RBRARFEARNSSBIRR
SR

HRAXEB AXEHFPIL

HE: TRARF RRESEEFREFZASEESR > HHeathfR1964F ! » ##&van den Berg (1978)%K 1k
HFSHRERNLF  CREBEREZN—EHES - AN EEEENHEFNRFHME2F MG - 2307
EESG - #REORE TRAMRT ) BERE TREERY - BTN ENERARTFOEREREEE -
BRI RERMRFEN S22 - PENSRERRERENLABE MORRE - BT REER
HERMOESOEE  MANERARIEHEEYE TR - REFEEARETEIANEE -

EXBEA G RET - AERNEREE (QE) RFEERE (PI) MERARFCELWNSSRRE
EEENTRE (RE) RERA (AR M24 - QHEPAUMSERANRFNELERZ BB - FXEE
71 HEEE - HRS0ERE - HHENER T LRSHETERRASERE - BENNERNRITRER
TRMSZEMVHSERR AR - REEE - BESREE - 2EEEOEE - SRR - BAMNEHNE
REEHEREMEFEZE -

R - PIERART  AYRAREST  RSEEE  pEExgs

A
1957 FERRAYE— BN ER B H I B (Sputnik) SRR N2 - BIRT EEFIEF &R
MAZHEEEAEFIRRNEY » AR SEEEIRERNER - FERIL > ZEERRE
& & (National Science Foundation, NSF) B#EHEH - ZF T —HER B FENFEER
HEHEYUGE » B HEIE PSSC(Physical Science Study Committee) + BSCS(Biological
Science Curriculum Study)f] CHEM(Chemical Education Material Study Program)Z " #fl
SR ) (BEB, 1977) - EERZREYRMHERASER 2L E2ERT "HERE
BEE (inquiry) ; BIFER - IRBIE—HE > REXBTMEFRESEHREBMNRNERF > [
NEEERMERHETHERAL TEREBRENSEYE - BEy  EEHHEmErE
B T2 4 2R UHNRI SR ERRESOANRS 0 LR HNEES - BE
FIFFERIERA 7k - L BERSFR 2RV EEREZIMENNEE > AESES
WENZEEREREERENZAEBN AR L AT - BTHIL—&E
Heath % 1964 SEEE2H " FRARIF 4 (cognitive preferences)iIkEa: » fEE TR PSSC HRE
HERSB A — (B 5 (Heath, 1964) -
B 1960 2325 Ll TERAANERRNAR | SHEKE B E g sk
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—HEFE > WAZFRBRREREH F ER IR Z — (American Association for the
Advancement of Science, 1990) - HESR T RIERE  WAKRER 30 FNBEMAFELZ
B TR N TRIRERITEGE ) AT BRIERBREENRS B TR
S L B TR AR 2R R BB RRF SR AW Tk, IR RS R AR
fOlE L ERERIRT L 2E AT (Bybee, 1995) o lY2 4 AT EG WA AIRIF( science
cognitive preferences) BB HPIBIEZEE R - HEZNRE - RI2EEKENNZHESE
HIFRIABZ L AERE (Atwood, 1968; Barnett, 1974; Tamir, 1975; Atwood & Stevens, 1978; van
den Berg, 1978; Tamir, 1985; Cheng, 1991; #fJE7%, 1992) - Hit - FHEEERIFSHZNER
TREEGRENSNRETERE - BEY2ERREE AN EREERZENRISZNRGT - &
HEIEEERIERR - ERAIE2YEVEE -

A~ "RERNES . (ITREETE
TRIZRARGT . BIRHEESER=16RF - £ Heath(1964) B —E&Z % - BEF
BB G 2 AT Boehlke, 1984) - BERHERG LBH LA LA TRNE
HEEEH A EBrown, 1975; Jungwirth, 1980) - {H¥ % BH R T HEEH2HENS
HTIRHEER T RIERART . BB AR #8E(Williams, 1975; van den Berg, 1978;
van den Berg et al., 1982; Tamir, 1985) -
— THEZEBMREF, HNER
fRi% Heath(1964)H 5k » 24 HWRIZARIEFAA "FRaRT ) > BUESS -

(—)EEEEE AL (Memory)

(Z)HEFI A1 (Application)

