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1970 d Aol Sl HA g #A52 HE -BEL ATy 449 S o e F
K& BHSlE 2ME2 2078 FOMES LA7A Y Q871 Fedojgbn w7 4
23l ek ( Shavelson, 1974 5 Rudnitsky , 1976 5 Stewart, 1979). o 59 FgaF apy o
AEA st FYFol AZE FRE olBol & ol AP AATFEE HAIAY, 729
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2 BELEFERR

QA TF2E W7 EE 58 + st e o ok Basddl oA W4 FHRe
B BEL 2B B 3EM FHoz ¥y FHY WIE Y ATAAY 2
oAl shAe m4vh w46l A A T AT fled, 1S Al s 7
Q A3 Afols] SolzbAl H QT (White, 1979). F, “BEES — BRHE" ] 2 3A
Aoyl “wSES - DEER - BERHR"Y 3 3A deidl o2 whRd A de A
ol b o 2%t el WA 47 & spx AFHEA Bgel] g E U] BHE 8
FaA gk ol ATFASL o2 P nfFel A7 HEA Y wlAE
A are A wlmPAnk, oA el yelo mEBFo| gAY miEAR, F Bl
0 2= o8 A umete Aol Fag Age vk s zein HEA G P2
QR F22 o] 7} upA et whAl 9] YA Aol o= FE Bale] AeAE B sl
3ubA s oY g 24 BA A S SEE AR, dEAAE A4 2 By
& o, Be Aol 4980, o7 e AGES AAAQ Il kA B olssia
A} & a s o % A7to] 2Zslele Aol th(Britton & Tesser, 1982). oA MIdEE
oSl et B Mg MEF ojn] A e AYEST A2 AY] HAAA Fx3
gobe AL gk

3 oA sHel ol 9] ATAAYS)l o2 Ausubel (1963)% & 4 Ak 2 A4Y Y-S5}
B8] 3o} M So] FAA AL sz oude d5E dAA THAE AT A
2 RAAA &=, BEES #HaEd dFAAK dekm FAY obEE FHH ML
27t 553 BEAGH As S AU Yeld Azg A T L A 1§ YEHRS
£ o] 5E Y Sda Fgrh o 5 $AdAA Helm3t Novak (1983) & 7Halel =
U gl A4 FAdse ATl 44T B¢ 4] ool A A=A ¥
A S

ofoll 4] ArH 3 chA] sie] ohlolAl FiE@Re| ¥ AT F3 #4 ddolch of 9%
Ausubel (1963) o % whe #atgo| Qx| Fzete 52 odFa & ¥, ol 2A A st
2 & o2 UYrel nwl ohem ok A& BAMEE RERC Jlasted RET A
ma mxny mEe s Tl AATEE AEH A4 Ade HFTA T ATEC
c} ( Tulving, 1972 ; Collins & Loftus, 1975 i Norman & Rumelhart, 1975 ; Nelson,
1977 ; Konold & Bates, 1982 ; White, 1979 ). ©| 5 Fol4 White (1979) € =% 7
Aoz QA TF2E $AHsted mEABAA Jdehd s MR P Aol Al F2

S GEoletn dtm, Fejdheld g A4 ddoz: FR, BS, &F, ERT

+ oz & 74 AEd A Bxe BRY MR o TEE ol F

nlll )
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REMEL BERB 42 BAMEY] Sitd I3 HE 3

Qow, a4k A (F2)7F A= AR o] el wel FEM R KK
# sk 2 ol BAMES ol vk AATZRE il ol ATER A2 A
TZel A Atskd 2 As) ou)A =49 zle|§ THIHAY A A4 u]H 4o
Ztzt A H el o=zt dgE uxerHE dobr n2t 3o (McKoon & Ratcliff, 19795
Konold & Bates, 1982 ). =iy o|2lqt of 7&-& #MHEN LR 3} BKH AR 2ol 7}
A&g wilzle stdovd 2 zoldl A S48 ¥£F 8 A= X3tz A= A g3}
d, of & ATEY AFEE A TFRAANY Ak 243 oy A 4E TEIHH £ o
Fohg Tl Aol Az 2 4lo| ulA Koz WY Relgt: Hely FEF
Lol 2] ¢kr] @i Folch webd R AF= A Y IR TR FEN LB M
el 4 WEREY GRS MEEtEm o 2 W B’ Al slell WAL Faral grh

A, Azbel Y53t AL BaMigel o9 XEH b ARl F2 THEE
A (shemata)?] &9l A4 w1z g dFEo| o} (Hayes-Roth, 1977 ; Gagne & White,
1978 ; Thorndyke & Hayes-Roth, 1979 ; Shuell, 1985). dulde 2 %% ( repre-
sentation ) o gt o Foll A &, fel7h whelEsl HEF A& ERMEANAH NHdHe=
dadsje] lxl &3 e #H#HE T4 FAE A Avkx w3;, of2F Fre #R
1ol MERfE7E T QoA el FrAele] FEE s RESH ol ZAl
Az F2A A x4e] A FA BAHA UEvtE HelH T Ao wEE
o] AAFEAo]l HPIFRY A4 EAbo] ZAHILE W& e A PAE FA B
AT A e FESEL BE Rk o 2uxo MEBARo| AT mMmmEKd
HIEF 2 FHANE o TEE Tl 2 EAS dotruz g

A=, CEEE S T BaMEE 333t Hrksles o780l slo(Fillenbaum
& Rapoport, 1971 ; Shavelson, 1975 ; Stewart, 1980 ; Champagne & Klopfer %,

B A7 E

rlo

1981 ; Speller, 1983 ). FaMEZ 23stede ol 53 AAL ¥o| 2 lx dATFAE
o Ao WHMES 7P dvetE 1AL FEMHoE HEMLsIA Yeodd Ay
QA Fzo] AN HBE A4S e A¥m sl YubA e xo|: Y& P

& BEFEoRE BAMS KAV, HEREIN, gEre MKk R\ o2 v
of £ 4 ek & ATl A7 KA, AEzY WARY], M BA AgEp
719 & g S A AN == oA MAHANA HEIlE et
FRMES R4 dHE A Jh] TA S FamiEe] s AAA TA AL F
A AAdH, BEMEE dsted s ol F o A Bavel A=k e ]l

o] Aol o} FA ZE3berh, Bl o A W ofdd A4 £/} Yz, 2

~

na
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4 BEEERR

So| o gA AlelFog WaEe] shrl sl 4 2o AL ol doith & e MR
- B2 A RS TE ( performance assessment ) £ HKEEHY TAH o
WE % el ok ( Shuell, 1985), o| 8} & duidel Sz} Falsly & AFoAE F
Hxe] 54 §F w45 3 Hue| RBEaMES] #LE A= FE M esxE 4y
Buz 3k, FA AL 4L g3 2o

As, BEEKS] BAME LolA HEN MR BHRM MRoE o A= wdsld she
A5 gobie

=H, BOMEAA ke RPVEL REMEL BEL 5 oixdo 2 MIHL (se-
mantic elaboration ) 561 7H=x] 2 H3E dobir

A, BEES] RBaiss A2 A A3 @Bk P24 HENQ Ehms Ekey
A #Emes TEE F AEANE THELR

I. E@mH TR
A. BRME

dukdo & 34 ( cognition) B Q17+ g F3ld Az HHRE W@l BB
ERSle 499 a9 B8clela € + A9 BHAERA £ A8 X BR(E=: 88 €
o] AL HAs F2E ojF2 Urul, o/ BAHE ( cognitive structure ) 2} &
o ol o} 2 x| Fxe WA g TAEY o/ Bl AT + Yo, & dFeld=
Piaget & F4EM RBRARNA 2 BamE] HMBE BERclA 2 ZFasgd oHsld A $
st gk
Piaget (1971 )+ RUBES ARY B3 4 2L ¢33 d¥sixa e 2+
ol 7kl @i LAY BAE FAA, “QAz AL oA FA AAGEA?”, “AHT 73
4o g FXEF ol FL de7t?” S 2L AET AV A & A BHL
ol 4sl: =889 A4S+ £ el ME AN 24 o Fejxdtm B3 glp Axz
] Aol AHES U7 HalAE THS Bigo| A= HEEMN} 9, 29
3 A& %—3}@1 AAEE Wil &, FAl e A E ¢ gstd Folde]l AEE A Y
sta, Hask, Az PchE Heoloh FAlE A7 A FHE A Hd A A
o g Hge ek A4 Y2 ANz Ry Yot As oy 2¥du HAeR
FA 24y 5258 AS ohle, FaAlo ARz 43 Go e v X Zolo(F
%, 1987, AelE).
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FERat SERRY & BAMKES ¥ kol A HE 5
Effol Ba82e] HEEAS A Assb #E (structure ) o 2] F4lo| vk Piaget

