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Abstract

A university’s admission policy is established to select applicants who can success-
fully complete the curriculum. Thus, it is important to develop optimal admissions
processes for applicant selection. This study was conducted to infer the most suit-
able admission processes for veterinary school applicants by examining academic
achievement, graduation competency and academic sustainability. It was conducted
on students admitted from 2009 to 2018 at one of the veterinary colleges in Korea.
The admission methods were divided into, first the regular admission (RA) process,
primarily reflecting the results of the College Scholastic Ability Test, and second, the
rolling admission processes. The rolling processes were further divided into admis-
sion officer-based (AO), high school grade point average-based (GA), essay test-
based (ET), admission for the underprivileged (UP) and admission for overseas
Koreans and foreigners (OKF). The final grade point average was observed to be
higher in the order of the GA, AO and RA groups. The survey on the veterinary
graduation competency did not reveal any difference between the regular and roll-
ing admission processes. However, among the latter, AO-based admission showed a
higher ratio of outstanding competency levels. In terms of academic sustainability,
OKF admission demonstrated a higher rate of failure while RA showed a higher
rate of expulsion and dropout. Summarizing the above results, the most successful
veterinary applicants were selected through AO-based admission. These results are
meaningful in providing the basic information required to establish admission poli-
cies for veterinary colleges in Korea.

Keywords: education, veterinary; college admission test; competence; academic
success



Korean J Vet Res 2024;64(3):e24 ® Sang-Soep Nahm, et al.

Korean Journal of Veterinary Research KJ VR

ME
dete] detgae meage o PASA e AR
7V Bgete AUAE A7) 91 YLk A e i

37 992 sk 1A a50] AFRo] HER, B4 (validity) T
A= (reliability)2 2t AR 32 k] 71:24]1 o]
EHl] k2 Jehg RS 27ko = tiske] W&oy, tiuielHel of
2, A3 8 5ol W ot 739 de g2 it

A A E T P AP FS] 232 1994958 AP st
s HA[(GES)oIH2]. 53] 45 AW olFoll= Ay oyt
& F737] A5t 5 A5 9] AF84= WalgH, Studd
7155, WA 9 FEA 5ol AR U1E Y 200795 H
€ AR dehatgddel mUE ] Slsd 49 Bt
A g FA9 B7PE 7hs sl Hid dshArgRadE 4
o] dPAIE ZAast FHof oJste] 201595 SHAYFSIAY
S gAo] vHIAIS, AFT oy B e A udd
I 3A =X g3, A hd FARE 5 dshER 7P 540l

= AP 730l E]S{ir%

sk x| 92t F StFGFHE oA 2 ’5& P50l Alshe <
st M= ASFAEEA = o] % Al
g 99 opget A A Ao Eﬂ 2t FHAo] o], <
StgLoboll A S AT Aol disto] ATt JHE 7= A
< o] P (excellence)E SEE 57] W Zolot. o7t
SfAE ofu] god e 2N [F3vE 24 & S8ll4,5] <Jst
WIS HTHog 9al 2 gl hY Al o] Tk 7%
A A7E AFE AT G BATE A E o] Foll= YA

l=

d

Foll o= BHFE, FFYE, =T BEE 52 FTHHL
Z 24T 2= FRE 6, 7). o]k 22 A7 AAIE vl

L oa} AbBle] AEA RAS istel YA AN BARE e}
Aeto] AP A AL AT 5 Y ol That AR AR
%20] A WAy tholet. st Rolold +4F I3t
Het A f30l BE Yopg) PAA, A B A go
979 £ AT /1 2ARZA o] 1 ek
ghel S Seltefetol Al o olsiefstat ol A1
of Thg 718491 =0J o]2olA\x] ¢ ik, 42l
A% A7 S SARSUAT UL U 799 2
Aol g3k3 gick. Tt =) sk ozt
40-60% A2 oJzfeisto] v]sh FrhHoz A3, theteiA
T2 v B 5] ohfel A4 AEsbgel et 4
L A7 s g gl

o] A 4oatest Jsbg 4ol Wad VxRS S
2 Bhog $sorh. Yohay K3 Py Aol e 41
AFUE-S ZARE 2k, Solzielet obg o] 28 4 9)
L AR gRe A9 S SN, FYIY, SFAA ]

o
-

4

X
N

oZ

<
o sk .

&
0.4.4
ofll

JQE
ox
o M

H'ié

30 of flo o 18 %

rl

2/8

22 zhobElQitH7-9]. £oFtst Ajet & TP HEL SO
M BEES 2 F AR50 AHEA IS THE R
aaolmg, Py thet B4jo] 4 a7 HYt B HZ
FolTis 29 ARLE J5E o AFH fodus =
Aol it BE YRS} o] Fa
wetelgt. iAo 2 Sojstu gl $94 P 584
3 APEZ SG7A] A °

et
e H U
SolstmS SN MEXAL

YA FALF BHS A9 A8 ATETE FF5
dsHASlolN A SISt EALF 2016 [10] gl 71
stol 571 G949 347) /12 MEAR S o AEL

Fo)7tst sHJo] EYPAIA0| ZEolof & AFS BFrlok= A7t
SHA AROE 53 Hx g Eo] glon g, e, 4Tt
AY 82 F712 ZPoIT. Ao 20209 2€ oA &
A3t 2009-20149 YsHABT 20209 237 17HA] RE AZ D4
IE-S o] 20159 YIHAY F 5802 FOE 2291 AES
A8

