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[Abstract]

The purpose of this study is to analyze the performance of university education that introduced the
‘free major’ system, which is based on the decision-making model CIPP(Context Input Process Product).
To achieve the research purpose, research methods such as analysis of domestic free major cases and
various internal reports, development of performance analysis questions based on the entire CIPP
process, online survey, and analysis of collected data were applied. The research results were as
follows. First, students perceived the performance of the curriculum and non-curriculum in each CIPP
area to be average. Second, the level of recognition of performance was found to have significant
differences in the period of undergraduate college affiliation. Third, the effect of background factors
(gender, high school type, college entry type, period of affiliation) on the level of performance

recognition was also not statistically significant, except for the period of affiliation.

» Key words: CIPP model, Undeclared major admission system, Free major system,
Analysis of educational outcome
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Table 1. Structure of questionnaire based on CIPP Model
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IV. Results

1. Perception on Curriculum’s Outcome
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Table 2. Mean and standard deviation for main variables Sub area [N [Mean| SD | Sub area [N [Mean| SD
related to perception on curriculum’s outcome validity of customized
selecting |48 |3.69 |.949 |level 48 |3.73|11.026
Sub area [N [Mean| SD || Sub area [N [Mean| SD content strategy
clearness | yg 1377 | 994 |Welfare | g1385 | 922 appropriate- rationality
of objective conditions ness of |48 [3.79 |.922 | of evaluation |48 |3.79 | 1.010
validity of | yg 1343 | gg1 |2ffirmative | 4013 40| 1005| | auantity plan
objective atmosphere ] appropriate
reflection perceptlpn -ness of
of learner’s |48 |3.50 |.989 |interaction |[48|3.63|1.044 of operating | 48 | 3.69 | 1.151 evaluation 48 1381 .915
demand staffs method
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of learner’s |48 |3.52 | 1.031 |oblective & [48(3.79 | 874 E).rofessmnal 48 1385|967 |-ness of |48 |367 | 975
level content 1sm feedback
advance motivation & cooperating competengy’s
information | 48 |3.75 |.863 |learning 48(3.79 | 967 system 48 |3.67 |1.059 improvement 48 1369 11188
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T facilities 48 |3.75 [ 1.082 ; . 48 |3.79 | .967
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Table 3. Mean and standard deviation for main
variables related to perception on non-educational
course’s outcome
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HEA~z0R OJAlSIY N, FAA godst sie 7H7F 3 The influence of background factors on the
54.2%%} 54.2%019th. A3 W@ wF wS1d(M=3.67)1} level of performance perception
Wlnat BLIPM=3.79)2] WAEle] iAol helA  siAdo) wpARI(YE, BT §F, Usted, ALS
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SR, AFE(Product) @AM M2 e X 1Y xegMo] Anpe cheul 7Horct
BEIY(M=3.67)7} vlwat LEIM=3.60)0] 1ol
F 1ol tioliA BEeEoR QMEIEon, 384§ Taple 6. ANOVA table
cI5} shAe 7h7F 9 9%o0]9]
Regression 9.239 4 2.310 3.605 013
2. Perception of outcomes by students’ Residual 27552 43 641
Total 79
background o 36.792 a7
SHAIE.0] Ayl 2 My} OJAIAR 110l xlo]E B
ﬁOEJ OE'.Oﬂ II’}L_ OJ‘} v T 01_4 }]E‘. LN ]_ﬂ 7Hq EE]H:]/\E‘_B'}/\HQ _?_0:] }\']I’_}Oﬂ EH% olAl /\25—
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— ) 2 EX5H= 1 st EAA 0ol AX Ay} o
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20| Fgte 3.605000], §ol2EL 0130]%ick. ok 3]
Table 4. Means difference of students’ perception M2l ARz [oJulgt o531 Z 7HK& o=z
of outcomes by gender Mg 4 AU SHRYP 2SR square) T
Source N Mean t p 0.23602, o] 30| ZAHN(RLGAFeHE 21t 9]
male 28 3.7286 1.007 319 =
Context female 20 3.4800 ApE)Y] Bis 5 oF 23.6%5 Aot
Inout male 28 3.9278 1.467 149
pu female | 20 3.5630 . .
male 28 39196 1542 130 Table 7. Results of multiple regression
Process female | 20 | 3.4625 e
male 28 3.9196 1.542 130 Unstandardized .
Product L standardized
female | 20 3.4625 Variable | COSfMCIeNtS | otficients| t | p
male 28 3.8739 1.494 142
. . n
Total - omale | 20 | 34920 B ef:‘;r B Takrance, VIF
*p<0.
p<0.05 (constant) | 2651| 814 3258 | 002
o _ o N . |oender |-282| 244 | -159 |A14|255 919 |1088
sh=0] ATt ARQREsHE A&717H1I7) 871, 270 & | high school | -.168 | 124 | -.188  |-138|.185| 896 | 1116
7 2 MjoJAl xJo]7} 9l= x| o}y 7] oJs}o] 7t Klcto type
_])Oﬂ E}E Oqof foPF 3k Al Sofs] Sistel 7 = °l admission | 455 | 389 | 168 | 1.172| 248| 851 |1.175
BEESE Vst v ZLFAYRQI Mann-Whitney | iype
U-testS AAJGH Anfe o} mo} 729kc) AlajolAlo] tjgt | affiliation| 586 | 261 316 |22507|.030| .885 |1.130
- - . . period
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O 0]} x}lo ol Ao LH 7= =
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Table 5. Difference of students’perception of e} SEe(EF durel it M)l Hit 710
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Period N Mean Rank U p Og }E—)]ﬂ}?_}l} —/l\‘T;_'SOﬂ %O 6}71] Og_%}:% D]i]% %E]u%—/l\‘%
Context ————2——2192__ 1735 | 08 | A&77Ht=2.250, p=.080) olch  JH(t=-1.154,
Input ; ?i ggég 136.0° | 008 p=.0.255), &A1 §3d(t=-1,348, p=0.185), YsrS-3
1 32 2089 | 1405 | 01 (t=1.172, p=0.248)2 FARCZ {oloIA] AT
Process
2 16 31.72
1 32 20.89 1405 01
Product 16 31.72
Total 1 32 20.73 1355 .008
2 16 32.03
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V. Conclusions
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