(1970) + Al 48l F&H ez Axn 5L 3t Mg FE7F of Fojxof 3hn,
A7 #FL wp2 ot FA| o A A TRl slAnt vehdetn F¢aiel Piaget
= A TF2E £t (wholeness ), #H#E ( transformation ), B Z#HE 4 ( self - regula
tion) o # 7H 2 SR : gl efldol a4E9 AL Aoz we Yo,
of @l Z 94F T T ol A oviiteh Wit TR} @Yol L
Aol oidet FYdlel HFA FRIsE AL 2% F, AANEAY TR FA4 BE

d Aol okel #qLe ou| & Zerf 2Eln ACREAHS T AAHez v st
= AL Wik

ol ¢} & Fx A3} A3l Piaget & A Yol 4 06 ( intelligence ) olebe A
& FTAIEEZ ek =] Fol gk A EAQl #E ( adaptation )] ¥ LRI A Mz AR
Wt 2 gEke A4 855 7Fel2l o (Ginsburg & Opper, 1979 ). 5% T43l+ &
4= BHE ( function ), #& ( structure ), W% (content ) 22 5o Ut} A74 75

[A1k ( assimilation ) ¢} @& ( accommodation ) | 2} 8t #M ( adaptation ) 2] 7]
2125S #% ( organization ) 3= 7150 Ak FAke #7149 QIR FZel M2
A7 = Zoln, BELS Fo1A]9 QA F2E HEE A ol WY A=
gtel ze|3 olElgt F 3o} 2Ae| YL o £ o5 FH ( equilibrium Yol 2t
(Phillips, 1969). ol & F3}} ZAo|elv HEMEE FFZ ol 72U « &a
gy HAs, AF(3F) S R QA F29 JFE et

ol 8 Zre] Piaget +— <17k} FHBFFRE L £WRHY AAUSA st A A
on], Ik #HA HAlH oz FETE F A+ AATFRE Fx ddn AP I BT
Piaget 2] o] Boll4] Zzalc FML - 3845 - T Mda) BEHe S 7o FuaHEs o
4she 71 & E24, el A @Eslz, 1RAE ERksls leelet shaish =l
Piaget o] WA 3 Q14 2ol efs) % «f, BEiEzt 2 B (N2 A, =& 4
) oll FEA e, 22ig A st HE(F3 22 2 )8 sbe HEAY M
tztx & + U=

T, HREE B = AMY L FHAE FAd4 M e dez 3y

o of 2
mo fr Mo
iy

r0|
o
£ 2

TR

1t} Atkinson T Shiffrin(1968)°ﬂ ot Q17 EtEEE= 71 gy A5 F4, <
NG 4, A7AFLY A FEoZ Hol Utk o Fell4 Fr] AV 49 HY Lo T
Aol A4 772 vk FFAe|o]4 of gt AdFFel Sl AU g FEE FA

s "eke Aoleh A4 A FRE B Pae] Selde Jdugsh ek o 2
Aol SYHo 2 Agdel 97 %1 ofd P ER 42 AT AT AeiA Bamkiset



6 44 IERE
£ Yrulz o $Z4AH 23 Utk Ausubel (1968) 2 o/ ¥ A2 A3 A
LEN HWES e ( cognitive structure )b &k of o} 28 tHFRE FHAA Y
Baftle Q79 T Sel A8 A Y BEAES Sl L olFT Uk MEE AR
b 71E NG AYA S0 Fed, T LA A xAS ] MRE o] F HAH3HA
oh HES HHY A4 2 Aoid, Tm A4 2@, 2P S5 IHF T4

de WE(MES) & Lol &, Shavalson(1974a)-& 249 ojuje} F el
g o ol A NAME (content structure ) § “RFAE 2ANAY #gEI #ee HE
B4R M cleha F&SIm slom, Ba#E ( cognitive structure ) & “ 714 AEE
o zA A= RRYH #HE T B9E Helz U

el A AlgE Q2] F2A A AHEE FTHH & o, Piaget o HEN BRAHelH
WEME T 89 Q3 B AHEY MHAEEAC oA dAd=EH, A7y FFL olg
Zo| P4 RampE] Rerolztn ¥+ ek oled A AFEE T3 2UL AH F
HE ool E uc 2 A2 EHQ #BE ok vk, HEEER HRd A AT
lx Aol ot H5F PuEol HFY BEEI MFKES o T, H TASAA A
A= qzg ]S Y43l oHq QATFxe W= Hiyolehr|Robe BRI B
feetz & 5 A=

3L

s

N

B. #EEM MAD WA MW

1. HMie| Mg} BHME

Haol 4 7R ZE KA (B )Y AFS o, ME, YA, o/ Fo2 P4
glth. Brunmer (1960 ) o] 2|3}d, m3ls —EIL MES o] F3 low, oledt F2E %
29 F1AE o] R & —KW FE” B "EX EE7olvtn dtxn, T2E HEAAE R
ot a3Aq deyol o] FoiAch F, Gagne (1974) &= o|HF E&Ex HAIES BF
FHeln 23 olad 4455 YA} F2E ol F2 Aot FAe 2o Y, =
ol webd & o| 23 8450 TR AAdse AUHKE ol 77T 3k, £FE dASAY
+Fot £5EE wirstd T2F ol £tk Gagne’ (1974) &) BELRE BEiHo 44, Ausubel
(1963 ) & mae| _kifel = HMAYe] 3 —&HIQl Hd ol HAFT An, FTH2 A3z
+5 o] A4l AMdel HAI T Aeow, o AF MM HEAY Mt 3t Ausubel
(1963 ) & =7 7 axpe] 724 Mde 7F2HA + lu, of Ao HHEd A L

~12-~



ARG SERK DT UGS Biol BT R 7
MYy qmmEs ot s oY AU AdFze AzE s Y5ud A
Aol E LAY Bk, d2E Jue FF e 1€ A4 d - Hs
s Lol wel gebxlth Ausubel (1963 ) 2] olgt R 523 A} $ER

(1982) & A4 #HEBH #HiErt 5159 74wy, B3 A4 =4 ¢ #49 A
Bel Ao FTog Yo Advtm FAgeh sk wskd, gAY 2 A4
o) FAZE mAe] REN - LEN B dAsle WHoR ol R &, [y 43t
7} S stsicty B Aolth Ausubel & o] ZelA MY Ao Lol M2 AL 2
AY 4 le QATF2I Yolof grbe A 4L GEMNY Aol FA Al A
c2 ¥35e gz BESE AL AT dAAE 24E Yt vk AT
A Apghe,

ol A gk 249 fAlH FERAE Frl Shuell (1985) 2 Make] MiEst M
&S MRS T HA &delA st ek shve A4S FEME( location )el
¢ Holth A4E A fx2 Eoe AL Aol e EBY WRZ A=,
ohm sHele] mhgdol FAlstiukel ;A3 Holo 4| A A=z AT A
2 &, A4ol SAHLEL A aFAY WUapgAdd TAEE quigd olF F

de A9 REH-HEH oo A Helgh shach w24l ALY =
of EAgche AL old ol TR AU Wiy &9 e E wA¥TE 2
Hore] A Erld AT Y+ Miksy Wi, 5 mEFHolzt vE Foldh £ dAvsh o
, 5 QAATFRA e = A48 LEY -Ban

i

]

O.u

Hll

5

234 e AL w2 A49 4
2 Y Aolch

G st AAe FEME (types) o2 Boh Aolch AAE Fd fHoz pu
£ AL AL HEe MRS BRY Moz Frse 2oe zels) FAA A4o|
4 242 A4AF B9, FHY Aol g FAE 4¥she o Ly A
Sde Polnh o374 HEN AMS S MEE MRS ke MR os Jrsid
G AEA A4S @A & B-ZHY 4% 3¢ A& wshe, Bloom (1956)

) gxjoll weld= 24& MEe MM (propositinal knowledge) 3 #XHY A # (procedural
knowledge ) 2. 2 F¥3l7| 5 3F3L (Shuell, 1985), #AH7 HIMK (declarative knowledge )5
a’a‘J Moz TEINE oLn}(Ryle 1949) , & ATl A= aEr A& M D%

& e Mdoz A8s Yoo, A4 N4 HRH MEs MKy AEoD THghe}

_13_



FRUS AAA] Lok A4 -os) f3el swAch gl o4 x4
ol Bfoluh BATS AT ot v FAT Lweln MELD A<AE
s, ME— g4 -BY - A7 £Fol AL L Aol hRuA s AL Wl QA+
Zo A A A5} oul R A9 Aol o,

ol delld =g ulE £RE AAFHE o (2¥-1)>3 P

— D\
A S \

BB fEAS) &
x 1 e & %

% = BHEY #H RE R17l

g8 HIR TR ok B8 BT RER
] WEH mMare LE ELECT:S) P 3:N:
BEs W m @By A oo R

BE & REE pait AE WA - 4T - k7E - PR

Cagl- 1> %ol ®®a BuMEle MK Y

2) 919 <(E0—-1><¢ Shuell(1985)2 <“=4le] FA 3 ATz A" EF g7 8%
st R Zolw, A 243} ojuly 242 Bloom(1956) 9 ZTEFI LRI "3 A
A E Aol ekl Ao}

