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Aol BEES: Tkdhe EEAME AEHA dF 225 E obed go=mE RE 4
Wk e S aelame] Folof vk g RE BAEEAA YWESA FaA el ok

LI B3 Vale KERS) B FBEE “3®) 2% 0 Mot SRk ank &

B w Bela glgla Columbia KEHE: MRS KBS BEE “gdLoldA 2258 @

el Sl 93 2F BOSE AR FAES A=A LA Q87T HsgE
EBIAAA FEALikE Dol Bard KB 182(Fd] #Esleul olF 164EKE] #e]

S ol Bz S givh oleldt WE# mHEFHC 204171 24+ marginal school o]

Heo] Wyt McCoy it et glom? HGRfRAES] 423 el vl sectarian past

¢} public present o] whd ¢l Aolzla v} wataz ¢l+=vl® A= o] Thorstein Veblen -2

HERRARKES Kt o271 & “25& BHEY EHE TAST B offal &

=

B0
-
BE wAx BT ohdosd REa sl e FAYGE Gk AREaa o
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* HEFAER (KHE) BT

1) Robert W. Cousar Jr. Christian Higher Education in Crisis, The Presbyterian Journal Sept. 29, 1971. p.7
Dr. Cousar delivered the substance of this message as an address on Journal Day, He is professcr of Bible
at King College, Bristol, Tenn.

2) Charles S. McCoy. The Responsible Campus p.20. 1972

3) ibid. p. 1
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Do

RERE: FsctE (A 6 &1, 1976)

Folzl gzl & W ¢ W To kA el Y e K EREAELS ol sk KE
=8 o Zo] FE g AL FHEe vk ksl B E 2859 HELE B dE
}. 2=l A Gordon Gray f#i+ zH-& o]l o8|% vhg3f o] wefaglcl,

2
V‘

“If I were presented with a choice between a system of private higher education and a

system of public higher education, 1 would select the former.”®

|

N e o] AN HEW BELE HwHshe Telel EEH REHEY RAH BE
< H#HolH o] HHt dE HEER KR FHeol HEBHNEM] Aoz 7t2qxa
BRET dAXE BA % Aelvh KBESLE o] ik AdE wig ok gel, 28 =¥
2 LlEelelof g5 @ 3ol &2 2158 Eela WHEI kol ¥ 4ke Eake 4
oz 2 Sojof sta o] A-& =3 28 WYL (HEe] ¥4 2o fnksh HEF £
Hojok gte E ZeolA ok qek o] F bR BEe H MEkBURSE BMAUERC] HERIRAERY
%> program o] S| ojok gtvk. )4 Samuel R. Spencer b= MFHEES WSS Sl A
o4tk 2ol Faek
“Training the minds of young men and women is the primary function of the Christian
College--- If the church college cannot offer training equivalent to that of the Secular college

on the same academic level, .it has no justification for existence as an aducational institiu-
tion.”?

KEY BHRES BIsls Willlam Allen White {#-=

“E—oll ERHE L TS KFEeE Christian Leader & #FHsl=w] J:fgtels o} leadership
| fesl B EEAEC] T HE FIE EE Aolw
g Az
ol EL WEH BMEHT T HES] HIF (selfpreservation) & s Aoz Hgkeh
HE #@e] K5 BKEYE K8l stz gdere Filels
1954 = SERell 4] MUMFRA 104948 HE o= FRET #REL HERHRKE ol

‘lmhﬁ_lr

4) Paul Woodring: The Higher Learning in America p. 39 Quoting from Thorstein Veblen, The Higher Learning
in America(New york:Viking, 1935) p.17

5) John Knox press:Church and Campus p.71 ¢] & North Carolina Uviversity ¢] Gordon Gray 4r4}7} California
University ¢l] 41 ¢] The Charter Day Address ¢ gt 74 o] ¢},

6) Manford George Gutzke: The Christian and the Campus p. 52.

