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Abstract: Research about attitudes toward science in China started in the early 1990s, and we were suffering a shortage of
scholars and research institutions in this field. Under the guidance of the Outline of Civic Scientilic Lileracy Action Plan
(2006-2010-2020), our country has included the “public attitudes toward science” into the scientific literacy evaluation
system as the core element. Started with the attitude research theories, this article reviewed and summarized research about
attitudes toward science. We finally proposed the insufficiency in the direction of the research about attitudes toward science.
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XA3o XA RSB LR T 20 HHEZE 50 4F
PURH, FEEE B IR R R B A EE LA
LS B2 BB 15 57 2 8 IR B9 B0
i, BRI R AR DML e B 57 e B
FRIFMAR, UM EZ KRR E 2
B W, PEIT E R 5 TR R
SN BN AARFHEZE SR (Scientific Litera—
cy, SL) & X BL2= B f#  (Public Under—
standing of Science, PUS) KR, J— K
XRHEA SR TR B F o0, BEE R
FHE R ETIABIRA . F A xRy
IS BERIFEAA T 20 T4l 90 RN, EAP 4
W, AT F AR B D, EA B
FEAFERM, LRAIE 10 45 SR A B 58 3C
E: () RO FENNSR; Q) %=
UEATSE R 22 1 1 G 1R) 46 A9 05 1k R4 T R AT
FE, A1 G il B B SR S RSO A TR 5
() XIBARIS AR T HFE B, HAE
X RFA OGS E Y BEAR EAFTE DR . 1R (&
RAEMFRBA TN E (2006—2010—2020
) MRS, FRE KRB E SR
FIAFL R BRI Z b, IF HAE MO
HEMTRSeRP AR R, E5us
GIRFPRRTRLRT, X )27 0 25 BE B FEAT) 75 TR
Ao AN EERFEIIE AT, XFlr)
BRI T RIS s, R BR EXTRE R
SR B LR AR ASS T 7 ) o

1 SEHRREIR
1.1 SERSER

X PR 5r, AR BUR
gr. SO SRR BB,
JEEE R (affection) BYFRIL ., Thurstone
(1926) PHASR S FEEEAMAXT R 24, dn oAt
AL EY RS, SRR ECE R E A
[l 1% A B . Wrightsman  (1972) 9 25 i
JE RS HE RO G2 i B OC FR A AH X B AR
FRR B T AR B T 28 B o AU o3 BB R
A AL T H AR R, W s 5 8 5%,
TAAAL I S 1 A5 Rosenberg (1960)
NSRRGSR 456, X &1k

B2 B UG A& 8 & AR MK 3 o Rokeach
(1968) Mg A HEE S0y« TR S g
B8 B4 B 0y LA R e M L AR R A
AL, BN PAEFES S
L IR T Rosenberg & Hovland 2 ) =401
B, NS EAEINA (cognition) | 8
(affection) VA X417 M £ (behavior) =F
%, AWFREE ABC i, McGuire(1985)°
INAHBERA N (E&. Jil, %) |
THIR (k. O8. Zhbl. TEAIRRSE) Dl
11 P, Eagly & Chaiken (1993) Mo 2% B
FE SCOA s i A [R) B AN PR 1) O [ 1 PP A 55
e, S SOBTE AL BRI T R Y
R Olson &Zanna (1993) MHA Sk 25
AR SO 52X, TR A A
DA TP, R AR MARE & e Ek
B, LG IR, BORERZ R
BN ROZRE R AR 5 %
AT Jgftte], TR B T AR A X b
Y. BRI S el R
125EBERMERER: SEXTARNTBN

AEEXAT A B R F A TR O
BEMRER . BB S H%
XIAT AR, A AR ES B T Ak
47k . {HH LaPiere "5 12 38 48 TR0l & Al
YRR ERAGTE AN MEA, RIWEES LR
TP RBIA—E LG, BT A B 0 S50
—HFEAR, WIS RURE, SRR
A7 R TN B VA R R DA 3 AT T AT
(1) Fm/METRRRB T () B EAR
WAt R B) mANESM fMimsz, &
el 285 B B G b T A 7 Sy A0 5 A TR i A R e
DU RO 46 S 0], T 3 e 22 4 Xk ] —
BDEHATIE, JFERRIIAA T hEER 0 H
RS, X RbeE AR B IR AL, AR ESE A
(R 3 A2 10 43 ) B R A T e T 25 5 R
5L, A RS AFH T .