_14_



REBEL BERE] S E RAMES Wibel A B Y

2. R MBI BREO Dk

Bk A del e Ao R Bt sl idfiiaRo R el
3] 7] T2E R4 @i (declarative knowledge ) 22 7l 2] AL @K M
( procedural knowledge ) ©& ®23 it} (Ryle 1949 ; Greeno,1978 ) ol21dt it
& FEwA L Ryle (1949) 0] 242 “ knowing what ~” 3} “knowing how ~"& 7
24 W4 v £k o714 “knowing what ~" & “~eliz AHAE ok Ao w4 HE
Hu o <169 Hule e otk "ol #Rsled, “knowing how ~" & “~g ¥ F o}
' A7 ozA, AE B9, “etolZzlelH e AHE Wy" & ot el FA (Kolers &
Roediger, 1984 ) . o] 8} #sled Gagne (1977) + REIEEAC A+ Mg F2 o«
il Ha el ez FAsle) gon, ole g orlA & o2 ot v A e
o Ems FAstn detm ek =Y Gagne 9 Glaser (1987) © RMTEAA A=
olejgt 9ul A o122 & LR, FAK M=t HXRE HER, BN (schemata), BE AE
( capabilities ) 2.2 TR3}7] 5 &}

Bk o)zt FAH ol Azl R FFEMMT Uih, ol A4 dig dgL ¥
tlol v tle] B2 4 58 dggond ol FoiAch Az BaMdidt ¥ =l &K
Ay mEel Aol A chEoh o E Bol, Beldel A AsA A49 TR 92 K
(el 4 FRell 7alste 7HEEE 9.8m/stole), BE (FHEE), @& (7MEe o
ol wlelgiel), B (5L old Pol A& o doddeh) ol AEH A4 T
bAl Faw S4E BESH Mels, o5 WL A% @8 2ol 4l o schema)
ole, AT UAE vl dAse] o, oleg gwAEN WK KBS A4
33, 4ot Wl € MEEAIEA By, =v BHEFY TRl A Baks a@Re £HE
o Abgoh 22|31 oolEg AEA AL A 4 (A #Md AR )l dFE rla
o} (White, 1985 ),

fiwey @S YA €83 L an gikel sidelbe A4S wachk w53 slodel %
3k of Foll A= £3| BB (motor processes ) o] v} HAE-S A=A ( procedural )3l Ao
2 ¥ Asd 52: 75 g5e FF5 AEedA $EE FAHMAY, AT &4
£% x4 2% Al sl Wy Ayl olFe{F %} (Hovland, 1951),

olo}l Zo ikt L MKH AR TES A w2l gAE stoleA FAL FWE A
qak7) ekl Axsel gk gy AuuAse ad FE 4ol Jdd e A



10 B4EAFHR

AR e dolete AHHE ek &, AeF A4 L Al Jloda FUAHA $R (Collins

R
&

ftus, 1975), Tulving (1983) 9 7l AlA el A& 2ulA 7lede]} Absld sl oz
b el geh elm AR 24 ‘xml’ oy ‘F9 (attention)’ 7 Ve gd o, A

Ao A AL AL ‘FikE (skill) '3 FL4A v} (Hasher & Zacks,
1979 ; Posner & Snyder, 1975 ; Wood, 1983),

R Qo] sl Al AY A4 L AgH = Ao TEHY 7o B#FE F= A
o] ok} o] okzbe | Alo] Bitr o ALt Holgti Mz Al Aol gk ol EH W
L @R oAHd 715 FHshe A A YA AR == A ST AXA He
o, old A% 7l ¥ &5v =dAA ke Aeleh o b, A28 vl &

e Fgeor F4s YL JF FHL ALA AGE B dgolch mhaAzbA
2, BRY AR 243 #FY dgor ZARE AA4AANE o] Felx glolA Y -Fol
AgH ez +YER ol o, oFA 55 AR AL 44 A A o] ErksdEt
3 AL Hssh Fal AT EA AL A Lok ZAelo (Anderson, 1981),

uhalsd 5 (1988) & ol %L A4 F f3e| Ao gt AL AR
A8 “Aol4e et FEE” & 2 Em Uk Aol4e ehw w4 “FAS Ay
vhle FAIE ol AT 2 AEA AL s dsin, oledt dAE 22 Al elA A
o2 Aeg 2As b lelked & & obe A7 2 AxA A4d A3t d2A A

o 49 Eo%e duez A%A Ads WAR 4o 2gHes Agucin

et
k)
o

e Aoleh
A Z7ka] A R ke wEst @R mEE L ATA Fas st #HES ok
T &BEHY Snigol swAe] Wl %ok Craik 94 Lockhart (1972) & 71 o]gl “oFA] F
%3} ( shallowly encoded)” J& A3l Al A48l “ZA 53} ( deeply encoded)”
odolel ofuld Aelel olz: 249 ®RAIESL e A FAEeleln st Tl A9
BES A Astgck &H Tulving(1972) & #3ECHK ( episodic memory )3} &BRITIH (se-
mantic memory ) 22 v lid] ARBlZleof & kAl H-Estd slods} oo ogn|sA
QA ¥38d° A3 Ren 4 dek 2elu oE $45L o)l Al
7lde] #Eey Ev MEER) Aol Eelsk =M Tulving, 1976 : McKoon & Ratcliff,1979),
By aaols ol 53 b odejd lE, zeln olRldt JlEe A ke WA A

;16_



HEBEL BERRKY <& BAMEY Mol A3 #H U

% da T4, 24 5o Fel Azel AL Q& @B LR Bk AT 54, 5
= uch Aok o fabeler o 2ol ofnl Ao Fol HAsle] Yt 4T HuEs 4
5 @ A4 Baeh EG CPobAE $EAAT CAFE T8 RS LA

@ oAdlel A e Aol ge AN Ad = WAl A A Hojck dbadel] &
FEH el NalA A

AAolek AE &4

¥, DAA s L} A, Lol B - Aol A D
A WA Aol ok AR’ olhER, FAGL ATA A% A
W slel Fof gleb £4 she §9 AR A4S 2adh 22 gD A g4 A
A FEL sbselel dveE Eokey MRS @m0 MRS TRdch A% 54 A
Jasdel mlol e} & A A gehd, zelg QS ABA Ao AP 1
gy i3 Jaddel AT Jgrhd, AT msel urbe ¢ F Jaoleht BIK
MRS wsh Hch ol el B AEA AAEY WA FAE o FoiA s o
ol 4 4ol ek olA Mol £ o, ABA A4 ol AL Aol 4 YT pL
FZE o123 YT & + Utk B 2 A, U, ofwl Abel TAY whe] el e
T ua & YAd, 9x59 2 FAS T 4 ok, oy AL oA A s
29 4 9ok zeu g wele] YR gulE 223 oA ( verbataim memory), ¥
Ae Aol A dgohes QU E olsisha T sAz Bl el 9 AL Ars
A A4olet @ + U A4 AdsE A BEHo ARD Yusk ofwd HHL A
A wekmoz A% 4 olohe ol

AFAR w90 A 43 oy Aol Ay A FA Baistd B ATelAE

Rt Aol A AR, A-FpH Azel AW Ao AANeD PolSel:
A4 & MEN ABes w3 AR A4% doldoez 43 A AW, JEY A
As) WBkEY MRS Ao A ZAY A4 wokey mmoe Lo

3. BAMES B AR

wWagig e Hslel g HBHRE AT AT s sfeicl e FdelAdnt o] 39
REPERES viaste dold G2 st d529 74 AR =& AAA4ARE
S vl ash= Zelrh ol d Al & A T2 gAY Ad Aol AHE F
ARE BB = Z#HM (desposition) ol A FL AHHE nole I S AUFE
ol Y ATz W3S ¥yt d Ak A7IA Ramgge] #beln ste A

kB

ro

-17-



12 BELEFRE B
REHES BEY A BRO mme KA BRI B

oo A FrpshestE wach AA Tz U AAAE ol F sha Ful4 4

F A A9 zel

T

okl sl el A AualA st EekicEs AEaigez eld £ doud, 7oAy Al

Aded e Bt Sy o siobd 4 ook & Zolh McKoon 3t Ratcliff (1979)&

ofv] & Huwol Atsta Fns FY Aoz sporsg ¢ YUAE dobm sl 9shed FEREIR &

ol sthal FFEBEHBRTE EE ( lexical decision task) § AREsEglcl o714 FERREC]E
ojn) A yol ZAst AA" F249 ( string of letter ) & wlealz] o}

W2 AAste AL witch ol L AL & o, HEHEYS YT o] YA

o up2 ool AAFoms 1 FHAAbskelo] EMEERES FU 5 A

5
g2

Ir
A
2
it
o
2
&

( priming &3} ), AA2 EREEHHE ( cued recall test ) o] 48 HF F8E 2 AHAL o
Aol A A dl 5 A 2% AL4EST RAR, A BMAHA ¥ <dd &2
80 % 3 4AES nych o] APdAAY Fo AAAE M2 G54 AgAH Ut 43 H
Hell A4 “priming” 22 fFEHAE Holdh F, A2 d58 Ayve A2 A% o= A
E ato] gkl el 3|4 A xrb debxide RAoldh ol L AL HEN AR
3 FBRAY fA e Aelzhe AR A B o=, HEM FHRY BRY HHS TLE el
A 27 g dbSe] Jelych & MEM m@elde AAA AL dFsiddm, 7
45 g5 Jetde oo =g g gy AR NlAH dFs Wz, 7
& A48d 35 Jebdx ggtes, nroh dFAQd Fue A A

gl SR sl Rekey @AY EAL ¥ BEskAl dte A T2+ Konold %
Bates (1982) 8] 7% ¥ F o 2L af4dd ZAGE U dv 3] Y=L

o2 159718 KERE £33 ( structure-task exercise ) & 3l &L AMalel
det QA FEE A4 2 FEo Al g dAY 22 55 W E YE AoRe &
£ 2, Bloom(1956) o K& HEAMe Azistd 49 FEE st g3k o] o
Toll A 15S #ERE SREYS BERRENE 2 4] A HHu F, T4
e g4 ThIk® (4.0l )] 4R Twcte Bk (38,84 58, 3 7he 43 =9
d Ee 4o e oz vebgeh oled Azte FashA 4R AsA4d dAA
Abziel sl rets el Ao Ay 2AE Mg st o sddel Y&E AT o
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A7e14 Konold &2 RAMES cbrdt &9 439 43 AdaAAs & ol 247 ¢n

