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Select one of the three boxes above

Keep choice: 0 times
Wins: Ocars (0%)
Losses: 0 goats (0%)

Run imes and

Change choice: 70 times
Wins: 46 cars (65%)
Losses: 24 goats (35%)
=]

[change | the choice: [ Start

Clcheat

[1¥ 1V-8] ZEE

Select one of the three boxes above

Keep choice: 0 times
Wins:  Ocars (0%)
L osses™ 0 goats (0%)

Run times and the choice: [ Start Clcheat

Change choice: 200 times
Wins:  132cars (66%)
losses A goats (34%)

[

EA A& o] A(http://www.grand-illusions.com/simulator/montysim.htm)
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An Analysis on Argumentation in the Task Context of
‘Monty Hall Problem’ at a High School Probability Class

Lee, Yoon—Kyung (Graduate School, Yeungnam University)

This study aims to look into the characteristics
of argumentation in the task context of ’Monty
Hall problem’ at a high school probability class.
As a result of an analysis of classroom discourses
on the argumentation between teachers and
second-year students in one upper level class in
high school using Toulmin’s argument pattern, it
was found that it would be important to create a
task context and a safe classroom culture in which
the students could ask questions and refute them in
order to make it an argument-centered discourse
community. In addition, through the argumentation

of solving complex problems together, the students

* Key Words :

Cho, Cheong—Soo (Yeungnam University)

could be further engaged in the class, and the
actual empirical context enriched the understanding
of concepts. However, reasoning in argumentation
was mostly not a statistical one, but a mathematical
one centered around probability problem-solving.
Through these results of the study, it was noted
that the teachers should help the students actively
participate in argumentation through the task
context and question, and an understanding of a
statistical reasoning of interpreting the context
would be necessary in order to induce their
thinking and about

reasoning probability and

statistics.

probability(2}&), statistical reasoning(F 4% &), argumentation(+=%37%), Toulmin’s

Argument Pattern(TAP, Toulmin®] =

Z 3] &), Monty Hall problem(ZE] & EA)
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