01000

PR ETRT
1993, & H—K1, 51-76 EJ51-1993-51

P — R RTRBAIRG

WEE - MHT AR PEK

* BT ISR 1R
s QIR CREES

B ARERE CRSNARFNS, (TSCP) @ LEREAILEERY —FRBEZ
RIS - LRSS I RSHET S AN SRR RN o HRET
TSCP f{EEASEZMIBME - R - P+ Q - A WERARFIEX S BZ AT
RUE(SESBIS 062 + 0.60 - 0.84 %1 0.64 « TSCP HEAIRR A HHEIXH = HER » &
5 1 SUTE A RIT R OHER MR R BN T Q-R MIEMITFE - SMRANEE
WARAFRN » SREATEEREEES IS POFURURRAN ) > Q( SLEIREE ) > A(A ) > R(EC
t§) - FEVRENRESRRHBRBEET TR SR R 2 RS T A B IRV RN
) EE - SHMTER - EEY - WREMSAGREE S @A  BERRIFRR

HRAF CEXE o TEAE -

B4 4 AR AR S RO EEE TR ¢ MARANER (A ) BLE - RHERE
RFUAREE TR ANSEBERIFP - Q @ PUSEREMT P - fi/ N RERBER
FlF A - FRESSRTET - RERETANSEE  HERORFOIBLERBEER
FE-

RSHES : RHERARLT - AT R - RLITE

TE-#% B
— - pIRRER

WHIELT (Cognitive preferences) E{E#ESE Heath 7£ 1964 FHEERY B
7EERES 1960 LA AR BBl PSSC FEHBHIZMIEITHOK » Heath RBELTRHEN
G BERT ZERBAR - FRLERBHHZIETEYR (Modes) HIK
f4928iE (Thinking) B(JR4F (Preferences) ° EENE AR TRRIEE R
£ TIMAIELF, o Heath RS - FASREAANSERNEE  FERERTHE
BERSMRBANSN o BEZRAERSNBN S EIARE o it - BETH
BN B A HATEE 2 BB R LR I U R FEMEE  BEH
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PSRRI RMEENE BE » QB4 HT R AR MRHS AT 58 BRI
fRiF - FEFESREMARIBRZ8 4 TR o £ b8k - Heath BEHRMS
HBRERAUKY "RARLTF 5 TIADE0UHE - B '
1 FIBHW AT (Memory) »
2. FEFA 038 (Application) °
S HLHIHEERA (Questioning) +
4. ERFEFRY (Principles) -
MRBNBENE » RETARARITFNES » § HRIER SR SRR
A SETRFGEERIT - B2 > FEEA9REENORTNES S TRREL
F[HRE (Brown, 1975; Jungwirth, .1980) » {HR » 7EMER — AR ERIMZCZ % - R
BHEREMSEAE  HBBARTFNAECCRESES fﬁﬁt‘{ﬁﬁﬁqﬁ-ﬁﬁ
(Tamir, 1985; van den Berg, 1978; van den Berg et al; 1982) - HAZEHIE Rt
BH - FHEEMRT T ER T A LSS B ESEESMRER
& (Cognitive  style) o B4R RBRBILAFRITFINER » £AESEBEANNEES
MBABHIMIEIZEEM (Jungwirth, 1980; Tamir, '1977a) & Brown (1975) [
Tamir (1977a) 1733 » 808 ERVRIRARITETERENES - FHBKBHNSER
REHEARE > BAERRTHI=HE
L AFREERET LT e — 4 R B RARITA THEBE ;) (Construct va-
lidity) ?
2 H PERR IR BT (Characteristics) #IFET] LAE 15— A\ KBS TS
4% » el ARSI BRI SR 7
3. FHRLLIEHIIES) (Cognitive  activities) B HEBEHI £ SR B AN EITANSS
7
BERR IR/ » van den Berg er al.  (1978) Jh4H MRS A EBITIHES
BE T HENRN IR ERTEIR ST BB SR R Y
BB  FFUESR I NSRS SEMB R BRI S0 TR WS
{5&&iE o van den Berg (1978) EAEHBL (Validation) BHERAIBITHE S AL
T EERARFNAR  LESEEARAMEINIRTE - BEEREETIN
F:
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OEWRIAENE (Factual Information or Recall) » A& (R) :
R EEWARITE - BEXHNSRT  HRAKFREFNECE
o EETEAETLRERARE E—FHRE » REIRGRARS
v B SR — A RO R B B A0 DA SR SR RETT - IR TERITRA
BISE - EENERARITE ERELT BB OR - ER R
R HASRFFAER -

@FE R (Principles) * fl§f8 (P) :
FEEEWAETE  BHFADEHAERAS » BFHRREER > %
RERFEOHEERG - AT IERARITE  EERVEHFERL
EIRRGE - BE TR MRS EANSEYR - BB
2 MR - Y RSB IRRRR SER R

(33 IR EE (Questioning) * AT (Q) :
FEERBEARITE » AT EBNMBRFEMHAMES - FEE
TR DURH AR R A 2 AR R T - R
HIERARTE  RREHHTE - 2 RENSEO LERHE
BB - HEE—SHRET - .

(4)FF3 (Application) » filif (A) :
RRBRBAMITE - # L RBRANET RARRAERFESHEE
S » MRHBERR SRR T 5 ERIRIRE LR - RENARRRESE - T3
BREEEHAE4E LMRES  RERE -

ETE Y RBRAEITRE—E OEME) (Intellectual processes) * %
4 FR R RVER AR (Tamir, 1985) ° R TRAEMR ) (Witkin et
a, 1977) » fLFEBLE @AY "does do" » TARE "can do” (Tamir, 1981) s HEB#E
BTRUBMBEEED - RELRAIIE LA (Preference in  cognition) EA
HREERRELDEIHBNRNTR o Bit - RHBRARIFER T T LUBRRE
FE kB - AT HSBEMNSSTRMNE —EEE - W EREHETHEEN
HETL R R 2 BB R —E  TEEYRERERN—@

