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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to 1) develop a learning and teaching model to promote
ethically critical thinking abilities of junior high students, and 2) to investigate the effects
of the implementation of the developed model on the ethically critical thinking abilities
of the junior high students This research and envelopment was divided into four stages.
Stage 1 was a study of problem conditions, needs, and the guidelines for developing
the target sample. The sample consisted of 85 teachers responsible for organization of
ethically critical thinking activities and 100 student parents. who were sclected using
the accidental sampling technique.lnstru‘ments for this stage includeda survey on
problem conditions, teaching needs and a guidelines for devedopinga learning and
teaching model: and a questionnaire on desired ethical characteristics, Stage 2 was a
development of the needed model .The target group was 7 experts. The research tools
consisted of an evaluation form for appropriate conceptual frameworks , an evaluation
form for an appropriateness of the learning and teaching model, an evaluation form for
an appropriateness of the learning plans, the critically ethical thinking test, and a
satisfaction questionnaire. Stage 3 was a try-out of the developed model. Thirty five
junior high students selected using the cluster or area sampling technique were
participated in the study. Research instruments included lesson plans, a test on critically
ethical thinking abilities, a satisfaction questionnaire, and a learning and teaching

observation form, Stage 4 was an investigation of the model implementation. One hundred



and eighty three students as classified by school size: extra-large, large medium ,and
small, who were purposively selected for the study. Instruments for the study included
10 lesson plans for 20 weeks of learning , a test on critically thinking abilities, a
satisfaction questionnaire, a learning and teaching note-tailing form. The collected data
were analyzed using percentage, mean, standard deviation, paired t-test and F-test (One -
way ANCOVA).

The major findings revealed that the developed model had 7 steps:
1) preparation, 2) ethical knowledge, 3) ethical attitude. 4) ethical reasoning 5) critically
ethical thinking 6) application in daily life, and 7) evaluation. The developed model had
an efficiency of 88.38/92.62. The students as a whale and as classified according
school size showed gainsin critically ethical thiking abilities from before participating
the training session at the .05 level of significance. However, the students attending
schools with different sizes did not statistically indicate different posttest mean scores
of critically ethical thinking abilities(p=.483). In addition, these students showed
satisfactions with learning via the developed model as a whole and in each step at the

medinm to the most level.



