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The Level of Metacognitive Thinking and Wisdom among
a Sample of University Students and the Relationship
Between Them

Mohammad Sherideh, Faculty of Education, University of Umm Al-
Qura, KSA.

Abstract: This study aimed at investigating the level of metacognitive
thinking and wisdom among a sample of university students and the
relationship between them. The sample consisted of (301) male and
female undergraduate students: (149) males and (152) females from
the scientific and humanistic colleges. The Arabic version of (Schraw
and Dennison, 1994) scale was used along with the Arabic version of
the wisdom scale developed (Brown and Greene, 2006).The results
showed that students have a moderate level in both their
metacognitive thinking and wisdom on the scale as a whole and on its
sub-dimensions. The results of the study also showed a positive
relationship between metacogntive thinking and wisdom and their
dimensions. The results of the study also showed that it is possible to
predict the total degree of wisdom from the total degree of the
metacogntive thinking and the organizing knowledge dimension only.
Keywords: Wisdom, Metacogntive Thinking.
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Reasons for the Reluctance of Faculty Members at
Yarmouk University in the Use of E-learning System on
the University’s Web Site from Their Point of View ’
(963) . (19
Mohammad Al-Omari, Department of Curriculum and Instruction, (200)

Faculty of Education, Yarmouk University, Jordan.

Abstract: This study aimed to explore the perceptions of the faculty
members towards the reasons for their reluctance to use the University
e-learning system. To collect the data for the study, the researcher
developed a (19) item questionnaire. The sample consisted of (200)
faculty members selected randomly from the (963) members working
at the various faculties in the University. The results showed that there (0.05=0)
were obstacles facing faculty members in the use of the e-learning
system, most important amongst which are the poor infrastructure,
students' poor e-learning skills, and faculty's large workload. The
results also showed no statistically significant differences which can
be attributed to academic rank, experience, and training courses,
whereas statistically significant differences in faculty perceptions were
found in favor of the scientific faculties whose members were less
reluctant to use the system than those in the humanities faculties.

Keywords: Reasons of Reluctance, Faculty Members, Yarmouk
University, E-learning System.
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The Big Five Personality Traits in Relation with Job
Satisfaction among UNRWA Teachers in the Educational
Area of Irbid

Nafez Ahmad Abed Bukaiei, Department of Educational Psychology,
Faculty of Educational Sciences and Arts, UNRWA, Amman,
Jordan.

Abstract: This study aimed at recognizing the relation between the
big five personality traits and the job satisfaction among UNRWA
schools in the educational area of Irbid. The study also aimed at
identifying the most common personality trait and the degree of job
satisfaction according to the variables of sex, teaching experience,
qualification, and the grades that are taught by UNRWA teachers. To
achieve the aims of this study, the gauge of the big five personality
traits of John, Donahue & Kentle (1991) was applied. In addition, the
researcher molded the gauge of job satisfaction for UNRWA teachers
to achieve the aims of this study. The sample of this study consisted of
(187) male and female teachers that were selected on the basis of
(random cluster). The results demonstrated that the commonest
personality trait is agreeableness and the least common one is
neuroticism. The results also showed that there are differences in the
traits of extraversion and consciousness attributed to the variable of
sex in favor of females; there are also differences in the trait of
extraversion according to the variable of teaching experience in favor
of those getting the highest experience. The results also showed that
there are differences in the trait of agreeableness attributed to the
variable of the grades in favor of the first three grades. The results also
demonstrated that there are no differences in the level of job
satisfaction in terms of all the variables of this study except a
difference in job satisfaction attributed to the variable of sex in favor
of females. Finally, the results exhibited that there is a statistically
positive relationship between the traits of extraversion, agreeableness,
consciousness and job satisfaction whereas there is a negative
relationship between neuroticism and job satisfaction.

Keywords: big five personality traits, Job satisfaction, UNRWA
teachers.
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Life Satisfaction and Perceived Social Support and the
Relationship Between them among a Sample of Breast
Cancer Patients

Rami Abdalla Tashtoush, Dep. of Counseling and Educational
Psychology, Yarmouk University, Irbid, Jordan.

