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Policy Evaluation for Policy Formation Stage of Meister
High Schools

Jin-Ho CHO - Kyung-Seok KANG

(Inha University)

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to evaluate policy formation stage of Meister high schools.
The study analyzed the differences in the recognition of teachers, students, parents, and
vocational education specialists about policy evaluation for policy formation stage of
Meister high schools. The conclusions based on the results of the study are as follows:

First, in context area the recognition of students showed relatively low level. It reflects
that the principle of democracy is needed to the policy formation stage of Meister high
schools. The participation of stake holders in the policy formation stage is essential.

Second, in input area teachers recognized that the financial resources were sufficient.
Vocational education specialists recognized that human resources, such as excellent
teachers and Meister teachers, needed to recruited adequately.

Third, many policies and institutions need to be established for Meister high schools.
The Meister high schools should be selected based on the principle of equity. In the
selection process vocational education specialists should be included for the principle of
professionalism.

Key words: Policy evaluation, Meister high schools, Vocational education policy
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<Table 1> progress of Meister High Schools

Date Progress State
20083 introduction and operation of
) Meister High School Task Force
2008.7 Korear} Melster High Schools Foster
Plan finalized
the 1st Meister High Schools:
2008.10 10 schools selected
the 2nd Meister High Schools:
20092 12 schools selected
2009 4 Installation of Meister High School
Support Center
2010.3 the entrance ceremony and opening
) ceremony of Meister High Schools
the 3rd Meister High Schools:
201010 3 schools selected
the 4th Meister High Schools:
20113 4 schools selected
the 5th Meister High Schools:
201111 5 schools selected
2012.3 the entrance ceremony and opening
) ceremony of Meister High Schools
the 6th Meister High Schools:
20123 2 schools selected
the 7th Meister High Schools:
20129 3 schools selected

source: Kim et al.(2012).

2. ISHH o} 0|2

7h. A W7ol ]9

AHol&t goj= “police”’ 2= 18] 20j ol A
A wofo|t). policed] ¥ vl =AIF7}
Ze3ith o] % ghRlojel WhAHA] "politia” 2}
omE WEoH, FA o2 FF
o A4, A5 WA E 3
“police”2t= 9|m| 2 W3} FHlrh ofdFd =
NA AHEJES v, Aolgt= = HA =

=

20l

T
==

f2orlr M

~

- 540 -



ojo| AE| DS 3D NP

I7h AR gFelgais & F v ol
A e] Aojol] M= stAEvitt TRt o
S gl Atk Lasswell(1951)2 ojwgt &4
AAE ffslA A2 WstE AAR ZRe &
oleha Aosha 91om, Dror(1968) Ao] o
skl RbEo A= mEjAEE AE AFelw o
ARLE HAo ekl ot Fofs 24T A
Aoz Aeosta glom,
Jung(1997)2 HFE2ZE ALE] FHIE olFdtE =

% E.Iii )\1-}_—_

AT} o] F DY) 9 WL AASY
s #E )8 gHow Aelstn Ytk
o) uhoR A Hrlel tid Ade A

X, Poister(1978)v AAEZE Egdl= HA
< A71Hes HAsta 1 AR 4FHE FF
AN717] $17 5oz Aostal 1.oH, Chelimsky
(1985)= AAB7Eel Aol QMo e AT

FHES 7é;‘<“9] s, A, R, BgHoR
B7kshe l A8shs Zlolga golsta i
& Bk o
%Xé,;ﬂ ol w7tel W ol de FHIE &

oW, W& HAO 7B wHo|lmE W&o o
I =224 2AES A% 7 A, mgA|
2Rl Adolgt & 4 ATHSeo, 1986).

Fo orlollA e w&AA Hris YYAg o
H7teh AT HIKAREFEIHE  dolXith
AP Hrle wsAHAS Hste HA
A AR alsEEel] =28 7k deA, H W
Foe A AR, FUHEE o ]*H'Jr s
< AHHEIA, A0 =
HAEIT AR 7EE= 3 TA Y il% 7§7?"4°] 3
FH G 5 HAE Fxo WA, 2o
A AAEA=A, HAHJTE A T A
Aol Y YsliA HAHAEA F& nHEE
g5 o] th(Park et. al., 2003).

o of F-YL
<

=9, olus gAYt BAL AA, B
e Fd AAALEET A EA HASHS
AR 4 ol AN @3 6, 24, 3

2| chAlol CHE Eot

2
.

