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Influence of Collaborative Reasoning Discussion on the Promotion of Argumentation Skills
of Primary School Students
Ding Fengjiao'?, Cheng Yahua', Zhang Jie*, Li Yixun', Li Hong'
(1. Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology; School of Psychology, Beijing Normal University ,
Beijing 100875, China; 2. Hunan Yiyang the First Middle School, Yiyang Hunan 413000, China
3. Western Kentucky University of America)

Abstract: A new model of classroom discussion, collaborative reasoning discussion, is discussed
through the teaching experiment to find out its adaptability in Chinese language classroom and its
influence on the promotion of grade four students’ argumentation skills. Results show that Chinese
teachers can successfully organize the collaborative discussion. Students can take the initiative to promote
the process of discussion and do independent reasoning. Compared to the control group, the collaborative
reasoning group uses more reasons and evidences to support their arguments in the reflective writing, but
there are no significant differences in the counterarguments and rebuttals. This has certain enlightenment
significance to China’s education reform in the future.

Key words: argument schema; collaborative reasoning discussion; reflective writing; argumentation
skills of primary school students
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