Aol 179 A TshE ke SAolnh o] AT Ausb X AT AT 2L AL Fo

UK A3 ek EEREY B deo] iy dbw o dEmNES] e 413
%

Sh ol% el BRI ot A 4 A

45 42T vl my TEA AFAoz FgsluE welth o £l AL 4

&
B
O
[=}
o]
[¢]
2]
g
8
3]
o
e
=
[1,0]
tfru
ks
rO

A ol ol mAY sl wial Grled WAL, & SKH LMAIE ( higher
order item) A %7t FevlabAl £ Aolebt Holek AAM ‘mAR X Agq’ ol
2% Bloomdl $£7% A4Sl 2 o4 %0l sl Rehe Taoloh Qg Azt T Yoz
ot Feulg Aolh gdeh 2R G & YA B FY QLAY A vaAs 3
At ol% Shch olgh 2 AT AWNE mAUoY Yoz APATE Lt} KK
(587 & $d)Q LFYFol BaF o=, w2 Aolge 5 o shoie
8 F 54 A9 AL 2dsn T 455 € AATRE wSAAA oJF

do Ze QATE WHE AT B AVATY FHE 2, Adshe w2 wsks}
detbal 23 ok Novak(1985) & 237h4 el 725 a7l A9 Q727 &
3% 22 RE Aoz © AFAL el g A PP DAL TP 4y
o0 Adeld HdF A4 $¢R £AEY A8 aTohA %L Yoo EMAMEL +
49 e AAe whel 4L ddsiAd F4474 Zehn ok @ Jues wE
Adsh 999 4dd A2 Aot aHg Aol he Aol A FoE s esd ol
T W4 480l Bok BRI B ik (more-rote-mode ) ol A Mk BIAI K ik

( more-meaningful -mode ) 2.2 159 BBER L sAsle]l 2 o] 23 7] of Folch

e S48 & A97F A (Johnson, 1969) | F A1 2 A 79 £ Foff Fx 9

3k A% 2 97F Aok (Geeslin & Shevelson, 1975), RBaMgel €2 = o 2

—19—
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A Az AL AATFEAY A4 AACE @eb te] dusAG Sobsieoker @
Ak whebq A AN Ml Wipe AS A 4G £gATe] Bd FelE o
oA Aelehs Mol FAHo2 Bolsdn £8e & + Aok LA Aol Hy T
2o Wsht $7be ol YAN oW FEL AU AzE dok Al B £z
g% T2 wske ool A4 uche sk Qe TAst dold b5de] g Aolehe A
o] e},

C. REAMEL RERMB HR

1. B0ME AERE
X ATl e Addd Toldq AL AAT2 347 YT BESMEMT 5 ( Concept
)& T2 B8kl oh o] 7YX Champagne Klopfer
(1981) el &8 moksd Wajo24 A gk o Ad& A48std G449 QA F2E T
2 FASES she Jleleh ol YL ATzt Hel A= ohEA deHa oy 9714
© Stewart ( 1980) 7} 4t83 7Iy& FA o2 U9 shazt ghet
FAES AT A Aol Ay =S Fol ool T 1 AIL BAG F A ISk

Structuring Analysis Technique

Az e 4ss A5 FAo2 e zeln BAd HdEel 4¢ Ex
3 HAE AP B o] F o] o] FiHA TUY Adoz oddod uw
& AT (2Y0-29 Gt 1), =g ofel Mdo] ©HE A3t Bale] gobn 42schd, 2
AL e Adst Adetx %2 3z £v (28 0-29 18 J). o4 25 Adr
o ddsgdead, 42" Aol 43 F Foln 1 B BedA Az BAS AEh
L AT AGTFEEA YT 4B A @ olF TA g (2Y-2)> 9 P

<ag-2> RoMES N ke St B
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2. BHMEe WL

|.__..

ol7ke] MR #E o F+= “EHEHRX ( memory schema) "o =EF ML Faistey =
k&g 7]&o] 2o} ( Kintch,1975 i Palmer 1475 : Schank & Abelson,1977 ; Rumelhart
& Norman, 1978) ., &9 <UxA Nd & $FAl7]22} A EF Rumelhart 3 Norman
(1978) 2 EAe] A ZAAA Rl 5o Aol g =218 £498 st
T 9ele AHozg & A M £¥, F O gH @Rl A 42 A3 E
B S FRtsle 2R, @ J1EY 24l o Aol AL AR 43 BE T
< Mgiksle] she A, O WA BN T 42 £4¢] gl sk Aol dnkm
At rlgde HnFHE o] A #HE BT Tdsle, F 3L QT2 Ay
olel ot 23 HmFFIte FAE BFAs = ol o] Lo b Roleh B3
BHBENA AT Tolold AL Y EL HFY HMAMWRS AT dod, e
L Ao dojyt Zot ohiet REMoE doldele AH4olrt

X (schema )& sz S5 A& #FHRHY o, b4 485+ Hdz #He R
= Mdel BEE ddste o &=, 553 Ykl dolvs Ndzk Al Ade e
(set) & $43 & Aoz 724 5¢% ztech White (1979) & miRe] g2 Higwhos
Bz ok 26 A4y S BRGNS 208 v Ak Se 42 2 §
B Ee 24 FEel]| HE MBS st SRl B2y 47bx FAE AR,

1. 2% L& oldelotal 4 efofytet

2. BV £v TFoR gAY T dd 449

3. 73 & g2 Yarxiolnh

4. e WS4 HAE el ol Rasie

A4 GE 1 & TY¥L, 29 3 FF, 39 4+ gRchs TF folz A=
deh olEl g A4y FA L oS (YU -3 >3 o] shvke] M (chain) E ol R gt

x

@ @ ® @®

(ag-3> HMMme xR (1)

a2 Aolel A2 d F b GEE Holehd e (Td—4 > BL HelE o] Fof
A% AUAAL o g 45 ¥A4e P A

~21 —
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(S
e
U

f
fu
fr
i
1o
fe
e
=
O?-‘r.'
bl
it
L
2
e
+

Ny 2 &) @
E

7

B—— — A
<ag-4> mHS RwR (2)
3. RAMLG 2% aeg

REMGENL B% B €547 AT P BeamES moiksld A 2rke) e
o RASER A E doleh ole@ Bao]l Edkats] AN Gash Aol o)

T e d 3, NS B, A sl $ 4 BHe FH EAL o)
oF ¥k Ausubel (1963)c] olstd, %% -ME} RA 242 Y= Dol Yol Hd
ol FAAQ AR shme el o] ol Bofals] sl WSS HIRE AT o

Ajefof she, BEFY] #EMA ( concept map )olE S AAH ok T} Novak (1976)% =

R BE & SR AFAERA A4y Ade zAss do] TP Fzst
i 3= ( Lehman, Carter & Kahle, 1985) .

S F23-5 4T FY20 %3 WA AFATF2AE A, AATE 2 YA A4
Al B&S 5 RE ( Shavelson & Stanton, 1975)9} AR H47 BE ( Champagne
& Klopfer, 1981) & & ek el o] F 7|45} #Aad R 71402 Konold 9 Bates
(1982) 7} 4183+ RBHIMiE S ( cognitive - structure exercise )¢l 2tk Bgasam &
Be /M gl Adsle Jldoed, S4EL AT Atz det dad HFe T
Nkxl G2 AdE ERE F el 2 o] AP ey Ao molml oolgle #
T Adde NI 77t FAdslolok ¢ 2ol FTeh Lo E BMEMEAN BEE N
< A EFdbe W 2AA ga, AdEY HAE dew a2 WE AlEgch o] o
TAG AL NEE TolA s Tad Adg de dold, 1 AHdsty f4Hd, #4.9
A3 A3t Sl wlet o2 Mdg Bo} 2E7H HAE doz oy Yol o9} PO
$gos ¥ AdEd BAAL F 93T dolT 257 FAE A9l 39, Kanold
wol AH-33t Rl HFANA = NdEE FE ( rating task )5, 538 ( categorization
task) & F Ml B (clustering task ) Tch Ao AgAAE 2 HY &9 kAl (step)

s A FERBAAE D AEE FF 47, 2 A2y Ad4 FAHs, @ HAR

—22 —
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Aol 2l ¥ FHSY =AS wed 2ol fEAECA & Y el AAEE Ad
T 4T Ax FR AT F D N 55 g, @ Asslr] @2 ldel Fzebe) 7,
$ Faete] &3 @dL AdEE EFE, & R Ade Ay ¥y »0) & ERA
Ad & Akelstx +Hs71Y AlE werlh vkt e n BEREA o HEREAA o
9 R AEdEE D A HFER 244 oE TR U7, D A5skA $e N
T2ebo] 87, @ F TR AYT HA £olv], & FAA A Al AE W
ot 94 dadTEe FEAL Adze] IS B AAE elgdA st e Rl 2
A7 A T2 AA el olefd Ay AT Wedstd, © FHAY Fa A F2
87, @ HdE2Y AR, @ I FAH= 474 27 E 99 Fao dPog gl

