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Critical Thinking Education and Development of Web-Based Apps

This panel discusses a research project to develop a web-based app for beginning critical-
thinking exercises for Japanese students and its learning effects. Although the need for critical
thinking education has been called for, the lack of teaching materials and qualified instructors
has been pointed out. Such a gap may be filled by self-study materials, especially online apps.
Against this background, the five chapters report the following topics. Chapter 1 (Takenaka)
introduces the overall project. Chapter 2 (Zhang) reviews the concept of critical thinking.
Chapter 3 (Takenaka & Jikuya) overviews the development of a critical thinking app with
simple gamification. Chapter 4 (Jodoi) reports and discusses the effects of using the apps with
and without gamification to compare the learning effects. Although the experimental group did
not show an apparent gain in the post-tests from the gamification, it was confirmed that
learning with a web-based app, regardless of the gamification, did have a positive learning
effect. Finally, Chapter 5 (Uchida & Inoue) discusses some implications of using critical
thinking apps in education.
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F1E ILHICZ (T4 BH)

FROBHIE BB TR DB R VRN O DL AR INTVEDOR [Z7 ) T4 ALy v
V7 TH 5, HRTR WHFAB» b F BB ICE S EC.HABHGICHETERY 77 v —,
B EE ). BRI L v o ZHNEREZ B ICO T X ¢ 5 2 L AEDRE L LTHIRE
T3 CUERRIEA. 2008; 2016), AfE<Tid T2V 74 Ay v % v 27 (Critical Thinking) |
Z TR EE | & Rk e LT 5, 2 RN - A EE | WAT - FUEm EE
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HEEENEE RS, LfAERZ 2 UL 2Sch 5208 (FR. 2011), FElicowCix 2 &

() Tl %,

T 20T 4 ANV VRV TEHE~OHARNEEREE o T3 ERICOWTHRR 5, JT4F
TRY =Y YA ATATICE ST, WEDFHICT 24 7 =2 —ZAPEE S ., —EDo N2 3%
NERGARICLTLE) ZLICL > T, Wb R Wi EFHASE X 72 0 . BEERHOHHR
DEMEEDITINC —~EDHEL G522 T27 —AbHERINTWDE, THEABFTYIA v
BECHIOERIGEWERIZP WV ZHICTA L TCZOERPHIEZ A TLES, [Za—F
T VYN—HR| L Vo 2RO AEL TS, TAT Y XLADEZICT X > THEADFELE
MRS 72NEDa vy T VY BRRIRINZMEAICH 2 . V—r A AT 4T THHY LIEY
L 7= SRR - AR Fo ARl c#2i 2 c b o, A oERAICH IR BRI~ HicL <
LES L2 FRATH S, BEAAHORESY T2 —F = v N —FREFSHoFHao v [ L
A EDFLERICENTH, ZLOABRBRLAZTH S 5, HFICENLZERICTLT, 27V
TANANBLEATHEGOHBIL T AFLETRICE > THHETH 5,

FERFELZ TSN, BEAELTD 2V T4 ALY VY F Y T ROICELDTH
A2, FNiFu AN -ala=r—vavREERED Yo A2 RFICED T LR L X
5, ¥725anr v A AL ZOWMBMNLTITDZ DO —2Th 50, HEZH Y & BRI L &
ZALL T 720, @EOKNEED L ORHAICELHFEL R vwA J XR—=v a v EBRL T
e |ETH B,

FECHIREL LT 2V T AN v EF Vv 72 BHLET 2 2 L IZEETH 5, TFEHR
O EHELE & R THARDR OB ER S TE Y, EHEMIIA v 7 F B 2EOE
WMRBEZEAHLTWICiR, MBS I 2L ADROHATEINEHNEZTALETH
29, KFEEDZEN e [HR] OLHED O OBHIA 70 ¢, FEH - JLH R E1 S %2R b 7
5 ] T2LRBAPMEIN TR WEIRLED %,

ZDESICHANBBICEDLETIZ VT4 AN VF Y VEEOLEEIFIREBEI LTV 3 D
DD, ZDOHEEWHIFEZONTHWDE L EFF0EW, I, RFECBEFL7V T4 AL v F
Y IBEOBURZ T L TIEIc X 2 & HMEZ A L 2BEE O R BHE AV v FhHE
FIENE J7 1 D RHEST & v o 7= RIED TR X T v 3 (- 8 2016; #5100 - 1BA - ¥ - JR¥YE,
2014), £72. 2V T AN VXV TEHBED 0 QPN REM P HAICE W TIFEEE T,
HKEDONEIEEHIN TS 2 ELEMI T3 G, 2014), b b A4 v 7 +—<n
Oy VORI THL )T AN XV I ERZ, FHliT 203 H L X DES A, HRDK
DI VT4 ANY Y F Y THEERZEENICHEEL TR VCDOREIRTD 5,
AFFZDOHMIZ, CNOHEMARE - FHEEED T OO & - fFEHEAR L Lo 2BUREZ B E 2| 15
HBEPCELCHFEEVPAESECELT 7747 7—=v 7 REMOTa b2 4777
[C-training | OFAFE - MELAITH 2L TH B, T2 T4 77 —=v 7 FkE2MA L -HE 5k
PEMHEE LS L0, $HBME LTV 27T 7 VDAV E—T 2 —ABEMTH LI, 2 L
TTF—3747—>avBHELERYVANSE LTIV EENEZEDO LN, LW HICD
WTHRET L Tw <,

Z @ [C-training | #%al - I B0 TCE X =T v V2 RFED IV T 4 ANy v XV 7]
FYEELUL BN =17 47—y a vERSMA L, BEKREICEERERA~— T+ 7+ vV

- 202 -



Proceedings of the Tokyo Conference on Argumentation, Volume 6

R—Z2QHFEET 7V HME L7z, 77 Y CfEHT2MEE L, Az hzUET 27
V74 ey dvyr7orb, ERENGHEERCHERE Vot TRy PO L —= v IR
&N 501 challenging logic & reasoning problems| (LearningExpress, 2005) % &R L 7z, LA
T AWEF—L2BFKL AT 7V [CT 77V ] &&Kidd 5,

ARcirRE (B) © 3 (20740 v v vy (EHMEE) | & dfld, ERPHER
R WETT RO W TS 2, HHIREE B3 2 BE O BUR L IO W T Hfiltn 5,
HI3E (b -#E) TIECT 7 7Y OG- FFIcO W T e ® T b, it B4 & (L)
T LZCT 7 7Y 2 2RI HHL T oo 2 KBMOMELR L, ZDHT 7 ) OEEL)
RoOWEEERZ R T, RIBICHIE -BEEL 72T 7V %2, YD X ICRFHE CHEM L L CHHT
EDHREMEAE 20N %T 5 (WH - b)), Bick-oT 2740y vy ]
FICHwbONTwaEgE L THHNEE ] 2HVONTH 5 H 2 55, KR CIEmE % X
LihwnwzZ e ed s,

BIE ZECH
LearningExpress. (Ed.). (2005). 501 Challenging Logic & Reasoning Problems (2nd ed.). New York:
LearningExpress.

TR - Pl - A (2011). HHINEE 2 E L. HLHE.

M HE:T - BT (2016). RFICBT B2 VT4 AL VI Y VEE—% OBIR & SE—. ERRTE, 49,
pp. 1 —23.

AHIA - BAEFA] - FOARTT - RIEOLE]. 2014). 7 U 7 4 e v v 7EHE OB EFRE—RFIC BT
IREEREORE»b— WHKET—=v T2 vl —FREFER 11, pp. 85-94.