Abstract: This study aimed to reveal the life satisfaction and
perceived social support level and the relationship between them
among breast cancer patients. The sample of the study consisted of
(215) breast cancer patients. The results of the study showed that
breast cancer patients have medium level of life satisfaction, and there
are statistically significant differences in the life satisfaction due to the
variables of age, marital status, educational level, the stage of
treatment, and the duration of the disease. Also, the results of the
study showed that breast cancer patients have high level of perceived
social support, and there are statistically significant differences in the
perceived social support due to the variable of the duration of the
disease. There were no statistically significant differences in the
perceived social support due to the variables of age, marital status,
educational level, and the stage of treatment. Finally, the study
showed statistically positive relationship between life satisfaction and
perceived social support (161). Keywords: Life Satisfaction,
Perceived Social Support, Breast Cancer Patients.
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The Effect of Electronic Mind Mapping Technique on the
Enhancement of English Reading Comprehension Among
Ninth Grade Students

Hamed M. Al-Awidi, Department of Curriculum and Instruction,
Kuwait University.

Younes Jaradat, Ministry of Education, Alfujairah Educational Zone,
UAE.

Abstract: This study aimed to investigate the effect of using the
electronic mind-mapping technique (iMindMap) on the enhancement
of reading comprehension in English among the ninth grade students
in Irbid public schools in Jordan. The sample of the study consisted of
two sections of the ninth grade students from two public schools in
Irbid first educational directorate during the academic year 2013/2014.
Each section consisted of 30 students and the two sections were
assigned randomly to an experimental group and a control group. The
experimental group was taught English lessons using the electronic
mind-mapping technique (IMindMap), while the control group was
taught the same lessons by the conventional method. Then a reading
comprehension test was applied, and the appropriate statistical
techniques were used to analyze data. The results showed a statistical
significant difference at the level of (0=0.05) between the means of
both groups in favor of the experimental group. Furthermore, the
effect size of applying the electronic mind maps in teaching reading
texts was medium. Based on the findings, a set of recommendations
were given. The main recommendation is to provide teachers in
general and English teachers in particular with training workshop to
train them in designing electronic mind maps and integrate them in
their teaching practices. Keywords: Electronic Mind Maps,
IMindMap, Reading comprehension, Instructional Technology,
Methods of Teaching English.

(Moore
.& Lo, 2008; Lipson &Wixson, 2009)
" " (Zeki, 1993, p.39)

.(Buzan & Buzan, 1996)

469

(30)

(a=0.05)

(IMindMap)

| (Ortlieb, 2013)

o |

**



.(Casco, 2009)

(Siriphanich & Laohawiriyanon, 2010; Liu, Chen
.& Chang, 2010; Kim & Kim, 2012; Hofland, 2007)

(Christodoulou,
.2010)
.(Murley, 2007)
(Radiant
Thinking)
(Buzan &
Buzan, 1996; Siriphanic & Laohawiriyano, 2010; Al-
Jarf, 2009)

(2005 )

(Smith, 1997)

(Grellet, 1995)

(Lakshmi & Rao, 2006)

Lipson & Wixson, )
(2009

(1992

:(Durkin & Dolores, 1995)

(Burns & Roe, 2002)



(Dara,
.2010)

(Dara, 2010;Nong, Pham& Tran, 2009)

(Stankovic, Besic, Papic & Aleksic, 2011)

(Peng, 2011)

(Benavides, Rivera &
Rubio, 2010)

(Siriphanich & Laohawiriyanon, 2010; Liu, Chen &
.(Chang, 2010; Kim & Kim, 2012; Hofland, 2007

471

.(Christodoulou, 2010)
- (Ausubel, 1968)

.(2003 )

(2015 )

.(Buzan & Buzan, 1996)

(Tucker, Armstrong
& Massad, 2010)

.(Holzman, 2004)

(Farrand, Hussain & Hennessey,
.2002)



(Siriphanich &
Laohawiriyanon, 2010)
.(Tahaineh & Daana, 2013)
(Al-
Jamal, Al-Hawamleh & Al-Jamal, 2013)
(Malekzadeh & .
Bayat, 2015)

(Gomez & King, 2014)

.(Guthrie & Klauda, 2014 1992 )

.(Siriphanich & Laohawiriyanon, 2010) (Ellozy

& Mostafa, 2010; Al-Jarf, 2009;)

(Siriphanich & Laohawiriyanon, 2010; Bidarra

& Kommers, 2000 Guimaraes)

.(Alshourafa, 2012)

472



.www.thinkbuzan.com

2014/2013

(Action Pack 9)
2014/2013

(Action Pack)

