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Abstract

This three-year project intends to evaluate the effectiveness of variable distance education
models of a community medicine course which is designed for the fifth year medical students.
During the third year, we established the ATM connection which had higher bandwidth than the
network we had before between Chinshan Community Medicine Training Center and National Taiwan
University College of Medicine. The video-conferencing system delivered the interactive video at the
speed of 30 frame per second. We also implemented case-based learning into the course design. The
students were divided into two groups. The experimental group had short but frequent distance
discussion with teachers while the control group had teachers really visited Chinshan. The results
revealed 69.8% of students felt the design of the course was satisfactory or very satisfactory. 65.9%
felt the cased-based learning was satisfactory or very satisfactory. The percentages that thought the
teaching of the director of Chinshan, the chief resident of Chinshan and the teachers of medical
schools was satisfactory or very satisfactory were 64.6%, 90.5% and 66.9% respectively. For overd|
gain form the course was 82.5%.

Conclusion: For community medicine course in this study, short but frequent video-conferencing did
not have sdgnificant difference of satisfaction in comparison with traditional face-to-
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face teaching. Case-based learning could achieve the goal of learning personal/family/community

health care model. However, the satisfaction of clinical case management was relatively lower and
indicated the need of improvement.
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1-3 4 -5 6 -7 Total P
1 (1.5%) 15 (23.1%) 49 (75.4%) 65 (100%)  0.1885
0 (0.0%) 22 (36.1%) 39 (63.9%) 61 (100%)
1 (0.8%) 37 (29.4%) 88 (69.8%) 126 (100%)
11 (21.6%) 18 (35.3%) 22 (43.1%) 51 (100%)  0.9946
11 (20.8%) 19 (35.8%) 23 (43.4%) 53 (100%)
22 (21.2%) 37 (35.6%) 45 (43.3%) 104 (100%)
5 (7.7%) 33 (50.8%) 27 (41.5%) 65 (100%)  0.4286
9 (14.8%) 27 (44.3%) 25 (41.0%) 61 (100%)
14 (11.1%) 60 (47.6%) 52 (41.3%) 126 (100%)
( )
1 (1.5%) 21 (32.3%) 43 (66.2%) 65 (100%)  0.2032
5 (8.2%) 20 (32.8%) 36 (59.0%) 61 (100%)
6 (4.8%) 41 (32.5%) 79 (62.7%) 126 (100%)
1 (1.5%) 16 (24.6%) 48 (73.8%) 65 (100%)  0.1243
3 (4.9%) 23 (37.7%) 35 (57.4%) 61 (100%)
4 (3.2%) 39 (31.0%) 83 (65.9%) 126 (100%)
P
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1-3 4 -5 6-7 Total P
2 (3.1%) 19 (29.2%) 44 (67.7%) 65 (100%)  0.0708
9 (14.5%) 15 (24.2%) 38 (61.3%) 62 (100%)
11 (8.7%) 34 (26.8%) 82 (64.6%) 127 (100%)
0 ( 0.0%) 4 (6.3%) 60 (93.8%) 64 (100%)  0.3495
1 ( 1.6%) 7 (11.3%) 54 (87.1%) 62 (100%)
1 (0.8%) 11 (8.7%) 114 (90.5%) 126 (100%)
1 (1.6%) 14 (21.9%) 49 (76.6%) 64 (100%)  0.0557
3 (5.06) 23 (38.3%) 34 (56.7%) 60 (100%)



4 (3.2%) 37 (29.8%) 83 (66.9%) 124 (100%)
37.9
60
1-3 4 -5 6 -7 Total P
5 (7.9%) 38 (60.3%) 20 (31.7%) 63 (100%)  0.2452
2 (3.3%) 32 (52.5%) 27 (43.3%) 61 (100%)
7 (5.6%) 70 (56.5%) 47 (37.9%) 124 (100%)
0 (0.0%) 25 (39.1%) 39 (60.9%) 64 (100%)  0.5911 §
0 (0.0%) 21 (34.4%) 40 (65.6%) 61 (100%)
0 (0.0%) 46 (36.8%) 79 (63.2%) 125 (100%)
0 (0.0%) 23 (35.9%) 41 (64.1%) 64 (100%)  0.2809
2 (3.3%) 18 (29.5%) 41 (67.2%) 61 (100%)
2 (1.6%) 41 (32.8%) 82 (65.6%) 125 (100%)
2X2
63.3
60
82.5 17.5
6



1-3 4 -5 6 -7 Total P
3 (4.7%) 33 (51.6%) 28 (43.8%) 64 (100%)  0.6576
5 (8.2%) 28 (45.9%) 28 (45.9%) 61 (100%)
8 ( 6.4%) 61 (48.8%) 56 (44.8%) 125 (100%)
3 (4.8%) 18 (28.6%) 42 (66.7%) 63 (100%)  0.6141
2 (3.5%) 21 (36.8%) 34 (59.6%) 57 (100%)
5 (4.2%) 39 (32.5%) 76 (63.3%) 120 (100%)
7 (10.9%) 17 (26.6%) 40 (62.5%) 64 (100%)  0.2425
9 (14.8%) 23 (37.7%) 29 (47.5%) 61 (100%)
16 (12.8%) 40 (32.0%) 69 (55.2%) 125 (100%)
2 (3.1%) 24 (37.5%) 38 (59.4%) 64 (100%)  0.1764
6 (10.0%) 26 (43.3%) 28 (46.7%) 60 (100%)
8 ( 6.5%) 50 (40.3%) 66 (53.2%) 124 (100%)
P P
1-3 4 -5 6 -7 Total P
0 ( 0.0%) 9 (14.5%) 53 (85.5%) 62 (100%)  0.3738 §
0 (0.0%) 12 (20.7%) 46 (79.3%) 58 (100%)
0 (0.0%) 21 (17.5%) 99 (82.5%) 120 (100%)
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i Charles P. Friedman, PhD: The virtual clinical campus. Acad Med 1996;71:647-51

v

1996

1997 1(1) p55-68

ISDN



	page1
	page2
	page3
	page4
	page5
	page6