7) John Knox press, op. cit., p.79. Dr. Samuel R. Spencer = Davidson College ¢] Dean of Students o] t},

8) ibid. p. 79.

9) Bl (parson)2le BiFfe “person”olel: oA Hizkilel. 2L 29 B #F 3l leadership o] AR
L= person ozt BiFEel M=zl wlEolvh, rlelA WRERRS SEHEEMNY AU5 HEGES o
£ 5 e
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WEHEREES L W 3

S96%0lH Bidro = RSt KBS B3 1794 Rolglth © aulT geglis e
BIFRAERN A w25l o Qe #iEe 2ol 2040 7]6] 24 @tﬁii sl = KRBE
SR RS T SAE Belud EALY] He B ABoE AXEe WA Eestm
YeB2 FERRAEE 2 e 2 mlEE A2 gow TRk iy sk 2
MES =A T gt

BIRel Al = obd 7bx = ERKER ABMES-S A¥EsE HEMAR Mol £Rdoz 94
TS ST dolAnk A5 BEE BB RMEN FAS =3 g on) KmgIL
© HEREE TR obrEl BORE wMwE A g3 g% AL $4 4 9% diEe] ok

AEHRERS #E S shige] “ZEPXA@’ZF el S7Riste] "ela ZhekslAl A sta ﬂr‘i%

20
L

2. KE9 ##Es Identity

REL Jlige] AA 7 e sfnal kel Bologna, Salerno LIFES) 3-8 Wik, ¥efist
e HET MRS B4 B HERTH ke #Ee] 93l Oxford, Cambridge
KBS BEE Mk, BOAK, WEHES BT FIUI Gottingen, Berlin & BHFZ
o e 2] S BRAZ T Charlottenburg, Zirich @ w] 234 2o 4 = Hffo] o) ~

WHRERZA O] KELS] Htgel WHiakglw.

KEpel ewd WS gl MEE o 1R Hd BEe o 9A od Wi <ol

A BRIA R 4 ke Aol

%%ﬁ%ol gl A WEE A wel jiEsx gom okslh 28A cEw

5
[
X
)
=
om
o,
R
Ogrr
=
s

O-

IJ
5N

B

i
Sha bk 0 Rl KBS e Al KEo =AY S ucoh
%%%m +AAZ Ak L D+ ek
multiversity 2 ¥ 2] wWleh, BRI Hme Mifto] 5o 5EA e
ABE Bage StEsbA Sdeh. aRi9o ki) o3 AR SALdE —AY Tk
IS Mk @] Service Station 02 WY HigE shEAl Qu s A=

(o3

°of v WlwlatA =l Wyl

Wilhelm von Humboldt (1769—1859)7} A% Rerlin JcEd o] & A= IE (Binsamkeit) 3

10) John Knox press, op cit., p.78
11) Sir Eric Ashby: Technology and the Aeademics. p. 97
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4 R EREE ARSCHE (M) 6 31, 1976)

B (Freihein) Lo, KEES AES Wil WebA WENE 4 sl AL B sk el
R FHERE AT Hirtel % &EE B2A AFsE Aselda T Mk
gt Svba ok, kEle] BIAKEIOIAL 1 B AFe SsiAs ERE4
7k Sof sh ok vk,

17 AR S-biEncel HEGle FHEMel WAL Kol EelemAYe Bl

L
=
(e}

0

==

Z

e

B

32

=2 wzs w@ch A mEdAE Bire KBRE FTdsde AL “LRS HE
(Lernfreiheit)”¢] Zkiifs shalsbe Acleba ksl S

] T UBHEeR ¥LA ANl & S 2] R S 2 P s KERRE
s AL del < nk R wel st B AMES MLt Hikd REHEE 7 A
L Aolth, BE it M&E BEde M‘ﬁ Lol o 4L B obd Ak
dprel vh, kiR ZgdolA Bl BAEE Al o714 Ax Al (Liberal
Arts) 8] FEoRelEl o] EMULE NUFSIA AR & rhel v silRES T HMEE B (o0, BRE
SRR, BT, TEEE K30 MEE ¥ ol slE FKv T8 =8