= IR REM _

EHRER  BesESEMnARRE BRI AR T
HESSTHRSHHNAETOMG Ity FRTRMEBEEANSETRFE
v B0 ¢ BB LGN (Tamir, 1985) o FL » ST » FHRAIRLF ZFFRILLA
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AR AR L R R 5T B 2 RIBIR - DB R R ESEMIRZeH
HEETHZ—  EStETENBEHEERERER SRS BB ERRNS —
18R - A ENELHRRE > SN BRI EERSRYESTE-HRE - I
REBEHB 28R - KBS WRISY - 8% - 22 - FEURERNEHE
BEREZ ARG AREBTS - LE - HERVBSE R EiEAEaE
? EEMANMT ? S ELREY RS E— SRR -

HAEBIAL - FWA2RNRITFSIEHANSEEHITME 2 HKRE
 MEMERER » EREAFNAERE » BARTTEELESLREST R
REBNERZ— » BEESTRENBED  WTREAESZHNSIRESH
PR ARITINEREE (Tamir, 1985) B4 RERAURIFHTA » WATEEZEA
B BERE - BEEMURKGHBITRSRENEE » (Boehlke, 1984;
Tamir & Kempa, 1978; Tamir & Lunetta, 1978) < lt5f » B4 FTREELST
AMRITER » BT TR BB ENESNKA EEEEIMES (Tamir, 1975,
1976; 1985; 1988) » 1 E]GEBAIENE (Tamir ef al., 1982) R Kb B2 3 (Rost,
1983; Tamir, 1975)F&40 « FHRABMITH L EHM - HNEHERAMRT 2SS0
fIER AR - BRIEMERR2MRNEE  Fit - BRTS - EARESERHRN—L5
o Gk TR, (Sciencing) HIEES - PR AR R R R RS E R E T
Rt — » BILBERE S VHBERANLZFAREEES S » Fith - AATERMEHK
BRI » R MRIF AT EREEN B A S LA - (B8 » ¥
PIFAERRBERAOBSFEENHEHTHRTES RMETHE - BALHEY
BESERNTE - PRESRESRARITFEREEISNE - Fitt - 7EHREEHIE
REMZHERR  WESENBHTRENER  FUEGETHRESRER
BEMPRRARFIG - LHBRANSHERESEURSCE R BRI KE
FEI2E o

HFREN "RIRRARIT RS ) BEMHBERNE (RE2RRA, (Cu-
ricular bias) HIRFDHIMR (Tamir, 1975; 1977b) » RSB EBTHERREH
X&) (Inquiry-oriented) » I E » AT B SR WAEEEST > PB4 MRIBTE
G RV IR A AT A @R (Tamir, 1975) o EI » 7EEFTRRITER » B4R
BRARIFNENTERREREEN—R  DRERNGFEEERTEER -

PO+ ER - ERENSERSKERER T - REAHNKE—ER
BREERNEEZ— - 2B/ NEER - FIERNSEEEER 67 S 2EEHESTRE
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+ % o EAPRBNFSEEERE 73 FERRT - ESHUBAE < EEFHH
BRENHHE S RA B EESSR ONER  PEBLEEHIR - REM
8§ (Hands-on) WERiSE) » KB ERRE SR RE24X6E (Science  process
skills) » ETIIE R ERMBBEE  LRNEFTEARSRRAKREKLR (W,
1983) - FEHBRIZHITHE S FEIRFFER KA BEH S RIERE; - sESIRBEAEH
WS NNEREE - LT RASNGENAR - XEERBMRE - 555 - FH
BREMKHEEFR - GRES4E NS TSR - (ERIEEMEEHERES - FEGE
FERT THESZEM | (Conceptual scheme) @ IEAEMERHBHIFIRRER] » T 2{E(E
B2 AR E RN -

FEISRERMSELK  BENBTNRRTENFENTHER » £9
BEATAGEHNLMERT « JEER » BREA —LARETRENTE (BRIaWTE S
RUBEE R 0 1986) 0 (B ) INERHREIEESHBHEAZ T#IE, (Rele-
vancy) SRONCAFRE » ke EMIBHENELETEEMFTREEFNRE - AN
B4 BB TARTYR FBRTARERIBERD - Bit » ZBRLL - REEERN
BRR/MFEARSHERE % ETEREMNENBRNEZNAELTE  CEAT
WEED > B SFRSREN BT RREEAARRE - \ER - &
B/ N SRR EREMN K RECEREE - AL MNRRIENRIFERRRES
4 QI PEUE A E (Heath, 1964) « Eit - SEEREMRIBRARFM—F
ARIBRZS » TMETLT BB/ NFERMSRENKER T ENEE BR - R
IREEARE  AUSRIRENCE - MREEUARERATRZKENBE -

= - Rt BARY

EE"J::L.E’]’%& AREHERBESRERERENSL S RBTAR
SFiRIER » DUERE R — SR8 E 2 RIBIARGT - W E 2 RHERARITIE
SR A LR RORI 2 BRR <

K STRRERA

HNBBRARTIERSNRHES TR HRE - RItHMMEENRT
FIRRZE Ilﬁtx% T Iﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁl,ﬁﬂﬂugﬁ?ﬂ']m fHis - BNV TE
£ et mau*a%ﬁﬁ%m;aﬁﬁﬁ BRBTFARTR  WEThe Cogni-
tive Preference Test: High School Physics @ MAZIRFEIEE PSSC FRIZAVEEHUE
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EHEESENESL » AREFEARTAN LHRR - EREMEE PSSC HE
HR L » HHEARFREFEIFERHANRT - SERSTHEEFEERM - s
SRR R A RIS RV IR IR MR E A AR AsIRIT -

Bk BEREFLRBHESE » (KIF Heath TR HAESETHA - LLEE
T—L TRISBRMRT , FRTRE » HAFEET £Y (Barnett, 1974 ; Tamir,
1975; Tamir & Lunetta, 1978) - L %2 (Atwood, 1968; Fazio & Zambotti,
1977, Kempa & Dube, 1973; Tamir & Lunetta, 1978) ~ ## (Mackay, 1972;
Tamir & Lunetta, 1978) Hl$z &SRB R (Atwood, 1971) % @ LIRZEAE
FRPE R ERHBIRHIRITIE - LW RABENHEIAY » S8R
o BRI —B THEEX 1 (Normative procedure) @ ERIMMMAVEIZE %
» ECRZAEHRUERE S (UEEESEUCER - P~ Q ~ A UERFERIGEHIFR
i) » BE—ESEHROML  KEERZAFAE T —RE 2B IFEENLE(G
(Rating) ; B—8 TE kR, (Ipsative procedure) ARBIERSHE » BEF—R
EVNEED (23IRFER - P~ Q - AUEFFERIGRIRIFRER ) » KEFE
FEDNEABERE (Ranking) ° i@RMEH 7 A\ BER 1 - (BRHEHERET » BiIEEK
BERVBIARITE  EREH S FRAFELMEREEEEZR (Tamir &
Lunetta, 1977) - ol "BHER ) HESHR » aTUERRR - P~ Q ~ AUE
FRIZABEFRANSCE - MHERERN7BEFAMRER - S S E /RO R
(Hicks, 1970; Kempa & Dube, 1973; Tamir & Lunetta, 1977) » EILZE 1985
FBE - BAERD (F{ 94%) BRI RITRIBRMIEET - 4R T B, B33
(Tamir, 1985)

