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Evaluation revisited
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29 H_&ETHA] (Scriven, 1991:139)

“Evaluation Is the systematic determination of merit, worth and
significance of things”

sl = ZERFE +  BIEFIER

(Evaluation) (Factual identification) (Value determination)
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{8489 5 (summarize)
ETTE 9 B (rating)
BLZDIT%5 (ranking)
Lt X% (compare)
RIEL5- & DI1+5 (estimate)
AT - ZF /DT (rating)
=169 % (quantify)
=5 EERETEZEEY (describe)
éﬁi’i’f"\@_?—é (review)

57 ¥89 5 (classify)
I/ 5 (B S -=5 measure)
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(Rossi, Lipsey and Freeman, 2004: 80)

FO55 LDIARENENE D

Assessment of Program Cost and Efficiency
JOTSL0 Rl
Assessment of Program Outcome/Impact
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Assessment of Program Process and Implementation
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Assessment of Program Design and Theory
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Assessment of Need for the Program 24




M FFJAEIZONT

Performance Measurement
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1. Political accountability &%EEO

2. Constitutional HIEDEY X,

accountability

3. Legal accountability ﬁ'ff'l‘ﬂi‘ ﬁ'*ﬁ,'ﬂi‘ ﬁ%'ﬂi‘ 7_"1— . jl:"t’xo

S FARE (process) DR L1k, FLIE. ITBEEE.

accountability

S e eRement EMIEROER, /T4 —7VZ.

accountability

6. Profes.s.ional EP9EE. BFZEBED8E N

accountability

7. Policy / Program BUREER (outcome) FHfE. BERFEHEIRDEE,

accountability




1950s/60s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000~

Policy sciences . : :
POley s Systems analysis Project analysis
DATLIE . _ =
& T2  ppPgs cost-benefit analysis e
= q q ELys
ey . rogram - T e
SRR Smpe prog micro-economics BERIZF =
From analysis to evaluation ' . i
Policy Analysis BT ERAH
BUAF - {THEF
Policy evaluation
' * * system, process, program, &
GAO — accountability / Plan ~Do ~See accountability &
BELEa— _
Evaluation research ; &F
- Program evaluation
ex.fafll BB #HE AJSLER, IETVX
Program theory
: Monitor & Evaluation
Management Review | Thatcherism
UK 1970s —>| Performance measurement =
NPM Output BI5E g;
Reinventing government /7 Gl © euigime il =
1992 performance Management "ﬂﬁ
@ performance budgeting X{&EFHE
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