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Received: December 24,2024 Background; This study analyzed a survey on the evaluation and accreditation

Revised: ~December 30, 2024 process of Korean medicine education at D University of Korean Medicine. The

Accepted: December 30, 2024 research aimed to examine the validity of the KAS2022 evaluation, gather data for
improving Korean medicine education quality, and identify educational strengths and
weaknesses.
Methods; A survey was conducted among 19 self-evaluation committee members,
including professors from basic sciences, clinical sciences, and medical education at
D College of Korean Medicine. The survey covered various aspects of the
accreditation process, including perceptions, preparation, understanding of
standards, opinions on criteria, views on student growth, and satisfaction. Professors
from different fields analyzed the results, drawing conclusions through further
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Myung Ho Jin and Seon-Kyoung Results; Results showed that while professors recognized the necessity of

Kim accreditation, they expressed concerns about its implementation challenges,
including workload, effectiveness, and lack of support. Difficulties were noted in
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Hoon Kim Discussion and conclusion; The study concludes that future accreditation processes
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should focus on simplifying evaluation content, providing appropriate faculty
support, and ensuring that accreditation directly contributes to improving
educational quality and student competencies.
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Table 1. Recognition of the Necessity of Evaluation and Accreditation.
Question Notatall Moderate Strongly aware
1 2 3 4 5 6

Faculty’s Recognition of the Necessity of Evaluation 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2(11%) 7(39%) 4(22%) 5(28%)
and Accreditation
Students’ Recognition of the Necessity of Evaluation 3 (17%)  4(22%) 6(33%) 3(17%) 2(11%) 0(0%)
and Accreditation
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Table 2. Opinions on the Preparation Period for Accreditation Evaluation.
Question Notatall Moderate Strongly aware
1 2 3 4 5 6
What Do You Think About Actively Participating in 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4 (22%) 3(17%) 7 (39%) 4(22%)

Educational Activities and Showing Interest in Your
Assigned Area of Education, Even Outside the
Preparation Period?
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/Table 3. Recognition of the Necessity of Evaluation and Accreditation. )

Please Indicate the Degree to Which Practical Notatall Moderate Strongly aware

Educational Improvement is Needed in the 2 3 4 5 6

Evaluation Areas You Are Responsible For

Area 1 - Mission and Outcomes 1 (50%) 1 (50%)

Area 2 - Educational Program 2 (40%) 2 (40%) 1 (20%)

Area 3 - Student Assessment 1(33%) 1 (33%) 1 (33%)

Area 4 - Students 1 (33%) 1 (33%) 1 (33%)

Area 5 - Faculty 2(50%) 1(25%) 1(25%)

Area 6 - Educational Resources 1 (25%) 1 (25%) 2 (50%)

Area 7 - Educational Program Evaluation 1 (100%)

Area 8 - University Governance and Administration 1 (25%) 1(25%) 2 (50%)

Area 9 - Continuous Improvement 1 (50%) 1 (50%)
N J
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Table 4. Perception of the Suitability of Accreditation Standards for Educational Settings

Question

Notatall

Moderate Strongly aware

1

2 3 4 5 6

Reflects Contemporary Needs in the Educational Field
According to Accreditation Standards?

Do You Think D Korean Medicine University Effectively 0 (0%)

0 (0%) 2(13%) 5(33%) 8(53%) 0(0%)
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Table 5. Perception of Provided Rewards and Support.
Question Notatall Moderate Strongly aware
1 2 3 4 5 6
Is the Support and Reinforcement Provided to Self- 4(21%) 5(26%) 632% 2011%) 2(11%)  0(0%)
Evaluation Committee Members by D Korean
Medicine University Sufficient?
L
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Table 6. Perception of Job Difficulty.
Question Notatall Moderate Strongly aware
1 2 3 4 5 6
Level of Cooperation Between the College of Korean 1(6%) 2(11%) 5(28%) 6(33%) 3(17%) 1(6%)
Medicine and Hospitals
Difficulty Level of Duties as a Self-Evaluation 0 (0%) 1 (5%) 3(16%) 8(42%) 4(21%) 3 (16%)

Committee Member
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Table 7. Satisfaction.

Strongly aware

Moderate

Not atall

Question

1 (5%)
0 (0%)

3(16%)  3(16%)
3(16%)

4 (21%)

4(21%) 7 (37%)
4 (21%)

4 (21%)

1 (5%)
4 (21%)

Satisfaction as a Self-Evaluation Committee Member

Overall Satisfaction with Accreditation Evaluation for

Korean Medicine Education

4(21%) 9(47%) 5(26%) 0(0%)

1 (5%)

0 (0%)

Overall Satisfaction with Korean Medicine Education
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