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Abstract

Different classroom goal structures elicit qualitatively different motivational goals
among students. There are two possible goal structures, cooperative structure and
competitive structure, which can be implemented in a learning situation. During last
decades, considerable research has been conducted comparing the effects of cooperative
and competitive goal structures on student behavior in the classroom.

The primary purpose of this study are to compare the effects of cooperative versus
competitive goal structure on students cognitive - affective outcomes and to address the
effectiveness of different goal structures by studing how cooperative vs competitive goal

structure influence student’s achivement and affective characteristics. More specifically
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the purpose of this study is three fold;

(1) to examine some of .the available research revealing the cooperative and competitive
native of student.

2) to briefiy define the two different goal structure and to review the researches
regarding the effectiveness of competitive goal structure as well as cooperative goal
structure.

(3) to delineate the appropriate application of the two goal structure.

Ma‘ior results which were found through the review can be summarized 'asl follows. Firstly,
under cooperative goal strﬁcturé in dassroonis studént's aéhivement and positive attitudes
toward schooling, teachers, and peers can be better enhanced under than competitive goal
structure. .

Secondly, competition goal structure may be superior to cooperative goal structure
when a instructional task is a simple drill activity, whereas .if instructional task is a
kind of problem solving activity, coooperative goal structure would result in higher
student’s achivement than does competition goal structure.

According to the results, it can be stated that cooperative goal structure is
considerably more effective than competitive goal structure and that cooperation is
superior to competitive in promoting achivement and productivity. Therefore, it is
suggested that an increased use of cooperative goal structure would be beneficial for
most student. Although there are many desirable consequences from employing such a
classroom structure, of primary importance would be a predictable reduction in
nonadaptive competitive behavior. If majority of students could learn more cooperative

behavior, the other of our educational system may also be lessened or alleviated.
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