SCHRRFF . (2008). HRBHEF A S [ LFRBE OMELICIA T TJ . Retrieved June 30, 2020, from
https://www.mext.go.jp/component/b_menu/shingi/toushin/ __icsFiles/afieldfile/2008/12/26/1217067 001.pdf

XEEEA. (2016). FREBE BEims [ RPFHHREEHEHFICH T 2N TORRD E £ ] . Retrieved
June 30, 2020, from https://www.mext.go.jp/content/1377021 1 1 11 1.pdf

F2E #HPNBZIOVWTOER (R /IH)

2.1. EOER

HHMEZEZERFY v 0 EEETH B Y 7 77 2A0MERICEFEEZF>LdhTE D,
(Furedy & Furedy, 1985; @}, 2004) % O E I EFEWCK CTiHEH & 1T 5 (Halpern, 1998;
AR, 2006), 7 AY AT 20 HILOEYD S ETHE T 22 AISHIG T 2 BE K70 & CHEHIY
BEOFHICH Y O LHE EEBEA TN TS (FR. 2011; #8H., 2013), —#B
DRFETEMHNEZOHBIZEE L HECEREE O —2 L R I TE ) (Walters, 1994;
Kurfiss, 1988), HEDIFE/Z I TR, AV F 2726070207 L%MHD LRI A b H
it & ATV 2 (AR, 2010), X HICAZER DB A B H L~V TORHIREEZ OHE S <
OPDMERTERK XN T3 (Ennis, 1987,p.9), THE, HARICEWTH, FHL - 7m0 —x
MEBEHICER L T3 2 e R eilRIc, HWEZAGE T 2HHEA-BEmE > T
T2, K- . 2012; R 2011; #H - HA. 2007; HIF. 2002), Hric 2000
EDARE, HEHIEE MRS XL CERIELBL C AZTons L5k b, 9% - hERE T
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i (X270, BEHECE FEh] © AN 22EAEE LARS, SR
BTN — FEEPLHE L oo 72 TARRY - B Ic D 2 RELCEREHIC X VLI EZ D
BRUCHLY fHA w5 GER-, 2013; $EE, 2012),

2.2, BN

B EZEOEEEREBRINEA O S, HROEEL EFERILT L Z0o N2 FoEML
TWianZ e FbNTwb, fHlziE, 2000 £ OECD 28 3 4EZ & ICEBI T\ 5 ER
ENFEEFA (PISA) 1ICB W TiE, 2018 o % L2 L HLHEE 23 b 3 LD
fe) 7 7 v —HMORAEMEMNIZET L TE 0, HEROE LTI L, HEEU x5 thoilli. #&%
FR LS 2 2 L IicBb 2 MEOIEERMME L, RWEZHR L CERZEBR 2 & Icif@Es
B2 L EHBPPR I N T B CHRRAE - B EEBEEWTTEAT, 2019), 20RO 1oL L
THARMER DG EN LB ITE. 2% 0 FEHITEBM O AR A Vv DD b FAE~D—T]
MR ER L YV EHINTW R 2L RET b5 (WA, 2011), fl 21X, EKROEBEEFREC
V. SCFHE Y OB L K 2 7n & EHER 7 gifE ) ICHLE A E L, HEHIEE O RICER D S
% L0 BEMBP R EAREIN TS (% - FU. 2013), £ LT, M - 8(2016)13 [H
KICH T 2 SEEAE O ERBEHECHE OB b MmHIcE 2, fHicEL R 2 L
I0H, WEOBEG\MOXFFb Lo TEZX L] HFOZEXZMET 5] &) faAED i®
W] (p.2) L T b, FIL K. HIF(2002) b ERFE T O XEDO%  IFGm 72 XETid
(L XHERTH WIS RAIICER ZE W T W AHAZE D 5 LiBxTwb, Tz, #LHrmE
Er@mH LT dREN R INTZ Lo TH, AFHG TIIKA LRESBREIN TV 5, it
HIEZEOHEEL LTREL DT T420T7 7e—F 252  (Ennis, 1989), H 1 OV =
A 7 VT 7 v —F (general approach) I FEfFFIH (existing subject-matter instruction) D4y
B oFENREMZ L, YL 74 74 v 7 L v REREHE CHEHI EE o —k s A
(B LREME) X WHRINICHRE § 3 ik Th B, 8 2 DA v 72— 3 v 7 71 —F (infusion
approach) (IBEFRLH CHUHIN B Z 0 R ZBHRINTR L, BFEEOHGR - WA Z IR I 1
BOROLFEIRLLWIBXITTH S, M LT, #HEE O —MJFE R Z BHRINICOR X 3,
BEICHEARIH ORI - WRICESBEAIE2 L 2L CEEZFRT 2 L0 587k
4 ~— 3 v 7 7 v —F(immersion approach)7Z L FiL T3, N6 30D T 7u—F %A
# b+ % (general approach+immersion/infusion approach) D235 4 DIRAET 7u—FTh 5,
HAOYRHE CEMIN TV 2 ERIEHNI S A TALT T o —F L A~v—YavT7Ta—F
5 GEH. 2013), FIFEICEAL Cid. FrEORHH I A 3 Ic#ib I 838 o £ 2R 2 IR
KRB L X9 & 323E K2RV AL, L2d LoBERPERINI2IEELI LT »
SR H 56—, BECEIMFOBERNEFG I EAZORHRE LTL kD bN
5 e0% L BHEEZICBT 2158035 2 HE R I N TH, [HRILE % 2 HHRIFOF#EMED
fEs2) © [FREEOME ] (p.21)IK 2V TIRZNIFERZ LN TRV E W) HAEI T
w3 (BH, 2012),

Iolc, HHEEZBEZ L) LT 2HEOEH VDL V&S B KBTI 280D T0b
oTWgwne &bic, REPHMBINCEEICI Y ANTH R WEROIFEE Y IC2> T2 (3
(- My - L - RYE. 2014), X T, RFETHERPHABTAVWE EZOERBRIBE T
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W52 ERPHIEE 2RI BT ALRREC > Terna e (H - & 2016), BEENE -
HEAEDONFTIC(H ) F 27 22 EZELT, H6W50IChi o CTIHNEZE 25
LEBARLAEMDMAARIZEALRINTEL D) ZOINERFEHEOERBICERNLNT VRS T
& (NGRE - #H., 2015; #Filifth, 2014; HA - & 2016) D REM & LCETF LTV 5, KIC,
HHMEZEDERICOVWTRTA XS,

23. HHMBEEZEDOER

HHMEE I A T OEBEEA TR S N, FELERITEAZINTHEICHED
b9, X OERPERIIWIICE O M, MmN, HiY - BEE, MIEHFE, RicXoTsI LD
TR —HE AT n L iz offfft i v 2 (il 2 1. §8k. 2004;Hitchcock,
2017,2018; #&EH. 2001,2003), 2 L C. [FUCHEHECTORROBNUICEVEREBIELZD D
bHB, W OPDEREFIY EIFTAHL I,

» active, persistent, and careful consideration of any belief or supposed form of
knowledge in the light of the grounds that support it, and the further conclusions to which it tends,
constitutes reflective thought. (Dewey, 1910, p. 6)

»  Critical thinking is the process of evaluating statements, arguments, and experience. An
operational definition of critical thinking would consist of all the attitudes and skills used in the
evaluating process. (D’Angelo, 1971, p. 7)

»  Critical thinking is reasonable reflective thinking that is focused on deciding what to believe or
do. (Ennis, 1987, p. 10)

» A critical thinker, then, is one who is appropriately moved by reasons: she has a propensity or
disposition to believe and act in accordance with reasons; and she has the ability properly to
assess the force of reasons in the many contexts in which reasons play a role. (Siegel, 1988, p.
23)

»  We understand critical thinking to be purposeful, self-regulatory judgment which results in
interpretation, analysis, evaluation, and inference, as well as explanation of the evidential,
conceptual, methodological, criteriological, or contextual considerations upon which that
judgment is based. (Facione, 1990, p. 3)

» 1 will define critical thinking as a logic and rational process of avoiding one’s preconceptions by
gathering evidence, contemplating and evaluating alternatives, and coming to a conclusion.
(Smith, 1994, p. 2)

»  Critical thinking, which we define as the ability and willingness to assess claims and make
judgments on the basis of well-supposed reasons, serves as the guiding philosophy both in our
teaching and in our textbooks. (Wade, 1997, p. 153)

»  Critical thinking is purposeful, reasoned, and goal-directed. It is the kind of
thinking  involved in solving problems, formulating inferences, calculating
likelihoods, and making decisions. (Halpern, 1998, pp. 450-451)

20 A OHHEEZEDOL—Y L LT, LIELEERINTVEDIET A HOWUFERBEE
TH5T 2—APRE L [[KANEF] (reflective thinking) DBEETH 5, Ziid, [
LIESCHEI NI H#E. TN 2T 2RI E 2 225800 3 fawmic o & | BRI, K
Fely, MEMICEET 5] (Dewey, 1910, p. 6; EHR) L WINETH 2, %Dk,

