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Abstract:

The study aimed at investigating the relationship between the Cognitive Method
(dependence- independence from the cognitive domain) and the attention of the Eleventh
Grade students in public schools in the Directorate of Education/ Hebron, and recognizing
the role of some of the variables in the Cognitive Method (dependence- independence) for

that group of students .

The researcher used the descriptive co relational approach, where she used two scales: The
first is the measure of (independence/ dependence) on a certain field by the verbal image,
and the other is the scale of attention. The study was applied on a stratified random sample
of the population under study, the number of which was (1017) students, who were
distributed as samples of the study, and the system of statistical software packages (SPSS)

was used in the analysis and interpretation of the results.

The researcher found that the degrees of the Cognitive Method (dependence- independence
of the perception domain) for the Eleventh Grade students in public schools in the
Directorate of Education/ Hebron, are represented in the fact that a student believes that his
future depends on his academic effort, and that when he is in a group of colleagues, he
tends to participate easily in conversations, and loves to do his favored school activities.
He also prefers to have a unique and distinctive role in his own life. He also believes that

most of the problems that confront us have more than one solution.

The degrees of attention to the Eleventh Grade students in public schools in the
Directorate of Education/ Hebron are represented in the fact that a student doesn't seem to
not attentive to hear or read or see, but that he focuses attention on the work performed,
and that he doesn't move from one activity to another before an activity is completed and
doesn't answer the questions without thinking, and doesn’t find it difficult to listen to the

others while talking. He also doesn't like to talk without interest and without reason.



The researcher came to a conclusion that the more the degree of Cognitive Method is
found in an individual, the more is his ability to focus and his analytical and detailed vision
to things. His attention then can be described as wide. On the other hand, the researcher
found that if the degree of using the Cognitive Method decreases, and the dependence on
the Perception Domain increases, then the degree of attention will be less, and thinking

will be narrow and less comprehensive.

The results pointed out that here is no statistically significant differences at the level of
(a=0.05) between the average of the cognitive method (dependence- independence from
the cognitive domain) in the Eleventh Grade students in public schools in the Directorate
of Education/ Hebron attributed to the sex variable, order of birth in the family, or the

place of residence.

There were statistically significant differences at the level of significance (0.05 > a)
between the average cognitive method (dependence- independence from the Cognitive
domain) in the Eleventh Grade students in public schools in the Directorate of Education/
Hebron attributed to the variable of academic achievements, the branch and the place of

birth.

There are no statistically significant differences at the level of (0.05 > a) between the
averages of the attention in the Eleventh Grade students in public schools in the Directorate

of Education/ Hebron attributed to the sex variable, and the order of birth in the family.

The main recommends were: The need to train students, depending on the Cognitive
Domain, on the analysis and synthesis skills required to resolve the problems of math in
order to help them raise the level of achievement in mathematics. Moreover, taking into
account the individual differences between students regarding their cognitive styles, and
dividing them into groups according to their skills and abilities, in addition to the use of
appropriate teaching methods for each level. The study also recommended the need to train
teachers on using the method of teaching by contract for the purpose of developing various
skills among students, in addition to the use of cooperative learning methods by the use of

groups, to raise students’ interest in their studying material by the use of incentives.
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