Bt AAdE B4 AR ALFAGA
A T AEFES T 5 glom, A, FAP7}
£ Tl AAAAAGAYPAY AYE A
Z1th= A o]th(Rho, 2007)

o
mlo
o,
N
)
ﬁ*‘
N
)
N
)
2
_1

0{

l:o
ok
_E
o
)

714 ﬂ‘ﬂ‘)ﬂ w2t g7t 7%%«]
7% ¥k B A WiE thEA<
=3 2o

Suchman(1967)& 24 ©|2 A 2e| H7} 27
2 x¥(effort), 7 performance), 2%/d(adequacy),
&4 (efficiency), ¥ (process)] 57} EAE,
Dunn(1981)& ZZAAe Br} AR FIA
(effectiveness), “5-&9(efficiency), X%/3(adequacy),
FH A (equity), HAA
(appropriateness)2] 6714 FAE  AAIBATE
Nakamura$} Smallwood(1980)= A3z}
de= ®7 7IEe AF Ay 2A3E ARt

of oigk A 5‘“539] 1""/‘4(policy goal attainment),
A de] AS Adste &
HollAl drpt 7HE% % T3
©] Wk (constituency satisfaction), & F o]
Qo = HE olw 61]5“3 Wz 7 dge 3
T AR S7E WS AJAE Hrlee 7]
= FE| Al et o-8-4(clientele responsiveness),
AR 9 AR, HATgele] kA F9q
s Fst= A A A (system maintenance)E A Al
S th Jang (2001) A AwlE e HEHA, 4
AARAA ] ST, XJX”EJJ 2
3 A A,

s, BAWEA A

& é(responsweness),

&7 (efficiency),
*‘57]'01] gk FaA

- 541 -



=

fo

34, AAAARe] aHAYH sEAH T2 AN
3t3th Kang(2003)2 AAFADAANANE AT
4, €84, WFAelH, AAFYIA NS A
A3, AdA eI, AT FridAes a3
A& AABHAT

m. A7

1. gi70] A7

2 A7 542 volaHs Sl Agas
Ao £ dAE Hrietr] figtolt). o5 9
stof, A mlo]~Blalgsta AYuSAA o] 5
|, AR I, AR ] akzo] i A<
B7F =g sl en, BrhdY, Bk,
B7HEGe] Al 7HA 845 FAHOE FUHAAE
TS AH e wAclMe BrrEde
3 8 RS 99 7 AE FEska, 3719

e ook 2 HIIEF

RS EEEEED

& B7VE stz sk

Mo
N
il
2
o,
o
fru
i
Ho
X
i
ik
o
PL
2

o 2
f dd o2

N

it

i
2
N
)
e
ol
o N
i
PL
2
v
o
Moo B
AN
o
et

_>|::
(r
i)
i)
)
&O
rlo
!
(r
o

>

%
o=
L%
o
H
FLI b
N
N
>
2,
=
o u
o

> ol

oo Rl
2
)
o
R
L

FE B 2 AFHHE AHAEFOoEN FH
ATHHEES BES + de TEEH Y %
7VE ST

Greene(1989)2 ¥ AT= A oA 7¢
A& AReA=, AAA, AH2Ztsktriangulation)

oy
o
1x

Ee Ao FE4d B3, =4, FITRSA
(complementarity) 22 ¥ ¥4 TH 2 A

olgt = ZA}, AlA|, 7| A(initiation)

R4S B 3, UiA, 27l (development)
52 A WA Yo Z8AAM U2 AIdE F
A e HRE »E A Wy A &
&, OAA, & (expansion) EE ojH ZZAE
o] F3} HHE Hstr] A% AL WY &

B ATNME w8 Shel vhol ey
[e]

=<
wlo] 2 S AYmERAe] Y BAE
B s BArde, WA, BhEEe

Al 7R 842 =
AA, mlo]~E 15w AYPnl
PN

2

dAES Hrlelr] $ste] A=A

wate] 283kt

=, vho]l2Eale st
=2s A4, 14
A, 284, 434, o
A 7T

AR, B7rddst 2tzke] BrEA 4
& AAAE FElo FAH FriEgES A
SFAT.

