F28 TAYHIETEAZFHHEDERIR

-l NI

1 A AFHEDESE

A ZFHINE, BUEIIRO ZHS0FRTEDLTWD & Shvd (Bustelo, 2002)
(7) FHEOEREER GHET 1 o #EEE)
(Evaluation quality control (Evaluation design critique))
(1) RS ROBEE
(Evaluation Synthesis)

SbIZAZ U T =%, FHlORRNFBHIEEL (WD Evidence) (ZHSW T,
B2 fmm N S STV D e MEET 2 R TH A ZaHliAfEbh T s LB L Tk
0. DX II4ASF TS (Mathison 2008: 250)

(7)) MSZHISZIG D> © O FEAhRSE R O B EE
(Independent confirmation of evaluative conclusion)

ERRDIBH, (7)) 1F MEr0F =y 7 VA MEEAL T, FHMiREE KT 5 —
JREYRIEH B A AN—=S TN D2 v, FHEFEENC U TT O R E TRENH A 0l 4R &
HEEHFEPETINTENE I DR EETF =y 7352 L2 BERARR L T2,

Eiooss, (1) X, Wbwwd X Z 558 (Meta-analysis) (ZiIfWHDTH S, 72721
A BN, RO DA /37 MFHITH BT o T2 5h R A X (Effect size) %,
AL THFINZRIRELZ R T2 LA A E T 201k LT, A ZRHlSEE OB
DFHiiFE R EZ L E2— LT, RERQRFHERNMGR ( o TR EhoTe) 15
2T OB o Tz TehoTz) LWV o T AMERSR) 28722 L2 AME T 5,
DFEY . AZFHEGRHEO —FETH D05, MEIC A S HEE (Value-laden words) % ff
S CIAPRIZEHmARSR  (Evaluative conclusion) % H4Z L3R B,

ERoOSH, (7)) 13, R GE - 7Y A v (B H 2 WIEEBI R 5E - 79 A
YEBED) o TZET U ARGLNIZNE DD, ZLTHRLNETET VAL >
TEmPERY) « GERRASERNBH SN E I D ERGET 21FETH 2,
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2 AARAFHEDFHDFVvI)RE

ATEN AL LTz A 25D STEED 9 B, (7)) sHliOERER L LTo A 237z
DOEEIEDLIRLDTHHREEA I, ZORICEALTAZ U T 3RO KD
(ZIR~TW D (Scriven 2009), [(H5FED) RO KRR T 7 v —Fix, BEIRJIZ A ZFF
D72 DRI 2 2 2 b 072, B 7261%, CIPP €7 v F =y 27 U X b

(CIPP Model Checklist) (Stufflebeam 2002). 7' = 7 Z Al f&# (Program
Evaluation Standards (PES)) (Sanders & Joint Committee 1994) , JEpFEATT = v 7
J 2 b (Key Evaluation Checklist) (Scriven 2006) 72 EDF v 27 U XA METH D, 7=
L. Z06DARN AL LD LT, HMlOPNICEM SN EE RS &2 7KL D
MRIZRDZEbH D) 1 Teds, FHMEOBEREHOEED L LT, (V) MILAYSE
B b OFHIEFE R OBMGED & ENDHAENL VDO RBIED A ZFHNOEHN TH 2,

T2, THEESEMET = v 7 U A b (Scriven 2008) Zg#k T 5, Fio. [FHE O
FEEFANC X2 A Z5HiliF = >~ 7 U &2 1 (Guiding Principles Checklist for Evaluating
Evaluations) Ol Hib~%, £z, [Ta s T L5 4fiF = v 27 U A MDA ZFHT = v
7 A R (Stufflebeam 1999) 22O\ Cid, AMEZFOH 1 A BRI N,

1 “A gystematic approach to evaluation automatically provides a systematic basis for
metaevaluation. Obvious examples are the checklist approaches, e.g., CIPP (Stufflebeam
2007), the Program Evaluation Standards (PES) (Joint Committee, 1994), and the Key
Evaluation Checklist (KEC) (Scriven, 2007). ... However, you're then pinning your effort to
the validity of these checklists and even if they are intrinsically valid, they may be applied
ritualistically, and thus miss important points.”
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BOX 1 TE#FI@EF -z vo ')A ] (Key Evaluation Checklist)

27V T 1980 FIT/ERM L TH#HRE L TLL2K (Scriven 1980. The Logic of
Evaluation) ., JK< WO TWHEBFHITF = v 7 U A M THY | A ZFHlICZ D E EH

HARETH 5,

A: #{E (Preliminaries)

I. 2 WHITER 11~15 OER 2 E L,

I1. FFXC A AR S N B & e E <, OFHIFHE, RGN, J7ErRE
fiOWFT DB TE-T 200, (K, B, MiE#E5EO Ensgs
%éﬂﬁkbfﬁw%hfwé@ﬁ:ﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ%\ﬂ%%%%(X%
— 7 RNV H =), ZOMTREEEZHLOXHE), Zilalkd 5,

I11. J5i% E@;5ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&%%ﬁ%vw%%wfﬁm%imﬁé@#%ﬁﬁ
T 5, Bl) ERTFA L v F I THA L TA—TDAIT V=T A
VA a—EE,

B: Ef# (Foundations)

1. B &RP BUR Mk HEOBEROE R E2EL L EHIC, ROEHEZHRIAT 5,

O EDAT— 7 FVH— (BZ%/%%/%%O)Q/\%\TE%‘M) (ii)F%f-?\

THNESRCEEREE, G)AXDO T e 7T LAY —% ()EEON
OFEFR., LRI OFHAE R Z ORISR (b Lbi i)

2. BUR/ MK/ | BUR/ MK/ FHEOIEM CREARELIREITH, FELBELE THEIND

FEOPE B, THRBINE., 82 B0 & < BEORW A ST 2, 2hbid, aX

DTBTThvF V=R VEZENHDLIEIEHET D, T2,

YHAHICHEMN T2 Z & BBET SR WEMAGES HIUX, Z 2 TS

D
A ZaEIL, OV — R EEDORMAE I FOBEHEN BEEE)
(Consumers or | &)V —vE R AEFEYOFIH NG MBI EEZ T 5 Ax (JIIFOM
impactees) Pery BREERE) T T 5, BUR MR S HEOFTEICHED D
BEFIIZRE CIERVOTEH T ILE TRV I LICHET D,
4. BNER BUOR iR EEEO T D OFNER &2 ST 5, SAEFIL, M

(Resources) B, EERS . AR, € L THERBEDIZRE IR 00 TRtk 9%, fhfe
FORBEIR &, ik, Bdfr, BB - R T 7 4 7 - HUlER - XIEEEO R
WEE DL ThD,

5. FPAMEE B i A M S - DI WA B EE T H D TR L UE

(Values ZREE L CRET 5, ok, [FHMIEE] 32kl T, £
=Evaluative DR Z DG L > TELT 5 Z LICHEET 5, TFHMmEAE] 1 ZLLT
criteria) DIERE DG ONTERERE L TRET D,

(EEAm AR E ) 1%, MIfEAE ) (Criteria of Merit) & MEfE/k % (Standard
of Merit) CHERR S 415 (TMlfEMIE ) 1%, %k WFE, B, 2tk
PRGBS 7p o LT, MlfEKYE) L1, ZEnOEflmIZ s T
5 M, B, A, AR, AR OFNENOKEDIRIED BARM 725k ¢
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H5b),

OZEH O =— AEEM R, WEROEHR GO ROBOR, ik, F
(0 FIBEBIOEENRE SN TV DHAE T, HCHmEMN 2 EA T
FNEEAT ), GDMBEAER, GIEEMER, OMEAOER, i)
AR - FHE BRE, ViDIRFES (2777 v R) (BT 2%, (viil)
HEIEHIRO I, ()BT EETE . ()BEE 12 X 235, DLW, M5kt
1,/ SCAL RO EETE . (i) B AR 8, i) BRI, &iv) iR E®R. (xv)
BURHIE L, &,

