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Abstract

We developed classroom teaching program for eighth
grade students to foster their logical reading and
writing skills. We focused on four elements: idea
generation, others’ viewpoint, structure, and
connection to real world. We implemented the
program once a week and it lasted six months. As the
program progressed, the participants pointed out more
inconsistence in other’s essay. Also, they wrote longer
essays, used more appropriate conjunctions, and
consider other side of opinion in their essays.

Keywords —  Logical reading and writing,
classroom program, critical thinking.

1. [FCHIC

PREIREE L, BALEECRABHEICE T S
RBERT—~DOEDTH D, HHESE L)
B&ICE, BEHOAX L - BERGDLNTND
W, AwrgECiE, TBEM Gl - IRk T A 1)
A HPHIR IS SR L, E%@a%%ﬁ%%:@%-
KT 5 L & Gadndfie & £ L&
RS0 7T LD LR EIT2 9,
AL ORI T, JUER - SRR BE
NERBRNIITRbUCL L, #Borad bz bhic

BATHLRS TRV LIVREh TR,

ﬁﬁm&ﬁﬁw TFEDOEBEFE T A O
ﬁ%%ic,WEWLM%ﬁﬁ®EE$k B
VEWRER SN TWD, Z2<0BLATFELR
TW5—FT, BERBRIBEHIEDRESE DR
RIZET 2 BEHI ol STy, FEEL

NANBRBEISNTNDIEET 0 7T A6 H DN,

%< O, FEWEITH 720, WEOBREIN
SNRNWZ ENE, FZTAUIZEETIZ, EBIM
DIEETIRNZF ORI 5,

2. 7R3 LOWME
(1) x5
v V= ORBRERIEIR T, MR - W

FIEBNFRRIC2 D TTERER) 1% 12 MUK
rEEnNTWD, —J, Bk L7zX 21z, RAT
&b TH HRICHEHIES & B3 2 023 K
THDHIEHRINTWS, LER-T, WL
i & RBUCET 222 T DS, 12 %8
BEOHREZEICHITONDZENEETHD &
EZoND, EBEORHE~OHEMAEEZD L,
2 WFIFICEET A Z L EZBEL T 0T T LD
S=—AMEWNEBZ BT, £ 2T, AR TIE
e QFEEE R E LT,

(2) BAE L AERL SR
TV ¥ 2T AEERITA 20 FRELTEL, Th
K& HI & BN, TLREEZRGE LT,
£7, Ao T AL, FREEES TR
KTHLEVWDOT, THGOBERSTATT &, fthi
DoMDEINTBRD L e LI B D
MHEIZAH D DOBRAEIEZHT-DITEL, LWV Ifk
BRsbin <, FREAMAE RN, T ET R0 AfE
W, 2T, T2 SAEL ) 2L &R
FhL, FEEEREIHEEZPLE L,

BENE, TR EOEM > DHEHIE A 225 2
ExBAREL Uiz, #LHIMZRBRE E21T2003 < T
L=z, BENREM TH Y, UM RE%
1729 2 OBEDORZTWIREE AW, #%
T, ZoXo>7BFENREMTEE LD &
b, FRSGmE T HICT @M oV T bt
H R - Fl A2 TR Z LA BiE LT,

PR 2R R & KRBV T 2R L LTIk



D4OOEFZERY LF T, £, O 1348 - 4l
W L LT, AEDRBAIEET DIEBOE X )
FERY A/, iz, @ M) & LT,
M) 72 FfRC BB D= OIiE, RO D 2
EWNHEETHDLZ AR, B TR, O

[E#LA ) TiE, CEOME A PURIICIEE L,
TR R LT SRS A AR LT, Btk @I R
WAREOBENY | L LT, FRGmE B E S
EDDRMPY BRL, HFROIEHEMR LT,

(2) BEONE

BARRRENRE, ERLUEZEZRonFhn
WERELTERY, ZANREHOBEEDO S &ITHt
EINTWHER E Lz (Tablel. &),

Al (1~12 [|]) TlE, MFIEZHILEER
W HIRE LT, HEOFmEM~OREEZITR
ST BBOFEL LTy B 7Rl aEEL,
B SN BEFE~OERERFSELZ LT
HRHIR e Fifig - BHOTZD OB A Z R LTz, EX

D BV D PRI IR - T AR ORE 21T 720,

AT FEBRIC B S 2 ARk Lehn L7,

7'u 7T L0%H (13~22 ) TIX, HERZR
B L LIRS ZEY B, #HEHRYZe@emE - &3
DIZO DR ZFAIE, IREDTOHEFELERO
KHe, BROb - L b LSOBGI zmE L
oo ZOLET, HODOEREZXZDMRIWIIER S
H, ZIEREVRRILD & 5 X2 & IEFB 2 1T78 -
2o TOB, XOmBERE LMK LI Z &
T e ETRE LT,

3. BREEE

1277228 XNHEBL, R OFWT AT -
T2 £, BWROE L L CIX%MIBIMGRT & %5
HETRFIZE RSO JE s omm B O A 2 1@ U2 fi8
LT BAFE Lz, SISO H D ¢tHEDRER,

fi 0.82) ([ZBWTHEGRfE OB A EZ -T2
(p<.01), F7z, KEOMFTIL, §illBBOR
RXEWLE L, SHE0OHD t REDORER, XF
L, WO esspE O, B L ORE R~
DERBIZBNT, BHOFPEEIZE N &0
RENT (p<.05, Table 2.), 7238, [ 344
20 AN CEETEALEEFEWZ b O L, kR4
DRI DOVEL DO FH (3 FFAE 359.4 F7)
LN R S OEIGEEE (3 4 2.75, %t
GUERERTIINEY 2.79) (2O W TR D220 ¢ HE
BEMT DL, XFHEBEREICERY (p<.0D), 5
MY RT STABERET R T,
LLEDFERDN S, St G ERES AT OR R T 1%
FELOAFULOBOELZES ZENTEL
S A, BHEOBOBEINCERZ BV A oS
DREPREEIND, SHIT, A% O
HIZ X 5T, MhFOHESE B L iR e 30
WET DLl LT, Ei7zm B
RoNTEF AT, BfICEALTY, fmEtE~o
FIRN XV EMICZ2SND X512, RiFED
BHRMNR SN,

5| FA S #R

[1]EHZEE] (2000). #LHIEES OFEBEE : NTZ
NEMTZLEZTVD 0?2 BRERKFHE
FLZE, 59, 109-127.

[2] Hays, J. N., & Brandt, K. S. (1992)
“Socio-cognitive development and student
performance on audience-centered

argumentative writing.” In M. Secor & D.

Charney (Eds) Constructing Rhetorical

Education, pp. 202-229. Carbondale:

Southern Illinois University Press.

Table 1. EEERER L EAMNLIEENE Table 2. ERXDFE (SD)

BEEFE - PRI RAY ERERD
B AE # oo .
8 - 2lE w_e B H DAY XFH — -
Mk vA4 XEIC[D-CZ 44214 2.39 0.25
= & L=p AT H
AT EA O BEOEE  FREOKRE AT EA (63.50) (1.83) (0.59)
. ERLER R o , 511.86 4.39 0.75
E3:0 —_— oo B BHUDOIRT Lt ®E (126.96) (2.27) (0.75)