2 HEFEHBERKE SR
21 RN RE
A XL 2 0 35 BE B 5 — 2 A 1 IR



oo BT XIRRA SR U, (A5
ISR, O RIS B JEE X R
W . Haladyna & Shaughnessy (1982) [
I TAHRK MRS E X, KREUr
HUE 68 (D BEARESE; Q) MR
FROEE; Q) XN TRHMHAFTSRE;
(4) Xt FREER % (5) X T IHRER N
HWER;  (6) XMTRARHASE . X
B XRLEE RAS EE R P AN R B,
76 X HME & i AT A A G 1Y JE Klopfers
Klopfer (1971) "I LAFEROARST , X Fl ek
TR T A3 R 6 R, BRI RLE LR
RN E R PR PR ERR
ML FAR R IR IR - SRR SRR
gl RNFREEA SR SR e . A,
WS SE BT AR S BARAR RN LXK 53
Aiken (1969) " Gardner (1975) PYT-4H53#r
Bl (science attitudes) YIS, ¢ X
DRFFEHRISE  (scientific attitudes) 5 X B2
ﬂjﬁﬂ’i%{ E/‘J?S B*:“ (attitudes toward science or
scientists) , {75 X BF 7 B9 A BEA 1 BH M i) B
fit, K Klopfer $2 H 1943285 A 21 X k27 1)
BERTEWE . Halady & Shaughnessy (1982) !
IR SRR T Gardner [P

BEE XA E A B e M, A0S B
G N FR) B W - if . Koballa & Crawley
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Hukins (1980) PUEHSCHREZE IR A XL
RS F2AUHE 33N (D — RS
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George & Kaplan (1998) A Sk X )27 fit) 25 B
AR EARBIIE R, FSRMEW. (AR, &
FEE X B2 R IR TR, XA A A
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FPPRIN R, B TR AL R B ERe
ISR ZE 5
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IR E RS BT EEE PRI 42, 27
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HOHETRI 22 5. 2R E WA
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G (2) X RSP ) 2 XS
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K, RS RS A R AT, Rk
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F LR I BUN SR ECE B AHES), ik
B8, D R ARk 27 ) 25 B 9 A7 e R R
% 514> (Euro barometer) F 4§, HE B .
(1) BARRYE D24 E DR AR e AL EUOR
FRAHARPORP I EE S, () R
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W SRR A, A, AR A X i
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Oshorne (2003) ™! ZHEE (2006) P
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Weinburgh (1995) 21X} 20 20 -£ /440
BIFSE SCHR 1) ¢ B 1 X s 2 Y A B e
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Jones 55 (2000) PIBF5Y LB 90 4R B 4z
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HHFEIF (2012) PR rhaE A B AR Y
AT, WERIERRZS, Hrh B L7
P2 AR B R E 2R, BASEST
W, TR RZHCHE S Bidshie, Bl
AP BT ESIE . Archer (1992) PUWFFE4E
H10~15 2 Lo 2a A b g . Bl SRR 1Y
Mk R, [ ), Elwood & Comber
(1995) BWESE [ 55 2o A k27 2] I i) LA
H, RIUC S AR, Bz g
BR, BANT @A, HAb A WA
B BLAh, ForFE t R 25 5 I R R T
T # %R . Harding (1991) P Watts &Bentley
(1993) BN A SRBLE R 1 . 20 A1 H
H P EA BT ARG 2o B, TRt
PR ] 7 22 S Al BRAIE T 55 Lo FE a0 A%
JITHMART] . Whitehead (1996) POXF IR
M 1] 22 5 5 T A 58 2 Z IR B 2 Al B0 52 gk A 7
FEXT, AR 25 5 0 SR RN R AE N SCRE 2
HARBEW®EL, BEZERT AT
PEBIFRR (gender identity) o

