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ABSTRACT TE 163223

This research aimed to study and compare critical thinking of upper
secondary students of the Demonstration School of Ramkamhaeng University
in 5 aspects : deductive, fundamental agreement, inductive, interpretative,
and conflict evaluation according to following variables : genders, grade
levels, learning achievement and instructional methods in the second
semester of academic year of 2003. The samples of 600 students were
simply randomly selected. Five hundreds and ninety-four copies of
questionnaire, 99 percent were returned. The questionnaire was consisted of
general situations with conclusion. Percentile, means, standard deviation,

t-test, F-test, one-way analysis of variance, and Scheffe’ method were used

for data analysis.

The research ﬁndings were as follows:

1. The critical thinking of students in all aspects : deductive,
fundamental agreement, inductive, interpretative, and conflict evaluation, and
in general, was at moderate level.

2. " The critical thinking of students with different genders in deductive
and inductive aspects, and in general, was statistical significant different at
.05 “level, but not different in fundamental agreement, interpretative, and
conflict evaluation aspects. \

3. The critical thinking of students with differentmgrade levels in all
aspects : deductive, fundamental agreement, inductive, interpretative, and
conflict evaluation, and in general, was statistical significant different at .05
level.

4. The critical thinking of students with different learning achievement
in inductive and conflict evaluation aspects, and in general, was statistical

significant different at .05 level but no different in deductive, fundamental

agreement and interpretative aspects.
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5. The critical thinking of students preferring different instructional
methods in deductive and interpretative aspects was statistical significant
different at .05 level, but not different in fundamental agreement, inductive,

and conflict evaluation, and in general.



