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IWAR S AR - TRERTE AL P AT RTIEER S
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el § % % & # 2+ (Bybee, 2008; Jenkins, 1999; Miller, 1998; Miller &
Kimmel, 2001; Rutherford & Alhlgren, 1990; Shamos, 1995) » §_12 % 3% ;% % 4 gk
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2001; Cavanagh, 2008; Gibbs, 2008; Payo, 2008) > I # 37 K m% 4 FF
(Program for Internatlonal Student Assessment » & £ PISA) » 1278 2 fL8 % &
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74 » 2002)2 STEM (science, technology, engineering and mathematics) 7 3 34 ¥f>%
FLH LA ¢ i (738 2 (Bybee et al., 2007) o
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ERTEHROREEY R AES(RFFERTLA ¢[HF €] 2010) - H
ﬁéwﬂﬁﬁaZﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%‘%@gﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁ%%%ﬁﬂiﬁ
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CERNSR LR g SR Sk & S A ix 2 p 1% (Gilbert, 2009; Seefeldt
& Galper, 2002) » i # fL5 % % x 7 B it ?»ah’t o ﬁﬁi%ff’r%‘fiﬁ?woon &
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Brrla» 222805 =3P F4H ¥ S5 £ AN R L4 B TBSL £
# KR-20 3 97> fiE M55 960 fH AT L 86 kit é % .88,7fi§
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L1 P EEE AL RS A

BT GRE Rh B3

N 3,460 2,994 10,722 17,176
oA 25 20 93 138
Bl w i 25 20 75 120
A 3,671 3,283 19,303 26,257
2 A 26 23 164 213
S 26 23 139 188
w A H 7,131 6,277 30,025 43,433
A 51 43 257 351

T ow 51 43 214 308
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gt zowm o Miller 22 2 31 8 % % ¥ 384 3258 (Zhang, Z. & Zhang, B.,
1993) > = p 1996 & B4t P W < HEERE T X o '7'!1"—’5' Arig 2R Ft’ii%*
VAR HF3ETF AT o bl AR Tk ?]‘?E%’f\ﬁwﬁ» A2 (e #s
F)-A P R H L TR 2 REERAA AL | o Fl2 o ﬂ\FUL*
FE R - T EEAHER ST RN S BRI v g
TR E O TN RBHRIETF AT e
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T B TREET § AT B ﬁigf’ﬁi'ﬁ“ v 1 ,—»ﬁﬁ?ﬁ FEAGETFEFEEY
3T A 2003&4c)\£¢-,\=w’?? R A SR AT .L;;sz, TR R
F 32 % (Item- Response-Theory, IRT):& {7 3¢ Bidt di o SR {8 L MR FEMLF|E L 47
ﬁﬁiﬁ‘% EREOLF > FRBITHDTFZ L FE B2 TR L7
BRI BTHEPEZR L LR MR IEL B -

(=) # i $ 8 % % £ % (Functional Scientific Literacy Scale)

Shamos (1995)# Bybee (1997)32% < &+ it B F 24 » L B & E
ﬁﬁ%ﬂ#i%ﬁﬁ%’wﬁéa&%%%ﬁoﬁﬁéem&ﬁﬁ%mqﬁﬁ
g R RS ARSI TS EFMHBIE  HREEVERE KA DL
2R %\ﬁmi—ﬁb A PRFH AT Z R OHA o AP AFTHEY Weiss
F A2 2005 & A kL e Keny & & 4 1R Newest Vital Sign (N.V.S.)
% (Welss etal,2005) hiTi@EhwiufkFEl1 2  HEgLPN T ;; - kiE

\rﬂb% c‘r \‘\‘é ®

MeFnERET 8 BRI BREBAY ‘I‘"f‘*‘f%q* "? N
Wk fEAri o VAN AEPEF N 5 p) % 2 (Johnson & Weiss, 2008) ¢ # i A& Cronbach

a = .76 » 22 TOFHLA (the Test of Functional Health Literacy in Adults) B N R
e 5 .61 o ik Weiss %éﬂe L P 2R d F Y ﬁm RO I N

205 = )iCronbach Sa i 650 AL ¥ - FlEE N FlE ok
B 230 8 1070 £ 7 AR B H583%  FOTR R AT I P FOCR A