£5), BN (schema), T+ ¥HKM( semantic network)3t Ha st A F2E 7| &5}
a2z g s dF7k 9ok Thorndyke®t Hayes-Roth (1979)¢] 2]&t= 7 Jetef 4 3
5 Huate 49 ATz o Y Yeld 57 @RS dehic ol 483 5 it o
7\ E-at el o d H4 R A4TIIb T “seH MMMl ( shared knowledge structure)”
oleh, oleigt LS MG A2 A RS HAsHAY oldel HAd JRE QFsh= ol AHESH,
225 HH A Bol 4AEE Ane ANI 249 HME (match) 157 A5 53U+ E &
Ao BEATTAEME (accessibility) & FoRRlch stmoll A &ste ARl HEL avl wet o4
G2l st FRE A4 E A, FAFE FxeEhs FAed 4 FTRA A4 T2 At
@ Roe] @k &, White (1979) v <X TZ2E #k# (semantic network )oleh= &
35 AHgsld det T dek A4 HAE BR (A1) o Hzoe fopd, a8
T 9453 A2 o P T 249 Az 4% FHAHE ARe Yoo B 4
Ack B2 FAER AL A ES 5T A, 2l EY A TR 2R BAE
ol Aoz slof Sl Zo] ohiet o AEdE T oz FAANA doid EAE A
stz & dede AAD Aol Al FoAlzck HRA T KM ZE 249 KR
B A TELY NS o84 Zdstvke} Aok wfeld 249 LAY
2+ A7 AT} A A% Az BAA S 9 o]EA wulo] R

A=, 3HE FASL v AEME %A 7] &ego 24 Armbruster 94 Anderson
(1980)9% MRt ( mapping)& H-&2| #E Mol =let 11 7bx]9 714& 4Hgsl ek
ol 71y -& olsl WAS F( 1988 )¢] “Hgdzk Fad Zzay Wd oA AL o et
ol @Ak #ikdle o4, &7, 54, 49, 4, vz, ¢4, a3} d3, A, 24
olgmel o, =T Mg 22t AN 7o) At Aoleh o] 7Y FH A D #
AL ekl e Bl 7t2A7], 2 EA( sentence )& AL olo] 4gEtE YL A
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#5171, @ A B AIHE 24D sgel ek Aol oy AYe aF
she 7 MY Aol N 2HE AL A T £ o 4 4 ggeld 5

e ST AAY Aol Lot ofyzh weld L AFoldE o] £A8 4
& Az BARA Hy W EspA s B2, ok o] APT AYY 24 Aad, B4
4T 43 5o oS AR Boatd wo,

dsh e ABATAAE Y ML BES TH TIqo2 MENRE F4AslL
9 Qe & ATAE olele MEl EBE T S Frats S3E ggdsn
M2E A4E PobEole o A 49 HHE TRama o = 2L 4L w
b o, et MEM FR A b UEAE TR #MS QA A4 A
A ol 2lolE b st moe WA LA shE ol AFHEAA F2 Aes
T e AEE ) BX e B MAKIAT U4 % 4%e wdd 2oQ GTas
Ado] BEE FE Uk TelL TS PHsteetn AT T Aae WA sebucke 2
2] olafel 2A T ket webd T TR 2d 4B AAD A4 D Fadde
23543, D A2 WS 2%, @ A g F Fohie o FHEL £

L ATFold AT REMBL BRBBE GAI2 AAshd FL3h 2ok

BARM £ BE Mol WY 43¢ ¥ GnUF Fdelq B4Te] WL w
T @MESS o9 MY Tx Y25y A2 oL 5ESe] BaAolHA F4dsdel At 1
dme 4d $UAE olejn A0 AT shteted A A Fx Sold ool B
gotop w2 AUtk e o 449 TIAY FAL G4So] AL o5 Aol o
e o, ksl BEA A FHE Fol ek Aol ohdel A Wel WA SelA o] st
2 st o 9o ARG

Blame ‘o042 % 92 429 FA9% ddstd Fason ddgs Ade 2
2 45 ARE dowd Fa Adel 15L Fio

Lo EME ‘e oA 2290 $9 AdSe Tade Axd

BIBHE 4BY A4S A Balste] Yolde o] HEE @k AW T FolA
A Fastthn 4aAsE 1~24% Folg F9 4ol 232 1 A4 AdEs ad A
4 A4 $4 JEE Teshd dw F AGEY €44, 44, 54, Az 2
3 ol deb s Ee A9z 48 Rech B4 ols) 2E wyoz W doob o
o AdES Balol AAY A2l Azksior & Yast Qi Adol Yebw HLah o] A
o

$480E Mol BAIRE Ade] T29 BT Fdo] BT Ad) FEI vl mshed A

—24—
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474E gl ek

Fo5EMHEe o F4TY REME@S v Tst= A A Jehd FAHE FH F
Bslste] FEMEHE 13 o

FoBEe THY RERE@AA A Aolel ddd A Hel 2 AFA HF B2 2
A" A5 ALY FAEHE st WIS Eol 2 WlEe] g n]§ Aedghey

BT EEE 67 s A vebd A o MEEES v TxEE FAgE
4 7hg ahobui o},

#8 B e 2 XEHZ Jehd 29 FAE e 44E bz vl e T AAYy
TAsS e 44g gohdsk

#9BE= Mk XS Tk T4 AdE #e 5L 8 o] Fol oWl Ex&Eol

Hatd 222l FHelete AL Hdlstn T4 BEEL £+

rlo

M. HEFAE} R

BEmA T MEN AR ke @R AAY Treln B@Esn 954 Hdd o
2 QAT2Y Aolsh olA g UX T2 MEMEL Bl a4 Y 4 el o
4 FHshm, A TERE A BREATH ol JE Walo]l YEAT wal& Aol L
AT FHolch BEMEE T Az Aol G3d Aselw, A4 o9A Tz
of A Zahihel webd Mo A FEE h2A B4R (Novak, 1976). 222 a1
TrolAs MEH mAsh WKH MRS UEAe BREmS YRS, A Tz 498
g A AsA A4 FL guiA A44goe 4 Rolzke AF7 Ao Konold
& Bates, 1982), ol % A¥ATs} Bzt L A7 Fstde FAAQ AF 2
£ et 2ok

1, REME REMF0| 25H A HEN MAC| koY IR =2
HElE 5+ UEsI1?

IEAA A o mtl 7t o)A 45} A4 og Feld T oo, oY A4 EL
oA g Aol b el BE 2 F7A=9 o FE(MKoon & Ratcliff, 1979 ; Konold &
Bates, 1982: Chiesi & Voss, 1979)2 T 08 A AlAd]l & o] & wslz] Hou
7tz Zled el A Jehd ASEA 243l ofe]H x4e] digt S o] AR oAl eze] o
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A% Ak Xstn gleh
MR 24t & e HEY Y MIENQ

2 ol Fo{ A, salel] wet Al TFERE AAG & FFd A E dAY £& FFe A

PO
2
R
e
o
ot
2
ke
x
F
S
pa)
|o

@) dg4FE Aol Bk MEMAS Falo] de U, 2o M AKe wY4AE
ML) mAmEs dao] A% Rolekz W ek ol Mo whet AsGH AF B3
peAozs wAsgod, Udd 49 sMEE DorEeddsh ol ol el wechm gl

N

b el el Mz ol e A4S A ez i o]FoAdn € 4 gtk McKoon
< (1979) 2 #aEH Hle T2 Al Rozd 43Aq a5 Jehd = ke #
#e HlHed AE A3Aq] AX obd vk F7Aql Axel yAdcky Fe} °]F  Bloom

(1956)2] KEBESE ¥ Konold & gz Eopd A4 e

e W
eil
[ad
2
1]
—
©O
it
[a 4]
o

e g
-
o

s T (2T A4 ol FF)
TE) 22 AAlsse] glow W2 FFef A4 AdA 45
9 AL ey A4z el F 4 Y& ZHolth &M, Lehman 5 (1985)& ofnlatsy
FA47171 Hated ‘g &8 ( concept mapping )’ o & & BEMEL B2 sbych
ol v 7 A4gA L el wimAke Sl wla) o S5 FoHEY & BX
89 &AM ( higher order item)elld] A7t fofolsiAl & Zoleks Aok AgAs
A skl = Fo g Aol gglod & A B¢ Y Aol wlaAcku gl A4
7b o Eokeh olsh X AT AAE TN B &, gz BAE 28 A 2a
A oelE Fxspebe £9S A4S Aqnche 90 24 5L o g4 Aol
I 5 T en, & dFelde TR 4918 B olE yhslea g

