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The Effects of Cooperative Learning in the Relative Evaluation
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ABSTRACT

There are two ways in general for evaluating the accomplishments used by the universities, one is
relative evaluation, the other is absolute evaluation. Recently, Korean universities have had the problem
with score inflation due to absolute evaluation. The advantage of relative evaluation compared with
absolute evaluation is for us to distinguish one’s academic accomplishments from others. However,
relative evaluation would lead to over—-competition. Through this paper, I tired to analyze how cooperative
learning influences the academic accomplishments under relative evaluation. Cooperative learning in the
relative evaluation of student accomplishments conducted were divided into three groups. And analyzed
a result and following presented about the research which in necessary.
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