BRI E RIS B NESASHENA 5 E » Kempa & Dube (1973)
FIRFZEEET » AR R 07 3R o i BHR SR AT R AT I B R 2 B - B R 2 RMRIE
FE B "RREESRL ) (Bipolar axis) ' —EBREQ - B—EPHA - Eit 1
REARIFE IR R LI AT L R-Q F] A~P R{EE  (Scales) K %R » Kempa &
Dube 7 5IfR:ERRERES " RIBIFEL , (Scientific curiosity) f1 " RHRFEFM |
(Utilization) - PUFEEEAIRIFRI 5 B IRTHERR o ATRasR - RIFEERIE - 2/
IRRAEBOVAR PRSI R (Tamir, 1985; Tamir & Kempa, 1977) 7 »
AEFRRAINET - DEFRSITER SRR R AR 5 B - et
HERR > MELHENME =EEEEERR  FREAF— (Tamir, 1988,
Tamir & Jungwirth, 1984; Tamir & Kempa, 1978) o Ef@HREFAEFEET
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RS E—FHEET -

B4 2 BB TARFIE - HREHNIARES REIT R RARS (Tamir,
1975)  ERRMBERLTRE » ERTAIEERN TETER - HRAERFT B
B o Bia B FENHAES » BERENER > BRI MRITaR
FER > FRFRHNERABT I REETR (Tamir, 1988) - EERAERTEE
AR AERNKEFRMENFEAE - 17 BEMARERTET 8%
FIRHR AT » S ERBLE FEERHNFEMSR (Tamir & Kempa, 1978) °
FERBMETHHSNB 4 AETENMSRARFER  —RME » TERE
BETARTAR  HHHIEEE (Q) FFEMA (A) IXAAIE (Tamir, 1988) - teit

» Fazio & Zambotti (1977) FIFFEEET » JEFBRBNRERTBLRNEE
FOBEE 0 JETHRVBN B4 BAREEKAN R BAR - MESUBNBERIFRSR
Bz QAR » AT ARFUVRNBENTBURBENATHHEEEL
HIBRLR ° -

B OBEIRE - BAT RN EAREFTN TREXRTRFRBENPE
WHIRLF B » TR B RART N R RE PR EE R - 5 : Ak
(Tamir et al., 1982) LA 6 < BHBIBAIREF (Tamir, 1977b) FHIBR » 7l » 58
SRR R BN RO E(ERAMEE— P ILER » WHNE—HHIAE -
hRA ERTOARFFINTRIER o

ERINRE A E » JZEFISLE » (85 Cheng (1991) AP S8 EVIHATE
o BRETAEYRETZ "SRRI ) ZFER (BCPI) LAZERBIE
MIBERE & MR RITFAHRR o RV RARITFIUa Z B » T{EMERE - ¥t
HIZEEM  FEBLEERISE - HERESREFEUNE - EHit - BSMHIARE
HEERTUHEERANNRL - EESHE  LE  ARBASERAERSEDN
FHEZARIFEUAHR LS 7 HERMRe BB H FIRRE - 1 BEFMEBINLARE -

# -~ R AREAE
— » FARIBF
AR EIGHE (St - 21t 2 BF —ERBLEBMRTZ HRKE » IX
e 3R T o FEMIUE ) (Stratified random sampling) 8 THEBEEXAE ) (Cluster

sampling) ESTERM AR o RMHEED BEAILT - BRE - FHRMTANES -
KM LE PR (T6HLL) ~F (31~ 75F) ~ /N GOHELT ) =33
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HATH S FRBR » REFI— EFRBAES R Z A - BEINFRTE
B4 BRAINR  ALHEEIET - BRA AR 36 B4 B AEITHE -
RARBER T 2REETFRE LS  BREANRERITZEAY » St
B5070r » GILEEE 5891 5 BAH 5471 » TEF 5491 » #¥4L8 1096 L -

HR AR HREFHERESIIH B EHPT—FRBE » KIARERZHR
TRLEILE R B —F R L SREE - BERHEEESIERUNA 2B+ —
FRBE » QA+ EH -

= - Wisatan

1 BB RIFRIER (TSCP) B R

FRHR R AMITHIER , (TSCP) 2 BBREURF—ERBERHER » UFFIE4E
PRE/NEFEENEABRPHRES . "RHEBHRIF, o TSCP #7174 Heath
(1964) TR L RAMEF M EXBE > REZEHALIIEITZvan den Berg
(1978) MR HMWITF A A ERKET - ERAB LB/ NEAR2IHEBIK
BRE 0 BENSEEE FNRR IR > BERENHMNEREHIME - 7
X ERIZEILAR (Recall) ~ P (Principles) * Q (Questioning) f1A (Applica-
tion) HIRUIEZR £ - BB FERGRENT ¢

MEL TEES %4, (Concept analysis) iEDHTE/NBEARIBHEEZ TS -

QAKBHFATB L EESRNAE  EES? 7 IENFER P QA
TR AIRAT AL 2 FUERISGH - dELAER S A BER » B TSCP #17# -

(3) TSCP ¥IRERMET] - B - BEIT% » PRRBE N ERELLHES—
HEFBBZBEAX (IR P Q- A)ZBSTIERE » HRZE 100% FAEE
BANTLAZEAD » LUESY TBRE ) (Content validity) o BAFMEIFH
itk TSRS 28 EZ I EAMEETH -

@) TSCP Y ALAFBLIETHERITE - IR "HER , FRHD » FEIERST
AEWE-REFEEZNEEE (FRKER - P Q - ANERHM
RIFRR ) (KEFREEINLEET - REZ®HIIT ¢

