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The purpose of this study was to investigate the effect meister high school student’s achievement goals
of fisheries and maritime on career decision. Because of the influence of the Fourth Industrial Revolution,
i think it is an important task for self-realization to pursue diverse and professional jobs that suit one's
ability and aptitude. Fisheries and maritime high school students often go on to their grades rather than
choosing their career path based on their personal aptitude, aptitude, ability and interest. Schools should
instill positive learning motivations and specific achievement goals, and provide opportunities for career
exploration to suit students' individual aptitude, aptitude and ability. In addition, by implementing career
education that fits the students' standards, schools can raise their goals of achievement and further increase
their career decisions. Therefore the purpose of this study was to reveal the academic achievement goals
and social achievement goals of the meister high school students in the fisheries and shipping fields,
depending on gender, grade, region and major. The purpose was also to provide basic data to improve the
level of academic achievement of high school students in the fisheries and shipping industries.
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<Table 1> Distribution of research subjects and
questionnaires, collection status

Region

tion tion (%)

Alloca Collec  Recovery  Effective

number

Busan

200 178 89

156

Incheon 200 121 60.5

105

Wando 200 139 69.5

97

600 438 73

358

me o 2 mr k1olo mY o

1O

Ao E FAF - A mlo]AE 15

44 SR AL8H PRI A2

| ujx= kel tha) Qolr i, AL
[e)

SteErl B ARG TR g

o
o

|
\‘
~
wW
|

rl



A, A YHEEE BE BF

T = Sl
B o9t SPSS 22,0 B4 TRIWMS F43)

o] 443 Ans EAFYL. FI5E 059
4 i

% 24 S gest 2k

9 g AFwE A g A8
vk& 93K Cronbach’s «) AlTE AFESIIAL, T
Ab -2l whol 2B agstgel shlA A5
Eo} ARSI AR ARAG R WA=
T dotry] Al BdMean)¥t EEHA

(Standard deviation)& A+&3}3IT).
Aodel A, ghd, Ao, Aol wet g
A7 AHFE AP A SR AEAYE

of A= dF F% zolE Hol=A

correlation analysis)s A3 T
ufo] AE 115 E]lA AFEEe AL A
AHAER AZAA T v S Tots

7) stel tEsAEA S Axsstt

el e gHEY YA AFHERE A
= <Table 2>, <Table 3>¥} 7T} <Table 3>°l
ojstd Adde] wE e A AHEE A
A AE Wilks  A=990(F=1.221 df=3, 354;
p=302)ZA fFog xolE yERlaL QA otk

i)

web selE 43

4 )

o,

Sk Kang(2015)°] A7-9F %

o
wo] e IEFAE L

s Seld 4ABES

2 Qo] o] e sl
Fol7h girke A

O T hopo
-
=
Y
rlr
of
=
ox
e
=
o
10,
o

o
_);1_1‘
o

HE St =, A

<Table 2> The academic achievement goals of
student’s by gender

contents Of Man (1'1:327) Glrl(n:31)
question M SD M SD
Mastery goal 19.608  3.337 20.290  3.532
Performance . 215 3gss 18967  4.012
approach goal
Performance )17 4106 18645 4278
avoidance goal
Total 54541  9.525 57.903  10.358

<Table 3> Multivariate analysis of student's academic
achievement goals by gender

MANOVA
Wilks' ANOVA
A F df p F df p &6
Total 990 1221 334 302
Mastery goal 1169 1, 3% .280
Performance 290 1,3% 086
approach goal
Performance
avoidance goal 3400 1, 3% .066
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<Table 4> The academic achievement goals of
student’s by grade
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<Table 6> The academic achievement goals of
student’s by region

first grad second third erad Contents of  Busan (F%) Incheon @F() Wando @¥97)
Contents of lr(i_gias)er grader l(rn_igsrz)er question M SD M SD M SD
question (n=60) Mastery goal 20352 3060 19428 3449 18824 3.508
M SO M SO M SD Pelf"mhmml 18724 364 17438 4183 16793 3616
Mastery goal 20.657 2916 19466 3.619 18.832 3.407 ap]frr‘;ac £02
Performance ¢ d;’”mml 18160 3984 16790 4465 16618 3795
18.804 3.615 18.016 3.833 16.845 3.921 avoidance goa
approach goal Total 57237 8842 53.657 10.140 52237 9.467
Performance
avoidance goal 18.076 4.036 18300 3.747 16290 4.154 <Table 7> Multivariate analysis of student’s
Total 57538 8444 55783 9.954 51967 9.794 academic achievement scores by
region
<Table 5> Multivariate analysis of student's MANOVA
academic achievement goals by Wilks' ANOVA
grade A F df p F df p Tukey
MANOVA Total 943 358 676 .002 B>I, W
Wilks' ANOVA Mastery goal 679 235 .001 B>W
A F d p F df p Tukey Porforarce 8471 235 000 B>I, W
approach goal
1>3
Total 905 608 676 .000 Performance
2>3 : .
avoidance o 5614 235 004 B> W
Mastery goal 186 235 00 1>23 B : Busan, I : Incheon, W : Wando
Performance

