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= - - = *
{2 SP40| Qo= T2 Yt HIEf2|SE WTdlF
DYMY - AR - 0]HEP
M 2 o] o= myAete] HTAE-S B3 A F57 o2
H3l2 AFs}7]) wjEo|(Choi, Kim, Cho, Lee, & Kim, 2012)
oo Hey 7 o YT Fastt

HZ FAYENA T2 FES ATk st weAte] AR
o nEE o|EnSH AFuSS B AANSE AT 7F B8 ZxEa ok £2 Fold 22 AA AldlolA
T e AEF FAE FHAT)E HAelth 1A ke BAEE 2t AR Aol £ e nE AANE ke
AEo] Mzlsl= BAE3 0 AgahAn HEZ] 7taALe 4%(Choi et al., 2012; Seo, 2004), Z-& TS 9n| Y=
ookt dE3s ddd e FHY Fg5AEE AlTeE gae Adste FolHA gk Al FAAS] 5
F UEE AEH o2 o wsIge] /MAEa ok A&H & AFsy 3284, WA, AL, g, W4, A
ol Zta w3y 7§l lo] Benner, Sutphen, Leonard®} Day A, g, A, =13 FHo] X3 % (Zemelman,

(2010)E = E=& o Ztaugo] FIAZ Al Daniels, & Hyde, 2005)2.2 Ao|& 1 it}
ol gl oW WIS Fdof x| B vHAS 7t L FHL 235 nFER oY qEuSirE F8
= Ao asitty a5t FU s E 214)7] BA o FAR TR Q) gusolr F2 YL Y
28N aFEE dHE 2tE NIAE wEs] 99 g5 AIZE HjEo] Eégam, e v st 584
AI7INtnEIY o2 wEHo] JpAE I YUt weh, m& g5 3 A7)a, 4T JdE Aesie A9 AlF
el AR A At v ARSI aFshe NS o FEAS EFe U2 9nstn UtHChoi et al,
A AL F AEE wEguHel sixo]l Fgaelt) 2012). = AYER gFE5 AH FASAY g5 F
(Benner et al., 2010). ©]& {3 gFAF FAE Axstes A b e S 28 $£902 Astn UATHLee &
FHEE, ALP s, HUNElE, EHeY 59 thde o Kim, 2008). o|guolr= £ 74 T-HAE- 74 34!
FEgHe] &its] A85 3 QltkLee & Eun, 2016; Roh, A3 5 57 992 Yol AESL(Im, Lee, Chang, &
Ryoo, Choi, Baek, & Kim, 2012). 23 AE5Hoz 714 & Chung, 2010), % 7Zelx}e] EA4o =7 oAlAET weiy,
o] A& Yv nFIFYHE Ao o]FoxE B7re] FAAR HA gl ", 9ol dd Ful=e 9%,
der w5 A ARE A e oW Zo] F& FAUA Aol tigt olsll, A-FA 29 Zole} ARG oz AAlSta
5 et et gvh B3 s s AR &k 91THLee & Yang, 2013). IETwHNE F& FHS w5
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AEA AT A2y wg, FAR gE 297 24, AR o7 =53
Z ol 55 ZtE 4=4(Wolf, Bender, Beitz, Wieland, & Vito,
2004)0] 2= 7ol AAIFE L Utk 2 AFe IS QMEtE £ FEF vk w

T2 YL oY 7 #EeE Ay a gled, B4 Fee etste] Tt wsAe] Fo AL A=
A2 AEg Zxshe A8d B, g9 3o AFH A Zag 71 2ARE AlFstnat gt o5 BAdsty] A A
= T2 de AAE A, A2 A3 TR AtnE A A Hxe o 2ok
ke AT A, dFAe] 554 HAE Axde deF AR, 2r5tgo] Q1A et F2 ol &l Tttt
4 #¥or Ansn tkJeong, 2012; Seo, 2004). ©] Ul & A, 2t ol X ste v W] e et
e BE FHAA B8 He dior g wat 73 gt
g o Fd H&st= 2ol 27" t(Jeong, 2010) AR, rastgel Qdste T FHF v nsdE
3L SRR, S5t Shge] FAIRA A FEA St 7 o] BAE mhetsitt
a4 dxe Zxshe EA 49 &R H3tw oo} & A, kst dubd B4 mE £ 43 vz e
the F4% UrkKang & Choo, 2009). = et wx} g Fel ek A4e] zeo]lE Ak
o] A2 Heo] Fa3t ATH WS T2 FHoE AT
= Aoz Hudl9tiJeong, 2010). 13y It APl - o Eg'ﬂ
e A, A R, 47 AR, deAs 3 F
oL IHE $L FHOE A= AL A F U= d o7 MA|
TE ZolE 7} glo] o8 FAHCRE ot dert drk