Iﬂub‘n}ié‘f% %\J\a » FlZRHF L H R A EZRRELE & Miller 5
AP R RN R KA
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ﬁiuﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁgé%,@sﬁﬁgﬂﬁoPﬁgaﬁ%a’

M F AR EFHT Cronbach o B 7 30— RIEA T 5 w30k A 157 “,% i * 7
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MALE % % i 7 Pearson # £ A0 M ik % 0 1T 5 J;Jfﬂrﬁggay»,:}g CE R
1E‘.f—‘r§" | B btiig_}imfb;«'-,é}sﬁ o ¥ ok ﬂ\}_fﬂ"" Y, ﬁ’*%“?‘* = NP

Y7 LR B T AL Nt B R T A %ﬂ%ﬁwL‘ﬁ&‘ﬁw&~
% R ~ Pearson #% £ 4p B (2 8% o

B AT R A FE il st 0 A4 308 =% 2K EA B end
PP YEEtHRIEREELAF  BEBREAROELLEET -

B -HARERZISHEAR

i*mybhthnmr%A«xﬁé FAR L2 EonR S RBD KT KR
Aﬁﬁéé%mﬁﬁﬁ~ RE AP EA L LR 2 A45 s F A Y TR

— >~ Miller ir2RAL F AR EZITHERE

Miller > 2005 # & 4 2 A M FREF XA AF R FZ A 40 o 2
W EEE N PEEFEARN L2 qéépiﬁﬁ ERE - v REHLEE
(uni-dimensional nature of construct) » # Fl& f £ 2~ # LR & L HF ik R
Mo B PEET BRI > L BIFIEZ FZ A g 330 A 2088 0 2t 2 d b
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F SO A 0 L BTl g & & (Miller, 2006) - 2 444f 75,000 £ X 3%
HEFEIRT W P g At g 5 % 4 ohiR &
AFTEHE ORBREFPTFREF RS ﬁwﬂéJW B drd 2

22 "Millerim2a 182 %79 2 w4 | 2 FHVHETFZLFELSHER

(N=184)
B i3 me* 12.0 % 84 41
B2 & 5 * 16.2 % 80 55
AL % 5 51.6 % 77 38
B3 # g ax 36.8 % 76 55
A2 F 5t 72.0 % 76 37
B4 DNA* 55.7 % 75 69
A9 £ it 7] 83.2 % 73 45
A8 it im e 83.8 % 73 44
AL0 3.4 # 45.4 % 69 46
A3 5§ K 17.7 % 68 57
B5 15 * 52.4 % 67 65
A4 R 50.5 % 67 57
INUS-EE AT 49.2 % 65 58
AlL5 ¥ 84.9 % 65 48
A16 45 #. 94.6 % 61 46
B6 ¥ 5%* 69.2 % 61 53
INES-F Y5 38.2% 60 57
AL7 8 % 5 88.6 % 59 55
B8 + H* 49.2 % 58 AT
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%2 rMiIIer%ﬁQ%ﬁ%%%ﬂ 2R E A 2 FH b
(N=184)(4)

\v
A
e
SN
2
g
e
,\m
=
A

B9 * zk* 23.2% .58 49
B1O g * 67.6 % 57 .56
Al2 & 5s 70.3 % .56 37
A21 jw it 97.8 % .56 .55
A5 7 7] 61.8 % 54 42
Al8 | & & 87.6 % 52 41
A6 DNA 43.5% .50 .66
Al9 F & A) = 88.6 % 49 43
A20 8 Z IR % 95.1% 48 34
A22 i iR 97.3% A7 52
All A % 82.7 % A7 42
B7 & 2R 5 * 30.3% 44 .54
Al3 A g iw it 91.9% 37 40
SR A B R B ATOE <5 a Miller (2006)

(- )R

Miller s > s 18 2 £ R 5 & 5 & ﬁ:-&*%m&w&.ﬁ“%éﬂ
SEEPEA AL e FEHE LI PE AP F TR
%,;« 33 B F FIF R 2 RAK A ﬁ»_}, 75,000 % 14 Lipé—‘*f AR e ED A dFen

mE TR f*ﬁW£m*%~¢dkﬁF%’bd:wpﬁ4§W7%§%
Ay ?f;—ﬁ_’%’;‘ﬁgf’r’lk\  BAEAAPM BB £ 96 ,L;}\—I./,,\Jz B A o
1. é‘ﬁ"]‘# £