Bt oh4 KELS] HifeEMLe) obgel A AT MY HEkEEe] fhZel=. Newman 7]
AL merosAel MRk AT WeiX AL BT MEke 2007 viulgl ZekaziA]
s

anE one KBS XuURA FAIel T WML &FAE A sdrhe Aol ek, ol

Ao VERRARIGS. Bosutel = @eeh. B PrEe “Bikel o Aol e ets &
AR ZAME AEBES BEEs] RO —BE BEdA FEE LT —FH Hast
= HihE #EHES EEske Aolwha £

Daniel Bell & w3}y & meFm-Solat ARY fs Azdbsta Hilfkite #F < X
e AE WE e S A3 BURE EsE wBdA HEY & Wile #Eelwh
3 gk

:lj

e

X

4 (integrated) = interdisciplinary gt £ SN
RIS BIBHES JUEA D 4 Qe Rzl slok € el I HFIE 19704 California FcEo|
A= BRI K #3855 (Division of Interd1sc1p11nary and General Studies. DIGS) & F%{E3F

=
pai
rulo
r*ﬂ
i
ol
o,
i)
fo,
g{i
2
fr
R
o
K
T o
ro

el gieh

12) ibid. p. 157—158.

13) ibid. p. 71

14) Clark Kerr, The uses of the University p.40 Quoting from John Henry Cardinal Newman, The Idea of a
University (New york: Longmans Green and Co., 1947) pp.129. 91.

ibid. p. 168. A # Ivory Towers in Tomorrow's world &= ol ¥ el {7+ 7o) 19671 44 26—29 ¢l 4]k
i 150598 Ak ke S5 as” EEEga s ZAdd Azl 19671 119 % “Journal of Higher

Aducation”. 389 83 pp. 417—427¢] #Hif=lel 9leh.

15

<
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WEBEEREY Bkt Foe 8

B BEHEEHE 704 G 4 oo, RERNE °] TS HEEE Christlike-
ness§l L2 $BE WHERE A AM"C2 HRAZE do] Bk flido]ct, 2oz
B REBL BEEYEN HEE Folok q),

& 7] 3B public school o] HLFEEL ElkE Ao] R E3ksio] dvtad EER A
o RREENE BR Qo4 #E89 HBE #AT Aol weld B4 =g Bl
SR T BLE k=4l REER, s, Bible Course ¢ Sponsor 7} 5¢lgl.om 2
BH9E7E HESHAl BREE ol Folxlel 10

olAL sl FHUL e AME BHeHE EEHH R WS Ao olds whl on
& B REAA FETE 2 39071 E Mbele g nYdag 29 S mris s H
o] & + gleogety e,

SEd KB Y] ElE wRE B BT BT TEES B =2s 2 sk ok
Febe Aokt R el fkal ARMNA 253 714 =2.e 9 Aol

HHE R & A=A 7 gl o 2 Foll & b= uk-g Bobwl #4198 (Critical thinking)
o BEE B dAEh

o] HEYE ERY Rl =a] HEEs FEilsl 2 QA oo
ol 2wd BIAKEA = RS A Fé\%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ A= il et

el BEEE] st sl ERe] F9l¢17F? John p. Wynne & o] & 4] 7}x] 2 43l

d] @ Educational Authoritarianism @ Educational Laissezfaire @ Educational experime-

Aok & Aol 10

ntalism o] 2ha #5fsl g o o197 %4 A8 39 % individual 3 environment kol o] 4R
EfFH <= sk Adlwl olzle] w59 e} o}-ge pimary goal & ol &el: Atelst [EBE
Ha get, 76 A4 284 BEE A A2 Fige] BEslok & Ao, @

el HRARY AR Efe] E5HmA we HEME L ke wPo. o] £
BT THRE Frgel Aok et MEHARLE ol % #WiFste Extra-Curriculum S-& wo]

el AR ??:%):H%.}O] shbdo] felelAl o skl ffid Bl A

3. BB HENE

KEZ (Universitat) o] 2+ Latin §52] Universitas B4] “ZE (gesamtheir)”gl= =8 7l 2 =

16) James v. Panoch: Religion Goes to School p. 3—4

17) Nels F. S. Ferré: Christian Faith and Higher Education p. 244.