.2014/2013

473

(¢=0.05)

.(IMindMap)
(Tony Buzan)



5
(1)
(38)
2014 /2013
(30)
People from the past The science fiction story)
.(and How The Egyptians wrote
) The science fiction ) : 2014/2013
( People from the past and How The Egyptians story
(35) .(wrote
(35
(IMindMap)
) :
( 1
2
3

474



(0.89)

e 200 cenury 1
e 20 ook

\pabulus

g Wwell-known wealthy family

e zuog
jian nationality
¢ Jordanian NEEERE isted

e N\ - She carried 112 2 gpe
a superb collecy,
. Inside his secret tom®

She was self-aught

er education
e 1Y
5

e impressiS

“her isted e’
Nt o
3 0reat figure of madem Arabic literature

fn 1990

Sonerg

0 169

1y Prizs for Poelry

scientific

quotol A2

_ %18
. (0.33)
(0.33) 0.77)
) (0.80)
2011
(30)
10 ;
(0=0.05) ) 9 11
(Test-Retest)

(Stability Coefficient)
(30)

4
(IMindMap)
-5

(IMindMap) ( :

475



(30)

-6
©)
(IMindMap)
Gcomrol: 01-02
Gexperimentaﬂ: 01X 02
(IMindMap)
(0=0.05) :
(0=0.05) 4
" '8
(30)
(1) ()
(1)
0.54 17.312 3.18 17.233 2.94 14.833 30
0.54 19.588 3.31 19.667 3.21 15.167 30
(1)
)
[(2)
0.198 0.000 14.080 121.237 1 121.237 ( )
0.136 0.004 9.002 77.508 1 77.508
8.610 57 490.797
59 700.850

476



()

(=0.05)
Trevino, 2005 2011, )
(Al-Jarf, 2009
)
(0.1267)
(0.751) A(d)
.(2011)
(0.70) (0.50) A(d)
.(0.80) A(d)
(Ralston & Cook, 2007)
(Imindmap)
(Al-Jarf, 2009) (Siriphanich &
(IMindMap) .Lohawiriyanon, 2010; Berg, 2011)
(Peng,
2011)

(Moi & Lian, 2007)

477



) .(2005) .
(1992) .
44 -9 (4)8
.(2011) .
(6 ). .(2015) .
.(2011) .
(4 ). .(2003) .

Al-Jamal, D., Al-Hawamleh, M., & Al-Jamal, G.,
(2013). An Assessment of Reading Comprehension

Practice in Jordan. Jordan Journal of Educational
Sciences. 9(3), 335-344.

Al-Jarf, R. (2009). Enhancing Freshman students’
Writing Skills with a Mind Mapping software.
Paper presented at the 5th International Scientific
Conference, eLearning and Software for Education.
(9-10 April 2009). Bucharest.

Alshourafa, A. (2012). The effect of motivation on
Jordanian 10th grade students' writing skills in
English. European Scientific Journal, 8(22), 235- -
247.

(Siriphanich &
Lohawiriyanon, 2010)

.(Tucker, Armstrong & Massad, 2010)

(Goodnough & Woods,
2002)

(Chen & Chang, 2010; Kim
.& Kim, 2012)



Goodnough, K., & Woods, R. (2002). Student and
teacher perceptions of mind mapping. The Annual
Meeting of American Educational Research
Association. (1st to 5th April 2002). New Orleans.

Grellet, F. (1995). Developing reading skills: A
practical guide to reading comprehension
exercises. London: CUP.

Guthrie, J., & Klauda, S.L. (2014). Effects of classroom
practices on reading comprehension, engagement,
and motivations for adolescents.Reading Research
Quarterly, 49(4), 387-416.

Hariri, M.(2013). The attitudes of EFL learners towards
using mind mapping software on their reading
comprehension. International Journal of Language
Learning and Applied Linguistics World,4(4)-334

341. Retrieved June 6, 2014 from
http://ijllalw.org/finalversion4425.pdf

Hofland, C. (2007). Mind-
mapping in the EFL classroom. Fontys

Hogescholen:Fontys Teacher Training College
Sittard.

Holzman, S (2004). Thinking maps: Strategy-based
learning for English language learner. Annual
Administrator ~ Conference 13" Closing  the
Achievement Gap for Education Learner Student,
Sonoma Country Office of Education, California
Department of Education.

