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The Effect of Cooperative Learning on the Scientific

Preferences of Middle School Girls
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Abstract: I conducted a pretest on the students’ preference before I incorporated
Cooperative learning in five classes of second grade students, at a girl’s middle
school which 1s located in Gimje city. After ten weeks of Cooperative school
work, the students took a post test with the same questions as the pretest .

The result of this method greatly impacted on the change of students’
scientific preference. It means that the students showed their positive awareness
of and the participation in the science class in comparison with the classes
before they were taught this new style of education. However it is difficult to
distinguish the differences of their scientific attitude on the recognition about the
scientists and the habit which they think scientifically. This resulted from a short
period of ten weeks of learning which is not sufficient to carry out the study
strategy effectively.

Surveys of the students on Cooperative learning indicates that the middle
level students prefer this method unlike the higher or lower level. I am convinced

that they can learn from the students of higher level and are able to help the
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lower level with the interaction through Cooperative learning.
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Table 1. The change of Scientific Preferences.

Z] A S A
e ) MA} 44 A}SD M/\]"r s A;D . Sig
73 ] 3.19 84 367 84 4807
B R ) 2.84 95 3.18 85 -3.30" p<.01,
e g |EF 8 2.90 95 352 85 636" " <001
73l 9 2.81 96 3.12 88 -3.09”
w3 12| 270 1.31 2.76 1.33 —42
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w3 17| 198 96 2.06 93 - 87
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Table 2. The change of number of students who select science as one of their 8 favorite

subjects.
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