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THE SEMANTIC ENCODING CHARACTERISTICS IN CHILDREN S
TWO - DIMENSIONAL MODEL DRAWINGS

Li su* ,Li Wenfu', Wang Li?
(* Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, China 100101)
(®Beijing Normal University, Beijing, China 100875)

Abstract

The present study is the further exploration to the developmentd process of encoding characteristics through
children’ s drawings. One hundred and Sxty - three children aged from 4 - to 7 - years participated in the sudy. The
two main tasks were: copy the three and two - dimensond simuli of the same mode. And copy two - dimensona model
with different familiarity and different kinds of meaning. The participants were tested individudly , and the sequence of
the two tasks were asigned randomly. The resultsindicated that there were three kindsof codingin the children’ s draw-
ings. Thefird is sgparate coding, that is, the children copy the modd through decompos ng the componentsof the mod-
e. The second is canonicd orientation representation. The third isthe children copy the models as their actud visud go-
pearance. Few children use the first coding in four groups. Canonicd orientation predominant at the age of 4, and the
third coding is predominant &ter the age of 5. The change of the encoding in children’ s drawingsis a dynamic develop-
mentd process. The familiarity and the meaning of the modd s influenced children’ s encoding.

Key words children’ s drawings ,encoding ,stereotypic representation ,semantic.



