
 

)  

Libarkin, 2001) 

 

 

 



 

)  

Attitude toward Scince and Its 

Relashinship to Cognitive Motivation 

Abstract 

The present study aimed to investigate the relationship 

between attitude toward science and cognitive motivation 

and identified the two variables, also, to identify the different 

significant for both variables depending on gender (male-

female) and type (citizens-residents). To achieve the 

objectives, the researcher used attitude toward science scale 

(Libarkin, 2001) and modified cognitive motivation scale, 

after get validity and reliability for two scales, a stratified 

sample random was (200) students, the results showed a 

positive attitude toward science and different significant 

depending on gender. And no different significant depending 

on type. The participants had cognitive motivation. There 

were different significant in cognitive motivation depending 

in gender and no different significant in cognitive motivation 

depending on type, in addition to, there was relationship 

between attitude toward science and cognitive motivation, 

the study have some recommendations and future study.    

Key words: Attitude toward Science, Cognitive Motivation, 

Students. 
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this way because 

that is the way 
nature is; any 
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