Kim, S. Y., Kim, M. R. (2012). Kolb's Learning Styles
and Educational Outcome: Using Digital Mind
Map as a Study Tool in Elementary English Class.
International Journal for Educational Media and
Technology, 6(1), 4-13.

Lakshmi, L., and Rao, D. (2006). Reading and
Comprehension. New Delhi: Discovery Publishing
House.

Lipson, M., & Wixson, K. (2009). Assessment and
instruction of reading and writing difficulties, An
interactive approach. 4™ Edition, Pearson Boston.

Liu,P.L.,Chen,C.J.,& Chang,Y.J.(2010).Effects of a
computer-assisted concept mapping learning
strategy on EFL college students’ English reading
comprehension. Computers & Education, 54 (2),
436-445.

Malekzadeh, B.,& Bayat, A. (2015). The Effect of Mind
Mapping Strategy on Comprehending Implicit
Information in EFL Reading Texts. International
Journal of Educational Investigations, 2(3), 81-90.

Moi, W., & Lian, O. (2007). Introducing Mind Map In

Comprehension. Educational Research
Association. Singapore. Retrieved October 7, 2013
from

http://conference.nie.edu.sg/2007/paper/papers/LA
N469.pdf

479

Ausubel, D. (1968). Educational psychology: a
cognitive view. New York: Rinehart and Winston.

Benavides, S., Rivera, F., & Rubio, M., (2010).
Improving reading comprehension skills by using
mind mapping software with students of bachelor's
degree in English attending reading and writing in
English II course. (Master thesis) Universidad de
Oriente UNIVO. San Miguel, El Salvador.

Berg, H. (2011). How to use mind-mapping to improve
reading comprehension. Retrieved January 2, 2013
from http://ezinearticles.com/?How-to-Use-Mind-
Mapping-to-Improve-Reading-
Comprehension&id=5761817

Bidarra, J., Guimaraes, N., & Kommers, P.A.M. (2000,
October). Handling hypermedia complexity:
Fractal hyperscapes and mind mapping. Paper
presented at the eighth ACM Multimedia
Conference, Los Angeles
http://www]1.acm.org/sigs/sigmm/MM2000/

Burns. P., & Roe. B. (2002). Informal reading
inventory. Boston: Houghton Mifflin.

Buzan, T., & Buzan, B. (1996). The mind mapping
book: How to use Radiant Thinking to maximize
your brain's untapped potential. London: BBC.

Casco, M. (2009): The Use of “Mind Maps” in the
Teaching of Foreign Languages. XXXV FAAPI
Conference Proceedings. Bahia Blanca.

Christodoulou, K. (2010). Collaborative on-line concept
mapping. (Master's thesis). University of
Manchester. UK.

Dara, C. (2010). Hand Drawing Vs. Using Software
Mind Mapping. Retrieved February 21, 2013 from.
http://www.isoftwarereviews.com/hand-drawing-
vs-using-software-mind-mapping/

Durkin, A. and Dolores.(1995).Teaching Them to Read.
New York: Allyn Bacon Company.

Ellozy,A.,& Mostafa.,H. (2010). Making learning
visible: using e-maps to enhance critical reading
skills. MERLOT Journal of Online Learning and
Teaching. 6(.3) 634-46. Retreived October 14,
2014 from
http://jolt.merlot.org/vol6no3/ellozy 0910.pdf

Farrand, S., Hussain, F. & Hennessy, E. (2002). The
efficacy of the mind map study technique. Journal
of Medical Educational. 36(5), 426-431. Retrieved
October 12, 2013 from
http://www.thinkbuzan.com/uk/aricles/mindmappi

ngworks

Goémez, M.& King, G. (2014). Using mind mapping as a
method to help ESL/EFL students connect
vocabulary and concepts in different contexts.
TRILOGIA. Ciencia, Tecnologiay Sociedad, 10,
69-85.




Smith, C. B. (1997). Vocabulary instruction and reading
comprehension. ERIC Digest, ED 412506.

Stankovic, N., Besic, C., Papic, M., & Aleksic, V.
(2011). The evaluation of using mind maps in

teaching.  Technics  Technologies  Education
Management, 6 (2), 337-343.
Tahaineh, Y.& Daana, H. (2013). Jordanian

Undergraduates' Motivations and Attitudes towards
Learning English in EFL Context. International
Review of Social Sciences and Humanities, 4(2),
159-180.