2. RAME SRNH/0| ASK S| BMAKN = B F A2 0IRISIH?

Mz B8 452 ), 1 e mEmMge] T Es B3 7ZE A4dn degde &
Fsm dyd 2] £4E dgabgeld uH-Ae g A gs ol (Hayes-Roth, 1977). °]2 & 2|
Aol 24 Aalel web bt A4 Jddz He] gAY Fag Hde FAoz Ay
o] A4 #F o] o} ( Chiese & Voss, 1979), &5k ol 2 Fx4re] A4 L ol
Hd 2o Fxel wet Agste A4 zZ4H FaAstAY 282 &g 51 gtk White
(1979)= 1A Tx9 Al S 9712 KL ( dimension ) 0.2 JUre] HMES WH£ o
AF2F stz shch. 9 7kA] AAQolak D AHale] web ol BEF ( extent), @ Y

—26—
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T A= Mdy AT ( precision ), 3 A2 Z Ffo] A= A5 dAstk = AW
— & ( intemal consistency), @ 7Hle] wet A2 de= A4 &3 H SgEH

( variety of types of element), & |43} 4#]e}e] —EIEH ( accord with reality ),

6 845 (MdF)o] olFa = M2 #HEE ( shape as network of elements), D &

e

%ol A3l —ME3l #EERME ( specialization and  generalization of topics), 8 &4
2} gy #aol o ARy BEe] Bt ( ratio of intemal to extemmal association),
9 A A9 FHH ( availability of knowledge )& Z&}™, o]l Foke] HFrie} 2y ate
7 el oA zolE Jebdch g, Chi 5 (1981) & B dde] g A48 A4
Ea el gold A Frtel 282k AolE: O AErh MEBRR dvhs RE (WA
Bze WA & A29A)d ZAY, Fuzte HE(£2Y, A444d) 4 #REE
(b, $8)el ZALL @ g AAEANA A7k 2w ke dloke 2z At
gov, zuA Faze izt v, EAY 14 53 A EE AT A 4
2|zke] A 7 Ao s Aek @ ARbe EAY SA G AT F4H 28-S EA #E
7127t 5 wEY RESS d347Y 2uae 2% Fadelm AAsn Y B
gl &3 staztA 2 o & F Fobkdd AT AFrket 2w A AR T Aol= A7
st elel, 22l ol &gt ol HE Folv] AR S & 491 HE AS, 5
& ol AFHeA w2} MY AL T2 e AATEE A2 WET2 2 A7
o] 1A Fx9 gt Folch webs] REY Mt o7 Lol AFAEY AATE
T uth 2A Aol n AANA F2E WAL AUAS s 2R ok

3. KAZWMMES MBH XA} 2a|H XAl ofm st AT AETH?

Bruner (1960) & 279 o8 BERY ( learning set )5 ZEs Utk o
714 S Al S5t g Akl A R F= A EEKE Bk dE S
HREMH ( discovery-oriented )1 A% dAad oz 271 7R Qe AR WA E
Fouy Aot ook e I o] jE F5a BB LXK Hikd =Hetd +H
= gk olEdHd, aAYg A HEE uir olekrd A U s ¢ FE UL,
T4 HERS] HAE &2 ARSI ¥ £ Yo ( AT, 1983 ), ook #AHM A4 £
o, F5Ak Al MEE BF Ao A2 A AQle]l AR Qe JIE Q4 Al
ate} oh2A A2 Aelehs HAeleh F, d5ate @A Tt B-ZEsI 23 R o
T LA e web o YA AZaAG (A Q448 ), T Bu s A
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ute} 2M2ayol L Mol G o 44 dEslae A (20)H QA48 A ¥ F
et oleigt Bantkme Fm g Aol A2 g e (FHA ) o YAl 2 o

d dgdgoz debd SY4Ae] H4A B Ny Aok ebd L A

i

L

A FoldE oo @ Wartmel X T4 MAm mA 3 EKNd waT o
dek BAH AEAE dHLnA e

ol st L ARMEET RYs] st It 2L BHFHE A48

fRaf 1. SREMENL #HT B Aok I B Ackel vl FkE FaRo] MY @
Byt o sy Zeleh

R, REMEL 2L D2 b U] b Acbl vl REME I ¥ BEMER K
Hol o My Zolch

Rl RER Mt EO7RE > Fredd s HFEN o &%y G =% =

<+ Aol

V. #HEHE

A. HRS /&t

+ REMENL B 317 ATE A 48U MBRKIH < RK HEIKE F3t ( non-
equivalent control-group designl)eleh ol g AdAle F44 i on sdAE dAs)
o AF - FA Akl MAste 2ol Aol HP @Acleke: A LA AT o)A FAl A
ok AAlel o s BEFFS] Bk BEE =2 olth A7 AZHAE oS (E-1)>3 geh

(HE=-1) X & 3

(0] X O,

— 28—



REREE FER K 48 2GS #ikol 8 o 23

of &atel 7hedl HAL FHMAHA 2 F AddE vebd Zolwh X 4 A el
Al REMELE BES 448 AE debd Fold, O3 O3+ A¥As FAALY #
Al &2l 3, Op ot Og & 48X st BAAY HEBEES o 0ldich

#iigmad A REREL BES sl A5 HEN MBS BRE GEe KK

srebus] ¢18) S MELEE M ( structure-task achievement test ) 9} Filo]
BoRA BMAR R BRSNS dobus] A% BEMEL HES 48An, ¥ dFd4ay
FEmMES Ldotdr] d3ld 1QBEE A4sdh

BHEmEd AL BEMSL BEE TAE HEN DRI BKY LR WSS goir
7] sl Al dabel T HBERE NEE BES A48, =5 A A Ek
# Btk ¥ ERENY FAET dotn]l dsle Al FUR REMEL HES 24
ek zE|R ol X4Y e} onlAA W £4 FYo| [HFAY Baum o9
g Felo| l=XE dolnmz BREREKEE AAE A

2+ R BRe A5 AT ARHKRS HMH e BNEEFRR HBRE 2K
6% 1037 (& : 50, 0:53 )0, 71& T Heol wlel WHEE (52) 3 HHI%
®(51) o2 Yrsich HRKF] FH A dae HLRY a4 vaxy HER
ol FZ Holw, FGEL T4 Hupell af 3 wiAdsslone FHEY HKET ol F
2 8leh 2|3 }Y S B 2L Ay ohE el ws Efik#e] Stk

HAHR = PERE == KBER ¥ 5 AX AERBK 6 BEo 2 3} 7HHL o
Bol x4 F EBEe My EALsV] SR RG] W3 Ay dn, 84y AR
Ee R&oR ¥ FTLETIAE 1 iAo AR Aol RBREXS € ¢ dx 4
te udb] o] Agelvh zeln Foi¥tm Hthducoh udhd g HE AL Adde

BT MEIE W T old £Fo| Fobd AY4UL 317 BolshA @) i Folch

N
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C. REAE RERHY Y RE

=

REmE BB el AR AL T whA olgd AR, & [adva

=

W] (o]ogdF, 1985) oF [apatxl 8 Fw| (o]qlsh, 1987) % #ted3td Lokl A 531 3h
Atk AR Az 25 53elded, olF Am v WA 2% (Fulstael FEa aAb

Eslgled, FEHoz 2

[

A 1) sk 2 1Y, AFA BT ayel AR 44T F
Ag ddstic 2en 449 Ase ITAGD 69 FE A FHsE, 4 Ame
L A5 87 £3o2 viye] 634 A2 Azstge

M BXS WRAES 4oz oiF 234 63 ddstgod, A Az I
g A7 T wel 40 2o B stk WEMEE ATAs AA TR T2 o
s AA shglom, mAEE M A olgsidch $9 HAL AATE A2
T4ol wel olFeigor, F2 EHEEEL SEF shdch $3iel Bud A3E sl
AEH L, g Azl Addon slewg A Fsdch W, REMSEL BXE WA @
T mAHEE S BT BE HiEe 2d2 fAsiden, ATFAe ddAdeld S
SshAl ol Folzich webd EARwlelA s A AR AR dggws BAshl 4

o]

2

A 4B HAw oA A @k

D. ik #A

B B2 48 TIE A2 sl A LF AAETE HigEL 2| A4}

F2AA A A4, A T2 Aol HEHES S AAAAY I HEoe T
A48 FEAAAIASE A4 ST 23 Aabeleh z2ela o] £ A4 ZEsbold AAE &
ol 7] ot IA|Ql A AAZ 4 A sl ok

E. REM F&E

7 A Al REMEL #%d A €3S S BRE2Y AAelE THII 4
a t-test & stgow, ol2id WS REBREML WAE w7l sl MK

e

orohu ket
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V. R R 2 #E

qajed Toll oabd mams A9 AAZA HEH @E BKM R OR AU
glck olelgl alzl 2L AMalel wtel A A4 =& el A4l o w©E uFTE A
At ek o] el A Male) A FxAA AsA A3 ge]H 2 He] AR ofFA
Abslio] gom A Tz 9% Fohed ASA (AL gnjd e or A5 ¥
sheb RS AT, BESEL B¥d odel w44-Eel RES MELIe sHel A= A
£ A =AE ogotrmat sl

