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A Comparative Study on the Campus Life of Computer
Science Education Students by Types of University Admission
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Dept. of Computer Education, GwangJu National University of Education

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to compare the differences in academic achievement, department satisfaction, and
department preference according to the entrance admission for the computer education of G National University of
Education. As a result of collecting and analyzing, for three years, the academic achievement data of the students
who have excelled in the specific area and regular entering students, it is found that the achievement of the stu—
dents who excelled in the specific area is relatively higher. The results of the questionnaire survey showed that
students who excel in specific areas were more satisfied with their departments than those who entered regularly.
The reason for the high academic achievement and academic satisfaction of the students in the specific area
seems to be the high loyalty to the department by the students who are interested in the computer. Therefore, it
can be seen that it is necessary to consider how to select students for each enriched course at the entrance ex-—
amination of education universities. In addition, as the era of the fourth industrial revolution comes, the number of

students wishing to pursue computer education is expected to increase.

Keywords : Types of admission, special area admission system, regular admission system, academic achievements,
satisfaction, preference
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<Table 2> analysis data

2013 2014 2015 total

Group A 16 7 7 30

Group B 10 18 19 47

A 26 25 20 77
3.3 g7

& a 24 98 34 AT
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<Table 3> academic achievements T test of 1-1

N M SD t D

Group A 10 3.35 0.17 045 0,658

Group B 16 3.42 0.51
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<Table 4> means of academic achievements

semester| 4 1l 19|21 | 22|31 |32
group

Group A 3.35 | 358 | 395 | 376 | 3.70 | 3.61

Group B 342 1336 | 312 | 321 | 3.34 | 3.29
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<Table 6> survey result of Group A and B
<Table 5> T test of Group A and B Growp A | Growp B
1% M SD t D (N=30) (N=47)
Group A 358 0.36 I am very pleased with the choice
1-2 Group B 336 042 1.36 0.139 of Computer Education 451 421
- : : Department.
2-1 Group A 355 0.52 299 0.037 The curriculum of computer 395 374
Group B 3.12 0.54 education fits my aptitude. ‘ )
Group A 3.76 0.26 Computer education major seems
22 3.54 0.002 to be very helpful for teacher s 442 4.13
Group B 321 | 047 it v help : -
ife.
3-1 Group A 370 023 1.92 0.073 I would like to recommend 135 199
Group B 334 | 063 computer education to my juniors. i i
Group A 3.61 0.30 The image of the department got
32 Group B 3.29 047 187 0.061 better than I expected. 421 4.29
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<Table 7> survey result of man and woman
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