HALHELRUEFE NAILTFEAFRFERFE > AATFEB
BPF R A3t 12 2 5bed S0 F FAp M B2 Fl A 4 A om L 2AE0E & .20
o BB e 20 0 b o d HPRAEAE Ok S AR T R E i (R
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~ A2tk 0 2001) o 2 % &gt Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin & % .68 > Bartlett #& @
ﬁ@ém%ﬂ)ﬁﬂ&F4%9¢@%ﬁwﬁaﬁi¢@ﬁﬂ%&ﬁ°§§%
%ﬁmaﬁlmﬂé AR > 2 F I3BFZEAL > ERFAe R 7
7fa BREELL 651% KFIFHARLTHRFTRFZ - 2 FlF - 218 FaAE
P FE - fEBITEEE 234567803 s 11455 10
%&ﬁ:ﬂ%'%%Qj%ﬁﬁ346%B\ﬂ\2£5u2%ﬁﬁ1ﬂ%ﬁﬁi
B A (AR 2 9 o
FNTFFAMAELL P A AP AR E RTINS 4R 0 2 ¥
FMNw%A%ﬁ%%%éé%w%J;loﬁ,m{aﬁﬂ%@ﬁ’ﬂm¢“
FLAPEmMA RO P AT FR - FXFRATERPE AT HG ¢
3535B4i#ﬁ§iw’*M%wﬁﬁﬁﬂ%&ﬁaf%%‘
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin & % .80 - Bartlett # s x> & 5 207.75> fd B % 28 &
BEP > P E#MSA) > 765 86 AT L RFAFEAN L
f%@ﬂ@ﬁﬁ’#ﬁ‘$@§4’Em‘ﬁaﬁﬁﬁ:$ﬁ—ﬂ%ﬁ§%?’
A H 56 TR 2 A A ApPE AR 2 F S 15248951048
THAHRE L 468% 0 4ok 397w o

23 "Miller’ s #8227 > RwE 4  FEHAZE R TREEHL

(N=184)
o A iy ER FlEREAE FR%¥EE% Cronbach’sa
PEIT B6 -1.13 -0.72 73 36.68 71
B5 -0.10 -2.02 73
B7 069 -1.54 56
PELoE B9 1.36 -0.15 67 13.88 64
B8 0.01 -2.30 58
B10 -0.56 -1.70 46
B2 1.81 1.33 43
Bl 251 4.38 29
BE A 50.56 75
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2. T iRRE BT D G

AT AR TR kB B P 55 LE A2 X apFH P LS
F8 Miller sm 2> 28 Z & ¢ 2 3R £ % 4 8 (7 Pearson #f £ 40 M 303 S % &
AR Gilcr b AL BAFEOKE L OLPE MEY L HPEEE RS
i AL E F % (Weiss et al., 2005)i& {7 Pearson # £ 4p B 4 47 > % % 7~ BT 4R M 1%
er i 22 RMEFAM 0 R E A Miller R E F £ £ & gk Bk
Ba v

Er4r#s (20028) 3 (7 A A L H % % B ¥ (Laugksch & Spargo, 1996) ¢ < &
Frit Y > T E A RPFEFY E‘Jﬁus@ﬁ#ﬁ B~ 7 0 m B2 ARE L2 sih B
TRk R 60 B AT B R IT0 o

()R RES
AT R PR R AR AEHF R 7 4298 Cronbach’s o fidkci 73
B 60zt EVEILXSOGAE R m F2ERE R AT RB TR 78 M rEH

AL %4 1 c0 Cronbach’s o Thffc > 4 7 A2AAEH 3567 14407 » ¥4 2 v
iﬁ'r%‘zlj o

C R ATHE R BARABRETRERAIN

Miller 5= 2 R fL 5 % % ¢ 2 R X £34 3241 & t AP 22 4 1 AL L0
%A 32 4o P 5184 (> 24 2Bk g.:;?q;ﬁfﬁ'/w\li”ll % 19.89 &~ B X % 430>
LA 32’ ik % 040 Jé);t: %-048 > d ¥ A T% Kolmogorov-Smimov & Z_
BERz Mg vio HpiEi 22 13t 05 X%t ‘f WAk f'}/”\'/f""?é{);)@
72 2 (Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985) 7 & ] 56;3“’ 4T L ORIRTE A R A
B4 #ftf—*#ﬂ% B AR R R FA AR A Fﬁ»péjﬁ*mlv fk g &
FZEnb o i EE Y N EGPIA R AZ S F AL T o Ft > Miller (1998)5}"7#
B R BT (Item Response Theory, IRT)% BILOG-MG 4 7 :#425 fi #Lst
P MFPE 17 & F % p & F(>S 1988 ~ 1990 - 1995 + 1997 ~ 1999 ~ 2001 %

