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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study the cognitive
styles used in answering the verbal and figural tests, to compare
the cognitive styles according to the test types and school levels,
and also to find out the relationship between the same cognitive styles
in both tests. The seamples were 179 Prathomsuksa 2, 4 and 6 students
of Chiang Mai province in the academic year of 1986, The instruments
used to collect data were the verbal and figural tests. The data
analysis was done by means of the Wilcoxon Statistics, the Friedman
Statistics, thevKruskall ~ Wallis Statistics and the Spearman's

Correlation Coefficient.
Research findings were:

1. In answering the verbal test, all students generally used
relational style more than the analytical style. However, both styles

were used more than categorical style. Students of Prathomsuksa 2 and 4



slso used more relational and analytical styles than the categorical
style. Their uses of the relational and analytical styes were not
different. Prathomsuksa 6 students used all three cognitive styles

similarly.

2. In answering the figural test, all students in general
and those of Prathomsuksa 2 and 4% used the analytical and relational-
styles more than the categorical sfyle. These students except
Prathomsuksa 2 used the analytical style more than the relational
style. Prathomsuksa 6 students used the analytical style more than
the categorical and relational styles but their uses of the latter two

were not varied,

3. In answering the verbal test, all students in general
and in each grade level, used less analytical style. Contrarily, they
used the categorical and the relational styles more in verbal test than
in the figural test. Only the students of Prathomsuksa 2 used the

relational style unvariedly.

k, In answering both the verbal and figural tests, all students
in general used the analytical style differently but no difference was
found in grade levels. For the categorical style; the Prathomsukéa 6
students used it more than the others did, but the uses of the
Prathomsuksa 2 and 4 were not varied. The relaticnal style was used
by the Prathomsuksa 2 more than by the Prathomsuksa €& in both types
of tests, and more than Prathomsuksa 4 only in answering the figural

test, No difference was found in other grade levels.



5¢ The relaticnships between the same cognitive styles used
in the verbal test and the figeral test, in every school grade level,
were positive; except of the analytical style which had positive

relationship only in the students of Prathomsuksa 4.