7). Brtmgel

et HrHd el 33 context) B F<(input)

- 542 -



gAo|t) A3H Ao

%‘ quuol Aog w4 Aol 2AF A

o> o

o
o
k!
>
of
S

%Xé'—ﬂi ‘§7P“6]'7] HAeiAds AA Hrke] &=
7 &, A ow HE Hristertdd 2HE
Folop 3t ol2dt AH Hrie FA wet
AT Bt Ao o] gk & 7] Wl
o} Suchman(1967), Dunn(1981), Nakamura<}
Smallwood(1980)°] H7lEAE &8st £ A
Toll Ba3 BIEAE <Table 2>9F o] 274
skt

<Table 2> evaluation criteria

Area Criteria
diagnostic accuracy of educational
policy problems
ap{aropriateness of education
Cg;‘tt' policy objectives

area | democracy of collecting and
reflecting opinions
educational, political, social, and

policy technical feasibility
ff)tli"g;a adequacy of financial resources
adequacy of human resources
appropriateness of human
input| resources
area | appropriateness of laws or

institutions
fairness of selecting schools
balance of selecting schools

Ao e H=e] 3870 who]2E|aL
2

Vhmel wap spY, shRm, a4

& 42 chAlof| chst Eo}

USHAENES ez A7/ JYPHUG.
20123 1190l wA}l, &4, stRm Jgla Ay
DWSHAE7F 2008 A FHsH on] HEH

Z WA 3" 1764 AEA F A=
A7 BAFAY, BAAME SHT MHEAE
A Q5 16485 du|ZA ] ALESFETE oB| =
AL AibE HiE o R o] AT AgH AR
o EIg& FAEG3A

o
=
)% AZW ¥, AF 948 A

1296 Al 217) mlolxEEsEe WA,
Y e, 220 AYRARIES Ao

4, 91

ARY AENGES AAA %D HAF S
BAEAE Bl B712ge w—swovq °

At
3 WrlEges 749
9 Ao et 10%%*( CRaC
dd eRd)os FASUTE 2 E3S Likert
2 54 A1 A a8A o4t 2

o}, 3 BEolt}, 4 I, 5wl I3
TFASI(T o]l AHuSstn AR £ @AY
Hrtoll flo] E&AIE E(Cronbach ¢)&E 4% 4
g 837, ¥ 99 847= Eph

njo] B 158w X—l%ﬂﬂ%@i—‘i 7—} %741011



-

T
RO

—_

~NO

o

KJ
K4

T

Kl

AN
o

=

=

)

A}, Fgr 19.268, +94F 00104

il

kel
pil

T =
i 3% A2 S PASW Statistics 18.0& AF&-

~
™
(e

~

apol7h EAIG] Selwgir.

z:,—l_

72

I 2AEAE

9]

AT o

pe

gl

jch]

=
L.

ol 7}

T X

S|

1

el

=

o] Zpol7} ol %A

2]

3

who] 2B 153

SFAT.

S

AR

<
+ed

S|

Ao

=0

T
No

Aol7} = A AFA

—é—l‘

9/]

[e)
%
REGWS| F AFAZE A8

2 A
Moz

Z
)
L
L

AL
oA

=

we
oA

=
o

QEEE2
= gl

sl

A7} 1980 HH

LLN

ol4i7} 1 Aoz 1990 )

5]

9=, 1 2

0

7F

(€]

&k T.
x|

°

B7FEAM WA AJu S

bol 49

—?—l‘

°

4

=

<Table 3>3} 2t}

L

<Table 3> diagnostic accuracy of educational

&ggHol o
Al el HgAgel thsy

L

I(tHF)

=
)

0
R

AA A

J=

Sl
3
HYmgo] i

o} me

s
&

7} At

2]

3

o 2

1

0|
o

=
=

Hof o]
Ao o

3L

o

2 %
Z

Al Al

<

<AFTEARHAY LA

L EE ML
<Table 4>} 20},

L

.