2004 # > % B2 73 & 002 & %21992-2001 2 2005 & A FriH it 73 4 )175,000
;%ﬁﬁﬁwaammﬁbﬁ’%%ﬁﬂuéﬁ?éZw’érfW%ﬁ£6m”J%

HERAMPERZAS XS RELIE HPEZHEFLEBA 7L 100~ Ti0d
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50 4 %s"—r—“%sn 204 Fla @A 70 P EFRESEREEPEERR  Ft o0
ARG ILY B BA(F)F(RA32m) 2 S EREEPFER -

Flz o0 BB PR R %m% SOBD FEF 2 b1 E 20.3% 0 A B E K b
70.7% - F L E ¥A e Bl 4T 0 FArE 8421 304 H 5T 0 FH 8 ALY
ik 0.5% ¢ %% 11 1 30 44 #F ikt b]ik & 5 0.5% ~ 1.6% ~ 4.3% ~ 4.9% ~ 5.4%
6.0% ~ 7.1% ~ 6.0% ~ 9.2% ~ 13.0% ~ 7.1% ~ 4.9% ~ 6.0% - 8.2% ~ 5.4% ~ 2.7% -
27%~22%~1.6%-~05%> % > BAGTITWFEAT HHEFRREE BH
LR AR IR RFAM T F R A ALY B ¢ ) TR
2.178% > M & B4 185 29k > X £ Iz 4.8% 5 B (% » 2006 5 &M E ~
4 ACE > 2008) 5 etz o E %%ﬁiﬁﬂ% % et 1) 35.0% 5 < (Miller, 1998,
2006)"’&@3"1&%’%5 frig v 1 B2 % ‘,31 "\5 ,ﬁ‘a 'H):%Fpﬂ_fv > uﬁ’éﬁ F_opt ek
R R L PR ML e P ARG LA TE s i FIR
FE A FHs (M=051£0.37)F L 8 24 @ (M=0.34+027) > * M F £ 3
(t= 6.63, p< .001) -

FEH308 e 2R AT FELARRET > B B (7)) H
gt Bl G 5.0% 0 @A TiaE i 16714 > B L L 372 N A B OKEARE
,,;;Egﬁ\,pg% Fenfiind AL > B L IR R T 2 OB JET 0 P OB Rt
rTEFEF AR (1=942,p<.001) - TR B PG e e g &
Ho 2 T A a0 Ve F P A o s (M=0.230.31) % 2t L E A TG
(M=0.16£0.40) » = i %3t b eBg ¥ £ B (t=4.62, p< .001) o s 27 % 5B 0 fF 2
ARARE CRPIEFTR AT MEPEERAFTOEY F AERYE > A S OKE
AR BERE R (8 o It FR 8 0 AR o

O HFEALAMNEERLERZION

) ;’.Z'B’F‘ZT&T'J #cFF (N=184) soMillersx = = 1 & % V2R EFELKAT R
FE W hi RS H 0 p PR 113 fii;i*é—%zii’a/»\&é 2148 > =& 1 5 3.62 >
g0 71 i fé‘—*ﬁi’f—’lﬁﬁ’xi 1784 > &8 % 5 438 F szt P ¥ LB
(p< .05) ; P B3R = & minT 3o $ch 224643435 p Bi%- & “é»r’v’ﬂiﬁ%\ﬁz”‘
20784351 » & ¥ 2t 5 244 & p d B 5 101 B F|AF % £ B (p< .05) -
HF 3 SR A1 4 gned o H T0#ck A 5 22461343 20.78
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+3.51-+16.78+2.93~18.32+5.12 » “f TP IRz EmEp IR E B iER IR
—FExBE - g2 FFoSheffeX sz afgF A8 > Hprrupish it £ 1|k
¥EP(P<.00l)cd e, p FIMBEBINES 2 T NI E L hE R
REAAFEZER LT 2R A F AR AVEH