>
approach goal 100% 235 00 1>3

Performance 1>3
avoidance goal 92%4 235 .000 93
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<Table 8> The academic achievement goals of student’s by majors

Fisheries &

Engine Food processing Marine Navigation
Contents of question (n=129) (n=10) (n=84) (n=129)
M SD SD M SD M SD
Mastery goal 19.759  3.141 20.900  2.923 19.047  3.656 19.874  3.362
Performance approach goal 18.062  3.795 20.500  3.628 16.988  4.120 17918  3.735
Performance avoidance goal 17.689  3.966 21.300  3.560 16.523  4.367 17222 4.017
Total 55.511  9.054 62.700  9.843 52.559  10.204 55.014  9.460
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<Table 9> Multivariate analysis of student's
academic  achievement goals by
majors
MANOVA
Wilks' ANOVA
A F df p F df p Tukey
F >
Total 955 1812 986 .062 F&M
Mastery goal 1617 334 185
Performance F >
approach goal 35 3306 F&M
Performance F>E
avoidance goal 469 354 .00 F&M, N

E : Engine, F : Food processing, F&M : fisheries & nrarine,
N : Navigation
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<Table 10> The social achievement goals of
student’s by gender

Contents of Man (n=327) Girl(n=31)
question M D M D
Mastery goal — 23.238 3918 25.193 3340
Performance 10005 4318 0193 471
approach goal
Performence. e 414 ATH 440
avoidance goal
Total 63.%41 10.738 67.161 10214

<Table 11> Multivariate analysis of student's

social achievement scores by gender

MANOVA
Wilks' ANOVA
A F d p F d p o
Total 976 2933 33 .034

Mastery goal 7215 1,36 .088
Performance 20 136 653
approach goal
Performance 1284 1,36 258

avoidance goal
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<Table 12> The social achievement goals of student’s by grade
first grader second grader third grader
Contents of question (n=143) (n=60) (n=155)
M SD M SD M SD
Mastery goal 24.195 3.633 22916 3.440 22.871 4.208
Performance approach goal 19.657 4.162 21.350 4.003 19.464 4.545
Performance avoidance goal 20.853 4.160 22316 3.707 20.522 4.354
Total 64.706 10.032 66.593 9.951 62.858 11.459
o shdel mE Abed YASE ke AE ¢ 5 9tk
shdo] whE SIS AMEH AABE 24 Shao] W ASE HABEY Tukey AHFA
PH= <Table 12>, <Table 13>¥} 2T} <Table 13> A Aelr= 7 shdwd A4 A Ex A5
of o3k shde] mE shuel AMEH AHEE = §oF Aol Uehln 94 2tk 2 28k
A4 HeE Wikks  A=905(F=6.000 df=6, 706; 9 AM&ld AHER F47F 7P Eow, 18,
p=000)2A4 st zpol& YeRhfaL St = 38hd 407 e
il _:Pﬂi”%iﬁﬂ e Sy ol me ssld A%
22 18, 339 w22 Reb2 Sl Aofel whe BB ASA HARE 2
<Table 13> Multivariate analysis of student's Y= <Table 14>, <Table 15>} T}, <Table 15>

social achievement scores by grade

MANOVA
© Wiks  ANOVA
A F df p F df p Tukey
Total 905 6000 7b .000
Mastery goal 4954 235 008 1>3
Performance

approach goal 4400 235 013 2>1,3

Performance
avoidance goal

4064 235 018 2>3

Al gaRl o

Z A8H sg

H(F=4.954 df=2, 355; p= 008)54 A3 A S8
%%ﬁ(F4400 df=2, 355; p=013), 18]3 A}3]Z
T3 3|9 B (F=4.064 df=2, 355; p=018)°1x =
T Rt apelE vebith F, 2shde] At

Vg Egkov] 181, 38d #0® wolglth. 5
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of olahel Aofel W sHAE AEH A

E AA At Wiks  A=854(F=9.650 df=6,
706; p=000)% {25k 2to]& yEhar itk =,
Aol Aksl A AHERIF 7MY Fa, AL
= "l

ALR]A AAFHERS] Sk 89 T AR S
B (F=7.335 df=2, 355; p=.001), A}3] 4 =35
L L(F=5.580 df=2, 355; p=.004)oll4 2|3+ z}o]
& YERiTh

<Table 14> The social achievement goals of student’s

by region
Contents of Busan (Fl%) Incheon @05 Wando (97
question M  SD M  SD M SD
Mastery goal 24217 3.665 23.181 4178 2230 3727
Perfo 19179 4031 20981 4682 1972 4265
approach goal
Perf 20384 4124 21666 432 21183 4139
avoidance goal ’ ’ ’ ) ’
Total 63782 9.853 65828 11.833 @18 10.703

