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Basic Thinking Skills of Social and National Books
for the First Three Classes In Jordan

Hani H. Obeidat and Mona Y. Bahri *

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at investigating the basic thinking skills of social and national books for the first three
classes. To achieve this target, the two researchers built a study tool of eight basic thinking skills. The
contents of the tool were validated. The contents of the books were analyzed on the light of the prepared
tool, then it was distributed among the specialized instructors and supervisors at the Jordanian Universities
to check if these skills cope with the skills that can be acquired by the students of the target classes. The
results showed that the skills of induction and summarizing have the lion’s share and the least skills are
arranging and making comparison. The study also showed that there were differences of the existence of
the skills among the same class and the different classes. Lastly, the results showed that the study tool

skills were suitable to the student’s abilities.
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