PR RRA S DREA R AP EFE ARG T BN DD F T
o BE BT iED (F=3.04, p< .05); R 2 2 2 fa Bl chT 3910 2 ¥ F
24 2o (F=5.39, p< 01) 3 B 21 & 10 F F enTIOW A BIF T EARS
3 10 & % (F=2.96, p< .05) -

W RIFBEEEAZ LESH

WA R IR IR R L TR FE - SRR A2
Fefphl ~FNWREEE - TR - FMAHEIEZ FHW LRI FMP 2 0
C)FRiFE

AFEAF G EASYFHA R AL EAMA R L a BITHARAT
FRpAS AR RS A TR BAA BLAE YRS HNFEAIRK o A
FrER - BT FlF L EP R A2 4ok 2977 ) BITHEZ F]Z
FET® L 550 R Rgs FE f EE TG A8t Lk DA
F £ B (t=2.27,p< .05) > & 5% 7@ & L5 Miller (2006) <%= 7 3 T ©
(C)F-3 e hE L2 Tl i

WEAEH R TR AE R Fs BAE L FAPM Glk: 49 KT
EARRZTG Y RN o FB TR B 2 AE L BE AT
PEMETBES 2 A0M Gic: A5 BT 2B G Y REFAAM R - 34
it £ % 2. B «hip B (item-scale correlation, ISC) » &% i£42* 6 > ISC 353
400 P B EFARM o APM Glkcd iRwme 33T A0 DI PE IR 700 HiE R A
LR R P R B H B E A odphl o i 2 BRI > Bl T 3%
FEHFTES R AL I B OR AR (A 497w ) o @ A 2EREINA o AR RE TR
Bk m B A0 G ¥ B OISC T iodc 280 ¢ B (741 ISC T ¥k 58 2
Bt R ET R F LR (1=9.75, p< .001) -
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% 4 TMiller %
A= W £ ¥ L
Y _?g%%ﬂchﬁzé%Jilsc‘f\y
54 & (N=184) YA Y, N

S i R =t
el R S +iperd s g 4 FW| R 4
=5 2l i

e ,
B 2 %% Tﬁ* f% ek R dp e
B2, 5 wex o '3j** 452 14
Al % F . lzo* Ggi 22
B34 g A o '24** 454 55
A2.3 5 e '18** 756 42
B4. DNA*** Gar .41** 3;3 73
A9 354k 7] 37w '29** 1361 51
A8 i3 i P '17* 5222 80
AL0 #24 3 31 '20** 434 86
AL 18* '04 403 46
B5. fi 4 * 70w '32** Lo 25
AdR = o '19* 1312 55
Aldg zog i gk '10 432 56
Al5.3 20%* '13 325 55
Al6.4 H. P log 2%2 .84
B6. # sr* o '23** 208 94
A7.% A7 1 . Gg; 14
AL7.38 % >l P 'ZZ 1;5 40
AB. - p o '22** 220 o1
B9, 7 sp*e* g .22** 655 =4
' 518 25
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24 TMillerimaa #8257 2m84 ) 2 ISC~ ®A A ~ A EFY R
54 & (N=184)(H)
Fapea Rt i FHedH W4 5 R dp i

e o I i
B10.fr % B4 3w oo 64
Al2. 745 26%* 20" S 70
A2L.5 i 26+ 14 ,o 97
A5 7] 14 -.04 ::(1)8 61
Al8.} % % 20w 17* Jas 85
A6.DNA 27 12 e 54
AL9.% % )% 40% 17 o 97
A20:8 % 7 & 27 20 S 94
A22.55 21w 14 o 97
ALL 4 & 35w 2% o 79
BT 2% g 60" 24 o 33
INERE T 2 23w 05 o 91

