L‘»‘- airiti Library

AXEEFEMDOIEL Y 35 5l 75
b BRI S0 BT s

On Theories of Program Evaluation and the Restructuring of Its Methodology

doi:10.6635/cpar.1993.2(2).02

th T EGE, 2(2), 1993
The Chinese Public Administration Review, 2(2), 1993

{E#/Author © KEE)T(Chung-Yi Lin)

H#/Page © 27-96

HH AR H #A/Publication Date *1993/03

5 FIARI SRS » SHHREEDOIZEN - AEEDOLK A 481 BV IEHEAT & B 230 -
To cite this Article, please include the DOI name in your reference data.

SR {5 AR SUBRDOIK A 48k 1 TiE4s

To link to this Article:

http://dx.doi.org/10.6635/cpar.1993.2(2).02

DOLZEEir 3% HIRE (Digital Object Identifier, DOI) FYFETE »
BB CEEAF AR EAE— 3R RIS
FHA K JE4E Ko 5 | % e S -

EAEISAIE 2 DOIfE &
HZE  http://doi.airiti.com

For more information,

Please see:  http://doi.airiti.com

DOI Enhanced

FETHBET R FnlEERREE
PLEASE SCROLL DOWN FOR ARTICLE

v

FEHR FEEELE @ http://www.airitilibrary.com @ Find more academic articles on Airiti Library




B et B

B2 528 R824 3H EH27~ 96

The Chinese Public Administration Review
Vol.2 No.2 March 1993, pp.27~ 96

B0 A BE e 2 50 i B O 3 v vy o A

On Theories of Program Evaluation and
the Restructuring of Its Methodology
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ABSTRACT

From the methodological viewpoint, not only public policy and social sciences have their academic reflections, but
the program evaluation also has its cnticism and adjustment accordingly. In the rough, classical program evaluation un-
der the impact of behavioralism, emphasized the analysis of method and fact dimensions. It concerned about outcome
evaluation. Modern program evaluation surrounding the influence of post-behavioralism naturally tends to question effi-
ciency for whom 7 Because of taking values seriously, so if the program evaluation doesn’t consider the moral values of
cgitimation, democracy, justicc community ¢tc., it would be a methodological error. For these reason, this paper will ex-
plore the following topics:

(I'the theories and tendencies of program cvaluation: I will classify the theories of program evaluation into outcome

evaluation, utilization-focused cveluation, and critical evaluation.

Z)the essential dimensions of program cvaluation: After examining the development of relevant disciplines, eg. public
administration, poli:y analysis, we find it 1s necessary for comprehensive program evaluation theory to take account of
five components-program structuring, knowledge, value, usc, and practice.

($ithe logic of program evaluation: The logic of conducting cffective evaluation rescarch must contain the dialectical
analysis of technical verification, situational validation, systems vindication, and rational social choice. For the praxis of
this logic, I take F. Fischer's Head Start and "The Voting Questiones in the Military Camp” to explain.

Key words: outcome evaluation, utilization-focused evaluation, critical evaluation, technical verification, situational valida-

tion, systems vindication, rational social choice, evaluability assessment, stakeholder-based evaluation, respon-
sive-constructivist program evaluation.
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AE A I B R BE (effectiveness) By 35 (efficiency) BRI 7 o SUAE B XU Ay & 51 -
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i#1:8 (John F. Kennedy) — /LSO FEFLEMRMZ % » BIEM —IHE KA % H
7 BENSNOFMRAERZA  LAEFEHE s WREKMZEBE KR ERER
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Rossi) » &R (H. W. Riecken) F5amAI £ /8 » IR P EE G EBCRFT
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(ENGEN » Hb XU — At Z W (FEHE - FEBERREE
f/975i%) (Evaluation Research: Methods of Assessing Program Effectiveness)
HEMHEBEITE®MIBE - Lt ZF HWRH (F b+ & B K ) (Evaluating
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(g Eh : H & BT 5+ & BRI 7% ) (Social Experimentation: A

Method for Planning and Evaluating Social Intervention) -~ DA A EiESF (C. A.
Bennett) 81 Hr ) (A. A. Lumsdaine) 8N — Lt A FH1TH (FFHEE
B A FEHENS FEERE) (Evaluation and Experimentation:
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EmERAIVEE REerBRERSEKRERF > TEESZ T S
2. AT & 77 A sl ail B 2 BCR AV &3 F & ( BIAEF @ I0FRAR A ) » [K
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R TE BRI T (utility) » REERER ' XMTEEYE 5 (technical rationali-
ty) B FRZE
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B fa w0 ATLL2 Z A HFF 5 &S S " BCRFTE 4 (outcome evaluation)
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fE (PPBS) - BEHMHBESFBEIRKAIEREBERBIRAE —BER 38 B IE (58 58
BIREUEYCGER » WERAERFE A RZE 7H 3% (R. McNamar) A1z i
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e Ly~ BERE AR ~ FIGaHR  AE FEt - (L F ST (social auditing) F
HiE o HEREHREHEMNSIRE FRANIEE (the self-evident or uncontrover-
sial value) » BI'E 2 EEFFE @ 7MELRR O -

18 8 18 L (F A B ja) A9 BOR AR E - 35 Mt o] 78 BOSR 3T 6 19 38 B IR 48 o 41X
FEMEE  E—LEtLFIEMNEFEP > EGHEBEFUNEEG R
H B FlandasE (M. Q. Patton) — AL EANFE ~ — WA ZFREBHR TR
& (FAIEAIFEL ) (Utilization-Focused Evaluation) ~ (B HMERIFTE)
(Practical Evaluation)!! ; #4%F9 (L. Rutmam) P —h tEtE X — LN O
REET (FEWHEXEAHFE  EAIE®H ) (Evaluation Research Method: A

Basic Guide) ~ {(#H#|H HIZE : o] G4 E ) (Planning Useful Evalu-
ation: Evaluability Assessment)!? ; 7g B E (L. J.Cronbach) FHE2ZF — 1L /\O

FIEN CGERBORFFEAIHEZFE) (Toward Reform of Program Evalua-
tion)!3 ; FI{EF| (J. S. Wholey) —ALEAFE ~ —AAZ=ZF » — NS FRE
& BRIty (GRMEREELER ) (Evaluation: Promise and Performance) »
(FFfE LA A/ N4 #) (Evaluation and Effective Public Management) -
M (ERBGEER:: EAHEMIEEFHEZE P HEEH) (Performance and
Credibility: Developing Excellence in Public and Nonprofit Organizations)
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LHEEAZHE g2 XBE & H AT (Urban Institute) A B F# F
(£ WERRE - HEHEFE (HEW) 5 (L8 5 # Bl 3F {4 5] & (deputy assis-
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{5 8 B 1% — o B B B R TE 78 AR AR ZK P38 14 AR BU T 0 HE ) 3 R
AANROCHHIFEE - B M EFETHHRATEE » 1688 %78 A ge
HAOHFERER NN ABEBCRTFMENZE LW REREBBUTRES




BMRFIERLHZ oW BRI ERLE 35

HLUEE xRS (HEAZTE T EHATRE) -

o {5 P D m)  BC SR R A SCRK 0 B BEE 0 MEEL AR A9 3 9K 2
Mok #LL— Y| BUEFEEER » 7 B:AEF 4 (process evaluation) -
o] FF fl 4 48 %€ (evaluability assessment) ~ K F| 3 B £ & B 7 {4 & 1% (stake-
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(A. Wildavsky) £ [F] 3 & (#117) (Implementation) —F Z & ¥ H EBii5 o
FinRZEEEE : "HABFERANHEERZMHE ) (How Great
Expectations in Washington Are Dashed in Qakland) 1B RZR] » EREIT
HAREEBRMITRE (LEEM 7T ERER ) %S E AN~ B~ H
R EFERE AIEPREFERBICELEREZH  CEELRELCENRE -
HE it —8E - B BORFEE AT EBORRITA T » Taf i
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1] B B SR AT 5 AR R eUEF BUR » BIFER IR #IT o b o

