Korean J Relig Educ ZW w8t

Vol. 77, pp. 137-157, June 2024 pISSN 1229-6627
https://doi.org/10.58601/kjre.2024.06.30.08 elSSN 2672-1767

Considerations on Improving the Effectiveness of
Non-face-to-face and Face-to-face Classes:
Focusing on Instructor-Centered Explanatory Classes

Yongki Cho', Kihong Kim*

"?Daejin University

Abstract

[Objective] This study aims to examine the perceptual differences of theory-based subjects
between for non-face-to-face and face-to-face class methods, in order to examine the
implications of each class type and provide useful directions for instructional approaches.
[Contents] The outcomes of the study revealed that students’ perceived achievement and
learning satisfaction were more pronounced in face-to-face classes in comparison to
Non-face-to-face classes. The variations based on demographic attributes displayed a blend of
patterns. Nonetheless, statistically significant distinctions were absent across all domains.
[Conclusions] This signifies that the class structure might not be a decisive factor in
theory-driven courses. Consequently, the emphasis should be placed on enhancing the quality
of instruction. The absence of divergence in instructional quality implies its potential
universality even in specific circumstances. Therefore, the perceived achievement and learning
satisfaction as a result of the class should be considered together. Non-face-to-face classes and
face-to-face classes have different characteristics. If you can highlight the characteristics of
each type, you will be able to be reborn as a better class.
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2019 12€%E AZE Z2Y 195 BA-AA-E3 25 59 A FHA FFS R
(Suh, 2020: 157-164). Z2Y 199 &4H& 27] & =<9 &< %ﬂl&} A2 A A7) 5
HoR HEHe 2Fo AEE Byt

o o|Roix, B3 wEANAE AW v
FAzE e WRE A8 2o B9 mRe] q%aA g WrASH e TR A
oo

.
oA B BARS wE5 AT Tolud oed Waks 2] AFA w2l
A

Eoniy A=

obd w3 g5 bke] tid 34 #EE VA A He A7 5 A tH(Korean
Educational Development Institute, 2020.5.8; Korea Institute for Curriculum and Evaluation,
2020.5.11.).

2020 =2 19 Al wE wgA 9] gFe FolEG HgE d4 “Olﬁiﬂ o stol
Aol Hiti e AnbHoR =3} Zpof wWhale] wAANZE it S e] WAl @Alﬂ
Aoz TR BNzt $UE weAt AR 53kE o] B9YE i}%i Algsh= A
ola, AAIRE FHL WAt F5ATE ZOOMFA Webex ZE 3 3|oA|2~HlS &-831o
AA e o7t o] FojA = Ze vtk vt ] A2 e-learningA 2F 0] A
2 QIHU @o] FSEUA AAFH AREHY fom, A, F3EHQL Al glo]

A 9 W FYEe 52 T ve RO s dusd SuugolA 243 v W

o

otk 2 53 A e A AYE AdE A 41 JE5% aﬂgi E4& o
AeAY StgErlfrde] & olRoAA ¥, Fhol B0 & HA Y= 44 JJr(Lee
2020: 282-297) wFAte] 2]l vedo] A FE A Fa, FE AU AF zHx4 Al

H 59 At ks dgAtdAl AgstAl 2 w(Choi, Kwon, & Choi, 2020: 135-168)
Foll ApLH oA e FHFAEAE TF EAHE BAT F flvke dAE /ML
o]Z BoHsty] 8 thetollMe ZOOMI Webex 28 A7 344 3o | ~8lS =151 §
Ak AARIOE o]RolX = HIH FYPL FH5pAfolol nls] wFAte} dEAte] AdsAtgol
Vestthe M 2 ARE 7RI AN Ak ARl A M Ee V) Z8 vs

