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ABSTRACT

Choi, Bong Doh
2010 “The Pursuit of Quality Education in Korean Sunday Schools, Devising
an Appropriate Model of Evaluation” University of Birmingham,
Theology and Religion. Ph.D.

The purpose of the thesis is to design an evaluation model which could be used
to improve the quality of Sunday schools in Korea. Various evaluation theories that are
current outside the church were examined and evaluated to see whether they were
amenable to modification to serve the church’s interest in Sunday Schools. The adapted
theories were put into practice and tested to see whether the resultant model of
evaluation was fit for practical use [or not] in a church setting by doing a number of
case studies.

No progress could hope to be made without setting the task in its context. To
this end, the thesis firstly, examines the current features of churches and Sunday schools
in Korean society. Before 1990s, the church had a significant growth in numbers which
might have been taken as indicators of success. However, more recently the church has
had to face severe criticism from the wider Korean society, which considers the Korean
Christian church to have developed ‘an individual church-ism’, i.e. a form of life that
focuses on personal salvation in eternity and that is consequently remote from the needs
of contemporary society.

In order to overcome these problems, the thesis examines the purpose of Sunday
school education, which is essentially based on the pursuit of faith conceived more
holistically, and considers the improvement needed to deliver quality education in
Sunday schools. For this purpose, it tries to devise an evaluation model that establishes
a clear understanding of the present state of Sunday schools whilst also suggesting how
these schools might change and develop the quality of their education. In order to
achieve the quality improvement of Sunday schools, this thesis considers QM (Quality

Management) as the main theoretical basis of an evaluation model, because both the



kind of analysis and improvement which are used in QM, were shown to be suitable and
applicable to a Sunday school setting whilst providing a basis for a continuous
improvement in quality.

The thesis demonstrates the suitability of this model with regard to its practical
application in the field by testing it in individual Sunday schools, which together
represent the range of Korean Sunday schools that one might encounter. Also, it
critically considers those parts and processes of the evaluation model which should be
changed in response to the issues that arose during the case studies.

This thesis provides Sunday schools in Korea with an example of a practically
tested evaluation model and describes how the Sunday school managed to improve its

quality by using the evaluation model.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1 Raising Issues

In recent years, the Korean church has undergone various degrees of
restructuring which led to resurgence in its confidence and its ability to provide good
quality education in its Sunday schools. This growth in confidence was founded on the
high regard in which its schools have traditionally been held and the generally
favourable reports which its schools received from its society. However, for further
advancement it must meet the needs of new trends in church membership and overcome
any perceived potential deficiencies in its education system.

Individual Sunday schools are devoted to developing their educational quality
and have made efforts to improve. However, educational policy cannot be developed in
a vacuum. Rather, the church must reflect the political and economic changes which
Korea has undergone, as well as taking account of change and development in its own
social policy. These demand a review of the state of education and of educational policy
within Sunday schools and provide the basic context for understanding its educational
management.

Korean Sunday schools have not yet developed an alternative model for a bolder,
distinctively evaluation-based approach to the education which they offer. Within this
context, Sunday schools could make a distinctive contribution to the development of
church education as a whole.

The Korean church and Sunday schools still adopt the earlier paradigm of
growth in their congregations. For future development, the paradigm of growth needs to
be transformed into one of quality. The concept of evaluation can, of course, include an

analysis of current conditions through collecting information and data on growth in
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Sunday school education. However, the evaluation of Korean Sunday schools should
critically discuss its educational needs and this can then be used to support decision-
making. In this evaluation, it will be necessary to understand the general form of Korean
Sunday schools, how they belong to, and are affected by, Korean society and how they
contribute to the modernisation and globalization of Korea.