ENBEFENEERNSEM T IS » @E TG ELCRET 5 & 1H
Y B RCR G E EBCRE BRI Ee R oy o @ E G Rl E R
RUMTEEBORN MR FZEE - Ktk ARBORRITHE AR BT ERS
SN2 - Tk » L% (M. A, Scheirer) B ] » fiH R BORFITH
i FRLARERE ~ g - BL(E RS =M 8 ARSI B G £ EEORAE RAHBRBRT
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(c) = RIEHX ;

(d) BLER 55 /Y R & 14
@) fE @R

(a) EEMHE ;

(b) & {ERIH 5\ (routine) ;

(c) Bl #r By 43 i 5 1 5
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HOR » Betl L ERPENARE » IKMUF R 2 %K B (L. Gunn)
FTEEEE) T 52 ERIIBCR #1717 o (perfect implementation) o 4R 48 &) B #4747
A REENTENBRIT  FEEBUTTHEEHF :

DB EREEA N ATHE AR EHEAEER Z1ES

QF AL THIFFHEE JFo]EEH

B MEBCRHIFT A BERA R » TR EBEE BN EIFERHEE IR
AE k& IF (X JE

OBRI T EAER UK R B G Z H (a valid theory of cause and ef-
fect)

GRRFEFEEREN » I HTiESIEHD 8L

O)VRIFEHE —MIEBRNIT > HAEEEMEN  FIFEFHMEL N
AAR] - R #ERR PR E B B A E A L EHE R R KB E
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AT bl E@ RIS ot ik T —EEZERZE » L EBUR
AT D & M ¥ 38 E HIAR Y (appropriate target) 7 {35 —JH PR AE 1K L LAY
ZRRFIEFAMIIT > Al A ARSI ERIGEENIRFHR » EHEH AR
HEWFHEENBA KR F A EER  BIBERRITESIEE » BA4AKH
H B o
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DOEEMHRERE B E A
QKR EZTFERM T 26 KT ?
VECR FE{EFZ (ELLZERC B R 7
DOECRIEMAOSESM T RS 830nEmE e ?
GYF EEEMAOMS » LB REHHEBEFINES T
(6)F BB 4L B Fa] B 0] LA B s M 3% 15 iR 7
D P RS R BT 0
QBEHITHAN - -t HEE 7
DEITERBRITER LCEEAGBN T CEEEGHITABRI RN ~ 8
11~ RARRBIAEBE SR & 7
O a] FF {48 TE
o EMERE ERER CRIEES ML H —HECRETITE -
RERERENEE - Mt—BEBEMNERE - : —ZsHRKERE
(Tt LR EEHELE BRI BERBNRNEAK  —BEFBBENHE
iZ - BEREEM - fIRE > LEBEXMEEZEE -
KB HEERS TEEERE I BRIFERTHTHERT—FH2E0 D
i BB ENTFE TSR A T 28w E A ¥y
(D FF 5 93 8 36 A 78 SRR E
YFF W FE RO ~ A8 5K ~ BLHERESTE A e Bl A & FHFRAHEC &
QF LR KD FEEGRERE
(4) 48 % wh AR [R BUSR 2 A R 3R d (E — te s o 47
- GVBUEF M RIEEREMEENEA » DU
OFHAERELERBEZEEEXNEE > UREERRTS
maELhBEE » RATHANERKBIE T =EREZAERA : Q)
REZHBMER ARG RATREREEMNBEEG TEENRTE > QEEZIEBGE
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EE) L FHEA AR M IR R B % 3 ARQVEENABEE BTG ETAEZN
EHER® - Biift EdtREIFE » WIEEFTFIEHRH EE FIFHABGR
AR FTERK  ZAHF2FHMEDERTGxET (EEEBHERE) E
BRAEEU T =K+ QOBCRERERMBEZENRE : WEIBEBURM A A JE
HAREERN > JEHEN BIEMERANBCRESHERENEE 5 QBEKE
IO {THY ¢ BN EIR ] B R BUR S B MERE Z RBUR A BAZ > AIQ)VE A
FRAEERERN ot 2HRECE AR A B AE 0 T (3 F BOEE A LLE R
BRI —BENEEY -
KIR ERA) o EFIFE - FHigH o] EEREEBE = T /A EFEDN
PAAg TE /) @8 20 o
(DB ACBURME R ~ 158 -~ BAR ~ MIE R R E (causal assumption) XH
AR AL 7
)P R E B & (policy manager) f) £ 7] (RIHEHAR/HOMB ) LEHE
B (BIEFEHEEGAO ) EEREBCRE BEEH N BURA @ ?
BRI EAREM TR RIFRAGILHKEE 7
OHBCRA R E G EPBCORIEIRHEY G 7
G RAIESELE R A EERMHREZ T HE 7
@) FtH ] EENEE > BRAPELEENEHAHREIFEH T
(7VBUSR A BB LB 77 © 4 fig st 7 7] 5L BE A8 (R E 9 B AZ 00 LARF (G 7
@ EH LGN EEHMEFHEE A T
Heoh o B EE SR FiE RO AR o 2% DUURR B A K o] (& 15
W ER £ RBFERBGIT T
(DELR— 77 F #) B 88 PR (policy-program specification) : 1 BCEUR Y H
R B HMEM 7 BEFT N - M SR BGRIES A AL T
Q)P — 5 K& 3 ¥ £ (collection of policy-program information) : &3
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TEREHRR—HENHEHE - &8 AERXRE BEENLS
QB R — /7 FHIE N AF (policy-program modeling) : fie {5 F 7 A 81 %4 2K
i E + ] il AR X A He 8 0B R X AR A B AR BLiEE) 7 LA (TR A R
i 7E #52 g b A& 17 8) Bl gl 2R 7
(4)BUHR — 77 89 °] FF {5 1 8 7E (policy-program evaluability assessment) :
BR—TFEREAESHERE  FEFEAEEHEH 7 AR RERFT
it 7% B EL (3 FH E fE 7
G){F H & B o] 3FH 4 M FE /)X EE (feedback of evaluability assessment to
users) : FHIOAJEREMER EAIMS AR 2 H A% 0 E AR (T ()P BR
VRN R k¢ O
Befk o FERGR T T EHBREMEE B AR E  EEEM
FLRAERAHHEAMEBBERE S CEFEITEEEE  KE-NLEO
FROBFPHEBRHEMERBFHILEZERB MO LTREE S o XK
FEAA » — L EOFRBKRERFRKAEE LT T BUA - K~ tFERK -
EH»B2EH (LHEEHFRTFERNG ) EXK > GE8BE "REK% , Mk
"REKRD R BUBTFREBAIEHRAER T > EXARMED B
RRFK > MAEEEEREENFNBCREEABEREBERIEE » 54
ACOBCE BB T A A G ) (ungovernability)?? o
I FE RS BRI BB E R R - a0 %58 5 & K (A
Wildavsky) Bl R E 7RI ABRA R EE SZEEIRE - M2 5 15 R E &
BERRAETTAZREZTE (BRAHE) MERL > ERE1EH - BEH
FI4% [ 15 B8 (craftsmanship) #7812 K cUEF AR B AT E FTAIRIRE A LAMHER -
BUR AT AR Rk AR RE » ANINTEREEEEN AR S - MEMF
BENHFI -8R EFFEERCRTMN L EBBCRTEAHE B iy &AL I
MABMEBR  EREEERAWHTS > MELLESEKE  FEEMEM
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I E B WA R SRt RAESERGEENMEEN ) FEE
il SR BNt 7 o] B 1 me o e FH B9 RT (b AR 0 SR EMFEABREBE
i Hix A ER - a0 KA F2FEEN 51448 E i E R
HEMBUOR o Bl se i B B sk - i H BB JRE - BRAREEH R B EH
F #& (pragmaticism) 1B {5 B & F 5% (political realism) f) B RN B2 AT E -

