e - S Wlk

SBR

il

=. Bl

RE\+/NESNH A= HAT AR TEEEARE) ARGEIEE
FHEAR . PSS IURSORE P RBUFIAE R 2 —= TEERE - 7P
BARYORASES - W = RIEE TBUR ke RIS AT 2B T A Eh - e
MsEAE MR TIE - LIRABEWNE - (CEBFERE - ) ARG
GERSCHREBUN PEIARIER ~ B.ORRE kMG E R 28 E » [EBEEH
HEVERRIRNE: » (AT LURPAIRRR » A ERBIH R - )

RE\AEFEAH = HBEE AR A MR TRREE &b T HI
B MR SO R BE PR A R » H S8 LRI SORURE s 5 BUR B0 178K
PRBHATEX ERIRPIR 0T AR € ROt S S 2 By B LU & s B B 75
o I AERF TR - PR = IHR TRMERREE TR - 0 S+
—RGESCEIERE T EEAE BB SRR AT - EE DR ET
K HEFEE - SR EEBEITBIERE Z - J

IR R REE B RSB I EA A > 5 LLAT U T 51 LA
af -

LEETHE LIEREARBER z— » N HREE ARG R -

2. BB A BE T B > BAREE TS - BN EE R~ B
BUNEE Rl v E R R a3 o T A -

3B PEERIVFFIREE - WAREEATRIRYL ~ B VRFFRYE ~ BIHRFIRIE - &
R BREEIRYE » B RF RIS S G S i R -

ARPRE B EE DR ETE—X -

SFHREHE RN HIE = - (DIRARIREFE ME QOCERIRATE %R
» BLQ)FPE IR EE TAERRAL

AL - WBIRPRZE 7P TIEFREIRIRTS - SR B H AR MR R EH
EERET TR -

KBIEE 1975 Dffii 94-142 223k Fe 1977 5 94-142 [yEKE  THIAILAR - %



PN 20 SR AR5 BB FRBUR IR AZCE MBIk - S AR — M EZBIEE
PRI A EGTEI(94-142 N Z £ State Plan) » Z%3 &I [R]IRFELFEN
HIRFBUR > AR 3T L BORANL BT 94-142 0% F Efitd Tl Y
FURE © 4238 50 JI|F » New Mexico [ AR ANRE 12 32 W FR U 47 20 B AS
B AFREEST 94-142 Ak R H G THHAIFIRRE - (HAr 205 81 se A 2
A 1178 (The New Mexico Association for Retarded Citizens){f{§ 1973 .15 &
EZRY 504 {&Ek(Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973)[f42E 4 £ 28 P4 &F
PNINEURE V2 $T3% N B DR 22 A $2 4 & 382 & (an appropriate education)
o TR R S B DR e S B IR o M —F kBB 30 % The New Mexico
Association for Retarded Citizens v. New Mexico » {F 1982 TF s FEI & 1350
AREGE PR I 2 8 2 PG BN RS B A T & B aR - AR H 2 2 v &
PPNERT I AR EZ MY B DR g S B > TR 1973 FE{E fRIEZERY 504 55K - %
1% S5 BOHT 52 7Y S NBURE R 1 B RS B2 R PR 2R 5+ #ll(State Plan)
Wi EEs7 94-142 ik s B TAHAIRIAI R  (Yell » 1998)

FE S INEE HR REE & i HhatT AR - thgr ¥ pr @it 7 2 1m B
HWHERE - Wt > ZMTTREPFETTIREE /7R » MEZLESF &R
Ak MESESTRFSBUMHIR BuL 71 - & MNEE B8 th a7 Wit B o8 K atal
77 R AR IR EE )T R R8T L

AEHEEHIAN
LERIHSE BRI E0E 77 S AFSRATREIR » Wb AU S U R BT ke
fii

2.3 AR IR BB 7 S AT ok 0 W K T RE 2 (1) & i B9 AT # (compliance
evaluation) » Bil(2) & 4 HY #F #E (evaluation of program appropriateness)

3R AR T AR Y ~ B~ BIREDDER -

4 BRI BIR AR T AT H EH W B A

RIE » N SGIHER T I E R BlGm L2

LGB I 75 B2 R PR 2R /5 AT s R -

2. SR BB BURT B 25 BN R BUBCR B T BIRURT 8
3.FVER 2 AR MBS P FEa kb /5 B2 R PR 20R 5 At ik

~ 10 ~



AFHIREE /7 % & 15 (compliance) B 55 ' (appropriateness) R ifi ©
SKIRBE /TR ~ Bl ~ $IREVDER -
6. it BLAE A ©

. XEh B EFHRBE H RTENRIR

EBRREE 77 RV R e H R TR - AR BRI
B TR - S EEE T E W AEESFENEE E = =%
Bt &7 & SN L EEEE T R E TS (program accountability) » 55 /2%
BABREH2ARMES S ENEE T FEARE (to provide program and
service) o (Maher and Kruger » 1987 )25 —JH[R 8 /) AH & S B R A BB L E 1 THE
AR UGS =3 TR cs LR a0 - 55 —ZEr ) JTHIAEE i 3R
BAE B AR 1 = RSPy TEAEEmE 1 -

5 B & sth 75 B2 P PR Y S AR ECE T R i SRR AT R A = BlI(1)
FESEEE 17 & (Head-Start program) » (2) & I E|E % & /5 & (Follow-Through
program) » (3)55—E¥H /7 & (Chapter 1 program) »

FEIGZETATT
BB /TR E= | THEEELE | FREERE H RIEY
RS ) %A >
LEE ESCET) 1. Head-Start program L T FRBE )T E R
2ARAHE T ENE 2. Follow-Through program | 278738 = /7% A7 n[ L
3. Chapter 1 program S 2| L fth st B

—| WS E)

LARIBE R TR A R H Y
P B R
2 AR RA R A R AR
E S ECET g
— : {24% Head-Start program ¥ =& 7 £H B R & » FFE A HEFE
) (F# R Maher and Kruger(1987) # Program Evaluation —X § &4 H)