AERAR= A7 dish 713 P22 193] 9] 511 Hot 2
519 TH7001355-202002-HR-360). A% SHAE= & 1828(F
AAE 1169, $AAE 669)0I1A. FARFS thA] 5719 AR
APz FE5MH AFF 4 ggollA] Hdf 2299 FEAL &
Z=0] glo], A AFEZ £ A dlojH 9] o] B3k
Ao Z getstgrt. oA olf o] SAGF HERA A3t B4
2 JAAY JAdd} A-Y Ao zgk 785}, SPSSE 0]8-9]
o] 9 I TPHU 979 BHS SHREE t(FFoE BY
Stath 2R £ARY F AIRAFE SEERA FH71E9 Aol

< H 2 4H A (non-parametric test)= AAI8FaL Kruskal-Wallis

|=_l

i

1

W sojAdist 3 17 gk iAo R Hx2 ]}
APgEH o] APE 2009-2018% Atol9] YsHAY 82578 thAko

‘E?Z}i— Athd dish dstA et JHBAAE

H 34, o, FRISEHEe} 22 A=
A<h Xh’x% 1%'5": A} A E B2 Table 13+ 2
FA719 AP 240 /) wet FA|, SR}
YRS, =5, 1E713], A= I=14E 6= &S}
o] AAJ5Hr

https://doi.org/10.14405/kjvr.20240039



Academic competency based on veterinary college admission types

Korean Journal of Veterinary Research KJ VR

Table 1. Types of admission processes and the number of admitted students at a veterinary college to be analyzed

Qualifications for admission application, or features of admission process

Type of admission (8 73) (KIA}2 T FHaio] £7) 21 2~(00)
Formal enrollment  Regular admission RA (&) o [fSlSIS2IAIE XS HIEO 2 Mt 475 (57.6)
(2 L std) (HAIN)
Rolling admission AQ (EM5E8) o 7|Z=0| QSIAHBH0| SIS SISO 2 HAI0| HHYO| SHEE, Xt7|A71 68 (8.2)
+ATE) A, ZHM SOl LSt MB LTIt HEHIAIE Sdlf M3E S40i| 2ot &
HItsdg XId XEAE dg
GA (B2 ) o SPME I EES 1000 BHYot CiefatsHAIR &M 37|18 XEdt 96 (11.6)
O 7|22 55t stig My
ET (=2) o iSOl HASH= == 0AL SR} sPEE W XS Bk Mg 52 (6.3
Extra-enrollment Rolling admission UP (1127|2l) o DR SHARL, 7| ZMEZA L AYAAS, sHESHY, EMsT ZHA 66 (8.0
(H2 2 Ystd) (FAIHE) ot ZAUTH XYL, ESUKHAKXIE M
OKF (M2A=212t 2/=21) « =, &, 1S5 129 Y DF Z2|0f|Af 0|5t XHLI=T, =01 AETI 68 (8.2)
S Hye= A
A 825 (100.0)

RA, regular admission; AO, admission officer-based admission; GA, high school grade point average-based admission; ET, essay test-based admission; UP,
admission for the underprivileged; OKF, admission for overseas Koreans and foreigners.
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Fig. 1. Final grade point average of class of 2009 to 2018 (mean + standard error, p<0.05. Different alphabets denote statistical signifi-
cance.) The final grade point average increased in the order of high school grade point average-based (GA), admission officer-based (AQ),
regular admission (RA) group, admission for the underprivileged (UP), essay test-based (ET) and admission for overseas Koreans and for-

eigners (OKF).
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Fig. 2. Changes in grade point average by semester from 2009 to 2018. The fluctuation in grade point average by semester was the most
stable in the high school grade point average-based (GA) group and the largest in admission for overseas Koreans and foreigners (OKF)
group. RA, reqular admission; AO, admission officer-based admission; ET, essay test-based admission; UP, admission for the underprivi-
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Fig. 3. (A) Overall graduation competency of regular and rolling admission students. (B) Graduation competency by domains of regular
and rolling admission students. There were no statistical differences in both analyses. Graduation competencies: A, management of ani-
mal health and disease; B, leadership in one health; C, communication; D, research and learning; E, professionalism.
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Fig. 4. Graduation competency of rolling admission process types. There was no statistical difference among the groups. GA, high school
grade point average-based admission; AO, admission officer-based admission; ET, essay test-based admission; UP, admission for the un-

derprivileged; OKF, admission for overseas Koreans and foreigners.
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Table 2. Frequency of excellent, average and inadequate graduation competency by rolling admission process types

GA (Sfd= ) AO (BHHEEEY ET (=2) UP (E712)) OKF (Ri2/=21)
No. of students 17 22 n 8 8
Outstanding level 6 15 1 3 2
Average level " 5 10 4 6
Poor level 0 2 0 1 0
Percentage above outstanding level 35.3 68.2 9.1 375 25.0

Grade levels: outstanding (> 4), average (3), and poor (< 2).

GA, high school grade point average-based admission; AO, admission officer-based admission; ET, essay test-based admission; UP, admission for the un-

derprivileged; OKF, admission for overseas Koreans and foreigners.
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Table 3. Frequency of failure, expulsion, and dropout by admission types

Type of admission No. of students Failure (n, %) Expulsion (n, %) Dropout (n, %)
RA (BAl) 557 73 (13.1) 6(1.1) 35(6.3)
GA (SHA= ) 105 3(29) 0(0) 3(29)
AO (Bri=EE) 96 1(1.0) 0(0) 0(0)

ET (== 72 79.7) 0(0) 0(0)

UP (271g)) 80 4(5.0) 1(1.3) 0(0)

OKF (XH=I=21) 74 23 (31.1) 1(1.4) 4(5.4)
Total (n) 984 m 8 42
Ratio to total no. of students (%) 1.3 0.8 43

RA, regular admission; GA, high school grade point average-based admission; AO, admission officer-based admission; ET, essay test-based admission; UP,
admission for the underprivileged; OKF, admission for overseas Koreans and foreigners.
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