EF] F Bl 7%k & &g

FIEMGENTFGERZIHZER S - L EtOFNRBEFHHE
& [ 2% # B W 2% Fr (National Institute of Education) FE{ /) #EE AT » 1R 15 Bl
IGE 2 — % (N. Gold) (U1 %E » @EMF AR BN KREREBZEN 7 iEH
) 5E R L[] 75 ] () 22 Pl 4 &6 > i AH ¥ 208 T H T BRE ERRFBROEE >
HEF S mBHER AERE ARG EZS - BRI —&R% @ IEEEEE
[ {8 F % (the potential users) A {F FFMEBROKE » NE2MMEZR T F
ERRENFFEEE S - FREMS » @EABORFEHIR T 2L - £~4)
HIE - AEMEBME - A5ER s LR Z I EA Ao FEERE - B
BECIE B SEikfE » R EHHHERAE L 7 EANKY > LEZBRE
EMABBUZHBERG  PNEI - EER FRECGRAFGIZENETE
i 5% B R R B R O & A i a8 Bl A b EEE S ~ HFEEHE HA
U & BRI A= 0 & At Ay 35 BT (i A o] BE <

e BRI FERGFENTGENE FEHNASE =« OEFTEA
HE %9 B M R sz F IR SRk » A R U ECHBHES X LELE (LEEF
BT R A ) AR HE AR A R AT QKA R E 2B KE AR/
Ao PIANBE SR 8RO ECRIES & > R ERMRETN - RZ17T
WEEZEBGRUENA R > BABEEEZERTM 3 DA R H
H B EAE A & Sl 7 (information priorities) F LA % #i HES B i &=
{5 {5 45 7 P B B (] B AE %0 B % fth A\ AY BOR BAZAIE M - (R ER AR BUR2

E‘s'
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g e NI B ERFRENTGERZAUENREMER W
FHESR HEROTCERTHEFTREARMNF MR > BFFBUR
2 RCAS [A] B 1) B Bl g i - B ULFF S TEAEAE BRI  ZBAGRI#E
EREBCRER  HETHERE TN 2ER - SEARAEEHEHE A
BHMNEEGFE "THEESEEBIAAEMMAEARIR » QHNZ—
ZREENAEZEFEMEENEBEE S EZDMH ~ FIEBCRER » FRLLE %
B ) RE W BE A A5 T B B FE B F B8 > DAY BUR R aR At I FF e &t + DA K
REE TN TEMARE 5P REM A HHEREEENES - i
AEAREENE FETERIAEFEARPBLLEYINRE - Lt 2R
At TERIACE » A B EFRIEABGHEHRZBEM—THNEE > 2
R EEAIEE? -
gEANFFERR BTG EKH LA ER - (BEEREEEIEF TS 5 1E
RS » AR E HIEHGR ¢
(DF F A 175 7 7E 75 B 46 B0 45 & &0 5
QFERFRERERTME > TEESHHEA ;
BFFRIRBE RN BRRMARFHE AT K ;
@FFfE & aes L FFi ~ BR0H - BRI EHRF ZERGEMENEAT
3K
GFEFEMFRE (CEHEZHFMENAE) W2 EHEHEFMGEE
GBERARRMAEMEFEZEEEFHTGERES RRER
DL RSB ERRKZH » (BE 155 0] 88 A 2K (2 1 & 2K B /Y
alam 0 WERBUORTTEIERI(ER 2 -
fr T Lt HFBEESHIRMEIN > ETRERGBENFEHRENETLE
b= B R A F e Al o Pl angn 8 5 A F R B TR IEHEY HELNEF
(18 & BUE AL - I E AR HE R BNE B R B A
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B MHRAENGE  THRRNEEE N ERME T HEES s
4% 5 (cooptation) Z 1B HE » LU 5 5 T £ 40 10T 4055 58 1k 7 4 B 5 g R
Fo TESE  TEAG  YETSAZRNEE o 78 LY S Hmw
o AW RBAE DR EEE S ESEENER - BN E » sEm
R HHLEIZERS (critical evaluation of public policy) B AR E A& FHIIE) o

=~ ptFIEHE

AITER BLAIFE (L - (R18 2 ¥ BOR T8 A B EAT BRI AR » 3& 8 — A XK
o a2 A0 EE 32 T 25 IE A FI R B o 27 o R B sk B {E R B AR AY & BE YK (the
reasonableness) ~ |F & 4 (legitimacy) ~ Z233H % (fairness) £ H % A B 4@ 57 Al
B hfemaE » LB KeeR#EE " B, BORMER " EWHE , BAE o
#HEFIFF G < AR A aNE E R BCGR BAZ AV IE MY » DREFZ 25 0 FhlE L Uk
AT EFFEEFEERFHEEIR " F B, (the New Deal) EdfF 23 #8# A7
" K%t & 5 (the Great Society) ; THZ " K#t®g ), 787 "HIMAEE .
(War on Poverty) 518 @ ¥ Kae B EMWIEAA G ENT K EEETHERE
T FrfEMIBUAIRE » RZfizE TIRIAFE/M " AERER T 7 |
IR X A IR K » BB —TEBUR A& R B D BE 6 B 55 8 BF A 75
mMAEE T ERIEK » BIEEMEFEEE AWM ZENRSHF &3
# (common good) fy HAF o

FIRE RN — % KA » #FHT (E. R. House) 2@ £ T LU T ¢ A48
A% faR :

"BURFFHAIAE » EALE —HBULGED @ R T ERERRBNR
Bob o NEESEFRNESEUAL SGBACHHESFIHE - HPr £
ZHE TS B & /0 A B E (basic goods) © F It » EAMEE—

fE B B AR B — 1 o BCH #L & #& il (a social mechanism for

1!
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distribution) » @@ & ARG EERAL - FEAEREEE
f1 > EEEZIERA » HareyFF (248 A Gm H E B H1E (truth value)
gnf] > FIELLARIMEE LRI EIER > B » ERIEZRET K
KTt B S BN —EEZRES o
LA EE R E KB 4 4% B 5 72 BUR & CH IR RIS ~ XX
B MEETHEESENEZE L HEEBT THELEN—FME >
EZNB—¥ - MIEFFREATEEERS » St BEBMEG 5 S B A LA
AR FEE T "BiFE B, (good reason) {3 FF F » R HIBUR A
BT AMBER > mMB#EBE S ERNBEGHEY » 22 F el F
e S EREBERR Wkt FFE TEFHE B MBELE -
BRFGEGREEI > vJEEREREN THEEEZE » EAFIEZ
FIEES > REFR > FERX T RITHEEROFIESLBE TS 1EE/
g THEZFATBZFRAEMY (J. Rawls) (1E#&KFm) (A Theory of Justice)
{8 o
BRITBERMTFTHEERIIARES » Bk T KEBERTF EXNETE
#3 o HRELBRAENHEEEANRERFIEN S MTHR  FHREEER
ARBFFENENERH BE XA - #EADVERZTEE » EXBHNLE
AFREPERBRERHBAN LIESE SR ALZBNZNHEASG X
g OB EREMNBAFNEGFANEEERS | [ BOREFT S0
ELDLERFERMPERBRNEEIAEREZEEEE > AEXHE T DBR
NEFEEEIRE - GER L RN RE  RENEFRLBUARKIEZ
= DN A 35 B (J. K. Galbraith) 7 { B X ft ) (The Culture of Content-
ment) — FHAFIEIEMBRA - @ EFXBIBITAT S DS ECRC g > H
mARIIERSE » et LD BAY B PSR (content class) » 11 A & A BUK
ZHITIREER - BAREZZ EEREEEBHEZFLREFE » TR
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— IR HEEEEH 0 HRME5 I
"REMAERERHRIER  XBEHEZRE  ENGTEES—
H PR RIEARGEREA - A R BE - GIHE - BLEx
UREZBITHEEATEETULZEAR - E— B AZEFREY &
SEFMEERZN_0%  NBARES BRI EBEMN ALY -
BUEABRD BN - tMREERTmHEF  BRIESFIUSE  #
FHEBMNE TR EFER - HNHg2Z T2 78 H
R N FABEAEEMERERE RS oS50 LR
(i - W — UM EYR N ENRR  AEEYWE A EHE-
PEGE B E S BNLAES  $RNEHE > EOERRERTES
Rl REBFTHABE  FHELAXRBRRIK HEEREEE
2 R o
FE N — B MRS BIEABRS » IERELHE TERK -
E—HERATEFNALHFHLONERR » ADNRIEN » B
RIS BRI TREN  SEUAiER HITEEHIE o A% B
EUOBER  BEARNTENEREGRH » BFBERLEF  EQEBEM
GLEEEZFERNIHER - e EMPMENRITFHERSY - 2
- BEGRE GERESEEEMBRFARE  ETFT—REt
BRI G H L E - NRMPAL ~ RE - LT - HiE - 28 W
BEEMGHETL 2O o
B MBTBFIEBREZ%  BATSNERFTERGEGRESES
B—HktE BEEZNBATSHEBETERNTE  BEGANERZE
B MS A AR TAEEE AN EERE  RRMASUE
M B - DUETERATAI R AR A a3 o ZEsE— M | L B
ERBHNERBRK - BENE (EHH) WEE TEEENLE L (us
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tice as Fairness) MR FHHFR M TE ' EREBAEHEREZEH » WRE
BEERHBERNE—EH MR - (EEGEAEEN FTEC4ERAHHA
% LAMDIERAELE » A&l EZEAHENMRESAERN  I°F
% MER RN EE - EEMLLEIEMPE > o okl S - 2SHBURFT
HEEFEZN—ES  FTEEE KT BCRAIFIEAT > mMAEHEEH
HEEREE - B2 RMEEK LR EFHESE -6 : REBCRE
HEEABEMER  FEZRBECHUEMAEFZ T HABEERFE -