D’Angelo(1971) 0 E# [F5. i, &P E G2 7ot 2] (p.7, FEHFR). Ennis(1987) D
ER M ZEC2, Mz2dXELPERETE L ICHESZ LT, AN TRKENREE] (p.
10, FEHR) . Siegel(1988) D EF [FRHHICH D T8 %2 3 2 HM-CE R 2 5Hi 3~ 28601)  (p.
23, FE#E0). Facione(1990) DEZ [MER. 70471, FHfi. Hamz S 726 5T HI O 2 B EHLHIH
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HWCH D, 2 OHIWOMWPL L & 2 AL, BES. STk, IR, 72 13Uk o B REHEIE
DFIHICIEE ST 2 b D (p.3, FEHF. Smith(1994) g [FEHLZIVE L . RERE 2 HEICH
JE L. 7l L CHEER A B 2 i X o TRABIZHERR T 2 3mBE0 - ¥R 7w 2] (p.2, &
FHiD. Wade(1997) 0 EF [ 2R licko %, FRZFHEL. Hr2 T e Z2ER] (p.
153, #HG)., Halpern(1998) 0 E# [HHM T, GO HEESRMEL S b | PSR -CHE
moE R, FTREEO T, BRREICEEINEBETH 5| (pp.450-451, EHRN) R L. %/
2> b ORCHEEZ DIEFE D 72 T 72, Z D H B Facione(1990) i< 351 2 #LHIEE 0 E K IT.

7 v 7 4 £k (Delphi Method) & FEIEIL 2 4 v X ¥ o —FiEICHKD & | #4238, LEYEH. BH
Trad s 46 HORANEZMEZT L OINEL 2N EEEcL2dbDTHS, ZL T,
Ennis(1987) DERIFBHETH L L OFIRETIHHINTE Y, RENBERZ LRI T2,

Hitchcock(2017, 2018) 13 4E5E & 41 2 #iPH > HAR, HIWTEEHEZ: & Dl 2> & #LHIRTRE O E &
DIHESEZME L 72, ChZ BT 2 LELOERLEHE T % L Dewey(1910), D’Angelo(1971),
Smith(1994) D #L I BEBE S 13 3 ICBEE S 2 A R FEVI (G 15 22 UE & 1 2 HIF) o FFAh
CEHEH LT3 —7, Ennis(1987). Halpern(1998). Facione(1990) i3 % #Lichn 2. Rz,
BRAE., HMEMEOERE o 2HEY O - E b BRL i tE2bNE, 2L
T, Dewey, Wade, Facione O & X HIWT % 1T 5 (make ajudgement) & \» 9 HEFICIEE 5T 3
23, Siegel, Ennis (8% 7' 10 & 2 D& I BT 5 17H), {5/& (action,believe) T TE ML T35,
o, HHMEEZOREAEFRTEH L LT, Dewey Ti3 [FEMM, ey, EE7Z | “active,
persistent, and careful”, Ennis T3 [ &2 D KEH ] “reasonable reflective”, Smith T i
2> > AR ] “logic and rational”, Halpern Tl [ HIHY, AR, HIYERAY ] “purposeful,
reasoned, and goal-directed” 23R I N TH Y, ZNbICHIGT 2 /515 L LT, Dewey Tl [
M FEERICI S LA T, Siegel Tl TERHRZFHGIFT 2. & 2 WIfTEICE 2% HEAICE .
Smith Tl [FFLZINVE L, B ZEEICHE L., 79l L TRz E < ], Wade TIZ [L o 2>
D EAHT ZIBMICHES | R EMHEEICL o THRE S,

FERECAR L7 X 5 i BRI B I i iREE s GRRR O FEMM PSSR ©CHAR CRIWT MM, =
BHIE) X o> T, SMAERCHS 2> T3, 234 T LOMHAN WD D LR
LRV EMRRTHNG, 2 LT, LR EEBR 01 - 2R 2@ R 25 U< 205
H% < H 5 R, 2011; Halpern, 2007; Hitchcock, 2017, 2018; &, 2003; “Fili, 2004; H -
.. 2007; Edman, 2008; Freeman, 1989; Hawes, 1990), Hitchcock(2018) I3l B 1< B b
2%k a R T THEICA T 728 72 8% | (careful thinking directed to a goal) & \» 5 i
DEAME ORI 27 BT 2 LT w3, Hawes(1990) i H 19:E [ (purpose-
oriented) & 7% 1 (method-oriented) ® —flifii 2> & $LH W B O IE R 2 HAL T 2,
FERL (201D XL EE % 3 DB RICE D FHERZ T o 7o T 0T [GRELY - AERYE
ok IS BE | AR 7' 1 & X % EHICSET 2 NER - BB EE | Tk
WRWEEZB IR 2oic, BESCURICIG U TEITE N2 BEERNEE ] (pp.2-3)72 & »
9, kit Hawes & Hitchcock 2328157 THAEEEMME] mx, MR THAME &3] &
WO EREEAMH L2, 2 LT, B8 (2003) 2k x| gosmi) & TEok k] (&
F7 v 2B T 2N EEZ OALER ) &S Tl & BeHIEE % B oAb L
TITHWZ D o THHfMF T S5, Lol D EREMICEZ LN, REICEIRNRbD L5,
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iz EL CHICOTOoNBE] 2B L7, CoERICH HIVME. KETE. AFED 3 %
FVEENT VD Z L0 5,

2.4. HHWEZ OERER

N EZ DS TERIIMEECHEFICL > TELRZ P, Z OERERICEANAIETH
BHES - A F N LIEBENMIE TH 2 RESE (attitude) - AP (disposition) 233 5 Z & 1T 134 Hi 7%
BENREINT VS 21F. Ennis, 1987; Facione, 1990; Siegel, 1988; Halpern, 1998; Wade,
1997; Edman, 2008; j&H. 2003; fi k. 2011, D’Angelo, 1971), #L¥IIEH % KHE S 2 1CiE,
BENZ Tl Thl, BELEMFLZ DL L BLERRTH 5, HHEERE I, 1§
WOMBICE TN hmm. ERCIEMG 2 AT 2 2 & [HHRIEOEHEME-CIHIRNE % FEfh
FTHZL, HEROBHMEAMEN T AL TEIRET A2 BEENE, —/7, #HLHE
FRRIEICIE, MFEE LA T ICREC 2D MERO ) ZRRAFEBCHEREZ RO L5 L32[
FE0 ) N F 2 BEC b A UERMECRBIVICEHE S 2 [ AP | EEMED S 2 1FWIEZHEH L.
7 2EHLC KD CHM 21T 5 &35 2 &, RIABT WL B2 2 FRICH L Ctho ATRENE
BRTLZ L WHMWEERNEFERLL S LT3 LEREEINTVE, UTTEhE
ICOWCEHAT 2, 3. #LEEFRET IO W Tl 5,

2.5. BHIR BERES

TR EERES - R F 4T TERZEAMAF L - G6J7] (higher order (cognitive) skills/abilities)
BHLFENEERRICEEL T3 b D7 )AL 2 5T % (Halpern, 2007, p. 6; Facione,
1990, p. 13; Paul, 1995, pp. 129-131; Ennis, 1987, p. 10; .. 2010, p. 146) .

Halpern(2007)1C X % &, @RI A F v L ix, 087 - 5l - A0S LB 7 iR EME 7 D
DT, WG E 72 IR 2 HiEL 3R A 2 AF AL CTh V. ERIEF (Higher-order thinking)
WFREW, SRR 72 A QRN R EE 7 (p.6) & v, BRFlZ5] & GwicH3 L, FHEH
% (computational arithmetic) I XHRPCMMDOEZZIZ L AL EEETICRT > =X E2HEHIT 20
HTERXEBETHRVDICH L, XWR%E &% RITH 75 B3R 2 BT 2 {5 O (5 AW ic 1%
FREERXFAPEHI NS (p.6) LI,