Sog A8 Az FHE HelA Bihe A% % E%E R4 g A

igte] e Qo o| ASE o]F L &g A=A FA9 FEFA A HAAL ¢
& AR5 WY BAREE AT AL g T dFusoE HIEHI ok olHg A
oA et AFFA tietd ws T4 tete] 2ol wso| A #Aed Tt =Y
< 71&oF & wo|th. A uKL FdFAL APske gEHES FHS v A T
At sk aFS sl AZITKShin & Kwon, 2014: 167-185; Han & Chon, 2015: 423-446)
ol WAL FAUIES oW oz MY ZQx|9 Ad gl 2 S Q) 214
719] AN EAS oA Bt E 22l W5 S5At T4 e AlFshes A A
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d RSAAZ QRN 22 ZAAAT DA e FEA G e 4HL H

of S & fivke HollA i B2 exej]l Y& A8 4= =il UTH(Park, 2008:
85-110).

F2 19 o] tiE F£HF HOE £H SRS vustAY), FHFEL 4 FES
HwskE 59 A77F s FeYEa tklee & Kim, 2021: 344). 22}l PBLS &-&3h

|
ol

An|2uAE vgE FAAE S} SHEETH(Lee, 2021: 87-97), ‘UEHEAT thst Fog3 w

& aly} oz ubad o = a ol thdk A7 (Song et al., 2021: 223-237), ‘HItH +

of Tt AEL] QAF WEE AH(Yoo, 2020: 277-298) T3 2o HINH £ elA ©

T FHAE AR E SFadnel B g Aol IPHUL, ‘et 2

A AErdolA wra-gga doahg, staa-sgat Fdaago] s nA=

FBA A TEEQe] W EAE A3 AFKim et al., 2020: 25-48) 5 HIthA FHo A
3l

e

O_L, of

H FAAI2E AEadld e wegal, stEAk, ITHE A /14 H] 2 (Kong,

I 2l
2021), 59 o s HE=7F A vAs I AFHKim & Kam, 2021:
UEES AT et tig A7 (Jung & Kim, 2020: 45-56) 54l

= 3% NS5} S Al FAAR 4TS vAIL S-S Rasta 9tk o
o} Bzl o] MEEE =Y F e WkeE 2YR(Oh, 2020: 715-744) AL A}
BA v g AAAA 75, dstn Ade] FEAA FZE Adst don, dAsE],
F¥<%(Kwon & Ryu, 2021: 87-97)2 m5A-35A7te] 43848 2 F s FddZo
2 S5 FUFAEE wojof Fnl ofugt S5t AT Shgol ntEE F RS

=
sAEe @ S9ey AEE YRS 4xdn Ao

Kevin Carey(Kevin, Kong trans, 2016: 185-186)= || tiste] HelE oy &8 4 3l
=
[e)

+ W3k(University of Everywhere)’©]2} | A3lH, vgole 1522 F2d tAd 7|&S 53
AE7Ee] Ak glol m&o] Jhssitkn Bydth oled w3l FAlo] wEACAE wthE
of 3t FAL 71Lol T YA, wEAe} THAe] FEAES EI o] RolAE I S

AHE 23] 4=z =1 JokPark, 2008: 85-110).

Ao stuSe 5T HYS Y3 E22A W29 A, st A9 A BA 59
FE AR dAVE aFHAA L Aot wgAket shEat 7P91 oy A=A Shgate]
SEE71E sk, s Aoks FAskeT Tad adl 1—}4%}7] 3CHHan, 2003:
379-399). w48 A WFTo A FAAEIF FYol tﬂfa 2o g olojA FAHH A

1) 229 AlFollA Bt F49 BEEet #-hE AT EE Kwon & Ryu(2021: 87-97), Kim(2020:
599-616), Lee & Kim(2021: 341-361), Jung & Kim(2020: 45-56), Choi(2021: 1-12), Hwang(2021:

59-80) 5= =
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< "AH(Kim & Shin, 2012: 207-226), wFAke] wprdio] 8hate] 14e Fake wX|=
A0 2 njFolE uwj(Park & Sung, 2012: 289-315), WFA] FHULYL ThE kol A 54}
AA e HH F A 8ol Foh wEbA tigtelA we) A3 Bt JHY e
AFshs Aol Fas)A L AthKown, 2012: 75-101; Baek, 2012: 431-466). L2 192 <15
WEEH WshE 71E5E HAva & ¢ ok sHAT AEV 195 A2 olF weAES tiY
I HItE FYs 25 FHlst AR QAR AdE] ofd o] o dEe Y
Alg3hs AQNA gJ&e] A7|=Er = gtk

ol B dAFolAe taFde v T4 4% dEs oz A" A=}
SEUEE AfolE BAst 1 A3yt vede oRE 1Esta, 49 24 s A%

AT 2 4715 274 DN o= e Wi ARS st A%

<E 1> @RCjMOl Uik S4
<Table 1> The General Characteristics of the Research Subjects

Iy HIH ] (2022-187]) s =4(2022-2817])
- 2191(%) 1] £(%) <191() 1] £(%)
i 162 56.4 162 57.0
A4
S 125 43.6 122 43.0
13 126 439 149 52.5
) 28hd 99 34.5 77 27.1
hd -
33hd 47 16.4 42 14.8
43hd 15 5.2 16 5.6
QAIZd &gt 75 26.1 71 25.0
SEHUAY T 49 17.1 48 16.9
s} F3AA 8t 40 13.9 43 15.1
8} &8t 28 9.8 26 9.2
FAITE e 95 33.1 9 33.8
A 287 100.0 284 100.0
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58202219 187] HIiA 53} 2817] o o2 SFEJAAT IS wrat, LS
A, L & Ao FHOE IPHIUT FHL olEFAHY AR ZPE o
Aol thek A Wrhe BZE, 24, SUANET 71EAE, Ve FHEE)E o] Rt £
Ao ZAAES B AFRE 18] #7344 300 28] A4 30072 A, dhd,
Sfste] wlgo] Hlzste] FUS JooE stk wekA T YL
dedolehs 249 Wl e ztolnt okal £ ¢ ok AR 18] @ 28, 28] @
il RO E Zgstglon, B4 IFAE Adsta 187] 2879, 2817] 28489 S
A B35

o
=

12!

(2003: 69-86)°] w3 o] FM(Lee, 2017)°] W= o= /MId SAETE B ATl
oA At 9 gQdo® F 7RIS ARG RE —;Z—XJE?-E 20_91 W53 HAE7F
5% Likert

HEE A Z8sidih
A2 FAH gloH, &
= <& 2>9 Zth

<H 2> FFPEF ME|E
<Table 2> The Reliability of Measurement Instruments

) Cronbach’s a
HE & 3 4
HtA Y od 5
nEs 3 832 817
. 13} 4 882 897
FgEUEE - -
FHTF 2 669 709
A 9 925 927
AAHE A= 7 892 .880

3. Xt 2

M

B AFAe A5 B4S 95 SPSS 27.02 ALE3dte VeEA B4, AREY A=
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<E 3> 7|E&7

<Table 3> Descriptive Statistics

Alglslels

eI e

Nic| || o
oy
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=yl
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S|ISIRI8|&

N | en | en | en

olelalels

NiIS| S| S| S
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S|(8128|3% |2

Nl en | en | en
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Ao | g
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) o) | X

2 (YT =

R

N

g vldiE Sl d PEZ(M=3.82, SD=73), |

(M=3.59, SD=.76), Q1A" A3

348, SD=.77) «o& e

=M=

Bk

(M=3.69, SD=.73), 3]

SH
=

EHM=3.60,

AJME THEE(M=3.90, SD=.69), +°]%H(M=3.70, SD=.71), FH<

2=
T

gl
SD=.75), )1A1E AHEM

Wk o
718 2 9]

o] d=o} A== doiak

3.58, SD=.67) w22 U}

bol gro= veht A7

5]

i ol

9]

<E 4>, <% 5>9 2t}

taom, A=

5]

HE daad B4e

& sk, YA FlA AAE AR VEE(675), F

o e

3|
il

o= e

2
A

gugt £ 055EANA B

o o
~ T

(=591)

3k

(r=775), 532
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<H 4> H|OIEH ¢ H22A