Individual schools within the Korean church have striven for improvements in
the necessary elements in education and recognised the needs of teachers and students
as the objects of education. However, such individual efforts face limitations, which
prevent the schools from advancing and contributing effectively to the education project.
In other words, the attempts to improve an individual Sunday school after realizing its
problems and the enthusiasm of pastors and teachers have a tendency to limit
themselves to only part of the Sunday school’s religious activities or to matters of
individual interest. Also, because they respond contingently to the various demands as
they have always done, Sunday schools neither can satisfy today’s society and students’
demands, nor give an integrated education as individual Sunday schools which will
engage students’ interest. Therefore, it is not easy for an individual Sunday school to
give a new direction to the education and the system and hence the problems and
demands for long-term change go unanswered. Because most of individual school
education is closely related to the changes in Korean society, because it has to respond
to these changes and cope with its demands and because it generally has to follow the
policies and the educational goal of the general assembly, an individual Sunday school
has limited scope in what it can do for itself.

The Sunday schools have attempted to break through this barrier in various
ways: e.g. the General Assembly, research bureau and education department have
sought to help and support the work of change. However, this has not been sufficient,
functioning merely as a form of role-play. Instead, such attempts have only made

clearer the need for research to suggest an alternative plan to them, rather than exposing
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their state or continuously belabouring them to improve. At the same time, the practical
research and attempts at gathering information requested from individual Sunday
schools are hardly being supplied to the General Assembly and theological seminary.
Thus, the possibility of advancing from this state has proved to be in vain. Owing to this
vicious circle, schools or teachers often adapt themselves to the given situation, unable
to contemplate the effort they should make to give students a meaningful education.

My curiosity in the use of an evaluation process for Sunday schools was
originally aroused by field experience in Korea with the Institution of Christian
Education Research in the Presbyterian College and Theological Seminary (hereafter
PCTS), which is in charge of devising the curriculum and policy-making for the General
Assembly.

During the early days of my work experience, at a critical time in Sunday
schools, I had the chance to meet the leaders and volunteers of individual churches, with
learners and parents who shared their concerns with me and my research team. They
justified their frustration, which is repeatedly experienced in Sunday school education.
At this time, most churches faced the limitations of individual Sunday schools. Many
people, | saw, participated in short courses or seminars held by various institutions
related to raising the quality of Sunday schools and churches supported this purpose. In
this situation, I, as the leader of a Sunday school, felt that Sunday school education
should be more systematically and concretely evaluated, through questions such as
“What are the problems that Korean Sunday schools have?”, “What and how should we
prepare and improve the quality?”, “What is the alternative plan for this?” To combat
the situation of inactivity in Sunday schools and to find an alternative plan and the
power for a new revival and growth, | thought that objective and systematic evaluation
and analysis of the actual field should come first. In other words, a Sunday school

should look for an alternative plan to improve its quality according to the results of a
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systematic evaluation and analysis. But | had not yet found an appropriate method for
doing this.

I thought that what is required first in developing a process of evaluating a
Sunday school is to examine theories of evaluation and to devise a suitable evaluation
model. However, there has been quite limited research on such evaluation with
educational quality in mind in the field of Christian education. Thus, although
individual Sunday schools realised the need to evaluate, they did not know how to
diagnose and evaluate themselves.

In its intense desire to get through such a crisis, one Sunday school consulted the
research institution to which | belonged, about a project to evaluate its own Sunday
school qualitatively, though at that time evaluation was seen as a statistical matter only.
It had neither regular model nor theoretical basis for qualitative evaluation. Nevertheless,
requests from congregations for the evaluation of their own Sunday schools grew
rapidly after this project went ahead.

In 2003, | decided to undertake my own research in this area. | was interested in
the theory of evaluation, which is necessary in pursuing the improvement of Korean
Sunday schools and in developing the tools which it would need. At this time, | wanted
to study for a PhD and my research institution supported this positively.

| decided to go to the UK where the Sunday school movement originated. At the
University of Birmingham | started to work on my interest in conceptualising the
evaluation of Sunday schools and improving their quality, wanting to apply this
knowledge to my concern for individual Sunday schools in crisis. While studying, | had
two opportunities to visit Korea for field research and do some case studies; these were
very useful because they allowed me to apply my evaluation tool to individual Sunday

schools and helped to build my skills as a researcher.
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2 Research Questions

I am interested in the theoretical research on the evaluation of individual Sunday
schools and the development of a practical evaluation model. For this, I discuss the
present status of Sunday schools and the grounds for requiring their evaluation. Based
on the need proposed here, | analyse what changes and improvements are required for
today’s Sunday schools and examine the evaluation process which they require. I also
develop a new evaluation model for Sunday schools on the basis of the qualitative
evaluation models in general schools which might apply to Sunday schools.