A BFIFF A ERBCRBEENESEN - 28 % > T —F &
RENEGZEES "1%B 7, (meta-evaluation) » FTEE% BT (E12I8 815
BRI EMAEE—FDENRE » &% 0 BB A IE R E E 3
5138 > BEEMATEFIEZHIEAR o FRILZ » FLBUETE2RMEBR 5%
fin B #) (B. Barry) ~ FE & (D. W. Rae) - &ZE i (F. Fischer) ~ E i (R. A.
Dahl) » e MBURFT AR EEZ BEMNEERE S S LA " BUEFT
fdi 5 (political evaluation) DABIFY — AT A AT " BUREF(L o ( program evalua-
tion)* « THEZHFAMEBEK  E— Nt hLFRHREFLMNBER S M RBEEN
P B 3% 17 77 3% LART B BUR A RCHRF » M BN EAS #RHriH ( F. 1. Greenstein)
1 87 HE (N. W. Polsby) F# iy ( BUARIE F M) (Handbook of Political

Science) BT " BUaEF G 1 — X WEECRTFEA LA ERER/R 5%
iy » 2R T BUAR A (political principle) #5375 o Mg » HFIXKMA &
RBE R BIRIETam » T RE(E 5B — B KR FEANER Z BUE 77 [ B (sense
of political direction) fJEI 5 34 o

MEQN ] fE S BUE TG - BRAEMESRE 1372 2B TR " BGEHE |
(policy argumentation) A&KF—A]{TRI X © tNELEFEAIREA —/ » HYP R
RS & BIKIEEHEZBIREMA AR AEFME  BHEMHET K
=
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T EREK HRBEABANERSE FEEEA M ESS
“ 535 HT (J. Habermas) fy " B [E #3% 4 (practical discourse) o 8 [ g1 3¢
(L. Snow) TR AL, B  BEBHESABLEENE " EFALY
XAt —RERB—RBHEHEE B EEEEENT g EIEHR
RATET S SRS R BN RERENEE XA » F -
% THAFS M, (technical interest) FTHME|; MRH o EETEREEA
A EBHEEE o KT R L U B A A TR S
FALMITHSMA L T HIZE M, (practical interest) FT# 5| o fit T ¥4 &
FIELE - RHERIHES - TEMMMLE  GE%EEEEHEIEHRER -
BIE2E BENREAPSUSRE Y TERHS%, » TASEHE
RIEHIH TRHRIATE ; BUHE (technocracy) o ¥— 3 WIEH 3% RGBT
(] 17 B B 169 2[5 B B 8L B0 9 &5 B MDD BT AR (the suitability and desirability
of action-orienting principles and norms) » {EF|/ANBHM - ARBEHAMEER
Regitih 0 RERRIFEE > FEAETRENRS  BUETHEE
HH R NBHNEE - FTRBHRNER -

R bsfigA8 BT I T AL AIRA (S. Toulmin) - #E#) (P. Taylor) 3
M 0 I TC A ) = B 3R (the classical syllogism) » ] A T — {8
UM EE R E?2
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BN B
[B]acking

Because of

T LB
[R]ebuttal
Unless
I LAHE 32
[W]arrant
Since
=g BHAE® 4 B
|D]ata > So, [QJualifier >[CJllaim

Bl 2 &g A A5 A4S
&“FHEK YR : F. Fischer, "Critical Evaluation of Public Policy: A Methodologi-

cal Case Study", in J. Forester (ed.), Critical Theory and Public

Life (Cambidge, Mass. : The MIT Press, 1985), p.241.

EE /% D~ W CRHENER ZERmMIEX - QR B
HIFERB N ER A A HEERENTFTEERE - EP QAR EXETEHEREN
A B TEELR A - QBT —EZHNRIE NI N ENREE R HIER A
[l MBS HCEBAIEEART > B A OB T Bk B8 Ak B B R (R H

Kamag H AN ZIFEAB - HLEXR > GREHEARANEZER  THE: #F
ik =GR BREE ((FRFEEAR) CEEEREMEEERHMN L
BIEFHLE MEERBAFEARIFEHUIFE RS - B
EfTH T SR ER AT FEAE —KGmaa B X Ay al gEME 3 o
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SFRFABI— 7 Eal B AR T A — B BEs

e LUEET R —TBE RSN R R ENTEHEE (BB En T

By EEBEAFIHRA ) KMol AERSTITR ERFATREH XA EHE
BUa#E 2 ~ HmE 20957 @ o

DIER » BURFF R ERE ~ BT~ Hik > EEAG R FRABEE
ARBIETam A A » QIS HBOREE ARSI FE AR RN TEHENHRR - (B
A fEX A mBEEmM A ENEREE - ME » EFREZEEH BN S
M+ (56 15 IBOR 3T 1 B 98 78 77 1 3 AT 32 3k am b B HC i 2 R A A B 20 A 8
MAEE > MABEEE TAGS2ESFECHAENINSE EIGEH -
A ae R lg 20 2 M AIAH B 80 -

R EAREE > EANKBORAGNEREEE i EEH 7B =3 :
RCEREF(d ~ 5 B m FF G ~ AR FF G o Hop AR & 1l B 55 30 B30 &R 7
i (ER AR EFF L E T AR ~ TR E - MAFRIAE TG
o3 At 5 i AR G Bl 5 AR BUREF (S RO EE 2 A - FEBURGREAIER - B
MM TR A eiFaikE T ArABORA S EaR - (Bedl ] Dligft—1E
EIXMES Eawm ERER—EEZHER - 52 el RNEREE
WEps EX2EEEFANTF - JERESE - EERG  BEEH
2GS A SO S A o &2 FPRETBEE —F IRETHIERE o

% i AMIEHEARER

fEE—EW > EFECHRBORHTEEGBHER (BRTE - EH
M 57l ~ BAHCFIFEGL ) - & 7 8 F &2 E 1% 0 88 37 ) E i 71 14 72 I
B ERIZAREE T EE M EE M M A 2 & UK R B9 5ol 8 A B BR
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EERLBZ W EER - < BOFERBLIR S L@ 558 » I
BT EREBI SRS - ZHER  NEBTEHEMERZM 7T
REFEEEBERFETBTEMOEARAEMSF  MAETEHE  FRIGAKESE
TR LR EEEEE o

