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= Abstract =

Perspectives of Nurse Students on Problem-Based Learning*
- Learning Experience in Pediatric Nursing -

Baek, Kyoung Seon"

1) Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Jinju Health College

Purpose: This research was done to provide fundamental data to improve learning methods in Pediatric nursing
and meet the needs of the students in actual nursing by analyzing nurse student experiences with problem-based
learning in Pediatric nursing. Method: Using the 31 Q-samples selected, 20 nursing students from J college were
selected as p-samples. The students were personally interviewed in January or February 2008. Result: The result of
the study showed 3 types. The first type was the “negative resister”, who failed to adapt to the problem-based
learning and resists negatively. The second type was the “active receiver”, who participated in the process of the
problem-based learning and received it actively. The third type was the “passive accepters”, who accepted
problem-based learning but worried because they were familiar only with traditional learning. Conclusions: In this
study, problem-based learning was used for classes in the science of pediatric nursing. The findings indicate that
preparation for learning and details should be considered when developing and using modules for pediatric nursing.
Further study on the development of problem-based learning modules is also indicated.
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Table 1. Eigen Values and Explanation Variances

Type 1 Type 2 Type 3
Eigen value 3.2799 2.7280 2.2917
variance (%) 16 14 it
cumulative variance 16 30 41
Table 2. Correlation between Type
Type 1 Type 2 Type 3
Type 1 1.0000
Type 2 0.0411 1.0000
Type 3 -0.0233 0.0054 1.0000
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Table 3. Demographic Characteristics and Fact Weight

Score
Type  Rank Subjects' Religion Fact weight
number score
1 502 25 Atheist 0.7248
2 S12 21 Atheist 0.7160
3 S04 22 Catholic 0.5944
Type 1 4 S13 23 Atheist 0.5524
5 S16 29 Atheist 0.5497
6 S08 22 Christian 0.5361
7 S05 22 Christian 0.4349
1 Si4 22 Atheist 0.7628
2 St 22 Catholic 0.7617
Type 2 3 S10 22 Atheist 0.6384
4 S18 22 Atheist 0.4628
5 S17 22 Atheist 0.4481
1 S01 24 Christian 0.7982
Type 3 2 S15 23 Cathoh:c 0.7030
3 S20 22 Buddhist 0.6991
4 S09 28 Atheist 04130
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Tabie 4. ltem Descriptions for Type

No Q-Statement for type 1 Fact score
3 It's more difficult to get than lectures learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4
25 The lack of time learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4
18 It gives us pressure and stress learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
23 It makes us think logically and deeply learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
7 You can feel a sense of achievement learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
13 You can identify other sides of yourselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
30 Higher learning effectiveness than normal classes learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
4 A lot of fun learning methods lin Pediatric nursing -4
10 You learn the real scene of nursing learning methods in Pediatric nursing -4
Less or higher agreed statement than others 1 2 3
25 Lack of time learning methods lin Pediatric nursing 4 -3 1
4 Lots of fun learning methods lin Pediatric nursing 4 2 -
10 You learn the real scene of nursing learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4 -1 1
No Q-Statement for type 2 Fact score
1 Students learn how to study by themselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4
15 Improving the ability of presentation and the ability to express themselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4
28 It stimulates learning and curiosity learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
29 Students can learn about their classmates learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
6 Flexible classes learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
13 You can identify other sides of yourselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
25 The lack of time learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
17 There is a discrepancy between the real situation and PBL learning methods in Pediatric nursing -4
21 You can have a conflict with each other leamning methods in Pediatric nursing -4
Less or higher agreed statement than others 1 2
15 Improving the ability of presentation and the ability to express themselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing 2 4 0
4 Lots of fun learning methods in Pediatric nursing 0 4 2
21 A conflict with others learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3 4 9
No Q-—Statement for type 3 Fact score
Students can build the conscience of solidarity and cooperation learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4
3 It's more difficult to get than lectures learning methods in Pediatric nursing 4
7 You can get a sense of achievement learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
1t Giving them an indirect experience in nursing learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
29 Students can learn about their classmates learning methods in Pediatric nursing 3
13 You can identify other sides of yourselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
22 Students can improve their communication skill learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
23 It needs students to think logically, deeply and build initiativeness learning methods in Pediatric nursing -3
26 It helps to learn in other subjects learning methods in Pediatric nursing -4
14 Changing the introversive to an outgoing personality learning methods in Pediatric nursing -4
Less or higher agreed statement than others 1. 2 3
9 Students can build the conscience of solidarity and cooperation learning methods in Pediatric nursing 1 2 4
14 Changing the introversive to an outgoing personality in Pediatric nursing 6 -1 -4
26 It helps to learn in other subjects in Pediatric nursing -1 1 4
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No. Q-—Statement Type 1 Type 2 Type 3
Z—score Z—score Z—score
2% Students can get a variety of knowledge learning methods in Pediatric nursing 0.70 0.32 0.14
12*  Students can understand the problem and deal with it learning methods in Pediatric nursing -0.19 0.25 0.11
13*  Students can identify other sides of themselves learning methods in Pediatric nursing -1.39 -1.44 -1.27
* p>.05
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