BONTHERIC LI - T, A AL L Gl 2 (fithio~ K
Uo7 AZT5HLDLN00T ), SIS, FAE AUV OAMAEA 20 s
(Weights) Z O THE CREHE L TBL Z e EIv 6D, &0, HHE
I UC, YR Bar) & LC, FREOAGEM I BE LT Adur]
MERRIEEEOREL LT (Wbwwad 28I ), 20I1F, Lok
Ikl LT, BefEf 1 (Stepping) WS Z LR TX 5,

C : &84 5F{fi (Subevaluations)

ZNENOEFHFHETIZ, OFEELFTET L. WRE SN FEICFHEAKREZ E T LT
Wz T4, L) “ODIE¥EETT ),

6. R
(Process)

B ik FEORE (T v L) DELNDETITRZ »722T
OEBERYEEI LU, N5 OB R EEM A L TRk 5,
BRI, QB (=), @EHE (T3 2) . G)EmEER, Gv)
FH (v T A b)) WIEE) - Fi . VDEIRRE 5. (VIDRBEZS, (viid)
Az TR 2 & K,

7. iR
(Outcome /
Impact)

ZWBEDW ST (T ML) ZHALNILT, TNHOERSCE
PR AN L CRlab 35, BRI, OERE - M, WEMLEZLO -
B Lotz b o, ()iEH - Bl - REIOMNRS 5 Z LITEE LD,
Qi ORE., QFSHRRE, QDRI T TRHMET % & X,
Flo, BEREEDOWLS DE, BUR iR FEOEMPIZHRET D
ZEITHEET S,

B EFICEERBRRITITHL CWARNo72bDTHD Z ENREND
T, WhWAEFHRGED FEXE S 720, LR -oT, HONLHKES
N BREIZE LI TIT, BEREFET DM SN EENER SN D,

8. Bhik
(Cost Efficiency)

SR A R L ERENa X FONTEPHSNIT LT, T b DR
P& RHE L CRlik 9%, BAsGMERF 7 v 7 L— R KT - R E D
FEIRBPEIZ o0 THRE L TR % & K,

9. Ll
(Comparative

analysis)

E D7 NBEAERCHE O %2 & b HMOBUR ik, ¥
("Critical Competitors”) & b3 %5, 5. ~7. %, BOR Mk #
2L ZAEH OMMEBI T EES < TRHMEAEE ] Oxf bt TRHME M Thi 7228,
8. TIXYHEUR Mk F¥E L | MOBOK, Nk, 30 g TR
ITon2 Z LT b, IR Y | MEREUR iR/ HEOEE - E4T -
HHEMEZAONICT D, *ZZ2CTEFH MELE) LiE, @R, AR, 2%
DB THE O NIRRT (77 A0) o Z & Th D,

10. Frgett
(— AL FTHEME)

BOR/WiSR,/H2E0, 5% L b ASIICRHET 2008 D a6 T
o (Fkith) . E7c. MORR 5T WE S isd BREET OB
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(Sustainability /
Generalizability)

WEBHTOENDENEINERLNIT D (B bATaeM), %EX. v
>L (Campbell, 1969) @ [FMTZ Y% LIZIERCHMETH D, Q)
Wgsm, () (NAI7Z) GE/Di, GiDRHRE - MIEEE, (v, (DERBIH.,
(VDBUAE., (vi)Z OO SR T 5 & K,

D: #&3% & R (Recommendations and Implications)

11. #AaMb & ihim

5 oDl A A L CRARHEZ Gl 35, INE - At EHESY)
0. BT EA ML T, B 0SROIAM 2R E L CREiR T 5, Ak
DEELWIGEITIE, e e MAEHEE ) (5 DO 7 4 I F1HIIZ
LIk T 5) EITOMERH D,

WX, ZRE O =— X3 HBOR /MK FEORE (Bl RO
R EFREESOTA) IChb o L bEREY TR T 5, o, fHMiiERt
FERZEDMD AT — 7 RN —DHEH=— X (FFEE O/ BEREILE DR
FEEERR SNT25E) IS A DR b ikt 5,

12. #iLis
(FTRETHNIT)

REOFRIX, WHEEZONTWDIIEME/LRZ LTIV, 52 E
N b h FHMEAERAFHE T2 2 ENERIN T DMl EEL LT
W B RIEEIT 2 E &b,

BEZE, 2701 ~ULoiEE (Micro-recommendations) &~ 7 17 L
~LD$EE (Macro-recommendations) (207 55, I 7 8 L~LdD
REIX, BHEESCESMEIICET 2~ A T —REERS TH Y, EEH
TR ITARTH 5,

—J7, ~ 7 u LYV ORE T, BOR K, FEOHLR - Pl - BELL7
ST AIETHHIN, ZOL~ULOIREXITH 1TiE. )Y 5128
T HEE I, QBINEREZET 5 K5 22 KAREEST) . QWDBOK L
NAOERREEICT 78 A TEDMMBEIIND Z LFEOmEREMNE
KkInbd,

Fo. SHROBER MK,/ FEOFBNRIISEICRD H 22
TREEHT D, 2L, EEIIEDRW,

13. REFEMLO
FTE (FRECTH
%)

S ORI, TSR DN BA TS ENERET 521 O
W B AERT B, FFIE LRI Z DL X 2T TR LR
Wy,

14. & & 5 #
DK

BUR Wk FEOFERE AT HEE L. RTTRICHTEE L.
B BIRE T 256 % T, FHiRE OFRESLHFED LT E o 2
SEIBDITRDIEA D, FNFNDOMRIIK L TED X 5 BRREZ1TH
REEFLIRT S,

Fio, FHESKET Lich Lo, =28, FIAE, B, et Eic
BINTITO B — e 2o T hEtiRd 5,

15. A Z A

AHFEE L TRHMEOFHL] O Z & TH D, UikiHliFERICBEE L T, £
DR EHIFIZ I S U CRLak 45, @Eid, Makal il 2 £ L 7= 5l
FH L IBME OIS U7 SR BRERE AN A 2 Gl &2 i 5, 7272 L, A
BN IRV ERE BN T2 8 LTh, Ehid M
WV, A X FHB O S, AzhPE (Validity) . A HE(Utility) . 13 s
(Credibility) T& 5,

(H#) Scriven (2004) Key Evaluation Checklist (—h. E#H (ExR) NEHE),
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BOX 2 TEMEZENEERAIZKDARFFEF VI )R]
(Guiding Principles Checklist for Evaluating Evaluations)

KIS TEB I TWD TRHEE OO OREYEFA] ZHHAL TERLETF = v
JVANTHD, UTOSHATHM IS, ZOREMERANT, #5080 A 2 5o K i
EEHEATWRNWDOT, 7ur 7 b5 MiF=y 27U AL~ (PES) L LT 22 0380
bivd,

RHAIFHA A # 4 — K (Systematic Inquiry)

1E2%E7)) (Competence)

k7 ReE  (Integrity / Honesty)

N2 Zxb3 54 (Respect for people)

—f% -« ANFAEHEC KT 5 EIE (Responsibilities for General and Public Welfare)
(Hi#t)  http!//www.wmich.edu/evalctr/checklists/guidingprinciples2005.pdf

L K K IR R 4

3 THAYARHEBER (GAO) IT&d A FFHEDEEKR

(1) GPRA., GAO, OMB®OE&

BUFSERCRTE (GPRA) \ B X OF O K& HEE L C & 727 2 U W &3HRAR (GAO) .
Z LT GPRA & PHREFEAZHEEISE L ) LRAALT AV BESTHE (OMB) OREMRIX
BHECH D, B (2006), JHEE (2006) NI DHOGEE I ELFLHTNDHDOT, B
BRI,

1993 FFITHNE LT TBUNEERESLE] (Government Performance and Results Act of
1993, 1#H GPRA LIEFRE D) X, 7 A U BEMBIFOAE T, BIEEHE (Strategic
Plan) & MM E (Performance Measurement) 35X V7' 1 27 F A§EAf (Program
Evaluation) %#HEMIJ7IEHETH D, HETIE, EAER L OWELR T, 3EME X
—7y M DRRIEEH AR ET D, HIKFHE 2B E 2 T [4ERGEHE ] (Annual plan) %
WET BN, TOHP T, ¥EMEIEH (Performance Indicators) # 7 L T ¥4k H 4

