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# < 4 & : One hundred and nineteen participants were assigned

to argument stance (proponent vs. opponent) X
argumentation method (individual vs. dyadic)
experimental conditions and a control group.
Argumentation practice was manipulated with one
science issue and in the posttest knowledge inquiry
skills were measured by the argumentation performance
with another science issue. The posttest results
showed that taking opponent stance and practicing
argumentation individually resulted in greater
learning in knowledge inquiry skills, while taking
the proponent stance and practicing argumentation in
dyad resulted in the least learning. However, they
did not differ significantly from the control group.
[t indicates that transfer effect of argumentation
practice is relatively small. Instead, argumentation
performance was greatly affected by one’ s belief
about the issue even after the argumentation
practice. The effects argumentation practice produced
on personal epistemology was also rather small.
Taking opponent stance and practicing argumentation
in dyad appears to be a very difficult task and leads
to least learning of knowledge inquiry skills.

®~ M4 ¢ argument stance, argument method, knowledge inquiry
skills, science, science epistemology
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FEHRPRE B AR —EBRARTRA S RE R T @S0 %R 3R E
P ERZIBECRERBIBELL  F4 111=0. 80 USE=1589. 94 > eta’=. 03 -
G REHEEELELEEZERK (K1) F25 114 =26.10 USE=1099. 19 + F
<.000 eta =.31° RLABLBRMATOBELRELALYE  LER TGS
AT ST AR S B E LR ETRERENTE  EHEESL 11T &
MAFMPZHRELEOGEZTFHEALR L 2FHBRER L HPaMn £ R
REAE (Foom= 267 USE=4. 56 eta = 01) LM FH#O-FHRELSE 5. 60

(SD=2.14 ' N=117) -

MBS T L HFWREHEFL  HmMnEE BB E (Fow
=2.23 ' MSE=. 100> p <. 008 eta = 07) A LSD FATH B 69-F 34 $ i th i 56
R AR PN AR R BE SN EARENIES (p<.02) N R

(p <.02) RiEHlm (p <.03) RAe&MMeh£ZBAREE - » ERH 9%
B FEL e ERBAE(Foon =8 607 MSE=0. 07 p<. 008 eta' = 12)-
PALSD F AT M E1 69 T34 SR tb AR 3 4 AR T 3 B 460 RCEE SR Bh b OB RN
BAHBHES (p<.04) R¥ (p <.02) BRi¥EHl4a (p <.001) #AETK
WA REH LR LB E RN ER A RS a2 B RS - REF
LR BARFHBARS @ EHARKK  2harw 22 578% (Fou
=0. 47 » USE=0. 02 » eta’ = 02) > A LSD FATMEN 04 T MM LR > & afl £
BEBREE ZHBREEREBIT IR 54 BLNIAZE  HEa i EG e
RFELF 2 BBGIE (Fouw =228 WSE=0.10" p<.07 eta = 07) LALSD
FAT R T HM BB R AR T R AN EARIL R BRI RN E AR
FET (p <.05) BAREGRY (p <.03) BRiE#le (p <.01) B
W ERARBEE - EEmT  APREFTRECEITEAR T AL £5%
FPEREMAEANSZERY BEARBOE N RTRIEHEERBEE -

MIARFARM T » DIRRMEE 5 RAFFERERE R FHE X0 R XA ER
RXARINEIE - L2 EER » oo =0. 58  USE=8. 19+ eta = 02; 23E
Y& Fro=0. 33 USE=0. 54 eta’= 01; RXAWNEIEE  Fiu=0. 41 YSE=1. 65 -
eta’= 01; B=AA%AL  HE@amEZ B S RBEE  EXRINEREL  H
premfl ey £ REARIEE - P =1, 74 0 MSE=0. 27 » p <. 15 eta’ = 06 LA LSD
FEATR B G TR LB R BEAE T HEHA N XRINE B R B AR
B EF (p <.07)NBARK (p <.02) HEE - EH @I RIEHEER
& LB AHBNIES (p <.08)  BAHRBRY (p <.09) £EBHBEE -
HEibmieh 2 BRI REE > BT EARTHIFRE TR IKRIIEZGER

