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The devdopment of children's Progective memory:
A compaison of the performance
with time-based tak and event-based task

Ji-Yeon Seo Kyoung-Sook Choi
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The purpoe o this gudy was to andyze the devdgpoment of dhildren's progective memory with
the time-based tak and the event-basad tak. The aubjects were tatd 90 three to five yer dd
children. Each age group was randomly divided into two subgroups, time-bassd tak group and
evant-basad tak graup. An expaimenter presmted 8 pidure cards to a child and then asked
him/her to remembe what hdshe saw. And then, the eqeaimenter requeted diild to chooe one
o 8 picture cards and to put it in care of the expaimenter while heshe was paforming puzde
gane. During peforming puzde game, dildren in the event-basd tak group were aked to
bring bak the cad to the eqaimenter when they recdved the cue In the condition of the
time-based task group dhildren were aked to return the card to the expaimenter without the
e dte finiing the puzde game The reults wee fdlonings Frd, the peformance o
progective memary increesed sgnificantly with age Seoond, dl children pefarmed the event-bassd
tak beter than timebassd tak. Third, younger children paformed the event-based task better
than timebased tak, and the peformance ggp betwemn timebassd tak and event-based task
becomes narov with age. Thee realts were intepreded as tha the pefomance o the
evant-basad tak devdgps eatlier than the peformance o the timebasad task.

Kewads : Prapative meroy, timelessd tak, eet-besd task.