(Performance Target) Z&ET %5 Z ENEHBIT DN TS (BE - hx K 2004), 7285,
ERGEHENT OMB &EHGER IR SN TRRERLILERHDH, £ LT, FEHITIE. X
HEEOERE A ZIE L T, MEREM#RE ) (Annual Performance Report) % 5 7E
L. K & #MREmE IR 5 2 L2/ o T s (i 2006), GPRA 25D < HEHEE

32




] & FERE L, 1994 FEICEITHIMA A E VD 1998 4R ) b AR E s S 417z,

GPRA ™ A% OMB & & & I2HEE L7-D1F GAO Th v, GAO I%, HkIEFHEis L UM%
BTSRRI E & F iS5 72D OB TR EORE  HENHES O EFHICHS< GPRA 0%
FERBU BT D WF2E S EH DR E,. GPRA £ 0 6 O DOHNEICE T 5 5l O L% 217 -
TWn5,

EHICHIEOE X L LTIE, OMB %, GPRA IZ X » THE S % ¥k Is L OV 0 ik
&L EIEO TR ZEB) S 572912, PART (Program Assessment Rating Tool) %
WMALTZZ ENER ST D (i 2006),

(2) GAOIZEITE 0T S5 LFHADER

GAO &, 1921 FDORE LK, B e RG24 940 L TE 7225, 1960 FIR ¥ 5
IR AATIEENFIPH 290K L, 1970 FE DB SORIER 1974 Fl A THRIEIC LY T 7T 4
AN IERUC GAO DiEFE & L TR LI DICE -7, BIETIEL, GAO OIFBEIORY: (K
90%) 2. BEROEFHICL L7 07T AFHEDFERTHD B TWD (Ff 2006), 7%V
D 10%1% GAO 23 B DY CHEfi+ 2 7 v 77 LMl TH D03, RO EHIC L5 7 n
77 LEHEAER, W FILESICRE L UKRB 2 EL 720, MiEORER 51 GAO M
H MW CEM L2 b OB ENNITHWCTE R, T a ST NFHEHRE L, @O
fliEH (7ot 25, A /37 bRk, BREREOHTE) TR SN TVD 2 ERE,
BIIE. GAO M7 9 71 7 J LAFHMIZL, THRVIRD D= DEFHEH A K] (Electronic
Assistance Guide for Leading Engagements (EAGLE)) &9 v 27 AIZ X0 HEFE
TR E NEFINCEBE SN TWD, FSHETA N, BSEFOZMN N OHREFEARE
TO¥EBEZ TEMIZDT T, ENENOBEMBOFHE ZFEMICED TND, 7T ODERE L
T, DFEBZA. GEBRLL., GMEESHOBRE, (v A vE—VHE, OF HNE
DK (REEFREOERE) . GDEEITOa AL MEZ, VIDBEEORIT, Thd (B
M 2003), LATICZEOMEZ R0, FElC oW Tk, BE (2003) Ik 206N T
WHDTEIREINT, 125 E TIZ GAO OIENEB L0717 7 AFHEH 4 EE b
Y,
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=1

GAO THYRHDE=ODEFIIEHA F] OBE

(Electronic Assistance Guide for Leading Engagements (EAGLE))

Belg

HARREEHE

() B

1-1 R

ez N2 (EAM: Engagement Acceptance Meetings)~ 0D 2 & i
ZANZ BT o TOEROFMN & 1F 00 FEE R RE
EHZADHEDOIE ONEMRE
EHZADHBOREIZONWTOEEE L DOFHF LA

1-2
1-3
1-4
1-5

Gi) ZEFHA

2-1 %E% 0BG, 2-2 ERkFL O, 2-3 EBERFOBBOER
2-4 BRAE T ~DEFn

DA 53 RO

31 EBREE, 32 HFHZ DWW TOAE (Design Matrix DR E % & p)
PG E, MEE, T XICOWTORRBREBRLTZOOERE LOSE
WMETRATH OEKGR

3-3
3-4

WA vE—UAE

4-1 F—HUE DT, 4-2 A vE—UDERK, 43 A v E—JIZONWTOEHE.

44 XEBROATE, 45 Tk L OTEHE
W) S AE ORI (| 51 WS BRI, 52 W SR O IR,

EIRE D) 53 BEBREOKR (F—H4HIC L 2 REBRRORE L KR
W) FEFOAAL E | 61 EEORE

= 6-2 # T~ REft

6-3 EBFA DI L TEE T ~DEN 2 [

(vii) #EHEDOIHIT

7-1 BETOI AL SO

7-2 HEFD AL b OWDNOFAE

7-3 TR, T-4 EREF~OFRIEEM, 7T-5 ok mt A (HE, A ¥ —F >
F~OEHEE) . 7-6 MEFRITHOEE (DR L bFE—m, REENEHLE
FHIRRLUED ROV T L E 2 —F 55D EE)

(High) 1. ME (2003) &EH1 K0k (—5EEBEE),
2. Electronic Assistance Guide for Leading Engagements (EAGLE)
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X 1

7 A hEEBRER (GAO) DR

Organization Chart — Detailed

A=E A N2
i

The Government Accountability Office (GAO)
Strategic i .
Public Affairs | | Phnnnasnd | | “paEsced Opporniyand | | Iepes
A fgg'ELasm CR [i]] I3
| [ ]
Depuy GG uaity and Field
i Coinuaus -_— )
R imerggoe Opepns
il
|
Legal Serdces S.lmﬁlgi:}rt
Adanta Chicago Loe Angeles
[elaz San Francisco
T [ Seatie
Procarenient Hunesle
Law riolk:

Wizsion and
OpeEions

BE
[ u]

Appropratiore & Budting

Chiof IrfamnationDiffizsr

——— Iredicabes 4 2upprt T aeizory relaicrebip with e
beernri rather ther s cirect reportingrshiarabip.

Information
Technalogy
T

Assurance
Fhta
Foransic
Fuditzi Special
Imwestigation
F5l

Fpplied
Research

2 hethods
2R

Adtairs &
Trade
1T

Intemational

Cloand

Depuity GAD

Education,
Strategic fubrkforce, S
I=sues

(En

Homeland
Security
& Justice
Hsd
Natural
Resources 8
Envwironment

Physical
Infrastructurs
RIT

Foquisition

& Sourzing

hianagement
A

Defensze
Capahilitie=:
hBnagement

Do

Menagenent
ard Pdicy
fnalysis

Sepbmba 2005

(H#h) http://www.gao.gov/about/workforce/orgchartdet.html

(8) GAORBIZH TS 4 25l (HBEZDENEE) DX

GAO /4, 1,000 fiHicdk L5 A #E (Performance Audit Report & & 1e) A /AFKT

% 23(Smith 2005), 45

EOEHEHIILE O L) IATObNTWDEDEAI )y, D LI 7

LN, A (1990) PERDO L HIICTHHEH L TWD, [HMEZONED EfMHS 2R+ 5720
12, GAO IZEXVNLVHNEF = v 7 DY AT LExFH-> TS, ZONEF = v 7 I3Eic

bbbl oTThILD N, IbEE 720X GAO T referencing & FEHINTWD Tt TH
5o TRTOREZIIMOPEE (evaluator) ODREZ T H, ZOMEITREZEDO—

/4

IT—ATIZOWTT =2 OEMNT LML T = v 7 T200TH D, £lo, ZORETIT

FEME S T2 T R TORNFEEFCIEEA ENREZ ITES L. TNHE AW THRENMTD
N5, ZO referencing UMb, FEIHIC L5 F = v 7 LEFHOREICE L TZMEO
Ta ) IAMIKDLZTF =y 70 T, BEIE, 10~12 » HOFREIC 1~3 » HE& &L
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THERAE T D, |

