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The Level of Teaching Practices that Support the Scientific 

Argumentation in the Science Classes from the Point of View of the 
Middle School Teachers in the Eastern Region 

Dr. Jihan Ahmad Al Shafei & Siham Mahdi Al Zahrani 
Abstract 

The present study aimed at identifying the level of teaching 
practices that support the scientific Argumentation in the science 
classes from the point of view of the middle school teachers in the 
Eastern Region, by determined the teaching practices that can support 
the scientific Argumentation in the science classes, Then, the level of 
teaching practices that support the skill of providing claim, evidence, 
and justification.This study followed the descriptive methodology, the 
questionnaire applied on (34) of middle school teachers in the Eastern 
Region selected random, applied the study during the second semester 



(ASEP) 

 

 
 

 
 

  م٢٠١٩..  يوليو..  ئة وأحد عشراالمالعدد 

٧٢  
  

of the academic year 1439-1440.The study found that the level of 
practices in general was moderate, and that the teaching practices 
that support the providing the claim were the lowest level of practice 
with an average of 2.5. The supporting practices for providing the 
evidence were the highest level with an average of 3.66.The study 
providing some recommendations, most important of these 
recommendations are the need for training courses that raise the 
quality of teaching practices that support the skills of scientific 
Argumentation. 
Key words: teaching practices, scientific Argumentation, science 
classes. 
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