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Abstract

Given the fact that Christian colleges cannot consider religion of applicants when they
select students, it makes them pay more attention to disparity between Christian and
non—Christian students’learning interest and motivation produced by taking required
Christianity courses. Therefore, this study explored class adjustment of first—year students
attending a Christian college which has many compulsory Christianity courses in the
first=year curriculum because freshmen have higher possibilities of maladaptation and
dropout of school. As a result, an element negatively influenced on freshmen students’class
adjustment was the difficulty of lectures. One of the reasons why they recognized those
kinds of courses are difficult was lack of Christianity backgrounds and time for studying.
However, three factors affected to students’class adjustment revealed capacity of learning
environment, awareness of class meaning and necessity, and awareness of learning
ability. And then, this research found that those three factors were positively correlated to
their final grades. In addition, feedbacks were provided only for students who wish to get
in order to help them to become aware of their own adjustment level and to make them
use the information for applying it into their studies. In consequence, the more Christian
students who took the feedbacks got the higher grades than students who did not take
it. Therefore, taking a feedback positively influenced on learning achievement of Christian
students. However, there was no statistical difference about learning achievement between
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both the whole and non—Christian students regardless of taking feedbacks. Lastly, with
regards to class maladjustment level, adjustment level, and final grades, there were
differences between Christian and non—Christian students. In conclusion, those results imply
the importance of providing proper physical and cognitive supports for class adjustment
of Christian and non—Christian freshmen respectively in order to increase their internal
learning motivation and to achieve their studies successfully in the required Christianity
courses.

Key Words : Christian college, first-year student, required Christianity courses, class adjustment, learning
achievement
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Table 1 Class adjustment scale development and implications (2015—2017)

Year Descriptions Improvements

* 1 scale item improvement

— Divide the item related to level of difficulties
into general class and assignment

— Add an item related to types of support

» Use Academic
Adjustment’subscale of SACQ2)

201, . he i ] f
015 | Develop 1% class adjustmert scale - Bemove the item related to amount o
. time that students have spent for
— Use 9 out of total 24 items .
adjusting to the class
* Needs of more specific class adjustment items
— Develop 2" class adjustment scale
« Conduct survevs fwice per * Needs to know the survey results
2016 semester v e — One of causes of low survey participation
— Develop a feedback paper
o017 Provide feedbacks to lecturers

and to students who wish to get

Participation

Participation
THASE Sease 1
Activity o
SYUEEE Perrt-A
2988  SPARC g% SPARC
AR 2EY
Realization Realization
HERALNE SHUBE 23
Change
Change
SHNEC S

Figure 1, Existed (Left, 2015) and Improved (Right, 2016) SPARC System
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Table 2 Characteristics of study participants (frequency(%))

Non- Missing
Christians ~ Values

Christians

Survey
No. Lan Freshmen ..
© guage tres Participants

Lectures

Prof.

18(122)  12(11.8) 10.D 5(14.3)

27(13.1)

01

Understanding

of Bible

Understanding 02 Korean

3(86)
3(86)

24(162)  19(186)  2(182)
322160  21(265)  2(182)
23(226)

32(155)
50(24.3)
38(184)

of Christianity (3

A

3(86)

5(454)

31(20.9)

5(14.3)
16(45.6)

8(7.8) 00.0)
13127 19.1)
206(100.0) 148(100.0) 102(100.0) 35(100.0)

1389
30(20.2)

16(7.8)

43(20.9)

lish

ng

15}
— E

6

Understanding
of Christianity

B

11(100.0)

Total
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ot dubgel ele] ol =R KM = 1.89, SD = 1.02) S8aljof = HAE 1 o
A =73 QIQJEHM = 368, SD = 1.26). 18]al RIS wpEx] = H)7]=mel
Aein = 13} 71518 Aekn = 102)¢] #3hd 2o]S dolr 7] 3| Marmehitney
2 ARG A Al 4] doledt 4 Ak A £ N frojaE 1%0lA
Tul ool mEl Apolzt SITE F, V|HuRIERT: H7|Hul SAEC] kAo

i
2 lol B ofHaU = 280500, p < 01), B Z H-5ohA] Rvkal AASIATHU =
293500, p < .01).

