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The purpose of this study is to take apart and put
under scrutiny the cognitive and motor components
underlying drawing activities. It has been proposed
by Cohen & Bennett(1997) that there are four major
mental stages of drawing that limit the drawer s
performance in distinctive ways. The four stages are:
(1) The perceptual evaluation of the object; (2) The
selection of which parts of the object are to be
represented, and the way of expression; (3) The
execution of fine motor program that requires
delicate control ; (4) The evaluation of the painted
results, so that useful feedback can be given. We
designed six tasks, 1.e. cognitive style, absolute
spatial positioning, relative positioning, and
absolute line placement, that probes cognitive and
motor components of Stage 1 and 3. We aim to look
into the correlational relationship between the
performance in each task and the participant’ s
drawing skill. The results would benefit our
understanding of ‘the cognition for drawing’ and
possibly also expand the believed value of art
education.

Drawing, Cognitive style, Spatial abilities, Spatial
imagery, Object imagery
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