ZOWNERT = v 7 DT & & BRHNZED =00, BEHO T RO O 7= D% 1 X {E
HA K] (EAGLE) ThsLE2%, —HOEEDT T, A Xl GREEOENEH)
(BRI D ERIT 2EITON D, B 1EIEE, [56-3 HEFFEOKR GBE—HYEIZLD
WEEFRZOEE LAR) THoH, H2EAE, (61 HLAHORE B _H4EOH
EREOHFE LFMYE~OFRE) ] ThDH, BT, AXFHE TRV, BT 5%
B ~MEERBRALZEXTLTa A MEEZTLIE LTS (RZLAEBMICRKBENDS
biFTiERL, JliEa Ay FORYBWEFEET DL LTND),

TE2EITONDL A ZFHETIEILED LI RAEENRH LN TNDLEDTH S I D,
EAGLE X GAO WEliF DA > T Fy hTHY | SN T 7 AT HZ I3 TE AR
W (K2£M), 72720 EAGLE (X, ZHUCE L TAR S - AOHYFE N5 8
DEAET, TGAO O FEZAMfE) TFHMHHEE) ThY . [GAO O EZMME) £ LT, () W
AT (Accountability) . (i) 35 (Integrity). Gii) {48 (Reliability) 7236 51T
W5 (& 2003),

K2 THYRDDE-HOEFZEHA K] (EAGLE) DbryITR—

Engagement Management Process

This site is mainmained by QCl and is ;
updated frequenthy to reflect the most Process-at-a-Glance
current policy and guidance.
Click above if you would prefer to
view the entire Engagement
|_GA'I'F 1 - Engagement Acceptance ] Management Process

| GATE 2 - ln-i-t.iation : I [
A sl

Engagement Managemeant
Process Overview

QA}E 3 - Design Commitme m_____:] £
GATE 4 - Message Agreement J [ Tools by Gate ‘

|_ GATE 5 - First Partner Approval _J
A ey e

@E.ﬁ_: Agency Cu:n.}r;r-l:.enm_: e e g late ‘

]

I_G_ATE 7 - Product lssuance T e

(Hi#h) Patrick (2006). Figure 3.4

[EEFROEEHE ] & LTV LR T D DXL A TIEAR W, GAO 23T 99T
ORI HFE 4 7 TGAO 4 = —7 v 7 | (GAO Yellow Book. 1IEX4 #7 Generally
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Acceptable Government Accountability Standards (GAGAS)) (ZfEH Z L2 ~>TEY
(Sherman 2009), [FlA T v —7" v 7 BE WD 5 HEUEN T D FEHREZIT /2> T D Z L34
BITHES 7o\, 7272 LA ENIBIHIGH & 2 ki L /e 2o 7o 72, GAO RECTHRIAH ST
% EAGLE # HEZ T 5 Z LIXTE RNl &0 n, SHOBIHGHE THEIrIO LD
VEND D,

=2 GAO®MVYellow book TESHSLNTINHEHE

(Chapter 2 Auditors’ ethical responsibility 7> 5 D $ )

@ ixnyhyE
> sz tE(Independence)
> BRI (Professional Judgment)
> EWEE I (Competence)
> ERE B OVE HIRFE(Quality Control and Assurance)
@ iy FLvE
> AFofEME (The public interest)
HZE L L TOIR SV (Professional behavior)
ik (Integrity)
H#ME (Objectivity)
B O ® - BIR - AL 0@ G 72 FIH  (Proper use of governmental

information, resources, and position)

YV V V V

(H#1) GAO (2006)

(4) GAOIZHITH A2 5E FHEHRS) DERR

GAO NENTFTeT7va 77 LFHliow < 573 F Synthesis report Th b, 2F 0, 1<
ONOFHfREEEZ L B2 — LTHRE LIEHREE TH D, FL4RHINEE THL L/
T F U LZF—0 GAO O 7' v 7T Lt - FiEROJFE (Director) 72 72 R
GAO O~ v 7 Z Lt « F15# (Program Evaluation and Methodology Division) 2 &
- 7T, The Evaluation Synthesis & BT 2 |EZEPERINTND, ZOFTIE [FHMEH
B DERERDO L IITHE~TND,

[FFf#E A (Evaluation synthesis) X, $3llo 7w 77 NMZEAT 527 747 2 b

(Clients) (ERFOFHMZFEE) OfFH=—XZHTT2DIATDIL, W< 29D~

DWMEEND, S SNIZFEELRET HERNRTFRE TH D, iUz, W< ohodk
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WO E R 2 & 522 CORE LT, & D B, EWIEETT, 1#) AXIZ X o> TER S
TR s DR R A N L THRE T 21F(TH 5] (GAO 1992: 1 & 6)

ZLT, GAO (F, SETEDL T BT T ANERENEARNENER LI=0H
ZEND T2 E W DR DOERICK L THE 2 720z, f a2 W TE e bk~
TWD, ok, FHIHGOMR LR Db &b & OWMEFIL. GAO ER L 72 il F.
BT OMER LT-FHEHR S ETH Y | TAREZRIR 0 2RO lm G ELIET 5] & LT
% (GAO 1999), FHlHEIZE Y . HDFFEDNAITE (Frr T L) BT b3 EHHY
AT MEEHET HZ ENTE S, £, JONATE (Tar T L) TEheE
NOGE TNANARINBBEN N R EL T 508, BEOGHFEREHET 52 LIZX
0D ZNOINBERIC L D2 ENEMEN T, L0 — KR A 37 MEZHEET 5 Z &0
ATREIZ 72 D DT,

BEOFMIEFELINE L T, BB L2V RENICHITT 5 2 &i2id, O & SOk
HEEALTET 20 LITHIOE®REH D, BEOMEELREINT DI L THOTH
REERDFENH D LML, EICLL FOFEEFZEL T D,

x3 A5EHE GHEHRS) OFR

(7) =2&% (Impactees) DX A T ENADH A T o —H S THREZFHAT S

(1) FRICEERN TR ZWEN L ChREHIT 5

(7)) FHETLHEREHIT D

() BEERT T MALIELT TEGHRIE] ORRET TR bHT 2
() TAMTHICLDDROLEREEET D

(#) WHLEZY Y —F T A DN TEET D

(Hi) GAO (1999)

IRON—NZ, FHlifEE & LT SO EEBERIC W TR Lz, Fio, LB
xR L OVERD - IEEEMKE TIECO W THIIZE L, 2B, fHMEFREATH [ifiE
HIW AT O D DT, FHlE eI 2 ARIC K D LV E 2 —IlE RN HIZRDIEA S E
IITRIES TV D) LRI L TV D, FHMERAIC LY, (R4 THZELZ LS %) HAEFIE
ZERME LT, FREZRIRY NU TN REIE 2155 RE LB TN D,
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F®4 GAOIZKBEEME#HKS (Evaluation Synthesis) D FIIE

@ &L EERH
DIER

|

Gi) BEECAE (ATREZRIR Y £
OIS &) DOk

|

(ii) WY) 7 FEMHR S E D 2
7)== (GE&HR)

]

Gv) FTARE S O HEHIRS
5 oD Eifii

|

(v) ARG O EE (FTHE
INE D INEE) D FRFTE

|

(vi) FEAmHEE O FEhE

|

(vii) IS MIT R 5 - FHED
W

@ iHt & DOH BB (DEIZ SN DS EMARIR) T
I, ROEMBRIRS LD,
(1) SRR ST 2
(2) 7TurJ0E EZTHIZE >THRN D -T2,
DV 727 o T 2
(3) HHET BT T LI THETLOMN?2HIDF N
HadE, BEOLFIT, 7 nr T he R
é%ﬁ®%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ4P?4VﬁﬁW@#?
HARE I, TEMICE T 28 /M
operations questions) & 7w 2 Z AZhRICET 5EM
#f] (Program effects questions) MNEXE 3D Z L%
(A%

( Program

@ FHoF A DOER (iv) THWLNDHS
LBV THD,
<EEWNFIE>
—EHh BB (Average effect size) % #tH 9% (Glass,
1981)
—i A EME (Combined Significance Test) % ZEffid
% (Rosenthal, 1978)
<EMHFE CGEEERFE) >
LUF D 5 HEEN B %,
(1) 7« r—ARXH5 ¢(Single case studies)
(2) FEE

D FEFRD

7R A S8 (Nonquantitative aggregate

studies)

(3) EEWEIZHE T 2IEE & 26 WS
(Nonquantltatlve information in quantitative
studies)

