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The University Evaluation and Certification System

of South Korea and Its Enlightenment

ZHAO Yun-de
(Institute of Higher Education, Nankai University, Tianjing 300071, China)

[Abstract] The reforms in the university evaluation and certification system of South Korea have produced great
effects on the improvement of its higher education quality and the research ability of the university. But the system
has not been highly approved of by the public and there are still some problems with the evaluation and certification
organization. And an analysis of the history.the social circumstances.the implemental organization and structure.the
procedures and the index of the university evaluation and certification system of South Korea reveals that the aim for
each round of evaluation and certification should be reasonably set up,that the evaluation should be conducted mainly
by the university itself with the external,compulsory evaluation being secondary,that qualitative and quantitative e~
valuation should be combined, that the aim of the evaluation index should be directed at development, that the evalua-
tors should be diversified,and that construction of an evaluation culture should be strengthened.
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