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Dyk, Faterson, Goodenough, & Karp,
1962; Witkin & Goodenough, 1981).
The term refers to several phenom-
ena, one of which is that some people
find it much easier than other people to 
identify parts of a figure as being sepa-
rate from a whole. An example of a task  
of field independence is shown in Figure 14.3. 
Field-dependent individuals would have a 
more difficult time finding the embedded 
picture in the larger picture (they are less able  

 this cognitive style 

independent, FI] or external [field-dependent, FD] referents in processing infor-
mation from the self and the surround-
ing field” (Kogan, 1983, p. 663). Later
conceptualizations broadened the defini-
tion of the style still more, associating the
FI style with a generally autonomous man-
ner in interpersonal relationships (people 
who might be likely to form their own 
opinions regardless of what their friends 
think), whereas FD individuals are seen as
more likely to rely on others, especially in
ambiguous situations.

A second example of different types of cog-
nitive styles has been called cognitive tempo, 
or the style of reflectivity/impulsivity. Kogan 
(1983) defined this style as “the extent to 
which a child delays response during the 
course of searching for the correct alterna-
tive in a context of response uncertainty”  
(p. 672). This can be illustrated with refer-
ence to Figure 14.4, which depicts an item 
from the Matching Familiar Figures Test 
(MFFT) developed by Kagan and his asso-
ciates to assess cognitive tempo (Kagan, 
Rosman, Day, Albert, & Phillips, 1964).

The task posed to respondents in the 
MFFT is to find the item that exactly 
matches the item shown at the top. As 
you look at the other six pictures, notice
that each one is very similar to the top 
item. Thus, finding the exactly matching
figure requires your careful attention.

Item: Find the “4” in the �gure above. Correct response

4
 Figure 14.3: Example of 

a field dependence/field 
independence (FD/FI) test 
item.

 Figure 14.4: Example of a Matching Familiar Figures Test (MFFT) item.
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