(4) HPZ2HIK(Expert judgment)

(5) AL ¥ = —Narrative review of collections

of research studies)

(H#) GAO (1999)
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4 THAYVATHREEFET (OMB) [2& 54 ZFHEDERKIKR

(1) GPRAIZ& 7055 LFHEDETE T
1993 £ GPRA OEAIZ LV | KHITITIE, BWIKEFHEOKE « FEig - =XV 772
FTIER<, Tu s T ARHMEOER S BHAMT b,

(2) OMBIZ& B A%5fi: PARTDEA

—7J7, OMB Tld, sk DA E & #fHT Y —/1 ) (Program Assessment and Rating Tool
(PART)) &9 {EfA% VT, GPRA THBET ONIEIEREST 7 7 7 LFFHE D
ERAEINATON TN D NE I DETETH & LTWD, FETCERmINTT BT T
LIHMEORERZFMMT 2L VD Z&IE, TRODLAXFETHY ., ZOREERLEDL DT
o CVDEDENET D Z L BNAIEICE s TERETH S, OMB Tid, SH/TEHYS
HEEE S, A ZFHEOIERICH =5, TRIC PART TED LR TV DR & BLRICONT
DOEIE 218~ 5,

x5 PARTOHBERMEE SESE

trvarl Tl I A0RMETFA Y GRS, YA N 20%)

Ta T I LOHBET YA D BED OB T D b ONE AT D,
v va 2 ERIEEHE GRRIZ 8. U=+ k 10%)

Ta T ANEME X OHERICET 524 72 BRE L A2 Fr o TV D E R T 5.
v rar3 T rIa e wxTAN GRIETR, YA b 20%)
WMEECRER N2 ED, BIFOT 0T 5« w32 VA MagfiT+ 2%,
Yrvard T lITLORREET A EY T 0 GRS, =4 b 50%)

HEE « RIS LT, ERIMLOFMEAZ B LT, 712y 7 LAOFEE LR ITT 5,
(Hi) &= (2008)

Mhi SR DA L&A1 Y —v ) (PART) OEAREHE & T OEMIC OV T, ZEi (2008)
PEONAR L T DD TRHIERSI I 20, SUTICHIIE 2R~ 5%,

BALUK 10 420 25808 L7z GPRA TS 2 ER LT, ZHOEIRE LR eT —4
(FEEREORFELENE) ZPFEH LI —FH T, TNONTHRERSLTRAE & 47 L b B
LTWD DT TIERWZD, TBER= A b EEROBFR (BAZNR) AR, MR
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& L CTHEERER OB PR ERAHE DO~ XD A MZBWTHIZERAEN STV
W WO RTEoll &g (i 2008), 29 LKA WET 272D EAS D
W THSRDOAEE & #&fHT > —v] (PART) Thd, WFE, FETNEHD1OT 0T T L

Zalixtg & L CERE LT, £TI3AITH S PART Z@H L CRHMiliZ4T 2 2 LI K D EF
i 5= 4 Ek L < OMB IZ#2HH3 5, OMB Tik, TH%E#E (Examiner) 2S#HAR L
OEAT T 21TV, ZOFEFRIZESWT OMB W T TR Z D | RAEAICES TR
TORMETRIZOZORMELIAT D LT >TWD (£ 2008),

SFEV., PART X, 077 L0HK - 7HA - BIEEHE - THEOHREA B JUR
EBRHTHD2PRFISNLDT, v 77 LFHIOY =L ThoHEFE 2D, I HIT
077 LORRRIZE L TN ZiHliRE R4, B0 OMB 23 F = v 7 T 1FE08H Y (1

DER 2.6 LEM 4.5), TORITTEATIAZFMOFETHDL LB E XD, Afifin

&, BEORAZFHHICEAZEN TR T D,

2B, PART X450k 7 v a AT, VoA FbENEIED, T2 & 2T,
27 a v IViTal I hORREET AT ZEVT 4 ICHT DT =A b2 50% & FE
WIZEL< oo TWE—FT, A7 varvoFsfiidtraoftho b bK< 72
STWHZENERHEIND (DT 7 > a2 R T76-8T R THLIOICK LT, BZ v a1V
13 49 5. (FY2009)),

WONR—IN [ PRIV PART O4L@EaRH & Fl AL 2 # L=, 2005 4
FERDOLDOTH DM, BAED 2008 FFEHADH D LENIRV, ZOHFT, 7usF LGt
i PE3 HFLHA D2 DIE, EM 2.6 LE 45 ThDH, EHHH, FHITHHICL-T
Ta 7T LAFHEN RSN TWENE SN LTEET D Z LIilhoTWD, Led»> T,
TR A ZRHE GHEOERIRGE) (CHT-D1EEE LS 2D,
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&6 TFEEHICAW:-PARTOHERMEEREE (2005 F£H)

v a7 u s A0RNETFA Y 20%
(a7 LAOEETYIA D, B THOMET 2 b O % 5F)

1.1 7w 77 50 B,

1.2 7ur I A%, BT 28 - FlE - =— X335 H D,

1.3 a7 7 A%, EEEE, MEBUF, HFBUFCRENCE T 2MoBHE & \EE L2 &
T A ENTNDH,

1.4 7arl 707 ANZEBNT, 0T T AOHRDFELEEZELR O L O KA
AV

1.5 7uZ 7 A%, TOEEMNER LS EFICBET LI, HDHWE, Trr T
LD HBTHEZENZIST 2 L 91, 2R BEEAE Eénfwé#

T 7 va v ILERIEAYEEE (Strategic plan)  10%
(a7 7 L0, B IOFERICET 22472 HAZ & EIE 2 R > TU 5 5 & 3

2.1 7 r 7 A, RO BARN R EHIEEEE (Fn 77 Ao RICET 5
LOTHY, POT T TAOHNEERODIETHKMT HH0) BRESNLTVD
D

2.2 TurT7 A%, EMoEEERKIC BLDHREESS A BT L= H D,

2.3 7us7 AL, @%ntﬁm&%%&ﬁ&%mhﬁ(7m77A®E%E%@%&

WINT 72 ERRLEZ R L 9 26 D) BERE SN TN DD,
2.4 a7 AIE, BIROFEFIZHT T, XR—=AT7 4 EHLINRBIEEND DD,
2.5 #«fwﬂ—%%—<xﬁﬁm%i$ ZRthe. BASHE . BUFICEBIT Mo/ —
FT—5) X, v s T LAoEHIE XOHIRO BROERICHT T, ¥EEE T L

TS D,

2.6 | EU)ZRHEPH - HAA T M LIZRHliAY, EHRICS L <IFBEITS T T, %%ﬁfﬂ
77A®&§%\ﬁ%¢\%%'ﬂ%°;~x TR L7z 2 G Rl o0 72 8
ESNDTETH D0

2.7 THEKRIIT 07T LOEMB XIOEROERBEOZESRRRIIS U b D Lo T
WD, TRT T AIBERERITZ, 2O TEIZBNT, BN EAEOS LT
PRI TVD D,

2.8 70T A, EOEIKIGHEIZH T HFREICH LT, BEEHORIREZH L TE

v a7 a 77 5A0~F2 YA b 20%

MEHESCUEE N2 G, AITICED 707 T L0~ F Y A2 NEKATT)

3.1 AT, EEZHBEZLOEEMEOH 2 EREREY, EHHICIEEL TWD D, Fiz,
BITIEINOOERE, 7077 2EEFH L CEREPUET D Z EITIEH LT D H,

3.2 HHABO~F—T ¥y =71 s 7 LEMONN— N F—X, Tr s T L0EM, A7
Va—, EERFIHELTETLEZRIZ LTS,
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3.3 BEEEFMNELZETHINEZD, £, ERLEZEBRNOTEZOIZESL I N,

3.4 Tars T NF, FOEMIELTHEE (BAXIE) ZHE LI OERTH72D0
Fix (BI2E, migbT A b, 2 X Mg, 1T B olsE, @ois ey 407
) BFEEo TV DN,

3.5 Turs TNk, HET MO 7 ST AOFEECH IR 72 T TV D D,

3.6 ZuZ 7 AL, MEIHTOYRY ALY FEFEHEL TWDH,

3.7 TulIhE, vRXVA N EORMIZH LT, BEEH OISR EHE L TE2D,

v va IR T T LADRRET IV ZEY T 4 50%
(BAE - FEIEICR G LC, o ii4@ C T, 7' 7 T LAOEFEEAT)

