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Engagement Means Competence:
A Summary of the Research and Value of “The ICAP Framework”

SHENG Qunli' DING Xu' & TENG Meifang?®

(1. College of Education Zhejiang University Hangzhou 310028  China;
2. Hangzhou New Century Foreign Language School Hangzhou 310006 China)

Abstract: The ICAP Framework as a learning modes taxonomy is a cognitive engagement theory with behav—
ioral characteristics which defines the specific operational engagement of the cognitive activities so as to be applied in
various learning situations. Based on learners’ differentiated overt learning behaviors and the students” overt engage—
ment the learning modes in the ICAP Framework can be categorized and differentiated into four modes: Interactive
Constructive Active and Passive corresponding to a different set of knowledge-changeing processes and the learning
outcomes. Interactive mode is generally more effective than constructive mode which in turn is better than active
mode. All three modes are better than passive modes in promoting students”learning (I >C >A > P) which means
the more the students become engaged with the learning materials the greater the ability they have to learn. The em—
pirical evidence for the ICAP hypothesis is provided from a wide variety of learning activities for the students of different
ages and in different disciplines. ICAP Framework is a comprehensive teaching theory which is beneficial to improving

education practice.

Key words: ICAP Framework; taxonomy; learning modes; engagement; competence
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