& F5do] o] FolA7] sl Fddl LA A vt 2 AFe ST E] dste F2 9 g w
Ax e wFAe] dF 840 F FES AR TKChoi et FAT S Fetstaal Alegh Aed ARt
al, 2012). 95 935+ wARe] W3] S(teaching behavior)
< 9 BxE 245 dal gaast AsAeS fEste o7 CHA
2FAe] FEo]thleong, 2010). HIHA S nFPEdE W
3, 84, 3548, 243, $% 357], /fHd(disclosure), 2 At ddAe itz uSHrHoRREY Ews
3l (speech), FriZH(rapport) G°] ZEEThMurray, 1983, 2015). ASH7IE w2 Ag A 4394 el 127 g F9A
=90l A AlgJE Alhosis, El-Gawly, Vallar¥} Balajadia (2015) A 4dA ZetiE 1328 JolEFE Stk ATt &
o] AFedA 2t5E wert QshE viEA e wsdEs = © & A7 SARE BYsted 449 5 2Fs] 9
A, WA, A, B, URA TR Hussla, et dto] Cohen®] FEFZFAe wWeE F& & At Z2a3l
e 79 Fo nFeel & FUizh ¥EA, 245 59 G*power 3.1.9 ZEIHE o] g3slgion, B Ao} v 4
WFPEE 7P Bol Algsle Ao R H sl tHAlhosis et PATE ZrolE 4= glo] Cohend] FEFZFA A A|Asl=
al,, 2015). T 5 2A 3}, g, oz, 984S 115 BV F 2 E A9sidtk 529%ar] 25 (3
2ot 5 BE weArt Bel] Abgshe ardlEo R 71, 5= .05, power(1-B)= 8022 SI3E W LB
Adsta gglou, Agde Eet upe 1EEAe] v A, AadAe Bed Al ERIV7F 2829l AL (Faul,
A sk ek Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2007), @&& 20%(Lee & Yang,

AA I dEelre AeHrte BalA FAES] ER 2013)5 zet o 338 At B HIYoh & AT
£ BAgt oy ofm Aoyt & AoRIAE TetetA| o] o= 270 thEtellA] 18hd S Al Qg kst 2, 3, 43
%3tal(Lee & Yang, 2013) 3l RF ollE), £ & ¥ & Wod dAfe] EAHZ ofFsty AT oo Fod 2 F
< AABke wFdEo] #Hal haste 14E dekgt AT 324 o ® BARALZ e a7EE EEAVE de WA
£ ZolE £ Qg webA tews £ A QS Qe Adelet. AT tigAblA 18hdE A3t o= 1879
F83 71ZARE AT A FFA] T 735 58 A nIEe] FAETE i adHESs
PN L Fhdl g 127 v st 14shE o Z&sta 71 wEe] ek
TP e Fetet= zlo] dasith