BIRe ik o AR EMRBLENEE (Fow =0. 80 USE=0. 79 eta = 03)>
IR ERTE (Foon =0. 54 0 MSE=1. 14 > eta’ = 02)~ B HABX (Foon =1. 49~
USE=1. 86 - eta’ = 06) Z—HB R4k Bt £ B ARMEE > 12 LSD FATH
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Blegtbix EAR URBE A ABEARRFAE T ERANHEUNEART RS A
RABAK » BARFHBEALEY (p <.02)NARK (p <.07) HER -
WERE A EREN TR LRFAEAET RS ERAEAENRT
YRl LEEAR T EraE | e E R ARBEE 0 Fon=1 28 USE=0. 78 eta = 04
{84 LSD FATA Lt LR AL 0B B8 ) R E AR T e £
BBAEIRE (p<.06) BARFHEBEBEALES (p<.10) &RF (p<.10)
HEZBRLBIBE Brafd RS AN EAES FHmERENEE-
DRI E o 35 AP E A B 0 MRAE A 4L R N RIE RN ERIL ~ B R IR A
IR PSR SRR ERETEE 0 (Fow =054 » USE=1. 14 -
eta’ = 02); 12 LSD EATHZ| YL 383, » B AR T A A4t a2 5
WEARF (p <.03)-
B sl c A EERBEE (Fow < 223) 148 LSD ¢yt b
BART it #2508 AL B 98B % Sndedla (p <. 08) -
MM ETZ o RBARER S EARFHPBHHLSERHIWER AR
BARERENGEERER BIEHANER RS REE - BRY  EARTY
FEAH A2 MEEH N2 Y EERRI& BTN ERMARERE  RIBEEH
BT RE o MARKG BRI G Bt TSR AR EE -

& 1: SFwmaBririai
L ana %R B BER YE 4] 4
N 26 27 21 21 21
¥ ERE M 134.54  124.41  141.19  141.14 129. 55

#HxREE  SD 37.16 45. 15 40. 62 32. 33 41. 52
FHEHHmLE N 0.53 0. 64 0. 45 0. 42 0. 40
SE  0.06 0. 06 0. 07 0. 07 0.07
R¥HEELE M 0.33 0. 24 0. 40 0. 43 0.51
SE  0.05 0. 05 0. 06 0. 06 0.06

BaAkE M 0.14 0.13 0. 14 0.15 0.09
SE  0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03

W E M 0.47 0. 37 0. 55 0. 58 0. 60
SE  0.06 0. 06 0. 07 0. 07 0.07

xshEE M 0.35 0. 31 0. 07 0. 35 0.08
SE  0.10 0. 10 0.11 0.11 0.11

ARG AR M 0.74 0. 80 1. 12 1. 03 0.78
SE  0.18 0.17 0. 20 0. 20 0.19

WM e M 0.82 0. 63 1. 05 0. 71 0. 68
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SE  0.21 0. 21 0. 23 0. 23 0. 23
AARBHx M 1.31 0. 92 1. 08 1. 84 1. 39
SE  0.27 0. 26 0. 30 0. 30 0. 29

WiEEE M 0.89 0. 44 0. 86 0. 86 0.61
SE  0.17 0.17 0.19 0.19 0.18

AEPHHE O OM 3,95 2.79 4.17 4.78 3.59
SE  0.59 0. 59 0. 66 0. 66 0. 65

k% x4t M 25.13  25.16  25.89  26.32 24. 86
SE  0.51 0.52 0. 60 0. 58 0.57
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DB REE - AR ERAM M EZRBEE (Fo1=6 03 USE=4. 17> p<. 003 -
eta’ = 09) > Dunnett T3 F/#4 P H AL B > R T Xk B HHES
B AR & o

