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<Table 1> Characteristics of Study Participants n=125
Variables Categories Frequency Percent(%)
Age 20 - 29 58 464
30 - 39 45 36.0
over 40 22 176
Occupation Clinical Nurse, Head Nurse 111 88.8
Director, Home-care Nurse,
Public Health Specialist 5 40
School health Nurse 6 48
Social Welfare Nurse 3 24
Residence Seoul 48 384
Kyonggi-Do 22 176
Kangwon-Do 4 3.2
Chungcheong-Do 8 6.4
Chulla-Do 16 12.8
Kyungsang-Do 21 168
Cheju-Do 6 48
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2 Jehgth o] 7986322002 UEhtom 602 ol EEW
& ST GpAS 1099 Aoy BT ST
2. stEEl = 1.1£10.3 vl & FFAAS} FA ol &=t )
5 ‘5% 74°i ettty 3AEY Z3ee He
HFEH o= vHE SeARE s HE S 44 #5932 Yepdow & IAAET 6742 IR
B8 olgAZ, WY 555, FHskY =3 ARE o BA e 397 48 & 5 AUk Q
F Q& A T2EF Q & A 235, TNAEY 23 & A %%‘F% 037} 639(04%) 2 Yehgon 1
S8 B dotd el SeFelEE <Table 2> 37 0BWQA%OE o WL Aol AZHS o
Eda=3 0}04 AES S5 ¥ AoE UEHth Q & A
14530 F St B 17681854082 ¥ Z35E 03)7} 6W(4.8%), 13] o 303 olzke 7
& 159 St 1A 15Eeldem 0ARE ok $7b 379(206%), 313 1% 603] olske] FSTt 45
<Table 2> Learning Participation by Menu n=125
Menu Distribution Frequency Percent(%) Mean=SD
Study duration 0-9 hours 45 36.0 176+185
10-19 hours 39 312
20-29 hours 24 192
30-39 hours 9 72
40-49 hours 3 24
50-59 hours 2 1.6
60 hours more 3 24
Number of access 0 time 2 16 65.8+48.2
to lecture note 1-30 times 27 21.6
31-60 times 39 312
61-90 times 27 21.6
91-120 times 16 12.8
121-150 times 6 48
151 times more 8 6.4
Participation time 0 min 79 63.2 1.1£10.3
for discussion room 1-15 min 19 152
16-30 min 6 48
31-45 min 6 48
46-60 min 5 4.0
60 min more 10 8.0
Number of 0 time 11 88 44+ 59
registering for 1-3 times 54 432
open-data room 4-6 times 40 32.0
7-9 times 12 9.6
10-12 times 4 32
13 times more 4 3.2
Number of 0 time 63 50.4 11+ 16
registering for Q & A 1 times 30 24.0
2 times 14 11.2
3 times 10 8.0
4 times 2 1.6
5 times more 6 48
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<Table 2> Learning Participation by Menu(continued) n=125
Menu Distribution Frequency Percent(%) Mean=SD
Number of 0 time 6 48 47773713
searching for Q & A 1-30 times 37 296
31-60 times 45 36.0
61-90 times 21 16.8
91-120 times 1 88
121-150 times 2 16
151 times more 3 24
Number of registering for 0 time 87 69.6 05+ 09
Cooperative learning room 1 tmes 24 19.2
2 times 7 56
3 times more 7 56
Number of 0 time 42 336 9.4+14.0
searching for 1-15 tmes 52 416
Cooperative 16-30 tmes 24 19.2
learning room 31-45 tmes 5 40
46 times more 2 16
H(36.0%), 618 o] 903 olste A¢rb 213 3. Zo|gyot 24
(168%) 2.2 Yetsth FHIHW FE5= 0371 87
(69.6%), 13]7} 247819 239} 33 o]ito] 1) shgmA) F7}
7zt 7(5.6%)2.2 YERY ool & FTEIA g5aA H7Hs <Table 3-1>3F 2o
ke ez ey el 840 Qoln Fel gl us) S
o Aol IETE  AZEE oAt 409
<Table 3-1> Evaluation for the Materials n=68
Characteristics Subject Items Distribution Frequency Percent(%)
Learning Fitness of More rised quality extremely agree 1 15
materials learning of learning than agree 40 588
strategy classroom learning disagree 27 39.7
Sufficient study extremely agree 4 59
time than classroom agree 40 588
learning disagree 23 338
extremely disagree 1 15
Individual method phone 6 88
of communication e-mail 10 147
mail box 9 132
in cyber system
discussion room 1 15
open—data room 13 191
no contact 29 42.7
Usefulness of extremely agree 4 59
open—data room agree 41 60.3
disagree 21 30.9
extremely disagree 2 29
Usefulness of extremely agree 3 44
electronic library agree 41 60.3
data disagree 21 309
extremely disagree 3 44
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<Table 3-1> Evaluation for the Materials(continued)

n=68

Characteristics Subject Items Distribution Frequency Percent(%)
Capacity of data in extremely agree 2 29
open—data room agree 34 50.0
and electronic library disagree 28 41.2
extremely disagree 4 59
Fitness of Specialty& extremely agree 10 147
learning usefulness of agree 53 719
contents contents disagree 4 59
extremely disagree 1 15
Fitness of extremely agree 5 74
contents agree 55 809
disagree 6 88
extremely disagree 2 2.9
Motivation Motivation quality of contents 30
elements individual interests of 24
(Repeated Selection) participants
need & motive of own 45
favor after completion 18
active progress of 8
professor & T.A.
interaction among 10
participants
Speedy of extremely agree 3 45
professor’s agree 57 838
answer disagree 6 838
extremely disagree 2 29