Toy, J. (2009). Recalling vocabulary via mind maps.
Think Buzan. Retrieved January 16, 2014 from
http://www.thinkbuzan.com/uk/aricles/mindmappi

ngworks

Trevino, C. (2005). Mind mapping and outlining:
Comparing two types of graphic organizers for
learning seventh-grade life science. (Unpublished
ph.d thesis). USA: Texas Tech University.

Tucker, J. M., Armstrong, G. R., & Massad, V. J.
(2010).Profiling the mind map user: A descriptive

appraisal. Journal of Instructional Pedagogies,
2(4), 1-13.

Zeki, S. (1993). A Vision of the brain. London. Oxford
Blackwell Scientific Publication.

480

Moore,C.,& Lo,L.(2008). Reading comprehension
strategy: Rainbow dots. The Journal of the
International Association of Special Education,
9(1). 124 -127.

Murley, D. (2007). Mind mapping complex
information. lllinois: Southern Illinois University
School of Law Library.

Nong, B., Pham, T., & Tran, T. (2009). Integrate the
digital mindmapping into teaching and learning
psychology. Teacher Training Component — ICT.
Vietnam

Ortlieb, E.(2013).Using Anticipatory Reading Guides to
Improve Elementary Students’Comprehension.

International Journal of Instruction, 6 (2), 145 -
162.

Peng, S. (2011). The effect of combining mind map and
electronic  picture-books on  fourth-graders’
reading comprehension ability and reading
motivation. (Master's thesis). Taiwan: National
Pingtung University of Education.

Ralston, J., & Cook, D. (2007). The use of IMindMap:
A tool of exploration and presentation. Think
Buzan. Retrieved October 12, 2013 from
http://www.thinkbuzan.com/uk/aricles/mindmappi

ngworks

Siriphanich, P. & Laohawiriyanon, C. (2010). Using
Mind Mapping Technique to Improve Reading
Comprehension Ability of Thai EFL University
Students. A4 paper presented in the 2nd
International Conference on Humanities and
Social Sciences April 10th, 2010 Faculty of Liberal
Arts, Prince of Songkla University strategic
teaching Retrieved May 29, 2014 from
http://fs.libarts.psu.ac.th/research/conference/Proce
edings2/article/4pdf/001.pdf




496 -481 2015 4 11

WEB QUEST

2015/7/14 2015/4/28

The Role of Web Quest in the Teaching of Geography in
Developing Awareness of the First Secondary Class
Female Students in Some Global Environmental Problems
and Their Attitudes Towards Them

(30)

Reham Refaat Mohammed Abdelaal, Educational Science and

Environmental Media Dept. Ain Shams University, Egypt.
Abstract: The study aimed at investigating the effect of Web Quest "
strategy in geography teaching to develop the awareness of first
secondary class female students about some global environmental 0.01
problems and their attitudes towards it. Quasi-experimental approach
was applied on one experimental group using pretest- posttest
technique. The sample consisted of (30) female students of ElIOrman
secondary school for females in Elagouza, Giza governorate. Both the
global environmental problems awareness and the attitude towards the
strategy scales were applied before studying using the Web Quest
strategy; the strategy was applied on the research group, then both
scales were applied again. “T” test was used to examine both strategy
hypotheses, where the results revealed that there is a statistically
significant difference at 0.01 between the average scores of the
students before and after Web Quest strategy application in favor of
the posttest application for both the global environmental problems (2 ) " "
awareness and the attitude towards the strategy scales.
Keywords: Web Quest, Awareness, Global Environmental Problems.
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Epistemological Beliefs According to the Need for
Cognition and Gender among a Sample of Secondary
Stage Students at Ajloun Governorate

Abdellatief Al-Momani and Qasem Khazali, Irbid University
College, University of Applied Balqa.

Abstract: The present study aimed at revealing the level of
epistemological beliefs, and identifying the impact of the need for
cognition and gender on epistemological beliefs among public
schools’ students at Ajloun Governorate. Three hundred sixty eight
male and female students from the first grade secondary class were
selected using the available sampling method. Two scales were used
for measuring the epistemological beliefs and the need for cognition.
The study results showed that students had a medium level of
epistemological beliefs on the overall scale and on its sub-dimensions.
Students with higher levels of need for cognition had higher levels of
epistemological beliefs than those with low levels. Nevertheless, no
statistically significant differences in the students’ epistemological
beliefs were found due to students' gender.