Breakwell & Beardsell (1992) V%3 H i
AL 2B 2 B 4% X0 Bk 22 1Y 285 85 B O B
McEwen &5 (1986) PUFFEINAZ T X RRARIZS
JE 5 R BE AT KV BOEA G . XA AR 25
R, AR E AT SIE IR E R X R A B
R 52 ) R & — F 81T, Simpson & Oliver

(1990) P45 t Z 52 B3 ACBEXS £ 1 HY S
ARFIERZIE, I HACRERIXS L 1 520
A 25t . Woodrow (1996) P54 Hh W UM 11
SR AR T2 9 NS R L s R
Ak, Talton & Simpson (1985) PUEINTE 11~14
ZEdr, bR T ACEERsZm AN, [EAE R PR
FHWABE AL, FERE A 52 S AR R 52
M (influenced by group norms) . K ‘B UN &
(2005) gL X SSCI BIRMEZH W Rl Tt
%’i’ ﬁ;H‘ﬁ‘ , Zifﬂ%’l%%ﬂ% (Classroom context)
MIFR O B B R, Hirp, 3
BEEHRAUBEHMH . B SH T HSE,
Henderson 5% (2000) "WHIR AT 2= 15
TR A E P R ) E Ry, B
T, FANTE B ZC TS, 20
PLR 7 FPAT 00 5 A b2 ) 25 B 7 AR S )
(1) MRy~ Bbrs (2 TR A H s
itk Q) EMRE R (4
AR AR ), DURASARAT B B A S
Zu; (5 XA B ER RAT RN 3CF
(6) RIGIREH Y, BIZF BRIZCAH
Bl (1) BIEMECFE R,

AN, A5 L SRR, XA
[F) SCAE I X R S B R T TS, 4
I Woodrow )@ 5% . Taylor (1993) M PL K
Modood (1993) IR A [ ) K22k BH 2 A 1A T
PR, SRR BN 27 A B il i e 2 A DG T
. TREEECE S E

®1 ERBEEHIZWER

AL T $R 3 ()
o Harvey & Edwards ( 1980) ; Schibec (1984) ; Archer (1992); Weinburgh (1995); Elwood &
e Comber (1995); Jonesetal. (2000); #:5575 (2012)
N Harding (1991); Watts & Bentley (1993); Whitehead (1996)
FREL T KF Brown (1976); McEwen et al. (1986); Breakwell & Beardsell (1992)
FhE T FF Simpson & Oliver (1990); Woolnough (1994); Woodrow (1996)
EEES: A Talton & Simpson (1985)
M Ebenezer & Zoller (1993); Piburn (1993); Henderson et al. (2000); ARE U5 (2005)
M 5T H Henderson et al. (2000); FREINGE (2005)
e Taylor (1993); Modood (1993); Woodrow (1996)
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()RR S BE O RIEATIR R, 4Rk
TRECBARRY I (na i . W% . PHEEr)
LHR B R I E R (e ERLE) SRBLE
DR R RS, H A 5 2 ] FY
P A A8 B A [ 22 55 95 Him i B R 2 8] 20
Bt IR, b MR R ARl A 28 R ] Y 56
FOANZAI S . Zimbardo (1971) WIffF5Y
feii, MATEAL PR R A€ (role) 2
SERMBHEZ —. HAkEL, MR8
COAE S5 HE T AMRTE—E T AR IS Z A1
TN S, WA AR R TL A AR,
(R RSP X AR R S e A M (=
X RFER S R A—FER) . JikAE (2007) B
MEERRE . PO AR5 R
Br)z, EREASE B ZRR 7 B 2SR A T IR A )
B, SRR AN [E B o e R RL S AS
A A B 22 e, ) —ZR5 B JE A Bk T
Jii BB B SR SO 2 2 28 A0 ) 50— 3
B2 53R AR SRS . A, e
B AR B AT BE A T R FA L, I
EEAE A (self—monitoring) EiINHITFER  (need
for cognition) BEWEHZ M PN 0> 25 5 AR IE B 6 3K -
Snyder % (1982) WF5¢ & B A K W54 58
% SN A M A R E T R T S AR AT
A, BRI E (social desirahility) , A%
R AR I S e A B SRS . Ca-
cioppo & Petty (1986) 1% Bl = A HI 75 5K & 1Y
A RE S AR - b PN AR . B9 A5 0, T AEA AT
TR BT 2%
*2 #HLBERHEWEER