[ — <z &R

1.Chapter 1 program ;EE#5 1965 F )55 Birh 25 1% (The Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965)55—E Y E » FHEG AL BT B Ek el B L 5 88
PRI St 7 B2 18 - RIS A P RIE 24 EEERNRE TR - EREE
77 Z<(Head-Start program)Ed & (2 [E%( & /7 Z (Follow-Through program) &
FH R FR R $88 K 1 A2 FR 3t 7 22 R E T & -

2. bt =G J7 ZEHY I 8 AR S R P AR 1 A 88 A5 X (Summary  Evaluation
Model) » HEFF#RETUT T B

BB B S BRI
HE ST ety —
p| [LHE
A S| B e |
T N s _> -
- e IE S T L

= ¢ 4045 PE SR B X A S A o

X

3BES BN A B 1T E B AR S = FE0E 77 RNHERS I AR S5 SRk T R
B —MHE TR E R0 it BARE B i pCSCR € R G iE =B /7
ZEHE BB oAt s 77 B2 [
4 B BUR LN BUR AT E B R BB B A 7 FRA - BB EIRR A
RRHERD -
FEFH 94-142 ERAE 1975 4 11 A 29 HAMR » HAE TR 1977 4
8 A 23 HAm » KII 42 26 25 3th 77 B2 s 1 <2 W R BSURT B 25 N BURF RS B By -
MAE 1970 FARIAR e/ NERIFF IR BE 114 BiEH/ NER T S S
OFRRRERTIRIE o 7 1980 FARWIHA - FiIRBE 77 W EF 8 (special education
program evaluation)sz 2 E 45 7 2 RV ES - BETTHAER ~ FiRBER
Al R R RS B ok B2 ERAE it 77 BRI P B 0 R A R TR R T B LB
LIEFsh: » DIR T H A E » 1983 5 12 AZKH 23209 100 (R AZBEITICEE B

LB (special education directors and supervisors)£E & 7EEE % 5 Hi(St. Louis )22

|



TR KRBT 2 ER TR E 7 K % & i (the National Conference on Special
Education Program Evaluation) » 33 {[f & % /& B 5 5k 5d 2 &= B & (Council of
Exceptional Childran) fiff J& B 5 % 2L B 17 I8 A B & B & (Council of
Administrators of Special Education) g B £ 20 & I 47 ik 20 & Bil 18 (1 iR 7% 5]
(Office of Special Education and Rehabilitation Services)fi& &) - fF@iHHH
DUREE & A I 7T B2 S R R R T 2RV (model of local —level education
program evaluation) % 4@ t 2K {ft Bd & A B h LLET am (52 % & © Maher Edd
Kruger(1987) S & HIR I HE PUAEF AR X)) - S7agAs o % - 1F 1984 F5H 20
&3t 77 22 15 Faan PR FH AN RIRY AT SR 2R B thad it (field tested) & AT IRECE /7
ZEHETHR © (Maher B Kruger » 1987)[KI [t » 38 B 3th 75 £ 5 B a6 2T s R
B BN NEFFIRYE) RAGHS 1984 4 o

FEB 1980 FAUR R A B 7 RRVAT#EZ B E AR R fR 7 Eft 1984
A 20 {Eh 722 B AT N R R AT 8 2 At 0 BV E I E B E R R
TFAE © —5& 1985 HF Jx 1986 F-EBIHETZ JNEH B o7 Al N A £ 37 22 15 fir
RERA R TR R BHAT M TF - R E B A E R EE hin ks
R B IR E0E 77 23T Y (F - (Maher B2 Kruger » 1987)

4% Maher Eil Kruger(1987)iY 734t » E[80 1980 F- AN )T 22 B R R R /7
TR VMR > FFA0 Tl .

—~ Y ERIREE T R A8 FE (the process of special education program
evaluation) - gL RaTFH#E A\ B2 LA RHY T E R I EE B RAF IR ECE 1 21
FE R DUEE B RS AR T BN S AL o (I T 2R R 2R T E LS AT
o A\ B E R RIFT 8 T &R (planning an evaluation) & & 22 [ ¥R &

I>EZRHRAB T ENRZEFNRL G LFE? (what are the
characteristics of the students who were provided the program 7 )

2>FREBE HEMM AT EE ? (How was the program actually
implemented ? )

<B>FHREE TEVBER R A 2E] ? (Were program goal attained ?)

<A>FFIRPEEEN ~ BAERER MRS W R REE TR KB iSRG
{8 ) JE ? (How did various individual —teachers ~ parents ~ students —react to

the program and its outcomes ? )

~ 13 ~



<S> THPREE T %) B TRIREE TR E TR R BET ? (Was
the program responsible for the outcome results ? )

<6>FIHREE HEREEHEN ? (Was the program worth the investment
?)

T WEERIREE 1 R R BB (the foci of special education program
evaluation)  FIII7E | 51| & A AN HY) 2 £ 7 % (instructional program) 1 » FF A
B E Bl e ST R R R — T &

<1>&JFHZE i ZFE(resource room program)

2> Rk IE 75 % (self — contained classroom program)

<3> AT 17 Z (supplemental instructional program)

<4>TESEHUE B 4 7 5 Z (regular class mainstreaming program)

<5 > Rt #E /i & (individualized education program)

=~ AT R ZE (A plan for special education program
evaluation) o {{}5 Maher Ed Kruger(1987)/y#E: - NRIFVEIIREE /T EGW K
AN [RIHEF# R @8 (evaluation Questions) » [KIHRHAREE 17 EWF #5121 H
EIEYERHE 771 ~ F2 R Eil T E.(methods ~ procedures » and instruments) & [A] 25 5]
o FEEBELIE = 2RI IR S /T Rt AT =R A AL -

1 N R R SRR
| ERE R | B ;
2B H 2 1EP 33t ’
SRR >X<\3§%hm e
AETRER AR AR S ¢
5 b S G 5 HE =
6 HBLRHE a2 6 FE T2 B e
T RRZR H
8 HihE

fi:i>nﬁ%hﬂhmxmm&%ﬁ¢ T BB R S TE R D
= %ﬁiﬁﬂ ﬁ%w{‘éﬁ‘ia"'%éﬁ}_i:gz& 7;%

~ 14 ~



DU ~ S5 FH R i o AR SGEE R IR 20F /7 ZE AU A& (The enhancement of the use
of evaluation report for program planning) °

{f#5 Maher B Kruger(1987)HYERAEL - Fik#H /i 23 AV EHINA — 5 5
—5 | FRFFIRECE 7 =B TRIES » 6 2R TIREFIIREE 71 % 77 Ak -
MRS SCERI 2 RIR o AL 20E A\ BRSBTS R R EE R B a5~ —
A FERE B - (KPR MAH R B R E R AP s & L ELE ST T A1 Y PE R Al

(1) AR PR BT -

(2) BISH A BEBHESRARY I MR IR -

(3) W RE LA A0 4 T 54 RO 2 SRR .

