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How Program Evaluation Can Contribute to Improvement of
Education Support Programs?
— Importance of Good Evaluation Designs for Education Support Programs—

SASAKI Ryo

F—U— N3l 70T ARHE, MREET, e Y —RHE, A 237 FEHE

B g

AL, (1) FHMAOEAGREE FHE & FEILANED D2 72E) 2L
LieH % T, (2) FHEOREARNEE (ERIEELRa{UEE. FHED6 AT v 772 L),
(3) FHEOEAER (EUERR 4 FHER 2 L) OV THEASREIMAER 5, £
LT (4) FMICBT 2B @EmE iR L, &Iz, (5) [7'ar T A3 HlOER
WCHETC) LEELT, HEXEREOT 0T LTI BT BT R AR 5. A
B, HEXET T NIEBTE ST AFMOERICERT 5 LITRb L
HEFEL NS,

Abstract

This thesis review and discuss the following themes: (1) Basic logic of evaluation
{(what the difference between research and evaluation ? etc.); (2) Basic procedures of
evaluation (primary operation and secondary operation, 6 steps of evaluation, etc.); (3)
Basic component of evaluation (theory evaluation, process evaluation, impact evalua-
tion and efficiency evaluation, etc.). Then (4) the current discussion in evaluation study
is reviewed and discussed. Finally, some tips for practicing program evaluation in edu-
cation field are indicated. It is hoped that this thesis contribute to dissemination of

practice of program evaluation in the field of education support program.



BIEE « fHEEE - INTUTIVEE (MHB)HIE  Volume 9 MARCH 2013

1. JOVS558HED EMOBICID 2

BESIFIRNT (7077 LFHE] OBEMAE LTS, 7'rs T A5 I, &
FEEREEMR (TarTL) BERNITEE FREEAVTGHET 22 &12XY,
UTORIBEMICEZ L ETHIEEREBL WS LERTE 5,

- BRI OHEELTREINL, HREE 7002 GREEDTEE LTV VEEA 2
T=DH?)

- BRI OBERIBIEENL, SYRERE D ICEm SN2 GHED LTI ERE
IR Tmhne)

- BRRT-OBEBEIL, RABIHERDH o202 (MOFERIZL DO T
72AHHM2?)

- BRI OHEXBERIL, BESBS BFBREET) o CEET AT OM
R BHST=DON? (FRRODREEF/INBOBH TERTIZENEELNENH 2
LTS TERXIEIR] (AW TER-hEME)) BT 2EM<hs)

ZLTT YT MFHEORERE VT, —RENTITRO BENCERNT 5 Z L35 &

A (FE - £ K2000, 2004),
() REQBERRE : EOT0TTo5ELT, Co7arsIskRlEL, £0
T s T LEREIET ANERET B,
(2) NERBERE : 57077 AOEMmMBRELZHEET S,
(3) FHABMEDZIT : 7/ T L0BEEAET AMBIEIMERH D Z & 2N
T2,
b 1) ~ ) ORMICEBRTSZLICEY, L0 SOEEERORR & Eif
BLOWBIE ~OFBAEER L, OO COIEOREICERT 5 2 L83 FShL T3,
AFSCTIEL BN, FHEOEATRIE GHE L IR O»n 272 E) 2#HL
M UT29 2T, FHMEOREASWESE FHED6 ZAT v 77 E) | BLUTHEOEAIER
(EHER72 ATHIIE B 72 &) W OWCEEICERT 5, X HIc, Tl B9 3 Bl O
MEEH L, BBIC, (77077 AFHEOREICETC) LT, HEXBEROY
17T LRI BT DI AR T D, AR, BEXET v T AT e
T LTS RICERT D Z L1 d Z L EHIFLCNA,

1) FHEIZE. BOREHE (Policy evaluation), 7' 7°J & (E3K) #4l (Program evalua-
tion), 7u¥=s b (FE) FE (Project evaluation). AZEFL{ (Personnel evalua-
tion) ., BLEFEME (Product evaluation) 72 EOMIERH DM, ZTOHT—F A Vy—7i2
ORTasT A (R i chd,
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2. FHORATNE

2.1 075 LDEHER

ThEh, TSI AFIO (a5 A LIHTTHAID, TasTa8E (5D
LR EEET B0, D EDDH BTN OhD B BN T CREEHE 1723
ERB LT Y LERSND I LB, o, LI (2011) 1 Smith (1989)
ZHIBLT MEED, HAOVIRE B R THEDEE b7 b3 -l FHE &
ﬂ:—@@ﬁﬁjkéﬁbfwéoLt#of\ﬁ%§%7mﬁ7bkm;F%m@
FEOBBE RN DOUE R AR DI DICFHE SN2 —EOITE)) L EFET D ENTED,
Fio, FEOXNG L RBHEETIRT 0T T ML, BORL-LOXZE L | ST
A2 1TON T D ERER L NVOIEOWRFE L EDTEZHZLNTED, 2B, 7o
7T MNIBARETHE K] CFRREINAZENZNZ LICHEENLETHD, TL
T, bebeid #E. REER. @i CORENTOT 0T T bk §Hix 5
ELTED, B, 70l AFHMEOBEE & IR Gl 2 AT TR I —i%{b
L. BEE 0077 254 (Program evaluation) &MEFREIC, Biftiic TEE4M)
(Evaluation) & FEFR32 = & 20 1D