To sum up, first, | look at the current condition of present day Sunday schools.
Second, | examine on this basis what changes and improvements are required if they are
to improve. Third, | investigate how the existing concept and model for a school
evaluation can be of service to this evaluation. Fourth, | develop an evaluation model
for individual Sunday schools which tries to remedy its problems. Finally, I try to apply
in practical terms the evaluation model of Sunday schools which was developed in the
field. Therefore, my aim is to improve the quality of individual Sunday schools by
developing a general evaluation model after examining closely their present state of
Sunday schools. The questions for the research are as follows: 1) What is the current
status of Korean Sunday schools? This will be examined in Chapter 2; 2). What
direction should Sunday school evaluation take? (Chapters 3 and 4); 3) What
characteristics and formulas can be devised for a Sunday school evaluation? (Chapters 5
and 6); 4) Can an innovated Sunday school evaluation be practically applied to a

specific Sunday school (Chapter 7).

3 The Aims of This Thesis
The Sunday school is most often perceived as a major teaching arm of the
Korean Protestant church. It has been viewed at various times as a school for the poor,
the evangelistic outreach of the church, the exclusively educational unit of the church

and an organisation for church growth. In the Korean Presbyterian church, the primary
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function of the Sunday school is stated as the communication of faith. To carry on
Sunday school education successfully, we must determine what we are doing in
comparison with what we ought to do. This involves three distinct activities; first,
gathering information; second, forming judgements on the basis of factual data; and
third, making decisions to correct or improve.

This research argues that an evaluation can be made in which a Sunday school is
shown how to change and improve through evaluative analysis. An evaluation model is
to be researched to support improvement based on a model for Sunday school
evaluation derived from a general school model.

This research aims to design an educational evaluation model capable of
critically considering what change might be needed for further educational improvement.
Specifically, it will examine Presbyterian Church Sunday schools in the PCK (Tonghap).
It will look into the possible application of a model of school evaluation in pursuit of
quality education, which can be used to inform the search for better evaluation models
within the Sunday school setting.

The research is based on the assessment of a model’s suitability for helping to
guide Sunday school education in making substantial improvements. For this purpose,
this project primarily intends to formulate a model for Sunday school evaluation.

The characteristic development of such a model is to make clear its holistic
intentions for education, using the systematic collection of information. Furthermore,
the evaluation of its educational quality will provide descriptive results showing both
weaknesses and strengths.

This model is evaluated and intended to provide practical guidelines for
enhancing the quality of Sunday school education, influenced by each individual
school’s stated aims.

This research intends to provide feedback in the form of a written report

describing the school evaluation model as educational information. The school



21

receiving this information will then plan to develop a project for making the necessary
improvements, based on the main propositions. Moreover, this research will develop
into further studies based upon the responsive feedback from previously evaluated
schools.

To evaluate the quality content of education, a major part of this evaluation
should be based upon the established practices of Quality Management (QM) in
education. This research is of particular interest to Sunday schools in Korean
Presbyterian churches.

A pilot study of evaluation processes has already been undertaken with case
studies, using four different sized Sunday schools, which were taken to be

representative of Korean Sunday schools within the church.

4 The Research Methods

The field of Sunday school evaluation is an unfamiliar one even in Christian
education. Therefore, it is not easy to find any relevant studies or cases from the past.
Moreover, not even a basic concept related to the evaluation of Sunday schools and the
evaluation model has been formed. By putting them in order after finding similar
concepts related to the evaluation of Sunday schools and examining the evaluation
theories and the concept of QM used in general schools, this research hopes to modify
the theory and the model for its purposes by reinterpreting it to meet the particularities
of Sunday schools after borrowing the concept of qualitative evaluation as applied to
general schools. Accordingly, this research will focus on a literature study and case
study and on the basis of my experience of doing evaluation work in Sunday schools on
many occasions. In short, the research is accompanied, in various ways, by the
questionnaires and interviews given at specific Sunday schools and the use of document

study and case study.
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4.1 The Documental Study
Documentary evidence can be used for the analysis of the Sunday schools and

their educational system. These should provide the evidence of the church’s educational
system and the policies which direct the church. Through them, a method of discovering
their existing quality management and the main points of debate in Sunday school

evaluation will be found.

