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HERIX] ZATTE Klein(1998)0] 7Rl A1A1#(1999)
o] Wkt HERIA] HAEAE AHESIGITE o] B9 F 173
Fgo g AxA 178, A 55, AA 3
71 sl eAaR Al vk ZF E3 44 Likert =R
A 25A gkt 14, owle- 2R tb ot 4302 A

7V 2575 HERIA sEo]l 38 nEth A/d1(1999)
o] A4 Cronbach's alphai= 8101312 & AFoA <]
Cronbach's alphat= .93°]| 31t}

o A7|as3t

A7) &5 F % T Sherer®t Maddux(1982)7F 7HEkskar
As4:2003)0] FARLS ANk A7 a7 SHYHAA 14
TS olgsieleh 7 v HE Al okt 107, ¢k
s8] 2R Stk 10082 A7t 2575 Alasiol
=SS usttl. 7181<5(2003)8] A-ellA] Cronbach's alphai=
98019l o 1 Ao A <] Cronbach's alphat= .93°]31Th

=S WSS X| 13(2), 20074 122

= Keller(1993)7} 7 H akskal 3H41%9(2003)
o] FARest 27 T B ATl FAe 15FS A8
o 2673 Y - Bekete] ARSIt o] EE 7Y,
N7E SRR 474 skele AR FH3Ee] glom,
T 54 Likert HER 8] oprk7h 17, wilg- 1¥
SACE A7l #5575 5/ =us vleith
12499(2003)2] AolA] Cronbach's alphat= .90 o] om &
T4 2] Cronbach's alphat= .85%I T}

[
oX
N
=
N

Az 24 U

FHE AR E SPSS 1002 o]g3te] BAXE stk <
T oA ARkA Rl 5‘/\3%

PBL 7, 85 & 155 $ SGHASA, weA, A|as
7] Z}ol: repeated measure ANOVAE ©]€-3131 1, PBL
8F ¥, 155 39| 85%7)9} PBL 5ol tfst Hrte)
Zpol= th-SEE T-test® A3 Th

A+ 2t

ChAIRIS] Uik S

] A SHow A, T, FEEE, AT,
a9 ABHE ANENE 2 BEAYS
._?_

=
204901, Faddol = A7t 78(10.0%), e 7
7} 637(90.0%)°1 3, FESF A AFshs el S8tst
B ASIT 427(60.0%), 71S5AF B A SOl 287H(40.0%)
olltl. EAlwE QIEAl 5778(81.4%), AAA 137(18.6%)
olglon, AFAE APF7)= Ealel] o3t H$-7} 387

(54.3%), 7} b A7) 32(45.7%) 0% Y

T

at
N
e
o
=2

[
o

<Table 1> Demographic characteristics (N=70)
Characteristics Division n (%)
Age Mean (xSD) 22.14(£1.16)
Religion Christianity 11 15.7
Buddhism 17 243
Catholicism 16 22.9
Others 26 37.1
Experience of temporary Yes 7 10.0
absence from school No 63 90.0
Living quarters Home 42 60.0
Others 28 40.0
High school Academic 57 81.4
Vocational 13 18.6