2.2 FHEOEE

STWIZ, 7al T 55 IO TFHl) LI THA 552 2 H+ b IaE & )
BEHDIZH57? U ZOMIBE LT, FHIFFEE ORIZIZEFE THERRDM T
Do 70T AFHBIERVESR AT O, FREOFEMERE LTRSS L Hidko
TeDIET AV BT I60FERIZR > THBTH D, FhLE, REKEHTZHO
WIS B L TREE R TN E W Y RERTH LY, FIVTHIEEIZE|H
ENDEZRPNL D0 D,

PR O Tl b Fe /2 A Th D Rossi & Freeman @ Evaluation: A Sys-
tematic Approach (Fiff : 7’277 A5  ARAOT7 7 o—F]) 1B Tnb
EFIRO LB THD, [FHEHAZE (Evaluation Research) &id, #&/ AMEH

i) Rossi & Freeman (1999), p20; Weiss (1997), pd~6; Wholey, Hatry & Newcomer
(1994), p3; OECD(1999), pl2 mZFNFh® Evaluation DEZHRE B EICEZIMER L
ToiE (BE - 24 Kk2000),

i) #RIE, 7AY BFEEESRITT 552560, LT, New Direction for Program
Evaluation & W) AFTH o728, BAEN New Direction for Evaluation & ##r&h
TWBONZORIESHRINIE LT D,



55 - BREE - INA U HIEE (MHB)FFE  Volume 9 MARCH 2013

DR, T AER, FEER, R, REEERACH ST B bICHEETE
FHEEEATHZE Y] (05) LEHEL TS,

FHIERFZEO S T2 BIZFENIAR L Eiod Weiss @ Evaluation (2nd edition)
TIHRDOELIICERENTEY . ZOEROHFIEEE T HHEELE, [FHIE,
T s T LROBEROEMS U R E ., BIRIH D ORI S L LA
BFRENCALNCTHZETHY, 7ar 70 LBEEOREIIETLIHDOTH
517,

Rossi & Freeman i3, B#HY, Jr ARG, EMERR CHERR LT 2 ESRE,
BLOGR, ZhRME (=Mt ERE) 2 CHSIERICERT 2 EERLHA LTS
(assess) DOMFHELEL LTWD, ZIUZH LT Weiss 13, OHSMHEN G- H9H
REHAFLLT, OWHOINT/RoTeFEETA & LT E WD TDhN Btz
DOHOHWE T L, @ & DITHBIEROWE~DT 1 — Ry 7 B2 END LD 3B
FEDEESR CTRMEAER S D & LT3, Weiss DEZEIL. Rossi & Freeman O
FLYBIBIES, EHERIBEORELMZ T, (T O1OMREHIE % T £ 2T5HE
BYZINEHAEL QB EEZS,

S b, FHEFFEDRIAE OUL Y & B &z 0 EHEFEOME— D&% L Ebh
HZEbH5D Scriven 13, FHEEZRDO L IICEZEL WD, TFHMlNE, EREH>>%E
I, DEOMEEZALMCTH e W) LEH LK (Scriven, 1980), oF b 2z
Y= A%, P& AT (value determination) #4795 2 &7 &V 2 L%,

iv) Rossi, P.H. and Freeman, H.E. (1993). Evaluation: A Systematic Approach (5th
Ed.). p5. "Evaluation research is the systematic application of social research pro-
cedures for assessing the conceptualization, design, implementation, and utility of
social intervention programs.” % LT, Assessment of Program Utility & LT, Im-
pact Assessment & Efficiency Assessment #HIFTWADT (p.36-37). BEOH
@ Utility % Impact & Efficiency CE &Mz 7z, HARHIZ Rossi 1, v Fa—ty
Y REOHEEREROEFTH S,

v) Weiss, C.H. (1997). Evaluation (2nd Ed.). p4. "Evaluation is the systematic assess-
ment of the operation and/or the outcomes of a program or policy, compared to
a set of explicit or implicit standards, as a means of contributing to the improve-
ment of the program or policy.” BT Weiss IE. /~—r3— FRKBHEREREO
BEThHD,

vi) Scriven, M. (1980). The Logic of Evaluation. preface. (Systematically and objec-
tively determining the merit, worth, and/or significance of something) . =M%
D270, merit, worth and/or significance of something% Bz M= DO M{E )
EFR U7z, 72, AFRSCTHL. merit, worth and/or significance O3EEOMIE %4
PRLT, flfE (value) E WO AFEEEA L, BARAIT, Scriven it, T2 A FZ 1 I
Ay REFHOF R OZIRE -7 (BEX, 7 VT2 P RECHRE),
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ZOEETHNTRLTND EEZ D,

BlO#mE L Ea—75L, FHMIISESERFELZLVES LIEIEREMIC
BT 5 Z LIRS0, WTIUTE JA8UTEE L TR HADMEHET 2 T3 0253 il
NI DOMWTEDEBELLESTWWTHAH (Julnes, G. (2012), p.3.; Mark,
Henry and Julnes (2000), Shadish, Cook & Leviton. (1991). p.49.),

2.3 FHEQIEAREE

ZZETOHERND, HELFHIIAENTED BBH D2 L5005, HEOEK
i3, REEREETMEOHSERAOCNITHIETHD (=FERE) LEXDHTLE
MTED, —F, ALNCENFRIZE LT L SMEZEET 23 (=MEH
Wr) ZFLTHDT, FMERV XD EERD, DV, FOFTENTTEBVFHIE I,
MELFET 5] EWHZ L THY, FEED Evaluation H0120  MBE-HT 5
(Value-ation) $\\) B THS, UTFOLITERBEENHZLbHS 7,

M = BmERRE O+ WEkr

(Evaluation) (Factual identification) (Value determination)