o7 £

27t WK SHEX| 25(4), 20194 11 497



Ry

2|

TE NEARTY A3 AALE S8l AR 98 ot

AHgste,

& FY99 SHE=FE Jeong (2012)°] LT =TS ALE
o, F REYPR AEH HHGED), AAA BHGE
), FAF BHGED), FE4E BHGRD) T e

[

4 A=z A8 234 gk

=
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independent t-test, one-way ANOVA, A7
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ZHSSHI0| QlAlshE E2 it HIEHES TS
ol & &83te] o]5S BT W&EAA F2 £ 4 N2e BHL w9 222 24 AL & 4 YA 3= &
A W83 EE e 82 BT AL A7, 5.1%), ¢ =¥eln gdete ArtEse fust
e 9@, 22%), BEARAY AP g e ¢
o A QA & Fe FhEd, 2.2%) ol FL 4 o7 BHRAAUL
At QAeke v wrdEe A EEA
oty 4 4.09:0.74)°] 7V E3kal 11 Tl Uéﬁ*é(ﬁéﬁﬁéﬁ 4.07+0.75)
ojlon, duiHor FTA-E(H TR 3.7940.83)°] 7 %
3Ake] 93.5%7F gt a, Aol @ 23k, 3% StTHTable 4). fso 2 AuEd, e cHaA, oA S
W, 48hd2 31.2~34.6%%2 AL HEIHon, EAFASH, oG] sfoF &= g ?‘ﬂ A e FIH(FH T 4.40+0.64)2
PEats, B/uEy EE So 3ogk A#o] 87.0%0]/30 e AEFAY FA golo] ofulE EHe] AYsEtis
ATH(Table 1). FHHT 440£0600S 71 v wFPEoR 43
o} 7F QlAlo] e Zeke dAe] cwal WelA] olEslHA
ZtS SHMO| Qlalst E2 +iat HIEHESH TS PR (FET 2.950.93), FEAEe] A5 S THQLelA
AR (T 3.00£0.93)°] Atk
A Q4Ehe 2 9 A5 B MY B
(%A 4.56+0.55), AAA Bl g kthEEHA ZtSSHMO0| elAlsle E2 st HIEES ue
3.86:0.84)(Table 2). F3hdz AW W AEA B Jof|A S ZHo| 2
T FUgo] # olalEo] Fel tig vt A&EHE 5
(T 4.660.51)°] 7§ =okrh v AAA AN 2 ol Ui A5A, AAE, AT, AaAs B
THEY HEAYe Je2 AH Hrt ool A ¥} vl wE s A SAGeR o3
T 3.66£0.89)°] 71 wokeh daatg #He sy ue 7b e AE 7lEsid oe ) 2k gzl M8 A s
Atole] olglel Fito]l PAGE = £A (T 4.1940.74)°] 7 T o g AAEEE WA, 9%, dEe, 243, &
=okal, AT A Al A2 A dE] H8d = =, A, gEs v S afdEoz Q1Asth=18
T 3 WA e 7|7 ATEe FU(BI 4.04£0.78)0] ~ .47, p<001). WEA7E AAA S T FHo AHT
7H& =8kt FE WEA, €4, 45, A3k Y, sk, s
WAL AAshe T2 Fddl e FaA 2] sl uhA et npdEo R Q1S Thr=.21~ 45, p<.001). t’3=
13270] &9 17805 243 A3, ﬂwz}ﬂ HEE RS 7b AT BHE T FYE QNBSE WEA, 9%,
e THe wEA G@sdd, 253%)% Sk 491337, Fag, 243}, M, B foir 5 uAE a5y
747%)9 F SUOoR WFIHAHKTable 3). Al G FoE QAEATH=12~ 41, p<.05). WA} s B4
A A #AS 2t Ao IS nEdhe U = T FYE JNEFE WY, 9%, F3FE, 248,
2, 5.1%), ARIE AABIL we] BEE EelFo] o|& &=, M, Fi% 55 A nrdEo R st
AAZE AAE FHEA, 45%), viHolst T T OFE (=15~ 44, p<01)(Table 5).
A& AN 87, 4.5%), et Ao AE TR uebs] At 2 Fhelzta dshke #I BAR
& A FUETA, 3.9%), TFe] FAEE Zojuln sy | 8709 udlE 5 HWaA, 9%, dade, 228 N
T8 frEehs FA0%, 34%), o] wel At e 9] 5/ wEYPES A nrPror st Utk
FAGA, 2.8%), B} 71Tl wWEsH FolAle £,
1.1%) S°] F& +49 %*égg R AN EMO| IE £2 £} HI2HEIE
At Goolde Fasta dod sy Wg, g, A w#EO| XH0|
ol 7190 & EA =He 4307, 16.9%), S A
Aom A FskA] kol JFE EHE U247, 13.5%), A i dAte] 0—4% 2 B wet QAshe F2 9 Aele
Hog Fojsta TH - FEde FAQR0Y, 112%), Hleo A BEE AR R wet SAXCR ol aelE B
718S w7 sk £A0187, 101%), Be B st SATHTable 1). dhdo] A ET} FAF BHS FL 5
A2 7135 Agske w9144, 7.9%), Aale] & - 4ot - Ao <13k o (=233, p=.030), ZellN ERS AA%
o] WgtE o] FZolia A& WHsE FU(107, 5.6%), WAt E2S AgsA @S ddAtet s #ds
SHE2tS WS SS|X| 25(4), 20194 11€ 499
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Table 2. ltem Mean Scores of Good Teaching (N=324)
Domain ltem Mean+SD
Traditional A class with a good understanding of its content and lasting interest in the class 4.66+0.51