4.1 7u 77 A%, REIOEFBEOZERICHIT T, @UREREZ R L THD,

42 Tuar 75 (BIXOZEONR— =) X, FROEEFHEZ ERK LTZD,

4.3 777 LAERODERE (BRI 1L, BFEOEBAEOBRICEL T, dEL
TWHEER DD

4.4 77T AOERL. BB LORBECIAMOFERO B ZRF>7 17T AL
NTUHFE LVRILEF R DD

4.5 | - Ba2 AT M Ui, Y%7 n 7 7 A8 THY . TOHME

EERL LTS LRl LTV 52,

F:vZ arNOTzA MIOMB &OWEHEICI VBT LICRESNS,
(High) 723t (2008) OFRZERA (—#, EE (ExK) BELH)), £72. OMB (2008) %
LT,

(8) PARTIZEITS A A FHED M

Wiz, & 2.6 LE&f 4.6 L VFEMIC A TAH 5, £7. ER 2.6 ©BIRA 72 E RITUA
TOLSIZ->T% (OMB2008:30-32), & <IZ{ERSNLHRE LTI, 7o E)
EHERT D720, WSR2 FERHONENL Z ENHERINTWD Z & & SN
SNTWHZEThAS,
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&7 F%ME 2.6 OFFM

2.6 WY eFPH - HAA T AN LRy, EHIMICDH LI BEZISE U T, YL~
07T AOWESS, AiE, ME - FlE - =— XS L2 HEEORMED 720
W2, Ei S5 TFETH DD,

Hil 0 ST =~ Y AT 5% ¢ v T2 ED BI-0IC, A T ADRVEE%

EHHNCH D WE=—ZN DD L ZIIBMTEDL Z LERIET 5,

YES 7= D% : YES D72 DIZITLL FIZ DWW CRELZ /R LRI C& 2 2 &)

VETHD,

Vo 7ar 7 NE, DTSR SN AT L O Rkl 2 TR & Th D,

—mVE

— 1 ) 72 P

— AT AN (PLTHDH, ML THD)

— 70T LDOYELEIET HIOITESNCE RS ND

(1) & _(Quality) : FHiilL, 7w 7 T LNRICET 2R AT D722, +531T8
HTRITE R o220, BT, R U FEIC L - 0) &b & il s
PEM T 2 FEZ IR L Z s oMl cERiEIR oy, 2L 23X, 7072k
Lo aBR7e LIk, A L8y RERET D Z LRIV TN D, il Z A 7 OFH
T7u—F, Ll 2T RLEFHHENTBUERT YA L 81X, e ST LA0A
N7 ML THRRERZRMILT 72459,

(2) #iPH (Scope) : #Hffilx, 7’777 AD—MllETiXR<, 707 T LARKRDFAEIR
A HNZFEE LT e iuid7e B 7220,

(3) MNZHE : JNZCTH B 7=12iE, FIEEFHK (Conflict of interest) 7372< . 7y D/3A
T AR (=RRAED) B K> TRl T o R 67220, & LAST
R0 7T LNHE=HITTHMNERE T 256 2R, £ 0% =F I+ MR TR
X7 720, G, BITOMEE (Inspector General) HAHWNEIT 17T A
PSS L > TITON DG EITIE, ZNLIEFMNITH D L A7 S D,

(4) BE: 70 7T AFMOEHROEE &2 RO7T2DIZ, EHIRICEH S ialde H 722w,

TET VRS TF=H BT URE LT, IS T A E (FEhEARR) . 3 KO
A EE GHio Z 7, P, B, ML ORI 2847 2 JEHESE) Mg & vl
IRHIR,

(M) OMB (2004)

Iz, &M 4.5 O BARBIZRERIZLL T DO X 91272 > Tvd (OMB 2008: 55-60) , FaAH
B 2.6 ZIEEEL TV B, FHRAMIEICIRE L TRV SEERICER > RBII 72 TR
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Lo CHEMNERSNIZ0E 9 MICER LTW5,

&8 Exf4 5 DM

4.5 WO FPE - HA AT AMAL L HlNE, U T ST ARNERITHY ., TOHK
ZEER L TV D ERHl L TV D A,

HHEY : JUSEIOREHRFH A, a7 T ATWRAINE D AL TS 2 &,

ZOBEMIZ, RS, EEREFINEFIEEZRET D ERARENICE LN r ST

LZESTHETH D,

YES ©7= D # 5 : YES O 7= DIZITLL FIZOW TRl Z 7~ LIREIZFIBI T 5 2 &3

WIETH D,

Vo ORSEDORRARIREHE N, e 7T ATNRANE D D EHE L TS Z &, B
i, ERY 2.6 TERS NV TWDEILYE PN MSL D 3 SO HHEITHE
I EMNRHLND,

ZOERITIEL [Not applicable] (D 572\, 2TOT 07T A%, E, #H, ML
DOEFEFR T L ) ICFH 2 g lX7e 62w, FEL<IE 2.6 2R &,

TETFURSTF=H BT AL LT, iR, U — TR, BURERK. 2o
L OINIHERS . GAO, H 2D WIIHEE (Inspectors General) 73BEfR L 75l O
Difeam DERINIEH SN D&, 723, HM 2.6 LHR - TEREHRSNDSTHAS D
A EFENE T BT RTIER ) 29, FERICER S RHERER SO A 2T e
T AN T D,

(M) OMB (2004)

(4) PARTIZEITS A A FHEDEM

ST, E 2.6 TELSN TE&Z25HE) &3 EfETOTHAS 55, OMB D& X
27077 N, AR T 07T AOMMRICEHT 2B R ET ALK DD ?
(What Constitutes Strong Evidence of a Program’s Effectiveness?) | Tl figan S
TW% (OMB2004), £ L2 ERDSHEFERHITHNTEY, ZET U ANBITH D
G (=Eits TH DNEE) IR HNATNDEBZXBND,
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£9 OMB MAATOISLDMRICETIBRABIETORAEERT 50?1 OIS

® 7 ¥ AMbkiidEk (Randomized Controlled Trials (RCT))

FUELT YA AN (BIEREIYE) X TR I am@lT 27— L
MUBRWITN—=TIC5 05 2 ICE0 | MBS 07T LORRE2RES L5HET A
o
@Direct Controlled Trials

@J% TR RIEFT LB DN DM ER 2 A NEEEH T L 2 LN TE 56

EHEEH L CTRERKIZZNEICL TS, 7Tar T AOMREHET 57
#4/o$m%%%iﬁ%%fﬁw%néo
@®Quasi-Experimental

7 MEERW RN EBIEPRICHE V =T 2 ME LT, e T AOHR

ZES HRHET YA
@ Non-Experimental Direct Analysis

T 7T NEEH LT I =TT 2 BER T DRI T A v, IRERYe b o TR -
FRET A ]

@ Non-Experimental Indirect Analysis
AL UM ZE S 2R E L CRME D EEBIZIC L VRl 217 9,

(M) OMB (2004)

FROKIZHD L HIITOMB OHA K74 0%, 7 o X MUEGRER 2 <X N ik s
LTHERL TWD Z 23005 (GAO 2005: 27)

72%, OMB @ % % 7fi# (OMB examiner) & 457l OFHHHH Y % (Federal evaluation
officials) DT, FHEDEZ ED X HIZEHET 2LV —EOFEmMNTTHOIL TN D,
F 9, 2004 £ E |2 OMB /¥ Interagency Program Evaluation Working Group # .5 I
FT—HOFEMm AT > 70, BITMOFALHE S F 13 OMB 25 Ttk 707l 2 Ik < E
LTV Z LITBEEZRIL TS (GAO 2005: 28-29),

Z D%, 2005 FFFRICHUEE D HON b - & b L B S FHI Y 7' v —F 1221 T
F Lz, TNHROFE 10 TH D,
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®10 AFAIOFMEELEDCRA : TOJ S LNROFMDI-HDTH A >