(4) BFFPRBE 1 IV MRS S B PR R
B LA 55

2, B BUTE &N BUF AR E BUR BEEH EIR F1E

FR$E IDEA(Individual with Disabilities Education Act of 1990 f##5 5 IDEA
» MBS 101-476 i) i HEATHIAIRIRE » 2N BUR AR B S R
BB - HIlLHE A E#AT IDEA R RFEAYIRE 5 IDEA Jiif TR A AR
7E T 22 AT R RS 7 2R AT A%t T A Bl W {18 5% SRR R E
PN BUR LZE BB R B T 22 R IR R 7 T - GE - SRR
1F 1990 15 1975 1Yy 94-142 N iE(ZIE R £ IDEA | Part B » [X it IDEA-Part
B hEAT H AILE 94-142 2B hatTHH A » Bk ER SO 5032 W A fri 1 7 A H1 )
HE5E 2 fH[A] » #B& Chapter 34 of Code of Federal Regulations » Part 300 » f&fH 5
34C.F.R Part 300 » T SCEEBATT S LL 94-142 A EFEATHIAIEZ <)
— 94— 142 N FFAT MBI H BB A E 5 EFBOAT

1 ~94—142 N EFE{THIRD 300.1(d) &S (34C.F.R. Section300.1(d)#R%E
B NBUR DR IR AR J7 SR E AN LLET S - S OR 3 E BORe et 5l B P
IR REE 772G 51 (to assess and ensure the effectiveness of efforts to
educate children with disabilities) °

2~ 94—142 NiEREITHIE] 300.300(a)fiE &S (34C.F.R. Section300.300(a))
BE © AINBUEREEEYN AT A B Ol B R B G B AL HE



(Each state shall ensure that free appropriate public educationis available to all
students with disabilities)

3~ 94—142 NEREITHIE] 300.121(a) &5 SC(34C.F.R. Section300.121(a))
SERUE © B NBUR R Bk R AT ER (R B R R R T AL R & 3% A FF
REE BUR - M BORLA B FSBUF REE - INAPrA B0 AV 2
Z RS E AL BE 2 HEF|(Each state plan must include information that
shows the state has in effect a policy that ensures that all children with disabilities
within the state have the right to Free appropriate public education) °

4~ By 1B BUMBE A A B B & R AR N BUR R IR BRI E T
H(HE State Plan)BURFIREHE BORR & &1 94— 142 ik R H R Tl R AR
7€ » &Nt THHHI] 300.121(b) {55 SC(34C.F.R. Section300.121(a)) i 5E &N BU )
BEES B R R R B T SR RN - tho AR TN Z mE R (D
MBURFRIRZCE 58T A (a copy of each state statute)(2)= N IREE Al
HIEREFI R 2 (a copy of court order)(3)& MBI B S B ¥R KB B R
i fE s RAYE A (a copy of state Attorney General Opinion) » Bil(4)& N EUFFRERA
TNRERECE BUR A IR K 35 0 E {th 52 4 (other State documents that show the
source of the special education policy)
=~ BEARBURE B R SN BUR S HAT R A

EBIBFBUNZE R 1B S &N & R IRIR R B0E T HIE » 2K
] E W AT R TR B H BUIR Bl f2 F (to monitor the development and
implementation of special education policies and procedures required by Federal
statute) » [K|HLERET T —FEE £ #f(a monitoring system » FHEEE : hE—FEH
IR - B BB R A E N HAT A

1~ At & NG A Bk 808 SR AT e B R R B R At (i State
Plan review) » HEI BN H IR A ELE IDEA FriiEry -+ PUHEES -

2 ~ Fgat & NEUR [ B FRE0A SR ie R R IR BUE s (i FS Review
of special education annual report) » 32 H &F IDEA Jx H G THIRIFIHRE -

3 ~ W FR A AR B 23 B0E B8 DU & N A I A IR IR R a2k
WP A2 E (Fi B compliance monitoring) °

4 ~ W FEE AR B A S NEE B A 12 A IR BT A AT B R4 1E 2%

~ 16 ~



PIANE R Bt 2 313" (Corrective Action Plan) » ZCHERF BT TEURRES -

5~ BRHSEUE H BT AR R BB R e (R » VEF S8 NEUR A 12 8 IR
FELuE S AR R 2 T {E(Specific-issue compliance monitoring) °

6 ~ B HZ B BR IR B 32 & N R BB A R R AR T 5 | S Y & AR TR R B
e ~ 1T R EL R EER S (complaint investigation related to special education
hearing ~ administrative appeal and litigation)

BB BUR BUE B o SIEAF SRR T H B2 T AR N BUR RN
F&HE (state education agency - i SEA)E 5K IR IDEA —part B(F[] 94 —142
INEWIRARE » LLB S SR IE R BRI 25 R PR 38UE 7 5 3 25 (State Plan)
N > KPITHRIREE BURELRL P (policies and procedures)

Sk IS IS ARF 1) 7 T P 0 i It 8 P 1 % S IBBUFT S 3t 07 22 5 455 TR B T 25
T« T BT SO M 17 SR R B
o &M BUR AR B it 7 2 A RREE TR - HHHAS B
BRSO S B MBI & M BT B & 3t 74T B 2R I - T &8 <T IDEA
—part B HYRRE I35 B /0B g 5 2 B (I {th (7 i 38 ZE 0 45 TR B0 R B AH R A 5
(Sage & Burrello » 1994)

K45 L5t Afr - B B0E SR 25 N B R R B ZE BT T > vl LU
IR :



{4 94-142
/%8 IDEA-B
IR

!

