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<Table 1> General characteristics of the subjects
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N % N % X p-value
Sex men 1 2.3 2 7.1
women 42 97.7 26 92.9
Age 21-22 19 44.2 4 14.3
23-25 21 48.8 21 75.0 6.596 .03
over 26 3 7.0 3 10.7
Admission regular 4 9.3 25 89.3
special 39 90.7 3 10.7 01.335 000

1) Taught by PBL and lecture 2) Taught by lecture only
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<Table 2> Characteristics of study material
preparation

Characteristic Category N %
Easiness of Yes 37 86.1
material preparation No 6 14.0
Method of internet 43 100.0
resource preparation* aid of senior 43 100.0
textbook 41 95.4
journal 21 48.8
aid of faculty 9 20.9
other 2 4.7
Average study hour 3 and below 10 23.3
4-6 21 48.8
7-10 7 16.3
11 and over 5 11.6
* plural answer
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<Table 4> Lesson preference

<Table 3> Distribution of comprehensive
evaluation of study process

Category Mean S.D.
Self evaluation 3.8 0.6
Role of tutor 3.7 0.6
Contents of studying module 3.7 0.4
Study process and method 3.6 0.5
Study satisfaction 3.5 0.7
TOTAL 3.6 0.4
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PBL type lesson
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Characteristics

N % N % N %
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<Table 5> Distribution of thinking power and study contents between PBL type lesson and lecture

type lesson
Characteristics PBL type lesson Lecture type lesson
N % N %
. H]ghA] Apare 30 86 5 14
Thinking power AeAbs] Gaia FE5Y % 74 9 26
FEAZ Y AAH FHY 23 68 11 32
TP T2 22 63 13 37
A EgdEd 21 60 14 40
A& et sk 20 57 15 43
S50 T ATE AR HE4 25 74 9 26
Y SHEE R s F4 19 53 17 47
Study contents* TANAS s vkt I f= 18 51 14 49
FAUge =24 4 7 19 29 81
Bhero] 2|uha) 6 18 28 82
plural answer
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<Table 7> Comparative analysis of exam result between the group having PBL and group
having lecture

Examination question content N MZ£S.D. T P
Community health lecture 28 67.9£17.3

promotion PBL 43 85.5£12.6 >0 <0001
Community hypertension lecture 28 68.5£22.3 17 0.10
management PBL 43 76.2+16.8 ’ ’
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- Abstract -

Evaluation research on the
application of Problem—Based
Learning program in community
health nursing*

Lee, Chung Yul**Cho, Won Jung#*
Margaret J. Storey**Kim, Euisook#*
Lee, Kyung Hee*#* Bae, Sun Hyoung#+**
Kim, Gwang Suk+**Seo, Ku Min***
Ham, Ok Kyung##*+

The goal of community health nursing courses
is to prepare student nurses so that they
become able to perform a variety of nursing
roles in community. To achieve this goal,
programs for community health nursing must
develop students' abilities to function
independently as community health nurses. This
study evaluated the effectiveness of Problem—
based Learning(PBL) as a teaching method in
programs for community health nursing at
four—-year colleges of nursing. The subjects of
this study were senior students at Y University.
The study was designed as a descriptive &
comparative survey. To determine the
effectiveness of PBL, the author analyzed the
process and results of teaching. The PBL
teaching method was found to be significantly
effective in building critical thinking abilities

and increasing knowledge. The results also

* Funded by Yonsei University, College of Nursing

showed that the 43 students who were taught
by both PBL and lecture teaching methods got a
significantly higher knowledge score than the
other 28 students who were taught only by
lectures. As for the future direction of
community health nursing courses, a teaching
strategy involving both PBL and lectures is
recommended.
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Community health nursing,

Problem—Based Learning
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