1. #EN man Mokt MOl WMol CiEt LEMRI XH0| S
(7Hd 1)

v

4 S0l £ R Y& AL Ak A4S YniA Aoz A e,

3 BmEM oM B AHleld AR HE, 2eln F4 - A T3 B FRT
MulA o utelSalc)h wbulel] EHM MRS T Y-S TAoE riHes 43T I
s o] wolgalel @y stamSelAE Adzd BAAI el g Fol A ol
S gx gbrl e el Absba AL FA F23F $odel A el WY APt HE
stro) 71312 Ssled YE5SAR, el AL S5 FAAZel dskA a4
4557 o]k oeld BEMEh 2% G AR WA g2 Aol Ha BRH &
Mol MM et o MmME Releke Aol M1 Y HEeldh o 7T ATl
7 gshe] ALEHA A3 oelA A6l oigt A4 BE AE2 A AARR e
A ¥, 1 AFAT FAsged, 2 dAde &% 2o

CHE-2> ME00 MWD B Mol @0l cHet MM xtol

ArslA 24 e] FHA onla 249 F A

M SD M SD

A4 g 4« (52) 2,23 4,13 3.81 3.32

Z A A = (51) 1.80 2.64 .10 2.27
t .63 6.60**

* %k p<.01
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gel (E-2dold wFol MEM MM A TR Sodol Al glol APk F
A BF /b Ao el B MRS T T2 £98 9 Al o &
beb Ao dehdel olsl saisted sl Fxs o] oju Adel o dage o2 et
oob ¥ Az, Tha| F23 4L B AgActo]l WAl QL SAYckuct AstA A4
3bo oA AAAA o Foehee & 4 ek 2ad AsA A AE HA T2 5

& e Axde] WA 2 Actrg o Frkstdovd FAIALZE gulgde AolE et

N

i

WA gkt (¢=.63, p>.05), dbel] ofu]x Aol A T3 £ ke Axlo]
k] 2 At} 2A] Sobsle FA AR ulgle AolE v T (= 6,60,
p<.o1)

2., RAWEES REAMEE k¥ MfEo| CHE EBME2 0| 54
(7t4 1)

HA T2 FAEE F OFHATEIE 9 HATEE FES APAR] AR
o o S7H Zolzke Aol MDD & WEolvk o] sHdE ASEA A AAT2E A
AbY AbA - AR A 2 57 (AAF-4bAl) B ARt 1 A RAskaeh B (&
—3)>2 FAT2E A48 WA P45 debl & BEMEL kB2 2H 40 Fol o
& D A5 g5 sk F7HA (A AHF)E Ut Role

CE-3)> REMEL k% SmEd g EEE2 xio|

AbA A A A3 A4 A7z 5 F7H
M SD M SD M SD
A& A ) (52) 14,62 5.90 16_65 5.17 2.03 4,67
EA Al (51) 15,78 5.76 15,10 3.31 -.69 6.52
t -1,02 1,82* 2.44%*

* p 05 ** pd0l

CE=3 Dol A Rl Rol, Al F23t 4o o A F23} A+ A@AYrto] 1665,

Aol 15,10 024 A 7235 £ A A T2 A4k W ol wls) AR
#F A4ol4 Zrhaged (2.03), FAARE e Aastdch(-.68). Aups Az

Al AL ul gy Aol% wolx G gou, A% Adolde AdgPnel $& W4
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AgE wolm, =& p(,05 FENA vlgle FHolT xelm ok aelm APt 4
A - AT Zol (F7HA) ol AT Aol L dulgle AolE wAY £ Yot FAA
el A o) e AolE 2 + gekh
| BEAEE WFE A T2 A P5el TdsE Ro2d A T Al
4 A3 7] (Concept mapping) o FHd 8¢ HF3E Aolth & <
gzl AR Fapel s wsle A4 15 WF Fdcdol S P4 FFHA Abal
A3 Fo4AE deby Zol

CE-4)> REAMGE K% @nfac cHel E£ME Xio]

A" A A AL & A A FATEE 75 F7H]
M SD M SD M SD
A8 Al (52) 460 2.49 6.33 1.77 1,73 2.47
A A =k (51) 4,59 4.00 4,00 1,84 -.59 2,23
¢ .02 6, 54** 4,99**

** p, 0l

(-4 el 2oz Ro], REMEL REHRY A T2 5 48 Ade]l 6.33,
A Aol 400024, FAT2I} FHEEA] A gl s APALL Skt o
(1,73), AL A3 (-.59). A4 ARl A oelgle aolg nel
A @i glov, AAFAsd A AgAste]l & A5 AHYE nelw, =g p 0l FF
ol A el e el neolm ek zeja AAds FAAEY AbA - AAFAAL Al(F
7hal ) ol dHdt AT e, AR Anlde AelE ¥eolx Yoy FAARL 249
st oFA el p 0l FFell A el AolE molm ek

ol2t 2 Astell A FAAF2E Aol Nk Ackpe] FAolst ATzt AA A4
o Axizre zelmch o oulrt gl 2oz vehd AL AA T2 A FEo] A
T3 FHALE 4 MR 2A A Ao & 5 ek

3. REBWMRA (LA - Tfr) o} N A - BHO DAY MKE
(741 )

BHEEc 2l S5 ZFatmed de} 2§ A4tel A 2 o, AddHoln 24
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Zaold 4%4 245 BAA A4IE shn, 4%H 2458 Adden sl

A3 goh ¥ QTolA AR FHAAAMY A AL Aol wel  Hir%E (49
25% )3 TREE (s 25%) 22 Fisted 4fwE Ao A44y, A
s o4l geoleh HEek ols} etshed A QAL 4N A kS shelgnel Vs A

s A4zt A Aol BF EE Aolehi ol (A Wgeld ol Ade A
Zskol oskel A Qe 49 Asks shsl AU AR A3k oA A4S W

F44) 8 sk 2 AolE BBk (E-5) % AGAQN ANA4YGE 4 oA

ot

el dg At A3k oA A4 HF BT dehd Aol AgFxale AT
Agon g 7Aste AAQAAT A4 A4 AP AAT 2 4912 AT olFolmz
2 sF54el deod BAARe 1% 95 5 AR T

® o

Aol A 7L A7 = ol

(H-5) FEBAMAO T2 FHEN DM EHEO DA KH

A oA A4 SR
M SD oM SD
49 A e (18) 17,47 2.84 10,53 2.96
g 9 A =k (14) 15.85 3.88 9.07 3,27
DX 1.62 1,46
t -1.44 -1,20

- 5064 nelARol, MERMMEE LKL AR Aol 17,47 golA A4
o] 10,5302, FHA&ME A5 A4 1585, gel4 A4 9,07 24, Pl A
A A Ask oojd el FAALE o0l gdE ezt sk
2 A7 Aol A spA QA dge AAARE sl o A5 AA3h oy A
do] =2 Zoleke Azt BaiAlel wobd, AF AFAAL AUkl ke AlE w0l
2 gou SARozE ool Qe Aolsk gek ol AL AAUAY Aol A E
A48 5ol G Aolst ok FASA Woree Aclgch BEE Ml Bmame
A Al A B AL dol Ads HARA A Tol EAP AT E A F5HA
oA WS b es oiReh BT 1oAY A5 B Azl A4 4yl H4s
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ebil wrlE ok

W, mERAEel A3 A4 % AoA A4 A A4F A, 2w AAT2
s} e bl - AFS o= Y5

gatol YEAE Gobd A wg (E-6d3 2ot

CE-6) FEAIJMAN HEN MM, BREO M, DAL KED HIMG

AspEAA AEAAA ey olelg A

> A T 23 A FF3}
( Ak4) (A% (AFA) (AF3) ( AbA) (A%
A 914l 435} -.,03 15 .09 L4 L22% (22%
* p<.05

(E-6)0l A neixFol BEBHKMT 2 WEMIE A2 Aol ¥
2 Jev 9ok obek AA T2 455 AAQd4gne 4Re v, AT A4

% Ao
o AbA - Ab% 2F A QA g AAARE v ok oohdet, FANCE uigle 4
o] ok (r=_22, p{,05),

V. #w#E ¥ KW

ol 49 B REES E£THASS Ao HmAHA 33 At

A, REMEL B¥ # BEY aRe 48 AL 2¥ Sasgles, X
BRet) e AgAtol FAAu o stk 28y A Akl A AbsHA

24
ol epgukzrel Aolzk QA R, 1A AL FAAde]l esld Ayt A vehd
o ooleig AsE QYA FAYR w4 Sol A Aol YAAE AATEN +9

o Agg whAl dgtor, onld A4 AFL UydR T + A+

Konold & Bates (1982) & %2 A% BEL 71ddA ®kam sl w=io] glo
o, G ke A= MEA @#st Aol ke AT FIAE A v A=
=& McKoon® Ratcliff (1979) 5 Arsbr1d 3} oju)7ld A g T2 A4 =2edal o3t
AFold AgA Jde F2 AQH]AY A A AL AFstA L, A01H sl elA

[

£ oAz oA BAT Aae she A4 & Addcn e
oloh 2o AHATY WA} X o, HA T2 £ Aol MY AR

Aste] AAT T3P ol Foll, A T3} £94E G2 A dolA A4 550l 7
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ahz] g Awkrct o Fobskd o AL Ao Fob alafslis Asteldh a9
gl 74 Feox AHY
Arkt A A kel zolzt bz o= 22 AtzbA Aol Ao APl 2 g Aptol 4.