A B AT TE RGNS BERALELWIIFE—HFF A TIE
LHERRGEER —SHFEHERE > ERMEEE MR —E5E% 0 X
FN§R% - BREEER » EEHTH A0 % ol B BURFF (4 % Y AH B A9 w8 15
R AR BRET IR H o 283t » WNPim R 2 » FalEE LA
A AV FEAREM o KL - FH T H A H1TEHBOR 7 2= Fan 2
o R EA 0 LT ER o

— ~ REITEAYZET

FEHELSHIAOHTHEESY HESBHEERZEE T EZHNBETLE D
HITHH B RKIEGE &GN ES  F 2R (D. H. Rosenbloom)
—NANFE (KBEZR > B—WEBE—L\SFE) (T (DI ITE :
N ESPe g & B ~ Brih > FliE/E) (Public Administration: Understand-
ing Management, Politics and Law in the Public Sector) o 3l 3% 2 f] gl 12
BT ERER - BuA ~ AEE=EAE KRN LITE o BHEEVE ?
EZEZEE _MNFSEANBEAMEE : SBEEHEBAEEE L A=
TIAMBIR  BEEFASEEARMNER RS8R EENRIT
GRERERENE B ESHMBEEERAME  BEE2AOETHRAEEFT
=t TRIRE > MBEH S =FEIIEE » LUEM B RIRFEHIER - B
NENLE » IREXVEE ~ BUE - MIEE=ZEAERHRLAETER BEEEAAD
BT o B ERCHABENR  SHETHEREBSHRAER - BUs - A
SR HEREAE 0 KEITILE B MEREEMANG S 0 B 28
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o5 vk G 4R L B SR FS B THRE 8 -
(BRI TR « Fh ~ B e S R A 1T I » &7 S R 7 B
(BT SR EARIE - AR BEEARY  NRARCENEE
EILLEESE® o

HEHAES  ALTREAK—MEBOSR  BE— \N\LERE
HsE T1TEHFSE ) (the Study of Administration) — 3 1 PR &) (F. W.
Taylor) HI %% (H. Fayol) Z {8 T RIEEEES | E4 REM - bR %
v B SR R AE O RS R T B AL o BEULATIR
M B 2 ST MR 2 (] (M. Weber) A2 A0 R 1 — B MR T 5 ()
) BUEEAE AU (the ideal type) » BB H T - J§ oy 11 5& 1 ~ A
42 5 B A1 7 5% AL 381 B (Formalistic rule) o {ELE 1 8 7880 A 1 728 K 2 B I 7
M EEY T CEUHESHAMRE SR EERERY o St
RHB R B TR ES » ARGER RS ERBECER TS
i B LS R 7 S (6 6 17 (B R o

AR BGABETS  (TREES i BA—TRIESES + £ ALK
2S5 LHTRME SR AZRCREE  (TREE - A LR
RifaE AETREFEERANGEY - BE BHESEIRARS
MR (TR R EE R AR FRAGEAR  FAEMSAR
EEEARITEIR TS - WAL - RERE RS FEZ E K E (represen-
tativeness) ~ [A] B (responsiveness) ~ F1ZR & (accountability) FJ{EE - & BE
- EEREIMGREFNERAES » GG NNEGARE S
9 3% 5t F 3 B4 % T F 3% (political pluralism) o HE{% 3 (H. Seid-
man) 3 : TITEUSHER F 2R EOGEE  ETEGH  CEERR
% AL G HEE - 22 - RIS FaIsh S > EAEALR A - TS
1 RS A 0 IS RS IR A LIAE Y0 o | Jd) o BRHT# (V. Ostrom) FR3RES
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EFffTHERELTS THEXK  HBGEEBNE T £E > LEREN
ATk » HELABER Y - EHEE T > AN SEANEEZ TBEEEA
LA T{EZE 5 (case) #9 ~ FEAALAI TNREHE - tHRAY - & & BN A
Ml AEEANEZY  Z@EEBEEEREEK » Rt - KA £ 5RAYFE
AER > REBR2HEHMESENANAHRRE » (A H A ) (social in-
teraction) Il E o] fECI B RZRIFEME « A REMTF K - LELER @ MEEXR
HEI S ERBAXTBMNAER G & (B2 RKIGHB K E 10 EED
HFZMREFHEEEENAE > E X ERE - REHAE - EREMTFH
NETNE > IBREMEBREANEZRKF -

R% > WEEAEMS @ el - 2R TERIES > EFREETR M
Fraei s > MAREW LEREHE » & LA{TBGE (administrative law) f#1H
FREHEBTHABIEZETHEM 757 RALOHTBEREEIDEEMHE
HIENAE  REAEEE  HRRXESNEEETLBFTRZHR &k &L
ANBTHEBRARREGINATE NEBAHETHFETHNER  A7EE
{RIE o M Lt =G XFrREHIEME > A BEZEMIEEMNEFBERE (pro-
cedural due process) ~ fil AE AR EFEFFNRE - LAFEELQE
(the judiciary equity) o FLUtLETTE @ MHBEAGEAIEET » A 2 /& M Ei il A HE
JIER - 2K INFEFAE A (the use of adversary procedure) o iz BA
HRBf ESEE THIERE T (collective bargaining) 1722 ¥ i B (public
hearing) FI#R A  RIBMER W - FaeREEARIREFR - LEHTUEE ~ &
B MAENTERITE - WIERWE » ZFEERRTHEAEHERSESR
BIRPNBTFAR > ETBIERIETLLEE - FrlL » lt— @& A8
B BEASERRIZ2SE  HAIZELOEHAMZ2@8B N &5 EXNEE T
B HRMEFAME - F#F - MREF WS -2 EEERHE
BIERI R E@IRET » RUBUAE 2 ~ FBUEF ~ BLERRAIAY BRI O FEE -




BMRFELRZ ORI EEZ 53

-t ZRBE 0 B E AL IR 1 ¢
1 ANHETHSTH=EFR LK

e~ WNGTTE s HidkfEE | B ANFE

| A — R | S — T | HETEA | R8s
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FRMBAE | A% TE|GEANMNA

g | T EREE B RE5 | CRE A R A
e B ol
T EE mm | nEsn A o fk

tH 18
TR ERE|MFNERF S [ERE AR |REHRT
fE >~ A IEE | REBEAUAS | FANEE - | BGE 2 A
EERER | BEFaiE > & | B E BE R E 8 EE

ZNg - S I 1N

FEBAECAEN R FLEEZRN TR LA ZERBURTF G fE
Wi BHL (FREKRHERE - BUE ~ MIER=ZEEEKERFT A FEITE » 415
=R ERBELERS  MNE—BATS ANEELFLFI#E (F. C
Thayer) Bl45 i " #H 18P 5w 2 A 325G 1 (organization theory as epistemolo-
gy)* - N ERESEL By AN [[] - FEEHBEA A R A - w1 AR AT
i BIREIR T ke — 7t - I B A I HBARE R AKB2ZLL Tie, A ' EEIE
(the identity) ZFAY AR A FEITE » FHELAXETHRAHHEXEHR
BUEISHIFGI 2 o HOR » AEMNEFEBR > FECRA T OARITEHIHRA
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G o AR MoJBEH > BEURIZHNEHARER T » BMSPKFESR
BUASENNEZE MELCERLENGERR  EH—AASNAFE "THL
H 1T 5 (New Public Administration) BJFE4E » F HRITE - A F 4l 6e
EBEAM  FHlREEFEMENERS > AMEgET AHETER "TAE L
FRAECH "TR&, cEB= ANFEZFREXBEEE ~ 1TEE ~ A&
e 1 1] &L gE 0 (F fth FE % B {5 B F & B (democratic constitutionalism)
EEANHTHROERESF  LHEEEBEMEWMEESE - 2t BH - i
EWE - EEMREFGRE - @21 ( individuality) ~ F12N3E @ [EAETTIH 8
hEE B o HIERHEZ (D. Waldo) BT E & — ANees 457 Al
B - TH - MEFNLSFHITHICKR - Mia L &R 2 BCR 3T & 5% f& 2 A HX
A ® °