"X BN -

(A) AFISTLARIFR{ERBIELEEAE -

(B) #AWMBLSA -

(C) BHEEEREREAE » sl 5 -
(D) TBM, RAAEMNEE  ZIESY) -

oo e X
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2. /K Z IR

BERSLETHRHL TEREMRER ) (Data Transformation Program) i
T (F CREST, BB L4 DR HORERE . TRTEF, ZRBM15E
% > EITRESN  LEBREFNRE AR USENERTBRSEMRRL R
» FBISHT - LT EARBAR A Z R RANRAT L AR ©

B2 - HRANS

— B RAMRITRER (TSCP) 231t

BB B AR A RS TE - TR ARABRETREEEN "THIR
VAR | DU R B & SUEAT TR S B S — B0 E (Cronbach, 1951) °
BN R M R TR — M FEE SRS R AR | TR —BET
HEREETHTHRE -8  BTHRED T KER (Guilford & Fruchter,
1978) °

rRHBRAIMLTRAIER , (TSCP) AUt EANB HEEBEEY] - YIRS (B )
HOERRME = (H4EN: - SR RAEAN RS ERREPEE - F-FEHEET
BXE 23A%ER - P+ Q- AMBERARITFER - SUBEZZMRIFEUTLL
R-P:0-AMENRZESERFT TSCPZR * P+ Q » A L{EEARLF
AR 7 RERRENEBSER - P~ Q- AfSZMERARIE (tem-subscale
correlation, r; ) #ITPHIBEUREEINR 1P » BF 1 ErIR/MC RS REERR
+ 1] B 75 L8 (A B B J ] — B - FeePAIER 0.29 ~ 0.43 - 155 0.01 FRE ke
» 4 TSCP S EM MMM (s, ZASHEEHRTEMR LTI
B> TSCPZR + P+ Q + ANEZMRFERZ "THESHEREE A SR
o 4} » M TSCP & T BARMEFAR , HE—ENAENE S B BARTFEN
P B 0 & TRERFRAR ) 2 Cronbach o (RBUEZ BMUBEITE (R
£18% ) - LRI TSCPZR ~ P~ Q A MEZERFUR 2 SRS
EWMEAIEE -

r SR B EEE B —EXFIERRE &R EMELAERI A/ - TSCP
R P~ Q- ANFEZANFEIYREAEEEMAEENTIE 2515 0.06
. 0.05 ~ 0.16 %1 0.06 (& 1) * % RME » SUUABRORHET N REMEEREN
HFFE -



REHE  REkME RER BEHX

#1 TSCP BB B2 BRI AR HTERIAS (r,) MUK
S EE B RAERRARE (1) AT BAIRHEE (SD)
Table 1. The Means and Standard Deviations(SD) of the Item-—
Subscale (ry) and Inter-Item (r;) Correlations of 28
Items in the Four Preference Areas

Preference Area R P Q a
s Mean 0.30 0.2% 0.43 0.30
Sp 0.09 0.08 0.05 0.10

ey Mean 0.06 0.05 0.16 0.06
SD 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.07

&2 R P Q- AMERMRITER S B BrEEm
Table 2. Intercorrelations of Scores of the Four Cognitive
Preference Areas '

Subjects R P Q
R(Recall)
Total P(Principles) 0.12**
(N=1096) Q(Questioning) -0.63"" -0.50""
A(Application) -0.11**  -0.31** -0.42**
R
Taipei City P 0.17**
(N=507) Q -0.65"* ~0.51"*
a -0.11** -0.34""  -0.40"*
R
Taipei County P 0.09**
(N=589) Q -0.62%%  -0.49""
A - =0.12""  -0.28** -0.43%"

**  p<0,001
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TSCPZ R * P Q > ATMERARFNR 2B HMEMIMNE2ATR ' R
Glp Z S EE TN A ESIEE:Z 009~ 017 e R - PEHQZHE " Al
SREE SRR » FERNREES 049 ~ 065 AR ~ P~ Q ZIRFEARIFRURL
0 RS REE & AEAT » FERRIRBUESS 0.11 ~ 0.43 - (R TSCP ZIEEARK TELt
£, AR MOEEARFYR SR IRISE (B, BRTVBLA -

TSCP =B RHERM N ERAMIFUR M (FIRER ; PEP- | KILRHE
) FIRNARENGT - TREEEBER - EINERET - ZMERHRIRZ AN EEMRT A
RSB HFEZETEARTERE (p<0.01) o JREI TSCPHI =M@ " 78k .
(Subtests) = M H BEENEHEMAEE - B4Y - WREHENBREE=ERRZIR
C P Q -~ A NERARFNRZ HeERE R G - EEERITEX
ISR I EENERZ— -

73 TSCP 24 - HERRIENYRAMB=ZEHEZR ~ P> Q"
A MIEFRARAFRA 2 B FAIFER
Table 3. Intercorrelations Among Cognitive Preference Scores
of Subtests Biology, Physical Science and Earth Sci-
ence of the TSCP (N=1096)

Biology Physical Science Earth Science

P Q A R P Q a R P Q a

Ry .01 -.51* -.17% .30* .21" -.32* -.06 .32 .07 -.33" .01

Py -.41* -,.33* .09* .30" -,20* -.09* .15* .29% ~.30" -.07"
o1 —.49% -.26% -,22% .52" -.22* =-.41* -.13* .52* -.10"
A, .0l =.14* -.21* .39* ,12% -,13* -.13* .18"
Rp -.02 -.51% -.26" .33* .01 -.27* -.03
Pp -.47% -.29* ,15* ,32* -.36" -.03
Qs -.39" «.39" -,18* .54* -.10"
Ap L07% -.07% -.13* .18"
Re -.17* ~.49* -.31"
Pe : -.50" -.20"
Qe -.28"

* Significant at the 0.05 level
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4 TSCP o BHINSI9HEMLEE
Table 4. Coefficient o of the TSCP Scores