e RERE S o BARN ARIEE £ 72 13 TEE 25883 2 f9%5 & L <. Ennis(1987, pp. 12-
15), Facione(1990, pp. 13-19), Halpern(2007, p. 8), Paul(1995, pp. 127-128), Glaser (1941,
p.6O)ENH 5, HWBEOMRLFL L HRER TH 2688 DIHHE ° THHEE 0 53877
bEECTH L, ZORKE LT, fHUNEZORAME, MEINIBBEL LSRR L
(Hitchcock, 2018), 7' v — 7{b°IEHH - TAJEH % #£ 3 %KM (Halpern, 2007) 28 %722 2 &/ &
BEF N5, il z21E, Ennis(1987), Facione(1990)-° Halpern(2007) 2342/ L 72 JEH 13 K4
EWREZE LT B —J. Glaser(194D) i3 ZEmIT O DTH 5, £ L T, Glaser(1941) %
Paul(1995). Ennis(1987) i3t EEHE ) (ability) &\ 5 SEEEfH > T2 DIk L, Facione
% Halpern (3 #tHIFEEZAF VL 2> T b, 72, [A L “Analyzing argument” & \» 9 IHH % 3%
5 L ChH. Ennis(1987) CidAGam. BRI « BRI ARIHORE, s & HEM DX, R
fROFRAN & GRS IE ORI, #RE & v S FAEHE. Halpern (2007) Tl amfEiE o X=X
b IR OWREE., FEam O Rl & v 5 THH % 21 T\ 3 ) L T, Facione(1990) T i,
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TR E 2N E LT el XL O, X 574 201 S X CHE B ORE & XA, iR o ek
W& H 5\ 3RS O R & XKL iR, R S Cn R W PG B REROFE
EXAE Vo6 02D FIEHZRLTCWS, 2D X 5ic, MUEHICHLTOEEICX T
PR 2 MEE B S D HESD Ao s,

HHMEER N OKIEH % £ & 72092 & L T, Hitchcock(2017), &M (2003), ##H.(2010,
201) 7 &3 5, jEH(2003) 1% Ennis(1987). Facione(1990), Pascarella(1989). Watson &
Glaser(1980), Paul(1995) DIEH U & + % ik L fLHIR EHE 6T % THAHE(C —sfim ot —1T8h )
(p.628) &\ ) N CHEB A AA 7z, HTd, [WHIEL] & IZRBEICE S 2 4T, ERCHEMDOW
i (FRPRI) ., WAZWHMECT 2 L WIS TH 2, (i) &1 TEimic s 21D
] & THER ] @ 2 o3& E . R G 2> & fam s 2 5R1Y - FARIICE )N 2 h & a4
ZEVINETH D, [{T8)] &Ik, WL skamic k0%, fTEIZE L Vi en L 72
D25 2LTHB, LT, WKE(2011)1F Ennis(1987) M - £ H.(2007), fHH(2010)
ot EE S, fHNEEZED 7 o v 2% [EHROHBEN—1ERO ST —Ham—TEIRE | LR
L. &7 0 2ICHhBELRRENEZZNFNHAL T3, ZRICES &, MRSEB~7 [THHRD
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Facione(1990). Fisher(2001) & Fisher and Scriven(1997) Dfg /] - A FATHH oL@ A A [Ek
AL 5 |, [R&EmZ T3 5 ). (AR 2 5l 3~ % |, [HEER 23 < 2 &2 Hllkr 32 ). TEMT S
Nz T3] (p. 482, EHF)D 5 DI L T 3, Hitchcock(2018) D Fi b & |
Facione(1990). Ennis(1987). Glaser(1941) 2327 7-THH U X + # R THIT90 5 X 5 1,
Hitchcock(2017) @ [ %E M9 2 | & IR Fik % & UiEmiSE Aot v, [E
AT 5] & Abe T, EH L MER T THHfEE] ofERIcHY 32 LEECcE 5, FL
S, THEEmDste 22l 5 | & [ENFon-fme T4 12 (R BT 2HARTHY,
[REHLE GFAM 3 2 | 1 TR&RRIC 31T 2 AR ORI & 2 Wik TEWRO T ICHY T2 & E x5
Nz, 20, b 3o0Mf5Ee &, T —EHRGEL) OFHfi—HEaROMET ] & v 5 G
DA > THHWEEORENTHEZ T L EFCwb eEx b5,

FatrFewd e, HHWEZEREN - XV BEREBERFALTH Y, NHEPHELRLICX -
THRAEAREEN TS A, Xl b oL LT, [MHiEL ], MEHRO M, [
2B %, BRIy, THHREL] &k, BReMEIcESZ YT, HEOERCRHREZFE L,
HROBERNE, SEOERAR L ZHEL T2 WS 2 e TH 3, [EROM] & i3, R
DEMCH ZHPWOEFEIECHAE LM T 2 L S & Th b, [H &I EENHER R
ftEam, AT 72 &0 X o CERBRIIC K M2 B L vwH 2 L Th B,

2.6. #LHAREBEES DHIE

HHEEZBEST 2 FAaTEeT A b e LTHEERK S, o Ald X c4 kA b o
FHELTWLCCHL e a—& LT, ik, 1996, pp. 53-55; “FIli. 2004, p. 295; *FIl1 - i f.
2011, p.117), HRGERAT 2 b & L, HEEOER LT, Heah (RN - BN . SR
aialt O FEAM ., IREXFIE . SN 0. SR O otk B O S IC B b 2 WA H b . Bk
(7 & L C, SRR, S, ST, BRI, ARt HERR
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R, TEREN G, (RS R E b T W B, HlEAR T 2+ L id, &2 HHeHE
B35 2 6, A, S, thorlaetk e SicB3 250k 2 S 2 CRHiliT 2 & »WH Tk TH D |
e E G, R R, SCERHEERE R E AW O T B,

HARCEWTH, HNEZEOHEEERITONTH O, ZOWRELX B -0 1ML R kD
I Tw3, flziE, EELINAEBNASERX 2 e LT, VY v - L —F
—HAGER (AR - HE - %8, 1983)23H 0 % offFe b2 (Bl x X, Fil - A
K. 2006; &R, 1987; [BE, 2012), 2 LT, a—3AHHEET 2 b - LV Z 0 HARE
Ji G - EH - 3Tl - AL, 2010), AL - & - GEH - Ak - SFIL - R (2010) 23BHFE L T B
TAMbBH D, flic, FRER AR Y (Rigkamik. WMl &) 2iERH ¢ 250d X7 % b
GBI, 2001; HH. 2009), ZHGERA T 2 b H ORI, fEid7 2 b &2 fAaabe 72
EFE Wz, R - H - SF, 2012; R - SFL - R, 2006) 7 &b B 5, #EHINEE 0 E
BOEHTAERRE AR 20, BEEEZIET 2MIC, ERCEKPHET b OICHEAT S
TAMEMS ZLICX o T, EEMIAERE - FECKITL 222 BRICEECTE 3 b T
Wz G - AR, 2011; Sl - A - il - f R 2010),

2.7. HHKEEZRE

HHMEZEZRNCA A ZTE - TVWALF T CRREHECTE T, BEZIHNMA L Z L BLH
T® % (Ennis, 1987; Facione, 1990; Siegel, 1988; Paul, 1995), &M (2001) (% [ HH LS O Hco)
FINCHEHEE 2 RS 2 20 id, LN AL o 2L ko, EY) 7% & bR
EOBRERMART 2 THE] 8L TV 2LERH 2 | (p.42) Lib_TH b | #LHMEZEL I
R 2 A 2 E 2 R7-F L F L T3, Halpern(1998) 2L BE B HLHIEEZ X X L %
FEEDART ) EHHTEZLWHI LU LEDDLDTHY, ZDRFAPVOLETH LD
ZRBOBAL LS LT 2EBEPEEZL AL T 5 (p. 452), % L T, Ennis(1987),
Halpern(2007) A H.(2010)1ic F0 < &, L EZEEBE ZIHNWEZELZET T 2T RTCDORT
vy 7RI TC S, 2F 0, JLHINEZERET I N HEE I, HWEEBEE2FoOZ itk
T O FHl S HERR I LT 7 R F A DSER D OA & ., LIRS Sz ) EERE
B E N7 32 &5, Glaser(1941) 1ZFmPRAEER T O FIFRIZ L /2 Ll T % L [FIRFIC,
RETFOHEMAERICE o CXVEEARDIZ, #LHNEZ DL REEZ LBFAL W2,
Z LCEHiLZ koD 2 AL EFN A REZ Bico = A3, LY BEvne b odb s ALK 2GR
BEIEETHTLHICOFTT WS (p. 6) &5, & 5IT, Facione(1990)., i H (2010) .
Halpern(1998). Edman(2008) 7z & I3 BLHIHY 8 % SIS 70 BF 2 2 TS S ¢ 2 ICIZ BB 0 &
BUIKYI7Z LB X T b, Thidd 2 0Bl cHbH EE X ¥ v 2 G2 0 BB Rk ic it
B ZEZEHTETH, ORTENL DA FAZEMICHEHAL X 5 &+ 2EELMER
DR TR L HHEZ I RECE i wHI 2 e TH B,