Keywords: Epistemological Beliefs, Need for Cognition, Secondary
Stage Students.
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The Reality of Using Co-Curricular Model-Based
Teaching Strategies Activities by the Teachers of Physics
with its Practice Specifications

Wesal Al-Omary, Faculty of Education, Yarmouk University.

Abstract: This study aimed at exploring the reality of using co-
curricular model-based teaching strategies activities by the teachers of
physics along with its practice specifications. Such usage was
investigated as being verified in light of gender, teaching experience,
and scientific qualifications of the teachers understudy. The sample
consisted of 74 physics male and female teachers in the Directorate of
Education in Irbid, in the second semester of the academic year
2013/2014. Descriptive analytical method was used. A scale of
educational activities was developed. The scale consisted of 25
statements which had acceptable measures of validity and reliability
for the purposes of this study. The study results showed that the reality
of using co-curricular teaching activities was reported as medium,
with statistically significant differences (a= 0.05) in the actual use of
activities due to the variable of gender in favor of female teachers, yet
no statistically significant (a= 0.05) differences were found in the
actual use of activities due to the variable of the teaching experience.
The results also reported statistical significant differences (a= 0.05) in
the actual use of activities due to the variable of the scientific
qualifications in favor of the postgraduates level.

Keywords: Usage Reality, Physics Teachers, Teaching Activities,
Model-Based Teaching Strategies.
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The Effect of Oral Education and Electronic Storytelling
Strategies in Teaching Islamic Education on Improving
Imagination Skills among Basic Stage Female Students in
Jordan

Taqwa Afif Attili, MOE, Jordan.
Hamdan Ali Nusr, Department of Curriculum and Instruction,
International Islamic University of Science, Amman, Jordan.

Abstract: This study aimed to investigate the effect of oral and
electronic storytelling strategies in teaching Islamic education on
Improving imagination skills of female students at basic stage schools
in Jordan. The study involved a sample of 90 female basic stage fifth
graders from three public schools chosen purposefully at Markah
Educational District in Amman. The subjects were chosen randomly,
one class from each school. Oral storytelling was used with the first
experimental group, electronic storytelling was used with the second
experimental group, and the traditional method of teaching was used
with the control group. An evaluation instrument was designed by the
researchers to achieve the study objective. It is a 36-item test to
measure imagination skills. Three units in Islamic studies curriculum
of the fifth grade were used. Considering the structure of writing
stories, the units were adapted into six stories, which consequently
were made into electronic stories. The study indicated statistically
significant differences (a= 0.05) between the performance of the
students in the imagination skills due to the teaching method in favor
of the oral and electronic storytelling strategies, as well as significant
differences between the two experimental groups on the imagination
skills in favor of the first experimental group. According to these
results, some recommendations were advanced.

Keywords: Islamic Education, Oral Storytelling Strategy, Electronic
Storytelling Strategy, Imagination Skills.
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Learned Helplessness and Its Relationship to Goal
Orientations and Implicit Theory of Intelligence

Refaeh Taieh, MOE.
Rafea Zghoul, Yarmouk University.

Abstract: This study aimed to investigate learned helplessness and its
relationship to goal orientations and implicit theory of intelligence. To
achieve the study goals, learned helplessness, goal orientation and
implicit theory of intelligence scales were used on a sample consisting
of 348 male and female students from Yarmouk University. The
results showed that learned helplessness level was low, goal
orientation: master, and performance-avoidence levels were high,
while performance-approach, and fixed intelligence levels were
moderate , and incremental intelligence level was high. It also showed
no significant differences due to sex in learned helplessness, while
there were significant differences due to college in the favor of
humanity colleges, and significant differences due to sex in mastery
and performance-avoidance goal orientation in favor of females. And
it revealed significant differences in performance approach goals and
fixed intelligence due to college in favor of humanity colleges. There
were no significant differences due to sex in fixed and incremental
intelligence. A negative relationship was found between learned
helplessness, mastery and performance approach goal orientation and
incremental theory of intelligence, while there is a positive
relationship between learned helplessness, performance avoidance
goals, and fixed intelligence.

Keywords: Learned Helplessness, Goal Orientation, The Implicit
Theory of Intelligence.
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