Subjects N R P Q A
Total 1096 0.62 0.60 0.84 0.64

Taipei City 507 0.60 0.60 0.84  0.63

Taipei County 589 0.63 0.60 0.84 0.64

TSCPZR ~ P~ Q - AWEFHRIFRAMAEEIEEEE » LU Cronbach
o RBFREF » 5BIE 0.62 ~ 0.60 ~ 0.84F10.64(F 4) » 85— 8 2 A FRAIEEAIS
BERE » BN YA SRR S RATHE Z BCPLA{§EB(E (Cheng,
1991) » REFE - TTEERE P —ERBEHMITFAIFEEENERATE  SEHERTT
VHBENAREEIR - Ff - SEGEEEE IR L ATREZAETAEEZ T
YfEECES o (BAEFHEE (Tamir, 1985) » # TSCP Z 5B T iRIEAE -

TSCP "HNARUE ) A1 "#230% ) MERSHE  IHFEALRIZAT » TSCP 3
BB RELRAKIR Heath (1964) FRRE 2SR ER » WARR van den Berg (1978)
BB EFEIIRSRH - N ZAE  HEREREAREHZR P
* Qv ABFRIFRRN » TRANMERER - LLLE 100% ABEESFRE &
TSCP R 2 B 0] -

=~ BB AR RIBRZ ISR SR

H R 2R AR R 8L T EMK 5 25 4TiE s (Principal components
analysis) 1T EI R 7 #7085 » ST LAERH ZEREE » AR 18T 4632 1RER
(Variance) » HFE 2B T 326%MBRE  AFEIAEET 2072MBEE - K
FIF TEZCEEh, (Orthogonal rotation) Z Varimax J7i:éfili% » Z@EEEZ 'K
REAfTR, (Factor loadings) fn% 5FT » K 1 7 R {1 Q RHIRITFUR LHIETT
BHK » iHFE 1A% Q-R B (Scale) » MtJFEl Kempa & Dube (1973)FiiB2.
TRIZrET L, - AE2EPRUOFMFUALMARERA  EF 20HE T2
FEFR, » MER3IEARNRTFRRALMEFTERA - MEFIARTHEBN
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£5 TSCP 2MHIEESHT (Varimax ¥ )
Table 5. Results of Factor Analysis with Varimax Rotation for
the TSCP Scores (N=1096)

Cognitive Rotated Factor Loadings

Preference Modes : Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
R 0.99 0.03 -0.08
P 0.07 0.98 -0.16
4] -0.66 -0.54 =0.52
a ~0.03 -0.15 0.99

Percentage of .
Variance Explained 46.8 32.6 20.7

FRUBAN, o B SEEEE QRAMFRR LH AT RAKEE T » 75
B 0.66 - 0.54%1052 » BHLEE 1 S&A  ERE=EERNAFETE 050 LI
o Eit 0 QBAIFRNR TS EEES N - DR RARS T FER
BT ES QO-R FGSITIRE - BN A-P AEMRRNTEE  EARHESTRRET
SRR - {SEESRE Tamir (1988) 1 Tamir & Jungwirth (1984) % ARBAZEAEST 5
i Kempa & Dube (1973)#Ivan den Berg et al (1978) % NIRRT BT

B ISR TSCP & = [H5 s 5 B BIETRE SR - LA Varimax
8 SERER £ (128) - WERAHS (98 ) MRS (7 8) =@ 7 RIEFS
AN = (EE % - B EEE & EER (Pattern) 77455 TSCP BMRIBRELL (R
6) » HEZEE M MBS Q RARTFRRA L » ER IMNEREA oSS A RIBRFI
CRERSERAE TR - Eit  SRASEARIFAMERRTL Q-R 1 A-
P RERFRBTMEE - £ Q-R REMNFEERESEE - RN - (B2F
5% A-P RGBS RO RAITRER  MBFEE—FEN - LRERS IR
RO O AR AR B 2 MR ST (3R 2 5 7 3) WIS - BRER Y
FAEN TS TR ERARSREF—NRELZ—  TREERRBTRAE
WM - HERE S ERASE W R ENTE - 19E TR ERE
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#6 TSCP ={H7MEk>BEIERR ST (Varimax & )
Table 6. Results of Factor Analysis with Varimax Rotation for
the TSCP Subtests Scores (N=1096)

Rotated Factor Loadings

Cognitive

Preference Biology Physical Science Earth Science

Modes Ftl Ft 2 Ft3 FEl Ft 2 Ft 3 Ft 1 Ft 2 Ft 3
R 1.00 -.01 -.05 .99 -.03 -.14 -97 -.12 .21
P .01 .99 -.12 -.01 .99 -~.15 -.08 .99 -.14
Q -.55 -.49 -.68 -.61 -.57 -.56 -.67 -.62 -.41
a -.12 -.21 .97 -.12 -.15 .98 -.11 -.08 .99

% of

Variance 42.1 34.0 23.9 42.2 32.5 25.3 40.6 31.5 27.9

Explained

Ft : Factor

REHIRITAIERIR - B - LiAIRESIER - ThBRFEE-FRY -
= - B 5825 s H BB AR

HRE/NIERBHEEBEE  AFEREY - MENSHHIRES - it
' KRR ERBNREE - RETEP—FRBEAR/EFREARPRAR
HHPHBRAIRAFIE - G10hE - eV AR RAMNRLR M RIFIIGR K 7R

» SRR UEGEARIF R 2B T80 (K5 (BB ) EE (78 ) BF
HEFIR P>Q>A>R o JREVBE AR IEM R - EFRENZFERR - A
EGENMERR - RERER/ N EANEREL BRAREERELBRESHE
M RFEERR > BRI AR RPH R ERES - Rl eI RER
NEARBHRECERMEEE -

EEOBIst ST - A RAMEARR S - SRET AL A RH2 R
FfRITAARE » REFFEZENBEIEFFHFIR P, A>Q>R | MGt & i &
2HEEAER 9B P>Q>A>R - St - BRBEAN PEEARFEAMN T H
HFHEEERTE  BIRBRAHPRARIFEANELN  BEARGILHESE
(p<0.05) s ERR ~ QM AFEMRIFRRNZE - EotT - BREHEAZH
HINEREER (K7) -
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#7 TSCP & ={H7 5 BTy BauRiE s
Table 7. Means and Standard Deviations of the Scores for
TSCP and Subtests