HHEEREE O EEEIFEHR I LTV IC L LT HEEDERD., T2z hE iR
35 MIEHE S FFEEIC L o TR Tld 7\, EH (2000) ZHCHI R ZEEZ [ B J icfb X
NTIC, bOT LIV EFESZ L TH B ] (p.54) Ll ~TH v, #HLHMEE O FHICHERE 13K
PNCEEZ L B LT 5%, Siegel(1988) 13 LI EEHERE % BRI ORIt 32 K K T L
7= A& 4 (well-developed disposition) ¥l & 178 % B gy 1 #EHL X 2 2 ZAK (willingness) 72 & #i2
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ATWwW3, 2 LT, AP E#EHE (critical thinker) (ZPEH % FHi 3~ 2 GE 1 2. TRy BE R
(critical attitude) | % [#HI #4854 (critical spirit) | & MEIEH 3 [HEEL (attitude) |, [ [ e
(disposition) |, [EEEE - L5 1E (habits of mind) |, [{E AR 7224 (character traits) | 2344
72 LB LT3 (p.39), % LT, Facione(1990) i #LHIH B ERERE D 3A% 1T 9 Blic, B
AR B #2# (good critical thinkers) (3 #E 3 #5 ## (critical spirit), k4 7 REICBE 3 2 BE75.0
(inquisitiveness), PR - RILCEE T E 2R Ak T 2 245 - Eik(eagerness)\» o 72 EH %
flxCwd R TWw5, X512, Ennis(1987)234E/R L T\ 2 LI E BB o TH H it
BERNAZMHAL LS &35 2L L BEHEMWI 21X, be open-minded, be sensitive to the
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EHEHT 2L thoRBFREZET L Lo ZTEIICERTIERDIBT 0L, 20X,
P BEREICIRENEZAHEL LS LT 2BEL  WHEEE AT T IRV ERD [EEEL ],
SRR AFRCIE IR E KO X 5 L35 TG, FCHEEECH oIl % 332 T
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I R E B o BRI 2 B 23R 3 20198 & L <. Ennis(1987,p. 12), Facione(1990, p.
25). Paul(1995, pp. 129-130). Siegel(1988, p. 39) . D’Angelo(1971, pp. 7-8) = &R H 5,
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HTwb, 2O [H»xN0) @ TP @ RHlzEZ > ¢ 35]. @ [+H97%1E
WERLO>L35]. ® MbAoBlme ZoMBAICKERS ], © (fE&ZAHLIC Al &3 ],
D MUEREZBETL, Bar2BEL XS 28k (p. 482, FEHF)., LT, A (2011)
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DIHBH% 6 DICEIL T, ZhZ ., HMEBGEAETICL oK Y &E X 5 [BENEBE
LR EWP G, BRI 2 AR5 THRFEG). MRA mE R - MifESL-C UL O fFE 2 BRI L |
BlLZRD Tl 07z, FENAEZEZ Lo TYEL DT> OB 21T E 5 &
32 [%BIE]. FHETX 2EREL I UEEZRRL-CTHLICE D CHlZ L X 5 L 32 [EE
WoBEMR ], FHMICEZ 2 T EE2EITL IO & 75 TMENEZE~0HE]] (p.11) TH 5,

¥
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T3,
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HREoER B A L HER ZDFL 72,
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3.1. EFOBE

CT77VRHRICHIzoTHEILEDIR, i ar—I 74 7r—vaviEEHTsL T, ¥
BEOT 7V HHOMEZ EF, #EHEZHP L, ERMICEEDREAEL RS L I RETH
2, 7—=3747—vaviid, [F—ritBnWT T LAY —2EE DTk L ClElEe 2 EH
TH3 [F—20F2 5] [F—oT7F A4 VI [F—2xh=27 2] (hW) %ZfEo>T, 7—L
Poko, Flz 3% —e 2, V) BHEER X 0BEAMICL XS & nwHiEH] LEHEI NS (B
A& ZE,2012) HRF =237 =7 47—y a VERP LI —F—DFEMBICO%R2 5 0
EIDPERET LD, F—=IT747—vavAYVREELIRDO 2007 v 24 TT 7Y A
L. % DHEMIE 21T > 72, BIFMEEICOWTIE TS GetIt) 105 L, RFEDHHEH
EEPLTr—3I747—3avilo2nTODT FANL ZASZTFOOMEF —LTeELAEVEZER
726

.51 74 07—y avE VR ELUIRGE OREMEBEIE(FECTHY T4V
2L 7= [501 challenging logic & reasoning problems | (LearningExpress, 2005) 72> & —d
MEZ HAERL 7 7V IcHB# L7z, [F— 3747 —va v BLIR] 137 7Y THIC 9~10 [
v Mo MR IERPIES - A ERRI N DHDOEELET A Ik o T b,
YELZey PCREBRCG L TRE~Y— 2t o 2o, BHOPHEELENE LD 2
FEERIERAGETH 2, Lo L 2NN L AR O¥RD 7 — LBERIIFERL Tk, —
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i 4® (BB °HY B 325, BARATICRFEZNRIC, 77V icigid 2 1501
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RARHET 2 72 ICHL D ATz,

—MHI 7Y — e T — LA THATHEA LMV HD E 2 - —FEFX—va v ARk
DRLETH D720, HEATHEETHEOF LT VA BRI T — 2%/ T THH I RERFA
Vi moTwd, F—LWNOMHAEFHATA Y N—CR 2R ZRIESEED, hoF— L4 L DF
HTEMZFIEHLAEZYVTE 220, CTT 7V ICbEY Az, F—adlicds e T [fto
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F=3I747—vaviELIK CT 77V, R~ Tof#E%ZFEL 2 & BA[RET
Hb—, F—=3I747—2avEAYK CT 77V Cld—HICHkIRTZ 28 » FEUCHIR
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BL—F—ICloTCIHE| L3RV I3, 7 —LWNTZ7 I TTIHELZRETZ L HEET,
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BZLCTHAELZTHREDOR I IC bR nwEHcT2H D H o7z,
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=174 7 —vaviBLUR] ZHEL, HBERL Z/HRIEIRE LT 2,

FIE SEW

LearningExpress. (Ed.). (2005). 501 Challenging Logic & Reasoning Problems (2nd ed.). New York: LearningExpress.

FEASFL - Z AL (2012). 7 — 37 47— a YEREA L2 KRFERE ORI OV T. HE Y AT 4
TR 2T, 27(3), pp. 35-40.

B4E CTT77VERICKZIEEDR (EXHEX)

AETEHIE (T -ihE) SHALZCT 77 (F—3747—vav Ol LR
CEB L ==V 7R ZHE L 2 FER L Z 0FEMRICOWTIER 2,

AR THEAE, BRY 1A, B R ESS (English Speaking Society) ICFTJ@E 3 % F4: % K5
E LT, 27 HEAMNIEF —LThIFELZZ YV T4 Ay v v ZRNIMEZBE LT 7Y

[C-training] (AT, CT77V) ZEHLTH 5 o7, FHTIC pre-test, {FHFHZIC post-test
XL TCHO W, TV EFHALAC L ICX2HEMRZMEL 72, EBrCciz T+, 77V
BT 2 A2 PERE ICHE L Th o v, FREOIEERZHE L 72, X DIEEREZ D LICT 7
Victgikd 2 REDNERE Z IE L. pre/post-test Z{EL L 7z,

41. 77 Y i BB L -8 L SR EEE T X b
4.1.1. BE

28 (R) CHERo@EY, 2V T4 ATy RV SRS HEAREN R AT, £ L CREE A
T5RENTHLHR, CT 7 7V 3YIFER T TH 5720, FHEER 2 iEmi-Cliiitm & vwo
VT AN VIRV TD—FDORAFAZ L —=v 7T 2HwE LTS, T7Y
WCTH@EIZAFARICRREINDE X H5ICL, AF LD 4HIE 1501 challenging logic &
reasoning problems] (LearningExpress, 2005) IC{8# X LT3 ZFiE HAGER LEH L 72, £
e b L—=v 7 LT 2002 FRERHMECTE S L H)MEDO R F VB Z IR L 7
FE1%250l),

-215 -



Proceedings of the Tokyo Conference on Argumentation, Volume 6

F1. &I/ 3 VOHAX

BEy a0 LY a O
Matching Definitions FRICES DT B EIL, HEEROEEDTT, HE
o2 = A S A [
(BRICE S 04K ) DRRNZDERICBTIIEBNE > DT BN %

B2 ET. BIAIEL. HEET B LT, HIRAIEEDE
BICBRLCWBA Y3 AT 52 & ApY 254, 2
DBIZHE L SN BEHTT,

Making Judgement SMICA S AT 2 & 1d, RRRECEE. BRA EA

(GREFICE S 1 HIlTS 2) Bz bh RRATEL . FRICERT 280482 £7,
R OHETXEAFORAIES < HY £, 20K
YEQBRATEL . FRICERTSC L BESIEE
<. ZORNEBAET.