18) Myron Lieberman: The future of public Education p. 18.

19) Randolf Crump Miller: Education for Christian Living p.15. Quoting from John p. Wynne, Philosophies of
Education (New York: Prentice-Hall Inc., 1947) pp. 4—11
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6 SEE KB 3L (M 631, 1976)

bl EEHAAE o] “Ai 2 shudolgla F2r shide AAS itgel BERE GiEst
B4 = B E Aolvh, 1M ER HErt BT BEE &EHE EESA 3 Hbe
By ME—Ti323% (Biblical monotheism)oll FMEE Fx glor “UYrb & EElz RS
2] A5 okl “EHES] #A” (Unity of truth)o] 7h&3gk 2ol v,

KE A {83 fisfe = “Bl(—logy)”% shtE Feohd 43E% HAEd e+ Logos
(Fa)e] dAs Iz ukeh, Rl wharol AlAgUeh TEo] shidal A ALAFU o]
ahak o ghbd o] gl 5 B2 o) 2 3k ulFE| gkell A MBS ApEKE
EHE SedA ¢ FE Mg o=y Fae F2 ' Aovh MEHKBEAA= 2
T #HEt o] el e 2wl okt gt

HEHKEANA " SHE Bzt o] & okl 3 od Hife FREEte ol F o
A ehEAREA o] EL s obul debe ERS MEESEHIE ZXol. IMER EZE
Bt BOSTAA WEHEY B82S BRAZ + & 8hS Aok g

REA 7 EEEHEE JtRRE BES FEAl B EEHN FAEE Ex i
BHE Ao e st 35 BEHL Jigicst=E sok g
HEHAE] 1 e of THE U #BES Bk ek AU HEMRS e
FEGE GRS U IS U A g vl ElAl ek HRES FIE Tl B4l

9,

fr

CS. Lewis & 8171 & “$27} slok & 9 49 B(E line ¢ FA5E RS2 3
o} 22

SololA HEel BT B AT Bk 2R EEEAe] BB EEE A
A2 e HU Mol v LIS WEE, EWE, HKHE, Krmd BT ERLES
_QE_
Pz

[k

W I ek TR Sl 2 Ml A R BT E ol 229 W] £F
Al =

_ngo

BAAS MR et A Midpind ¥ EHEN EEEFE ok MRl
AR sl A 22 ' 5 Mol A FMEE I v kel Bl

B e #gEol HEHEE &Sl o] FHE ol =8 ok 3t REBEER
WRIR o] & x| &lsloF akel,

FeER s B H KB Curriculum Committee of] #efio] wha ¢lew ERFEE

o] FmEle] Yhrel AW $of e el HRSIAE I glek dvksbd wd KBSl 2

rlo

A 5

=T

E
I‘—:—'

20) &3-E& 1:1
21) Paul M. Limbert. College teaching and Christian Value p.14
22) Robert w. Cousar Jr.: op. cit. p.8.
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REHESEES Rk B 7

A i) ol EEeA w el B 2

BRe] KEES KA ATEel BiE A& ik e PiEbio s wEel w3
Kigol ATEL A7 E HE NSE Figel R A AAd dolg
o, 2

Col e BN RS WA ek KEEIA Tokshe AL AR ol w

T A BRIHY AB BT Aol Tl AR FE TRake AL 2

Bigel MY 90 270 - BRgelsd 230 £k S ke, ol fao ¢ B
ol7d] a6l FEAA W— AYA mE Feakd ged HAN Hl e

e
n\:l
(o
A
ok
N
§2
rr

K

o] Sl 8lbe A He KBS Technical School & W ®a] 71 ¢l
o}, “REL m’i%%%@ll%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ’h e —fE S 3 Service Station o] = v 3 5}”aL Flexner