<Table 4> Correlation of Non-face-to-face Classes
T8 BREREE HE #ole Faele
JAAH A= 1
REE 675%+ 1
Trelg T75%* 7824 1
FHAF 591 706%* T76%* 1

, FAAHr=626) Foln]dt

Tl

<H 5> CHEH 8 S22t

<Table 5> Correlation of Face-to-face Classes
T2 AAFAHAE NS o3 2%
AR E A= 1
HEE 669%* 1
<3t 796%* 797%* 1
Fo)%k 6267+ 654%% TAGH* 1
2. HICHH =Qiaf CHH £=Qjo| Hold Xjo|ZEA
B e s oE el = f

1) HICHEH=-RAL}F B2l QIR
HitiE =l oid e A8 A

Hls) AXE HAET} oFzt T

Azt ofE Sgjo] Mt o
oJp)3 Aol ek gkt

< 6> H|O|E =t CHEH o] AX|E g3 = Xto|2H

<Table 6> Analysis of the Perceived Achievement Gap between Non-face-to-face and Face-to-face Classes

N M SD t P
i HI Tt 287 3.48 0.77

oA E AF = -1.600 .110
1] 284 3.58 0.67
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<H 7> HO® 2 CfEH Sof SHSUHFE Xo|24

<Table 7> Analysis of the Difference in Learning Satisfaction between Non-face-to-face and
Face-to-face Classes

N M SD t p
vt 287 3.82 0.73
HES -1.191 234
51| 284 3.90 0.69
i H T 287 3.69 0.73
3t -.180 857
2] 284 3.70 0.71
) i HI 287 3.59 0.76
2303} -044 965
A 284 3.60 0.75
3. HIHD lat CHDt Q0] QIFHOlY Xjo| 24

B ATNNE AAE HAEG SGVFE} ATAAY Hol7k A=A A3 943
USEE AT A AT AT Fus S, datstes B
At

) HICHR - I0lA] A% Kol
R RINE R I R R EASE L%
Fopal Bk ojshalo] A et sXw EAA

1 o o::
©
2

9\_,
ox
f
_Q,
l:l
:|o
15

ok
_\-‘L_l,
N
2
lo
ot
rlo

ey —*r%‘ﬂw s A 28] T 231, 43Pdol 7h4 Witk BEEE 43
of 74w, 35hde] b4 walth frelge 28hdol 71 %3, 4dhdol 71 wgieh S
. 2

S
e 18hdo] b w1, 350} 43 e FAsH Jbg ek AT AR
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< 8> H|EH oM GE X0|24
<Table 8> Gender Analysis in Non-face-to-face Classes

N M SD t p
} et 162 3.51 0.76

AAHE A= - 794 428
SRR 125 3.44 0.79
et 162 3.84 0.73

uEL - 393 695
SRR 125 3.81 0.73
i WA 162 3.68 0.75

o3 - -247 805
o34y 125 3.70 0.70
o R 162 3.58 0.79

T . -427 670
SRR 125 3.62 0.73

<E 9> HITHT $U0IA A KHo] £

<Table 9> Grade-based Analysis in Non-face-to-face Classes

N M SD F p

184 126 3.46 0.87

)
1%
ri

] 99 3.53 0.70
AA A AH= 636 788
47 3.48 0.73

w
%
ri

N
B
r
(%

3.34 0.55

£
rL

126 3.87 0.80

)
A%
riL

99 3.78 0.67

rlj
I
l

738 711

w
%
rL

47 3.76 0.70

~
%
i

15 391 0.54

126 3.70 0.79

B
ri

]
o
rL

_ 99 3.73 0.68
o5t 725 716
47 3.60 0.71

Ho
i
(V8]
e
ri

N
%
rL
[

3.58 0.58

£
rL

126 3.61 0.81

)
%
rL

99 3.59 0.76

073 .989

o
2
lo
)

W

k!

r

47 3.57 0.68

~
%
i
(%

3.57 0.68
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10> HICHEH +=&0f
<Table 10> Analysis of Differences by College in Non-face-to-face Classes