Total Taipei city Taipei county t-Test
N = 1096 507 589 Prob.
R 2.28 0.31 2.29 0.31 2.26 0.32 0.12
Total P 2.59 0.31 2.57 0.31 2.61 0.31 0.04"
Q 2.57 0.49 2.56 0.49 2.57 0.49 0.77
a 2.56 0.34 2.57 0.34 2.55 0.34 0.36
R 2.28 0.38 2.28 0.36 2.28 0.40 0.97
Biology P 2.63 0.40 2.60 0.40 2.66 0.40 0.02"
Q 2.54 0.59 2.53 0.60 2.54 0.58 0.65
A 2.55 0.48 2.60 0.48 2.52 0.48 0.01*
R 2.24 0.42 2.27 0.41 2.21 0.43 6.01"
Physical P 2.50 0.41 2.48 0.42 2,52 0.41 0.13
Science Q 2.63 0.59 2.62 0.57 2.64 0.60 0.63
a 2.63 0.46 2.62 0.46 2.63 0.45 0.74
R 2.32 0.50 2.34 0.50 2.31 0.51 0.24
Earth P 2.64 0.47 2.64 0.47 2.65 0.47 0.82
Science Q 2.54 0.60 2.55 0.60 2.53 0.60 0.68
a 2.49 0.42 2.47 0.43 2.51 0.42 c.09

* Significant at the 0.05 level

BETE—SH TSCP 2 BB BEY - MRS REHE = @5 WK 77
s Bl THREIFET  TEMSRKAE - WERNRT R 5B TIBIRS
EBEESEHY > MR EASP>A>Q>R ; AILHEHER P, A>Q>R ; SiLFX
ABP>Q>A>R o ZEVMRAHESRIBHE  MERARIF R 5B P B
EEMEAFEHY > SHEANSIHHRAHBQ, A>P>R | SIREFRIR
Q>A>P>R o ZEMIEKEIE S HIBG AT » WERART AR 5 B BiREEER
FEHER) PR A S P>Q>A>R » MBRZMEENR - SARENESE » &
£4 - WRBHEMMERAE B BNEARFIE 2RARNROERR - HRA
EREREAE (R)  (ERREFHNEAFITFRXNABE TG - SRR
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AFREHATEEN A EME » SRR R/ IHFAERT (Tamin, 1985) °
AT - Lladbr - R EEERET R - ERBHARITRRENEE » ArREN
MERMRIFIENEBEER - BREEE—F TRIEARNSREMRRRM
RIFEFAIRE - GRRRAD - BEZRE S DRERE IR REARITETERE
PERY ~ BRI (RS ) AR R sEE REX ©
L BIRERI R

#8 TRXEVERETEERSE TSCP 7BMYERRES
Table 8. Two-way ANOVA of the TSCP Scores by School
Size and Sex

Preference Source of Significant

Area Variation sS df MS F of F
School Size 1.357 2 0.678 6.962 0.001 *
Sex 0.117 1 0.117 1.198 0.274

R Interactions 0.553 2 0.276 2.836 0.059
Residual 106.198 1090 0.097
Total 108.220 1095 0.099
School Size 1.750 2 0.875 9.199 0.000 *
Sex 0.034 1 0.034 0.360 0.549

P Interactions 0.154 2 0.077 0.811 0.445
Residual 103.673 1090 0.095
Total 105.647 1095 0.096
School Size 1.932 2 0.966 4.021 0.018 *
Sex 0.028 1 0.028 0.118 0.731

Q Interactions 1.965 2 0.983 4.091 0.017 *
Residual 261.822 1090 0.240
Total 265.740 1095 0.243
School Size 2.726 2 1.363 12.295 0.000 *
Sex 0.128 1 0.128 1.158 0.282

a Interactions 0.071 2 0.036 0.322 0.725
Residual 120.818 1050 0.111
Total 123.822 1095 0.113

* Significant at the 0.05 level
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* 8 7 WHBESSEEET » TSCPMUEZEMRFNANTE » B2
P/ NIREITTR (p<0.05) » {B7EMESI 2 MRIRERE TR - Jeot » QREFRRNG
B EREA/NINSIZ M FEENXEAEE R - P ASFRARTE
R D B TERRA/NMINERIRRIE 2 MBS B RTE - It - WaRARS
O RIRER » £V RN R - QEAMSE - EREA/MINRIZE - FH
X E e FTEAE (BUBRFIH ) o SUREIRE (K/ ) BB E - R H A
ZR Dk Q RFRR S BOIX EERMERAN » HEREE—S I -

%9 FIBEIEAZ TSCP & =(@7 HIBkD B LI
Table 9. Comparisons of the Scores for the TSCP and Three
Subtects Between Male and Female Subjects

Male(N=547)  Female(N=549)
Preference t-Test
Area Mean SD Mean sD Prob.
R 2.29 0.31 2.27 0.32 0.285
Total P 2.60 0.30 2.58 0.32 0.397
Q 2.56 0.47 2.57 0.52 0.769
A 2.55 0.32 2.56 0.35 0.176
R 2.27 0.37 2.29 0.39 0.403
Biology P 2.63 0.40C 2.63 0.40 0.900
Q 2.55 0.59 2.52 0.60 0.415
a 2.55 0.46 2.56 0.50 0.812
R 2.28 0.41 2.20 0.44 0.001"
Physical P 2.52 0.42 2.49 0.41 0.211
Science Q 2.62 0.56 2.64 0.61 0.737
A 2.58 0.42 2.68 0.48 0.000"
R 2.33 0.51 2.32 0.50 0.742
Earth P 2.66 0.46 2.63 0.48 0.313
Science Q 2.51 0.57 2.57 0.63 0.055
a 2.51 0.41 2.48 0.44 0.225

* Significant at the 0.01 level
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HEARZWEES » BREJEREZAFRIFLURNS B LEFETR - (B2
BREFMNREARIFEXSBIPHE  DEEERFHIE  B548
P>Q>A>R i AR P,A>Q>R (K 9) ' B LMK EZRBEARIFN
"EX[E y (Orientation) R o ¥ 2B B £ 2 =B RIBATE DR + #EREH
 MIHFHRRIERN R 71 A IR B BREZMEREER - RFEFNSR
BEBNTE » Tl A RIFHSBULERNBE - ARMRIFZ TI0q ) FFEER
Fl » MIREHRLTF 78 KEEEEFSHT > BER Q>A>P>R » K4 AIS
A>Q>P>R(FR9) - ERNEYFEREVERE ISk MMIERARIT R 58 -
BhscMitERR -

