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1. Body Image
2. Slade
3. Jones
4. Carlson
5. Nurmela
6. Personality
7. Allport
8. The big five Factor
9. Neroticism
10. Extravertion
11. Oppeness
12. Agreeableness
13. Consciousness
14. Avia
15. cruickshank

16. Cash
17. Appearance evaluation
18. Appearance orientation
19. Fitness evaluation
20. Fitness orientation
21. Health evaluation
22. Health orientation
23. Illness orientation
24. Body areas satisfaction
25. Owerweight preoccupation
26. Self classified weight

http ioashafa
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10. Avia M., Sanches -Benardos, S. M. L. , Martinez-Arias, 
M .R ,Silva, F. &Grana , J. L. (1995) The five factor model-
II. Relations of the NEO -PI with other personality variables. 
Personality and Individual differences, 19, 81-97.
11. Jones, Carlson. D. (2001) Social comparisons to models and 
peers among adolescent girls and boys. Ajournal of research, 
Nov, 2001:Vol: 39. issue 2,256.
12. Mccabe, P & Riccardelli, A (2006) “Who Thinks I Need a 
Perfect Body?” Percept and internal Dialogue among Adoles-
cents about their bodies.Sex Roles (2006) 55:409-419.
13. Nurmela, K (2007) Relationship between Self-Esteem, 
personality characteristics and Body Image, Winona state 
university.
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1. aptitude
2. Silverman
3. Vantassel-Baska
4. Webb & Devries
5. American School Counselor Associa-
tion
6. Craneotto
7. Juckson & Peterson
8. Mahoney
9. Mendaglio
10. Kaufmann & Kastellanos
11. Buescher
12. Dettman & Colangelo
13. Betts & Kercher

3. Craneotto, Christine N. An evaluation 
of school counseling program at Stillwa-
ter: area schools in Stillwater, Minnesota. 
American Psychological Association 
(APA) publication Manual (2001).
4. Jacob K. Javits. Gifted and Talented 
student education (1994).
5. Hamamoto, Patricia. Program Guide 

riculum instruction & student support. 
Instructional services Branch department 
of education, state of Hawaii (2007). 
6. Lunenburg, Fred C. School guid-
ance and counseling services. Journal of 
schooling. N.1.V.1 (2010).
7. Sidney M. Moon. Social and emotion-
al Issues, underachievement, and coun-
seling (2004).
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1. Kline Paul
2. factor analysis
3. Anastasi, Anne
4. Differential Aptitude Test (D.A.T)

5. psychometric
6. reliability
7. construct validity
8. criterion-referenced validity
9. Bennet mechanical comprehention test
10. Mellenbruch mechanical motivation 
test

11. validity
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14. www.tebyan.net
15. www.rasekhnoon.net
16. www.ataabad.com





 

 



 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 





 

 

1. Talent
2. High performance
3. psychomotor
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