<H

o (o) [oN —
o e Ya) (=3 (o))
< ! ° el
>~ (o] v [
3 IS5 P 3 F
IS I\ — IS
alglslelElele|e|g|e|g|lels|a|g|r|e||e|er
N o | S|lc|ls|c|lc|d|c|lc|c|c|ld|c|lc|ls|c|lc|s|a|s
o N[O | T | 0|0 O T DN NNl N| Ol NN| O | — |
S| || T | TN |Q | R ||| N ||| ]S| Y
Nl en | en | en N | en | en NN en | en | en | en|en|en | en|en | on | N on
N59085590855908559085
S~ NSNS T TN YD T NN | NN
o o ol N o
|5 e || lelEee|Elelsle e Eels e el
R R R A - S el = R ey el R R A Bl R
A A PR N R A - P RN A k- P,
g v AN (A B O R v AN [ B O (R v AN (b [ O R B v IAS Qg
Tla|ld N e T2 N T 2PN e |2 Y
TSI paSe N e TR - ol = I el B o OB Bl I T e OO B ol IR =T (el N o o
o | B e | ® | B |5 e | B0 |5 || % & |5 | % | &
i U i M
]
o3 B
7o 14 o MM
W i * )
O
X H F A
o
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<H 11> CHEH +20M g2 Xto|ZY

<Table 11> Gender Analysis in Face-to-face Classes

N M SD t p
i Ay 162 3.61 0.65

AAHE AH= - 920 358
S 122 3.54 0.69
@34y 162 3.90 0.69

EC : 044 965
S 122 3.89 0.71
. kAl 162 3.70 0.69

T - -.045 964
oAy 122 3.70 0.73
o g 162 3.58 0.74

2] 0]k - -430 .667
&Y 122 3.62 0.76

NEEE 48hdo] 7MY =41, 18hdo] 7 Bkt s b %11, 3shdo] 7p
sttt FHFE 28hdo] JPE =01, 48do] 7 Wkt shAINE FAIA SR fom|g At
ol AT
<H 12> CfH =QojA sHEE XO|24
<Table 12> Grade-based Analysis in Face-to-face Classes
N M SD F p
13d 149 3.53 0.71
i 23hd 77 3.67 0.62
A E HH= - 1.233 435
33hd 42 3.53 0.64
43hd 16 3.68 0.54
13 149 3.83 0.73
284 77 4.00 0.67
uE - 2.037 237
3ghd 42 3.87 0.60
48hd 16 4.06 0.66
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<E 12> O =RH0M St KO|2M (A1)
<Table 12> Grade-based Analysis in Face-to-face Classes (continued)

N M SD F p

13hd 149 3.68 0.72

i 23hd 77 3.73 0.69
o - 973 586

38d 42 3.63 0.70

48hd 16 391 0.72

18hd 149 3.57 0.75

o 28hd 77 3.66 0.78
TR - 683 749

38hd 42 3.63 0.70

48hd 16 3.47 0.74

R0l Tt E XolE A

S FEAAso] 1 Rgke). W
EEr Beplstiste]l b4 ¥3, ARdEste] Zbg Belth fodre HsIEtistel 7}
A w3, FEAATst] 71 usith FAolge Aupletiste] 14 B, FEAA o]

FIEI@ Aol e kit

<E 13> CHEH YoM EattstE xjoj2 A

<Table 13> Analysis of Differences by College in Face-to-face Classes

N M SD F p
A& est 71 3.50 0.74
RN E e 48 3.60 0.65
A" BA= 3 AAThst 43 3.44 0.65 3.447 103
87 &) s 26 3.86 0.53
FATEu) s 96 3.61 0.65
A& snst 71 3.73 0.66
SEEAY T 48 3.86 0.74
nET FEUA 8t 43 3.84 0.60 4473 052
}8}7) &) 8 26 4.14 0.66
FHITE I & 96 3.99 0.72
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< 13> O +HO|A| THotCHerE XIO|24 (A1)
<Table 13> Analysis of Differences by College in Face-to-face Classes (continued)