2.4 FEFORNE

FHEEIE, R ROmES e F LR UL B REYFR (Transdiscipline) & LT
BELTWS (Scriven, 1991), %0, MEOFEMEENE L THRILAENRL, £
B CREETEO B N B BB OITE R & L TRIT AN BN 2H D, BEFOZERI T,
REHEOMBEENTE D Th A,

WEHFIL, HEF, %, BEE. B ORISR TR OIHER
TURIMPOLER LTS, FRRICHEEY S, BERE, HfEmE, Eﬁ]‘{ﬁf?éfik
EHCUEOEEER LipoTW5, FHEFS, FRRICELH TRV O
DERERE L LTER LTS THA D, BT, HEL, REBERM, &
FHil2 EDOAHTTOVRY DERAROND,

—J5 T, HEEOCREFIBMOFERMSE & U THH SIVTREBERIT TV D,
ZF ORI, MEMCERNRRRLERT IR ERE . 0B LOEKRIZ
Lo TRIGHNCE BT 5 ZoOFERICX A b TV 5, THEFE SRR, BEERY7R

iv) Seriven (1999)i%. Evaluation = Factual premises + Value premises& FEH L T3,
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HERh & S R T EROTHFIC Lo TRE LT 3 Ch s, o0, TR
HEEBSBHCR L CIEEA O B B & LTIRI SIS & & bl JhsT U722
HEL LTRELTOC LE2 DB,

3. FHliDEAMESE © ERER S REESE

FHIROAEIIMAEEIET Tl 5 LB ~7eS, MWEHIBTOIZDDOEE L LT, k&< 4
oL TEAREE) (bAWNE—®IEZE) (Primary operation) & A LIEE)
(BBVNIZKAEZE) | (Secondary operation) 73%% (Davidson 2005, % &%t
Scriven (1991) OfFFR), FHEIUIDOWTRHBUCAERR T 5,

3.1 EEREEZE

AL, SO0 UDRE SHBEOMIEICEE LT, EHW 2 T EXTh
D, BERZRFEE LTL, ST (Grating) . S35 (Scoring) . NEATFHT
(Ranking) #3%% (Davidson, 2005), 728, TN ODOFHEIL. LEMEAELTEL
LIZRHIlOFHED L 5 ITE b dasbannian s, LYJEL, Fursa (i) %
ML LIZFHMECTH o> THEBIZAV BN TS FETH D,

SERRATTIRNDD DHEFFMTH Y . AIEA T BN A IS FE M DRk &
LTER D, —F, IBALAHTIE, H2EROFOMEE R ICHE &2\ EXEHETH
Y., MEHETOFIEE LTIBRWE S 225720, UTORIZNZND BIEH7
AL 725,

B, ERMTODITIL, MfEDEE (Criteria of value) SIfEDKYE (Stan-
dards of value) THERLSNDLUUTDL 5 Z2FHHOMSAEZER Y £ L O TR o000 R0
EAA

(i) AT E (Criteria of value)
/ A
R Lk b HEE
FAERO KA HERROD BARROARD
R&E W (HEE BRBRD HEME (BARNL
REO L) B HEHROHR)
A=DAABE) (RHEX) (EHX) (EHEX) (REX)
(ii) A B(HE) (E%X) (BEX) (REX) (EHX)
(Standards ClEBLELEALELY (EHX) (EH0 (%) ()
of value) DIFME) (RHX) () (FH) (%30
E(-DNAFTHRE) (R#X) (REX) (REX) (EHX)

B FHEORME (FRATOHOPE)

_6‘_
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®1 FHMEOERER GHEDO—REZE)

PE SN FERE S LT, TSI, ifE (value) (BT 207 2
V—%8) Y THEE RLE<HAVLNDI DT IY =i, A=E
(excellent) ., B=R (satisfactory). C=T[ (acceptable) . D=7 R (poor) .
E="R7] (unacceptable) TH 5, ZEfkid, FAXAIEHE Tid7z < . #EEMmY
B D VNI A D AR 22ATE (RE) ICBET 2 RIRHMI T H B,

SRS
(Grading)

WESINEEFEZ D L2, FHMIRIC, 8L 5d 51EE, 621X,
ﬁnﬁ’%&@ﬁi%% BE9 2 S8 ik, EFF QR 0~2), F/3C Bs: 0
BHEAT | ~3) . FTEFEEK BR0~3), HK 58 0~5) REDEEKERS LT,
(Scoring) E@H%%?é%ﬁﬁk# DIERICHT=5, ZhnbOEEMTIZ, £
< D% {éﬁuﬂﬂﬁ& LTHWLND, 7272 L, FHExSREONERL & R
ETét WCbHBONDHEELH D FERFHEE 722 5),

BIEINZEB/E D L0, TS AR AT 23 5 E%, flziE, 10

JERIATF | ADFHERIZR I LT, i~ 10( DIESLAT T 2T 2 BE74 &N Z o/EE
(Ranking) | i2®H 7= 2 %, NBRLAT T I3ARK A Tdh 0 . ASRAY R AIE (Merit) % B35
INMET BB TILAR,

