
This review summarizes the results of 28
field experiments in which students using
cooperative learning methods were
compared to control groups over periods
of at least two weeks. The review con-
dudes that cooperative learnir~gimproves
intergroup relations, mutual concern, and
self-esteem, and increases student
achievement if the groups are rewarded
based on the individual learning of all
group members. [The SSCI® indicates that
this paper has been cited in over 100 pub-
lications.]

—

Robert E. Slavin
Center for Research on Elementary

and Middle Schools
Johns Hopkins University

Baltimore, MD 21218

May 30, 1988

Beginning in 197711 have written
a series of reviews of the literature
dealing with the still rapidly evolving
field of cooperative learning. My
1980 review that is the subjedof this
Citation Classic is perhaps the most
important of these, at least to me. It
was the first to make the claim, sup-
ported by much subsequent re-
search, that the achievement effects
of cooperative learning depended on
the provision of group rewards based
on the individual learning of all
group members. My later reviews, in

1983Z3 and 1988,4 make this argu-
ment even more strongly.

Ironically, my 1980 review is quite
frequently cited as a justification for
all forms of cooperative learning, in-
cluding methods in which students
work in small groups but receive no
rewards based on their performance,
or in which group rewards are based
on a single group product. These are
precisely the forms of cooperative
learning that I had found to be inef-
fective (at least in terms of increas-
ing student achievement), so I am al-
ways distressed to find how often re-
search on such methods cites my re-
view as confirming evidence.

For me, publication of “Coopera-
tive learning” represented a sort of
watershed. With this review, I
considered my research on the basic
forms of cooperative learning to be
complete. Since that time my col-
leagues and I have turned our atten-
tion toward more complex and com-
prehensive forms of cooperative
learning, such as Team-Assisted mdi-
vidualizatjon-MathematicsS and Co-
operative Integrated Reading and
Composition,6 and toward school-
level applications of cooperative
learning principles.7

I believe that to get something off
your back, you’ve got to get it off
your chest. Writing “Cooperative
learning” in 1980 helped me to get
my conclusions from research in the
1970s off my chest and to then move
in new directions to build on what
we had learned.
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