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Abstract

To explain why people often test a
hypothesis/rule by confirmation strategy,
rather than falsification strategy,
intrusion of inductive reasoning
component in deductive reasoning task
was examined. Twenty-four college
students and first year master program’s
students and 20 R& D workers
participated in the study and solved 20
four-card selection tasks differing in the
concreteness of the rule description.
Results show that when rules were
embedded in concrete but meaningless
stories, R&D workers performance
suffered more than college students.
Meaning which is induced from
experience thus seems plays a
significant role in deductive reasoning
tasks.
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