%
A A3k wAs Adolehs A o golok

REREL ®¥E ® A T23 7534 A4 FEE 52 4] SAALw
q Sk e debd Ag A 452 sA TE3 7Y o
of F4A=UTE & + Uck

ol213t A3t = Novak (1976) o] AR MHE HEsts £ 23 7234 43
ol A Ag kst FAAkz] K48 Folst Aot AR gA A e a2eln
Champagne & (1985) 9] BLGHEK BEEEREAAS 4 -39 w3y zoles A
olst & AgadToe o] £ A7l Y AT T4o] AAY T3 552 g4
A de 2 7kA olfE £ 5 Uk 2 shve 3A T £99 Aol Falstm 68
dolehs AHoleh A7 HEL2E I A4S ngdYol} 4o g st geh o
A2 Aol ¥ A4S 250] ZHAT Y= AbEol HEE g el o= AE EEayel
7b ol MEF S5AgE dobSelsl FEckw &  glok bl Fulehg L ol
sl o ol A2 E Abo] Al kol AfTe, = Abme FEkigo]l Erie AL 5

sl e,

G2 Ul ol Rt FUGL GAEFLS HAS T4 g 2 2AAE AL Yoke
Aol sA T2 #do] Bt F G4 FolA QAT AR ZAel A A2 25 AT
23} #0] A n Yok 2edu HLolt YT ARAE WA A& Tl Yge
o, daol} FAEE Mdstn dRske Lol vl Yok shelck Ea o AAY wa
T WA Fsth ARES dolrt B4% A4Y B AAA Hz 44 2 EolA
vl X oA gk oM TUGE 6thd FEA A2 el 4A A5aach
oA F2sh feiel Be} E3bAel WhgE el AL Wz oldl B ATl 2 £ 9
o zael dYA T olelqt Abol: A T2 A Hohdyae Aol W Ao
2 volAe AYATAAL A T2 95 53 AFL A TasAd dg A4
9 48 $3 dolugtond, & ATolAE Adse uida B BEL Se o
AFzel $3¢ ohugisl & Folck

A, WEEE Eel v RSN MRS REBMIENS A4 sl A kel A7t 8
deh B AP e AN AANLL Aol ula) AsA 45} ofn

ol

4

E
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Aol 25 & Aoleh wgeh shustal sAlol gk AU HEL HHAE olle

AAZ DA 5 g7l s Feolch ol9} M AP ATE wnl Chiesi & Boss (1979)

£ Ayl 2 F gubelA 42 HuE AelsAl & Az Aqe 24 5Ee]
B A . kel ozt U ee WHh olEnw, FL Ad4Ee a4 Zgo} A
= = A Zxo Bdstd AT Bk 2ed 2 Ad4ES
A AR FEe aael glv Absbd 4L wol sl4bstdch olaa dF Aabsh aid
of % o, A4 4Rt ou)A Aol A s Antuct Fopob ¥ olch zeu}
2o Tol At A4 4gko]l A4 FLE AojFA Raldh oG ABE B o Fol A
At AAET e EA, SASY A4l guid =k ARdez Reld 4
dt ey A ol g o Folztn wrk
A, M Ml EsKey M) Eael B AT rpolch AuATe) WILe 4
& MdAal Aol A-2AQ Az BAY AT THSL 20w (Tulving,
19725 Lockhart 5, 1976), wk4-at AF4olub 714 Ml 9t7lo] &gt Ao slshAe of
¥Z &hx] ¢ Yt ohul, Konold 8¢ Bates (1982) = Bloom (1956) 9] =& 2% 42
wh delzlol AEA AL ge £%9 AMow AFHL Yok B APl AL A9 w
A0 Ao Aeisted MUY AY, TR A BRI Fu, AAR ol 9
& AN 5 4% HH4el AL deg A45E As¥ Aoz wyd B M
A = e Husl
geldql AAS AL A Bakw, AgdTo 2L Al Yok ohak Konold 9 Bates
(1982) ¢ AT ot Be] oz A48 5 439 Aoz RFshgct
ol 4ol HiR FRES TEshe] o] ATA wrsl LA AW WAME NG kS o
83} ol AAshaa e}
|, REME BET 0e A%, w549 QA TR MEH mRE} BRO &
& Wt o A delueh (AT D A W Kol MEMEL BES MEL MY
o BIRE mael o dgE el A A4S AQe Adold A, Tz 3
3 AR Aoz FAse] dome AATRUAA ShE Adz 43 Fasle] el
woh HuAe e Fagel debd Mg S o8 $S9E dud Aguc 4
Snem, =G A Qelvald 28d o] T A4 Frel dslAL 2z H A
st oo <kkel s gstel, W% T A Ado] FEAC BATUE BT Basele
shdel AMHE SolA 4TAEY Aolsl e Toltk oA wshw, AR 2de] 20 3
A0z WAk shef Al A9 Jed Boo] Fojed AL ofgm, Adlel ulel

N,

o
(o3
o
=
A
N
by
Jo
X
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A AAAA A s e Aoz T gAY g A4g T2 T4l
el A, olw AFe AEAo R YopFol ikl wet WY + ek

2. WK MRS BEMEL LS S $4Y B obdeh, AdAT sk n
o dFdoz A oud AGold v xe ANFEY HAE @she o Ve
Aqolel, g el BARAS Fo 540

3. FARE 6ehd S4Eel BEEMel RS Aol Wl FEM BR EL EK
#) BEEmolt L TslE iR ek osld, WY at-sauyel dvid A4 g
£5% 4 YT Qusse] YA %o Aol uF FATzs £21g wo} skizke @
Aol G52 AN 4GS A7 AL ofHE dojck

4, BEMEC BRANE 2 TaAes FASA Bul wEAd AATEE
M7 LA & W, 2 FEE AT AAFEYG FASRES st o Uk Al

AR T27F T A4 Fxelw, d5AsE FTH ok & AA ol A] & Folct
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ABSTRACT

The Study on the Cognitive Structive Changed
by the Instructional Strategy of Task
Organization

Park, Tae soo

The purpose of this study is concerned with the change of episodic knowledges
into semantic knowledges in the learner’s cognitive structure by means of the task
structuring instruction strategy. More concrete objectives can be set about as
follows *

1. To find out how far the episodic knowledges will be changed into the se-
mantic knowledges in the learner’s cognitive structure,

2. To find out how the learner’s representation of knowledges in the cogni-
tive structure will make progress in semantic elaboration by means of the task
structuring instruction.

3. To find out how much relation the learner’s task recognitive disposition

will bear to episodic and semantic knowledges.

The hypotheses set up to serve the purpose mentioned above are as follows :

1. The semantic knowledges will supersede the episodic knowledges if task
structuring instruction is performed.

2. The ability of task organization will be improved if task structuring instruc-
tion is performed.

3. The higher group in the task recognitive disposition will be superior to

the lower group in the semantic knowledges as well as in episodic knowledges.

The subjects of this study are 103 male and female pupils do the sixth grade
in a prdmary school in Cheju City. 52 pupils of the experimental group partici-
pated in pre-test and post-test and the task structwring instruction, while 51

pupils of the control group participated only in pre-test and post-test.
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The instruments in this study included IQ test, structure-task achievement
test, task structuring test, task recognitive disposition test.

The experimental materials of this study consist of the following 9 stages of
the process of task organization instruction strategy.

Stage 1 : Reading the given materials and underlining the main concepts.

Stage 2 : Writing the main concepts by paragraphical units.

Stage 3 : Arranging and connecting by lines the main concepts according to

the semantic relations.

Stage 4 : Comparing the arranged conceptual schemes.

Stage 5 : Correcting and re-mapping the conceptual schemes,
Stage 6 : Numbering and explaining the lines connecting the main concepts.
Stage 7 : Writing the main ideas paragraphically according to the conceptual

schemes .
Stage 8 : Writing the main ideas of the whole material.

Stage 9 : Writing the title of the reading material.

Test materials were put to test in order to make sure difference between
variables which would be subject to change on account of the task structuring
instruction, taking notice of the comelation between these variables and the task
recognitive disposition.

Important findings of this study can be summarized as follows :

1. The increase of the semantic knowledges ( ¢ = .63, p > .05) was larger
than that of the episodic knowledges ( ¢ =6,60, p< .01 ) after the task structur-
ing instruction was performed, which is thought to mean that the task structur-
ing instruction will effect the increase of the semantic knowledge more than that
of the episodic knowledges.

2. The levels of task organization and conceptual schematization were mare
elevated in the case of experimental group than in the case of control group
after the task structuring instruction was performed, which is thought to mean
that the task structuring instruction will elevate the knowledge representation level

of the novices towards that of the experts,
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3. The task recognitive disposition had little influence an either the episodic

knowledges or semantic knowledges, and no corelation of this disposition was

observed either with the episodic knowledges or with the semantic knowledges,

which is thought to mean that short-term task structuring instruction will have

little influence on the task recognitive disposition.
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