VRNEIE il il o)ad

AR DURRRD » R/ MBS EFBA (6 FILLE ) ~ &b (31
~ 76 B ) A/ (BOFELIT ) =M - A= B ER B NRBRARIFINE RS
18R] » SRIERIILAGRSR - NELIUE » SRHRK S ENFEZ BV BE
B - RRBRIGM ORI - /N RN BT IR - BOK B N SR p E mT
2RI FE TR B o R 10 MEEHET » SIS S RARITFYR D
BHIR (KEMEERIEFISN  EAREREP,Q>A>R ; AT HEBKE
P>A>Q>R ; M/ UBHRAE A>Q>P>R - MEZEANLEHBEYR - P
Q- AMERMRENAN "RIF, EHF 7B RYREFN "a, - &
THHE -

EE-FHRABSITET P - N RBREBE R UANS S EEEN (KF
bF ) RBVRR - O~ NEVERRLZ MRIERRE ERFE P - AEVERIBS PRAY
"o BEBN (BT )/NUEK  PRMARNSIEZ M BEEEEREE AN
FRBE QUANB S EETN (KB ) hRM/NBRE » fi/ USRS
RZHEAGEREER - ER ARANSBAE - N NERSLNESEERH
(EAT ) P~ ABVBE TP RMARSR L MEHEEEER (% 10) - EF2 36
£V~ VIEEIRAMERE R = @5 HIBR 1S5 A LR - R 10 FISEIBT » £
YRR B 2 HRARTF A8 > 72X ~ b /N S SRR E S TR
SURERRRE AR NE - HIERFLE S RIS Q] A RARITRRTE = S B RSIE
TR - RISERIERY QF1 A BRER » SRR ML EEETHE -

EBIEA ~ NIRRT - ROITHE KB 4 RS AR AT o B
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%10 SHARA/NMBEREZ TSCP & =@ R B L

Table 10. Comparisons of the Scores for the TSCP and Three
Subtests Among the Three School Groups Catego-
rized by Size

Large(N=397) Medium(N=444) Small(N=255) F
Prob. MRT #
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD (df:2,1095%)

R 2.23 0.32 2.31 0.32 2.2% 0.29 0.001* L:M; L:S
TSCP P 2.62 0.31 2.61 0.33 2.52 0.27 0.000* L:S; M:5
o 2.62 0.51 2.54 0.51 2.53 0.43 0.019" L:M; L:S
A 2.52 0.3¢ 2.55 0.33 2.65 0.33 0.000* L:S; M:S
R 2.23 0.38 2.33 0.38 2.28 0.37 0.001" L:M
Biology P 2.66 0.40 2.63 0.41 2.58 0.39 0.038" L:S
Q 2.61 0.62 2.51 0.59 2.47 0.54 0.008* L:M; L:S
A 2.50 0.50 2.54 0.47 2.67 0.47 0.000* L:5; M:5
R 2.20 0.43 2.25 0.42 2.28 0.42 0.029* L:S
Physical P 2.53 0.40 2.53 0.43 2.40 0.38 0.000" L:S; M:5
Science Q 2.6% 0.60 2.60 0.60 2.59 0.55 0.058 L:M
A 2.59 0.44 2.61 0.46 2.72 0.45 0.001" L:S; M:S
R 2.28 0.51 2.36 0.51 2.34 0.48 0.076 L:M
Earth P 2.67 0.47 2.67 0.47 2.57 0.46 0.009* L:S; M:S
Science Q 2.57 0.61 2.50 0.63 2.57 0.55 0.163
A 2.48 0.40 2.48 0.42 2.53 0.45 0.299

» Significant at the 0.05 level. .
# In MRT (Multiple Range Test), only pairs of groups significantly
different at the 0.05 level are reported.

EEps  BRET  ALBRBELZ R BANRIFEANESRERN (BB )X
& QEFER B BEEENLE (p<005) ; 1 PH ARFRANED 5
ThEZETEEEER (X 11)  EERKBETRARL Q REFRIRHITE
, B A/ I RIRERE 2 M - BEEN T ERREENERR - B NRVBAY
» B @4 mMERARFURN S BRIESREER
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Table 11. Comparisons of the Mean Scores of the TSCP and
Subtests Between Male and Female Subjects of the
Three School Groups Categorized by Size

Large(L) Medium{M) Small(s) t-Test Prob.
Male Female | Male Female | Male Female
N | 202 195 232 212 113 142 L M S
R | 2.27 2.19 2.30 2.32 2.29 2.30 .01* .55 .90
{.33) (.31) {.31) (.33) (.30) (.28)
Pl 2.64 2.60 2.60 2.61 2.52 2.52 .17 .82 .86
TSCP (+30) (.32) | (.33) (.33) | (.26) (.28)
Q| 2.56 2.69 2.57 2.51 2.56 2.52 02*% .21 .45
(.47} (.53) | (.48)-(.54) | (.42) (.44)
A | 2.52 2.52 2.53 2.56 2.63 2.67 .99 .26 .45
(-32) (.36) (-31) (.36) {.34) (.32)
R | 2.26 2.20 2.29 2.37 2.26 2.29 .17 .02* .64
(.38) (.38) (.36) (.40) (.38) (.35)
P | 2.68 2.65 2.62 2.63 2.55 2.61 .15 .92 .22
Biology (.40) (.41) {.40) (.41) (-39) (.38)
Q| 2.55 2.67 2.57 2.45 2.53 2.43 04" .03" .13
(-62) (.62) | (.58) (.59) | (.55) (.54)
At 2,52 2.47 2.52 2.55 2.66 2.68 .33 .49 .73
(-49) (.50) (.43) (.51) (-46) (.47)
R 2.26 2.13 2.28 2.21 2.30 2.27 .00" .08 .49
(-42) (.43) | (.41) (.43) | (.39) (.44)
P 2.56 2.50 2.53 2.54 2.42 2.39 15 .78 .47
Physical (-40) (.41) | (.40) (.41) | (.39) (.38)
Science Q| 2.63 2.74 2.62 2.59 2.62 2.57 .08 .55 .49
{.55) (.64) (.56) (.63) {.57) (.53)
a | 2.55 2.63 2.56 2.66 2.66 2.77 .07 .04% .04¢
(+37) (.51) | (.44) (.48) | (.47) (.43)
R | 2.31 2.25 2.35 2.36 2.33 2.35 .22 .76 .64
{.50) {.51) | (.52) (.50) | (.49) (.48)
P| 2.70 2.64 2.66 2.67 2.58 2.55 .28 .87 .56
.Earth (.45) (.48) | (.48) (.48) | (.42) (.49)
Science Q| 2.50 2.64 2.49 2.50 2.53 2.60 .03* .90 .31
(.56} (.64) {.61) (.65) {.50} (.58)
A | 2.49 2.47 2.49 2.46 2.56 2.50 .65 .46 .26
(.40) (.41) | (.41) (.44} | (.43) (.47)