A7l B8 HERRREL 5o o AL 712 ok ek

“The principal function of the church College is to provide a sound liberal arts training,

furnishing the student with a basic understanding of the arts and sciences and humanities.”%

KEgl A THRebe BHEES T EHL T HHE dehin TS 02 Hode uel
oF shel (4 19:1) ma FHELS BHE Jaslat (FES dokiel, oW LEKE R

I

= shte Bl A AR dEakigte] oh(et 12 1 30—31).
a2 FEsE BHERS EEaloF avh. bS] veldl o3t @fEd ol EXe 1E
T wh&d] FHE shA T Fofok ghEh

A 2 REsE e wkrE bl Folok dtvk, EApe ARCNA ERS =% Folzlich
o= A fbER, AERigee] HMRKel EEl-9Al B Zlelwh(a 1:1-8, ¥ 1:16—17, & 2:3).

Al AlEHREE shud s AARE 2ot 23 AehAle AlE Bl shidAA F
A frigel= (3 1:30) o] B BE Adl o] FE& A AL FIMsE JAE e bR

o

it

23) Eui Sook Cho, A Comprehensive Study on the functions and Characteristics of Educatinoal programs of
Christian Higher Education in Korea p.25. Joint Research project Soong jun, Seoul Woman's, Keimyung
Christian College 1973.

24) Manford George Gutzke: The Christian and the Campus p. 15.

25) Clark Kerr. op. cit., p.44 Quoting from Abraham Flexner Universities: American English German(New
york: Oxford university Press, 1930)

26) John Knox Press, op. cit.,, p. 84
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8 KR Sk (A 64, 1976)

2 AT BRES Aol e,

S| A Bl 2A EURY Al =R Science o Scienticiom & Ao B2
t}. Science & AJHEF o] uk Scienticism & 1o % (deity) o] o},

E PR FHEERY BEERE Hiidle dol A9 guh U RED BAELs
BHERS] T (hangers-on)u} 73 F (bystander) o] ok, 2 & FEe] w2 i LEHE o} a2 g
T YT BEESHE EE) vhE RS xdsl HE Aotk ® o] koo RS HAS
st A g ek 294 28] 235 Technology o] ¥al = HAEEFA &9 A sHxlelz A.
N. Triton & #/Rsta o},

AA shid el flie G ok steR fu e B AcldAx dem, B4 AR
< BAHE WA E 4=le AE SE3E] 6 2SS ERskT 2 Bpe ok
oF ghe,

AR BRI S U Xl ke B H5S o] Folof T Aeld,

HRE 22 2AFE S 258 34 geiver] mtadel=z o4& BiEI sl
Z2T1& 71Ee oF qep ?

WEH BTHEEY HEe 223 AR 2EHel ) o] ¥ 7kxl BEEsL Y
BRES & Jehlz gl Aolvh. Ao 24 I AES FEROE FEACl Hlok v
AWEEA = Christlikeness ¢] 448 Mol Folof Sl FELEA Hikd Jebd e BrR
€ EM= RS o et

KiEol 2t SHHZA fbde 928 448 Bebd s2d ok ok

o] & Dr. Mark Fakkema = #(#7¢] mandate of God o]z} &g ;. 2= W=l 4: 10—
11¢]) Vel #fE S Alell4 Christian teaching ¢ 47} FEHEE stz gl =)

@ Ministering what has been received )
® Speaking as oracles of God
® Working with an ability which is of God
@ God must be glorified through Christ.3”

HI 2+ minister 24 shd o] Kzt 29 Likel B Hal F@iksl ok sl MiFEH =4
2| &3 HfgEe shhd e WA (mouth piece)e]elok Frebe Aok, HI #HiiE adE-&
7:16—18¢] Ve Tl FE & ok gk

27) F. Alton Everest, Modern Science and Christian Faith. p.18—19(Eleven Essays on the Relationship of the
Bible to modern Science)

28) Chad Walsh: Campus Gods on Trial. p. 43

29) AN. Triton: Whose World. p.155.