4.2 Case Study

Case studies are required to verify the evaluation model as designed for each
type of individual Sunday school. For this reason, the evaluation team, having suggested
the evaluation domain and elements of the field, will be able to check on the basis of
past examples whether it is in fact suitable to the field.

The form of the case study is added in the appendix. This thesis will research not
only the suitability of the evaluation domain and elements of the model, but also the
opinions of the evaluators who take part in the four case studies.

The four cases are sampled according to the size of churches and the results of

each case study will be added to the appendix.

5 Terminology
This thesis focuses on the reputation of the Christian educator of Korean
Protestants for being able to provide good quality education in Sunday schools.
However, the thesis focuses primarily on the Presbyterian educator; not Baptist or
Methodist religious educators, nor Protestant or Catholic religious educators, nor
Christian or Jewish religious educators, but particularly on Presbyterian Sunday school

educators.
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How their teaching is obliged to function brings into view three key elements in
the environment of the religious educator. | see this as complementary to public
education in the Korean setting — religious education (in the field of the cultural
education system) and private education (individual and personal).

The importance of the interdependent definitions should show how the
definitions and realities which they describe are fundamentally related and concretised.

This is shown in Figure 1-1.

<FIGURE 1-1> RELIGIOUS EDUCATION
(Limes, 1992:15)

— Retigious-Edueation

Why Presbyterian education should remain personal and not public but
individual such that the Presbyterian Sunday school education is specific to itself is
shown in the diagram below as faith tradition education. A faith tradition is a
community of believers bonded together in the practice and belief of a specific,
particular, holistic religion (Lee, 1985:3). “Faith tradition” and “faith tradition
education” are attempts to expand the concepts and to show the relationships more

distinctly.
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<FIGURE 1-2> FAITH TRADITION EDUCATION
(Limes, 1992:16)
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The next level of resolution brings into view another set of entities — faith
tradition and faith tradition education. The specifics (faith tradition and faith tradition
education), not only contribute to it but illustrate it.

In Korea’s educational situation, any conflict between public education and faith
education in the church is serious because of the pressure to gain entry in the national
examination system to higher levels, such as colleges and universities. This severely
constrains the scope for a church school to offer an education in a faith tradition.

Only mission schools give a faith tradition education and then only for very
limited lesson hours. The entire system, public and mission or private schools, are all on
the same level, subject to government control with its own particular educational
obligations. The mistake of confusing the environmental context of the religious
educator (religious education) with faith tradition education (or with a specific faith
tradition education, such as Christian education) is made obvious by this Venn diagram
(shown in Figure 1-2).

The terms Church schools, Sunday schools and church education are used
interchangeably in the education field of Korea today. The term which Korean churches
have used most since the early days of missionary work has been ‘Sunday school’.
Subsequently, it changed gradually to ‘church school’ and then ‘church education’
according to the opinion that it should be called so because church education was not an

activity limited to Sunday (Chung, 85). Today, most churches prefer to use the term
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‘church school’. When the term ‘Sunday school’ was changed to ‘church school’ in
Korea, it had another semantic functions, notably that church education was something
for the whole day and for all generations, not only for Sundays or the younger
generation (i.e. only for infants up to high school students). But the term is now
generally used in the educational field without dissociating it from ‘Sunday school’.
Recently the term ‘Sunday church school’ is used to show that many church schools are
held on Sundays as they used to be and that their administration centres on Sunday life
(Han, 25). The term ‘church education’ is used generally to signify the educational
activity performed in churches. Accordingly, church schools rather than Sunday schools,
church education rather than church schools, are terms used in Korea in their broader
meaning.

Korean education workers in churches are convinced that the Bible must be
presented as the Word of God so that the believer knows that it is intended to speak to
him, the purpose of sound scholarship and crit