MR & MR 25 2 5 5 2 CORBICEDHIN BAOHEBERICALND (Ex
A, 2010a) , HARDEEBFUCIBNT, EROFERIFHM 200 T Ml 2 B A L L 9
EWVIOIRBNBRIN TS, MoctifiE, EFR TR Lz T58&H1T) Z2R0na L0
ZLThAH, DFEV, BoUH, FNENOEREERE L BREAEL T Th
FNDEFENRZED > BLO EIUIE UITELINEHWTHEND T L THD, FAXREMEIL,
R L. TIRAZAHT ) ZRAWD WS Z & THD, DFE VIR ETRTDT,
EROFOMIRLEZ R TITEE R, oL, AROEESHFTIE, 230 %
X TA) T, RD30%i% 1By (B). ®D30%I% TC) (7)., &% 30 %i% D]
(RAN) otz d 2z, EHAOHMPINREICT L TERTTOSERAV LN TE T2,
TSRS LNERAHT OIRELOBI T D, ZORWMELET L, SR T O
A EMICEA T 2 FHMEOBEANRA LN-DIT TH D, UL, Ehihirz A
BT, SO UHERERTER ERPABRSIIATR LRV, TORERE
EDRRASTEolZ &3, BABERIZR DN BGORELIZ YN o7z &L Bbivs,

3.2 BE{LiEE
BEEEOFHMIE B 28 E L1235 A1, Bon-iHMlifER 2 A L (synthesis) LT
ﬁ*@ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁME#%éo%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%“é&%ﬁuT@&%Df%é
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(Davidson 2005), #MALIEEEZR CHINZFMERRIL, [REFHERER] &I
o, OIEUIZRED, ZNOLOFEE, EEEAZSSRE LIZFHEDOFED L S
BULNAD ANV, KVIEL, 7TrrJs (@R #xge LI th-T
LB AN TODFETHD,

®2 FHEOBRALER GHEDOZRER)

jﬁ’\:ﬂﬁ]@%ﬂﬁi’b@ﬂﬁﬁf*‘%% BRSO A A BE 5 5 H—
—— RATMEA~E LD BT B1EEEIT S, HENNE - G5HE#E (Numeri-
(Weigh;?r:g) cal Weight and Sum NWS) 1%, &/NEBIC1I~5 AR P HFICLPE
(BB ST BT 24T > TRELT A DR LT, EMAIINE - 45 (Qualitative

) Weight and Sum QWS) Ti. 28] (Critical), IEZ| (Important).
N E) 2% Ly (Desirable) 72 KOS X 2 EAMT 217> TR

BRI &R A D,
?ﬁi&giﬁﬁb‘ SEHE O EDOEBRICE L THRIEAZRD T, ZHICHZ2WiEE
(Barring) IRATHERE R S BERICIEL T 5 1EE,

BeBEAT T IZ. MERY b ShIEETH D, D MEITT DM
BE—RIZIRLTHOTIEARLL T, TA] THIIT3A, TB] U FThHh
X2 ET B, YMEIZET 5A, B, C, D EDOERMIT DEVI
CORBEATOEVARTEDEND D, LS hT (’Sé\pﬂﬂﬁf*
RIZRDLEZD,

2
(Stepping)

(F) BEAVLIRY [E3bE (scaling) . IS (profiling) 138 L7z,

F7-. AL R FIE LT 7 a—F v — FER/ERR L TRWA LW ) HERS
%, 7a—F¥— b, ROFID/RT X IIZ, NE - G5 & RAREEMT 2 RIRFICR
B AENZHETHY . B0 BFOFHMIIE W CRERE LRI A EID b s L E381X
EZ2TW5,

3.3 FHIOHEANL6 X5y T

HERIEE LR OB DB BB LA, Th OB S0 L > T %
E T T DD~ RO TS 5 b, ek A (2010a) 1, TG EEERE
EHETCHB, LV 5 Scriven DIEHICESE | LIFOE 1627 v AAcE LDHTB,

(1

~—

MO E L3R O B IOEE (Determination of evaluand and evaluation

purposes)



TO0S LFHBIGH B EDNEICE DEH TESD
—XBEIOTSLGHBD T V1> DESRM— 12K
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#
%
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jofolell fofols]

#*
%
:

K2 HEEREIEDOFHEE: 70—Fy— FOFIA (BB HRTT 2008)

(2) MMfETE B DOF%E (Setting of criteria of values) : & X 9 7 AIE 2 FHE S D
NETHASIMN?

(3) MEAHEDFRE (Setting of standards of values) : B< Lo TWAB L HRED
IKIEL T EDRREN?

(4) FBE=0KE (Factual Identification) : TN FHOMIEE B IZESd 2 EHE (per-
formance) ZENL HVW?

(6) ffEFIkF DN (Value determination) : ZNEHOMEEBICEALTENLS DL
VR LR TN ?

(6) I OFEA V. D ENM © (Synthesis of values) : I ENOMEE B IR -
TATEH T2, DL SOMMEHIBNC AT D, R, —E TV D & (ZOMRIC
1) fEDRHT=DD> 2

ed, MEEE &AMEKRIETHER SN DFHRORE (kAT O 0OR) 2%
FREDHNIRET D Z LBFRITIESH 5, 72720, EEOFMBERICRNTE, FE
REEDIEEDH T, TORENHMEII RV EREZRERISND LMD, £
TR DINRNZ ETHD, Liedi>T, —EMER L CEM LICRHMEOREZ, thooRk
MCHEA LTS ETWE, SEOHF THOOIORER L LT
W ZED WTNOSEIZRNTHERDHILD,
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4. FHEOEAIEE