R-E-
G-W F
S<
T=Par
<Pro

.000

19.268™

SD
.75
.51
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.88
.84

policy problems

N | M
367 [4.10
32 |4.50

345 |3.72
894 | 3.96

parents | 150 | 4.08
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total
< 001

Group
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<Table 4> appropriateness of education policy
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<Table 5> democracy of collecting and reflecting

objectives opinions
R-E- R-E-

Group | N | M | SD F P GW F Group | N | M | SD F P GW F
teacher | 367 |4.11| .76 teacher | 367 | 3.86 | .82

rofess- rofess-

pionals 32 1450 | .57 . S< pionals 32 |3.75| .95 B S<
parents| 150 |4.10 | .79 12,028 .000 1=Par parents| 150 | 3.85| .88 715271000 Par=T,
student | 345 | 3.83 | .86 <Pro student | 345 | 3.58 | .89 Pro

total | 894 [4.02| .81 total | 894 |3.75| .87

***p< 001 ***p< 001
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Z dgel Adsbsdel digk ¥y Ade <Table 7> evaluation of the context area
<Table 6>7 2t} R-E-
Group | N | M | SD F P GW F
. . . teacher | 367 | 3.98 | .65
<Table 6> educational, political, social, and -
) - profess-| 35 1420 | 45
technical feasibility ionals i - S<T=
12.765™ | .000
R-E- parents| 150 | 3.99 | .71 Par=Pro
Group | N | M ISD | F | P o g student | 345 | 3.72| 70
teacher | 367 | 3.85| .76 total | 894 |3.89| .69
oo >e>e>eP< 001
P | 32 [413] .61 ) S<Pro, )
parents| 150 |3.94| 86 | 2287 |00 o <Table 7>3} #o] mlo]~Hi58tw Y&
student | 345 |3.76 | 91 AA AEgd Hrldd U3 FASS A 243
total | 894 |3.84| .83 FZr 12765, 943 001914 A 7+ 523
p<.05 apol7h EAFe] A=Y AW AAo] B
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<Table 8> adequacy of financial resources

Group | N | M | SD F P GR“EF
teacher | 367 |4.16| .79

profess-| 35 13.97| 82 ) S<T,
parents| 150 [4.02| .90 5478|001 Pro=Par
student | 345 | 3.89|1.00

total | 894 |4.03| .90

*p<.01
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<Table 9> adequacy of human resources

Group | N | M | SD F P GR“];F
teacher | 367 |3.67 | .86

profess-| 37 13.66| .65

3014 | 00| OIS

parents| 150 |3.93 | .97 <Par
student | 345 | 3.68 | 1.02

total | 894 [3.72| .94

*p<.05
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3 Brh Ade

<Table 10> appropriateness of human resources

R-E-
Group | N | M | SD F P GW F
teacher | 367 | 3.71| .80
fess-
P;;;Z?Ss 32 [3.38]| .71
- Pro<Par,
parents| 150 | 3.82| .91 4278 1005 T=S
student | 345 | 3.57 | 1.00
total | 894 [3.66| .90
*p<.01
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<Table 11>3} 2t}

<Table 11> appropriateness of laws or institutions

Group | N | M |SD| F P GR“];F
teacher | 367 |3.84 | .78

profess- 32 |4.00| .57

parents| 150 |3.89| .84 | 1332 |.263 -
student | 345 |3.77 | .86

total | 894 [3.83| .82
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<Table 12>9} Zt},

<Table 12> fairness of selecting schools

Group N M SD t P
367 4.03 .78

professionals | 32 416 1.02
399 4.09 0.90

teacher

-.683

total

<Table 12>9} #o] wlo]~Eu5stw XA
slol FAE FADET ) thsked wAsh
7 Ave BHeE tiFe AN A
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-

)

M2 AT B M =

T

<Table 13>3} 2t}

<Table 13> balance of selecting schools

Group N M SD t P
teacher 367 | 4.02 .80
professionals | 32 4.00 93 162 871
total 399 | 4.01 0.86
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<Table 14> evaluation of the input area
R-E-
Group | N | M | SD F P GW F
teacher | 367 [3.91 | .60
fess-
D | 32 |3.86] .58 S<
4863" |.002| T=Par,
parents| 150 |3.92| .73
Pro
student | 345 [3.73| .75
total | 894 |3.84| .69
#p<.01
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