(E)HAVE SEF B (Questioning)Fl

()8 33 B R Rl (Principles) o
LB - HRE2ENENEEKE - RENARERARFEINESE - H ElE
SEAEAROE, - GATAGEERRT - BT &SRB ARSI  1EE—
BEATIRAYSERI(Brown, 1975; Jungwirth, 1980) » van den Berg 7 A K H[F#F(van den Berg,
1978; van den Berg,Lunetta,& Tamir, 1982){F £ ¥ £t 28 58 Al {m i B9 #& 5 3 E (construct
validity) # 1T B L& ARV - B EIULEIWIFL & > van den Berg(1978)EH ¥ FH el
Heath(1960)Fr I IRER AR < % » (F— B R ERVAENRE - B RERZER
HRIFRIEIZAOT (van den Berg, 1978; Cheng, 1991) :
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(—)=EE 820 E (Factual information or Recall) » i (R)
EH RIS ARFE - ERENSFL  LHRERABKEREFERTEZT -
EECEASE RSB EE—SHRE  FENZHERARRE - MBI
PEILIESE - FILEERR RARBNE N - BRIEN2EE R CIENZEA
#HE - A BE - HEASHEHMHNEREE -
(Z)F R H(Principles) » i (P) -
FHIER SRR - EHRESOREAR PR RS &SRS R
R - EENNBEEERNEZSENFEMONRG - EREE R ER
8 > Wi T ARRESESEY - HRsBE MORRIR - CUBRIEM SIS aRok g
BEEHRE -
(=)BERIEZE(Questioning) - i (Q) -
FEEERERMREE - BRRISFEEFIAIESE - BREEE - DEEREN
AR R R B B e e < IR SR KRB R Fe < B - IEEEE AR RIHIAR
- F - STREENRR  EARREERSERUMEE ST -
(V) FEFT (Application) » BHFE (A ) °
BRI SRS - SUREFERIE RS EE - HREAR
RPN R IR 0 5 A ¥ U T P e Y R R B
R #Heath(1964)82van den Berg(1978) 5128 & VU Bl 2 28 FfmiF ALK SR E v LS
o "HBEFAREF IBE2EEHEZCHERARETES R ENEK -
Tamir(1985) DA Kz Okebukola 1 Jedege(1988) Lzl 5 " FIR2FAmiF » B — B LEHAE
(intellectual processes) - 224 KRR EHBIEZFALRIGEAE L -
—~ THIERNRT, R
HERSBEMETIHERWRES CRER - UM "TRIZRARSF , BTl
IERHE -
(—)y—% " ERAEHS ) (cognitive style) (Tamir, 1985; Okebukola & Jegede, 1988) °
R WitkinZE A (Witkin,Moore,Goodenough & Cox, 1971){EZ » Frag " A&, 25—
EAENBRABTERRRZEENRE MAREYRE—EANTR LTS
TR BUBZRE TREAEA ) - RAERTRB2EREREALSKFAEAN AL 28
AR B AR B MBI EEL XA EZE(Witkin et al., 1977; Witkin &
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Goodenough, 1981) - AR ARIFEIESE BRI RIEFARETREZ R R ENE
F(Tamir, 1985; Okebukola & Jedege, 1988) » A Fhal &2 —FEIAER -

— TS SRR M e — 2 AW (Witkin et al., 1977) > {BLUE— 558
RORBRSTHFERHE > FI2RARETHE @ - ZEH =M EHREKempa &
Dube, 1973; Tamir & Jungwirth, 1984; Tamir, 1988; SF¥EE - EhKHl - BHES - B,
1993a; EREERNIGIIE, 1995) » MATRE AL @ b —RrEEZE AR LA T2
[&] o th4F > Williams(1975) EdBlake(1977) ZEHWFE /R EL - 30 AR I 8435 0 8 57 14
(Field-dependence) HYRERAIEAS <« BN fEAHR MR - B ATHERD > RIZBRARFIER
Witkin%s A\ (Witkin et al., 1977) A2 ZAEAE B -

(D) RBER R ERIBHFRNERE P RIEMS(Tamir, 1981; 1985) -

R#RHeath(1964)HEIEL - BAEEZERIZE - R T E2ERIZAFBH - L2 EHEIER
EAREE - ARt REN LN AREANBEEBRE - Tamir(198DAFEH > &
RARF R 2B E 2 ERZAFAE BRI —ERR A LNRE - AKREE
FFEAE R T EERFTEY 5 (does do) » TFF " FTREMITY 4 (cando) °

B & 2ENTREC  BIEREARFEERS TEENIZ2EY - ERIEEER
—FER M - EEERRLC — B R EE A (input)ETH B H (output R FEME -
(=) BB B 4E K E 9 M (domain-specificity) (Fzaio & Zambotti, 1977; Tamir & Kempa,