Table 3—1 Descriptive and comparative statistics of 1 class adjustment survey

Items M(SD) U D
Syllabus (How useful)” 317( 64) 430.000 155
Lecture Speed (How fast) 3.22( 48 512.000 497
Adequacy of Assignment Amount 2.95( 42) 511.500 251
Difficulty of Assignment 3.68(1.20) 397500 071
Difficulty of General Lecture 1.89(1.02) 280.500 0™
Overall Class Adjustment 3.86( .34) 293500 006™

U 4 Likert Scales for only this item(l = Never, 4 = Very Useful)

“n < 01

22} AAE(8.91)2 Table 3-2014 Hi uie} o] AIFAQ 491 48 25
Bkt AoZH, BE QRloA AYEL HE oo & HAFRouy & &
A vlE) Aoz 54 Fefrt v Aoz YeRdtM = 326, SD = 1.15). 1
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Table 3—2 Descriptive and comparative statistics of 2™ class adjustment survey

Subscales M(SD) U p a
Capacity of Learning Environment 417C 60)  279.000 005" 737
Awareness of Class Meaning and Necessrty 407( 76)  243.000 001 822
Awareness of Learning Ability 7 63) 315500 014 660
Participation 3 ?5(1 15 431000 1A -

Overall Class Adjustment 406( 68) 248500 001 -

U Participation and Overall Class Adjustment cannot measure reliabilities because there is only 1 item
in each subscale
o< 0B “p <01

TE3 AR GE ARG 35 ARl Ad 48 A, 1) vsid 23
o 019(SD = 81) 7}l o™, Table 3-13} 3-2¢4 Uepato] Fal of fof & A
gl

43 Al 124} 2 WF BAHOR Aol Uglek. o]
o NG A3, Fol5E 1%0% Folplg Aolrk g Ao LERdehu(147) -
 1ahart 2349 SPES) Ag £l F7hAn

= 1-?‘%4
Ao RRTa QAE & 9leg ﬂulsw} AolA] ARl Y Wole Fi

THXA(4)= 40959, p < 01). 2=, 42499 do|=7} ojgtta 7] B|7|5umel sH4Y

So] 71559l SR £l & Ags Raha A4 & Ak
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Table 4 Correlations between items of 1% survey

Amount of Difficulty of Difficulty of  Overall

11 : ; j
Syllabus Lecture Assignment Assignment  Leacture  Adjustment

S) Speed (LS)

(AA) (DA) (DL) (OA)
S 1
LS 098 1
AA -0A 027 1
DA -270™ -061 018 1
DL 169" -245" -.067 016 1
OA 19%6° -.246™ -.082 -.036 5 1

o < .06, p < 01

9] ot ojgirla AElg SIS (Table 59 ‘1= ¥lak A€, 2= olslal
A Fahe Bl BAW E/13 ARE ohd, 3= olalsha Tahs o] 94w 1
GAe Wk, ola 1-9)0] 7% ool we} felol 2 wWelrb Rahe ol fol

sjo] BR SHE G theat k. 2o volwrh olgitia AZshe 7%
QAL W wkE olsls] Aol HelZks Aw HER SHAS 1 olf

Falslon) HERa AR P T ojnet Augle] t HuEe
o] ji
H —

A T R )

Table 5 Reasons why students feel difficult in Christianity lectures (frequency)

Reasons D 11) D : ’ %
C'" NC" MV! C NC MV C NC MV

Lack of Christianity or hible backgrounds o 0 1 0 4 0 7 3 1 16
Fast lecture speed before understanding o o0 0 1 0 0 6 0 0 8
Professor’s high expectancy o o0 o0 o0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Burdens on resource usage for this lecture o o0 o0 o0 0 1 2 0 0 3
Lecture provided in English o o0 o0 o0 1 0 4 0 2 7
Lack of time for studying o 0 0 0 2 0 10 0 2 14
efc. 6o 0 0 0o 1 2 1 0 1 5
No reasons 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Total 2 13 40 5%

U C= Christian students, NC=Non-Christian students, MV= Missing Values
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Table 6 Correlations between items of 2™ survey

Capacity of  Awareness of Awareness of

Learning Class Meaning Learning Participation Qverall
Environment and Necessity Ability P) Ad];gtgent
(CLE) (ACMN) (ALA)
CLE 1
ACMN 42 1
ALA 570" 568 1
P 066 107 117 1
OA 595" 615" 4™ 122 1

“p < .01

(3) 7Ismel o< of&fsty & MMEH Ao

7150 oo e s L Al Sl Aelg Polus] gl WAL
AAE A3l T M) S wE BAHCR felshd el shAw AFRES o
24 e H71ES) Aen = 1)& Belete] Mann-Whitney 1155 A4< & 2
3, fel5E 5201 F15aS ofe] We dsHaHU = 28500, p < 06) A
S = L0, p < (5 FOIFE 5% BAHCE Aok AT 3, 715
aglo] lEameluct sl o B SE world disidn, AAZE o

=< s TUTHTable 7).

Table 7 Comparison expected and final grades between Christian and non—Christian students

A+ A B+ B C- C D+ D F Tota

Christian Students 13 30 30 19 3 1 - - - 100

Expected  Non-Christian ~ ~ ~
Grades Students 0 2 3 3 ! ! 10
Total(N) 3 32 33 2 4 2 - - - 110

Christian Students 31 15 15 18 10 7 4 0 2 102
Final Non-Christian
Grades Students
Total(N) 3 1 18 21 12 8 4 0 3 113

0 1 3 3 2 1 0 0 1 11
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