*

Significant at the 0.05 level
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ok » B2 508 TSCP = B 7 BBk o476 - {EET BV HBSG
KAVBR BTN Q RIFUANPHSRBE 4N R QRIFEAN S BOIERE
£ ; MREB SRR G » BreEARERN RS - /N EVBRH A RIFR
oL HEEEER MRS SRS - BLEEARERN Q RIFR
FIo B FREREARE (F1L) -

Bé4br ko PNSERENVSRB L SENEIRRART TIUE, o FEET
B - #t TSCP B AR E » HIUARMRFURNS B - AREEKFHS - QIX
WEBRBEEEP>Q>A>R 5 X4B Q>P>A>R  FRERBLERP>Q>A>R
s KEBP>A>Q>R /N HBKRBEBA>Q>P>R i REBA>Q,P>R(E
11) - B R RAmTF T, HER  FHIREEY - WHRERAMBRNE=
BB | - BHERWARX (Pattern) HE 2RI R ET RAVRR -

P ~ BARURRARITIR R R AR

BERE S MFREEIYEET - RHERARITIREAR 3 SEEEW (Tamir,
1988) » {HE » ENREHREFWENSTHIE » KEHNES - VBEBH "TBLL HE
o UERFERHMEE  BERE/BEEARPZE  HATRENREENR
IR BB - RSB MIARER AN  BERER -

AFEHBERERRSEE AKX E M- T - BEELER (EEEK)
EHEER - B —ERBR S 2 RUB AT - BRINFE 12 AR - SUEHEERA
EeFe TEE , S REBES TH - T, 0984 HREEARIFAIE - K
ERARFRR SR THYEAEE  EFHFIEP>A>Q>R : REBRER 2
%, B BBEARFNIES P, Q>A>R s REBXESRS TE, MBE
FUBmAEIFNEES P>Q>A>R  KEBRES "R - |3, WEBLE - BHEEM
EFEUAS A>P>Q>R ; MIRERES TEh%¥ ) N8%  REEEARITFIIEX
M8 A>Q>P>R o AN » BEMBHSRARTFIEA KR EBREN T ETRN
BR HARER FEIER ) AR NERARFEANSBZEIRHEK
B i LS RNR B EASEERREE - & RRHETETR » KEBHETH

AR RS AZ RS ARAT (Tamir, 1988)  EHFEV\EEL - BPBIE 2R
HM SR EREE  MEPRELE - KAERE | RRHBEPTEAREN
YR IAEE - AT EEAEF L% 0 FHRNBHZEE 0 HEBOERT
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# 12 REBEFENERE  BEEARFALK
Table 12. Comparisons of Science Cognitive Preferences Among
Students with Different Parent’s Occupation

(N=1025)
eference R P Q a Cognitive
Parent’ Area Mean Mean Mean Mean |Preference
Occupation N {SD} (SD) (SD) (SD) |Pattern
1. Business 456 2.29 2.61 2.54 2.56 P>A>Q>R
(0.32) | (0.31) t (0.49) | (0.33)
2. Tchr & Govnt|134 2.24 2.61 2.61 2.55 P,Q>2>R
Employee (0.30) | (0.30) | (0.48) | (0.34)
3. Military 11| 2.36 2.60 2.56 2.48 P>Q>2>R
(0.23) | (0.35) | (0.52) (0.34)
4. Farmer 177 2.22 2.66 2.41 2.71 A>P>Q>R
{0.28) | (0.38) | (0.56) (0.39)
5. Free 48 2,25 2.56 2.59 2.60 A>Q>P>R
Vocation (0.30) | (0.42) | (0.53) | {0.30)
6. Labor 348 2.30 2.58 2.55 2.57 P>A>0>R
(0.32) { (0.30) | (0.48) (0.33)
7. No 11 2.33 2.57 2.4 2.60 A>P>Q>R
Vocation (0.33) | (0.29) | (0.57) | (0.33)
F Prob. 0.44 ¢.69 0.68 0.41

ARE  EEFZHREEHBNBR  ILF - B4 ZBHERARITR 7 HAX
B MRS R INRE AR I - TEEBRRIRE -

-5
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BE ~ SE30RK
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Cognitive Preferences in Science
of the Seventh Grade Students
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Abstract

In this study, the Test of Science Cognitive Preference (TSCP) was de—
veloped and used to investigate the science cognitive preference styles of 7th
grade students in Taipei area. In addition, the relationships between cogni-
tive preferences and students’ background characteristics and certain school
variables were explored. The results indicated that the reliability and validity
of the TSCP was satisfactory. The internal consistency reliabilities of the R,
P, Q and A modes were 0.62, 0.60, 0.84, and 0.64 respectively, Results of
factor analysis revealed 3 factors. The intercorrelations among the scores of
the four cognitive preference modes and factor loadings confirmed the Q-R
bipolar axis proposed in the previous study.

The subjects exhibited a strong preference for the P and a weak pref-
erence for the R mode. The order of preference from the highest to the
lowest was P>Q>A>R. This indicated that the 7th graders in Taipei area
preferred learning general principles of the science information presented to
them, to memorizing scientific facts. Further data analysis revealed that dis-
tinct differences in cognitive preference styles were found among biology,
physical science and earth science subtests. No difference in the scores of
the four cognitive preference modes was found between male and female
subjects. However, significant differences in science cognitive preferences were
found among the three types of schools categorized by size. Students of
large schools showed a higher preference for the P and Q modes, while
students of medium and small schools showed a higher preference for the P
and A modes respectively. Meanwhile, the results of the study revealed that
no differences in science cognitive preferences were found among the stu-
dents grouped by parents’ occupation.

Key words: Science Cognitive Preferences, Cognitive Preference Style,
Curriculum Evaluation



