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(Davis & Dinner, 1986 ; Sierpinska, 1987).
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(Matz, 1980).
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Eisenberg, 1983 ; Orton, 1987 ; Steen, 1987 ; White, 1990).
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(Ashlock, 1976 ; Brown & Burton,
1978)

(Sowder, 1988).
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Babbit (1990) : :

(Liedtke, 1988)
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(Babbit,
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