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The effect of college students' individual traits
on leaming activity participation

Seong—Ju Lee, Kyung—Hee Kim"
Dongshin University
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This study was conducted concerning convergence education practice to examine the
difference of learning activity participation based on college students’ individual traits such as gender,
grade and major. To achieve the purpose, the types of learning activity were divided into teacher—directed
type, teacher-intervened type, peer-leader type, students’ mutual initiative type, and then the difference of
types of participation in learning activities based on learners’ traits was examined. The results of crosstabs
showed that there were differences in the participation of learning activities depending on the students’
individual traits. The participation of girl students in gender, first year students in school-year, and
students of Health & Social Service in major was significantly high.
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(Table 1) Composition of research subjects Zo]o] xpolE H=3d A {93t AJolrt Y= AR
gender grade major VERATHX=399.95, p<.001). 4w gl 19}
fist 300885  medical  38(4.9) - ) _
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@31 second 21527.6)  sclence&  100(12.8) (46.0%), Bt 8 5o = 38hdA(31.1%) S5 E
humanity
_ GFoll= 131d(30.9%) 7 331 (32.0%), 9] Hl&-o] &
) health& social
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femal - - _ -
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(Table 2) The participation of learning activity depending on gender

teacher—directed teacher-intervened peer-leader students’ mutual total
male 109(40.7) 113(52.6) 34(27.9) 80(45.7) 336(43.1)
female 159(59.3) 102(47.4) 88(72.1) 95(54.3) 444(56.9)
total 268 215 122 175 780

X?=399.95 df=9 p<.000
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(Table 3) The participation of learning activity depending on grade

F(2015) 4ol uhE
o] e ohad
|y o] Aol 7t
& F AT,

teacher—directed teacher-intervened peer-leader students” mutual total
first 218(81.3) 4(1.9) 24(19.7) 54(30.9) 300(38.5)
gsdiag gn gradas(i6.9) 90(41.9) 31(25.4) 49(28.0) 215(27.6)
third 5(1.9) 99(46.0) 38(31.1) 56(32.0) 198(25.4)
fourth 0(0.0) 22(10.2) 29(23.8) 16(9.1) 67(8.6)
total 268 215 122 175 780
X?=2052 af=3 p<.000
(Table 4) The participation of learning activity depending on major
teacher—directed teacher-intervened peer-leader students” mutual total
medical 13(4.9) 0(0.0) 10(8.2) 15(8.6) 38(4.9)
social science&
humanty 56(20.9) 19(8.8) 13(10.7) 12(6.9) 100(12.8)
healthé. socil 150(56.0) 71330) % 96(54.9) 385(49.4)
service
engineering 39(14.6) 56(26.0) 19(15.6) 38(21.7) 152(19.5)
art&physical 10(3.7) 69(32.1) 1@%) 14(8.0) 105(13.5)
total 268 215 122 175 780
X=144.69 df=12 p<.000
o7} 9l Ao2 YERITHY =14469, p<001). WFFE o] mE d58HE Folo] 2Jo|S HAE A3}, wFAY
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