B R

2 <7
B R

(PSRRI EE)

> IR —

VL B2 %N

—> TR AR AU L T (review of

annual reports)

> AR INRFEEE L S (state plan

review)

—> BRE R INE PR AL 4T (compliance

monitoring)

—> e R ERE S NE TR BUE

(specific-issue compliance monitoring)

> R KA A R TED

Z4-2&(Corrective Action Plan) A& i ik
(&N

L 5 5 U A8 I (complaint

investigation)

> B 1 808 R S ) B8
(State Annual Reports)
—> S JNBUR BRSO R IR AT

12 (State Plan)

SR

> 2 NEFABE A4 (a copy of state statute)
—> N EABE SRR EANER PR
(a copy of court order)
—> S E RS E AR R B RS R
5K (a copy of State Attorney General opinion)
> 25N RERE R IRECE BORVE I AR At S F

(other State documents that show the source of

the policy)

™ R B ARBURAE SR F AR S N BUR SRR XM A

B, XEMNERZRMNBEYAEiLE 2 EFREE B EHNTE
SEIER 2 1l 75 £ 5 T B s VER ) R e By D PR R IR EIE (B 5 R R 7k
BETTRDWEFRBERENE » RILH 72268 & 5 52 NBUR S
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IFBIFRFBURBIEK - AL E SIS U B M B R BOE T RE - &7
B2 PR R IR EOE T AN I 8 57 IDEA-part B(EHT 94-142 A3%) f K
FEATHHRIRRRE » &4 = AFIRHS R : (Sage & Burrello » 1994)

1B 94-142 /\EFETHHF 300.2 {616652(34 C. F. R. Section 300.2)H5E
5 E2 8 T R R B0 1 RS 15 B S O R R EE f BB iR 1 2 —
(compliance with regulation is a condition for receiving federal funding under
IDEA) » 5} 5 2 » ANEBSTIF R BGE 725 BB A B HIREBER -

2.3t 77 E2 AR AN E ST IDEA-part B(8KHT 94-142 23E) ZHRE - hilkH#E
1973 TR E1E 2209 F O PUEEk (Section 504 of the Vocational Rehabilitation
Act of 1973) » THEZK I A EE & K HE =] (Office of Civil Rights)af 2 ith /7 225 A
B B S CREBEER A RITEGE I - HiR SR RBE - HIRE A g mih)T
Rt S 52 B AR B L P g e B PR ARG i -

3.3t 7 R AN IR A B TR R EGE A & 5 R A R AR BT
Ma | BRI BE IR - 17BN R BT 0

F B FF 2 N BUR L RE Hh 7 22 18 B A Y S AR TR UE T R R ZET
o o A -

1. Montana M 25 §E 1980 & /A HIRF R EUE 2% F it (Special Education
Conference Manual) ]2 iR #G TURBEHE - (DFTERIREEA K% A Rk HER
INERRCER AR B S A 8 o T B R [ Ry PR N R AN 25 B 3T & (objective and
subjective measures) » (2)F #3421 (the evaluation design) &l & HEFREE X
2 F THE HAEAVIRE - G)aT ol &5 W5 SR ¥ 2 B0E £ & R SR IRF (decision
making) BHFTED » OFAREE TR EVFFIHE—X o (Podemski, Price,
Smith & Marsh 1I, 1984)

2.Tennessee M AR EE FREEHE H 1981 22 RN » B E &t 77 22 (5
3 BLE BB BUS B R BT B R 20 Bk LB AR 2N BUR B R BhER -
FlIJ5 sth 75 22 i [ SN0 TR P B HE YR PR B #E B2 A 31 = (application plan).
AL E AT R A RIAECE )T ATk o (Podemski, Price, Smith & Marsh
IT, 1984)

3.North Carolina JIEFF 1981 F R AAHFRFIAEE 775 B Alors & il Al

(Rules governing programs and services for children with special needs)¥} /> 2 ¢
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BWREHE « (DINBEBEAHEMNT—FEE&MITEE - Dl T2 ERA
ST WG S AT B R B0 R E R S TR B » OB R — B4
N o A NG B S B AR S A 77 B E T AR o 0 E AR B R
R EMNZ B EE - (Podemski, Price, Smith & Marsh 11, 1984)

E RN B ZHNZE #EE & (Indiana State Board of Education){F 1992 4F 1
H T AR MR R BCE Ehat T A FIGE : B Article 7, Ruler 3-16, January1992)
ERR AT B O R R 22 A R MR TR OE BB B A I E - HARsE I
TEFH(Rule 5) HATRER THRRECE 7 Z2HUF{EEZ1 8 | (program planning and
evaluation) » [ AR RIERE R — 3t 75 B2 008 [m) N BUE R HR HE R PR B B 7 &a T =2
(A comprehensive plan of special education) » [E]HFHLE HMNZE BB R R E
F}(The Division of Special Education) & & ] /5 2 iR R ik 2E 5
ZEI TR T{E - (Sage & Burrello, 1994)

s TLIER AN 2(2)f5 X (Rule 5, Section 2(a)KiE : JNEE BEFIAZE BHY
NPT B2 52 B FRBURT BN BUR R B0 B MBI I AL - BT
2[5 1 3 77 #UE #% 4 (local education agency) » HH[E] 2 F B {i] (intermediate
education unit) » I ZHEFIRERFL BN AL BCE PRI LUES BB EF 8 » DUREE X b%
T BB a8 ST I BT BN B R IR BB 1 ~ FRRECE L 17 Al I B
BURHRFZECR -  BO s S IR IR kBB /755 » tHRERARS B h B i)
EIEH) AL A0F (a free appropriate public education) » 3lfi {ff& B /L FRfgE 7l B 4% 57
HBEHIMER] - (Sage & Burrello, 1994) 5, 5 2 » ENEEZ HSINF B B IR ECE /7
ZE B A B ER AR B 52 NBUE B A 8

o ILIEFLAI 2(b){ESC(Rule5, Section2(b))HA SR E SN E BER: A BB RHA]
DIk s 7B A sl st )7 22 B R TR UE VT 58 » R A 18 STl F AT BN 25
ZHINBIF IR L THUE

