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Abstract

The Instruction of Socio-scientific Controversies in General Education
Socio-scientific controversies are to discuss socia dilemmas with conceptual and
technological links to science. We are constantly confronted with these controversial
issues in the present, and will be, in the future. The purpose of this articleisto argue
that the incorporation of Socio-scientific controversies in science classroom will
provide aricher context and contents for non-major science students to learn science
in general education at the college level. It will enable the students to handle the
controversial issues in science and technology with the skills of critical thinking,
problem solving and decision making. Moreover, it will promote the development of
a responsible citizenry. All of these are consistent with the goa of science
curriculum in general education. Suggestions for the teaching materials, methods
and assessment are provided in this article.

Keywords: Socio-scientific controversies, science instruction, general education,
higher education
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