N M SD F p
A& est 71 3.61 0.76
=2 TS 48 3.71 0.68

go)3} ZEolA et 43 351 0.71 4.716 050
87| &) st 26 3.97 0.61
FoArEy) st 9 3.78 0.69
A& snst 71 3.56 0.76
=2H4Y 53 48 3.60 0.80

TR FFAA 43 3.44 0.77 3.882 138
87 &) 8 26 3.92 0.64
FRAITE NS 96 3.60 0.72

(el 53 vln el £ vnde W oA Sgle] srel o Aol
B ANk ARAT T ] SelRAe AEaT nuY $9 HAEY golehe ¢

Hol B w3kt

<E 14> BE0| BWHQ S

<Table 14> Effective teaching methods for learning

1) H] (%)
ik 187 65.8
vt 97 342
A 284 100.0

<H 15> Ct2 &7 =Y MEH
s for

<Table 15> Selection of course type the next semester

A(H) H1-&(%)
i 118 41.5
vt 166 58.5
A 284 100.0
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B d7e HUE 93t F9S 44 4% giss dideE £ f3E AdXd"
AHAES} FFUEES Ato], JIFHIE IAE HHAES} SFHEEY AolE AW R o]
Je S EFataa stttk A7 A, AA, JAE AHES gEUEEE vdY
ol Bls) i ol o A UERa, AFEAC WE Aoldie Al FFE BT
AN BE FHolA FAFLE FoH|FE Aol UERA|! Gttt ol weAt 419 A9
2l FgolA i vt A2 gFo] v Yu|dth b YrE 7 £ F3d o
B EAs WskA] X3 AAE Mg F vk viddE 49 AS Fol7] SlaiAe wgA,
52t tiste] Aol BF FQSAT 53] wrAte] J3o] Azt weAe wSsHH Y
A9, B, Hrtel ol=r7A] 4 el tid ALAY AAALS AL JEH £
I FAglo]l wEATt Shgatel o] £ HRks &9 F v dFES vk 2R3l
Lifol] w2l wSo] e gepd 4 itk vloiE oA dgAe dE Y 3E do
et SEARE Ao gom wjpr] g8 222 k¥t AV|FEAS T HEES
zkZrojof 3, O FHAAE Ssate] Bge A 24 ¢tk o= HgiY £¥) oiH
59 BT uAe] 5802 ) T8 4

& Shin, 2020: 184-192). tlEo] tiH o Qg kst g A Al F=ojof it ®
&g, o3 YMin & Lee, 2011: 57-88)> SHYEo] <123}

Asta Aol & Zelg akn ok olAW maAs w887

wale] wgsh s

BeE 5 A=S A% Ahgel Basith ojnl vk wi dPgEE dla ke
239 AFHD QAT Bao) 3 Felshs A 23 WA Fol] mRolck

S, R S vt el i A4eA BE F4do) B Etaolsn SRsEAT

| w7 ekt 21e sEe] el Eahy n

A= HgH £YS A9 Aolghs $9el ™
T 5842 o 18ds ougith & ATe Axes HAsh, a0y
1287-1289)°] H]tiH =

o} A S EASHANAN T Ao ANUY FEH SR 2A HHEHoR S5d
T Ao FERE RATe AT 98 Aol HFsA XaAY ARbe AHHOE A
&34 Eohe 5 AVIFER shgol ofEel a3F oA ¥rhe A2 (Hong & Ryu, 2020:
957-989) 5ol EAjE o] Yebgel wat ¢ F39 EaRES Aol = ofg ol Ak ol
= o9, vdds 2 AR AolRoe

a
=3
e
e
~
z
B
[}
S
)
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otk mebd e ol MR 59 BRolA SaolA fejm
2 EmapH oz ANAT Barel Al

A AHE S v B dve] AAYS A B e 2

A, mAre dRSAT o 5o P9l Aol F Qs Zzte] HE
9]

ATHZ Bt Yok hBEY M 2 AHE SGAske] FEAEES WA T 5
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