4.1 BREERYIZFHETE E
FHEDIER 1L, ZORF& CREBUSASIRFTSNDRETHDHN, HIBREAESNh
CAREVRREMEE E & L CIROER R D D, 728, ZIUTT T Lz Rossi &
Freeman (1999). Weiss (1997) 3L Wholey, Hatry & Newcomer (1994)
72 ETHBIN TR SN TV BB TH D, 72721, Rossi & Freeman (T ZH Ll
12, T=—X%&7E] (Needs assessment) ZMZ WD RICEENBLETHS, Fi-.
EEHAOZECIXE LI, TESHEM] (Sustainability) #M1%5Z EAB,
— AV —FHE (S ABERROZ S HEOFHE)
— ok AR (EHERROME IO FHIE)
— A7 bRHl (T AZROFEZIEDOTM)
— ZhERMFEE (B H & BRMED I K AN ORE)
— #adHE (i 4THE ORATHE)
Z TR I NI U CE TR 5,

4.2 AU —FHl (O A O MO

PEEETIX, Program Theory Evaluation &V, FhaEHLT 4 ) —5
fili) LFFFRT DO AR TIE—RTHS FE - xR, 2000), $XCOTRT T A
(i) (Z2A 600 T AHRR) (BAV—H20ERYy 7)) Kb Tng, &
AV —&id FRERRISEH LCERD RE) Thb, &4 ) —iHETEL, 0N
AR (BFY—) ZHALNILT (=FHERE) . TORSMEHETS (=g
B, A Y —FHEORMELN A ERIL, Ta : mOASAZYS 572 (b 2475
7] Te: EBbEBFELRV Td: BEFESLITEZRY GREICREN H-T-)
RETHB,

TA Y —FHI T, TRDRITIERESFHN?D ] &5 o7 2 U0 ROMmBEOIRIEN 2
<. BE—EHLUTEROBEEROEVGREMHMA L Lo THaD (Wizdy) 2RIET 5,
BUTFoLoiz, Wwhwwdayy7E57 /v (Logic model), Bl& 705 A4 —
(Program theory) #ZEBV\WCREET 5= 08D HNA,

RV 7 E®TNVTE, BRBEEIFHRTHLT Y M7y + (Outputs) &, F0dkh
T3 &I SR ZETHAT 7 b4 (Outcomes) ZURBI L THEZS
LIENEETHD, HIAE HAEFERRCEALTEE, FEERTERDTY b



TOTSLHBI B B B DNECE SOEM TES
—RETOTDLFHED T 1 DEEM— LK 58

- ot AxFal
| - 5w | oanmeoRs
~ BRRS (9~ B 1 .
| e
" - : - TWRF A Y Y Y RCP Audi D
& E | - T 5 .
(Activities) TSt il .
S YRGS YU (CP adiHDR
TLEEROY 547 b0l
- PSPV P AEERCRRT S
FobTub || - asmmrssme -
. ERMORNAOREFEGEIN D,
Pibhhls - FRHEITT
RS0 BB EONIT L) oy EET IR »
(Outcomes) (309 5 ¥°3) S himmanay R ER
: - BRIPEEYTD (H 2R AF - HROBER
WP oS, W
1. BADENC L 58 FETCO/NEREER SO 2 . HEEem st IFC) X 3%
Vw7 ET N (- 2 A 2000) DN O Y NT 4 T

P AT A Yy s BT
(U EHE A EREH S o 4 — 2010a)

B3 Oy ETILOH

Ty NTHY ., 20%, BONCEMERAER L THEETLZLI2LY, AN
BOEREZH 7V HOFORRELEE LD TAZENEIIIT U R ILENH T &
2725, B OEERROH (7 A U 10 The Cooperative State Research, Edu-
cation, and Extension Service (CSREES)) <Ti, 77 bhond, S8 - - &
Hio> 3 BB 0T T SN TV A R EUTESICH B,

4.3 TObRFHE (ShEERE O # UM O

Tusgs (R &, YPOREERBVICETTHEN ZEiE, —REVEID
OB ONDA, BETE S THRY, EREOT 07T AOERIT L b EEIZ 1)
FHEDLTND, T AFHEIL, MHIEHE & ERE L TEO—BEAEH LM
L (=T . EnRRn L OREREENCEE =0 OEiEL T2 (=M
BRI, 7 e AFHEORRRICE DN D ERIT, Ta : 72WA~SAEEIE 72 T - )
7Eolz] Te: EBbEbERRN] 1A BUZo72LITE RV RELRed, ROK
DEHRHEERE AV ZERHD LS, BATIHHEEE XL, ULoldzo7ekx
P (GHE L TEBVEEOLER) ZotzZ b0, TR AFMEER 0T T,



IEE « AT « INA U TTIVHE (MHB)HZ Volume 9 MARCH 2013

LoD & ZAEARTIIZNAABIGRDH HFHH TH D, 72120, TIUTMA TEERZ
LI, ZORIBPEAIRBOVTHABRIZ Y Tholeh (B4 ) —FHl) &, ZOREBRE
IRV THEZIRBIAREIC DN T2DNE I D> (A 2237 MMl THhY, Zhb7m
T AFHRHORTE OFMEIEEI b - LIERTDUERH D,

M4 FEfEEEELRSR

stEfE RiffE —HESCERR

® A
- EE
‘- AB
< B4 - i

S B
< EE [ ]
< &3 [ ]

PONTy N
« PONTY N[ ]
s PONTY 2 [ ]