Verbal Reasoning TEHSHET B L L, BASNEXE NS, BENICE
(XERLHET ) LWBREA B BN AR T, BROTNERS LT
BEE SNBEDTT,

Logic Problems H A REEREYN T 2 L. BUXELNERE R S

(BRAREERENNTS) ) znopomBlcs s REEE C LATE D0
Wit BEEN A £ T, CEORARBTL CHLOND
SPI R THMHNBBENTT,

Logic Games L ABERE LT 5 & . PR N EER DR

EHARERREHMT ) sz on 2hoh bREIICEC Z L ATE BXE
BT RN ABAE T, COBEAD SPI A L DR
BTLIZLIERbNET,

Analyzing Arguments FREDMT B LT, ZD/8— MEIWL DA DRIBETHERR
(HREHHT 2) -

o 1DDONRTTITTINEZLN, TDNRTTTTTDE
REIFHEICIEMT 2REN#BR 7,

o bIFHREBDODHI-DHDDER, FHDB-HDEREH
Wi 2RENZ|RZET, oot FARABRTLIEL
ERWoND - T4 R Ay aryTEBEE
BL ARENICENFTOHZEREZEL-DICHLER
BT,

DI RAFALE ML ==V 7T 257285D [501 challenging logic & reasoning problems |
(LearningExpress, 2005) D[ 214 [% 7 2120, ELZ A KD 1 £4: 54 A OELL B K
¥ ESS ICHTBT 254 18 NICF A MCHELTh b ok, AR¥O¥EICIE L £y F 5D, B
K¥D ESS OFAEICIZ 2 £ v F 7D, ZNZNHIIRIEH 60 0 TF R b %17 - 72, FIEEL %
ANBOFEIEE 2 22 o &,
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R2.BEENET A FORBIEHRE A KF. BKF ESS DEIZHH
M@ty bEs A B C D E F G

fIREEL 31 30 32 32 28 30 30
A KZF 10 8 8 7 7 7 7
B X% ESS 6 5 5 7 5 5 5

4.1.2. S5 EHET A b EfEfER

A RFEDFAEL B K ESS O FAEDVHIEER, mamfdmE, G MK, FEFELK 3
I, TNETNOFRERDO e A+ 77 L% K 1ICRT, /2, 7P avD AKRFE BKFESS
DVFEIEELRD T — 2 2K 4ITRT, RZIC, TNELOEREIC, AK¥EE BRFAES D&
HHDIEFEERE DL 2R 2 {7 v a VIFICKS ITRT,

K3 HEENETRAIMOHER

FHEER REEER RIBEER FERE
A K& 0.76 0.91 0.45 0.10
B A% ESS 0.85 1.00 0.61 0.08
University A University B
3 8-
8 8 |
2 2
£ IS
2 2
3 81
o - o - —
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
correct answer rate correct answer rate

1LAKE L BKEESS DIEfERE ZORIEHRDOER NI F L
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R4 HGENETRAMIBIIZRE I a vy OFEEEE
A KF B X% ESS

Matching Definitions

(EEISE S HEITT 2) 070 088
Making Judgement

(G S PHITT 5) 076 086
Verbal Reasoning

(KB SHET 2) 071 070
Logic Problems

(BRmHEERE T S) OO 084
Logic Games

(EHnREBRRE TS 0% 091
Analyzing Arguments

(EREHHT B) 066 083

K5 HEIEMNETAMIEITS AKE, BKFESSD
EERZvI/avEICHBRLE-BOZYT ME
EERDEE
A KF>B K¥ B KF>A KF

Matching Definitions

(FHEIA S PHT 2) 2 20 6
Making Judgement

(SHEIZE S HT 2) 4 12 8
Verbal Reasoning

(TEH ST 5) 6 3 2
Logic Problems

(A HIRRIR % HIBT T 5) 20 o 8
Logic Games

(e 5 RIRBIR % HIBF S 2) 8 13 1
Analyzing Arguments

Gats Hi7 5 2) H 2 8
aFt 51 106 56

4.1.3. BEHEHET R FEE

K3 LY, FHEZERKIBREESS DB AKFEID D 0.09 A v FEWZ ERB0D 5,
T, B K% ESS o@baE 1. HED LT 4 X— MEE 2T\, Gl EE ) 28 2 23
EIToTnd 2 bIEBICER W EE 2 b5, B A ESS TidJElE LCGRE2 H.,
TAR=FOHEEITVH, Py v oD T7 4 —F Ny 7 %%F52 T, HE»PLZ VT4 A
N VxRV T EBZTNS,

K4, K5X0, SRITIVICEBHLEZ62DATF ) —OREHDO S B, A K¥ L B K%
TIEEE DK E 5> 7= Dlx, [Matching Definition| & [Analyzing Arguments| ® 2 2 T»
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21 TNLDHT TN =B, TAR—FOMELZBEL CTRADZENTELZ 2V T4 ALYV
¥V IO Ty FTHLEEZLNS,

4.2. pre/post-test DYERK

41 TRLZZHGERET A M XY CT 7 7V i $ 2 214 T A E2 Rl L 72,
ZDFER%E D & IT, pre/post-test DEXEl % 1T > 7z, pre-test, post-test IZ(X, CT 7 7"V ICig#
TOMED 6 oD ATTY —=hbAnlld 1RIFMEEZED XS L, 2 13 BZ2ERL %,
BREED 173 ) —, IEEREZR6 ITRT,

R 6. pre-/post-test DRIFEA T T Y — L IEZE
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
A B C D D D E E E F F F F
Pre 062 050 062 060 080 042 085 085 08 071 062 0.87 0.75 0.707
Post 057 087 0.71 071 042 057 090 1.00 090 037 057 071 085 0.701
A: Matching Definitions, B: Making Judgement, C: Verbal Reasoning, D: Logic Problems,
E: Logic Games, F: Analyzing Arguments.

Total

HZHhT Y =00, BHEEZER L O OMEZETNIGER L 724558, pre-test DI IEEZRIL
0.707, post-test D IEE L 0.701 L IZIFFE CIEEFELEDO T A P % FK$ 25 2 L ICIIL 72,
INHDTAFEHWT, KK CHZFEL 2T 7 ) OBEMRDOME 21T > 72,

4.3.CT 7 7Y ZH 7= EE R OHIE (2019 £H)
ARFVRE (F—7 D) BR¥E1HFE (V=7 B), BA¥ESS (F4—7 C) 1Kilg
&

HOBLABE L2, CTT7VE. =747 —YavAYREELIRO 2 2%A=L., 7
— 1747 =2 avOREERE 2 3HEMROEICEL THLEEEIT- 7,

4.3.1. FEERBEE
RTWCRT I, PA—FA%2>, S A—7B%32, I A—7C%h22ICHF7=, A-
1 REB-1ET7 =747 —>avEYo CT 77 2T 5L, A-2 XU B-2 17—
74T —vaviELOT 7Y BfEHT 2 EEE., B-3 KU C-2 137 7Y AL &t iEEE
e L7,
R FEDRAEERDOE IV —T D5EM2019 #H0)

TIN—TA JI—7B JN—7C

A-1 A-2 B-1 B2 B33 C-1 C-2

RERE 24 27 15 11 26 12 9
CT77UDEREE  Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes No
GM D HE#E Yes No Yes No NA. Yes N.A.

