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F X X B : Online Distance Learner’s Learning Satisfaction

This article reports the results of a questionnaire study
administered to the students enrolled in one of Japan’s online

distance universities. Satisfaction with learning was explored by

examining student opinions and learning preferences in regard to

five aspects of distance learning identified as important: 1)
teacher interaction 2) content interaction , 3) student
interaction 4) computer interaction and 5) student autonomy. The
results indicated students were generally satisfied with their
learning, and that specifically, learning satisfaction was higher
for students who: 1) could persevere in the face of distance
learning challenges, 2) found computers easy to use, 3) found it
easy to interact with instructors, and 4) did not prefer social

interaction with others when learning.

¥ — y — F

DISTANCE EDUCATION, VIRTUAL UNIVERSITY,

ONLINE EDUCATION, LEARNING SATISFACTION
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WA H B ICHE T S5 A KT B T DR T ICT®O #% & W A W ™%
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MEFE X BB OF BT o W T oo B (Kugald 2, 2006) X A v T A4 v o=
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T L E R B F LMHAEN WA REDS D D EE XL O WS, AR
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A B W T H B LR o TS HMEHBE X, ®E0EEH®E
2 MICHE T L2 0T HDY 188 H »» b fk » T W %, 18
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— O F B E N P HE KR TH D308 KR E O FEYHE b D,
(F ¥ =2.45) @ fE HE L WS . FEMO A v % 7 27 v a v &
B2 o N L W E R e e B R E X, O E 0¥ T g v
o4t AR I i Y R E v R E E L s Tk D E XD
nd., o /R O BEHBFICE Y TCEEMO Ay T T v oa v
¥ A& o WO OE I E OE A ¥ OB E K&k IF X 2w L w5 kAT OB R
(Kelsey & D’souza, 2004; Swan, 2001)% X £ + % & © T & % .
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