4.4 A X7 Ml (Y AZDROA RO M)

Targ s (fR) IZEoT, RMRLETHAOCKER LT HHSRIA~D [HER
B (AT ) BBoT=ODzol=zDny, otk LI bZiudit+oizotzren
HERNCE 2 HEMITH D, NEZYME (Internal validity) OKFECHH D, BB
XET 0T T AOHEITE, A7 FERRETHIEEE LT, ERR, ¥R &
B, Fry7 7o b EERROSK, BIRKT X MRBREPAVLND Z NS
WV, Ez, B« REREDBREFBHEDOHEITIT. BBEROBRBEIIHVOND, 1~
R NI, WERR (M7 ) OFE - BEZHALNIL (=FEFE). €
MBI RE DTz E I a5 (S EEHW) ., A 237 MEHlORERIC
bAERIL, Ta: REQPRMRHo] b 2R RHoT] Te: EBEHEBERR
W Td s GhRIIARD T2 I2T Te) WhRIZoT) LD, ARSUTHRT D
FHEEE OH T, FEBEOEEN b L BREELTWAEETHD, 1737 FOF
#E - FREZHAGINCTDHEE LTI, Rossi & Freeman (1999) 233 ZEiZ LS &EM
THMICBALTND, bol bk EbILDERT 1 (Randomized



TOIZ LBl H B X EDNEICE SEF TESD
—XE 7’0774\055/&?@7#///@%%&— Tk S

Controlled Trial (RCT)) »6. bok b#ERT A L BN DHH - R
71 o (Before-after design) £ TEFERELDHTVS, Rossi & Freeman
DIFERE S L2 5 SOREF LT VA Lo E L dic—BRERRE LTER LIZOTS
BEN=Vy, 72721 Rossi & Freeman (1999) i, EMERYRFEICBET DM
FHTHY, F—AAZT AL, AV F Ea—ik, ESEBEREREOEMRRFEIM
DEEDOFRFEL (FizE, Patton (1997). Stake (1995) 72 EDFEEITFHELLY,
A2 NOFEOEOEF L LT, BB R LRI L2 EME LI TICHE
5, BEWE., BEHOMtE, KREBRREOEENRBEIE T 0 s T ha iR
MEEUTEM UM, TDA 237 R LT, REE, WFEOFENT A MOREEER
L CTHER-ER BRI L > TOH L 0B TH D, 72720, BB SHLEThH
D, HERNEIR L7 0 s T AUSOSNREROFE (CIUIHAROZEE RO E
bEte) e B BRI ST R R,

¥ o¥ R (&)

1998 2003 Difference t-test
HIRIERE 6.2 6.6 0.4 3.75%%x
e e 55 59 0.4 8.16%*+
L ARIERE 123 132 0.9 4.16%%
Mst e o 8.7 10.1 1.4 6,93k

**%:1% significance level

£41 EX = BRERE

E5 A9 FOHEOHTEOERA  A—F It 2EBHEXRE IO/ L (HBFTEH
(World Bank 2004;137)

4.5 FhERWFRE (B & 28D b OBBMIED HREIT X 2 2R ORI
Tar5a (i) \CEoTERRA LA Y b CEDR 1T RoWER (B
&H, ABY, PR, BEEIRYR L) ERAUTERT 15T OMENH 72 E g
ST B, ZhERMERHIRL, A 230 N EEIRONH 2 EHMERE L (= TR,
W DZERLENHIIRED ST E IDEHWTT S (= MR, ZhERAEFHED
EEREDNASRT, Ta: CRONEERERATDETD) fc~ARERSH
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721 Tb : flifER B >72) Te: EBBEBF xRV [d: RONERERAT ST
D) fEiI78 o7z 728 THD (FFETIE worth-worthless DFR), BAENTIL,
la @ TEWOASMUTEDSREGTE o7z b BhER7E572) Te: EbbebE RV 1d: %)
FH TR olc] IR EOFEBVBAVLND, 2L AKRTIE, PR E NS S
EESTOIRIMT, [ZhSRENCEM A ER Sz TR SRIICEENERE Sz 7L,
Az 7 ot 2 aﬂﬁﬁ BT DRECEDIET D ENENT LI, BEENLETHD,
e, BERMRPRMERR: EOLSHRCE LT, A vy Ml O35 &
LTH, DhRMFMIE TEITTED, Z U TEITARERONIELTUIT A U HThH
i s (Ex K, 2002),

FHIE LT, YU AR—MIHBEICE TN D 7 1 ) Bk BT A7 b 0%
THD [RAT7rEVRART =) (BRETOFMRFR) Thd Aidha OfFl% L
THEHET D (EaK, 2012), ZoOHEHITIE, Aidha NER LEKFEDOA 237 k
(TR 2EWMERELC, FEHELEBRLT, #2BE ) ¥ —UE (Wb
LEMERILE) 2 TBMHLEHELT (FFEEE). HO~ABVIREZEHR L
TWD ERERROT TS (=B

AL 2 37
SROI (=R & )A— )

450,000
400,000 386'50
350,000
300,000

’ (X%
250,000 7.48 15
2AR.200 w E ST EL {8
150,000
100,000

$51,683
RN |
o i S
) w#& HRIRTEf E
(Investment) (Total Present Value)

6 MEMFHEDRESG - > HR—ILD Aidha DEETOH S L
(Social Impact Associates 2008; Aidha D™ = 74 k hitp://www.aidha.org)
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4.6 FREFHb

TRz L ST, BEOFMEEE 230E LB EIc, BhhRHlE R ek e
{t. (synthesis) U THE—OFMERREHTUERDH D, BE(MIEELRTHENTFF
RERIL, TRETHEER) LRI, 7ok, FHEDH EIZ TH2E) (Recommenda-
tion) HECETNENEINNIT A Y I OFHMAFFEE ORIZE/wD H D Z LBEESh
T3 (xR, 2010a), Scriven B~5 & ZAIZL D L, HWYRREELRTD
i Q) MEOREHERER, (D) 2FSEOHMaE. (i) =257 2o ryEs
BRESICEIT B 50500 3 ORUETH B,