1978; Jungwirth, 1980; Tamir, 1985) -

24RERARFRREELFENEIE - 2BRAENHNZRARA S RRE
fEA B (Fzaio & Zambotti, 1977; Tamir, 1977a; Tamir & Kempa, 1978; Jungwirth, 1980) -
e R —E2E (£9) F - 2EHAEETENAS AR EIH R R AR
(Tamir, 1975; 1976; 1977a; 1985) « T tt— kB WitkinZE(Witkin et al., 1977) Fiig<
SRAIEE B EE L (value-free) A FTEF] °

2
2

2~ "RIZFRARE , ERSS2BEREIRNEER

BEERIS I > RIEHESERTERREZRARFOAERETSE - BAZEDR
DI - 25 0 ~ BAISESE B(Tamir, 1985) - REMIL - DUERIHARRERERR - BV
SRR E—- SR ERSZBHBE BN - 96 FEENHERELE(Tamir, 1975;
1988 ; Fazio & Zambotti, 1977; McNaught, 1982; Okebukola & Jegede, 1988; Cheng, 1991;
BREYREE, 1993a; 1993b) » itk - TEA SR BRBERERMAIH T - RIEZARIIER
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ERINAB EIEIEZ — - RHERFIEERERIZRIEETEIT 8 HESF NN
SEEH - RIS — A RN Rt - A IIRET 2 4 BB R
5 - |

DA AR e - RER TR seE | B TAERAIRE - #EHE
A B REAE TR T AR 2 R 0IR 2R ARl = B E A BIE R R - 45 &
[EEER AR SRR RS » RIS AR AR 22 B WIRR T KB ET ¢
—~ TRIBZMET B BEE R 7 (science academic achievement)§IEI &

Atwood(1968)Hy s # T » AN BB E M HEITBAURARFEFEENANE
B - HECIR AR AR & 0O L B2 B2 e ot A [ o [ N Y~ 3 R B S T S I B SR AT
HUER4EZE - Kempa & Dube(1973)AUHFFCRE » Sk 2222 SRk iy 224 S 30 HH BA B JEU R I
RURCHIZE M SERURORRAMRAT - TSR ZE R R B K #T B FA SC IR B A IE F B SR AR AT -
Barnett(1974)LiE — 24 BHENA A LER - BEARRAREE L BT BNZEART
BRI LR - Tamir(1975; 1976; 1977b) FELAETIE =2 £ 4 WA AR
ZAERGA - 2AENEYR AR B A YRR RE S M E BEEOHER T
F1E » SR ERREITF 24 S8R PRS0 E 8 S5 5 R AR B S ARLT - Jh
S > Tamir JREHRERBLEHEYSRARRAG FELEGREAWTEARIF o Tamir(1985)
TEETTMeta-analysis & - B HI 22 AF 22 3 ik S 0 I S0 0 Y 3 P B SR AU SR Mt o2 T
2 EAHRE - T B RC R B BE AR 47 R 22 £ 4HRE - Okebukola & Jedege(1988)53F HIRFZEHI T
o BPEENEYRAREFREEL2E XA EEWZT O - iz R R
RARIF 242 B RENEYSERG  (BRRTEARARTEIE - SHESAL
MR (1995 ERF BB — 24 L YR AR ESERAWHRPLEE > B4 40
H BRI R Y B 2 T R B T A S AR I R &AM TSR E 5
AR A mr A 2 B IEAERE - S2RRAMBRENZE 4 » RBRRN TR E 58 AR IR
BN RIARI ARG  SERREEEIR S -

B RBEAN R BEERE R  SUBLNEREERE - SFEFRENT
BTEWA—  [EFTEGOEETEEE % - BEERRN RS T » 24 hla
SRR R AR - R E R SR AR TS EARRIGAE - MR R &
R - MEZ > PRI R B S8 A R B i[5 T I S e T S B SR AT
i KRB R R ARG  RBERMEEE AR 1S5 -