L& & DR BEERA BRI 7 2 8 R 208 T A i i 5 | BRIk 8 E
JE3E s - (TERER BRI EERLAR B (W AHE A £ Complaint investigation) e

2B )T B R AR T R BRE B AT LA/ #(Data: collection and
analysis) « (HEH3E : SEBERHTATLL T WM B R 65 PR )

3 A A 755 A T PR A B B 5 B8 (Federal or
state fiscal audits) o (23t : ;Z @S E A LL [ )7 2218 2 S8 ~F R BuE B

~ 20 ~



7E KA FHHBNFE ) -

4. 7€ B0 7 B2 18 0 2 AR IR AR )T S EIT B A fR(On-site  review of
the total special education program on a cyclical or other basis) °

5. STEPRFIREUE 77 R — R RE B L LR RE 1 T E A/ #(On-site review
of portions of program to examine one or more issues) °

6. N AL IARE B BERRS B LR A BE B 5 R SRS
PR B B i B Bl (collection of performance —based accreditation information) o

TNSLRF IR BN 3 A e o B 22 A R R IR R AT A | 38 BT e
HIR R B IR - RIRNEEERAREER A BN 2 - SIS
RiEEs TEEERPEEE &I (Due process hearing decisions) * (&L
R TR B BERE e WIRR e w] DUCRRE B O Rl bl B B2 BB HIRER]) - (Sage &
Burrello, 1994)

ENER 2 AN MBS 75 1 PR R B D P22 A SRR 2B R TR RERI] - 557508
FAI(Rule 6)FANTHIRE © )72 1m MERR 7 REEAFZZ B & (A Parent advisory
council) ~ FFREE & B & (special education committee) ~ iR EE R T/E/N
#H(special education task force) » B &R ZE HHE (special education group) »
7 EF B /DR RREER A2 B SRR B AL 5\ -2 L AR - 7 2 Im BB 1T G
TEMPEFF IR R 77 SRR - SRR R - TH R 2AREEMT
& A\ 0= R’ - (Sage & Burrello, 1994)

FVEEZANINBE BE RS T & &7 81w > TEHR TR BUE 77 2 IR 208 Tl
FROBRT BN B R 20 7 > B B E B R IREE 7 W B G SR Bl G (an
emphasis on outcome and program improvement) o [K[It s JEFEELE 1990 £ 1
H R A€ A0 ED 38 22 A0 N F5 ok BB 17 B A\ B %% B & (Indiana Council of
Administrator of Special Education) i 5 7k i 2 & B & (the Council of
Exceptional Children)&1{F » Tiakat HHEEE 2 AN NF R ECE BasE R (Indiana's
Effectiveness Indicators for Special Education) - Z%&t [tk —&FRIHIE B &
PR 3L ZE A S AR IR BUE /7 Z I LAFT i - (Sage & Burrello, 1994)F[155%
AINFFIRBCE B E R TRIREE /TR 8 FEZRSANT « SR
BT EE e r B A R T - n] IR EE R A BT E R - LUE
R R BBUORRIZ H KR - FiIREE 7 et e — B ReHaErs - £i8:t



foEtErh > TYIABHERE 2 @ <I>BARR 2> HUEBEAE<B3>H
il <4>HEITHAE <S>EERFIEE 6> ATt - FHREAE HTE
PSR EEE T Y YIEPER « <1> I8 & Fl(data collection) <2 > &K/ Hfr
(data analysis) <3 > 47 S0y 2 7 (presrntation of results)Eil <4 > Bk 2L
B 5 E T = (the development of action plan to foster improvement in
programming) ° (Sage & Burrello, 1994)Ef13th 22 SRR BUE B B SRR Pkt
e g 2 IEHE  (Sage & Burrello, 1994)

LFFIRECE 77 a8 2 — 1 e HARD % 8 (a routine activity) » H HATE

<1> BB EBRCRPIRECE /7 20 18R Bl il B (strength and weaknesses for

school special education programs) °

<2> BHUERIR R IR ECE /7 A BB BL R Bl (strength and weaknesses for
individual special education programs) °

2R IRECE 77 5 ATER R AT R A7 o IR 1 Pt

3. 5P MERE AT LUV S <I> B4 FREKE <> HET<B>ITHAR <4>
7 B R R RS BRI 2 B € (local special education advisory committee) % &
K <5>HAtEE AE -

LR 1T R A L & T B components) » 38 46 T B AR 7T
sAIEE ¢

<> TEZE Hh ) B2 0 T 02 77 2 B Bk = 31| K 77 22 (classroom  academic
and vocational program)

L2>FREE A2 (curriculum  of special education) °

<3>{ERIMLEE 77 Z 89T (EP implementation )

<4># BB (instructional resources ) ©

<5> fHRHARF% (related services) ©

<6> B B E - AT & B2 E BY BUK B A2 e (district policies and
procedure for identification, evaluation, and placement ) ©

<T7> B A 83 DI W) E Ht 2 (follow-up of graduates ) o

5.4 7E BB AT s AT AR UE > RUEE

<I>H R IE S WA YE -

<2>EERIREE 77 ZME H IR AR s



<3>FRHE BUR LR (B i AR e o
R Bt Je S5 WO R » SRS NEUH a5 R R TR R /T 5
R AT LAE R .2

songEmEr | | mwes R R A S
g ERr [ ] | Al s ISR AT 94-142
G (document INEBUNRFBOERIRLE -

review)

Rl btb 5 B T 1 PS5 BT
BB FIT B G e 2 B s O S
FiFHRATT 94-142 NEER
NRFBUEHIRUE -

| SRR
BB | kR AT

A 4

(on-site 94-142 /iR B RF 205 1
visit ) 5 o

EAERE R ~ FeIRPEZAN ~ 2K
[EERTZONELE Vg e
EURFIREE T - TER
T M UGB AT IR AT 8 T
94-142 RN BURFHIRLE it
BT RF 2 -

Ba: 2EENKTRAERTEEFARKFT 7 RORET XHFEET -

. BARHE AR EMRSBHEMNTE

Fel TEEME ) TRy T 2 e A SRR BB /T ER - AAE
S B R BT BN BT B R IR BUE B MUE 0 32 BURE IR BOE SR £
Compliance #1127 BE A /7 S B IR AU /7 R N A B B it e

