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Background and Motivation

_ 4
o Importance of Critical Thinking & Argumentation

o Characteristics & Curriculum Design of Gifted
Students
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Research Design
TAP Teaching
Instruments & Data analysis




Research Design

pth
N=28

TAP I
Science CTSI Teaching CTSI
N=14
CTDI Alslclo CTDI CT
I
Humanities Arg.
N=14 ]
Worksheet Arg. Skills
il

Arg. Quality




TAP Teaching

CT

N

Arguments

N

Breaking Internet Science Tales

2012

Coal

Freeze Hot

& Rust | Instantly Ice

A\

worksheet

TAP




Instruments & Data analysis

Research Instruments Data
Question Analysis
Ability Critical Thinking for inventory in Science _
CT Paired-Sample
: . .. . : . T test
Disposition Critical Thinking Disposition Inventory
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Argumentation Skill




Arguments

1.0

0.8 -

0.6 - mA
HB

04 - wC
ED

0.2 -

0.0




Argumentation Quality
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