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A Study On Policy Evaluation for Policy Output Stage of

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 pecialists
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 situation 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 stakeholders in the policy formation stage is essential. Second, in input

area teachers recognized that the financial resources were sufficient.
recognized that human resources,

such as excellent teachers and Meister teachers,

Vocational education specialists
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

Y
ins
=]
Ho
N
- o)
o
s
1
1o
Ho
o
e

: Meister high schools, Vocational education policy, Policy evaluation, Output stage

.M 2 =3 A7 g
KOSIS(2017)°] w=

SA%kassue U V12 9 A9 s
HdoRAe s FdERet  qo ggon
oAkl B AR Wkl A5 o) 6o d2EEA 7Y

s FAHA A A, gerze Aw
AA Ag 719 5 =Y F E o) Axen 9

AE SOl S A% AT MoEL0120) Laﬂ
=Q4 HYB A54 deto

1097 d&Eg=
FIaEH, 1

lJ

1 50

rlj ["EE

tel stow
g ol 3
¥ ol

Arato] o2 A ¥t

20161 1541 FE 294
EE 9.8%%, 20001 ©]F o) Har
o] 20151 9.2%¢l olo] 1d Wk
Algk Zld ol A
of 7}7hE 439500070 Fd A

T Corresponding author : 032-627-6941, 75jino@hanmail.net
w0 B 2059 MARS R A¥E FHeke] AT A9,

- 452 -


https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.13000/JFMSE.2018.04.30.2.452&domain=http://english.ksfme.or.kr/&uri_scheme=http:&cm_version=v1.5

lo

rO
il
=
o

> o o
N

nz“‘ﬂ‘J?L'

b o f
)
=3
o MN 1o

(o ©%
s

o N e

O _19{_3
oo IR
N

1o

U

r)
=
R
A
o
T
£
MN

2

4o T oox mjn
, e Rk

r&#n{mmmmm@m

=01=1
ol
-

o XN
o, fo
L)
¥Q
o
= H of)
-
g
L M
w K
o i
_gj&rsh
Oﬁﬁr{n
)

N
T
)

2
|

Mg ol

L& AtoR Sy was
=9 =27 Z(career path) ey
e L
FAE AL A A BEE wmlo| AE
|2 (MEST, 2008)°] =9¥|o] 2017
4 vhol e a7k - 3 gk
ToAYaEel Qo A= Al St
S ¥EHSE mlolAHuE AR AF 7T
9, Sk wARES Heel 310l
NSV A, wHHE AW Fol gl A
o a2 epde] oo Aua el AEA
A vhol e 3]
ForE AL Thsd WHE olF7] SsAMe
AF7HA 9] 9 el wAYE vEoR vk
 SHolM ] A& ThsAd Aol wete] whEE
A7} 9thJang et al., 2011; Kim et al., 2012).
olell vlolzElm AL AT & A 2
AN, A Bege] F3oH 157
o] wrAA o] g QJEE AAMA A7}

=
4 g wojsl & & g AV 2 A
7

m\mﬁkrurﬂ
=
Q_‘('
o
Bl oot &t o &

Ho o 2

o 2L

2

£
4 i
L e R VA e

=
T

=

=

[o kI 2%

1
=
2
oial AL 5“3 51
O vl HrtE st
7 Aol M= A
& F7HE A=A, Zpelrt Folo] Q=

rgataat apoink oo} 2 HAE GAs] 4l
A Stufflebeam(1983)©]  CIPP(Context,
Process, Product) H71E3S 4741 ekste] njo]

Input,

2, vlol B3 AR A% WA F A5
o2 Brheta Py eeh
A, vlolAE T AR AE WA F BFY
g et P
0|2 HjZ
1. HRzo}

)
Svith okt AsE
Salisbury(1968)+= 45 3 $IA7F Adst ZA4

e A1y AARoew Asta glom,
Easton(1965) | A Al eJst AA A,

Lindblom & Woodhouse(1968)> Ao d=HS A
ol ApsF o] Lt A O®, Dubnick &
Bardes(1983) &2 A4 dldS 9t 4o
dFxoz HoJstar 9tk

A 71ek Kang(2000)> 7 & o] 7} 11
AZF FA7EE 2] S Al W, A
4 ZeA T AEy 2458 BAEE A
I Holet Btk A AAAel ek Pl
2 3GARE FE8k=tl, Kim(1986)
A3, JAAE, AP = A4

3, Kim(2007)> A FAA, JADA, H3H
GAR, Lee(2009)2 FAFH, 44, A& &
T8tk

Moo 32 10 N % M A
o o
g

i

- 453 -



F
A

AN =, o] FA| wet Py Ao Wako]
ek olHd wSAR BFrE F=A gt of
B4 A= v 2k

Dror(1963) AAB7L 7+ 12k 71+, 24
71, F 72 RS 0™, Jung et al.,(1987)

