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A Survey for Improvement of the ‘Future Leaders of Korean
Medicine’ Curriculum in the Korean Medical Association of

Clinical Sanghan-Geumgwe

Jae-Kyung Park”
731-2, Janghang 2-dong, Ilsandong-gu, Goyang-si, Gyeonggi-do, Korea"

Abstract

Objective : This Study aims to survey the current situation of the ‘Future Leaders of Korean
Medicine’ curriculum and thereby improve the quality of the curriculum.
Methods : 10 students in the curriculum answered 3 items of the NSSE questionnaires;
'Active and Collaborative Learning', 'Student -Faculty Interaction', 'Satisfaction'.
Results : “Worked with other students on projects’, ‘Tutored or taught other students (paid or
voluntary)’ average frequencies are relatively low in the 'Active and Collaborative
Learning' item. ‘Worked with faculty members on activities other than
course-work’ average frequency is relatively low in the ‘Student - Faculty
Interaction' item.
Conclusions : The curriculum should be improved to encourage the students to take the
leading roles at Collaborative Learning and to interact with the advisors.
Key words : Future Leaders of Korean Medicine, NSSE, Active and Collaborative Learning,
Student -Faculty Interaction, Satisfaction.

*

WA A} BEA 7, 737 5 A ks A 2w 7312 A SR E| kAL 73} 35 A 2.k 9 ¢
w3}, 731-2, Janghang 2-dong, llsandong-gu, Goyang-si, Gyeonggi-do, Korea. E-mail : jeak0417@naver.com
<A 20149 119 069 - 778 - 2014 119 279 - ¥ : 2014 12€ 10

_27_



K E R EL @ gt — Vol. 6, No. 1, 2014

&

Al AF]= o)xtel ) elsH A1, 7]
0] ol et st h )

2 olslsta LY F = HYL o7
A, R S5 oA} A S 9l

4
A A, W T S

> > ‘:L
3 4 el 9 Ao 2 B
oJak o] QTR 0|9k e Al
Pal7] S84 et e Fas o)
AHe] G5 Sy BER S AFH
Mol B oz Wofuolst S, w
P Ao ofshis Aol TRk

(PBL, Problem Based Learning), 3}55 3%} v}&:
5{( OBC, Outcome Based Curriculum)”, 43
FAe] A7) F5=4] E5(SDL, Self-Directed
Learning)” S T}k Wl¥o] =) Qir).
FarEolelEE o ol el
S WjEskaL ef Ao AT Y e E FAdst
9% BAow YLl A
(FLKM, Future Leaders of Korean Medicine)
& 99 Folt}. o] WwH Ao Ade A
o APl Eolg AR W A T
A, dE, Sl o r dAskaL A F
Gte] 518 o) Zol v Bt 2 845t S
4 WA ) Q5 A7l oKl AL 8
% SR AT ool 71 stol e
wrel ksl o] i -

22 2 FAIN A F2 53] off Sl
E 7

A

JillﬁfESL
He7R= O

ST D3] A% A ST AR 7}
Xgoﬂ}\i Xﬂ/\] =1 *Er_‘]‘"g H]‘E]—Oi ;(]"322—1

ATE AFYsto] WHstaL M2 Eofshe

A S-2= ’“?_XHE_% }zg(FLKM)g 201341
3920l 117g9] S 17 hi kgl OlﬂJ

SIS NEe 5 Q= SAE FESI

2} 89,

M oBt 2 )i &
1. &%
) AR q]n
2014»# 109 279 7|F 0% tgkilaks

L BRI wg S ST (FLKM) ]
AoJlal Q= 109] ko)) )8} SHIS-S
oz AR 2ALE 25T & 1072

spo] W A Al ek

2) A& w3k

skl o) ats] o] BHAl-O-g=el A aL
'E'qu'xo(FLKN[) o FA, A FHAS
A A o] 7Ex &2 Ao}l AlA] EgFe]Eke- o]

o7k Blg= Fdshr] a8l A-E
o}, o] WS o] A3} Hslo] AX|eH=
2] ZA}el7] 98k National  Student

_28_



i s

2183 o] P3N WEIG ARG A HEZA AT | A7

Survey of Engagement (NSSE) Annual
Result'S o] 83 HE2ALE AAs =
&F2ATE NSSE+= V=9 tfe 55 tide
= el del A BRE wge] dE AL
afo] sk 7]eelth o] 7]¥ellA 2000
ALk o] %o mjd HLEE‘PE NSSE Annual
Results= W=7 WollA] thetuls3 B7tehs
o) EEHP. o] T AE /‘}Oﬂ o] &% 3
-2 'Active and Collaborative Learning,
'Student -Faculty Interaction', 'Satisfaction'
o|t}. 'Active and Collaborative Learning'<>
73, 'Student-Faculty Interaction'-= 6123

2w Ao %E}"’).
A el tigh S92 Likert 45 2%

o
slafo] 7k 13} /\}o]g HiS H]ilé]—ﬂ

'Satisfaction'-=

20143 109 27955 20143 102 29¢
7HA g sl el gksl o] S AY-9-2IAl
WEIPG(FLKM)ell FHodstal 9l 1078 9]
sko| 7)) s} S Eo] A At eI sl

o} 74| Google Docs94 HAEA 7)E
o6
=

o] g3sle] i TS YEs & s
7 < viazste] & ?l&i Az
Atel] Fhof gt 4 9}74] 33T} 71 % Microsoft
Office Excel 2007 Version= ©]-8-3f A& =
SEEEEER o}aiﬂr.