— S HESMAINE

EBUR 7 Fr I sB B AR 0 Be %9 B 2 {— A 2R A G R4 AH DT ik i BLAR B iR = o
[EZ% B 2 % 7 (D. B. Bobrow) fl1 & 4 52 (J. S. Dryzek) — JL/\ £ &/ {E M
(BUR 7 ArHIEx at ) (Policy Analysis by Design) o 7EZ & » {F& FH NI
R B o T R Lk 0 FE RS P —
< E# B & B #E 8 > (Reconsidering the Policy Field) » Bll$5H B %44 (D.
Lerner) FI$7 #r Bk (H. Lasswell) 5¢0K " BURFHE , DI SLEHR T =
EAHBIERE  B— FEBUARHITECGRER A HBORN H I
HHGAEEUNREFEGRAOEE  F - AFL0HBCRMENW A Bt
HREIFT ~ o8~ MERZRERH ) F= HFEFELEHRITHUNERRKE
FIRE BB EaEEH G KRN BERAEBER S -

MEEHEBEHAGFXHEBEFENER M FE/NM EEBBERE T BEHRT
AHBCRATR RS (RBOE 85 ) » HhEEAEAEHS (wel-

o
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fare economics) » 2>3t3E$E (public choice) ~ 1 F#5# - EiAE B (informa-
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a2 + E. G. Guba and Y. S. Lincoln, Fourth Generation Evaluation

(Newbury Park: Sage, 1989), p.84.
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AR ¢ T. D. Cook et al.,, Foundation of Program Evaluation (Newbury

Park: Sage, 1991), p.38.
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AR ¢ T. D. Cook et al., Foundation of Program Evaluation (Newbury

Park: Sage, 1991), P.42.
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A AR ¢ T. D. Cook et al., Foundation of Program Evaluation (Newbury

Park: Sage, 1991), P.47.
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AR ¢ T. D. Cook et al., Foundation of Program Evaluation (Newbury

Park: Sage, 1991), p.53.
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AR ¢ T. D. Cook et al., Foundation of Program Evaluation (Newbury

Park: Sage, 1991), p.58.
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operationalism) ~ MIBEFE LA » ATl EBBEI 2 FRITHE T EHBIT £ 18
b o HIRFTHIMEA I ES ¢

DR SR EEREN HE T
Q)E GBI MR BRI AREEGHIZECH HE
BB 2 & Lt H AT A [ F Ee F 5e 5 RO ZE R H AR 7

Bl an 7 R & 51 &= (Head Start) IETam+ » BE A MG L 72
HRZ EMATRZNEETMEE  EEMFAHNAEREL R (West-
inghouse Learning Corporation) A {£f & FisEam » 9% e # 2t /7 i 1
EAIETE T ERELGREMRIL T THEHRE S EMH & EREMNTE T F1% [
W 7 8 5T (ex post facto research design) % &K ERVIR[G 7 ] H 2
GEE TF-FYEREEERMAS E L - WElEHR A A HECEE
Zae o HAHEE (relevance) JNLLVE % » 11 2 R85 BOR 2 & 40 7H HA i i 2
ERTINERAE  EhAEHETHARF EEFE TRHE T BREERES
HAHERE(EAL 2 T TFRAEGREZ 1 EERWRSEYCER I UEES A
HAA BRI E TR 7

XINE "EANERBRE ) FmAE - FLaBSiEE NG E G
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el BRI EFAE SAHBRAETEAANAERE T T RO 7 35 5 5% Bl 2
SHEMMNBENEANBET JLEIRENEEHZSE T B0 YA
5 E BN IR SR AR R 2 7 LN ERANEALSRE &
HA (2 4 A1) sz 4B A N BB 2 i (K 7

AehEESKE—oMAEE A ABB T HEFEX - B8
MIZE ME BRBCREZEE S RIZEVIE G mEMER R - Al
AHENZBEFEEREA-IG  BREREMERFSENFESRE » E—LE
(& & IX A FITaR Y 15 LR B o

— ~ BR HARAV B IR MRS

[GiEERE MR EXRNIEECREHEMNERE S G g IHEN S B 7
SRHEE 58 4AF 0 ABCRAETHBEY - HEEDEEITE ERK
EREFRZEMERNRAE . — > WFARTFEENTEER  HFHA®
FEEF BEA (law) FIEKR » AEA 7 FAEAMGEIEREARNIE
gL Kt AeTae o " #ik 1 AUfElE - BRBORMIMERIE » A2
[EERARMEGEHAAEEZRE  MREEARNBEER  LHEX TH
R (phenomenology) flIZ2 B GRIZ2MEE » HBHNHAREFATHEENE
& Bl B /Y~ 1t & Ay AR A AN & 4 2 #& (constitutive meanings) DL A i 57 #H
(worldview) ¢ % o jELCEH L (F 15 I RFF(EANE & - X E R TV ME 77 1% i
) fia] B8 70
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¥ J& (19 %7 %) (contradictory prescription) ?
St S @ S EHEAOFT T o IMALF o] LB FE R IR L #EEFF
MEMBASMHEERAEEERCIHEHRAENHES T TEESE R
5T % M S eE A B L o EUAIENR » AEHE L 7] B LAUH & R 38 7 8/
SIEESERIOKE > BEReeFEREETENHEHEBMN - REBEBK
iER o ERERNDEEE T EN—EEEmME » EHEREHZEM
TSR > EUNEAMMAARBGHEBRENERUAREICTER
FIRERE » W EZRIFEHEEN - EE AT L ETELLEEREY ' Bt T
ASERRIERS > HERMNZERERMNEFERNREZENEZBRCFED 24
a] BERAY o BEPLLUAER > INREDIE ARE 7B E KR E - 1B LHAE
EEGFENEAKR BV EW LEMRA - BTHRIEHETBEFEEE RS
KK EEER > FEER L ERER T EAREREE A& & 5l B Ik g
RIEHEE —FERM DN Gt > FeEH BRI R FE ARER o H
REATIH—BENZE @ TUAE —RBEINAERRNE LS A H RS IR
IRE&FMIEE : "HRERETTEERELEZEL > EXEE H o5 8A
FIGERCEL L > UANEEBZEENEE L B EfIrcTy..--- E R B
i AT E > EMBES > tRERLEBBART o
ElfH  FEAAERERZEZNFHY > THEHE T BRI R E -
EFZEZRHANLTERXR GEMEHNTAEEEREAAEERE ) T8
IR K2 -
DMEPRFEE "HIHE, » SEABULERREAES  EHEFELHE
R TN B /)8R B
Q)] K& [ AR B E R R YY) 0 7F —(E BB E B & 56 EATR 1S
Foo HEABEELPREZBHES
QEREEF L HAEEMFEZEN NS RBERER ;
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(4 ERRFIRE RE > MEMIREAN HEECHREFTEHNANES
B FNREER  HEMFRAREAENGER L 2EAYNER
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e HarZ ANLTEHRK  cEBNBIGRIZEE A & A p A
BRI - (HERAGEAG Eh R 2B SFEEK > MEBEARAEHEALE
BRE 220 gHfiERBNATFE  RZHIAEEAHER -

MEE DR L BRESGENIENBOREREMNER 27 » UFEk
BECR AR A BCRBIBEAMIKIBMNEMEEEE 4 - TEMEABH ERSEH -
FlanEZ EEFEF > A ATBHIEHE RN E X EN G FHERSEREAEE
HREEHALFHE SKENRNEARAEITRAGHE  HEZ2LEEENHE
DEERRANZIHF R WEHCERMB Z1TEAEM » TNELE o It
b EANERRFN@RET  TEETATHEREHINEKRGE#HLS S
o HATELIEHE T EANEREN » —HEEHEUNBERIZED » &
ae G RK IR X R LIRAB—Jg -