Oneself 38 54.3
Recommendation 32 45.7

Motive for course selection
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EFstTi<Table 1> of st H7lelA TSl dist vy, FHxIEg e
oiEh W w2kl o AR Sl 859 S
HAIRtel Siiad Sy 155 FolA A% AFE ghe el BAHoR fo
A= LTI<Table 5>.
PBL Zgo] priaatel silud S4el viAe mvke
AFHY, 25AA BiF Fvl, PPl tiek Fole) o T
sl Z9aa, Az 194 Ao sHeR BASES
St AFAA, kAl oist S 9 G dist PBL #-go] A32d7 11322 9@ PG gk S
ol B S A, 8% 85 & o 155 F 9 S35k 2 R SRINE 54 Folsk JFE wAA x3 Ao
2 WM3}7) o] s tikTable 2> Z Jehd 2 a3 Adl= PBL & s&3ke Holko] 715X
23} A7) %U]% ZHA # Ao R e THE Happell
CHANREC] MIEIRIX] B x|t (1998)8] A7 9 43S wegt PBLo] (&M<
Lol U Zlde YIFEFHS AN Aoz v
PBL Z§o| Athgxtel wErRIA 2 Ap|Esae] A EPETHS Cooke S Moyle(2002)9] 17 shol= Aolal 1t
oaneld deidg las wE sy A ok 8% etk o)b ¥ A9 tiAES 38hd shERA 19k
%, 35 157 F SA%e] AxF st Aow YeRgoH iE 7ksst A¥IES PBLE shGdleal 9low, o]yl
A CZ felBkgltTable 3> Az pE PFAEe v Adel HFS) e
PBL H-go] ZhEA AT L] tfat Folo] 2 YL
CHakRie| =53 7| R PBL st5aPgof| chet Eot ux|A] 23 Zlo R AlEHh PBLY A4 &¥E Hrh 37
Holx Al Zuod Asiuia 39 E<t PBL BT
PBL 80] Q7TPIAe) SElel v Ak F9e APRYY SHES oz NG B Ao
8F 3 79.43+10.18, M5 15F 3 83.43+10.64% 59 #S Ads A $ Y= AA), 71z d g 52 F
vEbR o SAMOR folslgiticTable 4>, PBL %5373 e WEATI "est 53] A shduAde] A FolE
<Table 2> Comparison of the study-related characteristic (N=70)
_ Pre After 8weeks After 15weeks
Study related characteristics Moan - SD Moan+SD Mean £ SD F p
Appropriateness to nursing 3.52+.85 3.65+.76 3.58+.83 1.610 207
Interest in nursing knowledge 3.68+.68 3.69+.76 3.69+.74 0.029 971
Interest in clinical practicum 3.65+.78 3.64+.89 3.65+.80 0.014 .986
<Table 3> Comparison of meta cognition and self efficacy (N=70)
Division Pre After 8weeks After 15weeks =
Mean £=SD Mean+SD Mean £SD e
Meta cognition 41.39+ 6.02 4180+ 7.54 4390+ 7.05 4.569 012
Self efficacy 966.86+162.07 980.71£170.77 1006.43+£129.03 3.583 .033
<Table 4> Comparison of learning motivation (N=70)
Division After 8weeks After 15weeks t
Mean+SD Mean+SD 5
Learning motivation 79.43£10.18 83.43+10.64 -3.897 .000
<Table 5> Evaluation of PBL learning course (N=70)
Division After 8weeks After 15weeks ¢
Mean£SD Mean=£SD P
Satisfied with teaching content 3.65+.59 3.64+.59 0.217 .829
Satisfied with teaching method 3.52+.68 3.59+.67 -.928 357
Self-confidence in nursing 3.33+.53 3.42+.58 -1.097 276
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The Effects of Problem Based Learning(PBL) in Nursing Students
Studying through PBL Curriculum

Hwang, Yoon-Young" - Chu, Min-Sun® - Park, Chang-Seung®

1) Former Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Cheju Halla College
2) Assistant Professor, Seoul Women's College of Nursing
3) Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Cheju Halla College

Purpose: The purpose of this research was to evaluate the effects of Problem-Based Learning(PBL) in nursing
students. Method: Data was collected from 70 junior nursing students who studied through PBL curriculum from C
college, by 3 times from August to December 2005. The collected data were analyzed using SPSS 10.0. Results:
There were no statistically significant improvement in study related characteristics; appropriateness to nursing,
interest in nursing knowledge, interest in clinical practicum and evaluation PBL learning course; satisfied with
teaching content, satisfied with teaching method, and self-confidence in nursing. But there were statistically
significant improvement in metacognition, self efficacy and learning motivation. Conclusion: Based on above results
further research should be doing about subject of diverse nursing students who are studying PBL, development of
PBL practice package and evaluation it's effects, and exploration to many elements that influenced evaluation PBL
learning course.
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