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o2 JHEY o (wait, listen and watch)
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= AFdFHolof AAE FHL v Ry = AX T ol wep IA
o] Algy Aujrt A"} (Pass & van Merrienboer, 1994; Sweller,
van Merrienboer, & Pass, 1998). ol X §-3tz+ EA A= S35}
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]
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©
=

I
o
HH
]
od
o)
{m
Tor

o

% 9t (Johansson, et al., 2005;

=]
=
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<3 2> FEEgFod 9FE A= AAA 220 (Nokes-Malach, 2015)

T AEstFel Aol S A= Fo A
- ux} &2l (Congleton & Rajaram, 2011)
- A219] B¢ (Johansson et al., 2005)
e - #7191 F7F (Kirschner et al., 2009a)
- A4 24 (Ross et al., 2004)
- A =% (Rajaram & Pereira-Parasin, 2010)
- &% 53 A% (Roediger & Karpicke, 2006)

- P& 93 7]31]E (Kirschner et al., 2009a ;
2 5 Nokes—Malach et al., 2012)
- &A= H4 (Basden et al., 1997)

7 3k(social reinforcing), H¥& HAe] 13

Lo

il
8
=
jab)
2]
2,
12}
=y
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@)
(g
jan
3.
=]
=
kol
ol
Lh)

e (efficacy management) 52 553 7|4 o] AL E o

olu) sale] B4 2 s FFo| wet A Age) WEs} W



Ae uxA AbarE s Eolv A A EH(Alavi, 1994). webs H
TAY BEFE ez g sr|zddef A2 o E A EHA7]a 1
23E FEsted 7198 Aoz dFH Jarvela(2008)7F Al ¢Hgr
gty s712d A% TR <& 3> 2ok
<% 3> gYgHFd AdH 7122 AE (Jarvela et al., 2007)
T 4l
GRS IR T4 st rlel &A dE
(social reinforcing) dgs vAE G
a3 #e AH 7Iget fs7el digh

(efficacy management)

44, B, BA

A7) 3t

(self-handicapping) AT E st &4 W)
Zul =z HAE st s WA 57
(interest enhancement) 2 gsE suE S

F58

puis

(shared goal talk)

-
=3

o =3}

sA o] 28 ERE L

(task structuring)

FA

5 F9]7]

o qYdse 519 FUYEH

dgetae Bal SR S BE
HAE Gt ATy AL 2ol s
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Kohn, 1992, Sharan, 1980, Slavin, 1991). o]d] wz} z} EZg= Gt

T A= AAA ey Zdo] EE A Y P (modeDol#h= &
o]

= FHollA AR FAE AL B AT (A, 2002).
WG AF FREE= FYTdE FHUERISEE Leaming

Together 53, AH A &%

(TGT), HIEH+2Y(GD, Jigsaw

2000). 7t =¥ oy 9 5A4S o 2
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(Learning Together : LT)2 5-6W 2] o]d Al FAYow Huks HA
st Jed e &% o] 9@ Wrish o] Foxiv A I AEEA
= =uistelr] fa AR NEA R BANE AAE HAHe] AT
of & Fofu 7= FHCAGA, 13, 1999).

T WA= Slavin(1985)9] AFH A B
Achievement Division: STAD)o|t}. STADE & o} FHE | H]s)
e FgAxet JrhgA wie] de &d8&Ha glew, 1 5L
A FEFY JAd B2y F O HAE 29%E & At (Johnson &
Johnson, 2000). +HdAb= ALY Ad 2 Aok oA AFiEA siE
of &ME AP Frl= JpEA R ol Foxn. ey iRl ATt
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U A FoA9 Aw

Fests dAele AR FEEAYR FA ED sk,

5 %A (co-regulation)& <FE 4>} o] AFEA wal thuEA A
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%

o]t} Jarvenoja & Jarvela(2009) = FE5XAS Uflo] trE Alghe

St AS AUt =4 A'e 2 Miller & Hadwin(2015)8 B}l
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Jarvenoja & } -
Melol Be Atdsel st B4 A9es B4
Jarvela (2009) b ° °

Hadwin et al. A Aol 714 A FHold AL tE F
o

(2011) ALle] A E7] AA e % = o7
McCaslin Melo] A1z Ao Yoz l%Ei J3F wrS o gM A}
(2009) 37 Ealdow Yusys JdxHo 24 114
e AEEH dEAes T3 olFolA e Arix4

ol (2013)
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7} ®tH(Winne, 2015).
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G 4FAA A wmelel g Prbshiel ool Utk Conway &

Kember, 1993; Goldfinch, 1994; Goldfinch & Raeside, 1990).

