 24-32.

17. Pariser D. Conceptions of Children's Artistic Giftedness from Modern and Postmodern
Perspectives [Dnexrponnsiii pecype] // Journal of Aesthetic Education. 1997. Vol. 31. Ne 4. P. 35—
47. DOI:10.2307/3333142

18. Renzulli J.S. The three-ring conception of giftedness: A developmental model for creative
productivity / Sternberg R.J., Davidson J.E. (Eds.) // Conceptions of giftedness. Cambridge:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 1986. P. 53-92.

19. Ronksley-Pavia M. Enhancing creativity for gifted and talented students: a visual art classroom
perspective [Dnextponnsiii pecypc] // TalentEd. 2014. Vol. 28. P. 32-44. URL:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/260002057_Enhancing_creativity for gifted and_talente
d_students_A_visual_arts_classroom_perspective (mata oopamenus: 02.12.2020).

20. Sawyer R.K. Explaining creativity: The science of human innovation. New York, NY: Oxford
University Press, 2006. 363 p.

21. Sloane K.D., Sosniak L.A. The development of accomplished sculptors / In B.S. Bloom (Ed.) //
Developing talent in young people. New York: Ballantine Books, 1985. P. 90-138.

22. Subotnik R.F., Olszewski-Kubilius P., Worrell F.C. Rethinking giftedness and gifted education:
a proposed direction forward based on psychological science // Psychological Science in the Public
Interest. 2011. Vol. 12. Ne 1. P. 3-54. DOI:10.1177/1529100611418056

23. Shumakova N. Creativity in Intellectually gifted primary school children and gifted children in

art // ICPE 2018. International Conference on Psychology and Education. The European
133



Jonuii E. Donii E.I.

Tect YpOaHa KaK MHCTPYM CHT BBISIBIICHUS CIICIIA( UKH Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies
MIPOSIBICHUSI KPEATHBHO CTH MJIA IIIHX [0 JPOCTKOB C Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with
PasHBIMHU BHIAM U O AP EHHO CTH Different Types of Giftedness
IMcuxooro-emarorndeckie uccienoBans. 2022, Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135. pp. 122-135.

Proceedings of Social and Behavioural Sciences. 2018. P. 629-635. URL:
https ://www.futureacademy.org.uk/files/images/upload/ICPE2018F072.pdf  (mata  obparenus:
02.11.2020).

24. Talent development in achievement domains: A psychological framework for within and cross-
domain research / Preckel F. et al // Perspectives on Psychological Science. 2020. Vol. 15. P. 691-
722. DOI:10.1177/1745691619895030

25. Urban K.K. On the Development of Creativity in Children [Dnexrponnsiii pecypc] // Creativity
Research Journal. 1991. Vol. 4. Ne 2. P. 177-191. DOI:10.1080/10400419109534384

26. Urban K.K. Assessing Creativity: The Test for Creative Thinking — Drawing Production (TCT-
DP): the concept, application, evaluation, and international studies [Dnexrponusiit pecypc] //
Psychology Science. 2004. Vol. 46. Ne 3. P. 387-397. URL.:
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.536.8590&rep=re p1&type=pdf (mata
obpamenwsi: 02.12.2020).

27. Urban K.K. Assessing creativity: The Test for Creative Thinking — Drawing Production (TCT-
DP) [Dnexrponnsiit pecypc] // International Education Journal. 2005. Vol. 6. Ne 2. P. 272-280.
URL: https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/EJ854980. pdf (nata odpamenwus: 02.12.2020).

28. VanTassel-Baska J. Creativity as an elusive factor in giftedness. Update [Dnexrponnsiii pecypc]
/I The electronic magazine of the School of Education at the College of William and Mary. 2004.
URL:  https//www.hoagiesgifted.org/creativity _as_elusive_factor.htm  (matra  oOparueHwus:
02.12.2020).

29. Winner E., Martino G. Artistic Giftedness / In N. Colangelo and G. Davis (Eds.) // Handbook of
Gifted Education (3rd edition). Allyn & Bacon, 2002. 640 p.

30. Winner E., Drake J.E. Children gifted in drawing. The incidence of precocious realism
[Dnexrponnstii pecypc] // Gifted Education International. 2012. Vol. 29. Ne 2. P. 125-139.
DOI:10.1177/0261429412447708

31. Winner E., Drake J.E. Children with exceptional drawing skills [Dnexrpousstit pecypc] // The
Psychologist. 2013. Vol. 26. P. 730-733. URL.:
https ://www.researchgate.net/publication/283123269_Children_with_exceptional_drawing_skills
(mata obpamenus: 02.12.2020).

Information about the author

Ekaterina 1. Donii, psychologist-researcher, Junior Research Associate, Center of Applied
Psychological and Pedagogical studies, Moscow State University of Psychology & Education,
Moscow, Russia, ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2180- 7060, e-mail: doniie katerina@gmail.ru

Hughopmayusa 06 aemop ax

Jonuti Examepuna HzopesHa, Tic MX0N0r-ucCiie10BaTelb, MIAAIINI HAydHbI coTpyaHUK LleHrpa
MPUKJIAJIHBIX ~ TICUXOJoro-negarormieckux — uccnenoBanui, @OI'bOY BO  «MockoBckuit
TOCY/IapCTBEHHBIH MCUXOJIOTO-Tiearormieckuii yuusepcurer» (OI'6OY BO MITTIITY), . Mocksa,
Poccuiickas deaeparys, ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2180-7060, e-mail:
doniiekaterina@gmail.ru

134


https://www.hoagiesgifted.org/creativity_as_elusive_factor.htm
file:///C:/Users/Shumakova_nb/Downloads/,%20ORCID:%20https:/orcid.org/0000-0002-2180-7060,%20e-mail:%20kido06_86@mail.ru
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2180-7060
mailto:doniiekaterina@gmail.ru

Jonuii E.U.

TecT YpOaHa KaAK MHCTPYM €HT BbISBICHHS CIISII( UKH
MIPOSIBJICHUS KPEaTHBHOCTH MJIa IIINX ITOAPOCTKOB C
PasHBIMU BUIAM U OJIap CHHO CTU

ITcuxosoro-ieqarorudeckuie ucciemoBanms. 2022.
Tom 14. Ne 1. C. 122-135.

[Tomyuena 21.04.2021
[Tpunsta B neuats 10.03.2022

135

Donii E.I.
Urban Test (TCT-DP) as an Instrument that Identifies

Specifics of Creativity of Young Adolescents with

Different Types of Giftedness
Psychological-Educational Studies. 2022. Vol. 14, no. 1,

pp. 122-135.

Received 21.04.2021
Accepted 10.03.2022