A class in which a professor can easily explain the content 4.5240.53
A class that clarifies the main points of class contents 4.4940.60
Total 13.67+1.64
Average mean of total 4.56+0.55
Systemic A class in which perception about the subject was is changed after taking it 4.07+0.78
A class to help in the preparation for national exams, employment, graduation, etc 3.84+0.85
A class that be gotten with more satisfaction with GPA score than his/her expectation’ 3.66+0.89
Total 11.57+2.52
Average mean of total 3.86+0.84
Interaction A class in which establish understanding and empathy between students and professors 4.194+0.74
A class in which build higher levels of communication between students and professors 4.10£0.79
A class in which close conversation between professors and students occurs 3.87+0.90
Total 12.16+£2.41
Average mean of total 4.05+0.80
Constructionism A class that provides challenges or opportunities to apply the knowledge that students have 4.04+0.78
learned to real situations
A class in which learning allows integrating and analytical thinking rather than simply 3.99+0.82
memorizing or recalling information
A class that helps students reconstruct and recreate the knowledge they have learned 3.78+0.85
Total 11.81£2.45
Average mean of total 3.94+0.82

"Missing data was excluded
GPA=grade point average

Table 3. Content Analysis of Subjective ltem of Good Teaching Perceived by Participants (N=178)
Domain ltem n (%)
The faculty domain A class in which a professor pays attention to students and considers students’ individual 9 (5.1

difference (e1h)
A clqss in which theory and practice are linked by a professor who gives examples and 8 (45)
experiences
A class where a professor uses various multi media 8 (4.5
A class in which a professor shares students’ thoughts 7 (3.9)
A class in which a professor elicits students’ potentials and motivates students to learn 6 (3.4)
A class in which a professor gives a great deal of praise to students and encourages them 5 (2.8)
A class in which the professor clearly sets out the criteria for evaluation 2 (1.1
Total 45 (25.3)
The learner domain A class that 'leads students to keep long-term memory about important and necessary lessons, 30 (169)
concepts, topics, etc.
A class where students concentrate because it is fun, and not boring 24 (13.5)
A class in which students participate voluntarily and present and cooperate 20 (11.2)
A class that makes students feel the joy of learning 18 (10.1)
A class in which a professor stimulates students to think a lot and offers opportunities to think 14 (7.9)

A class that leads students to change in their life, philosophy, and perception and discover

meaningful value 0 ©0)

A class that allows students to learn new perspectives and solve problems by themselves 9 (5.1)

A class that leads students to study by themselves and strives students to know and explore 4 (2.2)

A class that enables students to anticipate their future as a nurse 4 (2.2)

Total 133 (74.7)
T2 FHoE AYIATHE=3.18, p=.002). g 2pol S HSItHTable 1). ogo] FePYHT Si(t=-2.09,
tgAel A S4e) met sk ueAe mﬁ% p=038)% WHEAT arREoR AN, dae Al
o Aol YT} Shd, ER Aelndl we $AMOR fol 2 A wiPBoR ATk =2.39, p=017). shd
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Table 4. ltem Mean Scores of Desirable Teaching Behaviors (N=324)
Domain ltem MeanSD
Clarity Defines new of unfamiliar terms 4.40+£0.60

Gives several examples of each concept 4.35+0.57
Uses concrete, everyday examples to explain concepts and principles 4.34+0.67
Stresses most important points by pausing, speaking slowly, raising voice, etc 4.29+0.72
Uses graphs and diagrams to facilitate explanation 4.21£0.68
Repeats difficult ideas several time 4.14+0.75
Writes key terms on blackboard or overhead screen” 3.85+0.90
Suggests ways of memorizing complicated ideas 3.68+0.97
Answers students’ questions thoroughly 3.41+0.91
Total 36.67+6.78
Average mean of total 4.07+0.75
Enthusiasm Reads lecture verbatim from prepared notes or text' 4.11£1.01
Maintains eye contact with students 4.07+0.70
Speaks in a ‘dramatic’ or expressive way 4.07+0.77
Tells jokes or humorous anecdotes 4.01+0.81
Smiles or laughs while teaching 3.83+0.71
Gestures with head, body, hands, or arms 3.77+0.66
Exhibits facial gestures or expressions 3.74+0.69
Moves about the room while teaching 2.95+0.93
Total 30.55+6.28
Average mean of total 3.82+0.79
Interaction Uses a variety of media and activities in class’ 4.25+0.72
Praises students for good ideas 4.17+0.69
Criticizes students when they make errors’ 4.03+£0.98
Incorporates student ideas into lecture 3.87+0.72
Encourages students to ask questions or make comments 3.76+0.86
Asks questions of class as a whole 3.44+0.94
Asks questions of individual students 3.00+0.93
Total 26.52+5.84
Average mean of total 3.79+£0.83
Organization Signals transition from one topic to the next 4.16+0.59
Explains how each topic fits into the course as a whole 4.14+0.64
Periodically summarizes points previously made 4.13£0.75
Gives preliminary overview of lecture 4.01+0.74
Puts outline of lecture on blackboard or overhead screen 3.87+0.80
Reviews topics from previous lectures 3.87+0.75
Total 24.17+4.28
Average mean of total 4.03+0.71
Pacing Digresses from major theme of lecture’ 4.09+0.99
Sticks to the point in answering students’ questions 4.06+0.66
Dwells on obvious points’r 3.85+1.05
Asks if students understand before proceeding to next topic’ 3.70+0.75
Total 15.714£3.44
Average mean of total 3.93+0.86