- "HEZNEF NP ENSBERRESENERG
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AtwoodF{IStevens(1978) J B (1992 )58 B B v 22 4F (O R 22 0 A (4 Y B EL RS
TRERERIRIIER o van den Berg(1978)ATHIF1S518 A S22 (1 6 5 B35 [ SR S0 4014
S 2 IEARRA - SERLIRIURRANRAT 2 E4ERE © NovakfllVoss(1981) LUK Ben-Zvi - Salomonf]
Samuse(1979) FIIHFEIEH: - IR S ENS A EANER BRI ERNART - TOE%
EHAN S RBECRAZEHURLT - Tamir  PenickAllLunetta(1982) BHS0 AR SEE < AIFFRE
TIFAEREE W IEARRA » Tamir(1985){EHFS54T » B4 SR B BURELIT 2 ORISR B Se AU
AEARAF 2 IEARRE - TSR AL R AR 2 MR - 8NETE(1993) IFseisH » REE—
DA R SR S B A Y B B R L B S TR T R B B SR A A B B TR A
Bd - TSR EC R A AOHE A B SR AR T B B i &R -
DL ERHSRETT - 2EEORIER AR LR BEIE RS - HRIEWEE « 25
(&77) - FECAIETT - HRIZEE - 730 - BRI RE RN BT 4B i E Sk
SIRENBEIS ARG - SRR AR (Tanir, 1985) #E4T » RIESEART T4

jimen ]

IS5 « FARBOIHT— LB (Sternberg, 1985; Martindale, 1989){ 3 B HE A B A5 76
(BINHAE DR ERFRENRERE » MEAASRENER - BEoRda S samrs

=~ THERMNET ) HEMEENRER

BR T AT SR S 0 2R A BB R AR IF 2 TR B DR K B 2R 2 19 0 B (Tamir,
1976) ~ 2 HB(Tamir, 1975) « EXRHHEIK(Tamir & Kempa, 1978; Jungwirth, 1980) ~ 2
HUZUE BN (van den Berg & Lunetta, 1978) ~ #(Z E#%(Boehlke, 1984) ~ ZETWIRIZEFT AR
PF(EPETE, 1992; 1993) ~ BEFERIE(Fazio & Zambotti, 1977) ~ BETH (fE%) BykkE
‘B (McNaught, 1982) ~ Z44ER(Tamir, 1975; AFERE, 1993a; 1993b) - B4 YGHR AT S
(Tamir, 1988) « BAKMERI(ENETE, 19932; 1993b; BNETRAISHE, 1995) SHIEMNEY
BIMAEER -

REEBERARF AN E2 R - SEE SR MEBEOES - TR
"HERIMRT ) BRERSWEREEOIHT  ETEESEE - 14 BSRARTE
DERNRYZIEERESIEENEE  CUSRBHMELBEAR B EEHEAE
% .

W

B~ "RBERNES., ERS2HBE LSRR
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CRIBEAIRIT , BANTEER S ME S PR B ERTI R B
o THSRARE, ANLGYESERSEERANERLS  BETHRE X
5 SEERFEEEE - ERENAREAEORESETS - & TRERAR
I | SEEEER R TR RIS o R - A — SR E AR - R
Bz — -

MBI SOREA > BRI R RS E LA E TR TRNE ¢
C— HBRESE

B TRBRART , NSRS RNE TR TR - EHRRERR
SRS - LR AIRES B R E R SRR AN R s
A B — BB I AR « SRR E B S A - van den Berg(1978)
farll > BRI RE AR RS NSRS ERT I - BRERTE
S [ P S 7 8 B B RS U P B R B SRR S R A 2
% AR EMEREE T FUGKTNES  PERLETISEREEORNSAL K
EEFBMLAAT - HARKM > EMAESEAERONE  ERAEENSE
(meaningful learning) * S » SEFIAERIE FRARAT 55 TR (constructivism) SIFA 5
$(information processing) fUTPALL BB RS EE A4 6 - REANNRS2E
B —FERHE - EARERARFOTEEN SIS SR ER RS R SRR
FRE A T B R BB B S F AR ERE - ENB LB EEARA -
= RBREAE

HRI 523 (Heath, 1964; van den Berg 1978) » T RUEIRANRIT | BB AEBIRIBHE
SEHNSREEHASHTOART > RRBABOEE R R0 — SRS EE LR
I - TamirflKempa (1982)RIHTFERIFEH! » B4 MR AIRIFI R S B BB - Hhlkt
AR » B B AR N T A AU 2 - FRA R B R S
H-FERANB A - HEEEERERENS AN SRR E (REHhE
1995) » Wik » HERMHEFREERAS L ESRAERS « 5 SRR SN0%
B SRS AT RE T (hands-on) RS » (F24 BB EBIORNT - BEHAOE
SEEE - DUSE R R E S S s ERE R AE T - L R R i AR S R A
FIFHEL  FENRESEENT > SCEERRrgrBe - 55 a8 Ll B
S R A B R R R AT A -
= RBFEFE