@ FutbR/TURNILDE=LY U - F
FANCRE SN BEE (H) LD,
® FLERET L H - L—T
FEhti 7 N—T DI T, FRTFZILEZIT O,
® FUERET L KB L—T
WL LIl 7 — 7 2% E LT, i E4T 9,
® 7 ¥ AbiigAER
Z U HMMUIZE DN AR ERET D,

L72>L. OMB (% 2007 fEDEEET Y, HA X ADOKIEZRRE LI fTo T LT, 7nm
TT DNBETMT D2 DDRA ST A b LT T & MM A #H5E L T b,

5 FAYHHEELE (DOE) I2& %4 2 FHENDEEIRER

TAVDZEBT DA ZFHEOFA E L TRBIER SNDENHRO—2NT A U THEAEIZ
£ Tmes o x (BB (S Thad, ISR Zik <%, 7o, =
DENENZDOWTIEL, L (2006) NEL FEHTWHDOT, BlESE IV,

(1) NCLB&E TTETUR (RZMBH) ITEDHFE)

Ty aBHII S ESERGEICRVMAT AT CTHLEALCONBEELETH D, T
AU T DEE LI ORI RFE a0V - FBHE. IRon = TRZ A
TEHT 572012, HEPICHER S D EBOONT-HEREKEZP LN LTE D LIiiRIc
HAWCTEES T2 L2 IE L,

29 L7 8 % BAR L L7228 2002 FFICHEWIRO IR 2321 TRAL LT Ttz — A
HLIED ZIFHUZ L722WiE% ) (No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 : NCLB %) Thb, 7
AV DOHEERKEZRE LD LA HME L, FROFIRICKIRRKEHELRO D Z &
Lol iz, FkoFEambEEny TR 2B LB ONATH o7z, £ LT THR]
BT PRI TR EAHEET 5 L &I, R 2H 72 2 22Kk DX
RFRICE KT HZ B L TV,

TIEEHIRCHT THR) ZHOLNCTHOTHAH 0?2 Z 212 NCLBIEORENH 5,
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NCLB #13, =5 2k < %] (Evidence-based Research) # Hfl4 % & LT
W5, LT, T RZESHE] THOME (OF 0 THR)) D3HERR S L7z sk
DINHEIRTREZRTT D L HITRD TN D,

FRTIE TmEF A S EETOTHS 9 H, NCLB #% 9101 & Tid, [EBEED
OMER BT 2 %Y TEHE T DR A 155 T2 O O ks « KRHINDEBUN 72 Tt % O
MAEZLE] Th-o T, BRRCIE, BIELFERICEED S EFEITE., GGEL > 7
— BN, FEBR - BRERT VA LR AW ENEEND L S ([ 2006),
2L, FEHEOERITLT LHIETIZARW—F5 T, @R PEIL =7 A5 <
WE) ORI END ZENROBNTZ LD, BERE TRALRILNEN 7= L
Sho,

ZORWAEZIT T, TAYBHBERICEY | HERTET AL TEMT b2
BEBOMA & FEh . =2 —F—7 1> KU —44 K| (Identifying and Implementing
Educational Practices Supported by Rigorous Evidence: A User Friendly Guide) 23#iE
ENTAREINZ, RTA FTE, TET U REEHT 57200 FECHIKIC W CEEH
IR SN TVD, ZORDTROEHRARTET VABELND DL, T MEik
B (b5 RCT) 72 &R EhT,

(2) FA)IBEAEICK D AZFFHED LA : What Works Clearing House

TETVARKESSEBEE LR SEL-0I01E, EBS NI HRESRIICEI L T,
BEBGRE RS DAL RNETH D, TOLELIT 2010, BHEEPAKR L
D »3, What Works Clearing House (WWC) WO A TH S, FMRTIUT ol H3H%
RET 2 DINOERIAE ) LD Z &2 5 5 WWC IE, BEE L T OB HIEHT (Institute
of Education Science) 725% v > ~/LM[EFHE (Campbell Collaboration) & H:[FTHA% -
HEZIT>TVD (BHEAOMMN (X3) 2Z8), WWC I, ZHEICEDLBOR, ik,
IEE), WEOFEIEICHONT, BEF CTEOSWL E2—%2#MtL, =7 RICHET5(E

FHCTEXAERMRE 2D EHAE LTS (M1 2006),
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X3 #HELEDHERR

Office of the
1 Secretary [
Center for
Faith-Based and  _ Office of . Risk Management
Community Communications Service
Initiatives and Outreach
Ny NI A
International ™ Office of == Office of the %Z H BE 74 ZErT
Affairs Offic ice of the N N,
airs ¢ General Counsal s (WWC %@ = )
Office of the = "
Deputy ce of Inspector | ||
Secretary General
Office of Safe and Institese oT| LA [EEOTTCI N
Drug-Free Schools Adult Education
Office of Offi o o Office of
Innovation and — “?fuh;scml = Postsecondary
Improvement q Education
Office of Special Office of P
Education and || Legislation& || L m{:?:;mﬁ:t:‘k
Fehahiitative Congressional Colls & Univs Statf
ervices ) ffairs
Office of English _ WH Initiative on
Langusge | | Officeof the Chisf | L 1ripal Colleges and
Acquisition N L Universities Staff
Office of
Elamanl:r\l and || Office of
Secondary Management
Education
el b Office of the Chief
Educational - Information Officer =

Excellence for
Hispanic Americans

Office of Planning,
o— E jionand

Budget —_— Policy

Development

(Hi#) U.S Department of Education ® 7 =7 %A1  (http://www.ed.gov)

(8) WWCONY RTyIICRE SNz A 2 FTHEDOFIE

WWC Ti&, 7 v & Lfbtbigadiize &2 H U CTER - 21 S 2 R 7225l S E o e
WD, FEEOHRICET 2 WMEHFLBE L CEL, 2R ZNOFMREFICE LT
Zati 21T 9, £ L THRERNZ LTGRO REFISRB SN TAIMEOEE N DOMAE
DHEIZEY, YR o —ahR % TarE Luvahi) (Positive effect) 725 [HER 72 %)
1 (Negative effect) FT6BPETHEiGT 2 & LTW0D, & L TGRED LR RZED
FTORZFHOMBIEE AR L, ZHEBRE K LT, (TAHERE LITASKERE L 22\ D h,
OIEREREEL TN D, HBEBREITTNESRL T, BET L SN Mik%E, BHO
FX - PR THEAT 2720 ORWHEHC T2 Z L1 D,

WWCD [FfiE « KNS RT w7 | TiE AZFHIOT 8 s a3 zRO K5 IZED T
Wh, B ANV FT7 w7 TR TAZFHE] LW HEEEEH LTS b Tidkl,
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LEa—EW0 ) RN HEEZEA LTS Z L ICEET2LERD D,

x11 TFEE-BENVRFTvI ) ICEBEShi-AFFHEOFIE

1. LE2—xREFORIE
(1) VB x—xt R85 ORE
(2) FAEBREFOMBR
(3 (LE=a2—xgnlr e LTo) HIRErED R
2. MAHmEEL 2 —1FE%
(1) v¥=2—7vt A (The review process)
(2) b7 2pk#E (Evidence standards)
G) DT YA > (Study Design)
Gi) o T NAEM DS OBIVEE S (Attrition)
(i) RCT (2 & 2 RIE MO (Establishing Equivalence in RCTs)
(Gv) ®$H1%EK (Confounding Factor)
(v) FHERNT- &2 o7=H#H (Reasons for Not Meeting Standards)
(vi) #7TIE « fE1E (Correction and Adjustments)
3. LEa—#REoLtnELD
(1) FZ77 MREEDIERK
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(4) Bl EZEDOIER & Ak

(H ) Institute of Education Sciences, Department of Education (2008)
PLEDOFFHEEIZEDSNT, FEROFHEHREEICE L TA XMl 21T 5 DT THHD, &

B OMEBEICTH I NT-AZMEDESVOMAE LI LD | Yk sk O — IR0 R % LA
T D6 EEOWNTNNZ AN THmTHE LTS,

50




£12 WWCOHMBL—T 124

HE LR
(FEDZR)
(Positive Effects)