~ 23 ~



BB ST U BN B R 805 T FUE » # % Compliance monitoring
» tH#8FS merit evaluation(Sage and Burrello, 1994 ) o AEEHEY &34
(appropriateness )FEHY 3 /7 2215 T B O RS A Fr iR AR IR B JT R HIR
A& S/ OPEREER A HYEE T 755K (learning needs) » LUSCRFIREE 77 0B fifd
REREZIFREE NBHEIANEE -
—~ £ H 1980 FR3F ZEHHRKT 7 ROFE

fE45 Sage Eil Burrello(1994) {225 HUMFST » EEAE 1980 AR IAEL
B /7 R0 T B ZF Y RE (evaluation questions) {5 Wi %H :

LB DR £ BB A A H252 28 7 (are student being served
in the public schools ? )

2. 5 ORI R A 1 A T E 52808 ? (are they served appropriately
?)

R —{E R RE TR B ORI AT AL NE R R A X RIREE
? AT B DR 2 AENIR R Z BRI - HIBEIT BRI AR
a4 B BAEREE ? 55 (MBI 2 E B 12 A (K IR B H BT
BN R TR E B B DR Sl s fR I E -

SE B 1980 FF- AU E BaAE AP skt )7 2 W Fr R R R B0E J7 &% > LU
J7 B AT N R RIS T YR IAZCE [HRE I 2K ¢ (Sage  and
Burrello, 1994)

18 B LRt bl w22\ B IR Z2RTIAN B AR A BRI 2 A R K

2.3 75 B AR VAH B B o0 PR g 5] BT EE 1T & 18 il AT & (preplacement
evaluation) Z il » HIRHAUFEEEFKERF R ?

3.5 & TAFR A H—RF 32 5 1 AN 7 B 3R A B i R/ NEGE -
94-142 /\iEF8 2 B multidisciplinary team) 3 21 & ?

4IREBEGRABREZRRAE N GRL IEP &% A1 H 86 2
HEREZBIN?

S5HERE RS OMEBEEA AT IEP ? 3G 1Y IEP Hi%H4E IEP grigl g A
B4 ?

6. 2 B 1T BUSHE A R A IR EE e W R Z 8 & DR L B 2



TH T R2Em BB ITHABHRENR 94-142 3k DP {55k (Due Process
provision) i€ B DR E Y REHEE P LRE ) S FIR & 2

8.3 /T RSB BT A BLE D LRk R G888 iV RIERE
(least restrictive environment)* {55k ? Sage B Burrello(1994)F5 H I kRS RET 5
KB IER R B R RE - [RIE 1980 FEEFIREE /7 RAVFESE - THRH R
& TS BURPI R 23445 » Sage Hil Burrello @ 7T #fH S compliance
assessment 8§ Compliance monitoring » ¥ f% merit evaluation o
=~ 2B 1990 FRFT ZEHAKAT H RN48E

F'1 1990 HAX LB &30 7 22 5 5o D B AN B 2 B BERA LG 1 REEIR IR
HB TEAREERE BN - B 7 208 TR BN RNBUR R 2L IR E
ZA% o HhTTERE P TR R AR T R R S E A B DR TR E A
HE - 582 FFREE 17 W) & #E ' (appropriateness) il faT 8 HYEEEL -
T2 3 77 B2 PR T I S R R T R e G & » I YRR £ A =
M <I> B LR ZERGREZEFIRIREE /TR B E B H R
? (are student with disability achieving the outcomes that were envisioned for
them ? ) <2 > FIFH[RI F vy B0 IE H 224 LU B DR A a1z 28R H
12 ? (How are student with disability achieving compared to their age-appropriate
peers ? ) <3> B LIRBEHRA R RS 2% 0 ERA R ? (What are the
post-school successes of student with disabilities )ia — fAfHREE 1990 FE(CEFHE
S SRR 7 SR COIER S B - (Sage and Burrello, 1994) -

FEAZE J7 a1 - BR 17 1980 H{{ Compliance HYFF# K 1990 FAX
appropriateness HFT 8 29 > 1£ 1970 FBIWIIEE Access HyETH#E - & =1{H
ANEIR AR A8 2 Bh A E (Focus Area of Evaluation) » & LIE /SR Z ¢



1970 £ (RS HE ) IS,

A 4

Access [1JFE EiE RN L RSN 2 N7 o 4 =)

1980 4E (RS HE 1) 135k

EiN WS LS S G B E N SR ER S ]
TR FREUT BN B R 20y

Compliance Y[HEH ——»

1990 4 ({88 HE 1) 35k

AR IR AR 0 R G e 1 E E IR

» WHLE RS fd & B DI LR B E T

Appropriateness [14[1/EH

v

BoS s 2B ERAHRIF 5 FE 1970 F4K > 1980 FAK & 1990 K 93¢
855 1 B AR R

FiTéE Access fRIERLE & URERE B AR A A2 FRIRBHERIRE
£ 1970 FAUHIHAE —FIREAE £ BIEE 5 5 € KA 2% » $I4017E Pennsylvania
Association of Retarded Children v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania(1971 & 1972)
A FINAE BRI T R M BE TR B E FREA B EmR A%
SHBERIRES)  (BEINEREA R HE AN BRBERARHEFREZEEN
RES] » WU DK B T RO SRR B A2 B OROK > 3E B Access HYRAIRES [RERRFARL
HIER > hAE 2 SERRBE AT H - B Rk & 1% 2 (g 4= 32 £ AL

BREA R s RE N e A B Fh AR - AR A B REAS B Sl B AVA 2
SHEHIRERBLRET] » MR REA R L E Access BURIRE » 54} » #AFE
B e @ bt BR FF [ A9 Mills. v. Board of Education of District of
Columbia(1972) % » 28 FMHFR IR L B AR » TEERE S FE S DR RES
A BEWIRERBLRES) » T —ER R P BRI S B Access HY[HIRE l%
PARC B Mills f{H iR BT R A E 2 EH G4 R AT EGARREE -
wEAEHEBBE A 1975 F8i6 i 5 O R KK &H 27 5% (The
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Education for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 » Y85 P.L.94-142) » fHH
SCRRZE +—$E B LR igE 57 B AR PR A £ (access) LU 52 0BT & SEHY 2T
B (free appropriate public education) « 5 Z 2 » FikZ(HE G access HY[EIRE »
1 1975 & 11 H 29 H/0 A0 94-142 N\iELLU R 1977 4 8 A 23 H/A AR 94-142 /%
EHETTHIRILAR » CARSES R o