= ERERENEIE DY it = e

R EEBURME ER/ LA ~ UL~ g ~ &F ~ £ ~ BUs
= KR 1 <5 = B K 32 00 LAR AT 72t 0 1T FE 1508 2 8 2 5 4K 1l B3 1
HAJE A Z & o BRI » 2 KM (M. Minogue) FHIEEZRIFREA - fih
At U BT e E ] o BT E S E T AEE LB se LB R
g~ R MBCEAER EAL o A 0 D BORM TR R 5 tralE &
e — & s B P — KRR IRET » SR AHBOREMKENLTREE U
G 1% 0 0 BT —flflim BRI A R BORBRE G > LARMKBIR « Bug ~ &
BRI g R BRI

HILE Z » KA R EEN AN > AEREMEXMEMFESAY » &
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o XA MEARES FHMMZFINEE  KABBORMNERDRE S # &
FEBENFETANER - Wit B3R BRTER TEZERBKRE S &
AR E BAES  MAZETHERCEEENEE > FTLAER » ESEEERMN
] R A A5 A8 = BRI R RE » M 3F Bl T B A [ o

ME & % M 1€ 35 B0 5k B 418 {E (contributive value) 8¢ T B {§{H (instrumen-
tal value) MIEFE > FEEASEENHREEF » 75l S ERLE M E R
A AR AR BUR B KA G 88 RGN BRI AR B ik X H m IR & o Kt o
EERMRHAEEERE "HEHMME ) (pragmatic test) o [yl {H 355 By (J.
Habermas) A @Y MAGEL TR " 8 @ WAV AT A 1 (the second-
order technical knowledge) » & DAFL&7F & B (8 82 /@ K E 2 F| RS G KA 7
7% o WERNI » RHEE EFEARTE T R E R E :

DECRHEPNEIZRERES AN ERTIHEEKRFNER
QEGFAEHEMAEERE R > AMHEERBROFHERERENHZETFK

FaefEfa R (FIRMAR) EFNLENTE > MEFSBERBIER ?

IR¥E L sy oA B ENEE 0 EEEE R RPN EEEARN
#f " 2830t 5 (the culture of poverty) H) S5 © 11/ 2 &8 )AL » L=
HEHT (O. Lewis) FIRTE » EBEWE T ¥ LTE - BIKAOHE ~ M12EM L
VAR 55 3k — BF B s 2 T B3R P R 2R e B A — A (K T il 0 B I 8S 5% » WL 2R
AEEXERNE - BamssE o mEHEEE/REEN " AEEER
(the cycle of poverty) o B 5t/ AR BE DN A 35 B 1t & 18 55 A% B8 wE BX /) XAt
o LG EEHRIH R ARARSEME#ELL B - LIRS -
i T ERNZENEFERE 2L HREFRBRIL—BENR KN EZ E
HE B GV BT TR Y fl (B [ B BCR (compensatory educational program)
RIS LTS o
5t 2E PEFE T (E. Banfield) R B E MBI XX/t EEHEAR
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SHERBERDOAR 2 SHE%  BRER > WEEH—  —F
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RERE R T B A A E E R o S BIEE R R
HEO R & REGE » REREEHBUABAFEABNRE LN G5
SHESECRERIES VA - WK o W I o LT (B AT B S
—EHHOREEFE (a new realism)’ o

AT GFEIEFME - 96 A MH B HIRA L0 o e
THCETE (R A O BT R S R R AL D o BUANEJE 85 (T Hev-
nessey) HI# B (R. Feen) L3 » M EEEEA R » HH @M BUARIRE 4
SAEEMHEACMEEE  CHEELE M ERAREEAL) £
BEIZHRTS - RETHEOEGE  LURTIAE - 77, BROBHLEZESR
TEALFES  FUEESEEEOHENETHRELE  FHUTE
R T R R -

A EEANEATEEREOFHT - BRIL—EROES
WP LA rh 7 TR BABHMERL - 8% LHEM
R ANEER  HERRE SR EARANBARE LD EEEE
ffats  CREREEEEROLHTERETHAEENEE M AthSE
RECEHAERIEET FOMA  BIE  BARS—REGA% S -
Rt GEES  BREMNRAFETNEGTES R HHALERLHIEL
NEHE i o

Rt SEERRESCEREBIRA LB 0 REEST 40 BA R
e+ % NG E AT 7E B SO - NG 4 B (T B 0 B S AR
RRER A A AR TENHERBNEEREEL  TASEEA
FRH SR o LEES  ELENEEEEDREZE  SEHEAT
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ERERE RS ERE S EE A HERA R B - il PR
DIRIE "HE AL BRES BB BIENALHE HRIER
IRYE o FTLLER » EALEBRZEZEEBF IR  EFMFARNGER —
HEABENBHBERABGEH NI LT/ » F EREBRE

AREHLT ALER LEEEZZBIER  ERE{LHREFFINSG K
B RER D 2EEH EK > RBHEHE AN - L HEAALERERFEDN
B> HEEE S AL 28R 0 #8 LUE R BUE 35 IR R aR Bk
[EE1EEE - HE > AL UIENEREGHE » RBE AR A EREREZEAN R E
BEHES  ABRFBGEFZCFE MEAEBEREZ TGN —FH
MH| BRI EERRENKE > HHEST T R EBUGHIR R ELF 1

bt 6 > EAFAEEERBERR 0 HEXHENGER  £EF8E
KMEZRIFNEMELGE A ERENERE - BMNBZEHATS » @A
a0 NMEBARE T AR F XSRS MBERAT L EEARAN —=X
ZREE —EBUE XL BENEE” - BEZ  £FEFTEE  KMAZFE
MEREERXARNXALNRE ESERARFIFNHEHE ? 2RHA N
REMATEEDNEETAZF  BEREHFZFZBXT A LA XEEE 1
Bl HRER  FEAANERXENBORNE » @ Z 2 H M e EEEE
EeEREEERER L BFUEMNEAZBEE " EB2M/NEANZBHE
Fl EEREM-REREXREFBGHEN 7T E8Z R 199 (e ExRM
mask THENCEERE, ER—EBE AN DM -

MR ERE

HUENHEEREZMEBUGTR2ZEMNELRHTE  HENWEEE M
FEAAFUENS —BEETANERFE > FE—(ERBEFE (good
society) MR KIR B » Blan7ES —En @ 5[ E#E ey (IE&aw) » E:2
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BHGEESHEERIZER  —EHBEKERZAENERE  TEHENK
AN o I RA G c BER U SEANK OB IBERELEH TS
Wy 1T F % = (F : BB~ 7L (impartiality) - B35 3% (enlightenment)
o MEREDIE LM TEMEE EAESENEEMSHFEN
TEWREER,  c ERNTIENEERABUAT RN TE  BAELIES
XA - MEBEMEIEH A EAECELSEEMBELMNTS A -
W RERBIE LS - B R IR BRGNS LR o
HUDEER BT AERCR MG - SRR EE LT R 8O
O & TR 1 3 A T AR BE 75 /0 S M B £ AR k1 M 7 2R 2 RS [ S I o R A
OFFEMA R EIEETIMERE » FEHRENEREAZZEH M 7
OBmAEELGRF TR EEERNER  BEETREEMNHE
FRF BE $19 2 S 1 450 46 1 2 o B 3% SR e 9 AR RRL R R LB oK 7
09 3% 5 5 — A A Rk A TR AR T M P A S BR O B O BB R R A