HELWHREZRTBARZET VARS D L &b, ThE kb X 57K
KOTET AR,
T EOMERHFEIFIICHERRIEOERE TR L TR el &b %
DHHO—oN, WNWCTEF v ZHEHEZRT- LT 5,
FaBICH BRADMREZ R THIFENR0,

ORI E LW
R (GESHICIEDS)
F)

(Potentially Positive

Effects)

HELWHREZRTIET VARG DL E EBIC, T bES X5 Rkto=
EF AR,
D7 &b OO RN FHNCHERIEDOZR, H 2D WITAERICE
ERIEOHRERL TN D,
A EOICHBERADDRERTIHEN 20 E & I, AEICEE 2 IE
DOIFERTIIIEL B D D WIEZN L0 b D72 B DRFZED TR 722
ZhE (Intermediate effects) %/~ LT\ 5,

BREWRR
(Mixed Effects)

—BLARWROTET U ARH D,

DI &b — DO ERPHFHFICHERIEDO R D 2 WVITAEN 22 E
R EOSFEE AT LRI, D7 &L — 2O EN R ENICa B
ADONED B VEIAECEERADHRERLTWA, ZELES L
BAORRZ T THIEDORN, Z 9 LEIEORZRTHIROREBZ TV
AN

DI &b — DO EPFFFINCH BRI D 2 WVITARE R A EE
RAE T LRI, ZNOOHEOH LY b, FRIBAREELZRLTY
DLRRGEDEE D ITIN% N,

DRI TIIRY EONRICET 2 EENRTEF A7 (No affirmative evidence of

(No Discernible effects) .

Effects) AT TN E H D WIIAERCEE R R E R TIFER 20 (IEDEE
THROEETY) .

HOBICEBHRS | GEMNRDRICET 2T o ARS L L b, Tk kRS K5 72Kt

R oA
#)

(Potentially Negative
Effects)

TET VAN,
DI &b — DD ERPHHFICHERADHIE, H 2D WITAREMICE
TRIEOREZTRLTND,
MEHFRICH B RADREZ R THER 2, H5 VIR FICHERA
DINFD D VIIAREINCEER B DONE A R THIROED ., #eat B H
BRIEORD 2 WIIARBEICEERIEOREZRTIFROL LY £

V,
BENLR BEBRICEAL TRAORTET U ARG L L blc, Fhzxr kRS X5k
FRDOBER) DT ET v AR,

(Negative Effects)

O EOWREPEHFICABERAOIRERL TR Dl tbE
DHEBEDO—oR, WWCTZEF v AR LT3,
HETHNCA B 7R IEORE R TWFEN 2,

(H#) Institute of Education Sciences, Department of Education (2008)

51




6 MRMEER

TAUATRESNTE R L TAZFHE] OAROEWRIE, k2515 - 7¥ A 1
Lo THDOENWTET U ANGLNTZNE I ELTHELALTET VAL > Tinkt
B« BB RRmRNEH SN E ) DERGET D1E(L VWO 2L ThD, o, TOE
PROMER L. A Z oy TRl S ) &V O BEREVTHWLNLSLETH, £,
BEOL L L EDOFMREEOENTF =y 7 SNDHIEIIRD, KETIE, TAUHITE
529 Lic AZFHEOE KA, GAO, OMB, £ L TR bIEH SN TWDH T AU W
BAOFG N THNT Lc, BARIZET 2 BORFHI O FZEIT LTI T ORR 245 %
ZENTED,

(1)

(2)

TAARRA ZFHEF =~ 27 U A M) Ot - KE

ARETHEMIMH LIS ONDF =y 7 ) X M EEE 2T, HARDRBIZE D
ALFHETF = v 7 U X M ERBEPRGE c REL TART LI LNEDOND, #
BABHBERT 5130, thoBTTHbENLEZFIATLZ L2k, A O
WEZEOEZHTNOT =y 7 THIENTEDLLIITRD, o, AWREALT
BIENRETHIRS SN ZENRIADL, ZOZEZEBL T, AKRIZBITD
BRAHEOE RN mE D L B2 LD,

T BT AOBEIIET DA

— 5T, AIPNEDOENTET VA RONOHEwIE. T AV B THREICHE D b
WTEY, TETUADERENEG DD OFET Y A > Ok & ONERL % R~
L7V A REER L TAKT D Z LICIXEERERE BT 5, OMBRT A U I #
BEOFIZAOND L OIZT o # MR (FBRTV A ) BERbEELVE
WO RIENRRLS 7o T D —FH T, TR 277 & 28 BV
(Donaldson & Christie 2005), 4 1% O D BB % fL5F 2 MR D 5,

52



(BE) 7THAIATEITEHFBAMER

GAOIZHIT DB OB EMEIIZ(L L TE o & SN THB Y, LAFT (1960FRE T) X
SHTEOEREREFOLONE NS T2, 1970 UIRRIL, AMITE R, ALEORS, &
B, DEY, STELHERLCE RS AR L T (BH2003) &b,

T A YA TERFRABICEL > TEHMIAM G ST g, &<z, A EBURFR
FEENFER ANMPHETIR & 72> T D, AHLBURFAE LR (M.P.P: Master of Public
Policy) THZ LNAHFEIL, EORFFETHIZZER —ThH o, BHEIT=T7HHE & EIRF
HO2BEMxIZhoTWh, a7RBEL LTI, LTFTO5 208 H Tk I TS Z
ENEBTHDH, o, —HORFTIZZINITMA T, BRERSITHNLETH D55
VAAY SR

—3 7 uRE

— R B
—ial (FLARER)
—V AT AR
—NHBOR (FLHERR)

FEORFE X, EE, ATECRE L (MLP.A. Master of Public Administration) LN
iifﬂl%%ﬂkj: (M.P.P. Master of Public Policy) ® 2 >OHKZ TH@EDO T HEH TH Y
NEBORAHELRETIESBICUTO L) RBREBAZBEST L2 LI > TV 5E
MEN (T2 L ZORY TR |

— IR - AL
—eatT — & it (BEEURDHT. 24 &)
—7'v 77 L
—BUR ST
—FrERBOBRREE (BE. REL TR, EFRBFEE)

S 512, National Association of Schools of Public Affairs and Administration
(NASPAA) &5 FIRAS, — D REEA 72 LT AILEOR - AIATERFFEICR LT 138
ikl (Accreditation) #1T-> TRV, £ OFRAEHENVEIRIEOZEE Z L= LT\ D,
FHERAILER K FREIT T X TNASPAADOGRGEZ S L TV A, FBAEE S5 729011
—TEOEENRREINTWD, TORINT, VX7 AIETLIEERHY, T
W79 e OIT ERDO X DA 2 o F— FRBAZMA L Z L RVHITR>TND, T

53




O LTeH 22T T, FELNELBORRFHREOR BMAITIZE A LR —ER>TNDD
2o o, TNENORH THHAINL2HZREGZEIEL ST AL U F— R VDO H
5, T2 21370 77 LAl CHILX, Rossi, Lipsey & Freeman (2006). Evaluation: A
Systematic ApproachH W& < AWV HILTWS L, %U@%{ﬂi%ﬁo%{j\ (] 21X Weiss,
C. (1999). Evaluation 2nd edition) %ff 5356 CHLARITIZER L TH D, LT,
EDORFBEAZFEFE L THIE CEIR & [E Uiz & iz-o Tf_)\ﬁ#%tﬂéﬂ’bé el Nl
TWb, TOHFEOEIN, nYy 72TV IRERT A v - RUFERT A Th

C AEBORKRF 2 AL TELZ2hkFT2EH T, Zhool& L HEEZML 20
%@iwﬁw&aof%@:fi&m Z O & DR CHA - 7 Uz S icod e
MABLTLDZEN GAOIZL D7 1 7 T el DB &2 R ORE RERIZ /> TV 5D,

(% Cwk) National Association of Schools of Public Affairs and Administration
(NASPAA) (2008), 35 X OFEFE R AILBUR KFEFLO KR — Li—

54