GM=4—374%45—>3v
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4.3.2. pre/post-test DFER

FFEEHE. AHIREED pre/post-test DFEREZ K 8 IR T, MIEHETH 2 B-3, C-2 icoWwTi
pre- test & post-test DB CTHGIHNICHERE R EZITR N 272, CT 77V 2 L 72 A-1, A-
2. B-1, B-2ic2W Tk, £ Z 4 pre-test & post-test D] CHEIVICHEEREZBRT 5 Z
EMTE T,

5 8. EEREE, IHHREED pre/post-test DIER (2019 E£HA)

GM O FIHIEER S.D. t-test

i Pre Post ZA1t Pre  Post t & p B
A-1 Yes 0.795 0.888 0.093 0.143 0.086 2.819 <0.05
A-2 No 0.769 0.876 0.107 0.160 0.107 3.050 <0.05
B-1 Yes 0.769 0.907 0.138 0.059 0.089 3.641 <0.05
B-2 No 0.823 0.968 0.139 0.146 0.040 5.982 <0.05
B-3 N.A. 0.784 0.837 0.034 0.141 0.115 1.662 0.108
C-1 Yes 0.821 0.883 0.083 0.122 0.089 1.766 0.105
C-2 N.A. 0.855 0.889 0.053 0.084 0.089 1.272 0.239

GM=S"—I7445—>3av

433. =174 75—y a vOREC X3 BBEMNRCETIEE

SEIOEBRTIZ. ¥—I747—2avHYo CT 77Y) #fliozA—7 (A-1, B-1) &
TF—=174 75— avBELOCT 7 7)) %oz v—7 (A-2, B-2) HHIT post-test DFEEH
pre-test ICHURTERL, CTT7 7V 2T TV T4 Ay F v 7DD L
BEEBEINEZDDOD, =747 —vavORECLZEEZIR NG -7,
COFEREZDIT 2720, ZNFNRD N — 7T, EES CT 7 7V IcEE I n-ED 5
B, M%OREEBIE L2 &2 {To7% (£ 9., A R¥THKT 2L, F—I747—v 2
YHYD CT 770 %{HH L 72 B0 FEEWERIZ 70.1%, 7—I747—vav Lo CT 7
TV RFERA LR, 87.1%THY, y¥ =37 47— avBELOCT 77 ) 2 L7z 0
DAEERER R B E O E W RERBIF LN, I [F—=I 740 7=y avEHEEHT L LT,
WEREL LV L ORFEICEET 2| LW HNE 3R TH o7, ZOBEE LT, 7F'—
174 —=vavAYD CT 77V ICiFfkkeiicy 7Y 23+ 2HMWT. 1H3 vy FETL
HRZETE RV E VL IERENPEHIN TS =T, F—I74F7—vaviElLo CT 77
. 1 HICTRc b RIERTRETH 5 -0 i, ARG T oERNICEH L ChIE L 2FHf0 /o
N=zen120MheEZLND,

B KREZICOWTOHEETIE, ¥—3I747—>avEoD CT 770 AL #0054
FHFHYEERIIELS RoTWwER, =374 7—vavELDO CT 770 bfEHLZ#ED
86. 4% DVGHEWHFRCTH Y, MG L dEmVER R /720, ERO»hro/zeE2xbNS,
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R9.CT 77 VIERBEOMBRIZH L EPBR
GM 0EHE HEEHR HKEZH [EEHR/ A FEHEBEX%)

A-1 Yes 24 6654 277 70.1
A-2 No 27 7374 273 87.1
B-1 Yes 15 2875 191 96.3
B-2 No 12 2803 233 86.4

GM="—37445—>3av

4.4.CT 7 7Y 2 v 7= 8E 2R 0 HI5E (2020 i)

2019 FFERBOFEE2Z T T, —HOSM2EH L CHUEEROHE 21T> 72, ZHN
. () =374 7 —2avBEHFELLTEALTY 1 HicHErlFERMERE 3 M2 5 10
Mlicmz¢7-, 2) Z77IVMMBDA v T4 78 LT, 2019 ERERHH D EBCIERE I
J&E U TRA 5%DBAE~DIEEIT> Tw/z2s, 2020 £ AR ICHKOMELZ HT & oRn
HETICHEAE IR L, BUE~OEEN NS TR o 72,

4.4.1. EERBIR
DR¥1HFAE49 %, ERY3 4FEA204, FREBLZAZRIODX ST =374 7 -
aVHYRDOT 7Y LELIRO T 7Y %5 BHC o O CRBR % T o 72,

= 10. FEMRUERBROE 7 )V — 7 DEM2020 FIH)

JIN—7"D JI—TE JI—TF

D-1 D-2 E-1 E-2 F-1 F-2
WERE 25 24 10 10 8 7
CT77VDFEREE Yes  Yes Yes  Yes Yes  Yes
GM OH & Yes  No Yes No Yes  No

GM=7"—X744—>3v

4.4.2. pre/post-test DFER & HEE
F=31747—vavAYVROT 7Y Rffio e r—I 745 —va vELIROT 7Y %
fif o 7= D pre/post test DFERZFK 11 IR T,

5= 11. EERBED pre/post-test DFLEER (2020 FERIHA)

EEEEX S.D. t-test
GM D H
Pre Post Z1t Pre Post tfE pfE
Yes 0.707  0.875 0.167 0.146  0.129 7.327 <0.05
No 0.710  0.866 0.156 0.144  0.128 7.724  <0.05

GM=5"—3744—v 3>

2019 FEHRHOER L FEkIC, 77 offHiiRICE W CFEEED LR 27— I 747
— L aVHAWREE LN CHERT 22 LB TEEZ, TNTNOHDT 7Y OMER (7 7Y fif
O IEAR R R CE > TR 3. =374 7 =2 a VAV RP 17.1%., 7 — 3 7 4
F—va UMW 19.0%& ., 2019 FFRIHOER L LN WL 2o 72,

-221 -



Proceedings of the Tokyo Conference on Argumentation, Volume 6

FEZ2ObNBEKE LT, 2020 FFERTHDGERIZEOZL2 H 5, 2020 4 2 HE LA 2w
F U ANZDOP KRB HARE TR G L, 2020 FERTHIE S FER AT 72 KFEEZED L DR
HCFVITA VTOHEEITON, BRI > THBOERIZELRZDDD, Zoom 2 ED Y
Z7rv 2T e R ciTbhzb o, BORELAEEZ 7 v 7w — F L CIERY
TITHIDDRYE, %L DT RIED XNT=HBMHBER T NI,

ZD XD RIT T A DI L 727 7V OFHMED 2019 4B I HA~THITHY IR 72 D |
ILIPOA Y FTAVERICHIGLATRIE AL wFEDAHS B, 77 ) 0EE RS %
DiEE ol ELLND,

2EDFEEEEBL T, LT 7V RMHATL2ET, 2V T4 AT v IRy IR ERTS
LR TE DT, RO ETEIL T, I [fioThin] EFERRS T
7' ) ORI T TR 2D T & 720,

FHA4E BEX

LLC, L. (Ed.). (2005). 501 Challenging Logic & Reasoning Problems (2nd ed.). New York: Learning Express.

AR, « = R (2012). =327 47— a vEEHLAEKEEFOAREEICOWT. HE Y AT A
AR, 27(3), pp. 35-40.

FSE RERBIBIFICcT77V0MA (WHH - HEERE)

BHETIE, BRI AT, AMEOEREREZE T 2 C. KEBEB BTS20 X9 R#HM
77V DEHICOWTE TR ZMA 5,

51.7 77V 2B Y & RIOZEAL

4% (E+H) T~z b . KFFE Tl 22D KT 2019 FE%H & 2020 FERiH O 2
SOWIRIC 2 V74 Ay v F v 77 7Y [Cotraining] (VAT [CT 77V ) %&2gdyibagic
—EHIFEAL T b, 2RI fT 72, LA L, 2D 2 00 KEEBHMICIIKE RBEOLE
23 5 72,2019 FRIFICE W CLEFE OB EREICEWTHEEM L LT 7Y ML 7=,
—J. P anF 4 REGSED 72D, 2020 ERTHAD BT B ERGR F O T 7 ) {5 B
HIRSERA VT4V TCOREL o7, 2D, 2 0DFEEWIF LD AR I A % <
Bip by, T7VOMHAED KERFELZ I =ML 5,

