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Abstract

This research aimed to understand the perceptimhpractice of
science reading among elementary science teaéhgugstionnaire
was developed and a total of 410 elementary scigaahers in Taiwan
responded. Non-parameter analyses were conductbisisurvey. It
was found that science teachers in Taiwan wereguobs about the
relations between reading science and non-scieaterias. They
highly valued science reading, and considered tbbms responsible
for teaching and guiding students to improve regdiut lacked the
training and class time to do it. It is hoped titég study would provide
information and points of concern for science teastand researchers

regarding science reading research, instructiot t@acher training.
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