2003 11 1 61-64
Advancesin Psychologica Science

( 400715)
Goodman 3
B844
1
19 3 20 30
20 30
20 50
[
20 80 2
Harvard ' sProject Zero
HPz @
4 _ 13
Luquet 4
Piaget! Luquet
Goodnought®
Lowenfeld 6
0-2 2~4
4~7 7~9
911 11~15 Y
1940
2002-02-24
) ( 99czx009)

61



-62- 2003

Arnheim
B Gardner (9]

Dennis Morra
[10,11]

[2

Goodman 2

repleteness expression composition

represent

Goodman

Goodman HPZ

2.2
HPZ
HPZ “ "

Carothers ~ Gardnert™® 7 10 12



- 63-

7 10
12
HPZ  Ives™ Carothers ~ Gardner!™
lves
3
“ " 4
16
Ives™
3
Karmiloff-Smith*  « X ’
1994  Morra 18
M 6-11
M
Morra*®l
M
M
17 |yed™
3
Pascual-Leone*® —_
(Theory of Constructive Operators, TCO)
TCO (schemes) (general-purpose mechanisms) 2
M TCO M
TCO
M

(29



64 2003

[1] : ) .. ,2000.1

12 ; ; 1996, 36: 281~289
[3] Thomas G V, Silk A M J. An introduction to the psychology of children’ s drawings. Harvester Whesatshesf, 1990

[4] Luquet G H. Le dessin enfantin. Paris: Alcan, 1927

[5] ) ) ) 1980. 49~53

[6] Goodnough F L. Measurement of intelligence by drawings. New Y ork: Harcourt, Brace and World, 1926

[7] Lowenfeld V. Crestive and menta growth. New York: Macmillan, 1947

[8] Arnheim R. Art and visud perception: A psychology of the cregtive eye. London: Faber & Faber, 1956

[9] Gardner H. Artful scribbles: The significance of children’ s drawings. New Y ork: Basic Books, 1980

N

[20] Dennis S. Stage and structure in the development of childreri s spatial representation. In: Case R. ed. The mind’ s staircase: Exploring
the conceptua underpinnings of children’ s thought and knowledge. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum, 1992. 229~245

[11] Morra S, Moize C, Scopes A. Working memory (or the M operator) and the planning of children’ s drawings. Journa of
Experimental Child Psychology, 1988, 46: 41~73

[12] Goodman N. Languages of Art. Indiangpolis, Indiana: Hackett

[23] Carothers T, Gardner H. When children’ s drawings become art: The emergence of aesthetic production and oerception. Development
Psychology, 1979, 15: 570~580

[24] Ives SW, The development of expressivity in drawing. British Joural of Educationa Psychology, 1984, 54: 152~159

[15] Kamiloff - Smith A. Constraints on representational change: Evidence from children’ s drawing, Cognition, 1990, 34: 57~83

[16] Morra S, Caoni B, d Amico M R. Working memory and the intentional depiction of emotions. Archives de Psychologie, 1994, 62:
71~ 87

[27] . . 1997 45: 367~377

[18] Pescud-Leine J. Organismic processes for neo-piagetian theories. A didectical causal account of cognitive development.
Internationa Journd of Psychology, 1987, 22: 531~570

[19] ] : ] 1994 5:154~164

Review On The Development Studies On Expressivity In Children’ sDrawings

Gao Xuemel,  Zheng Chijun,  Li Hong
(Department of Psychology, Southwest normal university, Chongging 400715)

Abstract: Since Goodman proposed the three properties of aesthetic (expressivity substantiation  constraction),
developmental psychologists have been interested in discussing children s cognitive development. Based on the
children' s expression of drawing. This article summarized the developmental study of children s expression of
drawing abroad, and discussed the model of children’ s cognition on drawing.
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