30) H.W. Byrne, A Christian Approach to Education. p. 127 Quoting from Mark Fakkema, Christian Philosophy:
Its educational Implications (Chicago, national Association of Christian Schools, 1952)
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HBRHEmEEES FrE B 9

“ #Ile WAe] ohg S B4l o8 Aol gl i s urall E FT &% TEHE
B4l o]9] S Teke FHe FAEY I el T gz

Aol T EHE ide A4Fo = A4 29 AEL AFY Bel HE Aol

fo

4. ABEZRES FiE(t

S KB ke BIR BRY PO FERA 23 ABAES BUReRA it
1he] EHE B BHEste Hmes #p=osta gleh

Harold Howe = =3}7]

i

“2 B oA Z})’ZE)&&’P lLL‘ZﬂLﬁiﬁrﬁ mi/ilq of FHET & gloH L Sl FL oy
s Ak 2 e Al EAEE RS B 28 EE kS G ok e
I JiEE e

gl 22 AEn kel $Ek Y B LA (the revolution of rising expectations)el] =91

of Wefell KEEe] b=l W&ol MMMl ANVEIE=F s0biy kel WG 5Esk W0y 25
ol Ha g

ol2lgk K9] §KAEZE (] (University extension Service)7} il @iimiliEsEel] 7o alok ghofa
Paul G. Hoffman & stz ¢ 3

vloks 2 JLELS University extension Service = Extra-mural department 2 Fol Mk
ity BEES skl BIREAA IEHE Lifelong Edacation) =& THREAA & H& #
F#5H (Liberal Adult Education) ®=& 7| <35 (Continuing Education)-& F{HEs] oF ke, 1H7)
Hel go e KB FHRe] kx| o A3} o] SejA FHrshx gow 103 gkl =z #hi&
F4skA AXE ZEr)

KEo] o]¥A W R e BREAA FEEHREL I S o19A BibAZR + 93
7}, KERo] KBS Fal A ¥ i@y HES Bt gor o] MRlEHAIEHS
& B A EEe ol XARelEhEsF ¥4 A glo] HEAGE B ol Aelzh
=7} HEE o] 23 F—isle khilzl —3%3tek ¥ Z# v H. Richard Niebuhr ¢ w-& W

31) Paul M. Limbert, op. cit., p.11

32) 49l AlAl m-%e] HEERA p. 303, 1974

33) Charles S. McCoy, op. cit. p.146. Harold Howe &= former' U.S. Commissioner of Eduation ¢.24 =9 &
How appeals for University Action to Help Save Cities ¢l 4 7[fIgl Zl o] v},

34) Ahk3E Elz) BFEER p.7, 1968

35) ~J—iMu Eﬁnﬂ]iﬁ Rt Ko FEEsl WIEINEEY FZE, p.47. IR EURIRRINIEE 427
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10 SREABR FscE (A 6 31, 1976)

AR Sboh B EIEE uhE A2 “Christ above culture” W Foll el Aol K
mell ZEEE [EMe] HRsbe] ezt REFe] F=lo] wels A2 “Christ of culture”s]
RESHE Ao 24 LB ML GFEE BT LHT NES I ABd o4
B TWREEE ustel @ ok & Aol

KELo] L@zt Hiyel et vhazit) BEE =l e st 0 AR RES
frrkslhe Bl 2hgd o) AR (Haman need) ] IR fitge]l 2 5 g3 phgyisle) f

r7F 2 o gdeh ol el 3t M HE S TEfFHY B (The existential University) o] 2hal 35 4=

\

A4 A 8{LRITKE (Change-agent University) 5{-& 7Ejsl-E KEE (Action University)
olgta Eefok & Aol