o wet ulAS aFYEoR Hwr

Eo k=328, p=039), AHFHP A E Shdd =

0] Holx
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Table 4. ltem Mean Scores of Desirable Teaching Behaviors (Continued) (N=324)
Domain Item Mean£SD
Disclosure Tells students exactly what is expected on tests, essays, or assignments 4.40+0.64

Reminds students of test dates and assignment deadlines 4.20+£0.72
States objectives of course as a whole 4.11£0.68
Advises students how to prepare for tests or exams 4.02+0.76
States objectives of each class session 3.92+0.74
Provides sample exam questions 3.88+0.88
Total 24.53+4.42
Average mean of total 4.09+0.74
Speech Speaks at appropriate pace 4.26+0.62
Speaks clearly 4.24+0.65
Speaks at appropriate volume 4.22+0.61
Stutters, mumbles, or slurs words' 3.66+1.47
Speaks in monotone’ 3.54+1.13
Total 19.92+4.48
Average mean of total 3.98+0.90
Rapport Shows tolerance of student differences 4.28+0.63
Offers to help students with problems 4.02+0.76
Announces availability for consultation outside of class 3.94+0.79
Talks with students before or after class’ 3.92+0.79
Addresses individual students by name 3.87+0.91
Total 20.04+3.89
Average mean of total 4.01+0.78
"Missing data was excluded. " Reverse items
Table 5. Correlation between of Good Teaching and Desirable Teaching Behaviors (N=324)
DTB_BC” DTB_E~ DTB_BI DTB_O" DTB_P” DTB_D" DTB_BS” DTB_R”
Variables r
(o)
GT T A7 24 18 30 21 24 34 .08
- (<.001) (<.001) (.001) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (-179)
GT S 45 31 22 .26 .09 37 21 22
- (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (.127) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
GT C .36 .39 4l .26 .07 .20 12 37
- (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (.227) (<.001) (.033) (<.001)
GT 1 38 44 43 .30 .15 22 .10 37
- (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (.005) (<.001) (.067) (<.001)

"Missing data was excluded

BC=clarity; Bl=interaction; BS=speech; C=constructionism; D=disclosure; DTB=desirable teaching behaviors; E=enthusiasm; GT=good
teaching; I=interaction; O=organization; P=pacing; R=rapport; T=traditional; S=systemic
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Good Teaching and Desirable Teaching Behaviors Perceived by
Nursing Students’
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Purpose: This purpose of this study was to identify both good teaching and desirable teaching behaviors
perceived by nursing students. Methods: A cross-sectional descriptive design was used. A convenience sample of
324 nursing students was selected and they completed self-reported questionnaires from November 1 to December
30, 2015. Results: Among 4 perspectives of good teaching (traditional, systemic, interaction, and constructionism),
the traditional perspective was perceived as the highest form of good teaching, while the systemic perspective was
perceived as the lowest. Meanwhile, disclosure and clarity were perceived as the highest desirable teaching
behaviors. Regardless of students’ perspective of good teaching, all 4 perspectives of good teaching were positively
related with clarity, enthusiasm, interaction, organization, and disclosure as desirable teaching behaviors
independently. Conclusions: Nursing students perceived that the highest perspective of good teaching was the
traditional perspective. Meanwhile, they perceived that clarity, enthusiasm, interaction, organization, and disclosure
were desirable teaching behaviors regardless of their perspective of good teaching. Further study will be needed to
perceive nursing faculty’s awareness of good teaching and desirable teaching behaviors to identify the difference of
awareness between nursing students and faculty.
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