AR-22014d 10Y 2798
HFEE Ao e A S
(FLKM)ol| Zo3tal 1= 10 9] SHES
o2 sl o] M= 17] 5%, 271
4, 37] 27 0. & o] Folx] 9} Hgk Ei}
43hdo] 51, 23} 33hd o] 5T o] ar, g

59, 91442 57 o] th(Table 1. +al).

L
HN
o
utl
=

Table 1. A& thde] dubs 54
SoaT () (%)
7]
7] 51 50%
27] 31 30%
37] 2+ 20%
shy
£} 38hd 59 50%
2} 4shd 5% 50%
]
33 57 50%
Sk 59 50%
2. A7 €29 v

Al W] A B wlugh Avk=Fig 1. <k
2t} Active and Collaborative Learning®] 3}2]
7789] el gk Hf(m)2-2.54, 3 2Ksd)
+ 0.85%t} 5=3} Student-Faculty Interaction2]
5191 67112 3ol Ttk Wvt(m)>2.52, F-4
Zl(sd)= 0.8921, Satisfaction 5] T=l] 3
k= 2709 ol gk Hif(m)->3.45,
HA(sd)i= 0.69%T). Satisfactionol] H]3H Active
and Collaborative Learning, Student-Faculty
Interaction®] St 5 LRI

_29_



I B EL @ik — Vol. 6, No. 1, 2014

450
400
350
3.00
250
100
150
100 = - :
Active an Student-Faculty ;
it
Collaborative Learning Interaction Satisfaction
mesd 159 163 176
md 339 341 114
Am 254 152 345

3. Active and Collaborative Learning

Active and Collaborative Learning <l
sl AV A3Fig 2. #37) ‘Made class

Presentation’2] %1%=(meantSD, 3.4+0.52)7}
7P =2 Ao® YEth 11 HE ool
‘Asked questions in class or contributed to class
discussions’ (meantSD, 3.1+0.74), ‘Discussed
ideas from your readings or classes with others
outside of class (students, family members,
coworkers, etc.)’(meantSD, 2.9+0.88), “Worked
with classmates outside of class to prepare class
assignments’(meantSD, 2.540.53), ‘Participated
in a community-based project as part of a regular
course’(meantSD, 2.2+0.79)5A1 % RI=7} bk
oFst).  ‘Worked with other students on
projects’(meantSD, 1.9+0.57) -30] HE 0|3}
a1, “Tutored or taught other students (paid or
voluntary)’(meantSD, 1.8+0.42)-&<]| thgh 1l
v M e s AR 207 o

Active and Collaborative Learning

45
4
3:5
'Y
3 A
9
25
¥ 9
2
.
1 A
15
1
Discussed ideas
fromyour
Worked with Participated i 2
Azked questions ;s adisehel Tutoredor At e. 2 readingsor
2y Worked with classmates community- .
inclass or Made class taught other classes with
f : other students outside of class 2 based projectas i
contributed to presentations " students (paid or others outside of
4 S onprojects to prepare class part of a regular
class discussions 2 voluntary) class (students,
assignments course g
family members,
coworkers, etc.)
m-sd 2.36 288 1.33 187 138 141 202
msd 384 342 247 303 222 299 378
Am 31 34 18 25 18 22 25
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4. Student-Faculty Interaction
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Fig. 3. Student-Faculty Interaction
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5. Satisfaction
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Appendix 1.

47 33 23

Active and Collaborative Learning

Asked questions in
class or contributed

to class discussions

[IVery Often [ Often [] Sometimes

[JNever

Made class

presentations

[ Very Often [J Often [J Sometimes

[J Never

Worked with other

students on projects

[J Very Often [J Often [J Sometimes

[0 Never

Worked with
classmates outside
of class to prepare

class assignments

[JVery Often [ Often [J Sometimes

[JNever

Tutored or taught
other students (paid

or voluntary)

[0 Very Often [ Often [J Sometimes

[J Never

Participated in a
community—based
project as part of a

regular course

[ Very Often [J Often [J Sometimes

[J Never

Discussed ideas
from your readings
or classes with
others outside of
class (students,
family members,

coworkers, etc.)

[ Very Often [ Often [J Sometimes

[0 Never

Student—Faculty Interaction

Discussed grades or
assignments with an

instructor

[JVery Often [J Often [J Sometimes

[ Never

Talked about career
plans with a faculty

member or advisor

[ Very Often [ Often [0 Sometimes

[J Never
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Discussed ideas
from your readings
or classes with
faculty members

outside of class

[ Very Often

[ Often

[J Sometimes

[JNever

Worked with faculty
members on
activities other than
course-work
(committees,orientati
on, student life

activities, etc.)

[0 Very Often

[J Often

[J Sometimes

[0 Never

Received prompt
feedback from
faculty on your

academic
performance (written

or oral)

[JVery Often

[J Often

[J Sometimes

[0 Never

Work on a research
project with a faculty
member outside of

course or program

[ Done

[J Plan to do

[0 Do not plan
to do

[J Have not
decided

Satisfaction

How would you
evaluate your entire
educational
experience at this

institution?

[ Excellent

[J Good

[ Fair

[ Poor

If you could start

over again, would
you go to the same
institution you are

now attending?

[J Definitely yes

[J Probably yes

[J Probably no

[ Definitely no
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