The Impact of Thinking Maps® In
Elementary School Music
Education:
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Thinking Maps®
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Basic Principal of Thinking Maps®

PDoeuelierBuneierviap

85




Eight Thinking Maps®
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The term “Thinking Maps” with or without the graphic forms of the eight Maps has a registered trademark.




School Improvement Plan &
Thinking Maps®
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Pre-Assessment

Average of pre-assessment

Sog Juk Raa Chio Bris Sas Nit Kaw

Bl Control group study

Pre-assessment
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Post-Assessment

Average of post-assement
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Improvement in Control Group

Individual Assessments Score in Control group
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Improvement in Test Group

Individual Assessments Score in Test group
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Other Findings

Test score
Playing Test

0
Control Group Average Test Group Average
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Discovery from Interview
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Brace Map for Whole-Part Relationship
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