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Abstract : The training ships of maritime university in Korea are operated in the suitable schedule. However, there is no paper to grasp
the education effect of the coastal navigation and ocean-going navigation terms. As the first step of these training education effects, this
paper investigates the effect of training terms and provides the basic materials of the efficient training education.

This paper used the 6 times test scores based on test book for 3rd officer as the assess method. The results are as follows. (1)The higher
credits scored in university times, the higher test scores gained in training ship. (2)After ocean—going navigation, the test score was
the best.(3) The longer the training period is, the more the difference of individual capacity is.

Key words : Training education effects, Maritime education, Effective navigation training periods
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Time
2005. 3.20
2005. 4. 5
2005. 4.15
2005. 5. 1
2005. 6. 2
2005. 6. 8

Designated | Evaluation
Port
Ulsan
Sokwipo
Incheon
Japan
Dokdo

2005.
46~4.8
2005.

Navigation |4.18~4.22
2005.

2005.
Navigation | 5.6~5.20

Period
Navigation [3.21~3.25

2005.

Navigation | 5.30~6.2

Name
1st Coastal
2nd Coastal
Navigation
3rd Coastal
Ocean-going
4th Coastal

No.
No.l
No.2
No.3
No4
No.5
No.6

Table 1 Hanbada's Navigation Schedules in 2005

Evaluation| Navigation
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Fig. 3 Change Graph of Each Test Result
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Fig. 2 Averages and Standard Deviation of Each Test

Result
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Table 2 Scores Results of Each Subject
No.

) No.l | No.2 | No.3 | No4 | No5 | No.6 | Ave.
Subject

Ship ) 1971101 | 84 | 103 | 116 | 101 | 103
Navigation

Ship

Operation 113|100 | 130 | 107 | 116 | 116 | 114
Maritime | 115 | 95 | 124 | 93 | 86 | 132 | 107
Law

Maritime | o | y99 | 97 | 114 | 141 | 109 | 113
English

Merchant || 1, | 79 | 106 | 94 | 128 | 89 | 10.1
Specialty

Ave. 107 | 101 | 108 | 102 | 117 | 109

Score

= Ship Navigation

—e— Ship Operation
Maritime Law

« Maritime Endlish

—x- Merchant Specialty

[T % T e o]
T T
|
|
|

5

6

Fig. 4 Change Graph of Each Subject’s Score Result
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Fig. 7 Comparison of Scores gained Traing Ship's Trainee

and Shipping Company's Trainee
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Table 3 Test Scores of Each Shipping Company
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