EREEHENSFED  FEFTRECKTGERZABESERFIMA
+ EALEBRHE—BANSFH - H—HALHS AN EENH &
FIAKRE—EHREHST  HENEENREAN "EFHAEEE, (a
meritocratic system) » Ff LURS (8 & R MM B 8 K BB B 5 BAL6E 0 s E
BFHE ) UBA G RER BRI —#EHMmESR  mHAKN
R ETHAMB I BMEE FREESENEE ) AHB —HALH
SO MAMABEAKENEREEHRERT » IS4G LEENHEE
EEFRER MR ERTEMHGRT  MARUC HHESENNHE S
b BUHEEHENTG  AELEGRGGHEMGEMIZE  BREHR
HE SR EES o

toh  BEEABRIFE - TREEH FRRBA I — BRI R FEE - B
5t 2 B ) 7 (S. Bowles) 1 & #2H#f (H. Gintis) FTEH (BEARAFER FZBIHIZIK
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#L 5 ) (Schooling in the Capitalist America) o fFZ &2 B RKEFSKIEHE
AARATFHRAGH WY FFRAUNETEEAMEEHRBTEORAKERAN - A
BEAERMATTERNELCGIES  MAERCEFFEHLE - H1EE
Rt —FE > HITHIMNHAEBR WREREAR TR TGt T F M5
NIRENE - BEZ ' TEHHHESENER WA EEBRHAMLCTERM
FERERNEMERA > Ko HHWINEE > AEHENRIEFTEER
) a] BE 8% o

BRI mEEREEAAEBRENBORT » KR ASRIRTF%
ATLFREFBENHRGSR  ABERIBGERIEERNN e LHFES
ERENGOHMZSEE  [UARE - Kt EFFHKECT2EEEA
BRERL MIBET2RHER  BRRBFBEAAEERELAE - A
H—IIATAIRE REBUGHEERMAK - SUELBIRFEKE HFEZXY #H
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HITHE  AIREFHGEGREEEN — K EMAKREEEEANZ RN
EARAENZ— AER T ESUEFITFIRM AL I AR E - FEAR
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LEEER THASBEHEAZHEANRE  fF#HZRTERLEH
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HEANBUAET/SEEBIR kRS - HP A ERFELHAAFER EEERB KW
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A £ R ¢ F. Fischer, Politics, Values, and Public Policy: The Problem of

Methodology (Boulder, Colo.: Westview Press, 1980), p.206.
st BRI E S EHESEFEBCRmaa X ERHAER » I X
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ik mE » MIFRECFHIKE » BUE - B2EERBERT(EHERE
[E7 M FoRBCRmaE @ DAEETF B IEENSL R o ELE IE N 8t o
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cle) » 2K %] T EFE A JE IR (restructuring cycle) o
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BLEA HiESFRPTIE s Q% Q% uHE | 75 3 @FF L/
SREAL 3 GV RIS (new conceptions of validity) 5 B)FF{LH{FEH
NEZERIAG S QF MBI » MO BRI REL T (E - 35

] R. F. Conner, D. Altman et al., "1984: A Brave World for Evaluation ?

1]

O

W

= 101

" R. F. Conner et al. (eds.), Evaluation Studies Review Annual. Vol. 9

(London: Sage Publications 1984).‘ pp.16

N EF 2 TF B (1) C. Weiss, Evaluatlon Research: Methods of Assessing

~——— W E B L m o  ——— w o r —

Program Effectiveness (New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1972); (2)P. H. Rossi

and W. Willams (eds.) Evaluating Social Program (New York: Seminar

Press, 1972); (3) H. W. Riecken and R. F. Boruch (eds.), Social Experi-

mentation: A Method for Planning and Evaluating Social Intervention

(New York: Academic Press, 1974); #{1(4)C. A. Bennett and A. L. Lums-

daine (eds.), Evaluation and Experiment: Some Critical Issues in Assess-

ing Social Program (New York: Academic press, 1975) o [§ T it & 8

2o BEH BRI ERCREI M AR B EH M B2 EEEE 0
h 2 B P. H. Rossi and H. E. Freeman, Evaluation: A Systematic Ap-

proach, 2nd ed. (London: Sage Publications, 1982) —EZHE ;5 - £t EH]
SEH - WEFZRE - " AFHBORFF (LR T - BRI ER, o
BUARZEVERTE Lm0 B76 £ » H40-47 o

llH

it 3. E. Struening and M. Guttentag (eds.), Handbook of Evaluation Re-

search (London: Sage Publications, 1975) o

it 4. W. Dunn, Public Policy Analysis: An Introduction (Englewood, Cliffs,
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NJ.: Prentice-Hall, 1981), pp.244-251 o

REO.FAMARRGTEMZ R » R EAEARTE  ODBCREGFEIEL 7 (2)
BURAIEEMW 7 QBE L EAR TR B EMAZNER R T 1@ BERA
WEe B T Kt EREERANOBRMNEFHESEMNSMM 7 ©2)
BURA M EE M 7 Q) M H fthBR =] J1 LLEAX 7 (4) B3R B H fth B3R A
i EREBBEMTIHOCOPBOREBELEL VK 1T

=¥ 6.5| H L. Rutman, Planning Useful Evaluation: Evaluability Assessment

(London: Sage Publications, 1980),' pp.22-23 o

iE 7RIS AR X EGIEEHEEMNBE - H#ERHHHEEAE » it
AN=0R » 5§ 2 & (1 V. G. Nielsen, "Why Evaluation Does Not Improve

Program Effectiveness 7 " Policy Studies Journal, Vol. 3, No, 4 (Sum-

mer, 1975), pp.385-390. (2)J. S. Wholey, "The Role of Evaluation and
the Evaluator in Improving Public Programs: The Bad News, the Good

News, and a Bicentennial Challenge” , Public Administration Review,

Vol. 36, No. 6 (November/December, 1976), pp.679-682.
=F 8. CJ. Young and J. Comtois, "Increasing Congressional Utilization of

Evaluation", in F. M. Zweig (ed.), Evaluation in Legislation (London:

Sage Publications, 1979), p.58.

=¥ 9. W. Dunn, op.cit., pp343-345.

aF 10. Ibid., p.345.

=¥ I1I. M. Q. Patton, Utilization-Focused Evaluation (London: Sage Publica-

tions, 1978); M. Q. Patton, Practical Evaluation (London Sage Publica-

tions, 1982).

5F 12 L. Rutman (ed.), Evaluation Research Method: A Basic Guide (London:
Sage, 1977), L& — AL AMEBE K - WA L HRFRRHRAR
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TATELEE — R AN 8] © HERFH[G] o L. Rutman, Planning Useful Evaluation:

Evaluability Assessment (London: Sage, 1980).

£ 13. L. J. Cronbach et al.,, Toward Reform of Program Evaluation (San Fran-

P

cisco: Jossey-Boss, 1980).

¥ 14.J. S. Wholey, Evaluation: Promise and Performance (Washington, DC.:

Urban Institute, 1979); J. S. Wholey, Evaluation and Effective Public

Management (Boston: Little Brown, 1983); J. S. Wholey et al. (ed ,

Performance and Crediblity: Developing Excellence in Public and Non-

profit Organiztions (Lexington, Mass: Lexington Books, 1986).

¥ 15.J. L. Pressman & A. Wildavsky, Implementation, 3rd ed. (Berkeley:

University of California Press, 1984), esp. chap. 9 "What Should Evalua-
tion Mean to Implementation 7 "

it 16 M. A. Scheirer, Program Implementation: The Organizational Context

(Beverly Hills: Sage, 1981).

W

=T 17 Cited by C. Ham & M. Hill, The Policy Process in the Modern Capital-

ist State (Sussex: Harvester Press, 1984), pp.98-99 o i 2% ) Lt #&% #K §8
& AHBHAXGAEAT (I DMER > B80F) » B/ &
"BUR#AT. o

=¥ 18 M. A. Strosberg and J. S. Wholey, "Evaluability Assessment: From Theo-

ry to Practice in the Department of Health and Human Service", Pub-

lic Administration Review. Vol. 43, No. 1 (January/February, 1983), p.

66 o

=F 19. Idem.

st 20. Ibid., p.67-69.

£ 21.J. S. Wholey, "Evaluability Assessment", in L. Rutman (ed.), Evaluation
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Research Methods: A Basic Guide (London: Sage, 1977), p.48 o
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