H—oll HERIRAER] o] MBS HEMT X Qo RHEEA B W) FhEfEse] ko)
Bilsisl program & FEREA) A obslaL #TfEHE (Urban Crisis)ol] ol 3=l [RE glol] 4] BEES 3
BRAIA oF ek, 283 Al 23 identity & BRIk & Aoluk 3 A sl Hihek A
MISLRIEE HE&ol ¥k A 29 identity & @3l Aol 3

A& KREES] MRE (uniqueness) o] v} IMIZYE (isolation) ©] o] I MKk rel 2 Fm18- 9
g Aololop ghvh, 2El3 I BRO-S HEH B0 sl kE Hirelol ok abel, H) SoE
o MEiks WK Eikdl el W drhe HES ok g 2] T sty =y
< Bk 422 Aol ef,

5. WEEZS REL

HH#E| W2 Ecumenical JEE)S] #3710 H o] BmA Aas stk {HE Helm
o IR Ak LI HE O B e =¥ e fheel Context & I F#°)
Focus 7} &7 5 e,

KE2o] University ol 4| multiversity = $#5=] = i A Campus &7t Heike] ol
ok ¥ multiversity = ##(L=l ELREEHSL vlwl A ql Ao, W

g T ZR7E 2~ Ml kel HliE e Yg= &
el HERRMES 2l Aol @

36) 2k g g A FmA A¢] s S @Ak 1969. 29 E 577D,
37) Charles S. McCoy: op. c1t p. 116.

38) ibid. p.74

39) ibid. p.75

40) 447 2EWG) Yol A8 TEA 42T p.75

41) &&31: op. cit., p.59

42) Letty M. Russell: Christian Education in mission, p. 104.

i omk
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2,
rﬁ’
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RS HE ikl e 11

HERIGRES 28 & Sele “BR"sh = B5EE 24 F5h, “BH1” Koinonia) Bl-= HiEE
ofwl FrHel] 2228 B¢ zhe Y (having a share in Something)o] 2 E3) olwl S o}
+ Ab#tal g7l Sk 4 (fellowship together in the Action)o] 2k FEBRE s}x 3 gt} ®

BEBE slolA Mg Eaek MR, 2% Bl MRz 94 Jue BME Fik
St gleh MEHERY HEH7F &AM E 4 (from whole person to whole person)2 Fibksla ¢l 7] w
Al o] AR EHE B vl Sl ARl dSaE AR s Bigsle TR o

2 B2 o] fEE i BHRY (ae] ohix ZE g 24t Fffolwh. TEfke
e AEL <kl A BN MEEA 2HEE A e Bie 2 FEE A998 M
Fiskets &g ok g, #

KB el slol A MR wk=A Bk o okl SR BRI Y9l 2 ke ol Bl

a AelEsrh 2 gl o KR T4 HAEs 2AS BRmAERET o
o Hef,

BN T3S AR model & HeME MR X @& Aolh, ZE A%} il ]ag
A2 04 AAE BA—EE— R Antet o4 wHe] Has 43T W H
2 o] Eo] f{ifTele Aolvk. 2l Fikdl A RE KE-L 2|23k ojoku) stm nE feﬁiﬁ%}
T'Fmaﬁ% THEH ] fEfrg ok &k, MEYA L] KB Chaplain Lol A¥-5< 547

f

W GHS fhe S ST b HEe SelE wel

i
i

Clark Kerr i KEMERE T 9F¢ 11 A0S 940 AEMAASEY MRS
.

multifaceted man ©] ook ghela Erob, HEH AL oA EMkal 917 flkd] glo)
Al BhaEs iR FFge] Addelh, fHEY EMMa RS TolruE HEHWS
e 2 ES & 4 9 Aol Spiritual excellence & Academic excellence %x| 7] |

A TR 7j°1 =
EREAES e B R e Aol A, BhdAL B KEdAE 32, B

HFEolAE faT 7142 —RRRAAE U 447, ATAAAL 458 g g
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A Study on Specialization in Christian Higher Education
Sol, Sam-yong
Summary

The Purpose of this study lies in a concern for evangelization of the campus. Campus
evangelization is the most effective way for the Christian college to realize its purpose.
T will first discuss the adaptation of the college in a rapidly changing society, and then the
matter of the realization of the Christian college’s purpose. Specifically, this involves an
examination of the methodology for conducting God’s mission on campus, and finally a

presentation of the weekend conference model.
1. A Reconsideration of the Educational Objective of the Christian College.