A IS4 FEHE ()
BlERR Bauer & Durant & Evans(1994)
AR Zimbardo (1971) ; Haney&Zim-

bardo (1985); Jlibkifg (2007)
A IR S [ Snyder(1982)
PNGIEEN Cacioppo & Petty(1986)

24METHR

M T AR A RS TR A S HIR
W, R, W TR AR ER S TR R
AR, WIZE SRR . Munby (1983)
WEET 56 1~ 1967~1977 HE[a) A% “SIRARIZS

ORI TR, IR (D B
YRS Q@ XNTREARREE; 3 X
FREEHARE; @) WTREERERER
S (5) XMNREAGHESRE ., SRR,
XL T H A A Bt RAEFIERUE, S5
XS TAERIF I Z5 1 I E A BA U] T
ZFE R.Pardo & F.Calvo (2002) BOVEf X} KK HE 14
A2 D23 T T A 0] A5 A 7 30 TR A PR 3R 40 A
J VL I0) A 1 S i R DR 3R SRR A 0N U
GHERATIA, Dz GEH = TR
Mo WL, JCR e A X A G B i e
R X A2 TP BRI A, R
W T BB TR AF L AF G At 23 98 BT o 1 4
bro ITSE4E, FEEFFARIGIHTITIERIGIA, X
HWEIEC A IEE . DU & HATE NSt
FEH R LR B2 A B3R

(1) B AE &R (Scientific Attitude
Inventory, SAI) : Moore & Sutman (1970) %,
P RATE TR B E . BrS
FEZHOCER L MR AR ST L MR AR JERY
PLHREE 60 AT, RHT 4 Ty, MsEZUIE
& (if you agree strongly) F|iZUAN[EE  (if you
disagree strongly) , A& & HPERSET . HT
RIS R SR E AU, H2
AL, WSR2 R REFRY, Moore
&Foy (1997) EHIEIT iz, #H&msF
{E5°8 0.805, Cronbach’ o FRETH 078152,

(2) Bh2AH & BE M B (Test of Sci-
ence—Related  Attitudes, TOSRA) Fraser
(1978) %l Pl it AxbRIE RO
FEAZRIINE . IR ERA RIS . Bl S
AR AT BEFIREE TP A IRER . RREEAIERINYG
B SRR A 48RS 6 A J5 T, 5 Klopfer
A TINB A ——X N, 3 10 AN,
2% Fraser A MGRIESE, ZiERAA RITFHE
JEIKP,

(3) XRIFEMAAEEER (Attitudes Toward
Science in School Assessment, ATSSA) : Ger—
mann (1988) il , At % i I & 19 (LR T
FAEXRRE R H SRS, RS AR X TR AR
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F s 2, 414 8, KA liken 5 &3t
4y, MAER ] (Strongly Agree, SA) FIHEH
ANEE[A) (Strongly Disagree, SD) ™1,

(4) MFFEERSERER. REGESE R
Wi (1997) gt HFEFS (2012) BITHIXT
Pl SRR, H4940WH, fRNES
RAYERE, BRI E 8 ANIH) | 2
Bl (12D H) . BHARR (144 THE) |
FleeE g A5 ADHH) o fdfdatr, S48%
N B FR Y Cronbach’ o RE(43518: 0.858,
0.779. 0.783. 0.813 1 0.853, CFA #1454k
JERG BAT, [ E R B,

31 | N A ES R 15 O e B N A
BN B 7 LR HE 3 i 0 R AR 27 R 7
AR ML, WESE (2007) B9 JiE BK i
(2007) TR A A 5% >R HT v R 4 2l Y
AR R IR 2 10 1) 4 oA DR R 1 A B
IEAS o P I R4S A5 8B 38 H ) —
BITE G RIF R IFFRE BT =, FRUER
U, aniEsese (2007) PIBFSE G A R
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SR . (D WIES BN MAEE,
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