FRr v alpE ok OSpF(fEk) APME ¥ o Al F KEOLE(FL) pMEE -
TJ"‘%\’EFE";%'H’_FF ié%{ﬁ

(Z)EURBIER

AFTEL 2P AATe 7 32 AR 0 2R RHEF ML REF LT R -
R AFREAVENSSTFR AT{EIE 2§ 4 B2 "iAv\..:E'_”LHE-f’TLt TP
BOITRE i E D A F KB (p<.05) (4% 3 Fror) s @ 10 BRI it CR B e
A7 3.50 m’fﬂ.g »H ¥ '1?‘)? 4 3% DNA g vt 2 1381 58 » % S5 34 %
1312 engefh W B0 g o ¥ #E J}i:}ﬁ&;ﬁ,__ 50 F T Z\W”E,nr{}gfl’ﬁ B 43
FU R o KN ERMAES G o iR A2 )RR A B A Y
.14~ 222 250
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¥ b s ;I;b AL NI R 4 o R R o K,!rt 7% 1-4-9-10~1248 % .50
b AR g R 0 AR AR A T 0 B 140607
1012 3E5E R thig @ »3ER & 50 F T o A EHMES R RA T 0 B TR
TRkt CRE T oE 5 789, § 238 CR Lo 5 3.08 7 t ¥ 5% » if 5
Kozt b oenlg ¥ £ B (t=4.64, p< .001) °
(z) G R

“73 4878 Cronbach’sa fi#ics 73> B A A 602 F » EIFHX DGR
ko v § 2538 5 Cronbach’s o %x#c » .47 > & % i¥4E Cronbach’s o % .78 %
i o
(T)PIEEIF 2L FHI b R

IR e h B AT 0 §7hw e hE 2LRE0R B4 ) 5 83.80% 0 B ITAE ¥ 4t
RIS 12% 0 3 BEF LR (F 2 E S 896.20, p< .001) ; @ 14 DNA 02 JE 4

1 AR SIS BT L PR R FLL > T LT R
iq}s Z%‘{Emé'/n\ ’ _/bﬁ-'_:si'?:k:l_-_;:l‘-ﬁ’ﬁ t'l—riﬁﬁo

5 s SR

NN R L B RS RRE RS SRR SR A
dukik o PR E 2 LB £E -

— N 2EZA

wer v

HORFAE R A NS IR Y AR 2 LE RS AKPY
FAPAT o B AL ANEFELFEHEATL Lederman o & (= L - 2 kP g
iy ) - Fenidze o mEPF oa § 2 hfeg(Marshall et al., 2003) > H ¢ -
ER P ERT DTS L T S QRS TR R
B A bt PR YRR e DR PR R A L o
KHBE o TP A R deie 3 B kR L S R ERT EAF LR e K
SPE AR BB RER] ) P ERL B
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(-)

I

(=)

(=)

I

(z)

giﬂ%%%“%faﬁiﬁ’é@ﬂéﬁﬁﬁbﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmDS
ﬁﬁ?ﬁ@%ﬂﬁmﬁ%}mﬁﬁ Fo2 B R T 4T IR TR LR &
PEAEIT - B TR 0 om % OBGH K APE AR e P AR P EM
@G o AR R %?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmimﬁ [N ok SR A S
Boo A EAE C EHRERL 0 BIFHIOE IR SNBSS T IFLAY
F2AFTESY > AN AT ANE FREARE CEFELFE A
fhtt CRIEZ ISC3o% yof (T4 » 2 |- cnBg ¥ £ B o
24 i{?ﬁ%"«ﬁ?’(ﬁﬁﬁk’% gn?i,’g_/( 5 ':"—i—E' ’%m\g\ﬁiﬁ‘% %-‘l—,ﬁ] po:il E‘\ , 1’:_“5/’:\ 32
AR B R AT ER(ET 28 Al ) S E 203%%
50% - £ H & *#%?%%ﬁvmﬁﬁ% *&i%% P e &
PEMEZEr A EmES T  HAT R A LS AR NPT R
TR AOREARFERFAIRBPEABEG AL LR BEF S A
PERE
Ay kgl TMiller w2 A EZRY 2R % B FRAFY
38 LG ORRIIT R ST E AR LA R R (V.S
S5 iEi7 Pearson ff A ARRE 0+ BRI FEFIHEFLE S IFEEEER

&

FRAG i re® A d AR RH ?ﬁé%kﬁgémﬁﬁ%§
FER2ZLE -

B - PEMELEDED A ﬁzﬁfﬁagﬁ“w INgFELE
AnERas Y i %?%?éﬂmﬁiﬁ%» [EAR > W fRi-igd 1 5
KT R LGS RITA > g +82 3 ARz g -

I
%
%\’g«

28

(=)

TR BSS OPEETRET SR BRSPS PR
;ﬁ\’ljl ;\j\mf‘ﬁéjﬁﬂ —?-«}"i; ;