WP c R XM H Y AR R RAM N ERBEE (Fou=24 19
MSE=2. 45+ p < .000 eta = 29) YA Dunnett T3 Fi% TSIt & 83, »
EXRENIIRBEHBEIZINAGHREAXARAEAE K0l £2E LM
% FREREOIFHRERS HRANpREA RAREARY - ERH
EBHEI AR ERAMEREE(Fous=32 35 MSE=3. 01+ p<. 000 eta = 36)-
Dunnett T3 F#& T LLBRER > B E ERAMREHIHMBEE VN H 1AM
RlEAEAREH @M LR REE £EANBRFEEARRE LA
ERBEEBREE (Foous=2.56  HSE=1. 19 p<.082 eta = 04) Hwmfley%
BREE -2 HREERABFARRA DL G EAH— ARG FEER
W ERIEE (Foous=27 40 » USE=4. 78 + p <. 000 » eta = 82)* Dunnett T3
TR PFHHMERER  REERFEOHBEZIONAEHREFARREE
o £ R RS -

HEINE c AN MEBEE L EZEMEENEE > (Fou=2 89 USE=5. 05 ' p
<.06 eta = 05)° ° ERWBIEE (Foous =2 27 USE=1. 62 > eta = 04) -
XANEEE » (Foous=1. 58 » USE=1. 59 » eta = 08) » RIXARIYEHEE (Foous
=0. 59 » MSE=0. 29 » eta’ = 01) L AR ER @AM EZE S RBEE -

BRF U ik - iRFE L 6y 483 (Foos =15, 39 MSE=0. 75 p <. 000> eta' = 21)°
2 Dunnett T3 F4% P # R Lb 4830, - R X IRMATE IR0 ARAE L o b b 37
2 5HREURAEGRER oA LR REE - B0 (Fouw
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=15. 24 » MSE=1. 08 * p<. 000 eta = 21)  Dunnett T3 F14 T3 M Lb i 583
Bl & ERMPFEILGER L BB E VARG R EES R R A K —u
Moy 2B REEE - BABE (Foouws=14 98 USE=1. 52 * p<. 000 eta’ = 21)
Dunnett T3 F&-FHHMMILBAER A& ERATEN A FBEABBEINA
R EMRRR &M o aERARBRE -

B o BB BETIEL B =23 05 MSE=0. 57 »p <. 000 eta’
= 28 vA Dunnett T3 F/4 P& 4R B & ERAFERH BB
FGHBEDNAGHRREARRE EE K —af LR RBE%E -

DRI E o S E AT A ARIE L 040 3R N BB TS N B A R B RIS
Heh B e SRR 4A 3 - R, =38.96 » MISE=6. 56 * p <. 000 eta = 40
A Dunnett T3 & FHHMLLRBEIE E ERAE IR EREHIEBBAE
SRR EHR EAR AR R B w2 RBARERE -

%2 HERBEIXBEARARBMALARBRTA Lo FHHK

B & REE AEHRE i

N 64 36 19 117

HERY M 151. 03 100. 71 135.83  129.19
HEXRE SD 4. 14 5. 60 7.81 3.49
2B 2 BE M 5. 08 5. 92 6. 84 5. 95
SD 0. 26 0. 34 0. 47 0. 21

X W M 3. 41 1. 14 2. 47 2. 34
SE . 20 . 26 . 36 .16

R B e R M 1. 03 3.78 3.16 2. 66
SE 0. 22 0. 29 0. 40 0.18

BUR 8 M 0. 64 1. 00 1. 21 0. 95
SE .14 .18 . 25 11

B[ 54 M 1. 67 4.178 4. 317 3.61
SE .27 . 36 .50 .23

FRAE B T M 0.58 1. 56 0. 68 0. 94
SE 11 .14 . 20 .09

Eox ok 3 M 0.28 1. 39 1. 21 0. 96
SE .13 17 .24 11

7 BARK M 0.72 1.178 2.21 1.57
SE .15 .21 . 28 .13

Bzt M 0.28 1. 17 1. 32 0.92
SE .09 .13 17 .08
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- iR 1l M 1. 88 6.19 9. 68 4. 59
SE . 32 .43 .99 27
fo38sm_ X1t M 25. 27 26. 08 24.79 25. 38
SE .34 .44 .61 .28
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