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[ Abstract ]

The purpose of this study is to investigate the difference between motivation and learning strategies of students who have received
academic probation and who have not while attending engineering college. The subjects of this study were engineering college stu-
dents in Seoul and they participated in the learning strategy test at the teaching and learning center. The subjects of this study were
553 students, 22 of whom received academic probation and 531 didn’t. In order to achieve the purpose of this study, we used MLST
(Multi-dimensional Learning Strategy test) learning strategy checklists of Korea Guidance, which is a standardized test. A t-test
was conducted to compare motivational and learning strategies between students with and without academic probation. As a result,
the motivation score of the students with the academic probation was lower than that of those without the academic probation, and
the score of the time management and note taking factors of the students with the academic probation were lower than those of the
students without the academic probation.
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Table 1. Difference of achievement goal and learning strategy of academic probation and other college students

Academic probation (n=22)

Other students (n=531)

Division t
M SD M SD

® 50.55 8.52 51.30 9.88 -.35

Motivation ® 4.4 8.05 48.06 11.15 -2.77*
© 50.45 9.90 50.53 11.02 -.03
@ 48.45 8.71 54.22 9.83 -2.71%
® 54.10 10.87 54.55 9.28 .18
® 49.68 11.31 53.02 8.35 -1.81
©) 47.82 9.91 54.92 9.21 -2.04*

Learning strategy

® 53.05 13.36 56.77 11.18 -1.52
® 49.00 9.60 50.48 9.56 =71
® 49.32 10.52 51.46 8.32 -1.17
® 49.77 8.33 52.90 9.07 -1.59

(@ mastery goal ® performance approach goal (©) performance avoidance goal @ time management (&) study environment () class attitude (@ note taking (®) concentration

strategy (D reading O memory strategy (k) exam preparation
*P{.05

http://dx.doi.org/10.14702/JPEE.2019.025 28



AL tE S EHY] BANA A7) Al s T
st o &o] v Ao 7 yehgtt ol2d dak= tEtA
o] A F 9] FFs Hdom FEst] £43 ATl
&= FAFSHA Zarg vk e 16].

B A7 AA, o)A AL dEES LRk o
SHYEF Bt F7] 89 F FRHIEA 9 7‘*’“7} kS
ket ol= AP 5‘%50] BRle] g7t &2 Hla
B7P7L o] Fo A= &E, T AFHE S 5’414
e e 713t AlOL_ Folshe il hA] e
A} o) = AntshY S} Hlwaf StAE AL PSS A}
ES AFE olE F & Aolghs 717t w7 vl
vehd Atz e A} o= SAME AL 2 F 2
A, g A Edql T TR AFE ol F L A=
7S )itk

4, o3 A AL S ARt iSRS lI’L
3lo] kA = A7 B mELY] HAFTF e A
2 Uehstth. 53] AL SHEY] At 5o F
2 SAFE AL 919 shuE A A EE 8otk 6‘*}73
S| AtEE 7L & <t Avks e AP AFE F
3 B HAITH3,4,7] A AL S E0] 9 ARHS BEEkA|
e AAA? @8] AEE BEdte sl |
ofu thE a]lell of 3 ARAle] AZHE e EhA]
Eﬁﬂ TAAR BAEE FA817] o Hek AL A

OS2 3 AAAT 2945 AHRH ZHARI FAE
FE o] A|rk o] 52 Sharel] &4 AA|
= A Z}e] shAE AL ]lelH
olfr= Aol e o7k Y o=

5 ARE-EE7] ol
AZre Eofstal &

> e o,i o

B A rSL

J_ﬂ.

=

PN 10

=
al

=
=

N

3}
St
o)
]
%

M S
o Ao/
o

o150l 24

v
EJX] °‘9I7M f‘&
w71 2

AR AL o] At AR i ERT] 1201 frelw] o}
Al st Aoz yeigt (mER7) = @8] aeAv ¢
LS IR Tol A= Aol ofe} S e T T
2F W83 o Fa3 gS TR Aalo] & gl
o <otop & W82 733 AAM Alsok o= T
Ae] ohket imgo] A st AL SIS Shegoll
3 ¢7], 2715 EUE A9 S A8 % U= 7=
steto] AEjshe mERY] dFo] tha S & 5 3tk

I

?ﬂ-/‘
5}

29

Ol stAtd 1 Chstat Bt Cfst4do| A0l =4

LEZ7]Y RS Aojof st 11 Z1& o9 A sk A
o] 317l Tk 7] Q1 d%—% 53 ©]E9] 559
712 A8t E F e REYY] AFS stuado A=
st dsd A= 71IEATE ay} Ak

B AT AT S AE&aA tgolA A E 1w

£ AA gtel 28 A4e7]o] A
S shle) Te 9913} 57, 2
£ Q7o e Zalglon o
21 42 WAL Yol A

rlo

[P SR
Jﬁ>m;gmr_>i
o fr
)
1o

Jlm

L o XN
o?&%?,
Pl

rii'

sp14 2 shlel o
2 e Auke sy
olalahs 7o} & Aold. %

e 9 shitEy| Al ww e /)3 °
2= /\lott] -6]—}\].751_,_ tHD‘]—/Kg _4 -61—% g_g}: (;t}\]— H}
71ld Ao Btk

[
ox -

E
I}
Ku i
e
o
o
go 10
ﬂllo _19_,’

2 W Rl oo

2
ol
1=

12
rek

s

[1] K. S. Yang and Y. K. Sung, “Implications to Korean edu-
cation out of Lessons from NCLB Act of the U.S.A, The
Korean Association for Educational Methodology Stud-

es,” The Korean Journal of Educational Methodology
Studies, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 69-88, 2009.

