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Abstract

Objectives : This study aimed to investigate the satisfaction of Korean medicine doctors (KMD) who conducted
Korean medicine school doctor program (KMSD)., We are going to use study as a foundation for activation
KMSD program,

Methods : Seoul Korean medicine association and Seoul metropolitan office of education conducted KMSD
program for 22 schools in 2017, The program included health lessons, health counseling, and health care
programs, After program finished, we carried out self—administered questionnaire survey to KMD who
participated in KMSD program and we analysed it,

Results . A total of 45 people answered the questionnaire, and 56% of respondents answered as ‘Good progress’
and 44% answered as ‘Bad progress’. The reason for good progress was ‘Good cooperation of School (47.4%).
‘Personalized program for participant (23.68%), ‘Support of Seoul Korean Medicine Association’ (21.1%). The
reason for ‘Bad progress was ‘Bad cooperation of School' (37.8%), ‘Lack of personal circumstances (32.4%),
‘Lack of motivation” (16,2%). The advantage of KMSD program included ‘Tt is helpful for positive perception
of the Korean medicine’ and ‘Korean medicine can contribute to improving public health, which is the
health of schools was 25%, ‘It is helpful in expanding the services of Korean medicines to children and
adolescents’ was 17.6%, ‘Highly satisfaction in participations’ was 15.7%. The question of prerequisites for
activation KMSD Program included ‘Active cooperation of school’ was 35.05%, ‘Expand teaching materials

and programs’ was 20.62%, ‘Support of Seoul Korean Medicine Association’ was 15.46%.,
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Conclusions : We will organize and activate programs of KMSD program and conduct program based on

harmony of local community and school support, research of school health program., The program will

contribute to improve student health and develop Korean health support program,

Key words . School Doctor, Korean medicine school doctor (KMSD), School health
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lll. Results
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of KMSD
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[tems Results N(%)
Male 40(88.9)
Gender
Female 5(11.1)
Local clinic 44(97.8)
Place of work
Health center & Health center branch 1(2.2)
Under 10 years 7(15.6)
) 11-20 years 24(53.3)
Work experience
21-30 years 9(20.0)
Over 31 years 5(11.1)
0 23(51.1)
Frequency of 1 15(33.3)
Conducting Korean |2 2(4.4)
Medicine School 3 1(2.2)
Doctor Program 4 0(0.0)
more than 5 4(8.9)
Total 45(100.0)

Table 2. Reason for Satisfaction of KMSD Program

Reason for Good Progression (n=20)

Reason for Bad Profression(n=25)

Answers N(%) Answers N(%)
Good cooperation of School 18(47.37) | Bad cooperation of School 14(37.84)
Personalized program for participant 9(23.68) | Lack of personal circumstances 12(32.43)
Support of Seoul Korean Medicine 891.05) Lack of motivation 6(16.22)
Association Etc 4(10.81)
A high preference for Korean medicine 3(7.89) Lack of compensation 1(2.70)
Lack of coordination of Seoul Korean 00.0)
Etc 0(0.0) Medicine Association
Distance between School and Clinic 0(0.0)
Total 38(100.0) Total 37(100.0)
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Table 3. The advantage of KMSD Program

s
U macka et 297t welth W

Hol ofgre

Rank Answer N(%)
1 It is helpful for positive perception of the Korean medicine 27(25.00)
1 Korean medicine can contribute to improving public health, which is the health 97(25.00)
of schools. )
3 It is helpful in expanding the services of Korean medicines to children and 19(17.59)
adolescents
4 Highly satisfaction in participations(students, parents, teachers) 17(15.74)
5 'Compal'"ed to the existing health improvement project, it is effective in 11(10,19)
improving health
It is helpful for the indirectly promotion the Korean medical clinic, 7(6.48)
None 0(0.0)
Total (n=41,duplication) 108(100.0)
Table 4. Satisfaction based on the participation of the KMSD program
ltems n mean=SD p—value
) ) Not participated 23 1.35+0,57 .
General satisfaction = <0.000*
Participated 22 3.18+0.67
Satisfaction of group meeting Not participated 17 3.00£1.37 0.480
& progress Participated 21 2.71+1.10 ’
. . . Not participated 17 2.65+1.27 )
Satisfaction of souvenir - 0.011*
Participated 22 3.68+1,13
) ) Not participated 16 3.25+1.13
Satisfaction of management o 0.073
Participated 21 3.95+1.16

t—test, * p—value<0.05
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IV. Discussion
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Table 5. Willingness to participate Korean medicine school doctor program 2018 based on the participation of the

KMSD program

Participation
[tem — — p—value
Not participated Participated
) ) Not satisfacted 22 3
Satisfaction : <0.000*
Satisfacted 1 19
Want to participate 11 19
Willingness to o B
. Not want to participate 0.017*
participate ;
Don't know
pearson’s chi—square, * p—value<0.05
Table 6. Prerequisites for activation Korean Medicine School Doctor Program
Rank Answer N(%)
Active cooperation of school 34(35.05)
2 Expand teaching materials and programs 20(20.62)
3 Support of Seoul Korean Medicine Assc.)cia.tion 15(15.46)
(Strengthen event support and communication)
4 Financial compensation to doctors (paying tuition fees, etc.) 11(11.34)
Secure enough budget 10(10.31)
Project Planning and Evaluation by Expert Researcher 7(7.22)
Total (n=44) 97(100.0)
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