<% 5> FExde ske T84 (olu4g, 2013)
27124 -
A, Ba AT FE2A 9%
STa oA
Vauras et al. (2003), Iiskala
et al. (2004), Hurme and - ey By A1
Jarvela(2005), Kempler et al. = A7 - y= A2F
(2007), Whitebread et al. - g3} AdE FJrt
Q1] (2007), DiDonato (2012)
- I35 1
Kempler et al. (2007) oA S A
DiDonato (2012) = A B con o
. - FAEE A
Whitebread et al.(2007)
- A4 AHA3
A 7}
e R e
=7] Jarvela et al. (2011) = 3, coT °
P v M Il
9 Vauras et al. (2003) o P& - Y Ho A
° liskala et al.(2004) A - A 2k ma
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interdependence)©] Z&t=Em o= Hu W] JMAAE FHSIAL ShFel
et AL, s71ek SHE Eoled 7o
= Z7MA 715+ (Johnson & Johnson, 2002).
=4, g dlzol 44 Q4 (academic text)9} TAIA 2 A (social
EZol], 2009). HA= g}
F3GolM HHAE7E HlEe HASY EEeE ARSI A EE,
2&57e HXE FAY F437]= dti(Dowsin & McOnerney, 2001;

Urdan et al., 1995). o]w @=#H3stF2 nAle] AHAA SFHiid B

A7, d9stsS 712 AYSTE FFAAY. A7 284 ol 2dd w
2y 712 A&+ 54 (competence), A& (autonomy), A
(relatedness) 3847} 229 u A 577} =olx 3 =7] 2AHZA &
Fo] FHA A} (Deci & Ryan, 2002). WA F573 WAE79 #HA4S
Ao EH) shale A A4le] s & sl dvkar 1A skE YT
2 sty fko] 2 H<Qlar(Vallerand, Fortier, Guay, 1997) 5 7+o
WAls et fFefmrs 44 s Ze A9 gy Ferle fone F
2 AR Hols ZHow FAdFAui(Standage, Duda, Ntoumanis,
2003). R ofy e FA 3 5
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(2017)¢] AT AF}E ol¢} fAETh 3-1041¢] o FHES Hok 7h
Bl = oM #pale] £33 Hol o 5 =S AdS U

B ALY AElA AAde FAsH] "ol dEe ST

ALSlA A ole At 54 Aoy A Fojst= HAAEE

o] v] gk th(Ashforth, Harrison, & Corely, 2008). 71%14 AAAdo] W&
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ARl Aidel WAlE71ek 9l AE7] oIt Amabilest & 5E5(1994)2 WA

# &7](intrinsic motivation)7} #}7 A7} Sw|FL REEAHY]

of 57|35 Aolgtd, A4 % 7](extrinsic motivation)& H.AFo]u}

17, BFQlel B@rhel 22 Al AA7E obd vrE f]F-A gl o3|

718t = AoRE Aotk Hidi(2000)+ H4 dA4S 93 sdo=
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Abstract

The Effect of Intergroup competition on
Task engagement and Learning attitude

in Collaborative learning

Yu jin Song
Department of Education
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

The purpose of this study is to find out how task
engagement and learning attitude change according to the intergroup
competition in collaborative learning. In order to examine the effect of
group competition, co-regulation and task contribution are used as
indicators of task engagement. As indicators of learning attitude,
intrinsic motivation and preference for collaborative learning were
used. This study hypothesizes that task engagement and learning
attitude could decrease in intergroup competition but increase in
non-intergroup competition condition.

In this study, 217 5" grade elementary students who live in
Gyeonggi—do participated. This study was conducted based on a
quasi—experimental design due to practical constraints and conditions.

In order to investigate the change of task engagement and learning
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attitude, three times of collaborative learning was conducted in each
class. Experimental group was experimentally related to intergroup
competition in goal presentation and evaluation stage of collaborative
learning lesson, and control group did not take any action related to
intergroup competition. In the analysis stage, a mixed ANOVA was
conducted with intergroup competition as between subjects and times
as within—subjects.

The results of this study are as follows. First, task
engagement was significantly increased when there was no
competition among groups, but when there was competition between
groups, it tended to decrease although not significant. Therefore, it is
more effective not to apply intergroup competition to promote learner
engagement and increase frequency of cooperative behaviors in small
group.

Second, interaction effect of competition and time on the
preference of collaborative learning among learning attitude was
significant. When there was no competition between groups, the
preference for collaborative learning continued to increase, but when
there was competition between groups, the change was not
significant.

On the other hand, in the case of intrinsic motivation, the
interaction effect of competition and time was not significant, but the
main effect of time was significant and the effect size were very

large. Therefore, intrinsic motivation was significantly increased
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during cooperative learning, and the intergroup competition did not
affect intrinsic motivation. The results of this study indicate that
collaborative learning is effective for intrinsic motivation. In addition,
it can be found from the viewpoint of self - determination theory that
motivation 1s not degraded if externally regulated learning is shared
with the necessity and importance of task.

Third, some positive effects of group competition were found.
The main effect of the competition was significant in co-regulation
and preference of collaborative learning, and higher values were
observed at all time points than non - competitive conditions. This
results canbe interpreted that intergroup competition affects the
co-regulation and preference of collaborative learning more.

As the need for collaborative problem solving skills is
emphasized, a variety of collaborative learning strategies are being
used in recent educational settings. The results of this study suggest
that the lesson should be designed considering the complex and
long—term effects on student attitudes as well as student involvement
in the use of instructional strategies such as intergroup competition

in the education field.

Key words : collaborative learning, intergroup competition,
task engagement, learning attitude.

Student number : 2017-29516
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