[2] H.J. Kwon, “The causes of college students’ under-

achievement and strategies for improvement,” Depart-
ment of Education Graduate School, Kangwon National
University, 2012.

[3] E. M. Lim, M. S. Song, and M. S. Kim, “The consensual

qualitative research on academic counseling experiences

of natural science and engineering college students,” Korean
Journal of Counseling, vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 1855-1875,
2013.

[4] A.K.Jangand J. W. Yang, “A qualitative study on the ex-

periences of students being on and overcoming academic

probation,” Korean Journal of Counseling, vol. 14, no. 2,

pp- 995-1013, 2013.

[5] Y.A.Ju,Y. H. Kim, and S. K. Won, “An exploration study

of the factors for understanding academic achievement

failure and academic persistence on academy probation:

http://JPEE.org



J. Pract. Eng. Educ. 11(1), 25-31, 2019

focus group interviews among female university stu-
dents,” Journal of Youth Welfare, vol. 14, no. 4, pp. 47-69,
2012.

[6] H.J. Lim, “Exploring educational macro factors of stu-

dents and schools affecting learning failure,” Research

Report KEID Position Paper, vol. 6, no. 7, pp. 1-22, 2009.

[7] O.B. Kim and H. J. Kim, “A phenomenological study on

the university life experiences of students on academic

probation,” Asia-pacific Journal of Multimedia Services

Convergent with Art, Humanities, and Sociology, vol. 8,

no. 2, pp. 379-389, 2018.

[8] S. M. Reis and D. B.McCoach, “The underachievement of

gifted students: What do we know and where do we go?”,

Gifted Child Quarterly, vol. 44, no. 3, pp. 152-170, 2000.

[9] O. B. Kim and D. H. Ahn, “Influencing factors on ado-

lescents’ academic underachievement: On SAAS-R and

achievement goals”, Korean Journal of Youth Studies, vol.

17, no. 5, pp. 25-47, 2010.

[10] E. Smith, “Understanding underachievement: An investi-
gation into the differential attainment of secondary school
pupils”, British Journal of Sociology of Education, vol.
24, issue 5, pp. 575-586, 2003.

[11]S. Kim, K. O. Kim, S. D. Kim, ef al., “Understanding

» 1™ed. Seoul,

and Education of underachiever children
Hagjisa, 2001.

[12] H. J. Lee, “Exploring alternative directions for improving
the effectiveness of poor student guidance and support po-
lices”, Journal of Local Education Management, vol. 14,
pp. 18-41, 2009.

[13] T. R. Bailey, K. L. Hughes, and M. M. Karp, “Dual en-

rollment programs: easing transitions from high school to

http://dx.doi.org/10.14702/JPEE.2019.025

30

college. CCRC Brief,” New York: Community College
Research Center(ERICDocument Reproduction Service
No, ED47805), 2003.

[14] H. J. Lim, “The student-and school-level factors of under-
achievement to elementary students,” Journal of Educa-
tional Evaluation, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 191-216, 2010.

[15]E. Y. Koh, M. A. Cho, J. H. Park, and Y. S. Seo, “A
validation study of the school attitude assessment scale-
revised for korean college students”, Korean Journal of
Youth Studies, vol. 17, no. 6. pp. 103-127, 2010.

[16] Y. R. Lim and I. S. Oh, “Exploration of psychological,
academic competence, and environmental/support factors
influencing college students’ academic achievements”,
Asian Journal of Education, vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 285-309,
2016.

[17] E. Tovar and M. A, Simon, “Academic probation as a
dangerous opportunity: Factors influencing diverse col-
lege students’ success,” Community College Journal of
Research and Practice, vol. 30, issue 7, pp. 547-564,
2006.

[18] P. Hsieh, J. R. Sullivan, and N. S. Guerra, “A closer look
at college students: Self-efficacy and goal orientation,”
Journal of Advanced Academics, vol. 18, issue 3, pp. 454-
476, 2007.

[19] H. H. Park, “Multi-dimensional learning strategy test,”
2 Insight of Psychology, Korean Guidance, 2008.

[20] C. Midgley, M. L. Maehr, L. Z. Hruda, E. Anderman, L.
Anderman, K. E. Freeman, M. Gheen, A. Kaplan, R. Ku-
mar, M. J. Middleton, J. Nelson, R. Roeser, and T. Urdan,
Manual for the Patterns of Adaptive Learning Scales, MI:
University of Michigan, 2000.



3¢

U 2 £ (0ck-Boon Kim)_&

ol

19984 : ME eV lemistu MAS

2016 1 A

20194 : A

ofl
o
R
°
<
3)
<
o
T
o
c
3
Z
or
30
Ki

20124
2016

E

st} xd
stat =

ZEgof

4
A
ol

o

o
Ko

Tl

H

20124 ~ 2018

3

Z, 2HiAEO

ob) olzFetAl2|, FEEeH o2 EE

(Y2

http://JPEE.org

31