(588%), FejdrTt HA| sgAlzto] FAsH Azt
ste A M4WE47%0o 2 JEeRgter  AE et
aTHe 29EY YPEAES ¢ ol 29%(426%),
AFAANF] 13519.1%) 02 yehdth AR
I AAE=ME FRHE F8&Add Weide A7 459
(66.2%), 44%(64.7%)°] HEsit m= Wi HEst
oal gEeth IAAEY, AAREAT AR Fe
368 (G29%)0] H™sitta SHY. AolEe] A
Aol Aol FeEe] e B FE8ES AR
638 (R26%)°] FEsita SHeIAT. AohEe] 3
Ao AAME 60 (B33%)°] H-sttk stom
478(69.1%)2  F7IEEA7E AT st F7
Foanze Al &7 2 F7I7 453 Adddes
A WA F71E FEdhs Aol guAgd I3 v
e ¢ F Aot ag SHY AEAdd tEid = 607

(882%)°] ¥t FHsIiTh

2 %
el

Ho Lo

9 2 B2 W
]

=
o % #g Hrl= <Table 3-2>9F 2t}

o)

o~

&) &G a&
(72

Hols. & %71 2%

3 =Y 27
4

(39.7%)°] 7§ 350l tﬂ—skﬂ ‘@

Hajtbgta Held 37 (544%)0] ‘AHEA Z¥
ekt B2 ARl deiM= nzsiiele

ol 2678(382%),

WelshA eriers gl 379

(AP Jeth F 87105 A A
FE usgor zﬂw% A Bl 3

(485%)°] ‘AAs},
g sk

?‘EE'%‘%—}%HJ AHg-e] el disiMe

U (B05%)0] ‘LETY, 28W(41.2%)°] ‘a¥A] &g
da gk SAIT A% 9 Al o)

A 50"3(73.5%)0] ‘cEtvgn Swatah e 9
Pl e 319 456%)0] HEHAF 2L A7to]
2 siglen o 7P AuH] Brhdyolzta Az
sk siTh

- 110 -



AR5 835 A] A15d Als, 2003

<Table 3-2> Evaluation for the Operation & Management n=63
Characteristics Subject Categories Distribution Frequency Percent(%)
Operation & Evaluation Most prior assignment 8 11.7
Manegment of rule evaluation rule examination 5 74
lecture participation of 17 250
discussion
frequency & 31 456
time of log on
frequency & 6 838
time of question
others 15
Efficiency of Speedy & convenience extremely agree 4 59
operation of educational matters agree 50 735
disagree 14 206
Regular extremely agree 4 59
management of agree 49 72.0
the official disagree 14 206
announcement extremely disagree 1 15
Wanted time 1-2 times 33 485
of special 3-4 times 32 471
lecture over 5 times 3 44
Usefulness of extremely agree 5 74
issue of special agree 54 794
lecture disagree 9 132
Usefulness of extremely agree 6 88
discussion room agree 34 50.0
& cooperative disagree 27 397
learning room extremely disagree 1 15
Request the take extremely agree 14 206
part in agree 47 69.1
discussion room disagree 7 10.3
Time of extremely agree 2 3.0
discussion room agree 21 39.7
disagree 37 544
extremely disagree 2 29
Convenience of extremely agree 1 15
discussion room agree 26 382
disagree 35 515
extremely disagree 6 838
Time of extremely agree 1 15
cooperative agree 33 485
learning room disagree 31 456
extremely disagree 3 44
Convenience of extremely agree 1 15
cooperative agree 34 50.0
learning room disagree 2 411
extremely disagree 5 74
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<Table 3-3> Overall evaluation on the Cyber Hospice Nursing Specialist Program n=63
Characteristics Subject Categories Item Frequency Percent(%)
Overall Overall Application effective method by itself 38 559
evaluation Evaluation of cyber paralled classroom lecture 28 41.2
education not effective 2 29
Merits transcend of time & place 61 89.7
use variety of materials 44
able to progress individual 15
learning owing to free
question
extend the width of 0 0
learning by discussion room
obtain a variety of 3 44
information
Demerits slow connecting time 2 29
need to set up a 5 74
complicated computer
operating environment
connect instability 31 456
tired from 23 338
watching monitor
expensive 7 10.3

communicating cost
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- Abstract -

Evaluation of Participation &
Management on the Cyber
Hospice Specialist Program
Kim, Boon-Harvs - Choi, Ji—Eurn+*

Purpose: The  research  purposes analyzed

the study participation and lecture evaluation of

applicants in the cyber  hospice specialist

education course to find problems of nurse

4533 A A15d A1E, 2003

education  application on the web. Method:
Study participants were 125 nurses for
participation and 68nurses for lecture evaluation.
The data was analysed by descriptive statistics.
Result: The results obtained from this study
were as follows 1) The residence distribution of
study participants was spread out across the
nation. Equal distribution of education was
accomplished without a difference among
provinces. 2) The average study duration in the
study participation was about one hour and a
quarter minutes a week, and number of access
to lecture notes was 658 times. But in a
discussion room and a cooperative room, the
system using rate was very low, so we
considered the idea to come up with a more
effective  application way. 3) The participant’s
lecture  evaluation of cyber education  were
generally satisfied about the quality of lecture,
time, contents etc. Conclusion:  This  study
shows the possible implication for nursing fields
using a web-based  learning program  for
reeducation in a variety of fields, so nursing
cyber application can be considered to come up

with this more effective method.
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