5. BEDE

AR FE D53 B Tlddk 4 72 R RR T T %, RERIR T OIEE DR
EELDIER BN ek, 2002), Sz THELTELFLVERSEL L
T (o5 22384 (Evidence-based evaluation) ZBT 5850 H 5,
WPWHERTYA L (RCT) ZAVWEEEFEL b IRETRELL VD FET,
1980 RDEFE 35 L BEEROMELLROBN FREN T EN TS (x kK, 20
10b),

—75., T AV HiHEFEESETH S New Direction for Evaluation TOWERIT, &
B4 _&BFEENTIITEINE Julnes, G (ed.), Number 133, Spring 2012), 4
ELHDZA "D TAEFIZEOMEHIETOMEE « MEHIBNCE L TBERSLRITIE IR
#9451 (Promoting Valuation in the Public Interest: Informing Policies for
Judging Value in Evaluation) Th?d, FHEOAREIMMEHE CTHD &5 —ED
BEBHVRNRG, BARMERETOFERCERFRHE I L TR+l Lo
INTETBLT, 25 LRI —F 2R UAESTHD, ZOT7T—<FEER
WRINERE T, EFEOHRPEDOLNDIRETHY, BATHEHEOERE
EHTENEIREND,

6. JOySLAFEMOERRICZHITT
BRI, BETE 0T MIET A7 0 0T AFHIOME KA TV 00O BT

(tips) ZFEFR L7V,
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6.1 SHHEENAREROBNEVWERIZITAND

fOSEIZBERATH &, ZZ 10EORIC, BE, ik, BlaE, 23==711&
g, NPO BERLIFIERNH T, 7ul 7 AFHERREICER LTE, TIC
WATEY . ZOEROERITE, MEHROMBEAR S LT, B EETAZR 2E
FEE L U CGHEENTER SN TE W IBERDH D, 29 LIt Bickii 57 e
75 NEMBOLE B OWIUCENEZ TS TIZHONW TV BB H B, I EROEELE
B Lz b3 7 n T MMl E =T 5 Z LRI A & & bis, - REREEI
BT, AERSUTHERL U2 L 2 ZefHl R OE# A HE L OO ZEBKETHA I,

6.2 MNIRTOTILNEHEDTHD
WEZRDBBOREREE 7 07T 2E[HBE LTIl T AFHMEEERT D Z &1
FROTHEELYS, L, /N - EHIRO T 07T 28R E L THRDTHD Z E01E)
oD, ZWENRAOT T LExGRE L7 a5 AFHECH IR T 5,
FEU, MEDIRUICARD0, WL FHiLE D Z LB TAZ ENEETHD, b
ORBEVEET A —ARFT (I EBHZ L 72 FoMISNZEREEEEZ T,
i LOOMEEETE T X bon LICEETARERS S, o, vy /ET
NOVERIZ £ BE b E b O ANERROFIRALY, BRSO RO R EZRO T
B A 2%y N ESMBER OB BLE Y R ETERT L. ELTRLAE
EERNMEBRA L TEGT 2EENH - OO RETHEOEIEOL RN EET
b5, TP 0 ST AOFHBZRWT, ZROOFHEEIT-C, KREIZBOR
LV OFHIE B2 9 LIZiHBZ A LT ZEBREEND,

6.3 FT&EU THRAICFHOEEZEEL T

FHNE TEEAEE HEEEIET L Shdhs, EBRITL, EEOMSRE & Mok
EITEORYOLT, RAIKERITET D20 —RIATONTHWDIEITTH D, £LT
ZOEFEEE U T, WIELOT v 7T AOFHNZ$ D BRTHE M T DEHREZ ED
LRI E VST RREETHRTe Z LMD DL D,

6.4 T0J5LFEOFHBOEHNZEITERTD

R DW, BT s T LFHEE EET 50O BEZEN T, SncE-TL
F 9 2 LIIEENNLETHD, Scriven 28 LIZUITIHRA~S K 51z, TFHEdAEE Ok
EIEETH D] (Evaluation is social betterment.) Z & %E\ﬂ'é‘ W2, a7 AFF



TOT 54 FHBIG B B DNEICE DBB TES)
—XBETOTSASHRDT 1 DEREM— ZeAR T

B AT RER B2V, SMENFRRPRSLFR2 8T U VANV DERE
BIELTCWDEHE, BIREROTETIE L Q2 BARECEEBEBORE. MEKT
TN CQOBMATERE ., TNURIOFTERNOMWAERET L. HEOREEENE
1B Y HNBEBEREET D0, WThb 7 e/ AFHEOFEEZ BT
ETHEEDYE, DO THEROUERIORND EEX D, 172l AR THR
LT84 DFBEA\ o Th T ORI BN 2 S DI Tz | A ) —3
oA 2% NHliZR E—EET OB ThoTh, BEBIUHESOREITH O
 FREMEDSEWV VDI TC, TR ADLTIZ, BTSN OHEA L TR Z L2
Hos,

%

1) FiciL. BrdEERE (Policy evaluation), 7w 27 A (JEsR) FF4E (Program evalua-
tion), ¥u¥=2 b (FH¥E) Tl (Project evaluation). AZFEF (Personnel evalua-
tion) . B&FEME (Product evaluation) 72 EOMEENRHHN, FOFT—HFEA Vv —7
oRTa s T s (EER) FETHD,