FI| 1980 FATUKHIRAE /7 =1 AT i+ 22 Compliance HYRRE» thil/2
B0 e E AR 2% o M7 2R AR E B R R E T R reiEt o
B KBRS BURF R B0 B (FBUE 94-142 N R HAE{THIRIEL 93-112 24
R 504 165K S H a1 T B LUs & MNBUR IR BIE T » A= 8 B/ D FifgE 5
IR LR Tk 20F B AHBR Al #5 o Compliance [ @EHY FF 8 H AN [FHY 2 78 - 41
Compliance assessment, compliance monitoring B merit evaluation(Sage &
Burrello, 1994) « £ 1990 FAURHRAEITEN BB R 1A - fEREIELE
TR RECE 77 F B AR - IR & TR FSBUR BN BRI R 0L e - (B
M ANRE DR 36 30 7 22 180 R TRZOE 77 R E it 2R (outcome) & 7 A R A BB 1T X
N B THHARY#5 2R (desired outcome) » L RFFIAEE 1T RIIAN A Al Rei HiE &
B LR R B E TR E - IR IREE /7% appropriateness HY [ RERL AL F
1990 - (CHYET s EE AL 7E L > Sage & Burrello(1994)j% 2 FERVFT MRS worth
evaluation o

R¥5 Sage & Burrello(1994)HYfi##E » merit 51 RIIREE 17 A S EHHY
(B » BERIREE V7 RAE BT RS 2 1F 5 HERA (merit refers of the inherent
value of a program, independent of its context) o ZEEAVARTEE  FiAH T H X2
SHEEE > WARREPREETIRE - HEEER KR AL T
» TS merit - 55— 75 » Sage & Burrello(1994)/i&f worth 2R « fESWTHITE
HE TER FREE /T EEEMFEN T R BR AR E{E(Worth is the value
of the program within the context in which it is implemented) - 25 & IR FEE « Ff
WHB RS E worth ;EMEE LWAKIER RSB TR ESEARTRIE
AR AT RS R R A G B0 PR TR e B R B R BRI E 0 Rt worth
evaluation /& appropriateness(& & 1) o

Sage Ei Burrello(1994)f§H! M.Scricon 225 —{/ 5% merit fHEANTEEE
(intrinsic value) » worth f8 4 E B E {8 {E (extrinsic or practical value)f' )£

~ 27 ~



o [G]lF » M.Scricon & 55—\ % 73 2 B 4 7R 8 (formative eveluation) B2 FEHE 4
718 (summatice evaluation) i & 5 TN EIRVERE © FERLIERT R H A2 fe fHkar
AR L ISCER TR EUE 15 E YIRS (provide information to improve program
functioning) ; #&AEEAFHRY H YRR AT EE R - DIBSCER REE /T EH
= S HoAth & f8 H W) 2 F (provide information for purposes other them program
development ) ©

B2 Gubo B Lincoln(1981&1989) iR IR E /7 I B HRAN 2

7€ 2 FRrPEHEREFE L (2 X 2 matrix evaluation model ) » i & #5 merit evaluation ,
worth evaluation B&JiZ i 13T 8 K ARG 1 2R 8 0 LARE R — Rl AT i =X > RIS
HFFREm s A > SRS UM TR E R - UELER.L

AE BB ZF $2 (merit evaluation) I (EE R 2 (worth evaluation)
WA EE TEFREET SR EE T EEE N
FERE B 15T B 7E (compliance (appropriatenes)H) & #

monitoring)

w o HRIRAE T E B hEE R S5
TRk T 3 5 HRREE HEHREETRH B0 TR A BRI SR R

FH=Tm
. R A ~= 7, = YA / N = : 1
(formative [{& 1 f.ﬁ e *7'(. e & EHE & B Pk ZF $% (formative- merit
evaluation) (formative- merit evalation) evaluation) — JB i £ % f§ X

(school-level) v ZT #i

o RS TR A R i R T
g g [FIRAT T R BEETEIR | o g ase s R - 5
(summative AE B R R FH FE 5 M4 ZF $# (summative- merit
evaluation) (summative- merit evaluation) evaluation) —> B > ¥ = @ &

(classroom-level)H 1 #i:

Bt ##ME Gubo $ Lincoln(1981&1989) 6y 2 e 2 $5 [ 3P4E AR X,

tRI5 Sage 2 Burrello(199)[ERZ » FeIREHE /7 R AEEIERVETE - £/
SEP I T B2 PR IR T R A A AR FREE BT HUE © FIIRE

~ 28 ~



B RLAGERREE LT EEYE - FPEE A v LIPIE #R T 5H AT
[BE : 55 2 » FiREE T R R {E{E (worth » FEIMEEEEE FHEH{H)
B ERIE L T R 8 SIS BUR BN B RO FFBGE 3 B Se TR Gk 1
N3y R BAE Y DU AR AR o

1.A Formative-merit Evaluation FYZitHH

BTN E YR R AT A R LIMCE R AR 77 RAERET IR o MR
HY formative-merit evaluation» Wil /@R REE /7 RIS HEaERERE
BSTRIRBE ETIHE - MM )7 B2 5y 5 8 T RIR BB E e - I
AT A Bk Al HE HE AT 8GR 2 B R BRI )T 22 m SCER AR B T RASA -
Bl 94-142 AEREATAHAILE 1977 F 040 Ltk N B BERARAE T BB
T W AT % T B R PR EUE VT AR TR EAE R > B8 5T 94-142
INERIRE - B R )T 22 R K © (Sage & Burrello,1994)

TR AR L /ER ] formative-merit  evaluation 33 8 /7
1% : (Sage & Burrello,1994)

(DEBATEA BARIRESISCE R TR BB 77 ERVERET ?