& % ¥ f.‘lgpﬁ.‘x BT a

“ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?iﬁﬁﬁ?*%@f%P%@A SRR EFF BRI
EEd NP L IR R T ﬁﬁoqwb’géyﬁ
TR e PERERT SRR AT {fﬁﬁmmajvﬁ@ﬁ%éiﬁé
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(£ i~ 55 5)RP R PR s By it F A 2 2
P¥ARERRE Tﬁ'%l"ﬁi%%’g‘mg}iﬁ%iﬁ?‘ﬂ R j\mk'ﬂm;lpﬁ T

,lcj‘ B L g B ke &;&m,pgfﬁﬂ ' % IR~ 1 ﬁF}ﬁ,jé—;% 5 A
Bz e, Ft o » 0k I FARE ThL  Fu o BpeF To
B G BRETE o
(7)) &% QPR RT 9P E 6

PERT L Jpd i F A OV E S PR Y i 4 LR
PE A PEE o PEPITI- P AL 0 B OREFL K RS K Hr s
ﬁq%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂi L] 7; £ 8B o T gﬂ. HREF A T 0 At ig Y %ﬂ.?g%ﬁi;
mﬁp%*ﬁﬁmé’ﬁﬁihfﬁ%iﬁﬂ*% FER oA e DFE
REFIFFETHE2 3 LEAMABFEPEF AV A5 T EFRTY
3 E % % 4t 0 Y = »(Mantzicopoulos et al., 2009) > £ p % S2F L E
RTY2FFEFF > R AT e fPFER -LRLAS > U2 PHFERE B G5AE
2 q o 2 H_EEIFEL AR -
E)apPFrEEY > a

5 %,»,,fﬂg (EEE Yl B2 pEALRDLE D P E % £ (Aikenhead,
1996) R F2 K7 7 Kz;t,g@l C GrenplBornt o BOEHRAEAS LY >
FMEJILY f3i-p ¥ 2 FT@ BN A - F3 RKEFehd d B Arigpr s ?
M‘ﬁ?ﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁmé%ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁi?’“ﬁ%
FRrEdardo S HELEAR > A A FHFY Ao Fla TR T
B ERE? > 2RAFPERERLLORA > o BIERARELELPE
PE RS S f AR A2 R A R E BT
B~ Jbm 51 B R BB B IR 3R 760 37 (Tehudi & Heurta, 1983)
R CEEREESELY G R LS P S L 0]

B A % § ¥ (Straka, 2000) ~ i %] i % (Bishop, 1971) » 11 % I 4 %

()i kemg > o
*\/Eﬁ” I'{ 184 ]"'4\}:’ EI’?IEFF ’ |1£ 308 lﬂ%l""?{]i‘& ﬁi?‘;%ﬁ?&;}ﬂ_f%{

g?§%%1“%’3$%ﬁ$%@mﬁﬁﬁ»ﬁﬁp CEREFFLF T
-HEFEIR R PERFRTRAE 0 UE 2L RIREARFE R R R
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ToONGERIAFTOREEER Vb ViRigAEAEFL. F 1327~ R
2R i s llﬁ"ﬁ*ﬁigﬁfg I R B E 3 o 0 SR E pafﬁ,g:f,,ﬁflﬁ—r}i&ﬁi
ﬁi?}%%bﬁiﬁsnﬁiﬁa\#mﬁﬁ (Miller & Kimmel, 2001) - $ % > ## %
wrigzrz TMiller AL 2 % 7 2 RS | > Fik- HhuFF > L REE
RSB R EHm B NIFLPERTIECRAAAFEEZ L2 o

Bt

B#don D. Miller i it i (7 S AL EF X F 29 250t 2 s ~ 3
% LF AL R R BB IR LA RS Bl PR R
B ERAASFERMEEEFEEAATHR > R A2 @O A T ¥
B o v )

% Rk

IFRI0) - FEAIEFEAN A LA FRRATFELE €L HTY
= % 3% 2 (NSC96-2511-S-153-005-MY3) o 4 # 7 @ Frcfa R 7445 4 R g

TR - BPE(1997) PERT o 24P (T8 o

% v & (2000) o d I FLF HATAIL G AT AR E h- BRI PERT I
A » 231> 28-34 -

¥R %41(2000) o BIR T FEEL £ - FAARRER T ARG PR A T R
g AR fwﬂ Ao AERY I A5 231 20-27 -

Bk B (1998) 0 #R2p RPFEH K KE o AT LT

% i2¥(2003) 3\.@:]:‘ BA2AE AP EZRBEFLT(UR) ArclaR 7 5
1 B ¢ &3 7 = %384 (NSC91-2511-S-017-031) o 4 A 7 : {7 Fcfa B gt
FLh ¢ -