& ARG Frples WeAEAE B
27 7R skl AAEItE AddT &
KAvte]  9&hd, Dror(1963),  Dunn(1981),
Nakamura & Smallwood(1980), Jung et al.,(1987)
o WHEAY FE obd Ak A9 HIHE
At F7tEAE /RSSO H, 53] Dunn(1981)

Jung et al.(1987):> A3 9, 34, 1H&2

= B7tEAE S ekl
Suchman(1967)<> X711 o5 A& & e A
Ae @A Qe we(efor, AT
(performance), 2}7d/d(adequacy), 5 &7 (efficiency),
H(process)s TAZ AU ABHFE

0 f do

SRS % el A

ATt FRES ARETAY HUkeEAR
Dunn(1981), Choi(1986), Kim(1986), Kang(2003),
Lee(2009)7} &3S, Dunn(1981), Nakamura &
Smallwood(1980), Kim(1986)<>- & &7, Jung(2011),
Kang(2003), Lee(2009)7} A&7}, Dunn(1981),
Nakamura &  Smallwood(1980)= sAo=,

Dunn(1981), Lee(2009)i= AAAJ 07 A A5t

3. CIPP E7t =29

CIPPEE - 1960t %
22 AME A3 AT
A Aol e 24 B ol edle]
a2 F7 FAE NEskA, AAAQ H7
2% AFEH 3 ItHKim & Yum, 2017). CIPP &
Fo A2 3 7Hcontext evaluation), T3
7Hinput evaluation), ¥}743 7H(process evaluation),
2F&% 7Hproduct evaluation)®] # WO E&
3t A d o2 o] Fo F tiStufflebeam, 1983).

CIPPEH S WA R AvRd, A4ag7hs o
S Al A AgAlA 2249 A EAE

=
S

[e)
=

e}

Hrbete, £YF7eE nSE5E 24 Y% o
A AQE B8t HAsErtE Bobetal, ¥
AB7re oS Wy 9 Aake] gist BUHE A
s, atE: 2 3E HUthe ng A T 52
1F F AE U AY4E S8 F 7ol thKim
& Yum, 2017).

M. 917 2

& vl AHA AR AtE o
F7ret7] Sigoltk. o5 fjske], WA wlo]
& 2, 4R 3, AR AbEel
AAAQ Hrp ©45 s o, Hr)
, B7VEA, HIHREe] A 7HA
B7HAE 38kl
A% QA oA 9] Hrtg e AkE 1
TR R RSk, HrEAS 1244
2 234 gz AAstgon, 2
7o) AERH S A dojz A
s/hel BAEACI A AR,
Adrtsd, Ad9)e A9y
A Friny Al #gskaxt
719} CcIPP B} RES #89

4

O

[0 o2 & |
o HIO1g
T

lo du
o2
—n

ox Mt I Hu
1w o

Hu <

e,

-

M
1%
ol
o,
&

N
2l

=

> I

=

IR
S Oy
oX oX

o,
&N
o E&
e~
o N
X
B
R
i)
N
NS
of
22
>

—.~
>,
S

N

re

El

Ho

2

S

N

)

o

S

B S
of

o

o

[¢]

=]

i)

ol

(0 £



OfO|AB{ 1 F= 4h& ChAlol| oist ot

<Table 1> Evaluation Model of Meister High School Education Policy

Evaluation area | Evaluation criteria Evaluation item Cronbach «
Effectiveness Effectiveness of Meister High School Education Policy
Out- Adequacy Adequacy of attracting new students s
puts Democracy Democracy in curriculum operation
Policy Realization Realization of overseas employment and technology training
outputs Relevance Relevance of monitoring system
Feed- | Relevance Relevance of evaluation system 33
back | Realization Institutional feasibility for the operation of Meister High School
Realization Realization of Work First-then to College
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<Table 2> Effectiveness of Meister High School Education Policy
N M SD F P R-E-G-W F
Teacher 367 4.08 .80
Expert 32 3.94 .80
Parents 150 4.02 93 4.995%%* .002 Student < Teacher
Student 345 3.83 97
Total 894 397 .90
#4p<.01
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<Table 3> Adequacy of attracting new students
N M SD F p R-E-G-W F
Teacher 367 443 74
Expert 32 4.66 A48
Parents 150 4.13 84 19.34 1% 000 itu”lflee:ct},le}r)?r Izr;t;ert
Student 345 4.01 91
Total 894 422 .84
*Hx< 001
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SD
.84
.62
99
1.10
1.02
SD
.88
92
1.02
1.13
1.01

4.09
447
3.83
347
3.82
347
3.53
3.65
335
3.46

367
32

150
345
894
367
32

150
345
894

Teacher
Parents
Student
Total
Teacher

#Ep< 001
Parents

Student
Total

Expert
*p<.05

Expert

<Table 5> Realization of overseas employment and technology training

<Table 4> Democracy in curriculum operation
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<Table 6> Relevance of monitoring system
<Table 7> Relevance of evaluation system
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