B =
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AL TRERART , SRR EEERE(Tamir, 1985) » TIHFR BB
HBERRFEA PR LA B (Tamir, 1977a; Jungwirth, 1980) « KL > BRIHERAHRIF A& ATE
BRENERRAHRN S —ETE24 R 2B ERHMNIEE - #HESIRFALEEER
HJEE ¥ (Weinstein & Meyer, 1991) 2 H M (learning strategies) B} BB B HFHE
EMEEREY DB RARREARNZESN "HERARTE , FESFEEE - RET
THENBREEEEARZ2ENEY - W5 [ B2 FRNEE LA TEFEELEES -
FHALE " HRRARS ) MR ARE RS AR R R AR T
Ao TRIERRARG ) WFFHES R HTERNRANSEERRENS  REESSE(McDaniel &
Barnes, 1982) -

W NBERSE

TR ) SR BRATZE - EHeath(1964) BIF R EZ PSSCHUERENE 4
EFRRENHTHAL  REBNESZERRES - Wit - "HERART AR 2Ek
AEAENER— » HHEEEZSTRBR - RTEARZHESEHGENRES
SH(AAAS, 1990; Bybee, 1995) » TWEIBITZ M RIZFEEE - WO RBEREEEE
BRI - REREENBEPRSRE AR Z Ak - WS L PR S RE B SR e R RE A
NEEHPEHER, 1983)  WERKBIEEHEEEETHEEARE  EHRETHRES
ERE > R T RIZERIARLT L SIAE R WA R BN E AR
A~ HEEEEA|

WRER - BRI EERE MR EA NG REMEYN " R2R MR EAmW
H(van den Berg & Lunetta, 1978; Boehlke, 1984) - MR 2 ARFEAE HEB4L D
RISZARFEREN YRR EEHENTE (80EFK > 1993) - EE24 5L FHEES
CHAIRER - @%&Eﬂiﬁ%%ﬁ;ﬁ‘;EP%WE%%@%—%E%B@%?M%LM%%%EE - R - EE
W REMHERGEE Q2L RESRENRENR  ERBREREZE RS
B —{HE & - Boehlke(1984) f5HY » — (I SRR AMRAFAYZ RN TT REME I AR EL AR EC R
HEEMBNERLRERNEEE L > WHELRZERRBRDFETSEEZNES - It
gt ?ﬁﬁﬂ@%%i@ﬁ%i@ﬁﬁ’ﬂfcﬁ? » hEERE BRI 2 AR M2 WAL - ik
—HEHRMEE BN S EEEE - MR EFENR SR Z2EM RIS ESES
MRIZRESEE » MTHENRIZ2ZME RS RS 4 HBREERAFBORE - I
T B T R (T S5 S T T T L AR MO R BRI R AT (SRR SRR SRR A - 1L
MBRNBIZEAR T W2 —HEETE -
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The relationship between cognitive
preferences and science learning

Kun-Yuan Yang
Humanity, Society and Education Center
Chung Yuan Christian University

Abstract

The construct of cognitive preferences was first introduced by Heath(1964) as an
preferred information processing way of learners. After it was validated by van den
Berg(1978) and supported by many researchers, this construct has been accepted extensively.
The main purpose of this paper is to inquire the relationship between science cognitive
preferences and science learning. This paper was organized into four sections. The first
section clarified the origin, background and importance of cognitive preferences. The second
section introduced the meaning and characteristics of science cognitive preferences. The third
section inquired the relationships among science cognitive preferences, science academic
achievement, factors that affect science learning achievement and other variables. According
to the views of constructivism and cognitive psychology, the final section described the
implications of science cognitive preferences on science learning, assessment, curriculum
evaluation and teacher education.

The result of literature review showed that the science academic achievement of
students who perform cognitive preferences of Q mode and P mode were better than that of R
mode or A mode significantly. The performances of the Q mode and P mode students were
better than that of R mode students in the respects of science process skills, verbal creativity,
science attitude, attitude toward science, interest toward science, curiosity and IQ. The
teaching styles and teaching strategies of science teachers, curriculum goals, science domain,
the nature of learning tasks, school type, the socioeconomic background and status of students
and gender are the factors that affect the performance of students' science cognitive

preferences.

Key words:Science cognitive preferences, Biology cognitive preferences,

Science learning, Science academic achievement.