WA DKL CT 77 OHfED—2Id, 13 FED [T IPUCE Y KEFWTHEET S
DT AL, [BICHERBICR~F T Y IA4 v¥EETEZ] L wIiIdboThoTz, LL
2020 FEFIIRTERTICIRILIZZ D V. RYEOERFEIZA v IA4 vEERERE o7z CT 77
b7 IADBEFEM, &V I4 vEMD—2 L LT, ¥AEICE o THHEEIRE L ONERL ko
7=2h Linde o, [BRREIRR | b Bgh o 3o Ao BE PLKIFE L o 52 5 |
HEICH T 2 RSB BIEE O AR L roTz, 5Hb Y X7 ZEHEEL 72 Wil o ZEif b
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H7AYD, oL DETEMPRFZDEFH L CHF - I h T DTRAZVD, 2D X
) A E A, CT 7 7Y OEBEHIMIC BT 2MEMN T, EHOHTICOWTE 220w,

52.7 7V ER OBR

CT77VD [ 75—=3747—=vavEOR] TRF—L 7L A48 TE RS, fhox—+
— AR LT — 2L THERECHIRIEE R L2 A O EREZ A 72, 200 DFGEHLT —
LERD O TVnE I T, 2—F—DFHBERAFE V., L VL oMEERFTINEEA
I EWVIRFUCHE D VT Wz, LA L, —HOFERZML Tk &0 Wi, BEE T
Rz & —EDFEMBRIIRDONEDbDD, F—=IT7 47— avofFEICL-sTEHES
HENRICENSTEDTTRAVEWIBRTH o7, COMERLEDL I ICHRTELEA
2 D

T3, EBROMNRE ZIHRAFIIBECEEZONEZRFOFETH Y, S DFHERICL
S TCT —LERDH L0 EIPIXTEALERR P> -TRERH 2, T2, CT 777V FIFIITE
BLEMLTEWEZbDD, #iirbMHNENEZT 7)) RbfibRdniEnbhwn, i 138
M) ThHDH, EEZDFENS o EEN L DD, SO LI REEMN TR -1 T7 17— 3
YA YRS ELRICER R K. o DROEIBEN T 0 2 AT 2R L kol b Lt
W, ZORFEMEIR. T 7Y OfERRICOWTOT v =t eA v A 2 =R P L O RBEINT
Wb, 7= AERIIERRELS PL—= v IR ER I 2 L BESHE WV & FZ T RN
52 b brot,

oI, Gl 7F—=3747—=vavBLIR]I L LTWET7YICo0nThH, hEICIET — 4
BTEHLTCWDILEEZRL, TTIVNTEHFEZYEZZy 7T7LTREL,. K74 —F v 7B ELN
% e, MENE R EEHE OHEO RO L EEE T T Wi Wnw 4% | ofETH 5 (%
IV EIRTIHAE TS EMIEL S IRETH D) ridFIic—Ho [7—L4] LFx5
72595,

bbAHA b0t mERT — L EERANE. T =7 47— avAVRELIKD F L —=
VIROENEINL L DEZOLND, HIA SRR BT IR ET 7Y N CHREN & ES
TE3, HoDT A aviES, B EZ R30I XHhu— AT LA CicdT 3, &
BEZHLND,

EHEROFT DL LT, COTFVRBLAEZ VT A ANV FY L —=o v 7T X
ST EDFEMENMEOND ZEBMEETE 2, T2, 4 v 22— 5 13T 4 DVl
b FEIEEBEEOREIHIC A > 2o TRV T WS Z b ol HFEICE o Tf
WENZ AR CEEHTCERIHEMII L —o v 7HE2SD 3 e B3FEINL -0, 5% D
DX BRBEFEMERBEIC T L REETHAH, BEHTHERZPHOR 2 12 »wa
o FRRICH o T, T ETEFBMOFLIIRE > T LS9,

%7 v 7 — DR P LI, TTVEBREBZ ) T4 Ay v ¥y ZREEZRT 2 HiEIC
DOBRBRoTCVBI RO o2, PIFEDPEFEREDPLTH AL T NEDEL, T
TV I —D2ODOERLEZXDLTHSL I,
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53 5®kROEE LEHEICET MBI

SEOEBICEFAL T wd, CTT 7V ey = 7 b effRcid, B 2EHORME
WA DI Z T L T % 72, BRICHEN L 7= S mE e I ieam Ic B 3 2 B2 0 <7 <L Bl &
4 7OMEOEIK DY A TWE, 0 EDIF. X VRENRERDOY — 2 7 v 7 b REE K
Fel . ZBOEROERERICHEL 2 b D2 ML T3, Zohicid, Mt DRE. %
Hoftamo®l GaillofEE) | RIEE & BREE. ZRaREHGN. R E8E& T, LR 2 Y
FAANYVFEVITRAFADOIBICIEIDOLEFEZ TS,

EHIC, b ) —OROEEOMERLE LT . HET 1 — oA TH b2 imED 5T IC
Fox | GEICBE S 2 H MO AT CR BT 3 L HORINARMEEA M L Tnw 3, 74
R—MCBWTIE, Z QR CREN Rigm it g ST 2R aFHO [7) —7 (HEfiE
) | OEe. EBRORAICETI2EHE - AEDOwmmEHENs ZLick>T, CTORF
NEREERTEDND L L HIC, FDTF — 22 IS oFmErME T 328 CE 3, 2205
L 7R % 7 7)) CRET 2 2 & Tld, < oM 28RN eimPzfko 2 Lick 3
o) e X O RERNARBEICX 22 ) T4 vy v v 703G TR 5,

KEFFELOBEEICEWT, 20X AT 7V EINESAH Y 74 v T 4 X— FREOHT
B DA CE 2, TAR—MIFECE > T EAR Y EREZBD C LIl d e
BAGHEDIHLZDOT, TT7VEHANTT 4 _X— bzl L 2 EZ ol 2 2 & ic
IoT, TAR=DPEEMT ZLEMN—FALEZFTF22E0TELZLS LAV, 72, HTE
WHROEL, PEVPAP VA > THEELT 2 X9 mRAEEHT 2T ITR S R VKRERS
Wi, NHOHERAE I Z OBENEHORBELZEOLN TS, bbAAF VY74 v ETE
FALERE Z BN R BE 2175 2 L b AlRETH 3, L L, Z0HEL X 13% < DX
BRZOEr ACRIRLIZC L TH D, £z, 2d 2 b, BAERELR I HoREE - TT
AR—FDOEERZTIZLEAVF 2T LR INRDOBAEADPLEH LW LS\, 2D LD
RW T, 77V %2ffio/zT A R—MJEOPEE T2 LI —EDE®ROH L LZLHE
25, ¥, S OHEERNNDFEHOMALGLEDEHLICK>T, 2DX5AT7T 7Y R 3
VIR L OREME OMES T 2Bl T2 -0 0ich s, 77 TTE 3NAERBEERMBN
TP, BEPFE T 2HECA Y T4 v [BE] 13, 2024 LiEs 2 hoic
¥ThHD,

CT77V%EIF, 28 (R THBLAZX S BSA7 )V T ahry vy 7ol —5%
BOoFEHIcTERG, 2oT7 7V IFHENEMCH 2 230 212, ZEGERAclzfliing v X 5 7%
HEWCERATE ICEE 2 o0 T 5, B2V D X5 RfiESFICANERWE B, HEHERE,
TMEHEDITL D& BMORE L o2 2 VT A AN VXV IHEDOHEEERT 5 &,
AR TR B LICAAC IV — T CRLABBOAEFE CE 2 ko2& i3 2 &
WIRTHZ UV T A AN Iy THEBEOMLICEHF ST 5D TH 5,

BBIC, SIS HERTEE 2 L 72 K EFE & Ol IC b i TEs L, KifE7vy 22
M 10 E1Z EHTD B, T4 KFERHRIC ESS THREEHH T 4 *— PSS L., Z 0% b IHE-CH
FHTTAR=PICEHbo CEAENET VAN AMEL CE /2y ZDEHIET4AR—F 2
AN ZNZENOMEEE I H ) BEEFFIHF L T b, ZORTHEREE -7 4 X—
PRV T AANY R SOEEREZBMUENERT CE 2, T IhLFEL, SRIOMTR
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IN—7E, T 7Y BFICHT X O ICRMEREY: - SAERERE O HMK., BREE YA v T4
VHMBFROHME, WET 7Y FFKOREES D 5 BFEONREKH . FESTOBELE & O
EFRGHEE, MEMHIRE. TA/RA 2150 2 REFRAERND Y . SOl L e %
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