Development of the “Christian Spirit” has become the fundamental purpose in the
church-related school. However, this is a very abstract concept and in such institutions
there is often a failure to map out specific patterns for behaviour. The net result is that there
are virtually no differences between the Christian and the non-Christian college. Most
Christian professors insist that there really should be no difference. Yet if this is true, why do
we continue to operate such institutions? When all is said and done, our fundamental

purpose for existence as a Christian college is to completely Christianize.
.2. The Christian Professor and Teaching Methods.

The professors in a Christian college must be good Christians, with some knowledge of
theology and a sense of prophetic mission.

It is often the case that academic matters are so clearly separated from religious affairs
that the twain never meet. This points up the need for all professors to have the ability to
formulate Christian philosophy as it relates to their field. Members of the faculty must also
show a concern for publishing textbooks written from a Christian perspective.

Such materials will greatly facilitate the teaching of Christian values to students. The

school administration must support these activities in every possible way.
3. Transformation and Specialization of the College.

Amidst the rapid changes of our day, transformation of the college follows patterns
dictated by society. So there is still the need for the ivory tower, with its isolation and

freedom.

— 152 —



A Study on Specialization in Christian Higher Education 21

Professors must have freedom for research in their special fields. Such persons, enjoying
separation from social confusion, may prove to be excellent scholars and responsible
persons in the community.

However, in the Christian college, scholars-guided by the inner theory-will make their
contribution to society be developing the unique features of the Christian tradition (spe-
cialization). We are speaking here of specialization on the Christian campus.

This means creating a spiritual atmosphere.

If this is accomplished we won’t have such problems as those associated with academic

excellence, dormitory control, etc.

4. The Structural Ministry and Campus Evangelization.

In early America the college president was first of all a churchman, and then a chaplain.
In the next period the structural ministry was developed.

If the president, the faculty, and all staff members assume prophetic responsibility,
campus evangelization will take place.

The role of the president is very important in creating the proper spiritual atmosphere.
The president of a Christian college must be a man of many gifts.

He must be a good Christian as well as an able administrator. And what of the role of the
chaplain? He is an important person, functioning as a link and as an enabler in the structural

ministry.

5. Model for Specialization on the Campus.

Under the sponsorship of the Chaplain’s office and the student committee on religious
affairs, a series of weekend conferences for first and second year students was held at the
Hermon Retreat Center near the campus.

Beginning on the last weckend of September, 1975, four such retreats were held. Each
group consisted of approximately sixty students.

The purpose of the conferences was three-fold:

(1) to cultivate the ability for self-expression;

(2) to encourage a commitment to the Christian way of life; and
- (3) to develop more effective leadership.

The program included the showing of Christian films, special lectures, small group
discussions, quizzes and games, group singing and a stunt night. The majority of those who
attended were non-Christian but cach weekend at least ten students indicated a decision to
commit their lives to Christ. As a result of these retreats the percentage of Christians
increased from 309, to 589%,.
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In view of the effectiveness of these conferences the following proposals are made:
(1) a regular program for campus evangelism.
(2) an orientation course for freshmen.

(3) financial support for the conferences.
6. Conclusion

The Christian college has a fundamental responsibility for conducting God’s mission on
the campus. If the president, the board of trustees, the faculty and the staff all have a sense
of mission in Christ, our basic problems will be solved and all that we do will redound to
the glory of God.

“But seek first His Kingdom and His righteousness, and all these things will be added
unto you.” (Matthew 6:33)
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