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Pellegrino Td Quellmalz ( 2010:130) & AR — “There is an interesting
and powerful confluence among theory, research, technology and practice,
especially when it comes to the integration of curriculum, instruction and
assessment.”
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2- “Children enter kindergarten as kinesthetic and tactual learners, moving
and touching everything as they learn. By second or third grade, some
students have become visual learners. During the late elementary years
some students, primarily females become auditory learners. Yet, many
adults, especially males, maintain kinesthetic and tactual strengths
throughout their lives .” — ( Teaching Secondary Students Through Their
Individual Learning Styles, Rita Stafford and Kenneth J. Dunn; Allyn and
Bacon, 1993 & 314N )
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