Aol WE AeE HAZEY Tukey AHFAY
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<Table 15> Multivariate analysis of student's -

ot
=]
02

AnelAit Ael e AR HARIA R, gmg me e 4HEE
zholE UERYaL A gt =, 1 AR Aol w2 QS0 AlE A AHEE xAbA
JE’HEJ Bk bg mgker, Skt e I}+= <Table 16>, <Table 17>3 2t} <Table 17>
AP R an 2. o olste Aol we SO AFH 4=

% A4 A4 Wilks' 1=885(F=4.921 df=9, 856;
social achievement scores by  p=000)% 2|3 Z}o]E YERY L Ut F

region F7vE ARSA AHAERTE M Eom, A
MANOVA -3 oF, 71, Felle vletth 53] AR A A
Wilks ANOVA AL o9 29l F ASA SEEE(F=1.822

A F df p F df p Tukey df=3, 354, p=143)014 498 o= v,

Total 854 960 676 .000
7335 235 001 B> W SHAINE AL A A TEE(F=T.514 df-3, 354;

Mastery goal
Mcmhm“e | 5580 235 o4 1> 0000k AR LM E R (F=6455  df3,
approach goal 354 . 000)01]}\1 Trv/] } ]% UFFJ_LHJ—,_ (}}X]
e 3024 235 050 1>B
avoidance goal ) : ok

B : Busan, I : Incheon, W : Wando

<Table 16> The social achievement goals of student’s by majors
Fisheri
Engine Food processing lsl\/[earr]iise& Navigation
i = =1 =12
Contents of question (n=129) (n=10) (n=84) (n=129)
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Mastery goal 23.666 3.937  25.100 3.784  22.678 3.982  23.488 3.800

Performance approach goal 19317 4.040 25.600 3.806 20428 4.347 19.592 3.369

Performance avoidance goal ~ 20.907 3.931 26.300 2.830 21226 4.271 20.437 4.264

Total 63.891 9.697 77.000 9.977 64.333 11.267  63.518 10.869
<Table 17> Multivariate analysis of student's social achievement goals by majors
MANOVA
Wilks' ANOVA
A F df p F df p Tukey
Total .855 4921 9, 856 .000
Mastery goal 1.822 3, 354 .143 F > E, F&M, N
Performance approach goal 7.514 3, 354 .000 F > E, F&M, N
Performance avoidance goal 6.455 3, 354 .000 F > E, F&M, N

E : Engine, F : Food processing, F&M : fisheries & marine, N : Navigation

SINA MEZEQ ARA MFZZIF AASES AHEA AFE%E o $Ege gt
ASZHXNZO| Ojx|= st 571 k] AEEA S AAsolen, Anae
<Table 18>3} 7t}
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<Table 18> Correlation between observed variables

Observation variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Total Academic Achievement
1. 1
Goals
2. Mastery goal 72671
3. Performance approach goal K7/ |
4. Performance avoidance goal 8707 366" 7777 1
5. Total Social Achievement 600" 5087 sMT A" 1
Goals
6. Mastery goal 5637 6227 4817 3557 8137 1
7. Performance approach goal 4877 3547 4597 4177 8807 5537 1
8. Performance avoidance goal 5017 3497 464" 4487 8827 5707 6947 1
9. Total Career decision 2027 4397 1237 000 1747 4187 035 018 1
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
4 AAERE TS SEEE, FUH O F28014E p<05 FEolA fomd oz
TR, FRIER Tell= 366~.9279] 1o ERATE ShA SEEIEe; AR sEhEe] A
St ARl A, ARl AFHERE A 2EAAS ds AW 324%R>=324)E YERSE
dhe SEER, FUHTEE, FYIIER gl ov, A7 SEEE(=335, p=000), A3 7]
= AT 349~8829 Aol Qlvh I SEEIE(S=456, p=000)7F =AY FH
AZAGYEANHNE 000~.4392 Fo3t FA4A JIFHS v]xE= oz vyt o= skl
o Ak SUBES AHYH SYEE} BE5S e
shold AFEEe} ALEA AAZEAL d2d ARAFEs okt AL dudth aAw
Amel vAE GBS setaly] dstel FHA A FAREL AW F SdH S
BAS AN on], BAZATNE <Table 1959 Z2E3E(S=-.044, p=.580), T3 v =
2ok BAA g d AFASE} AEH HF (B=-106, p=138)7F IEAFE] BAQA FFS
=xe #9109 F SH H2EE AAH e AoR yehdth T A8E 4A=E
SEER7E ARFAARd vAe gl o] SN F ARSA] ST EE(L=-133,
<

Table 19> The Effect of Academic Achievement Goals

and Social Achievement Goals on Career

Decision
Model B SE 3 t p AR? R? F
(constant) 2133 179 11.897 .000
Academic mastery goal .058 .011 335 5.506 .000 324 324 28.014
Social mastery goal .068 .010 456 6.945 .000 324 324 28.014
Social Performance approach goal -.018 009  -.133 -2.078 .038 324 324 28.014
Social Performance avoidance goal -.027 .009  -.198 -3.018 .003 324 324 28.014

"p<.05
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