2) Rossi & Freeman (1999),p20; Weiss (1997),p4~6; Wholey, Hatry & Newcomer
(1994) ,p3; OECD (1999}, pl2dEnFhDEvaluation D EE L B HIEENER L
EFE (FE - 22 K2000),

3) HIxIE, 7T AV VFMFESMSRATT HFEFIE. LT, New Direction for Program E
valuation & VI AT TH o728, HFERNew Direction for Evaluation & gifr Sh T
HOBZORAEWOILR LTS,

4) Rossi, P.H. and Freeman, H.E. (1993). Evaluation: A Systematic Approach (5“1
Ed.). p5. “Evaluation research is the systematic application of social research pro-
cedures for assessing the conceptualization, design, implementation, and utility of
social intervention programs.” % LT, Assessment of Program Utility & LT, Im-
pact Assessment & Efficiency Assessment ZHIF TWADT (p.36-37), BEDOF D
Utility % Impact & Efficiency CEE# X 77, B2&IZ Rossi 1d, vV Fa—Ey Y
REOHBFZRFROER TH D,

5) Weiss, C.H. (1997). Evaluation (Z"d Ed.). p4. “Evaluation is the systematic assess-
ment of the operation and/or the outcomes of a program or policy, compared to a
set of explicit or implicit standards, as a means of contributing to the improvement
of the program or policy.” BlaAiZWeissid, »N— 35— FRKBEHEREROEFETH
Do

6) Scriven, M. (1980). The Logic of Evaluation. preface. (Systematically and objec-
tively determining the merit, worth, and/or significance of something). #DEH
D72HD, merit, worth and/or significance of something % HHlc THFEOME] &
R LT, 2. AL THL. merit, worth and/or significance @ 3 FEIEDOE % % F
LT, i (value) &) HEE%RMEMH L, Blediz, Seriven id, V= AF IV
REFMFARFTOER I o7 (BEZ, 7 VT EY PREFR).
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7) Scriven (1999) i%. Evaluation = Factual premises + Value premises &3 LT\\5,

(2% 3CHk]

EBR R IRIT (2006) [RMEBRFETMBEE) EBRE IS8T

MEEANERRBIR £ 2 —(2010) [ H AR KIBEHELSOTM —BE - et 77
ATUVANDT 72 A BEORET RS ADEEIRATA UTELT—] EE
&Rt (IFC)

fEa R (2002) TECSRFHME N L—=2 0T v 7 ~TH0H%4 L To0RE] £EHH

fex ATE (2010a) [EEMEEREE  FEM2ORE] 2B HK

tex AT (2010b) T=v5F o AES< BRBIEM — BB DS . 50 4 AMLER
DER, A7V T P —Va0EZ OB~ [ARTMFE] Vol.10,
No.l HAFFHEES

fex R3E (2012) TSROIFFMEOFF 23/ U A1) [CSRIEBICHT AL EINIERE
(SROD) #FAWVFHE] v va . BATMISEAE IEESZLERSE A EE

AEEF (2011) FEABEBFTORDOT 0l S AT E] O-UEE

HEBEIE - 2R3 (2000) T (ECORAVAR) O Bkl 2B

FEBERE - fex k72 (2004) [ MBCREFME) OB &5 OEMMETHO ] 278 1R
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B AT FOFE - BEOREDIDDERTH A

BB i A

1. 581 - SBREEFY1Y Rl
(Before-After Design)

T, BT, BROEBEE R

L. ZOTHEREBERN T HES | ‘g ---------------- -

200

%, EROTES ANLIVTND, 22l |
FHT - BROMICREAE LTAMTERIZES | s |
HEEZ -T2 <WY BRiFnoc, KR e T

a

BIROHEE DO HEMEITE N, SRS e om

Bt

gy ]

2. BRITH1 e

258

(Interrupted Time-Series)

HERIT ARIORIE) b Lo REEEH L,
RN AT b Ly KRB Do TOIUE,
R RBEURDGFEEHEET D, 72720, B
B b vy RUSA O RN & 2 58 E %
Y BRIT720O T, BT ZIUZEE 2
UV,

3. —MRIBEETY 1 >/ (Generic Control) R
1@E$Wﬁ\éﬁﬁﬁﬁ@g@#&%g ]
B% I AVD, SMBERIC LD REE | o s ATy
EHAEERE L TEXD T LATEHDT I W=V A EECEE
(72872 DA B MBS T 7= B L b D TR
[ UB % — R b TV BT — pe e
25) . FBEBMEOEEDKEIZELTHS | - ;
BEDEEMEHIETED, bV LMMIT | o vt rrr—

BB ENTES, i

B Y
s ¥
@,

4. YvFIFHA> (Matched control) isiny ﬁ
ARER R TR DI N—FFRE LT — |
BICHWD, AMEBERICLDHEIEES ki e

o sl «:.;}mu {A’Vi vg
DI N T AR 5 L EZNBD | b | F528eeY |

T, REBBROEEDOEED-DIZEVME oy (y Vg 22

IR TE D, it

T

5. ERFY1
(Randomized controlled trial (RCT))
TR OSEFERTIC, B 2 4 1 2 E
7 (GoHhTHAL A b)) 12Xy, E
M N—TL B SN —F T B, R
¥E1E (Outcome indicators) (ZHNT-iE
WL, BHOME—DBENTHD [N AZE
HENT=0ED] X Tl &hize
MIFRIZHIWr Az e TE 5, REBRD
FEIEDORFEICB LT~ AEVMEEME %
BDo Tl LEBEOBAITEE L,

xR (2010a : 61-64)