¥iEF(2004)c AR FA 2 AEARHFRZLAIFL2B) AR TS
1 B ¢ &3 7 = %484 (NSC92-2511-S-017-019) o 4 # 7 : {7 Frfa ] gt
FLih¢ -

B e (2005)c AP F2 24 A NP E R AN EFTL (BR) FRERTHY
1 f € %377 = %484 (NSC93-2511-S-017-002) & A # : {7 FrFe ) Rt
ESRE
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h#(2006) c ~FAAAPEZED LB A FLIH HABFTET 9
137-154 -

BT A(2006)c AR RPLEREAFAT (1) FREATHFELER LT S
RL o4 I ARRRATHEELEE -

BT AQ007) - AR p RAEREAFT(22) FrelaM TP 8L A ¢ B2m g &
% 3F 2 (NSC95-2511-5-005-001) « 4 # 7 : Frcta B 7 E L B € o
Ml s 4295 4K(2001) - SPSS~SAS~BMDP st did & 5 BB 332 g o

FAH T o

Fit % (2006) - 2005 & § & = B AL F F A w2 HF g o450 ¢ ﬁ]f—_&pi‘ » 10 >
35-37 -

K7 %(2001) - MAP | F4 - FHRBEYTHER - L4 KT

BT 5L R €(2010) - WL ¢ 100 E REEFEF LU RER 22 (FH
BY FF4R)-FLi =2 v P ARHIAPERCFELEF -
A ERBEEREELE 6 -

BB (2002)  HRPERERNAFTI RERF 2P RPEREN L2 757
R TS E LR ¢ LA & %472 (NSC92-2511-S-003-045) - 4 #+ 7 : {7
RIEFATELRE -

B P (2003) #RPERFRNAFIREIAFLERPFREINA202) - Aot
e R L R ¢ & 30T & % 4R 4 (NSC93-2511-S-003-023) = 4 A+ 7 &
3N Niﬁiﬁg

ERL(2008)c HF B TEFHITE | RFEH SR BLPE AR TR PEK
THE 9 - 2008.& 117 8p »Bp :
http://www.ied.edu.hk/apfslt/chinese/index.htm/

SEALE ~ RACL(2008) c BHEREFHAEERALTL cKkTVHFL 01109192

T REE(1999) - AR EFw STS KT 2 AiFFAHAT - PEKT
37595 35-53 -

Prac$r(2002a) o pait TRAAPEEE | B o P EKT F] > 10(3) > 287-308 -

ETarEs(2002b) o 2 F B F AR SE HRPFIRIFAYL - FRERRRFEL R
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Abstract

The main purposes of this research were to investigate the levels of scientific literacy
of early childhood teachers and caregivers by instrument construction and to make
recommendations for promotion of scientific literacy. This study first validated the
Chinese version of the civic scientific literacy scale by questionnaire survey with
purposive sampling of 184 pre-service early childhood teachers, and then the survey
was administered to a stratified random sampling of 308 early childhood teachers
and caregivers. The conclusions of this research are as follows: (1) Confirmatory
factor analysis results supported the two dimensional structure in the open-ended
items in scale: “scientific concept knowledge” and “the nature of science (NOS)”.
Pre-service early childhood teachers achieved higher scores in “nature of science”,
but early childhood teachers and caregivers achieved higher scores in “scientific
concept knowledge”. (2) The results of the survey showed that the scientific literacy
of pre-service early childhood teachers and early childhood teachers and caregivers
were not sufficient, and revealed 29.3% of scores of pre-service early childhood
teachers qualified as being scientifically literate and 5.0% of scores of early
childhood teachers and caregivers qualified as being scientifically literate.Based on
the above findings, enhancement of science writing curriculum in teacher education,
assessment of science teaching in kindergarten and preschool, and assessment of
scientific literacy of related personnel are proposed to promote scientific literacy of
early childhood teachers and caregivers.

Keywords: early childhood teachers and caregivers, science education, scientific
literacy
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