Q)T hngm 224 o = 2 B A B AR e IS R =R 2200 IEP [19E%GET 2

Qo M BfF G EETE ) WA= - LU E e T
IEP HYHIRE ?

(DI )T R R IR BB R e e S AH A - LU ARmsesnig g IEP fUikE
St S 11 22 BRI R 2

(S)anfaldieitE TEP 3%Et DAL & B DR B2 AR TR K 2

OVFH T EHERE A SEIEA RS ERHE ?

(DFFIREE 17 R B T2 e LUnT e 7 AR BB oR ) HAth SE 55
AR HAER ? St BAE IR B nl th R 2

2.A Summative-merit Evaluation 2 Zi#HH

ERPRECE TR H RV B T R T B2 I TR (R 4 A 1E AR e Ry B
g - GREETREEDTHIRE - SR B EITEREI RN > EE g
PR 38 FLAT 8 77 15 (Sage & Burrello, 1994) o T 41 % 25 4 25 ] 88 & £
Sumative-merit evaluation(Sage & Burrello, 1994)

(DT 2B RIR BT T R AR A S VRGN RUERIRE? 515 2
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» 94-142 N\ K IDEA(101-476 2NE) PRI ERY IEP ~ LRE ~ PEP Ei DP {§2k
MRE - e T2V IREE ST R R GEHZ= L ?

(2)3%a1 IEP YR FP FIZR R 22 Bl GRFKH RE /& 5 28 2

QVFIHREE 11 EFiE R KRB E & SRR IREBORIL & ?

(DMl 77 2T RE S TR REE 1 EN NS ER8 S TRBUE R RIEE ?
MFRE T NERE & FREGETRIRE » Allith )7 821w 8 S e s e tH B Rsr
H?

(5)E 3 7 B2t By L P g B A 22 1B A PR 2 W R - 1T HL AR IR 24
EAHIRERRAERR B U TEIRE - A7 2EEZE TR B ] LIEH
CAGEST 94-142 Likam/ D IRFIRVFRENS ? FFEBCR Al LASRE T E M 2

(O)FFIREE 11 WL e & FIRF IR EE BRI HAAth S5 I8 22 2 40 : IEP
FAT PR RISt 5 B2 i KR 1 v P A SR SR AT MR A i 2t 2

3.A Formative-Worth Evaluation 2 HH

et AT )k E R MG R G R FF R E /T R R GH G B OIS
ARTFRE - SR ERE T SCERTREE /T EIHIT - maF b Fk
HE T FEHERIBHRFEERAE A RS =155 HHI(E{ESage & Burrello,
1994) T 51| & IE R 2 e RE » W H ¥R formative-worth evaluation : (Sage &
Burrello, 1994)

(DARITRE B DR A B2 R R B 2 R I E BNV B E RE IR 7 (8l
ELERS RADFF U TR B B A B0 22 8 G SR A L HERR 2

QVFREE 71 FE NPT A REBC & B D IR REER AR TR 2

Q)VEIIGT - BN R AE SRR IAEE 77 R & Obe e A 5
BEEER ?

(DN BRI Tappropriate WREEZE ] Bl TTEP BIRZ 1 M# Z[E
BAGRE D T

OVER TEEM L t—EE - ¥ B O A R UE & HE2EH
KEVFFIRECE BLFHRRARS - R A & SR — 0 B ORI 5 B AR 8= B
BYERBE RS ?

(6) B LR A ) IEP N2 » Q1R LB IR & F [0l i A E - 1 H
FTER LAY IR ZCE B AHBR AR ol & 22 A UK > RIIE2 A ge i S AR 3t T




WG 2 ERAS S Bz A AR EE KR IS B2 AR W2 - B RLE R R e 12 A 1
D 7 B LERFRMN &M e aRAS 2

4.A Summative —worth evaluation H¢Z5tHH

ERRAEITHA BB N BT FmaT 1EP BB - L/H%
12 B DR A B2 — FHVRIIREE < 1% - ARG S IEP fifilE R F R
2 H A TS 1 P 8B » A A R [R1 Ryt ] DU B0 == J@ R (classroom —level)
IR IR B AR RS & o RS MTRENABITRANBHEEES
R B s S AT 8 T AT R BRI R AR R R B BURR T
R T A 5 25 L 0 RS OB PTET M e B E G E &
FRAB T ERSREEG S CREBEZENFRE > Hl/2 Summative — worth
evaluation HYET#E & %E(Sage& Burrello, 1994)

TR IERFZRE » VEYR A Summative —worth evaluation : (Sage &
Burrello, 1994)

<> SRR RO TH AR 1+ TS & S R
(N7 e

2> TEEAN R A TR AR /T E AT @R RAS R EE G &Lk
BEEE AR TR 2 > HIEAI T SO R AR Ay #7720 2

<3> B2 A oR K BRI 72 7 I A 21 fth M 22 BLRF IR BB WU RE Fe LU 2 B
fiti o 0 BIRERETERAERY TIBP LUK R A 2B E i /D BRIIR A o8 2

<A>FIHREE TR E R A R EAYE ? SHFREERS
YN 7 BRI AR A R 2

b, BHHRHBEHFRTENEN, BER, HRESR
— - HRBFAETFEBORAGEEY
BURT R LA MR RF IR ERAL LS AE G i N R T R AR R T > HEH R

R A B DR REEE A TR LR A B B AHRR AR o B R IR ER A S R RN LA
PR EE A H Y (basic purpose of evaluation){a[1F ? {K#5 3£ B 2% Podemski,
Price, Smith B MarshllI(1984)%F A\ HUERELE MK 15 94— 142 NERHRE BIETE
S URBHEEGEZ BB GEN A HE L o S OB AR R
B EEPANEE R 94— 142 AEE IDEA)ILENKHZ—(20 US.C

~ 31 ~



Section 1400(c) Purpose) ; 1] 94— 142 /3£ (8 IDEA)S i EY B —{E H By TR
ety IO it E ISR S B B g Gl B R PR BUE IR ) @ (to assess and assure the
effectiveness of efforts to educate children with disabilities)(20 U.S.C. Section
1400(c) Purpose) » th— H YRR 3T 8 H5 TR ZUE BB R -

4% Sage& Burrello(1994) i) 734t » ¥k /7 RAVFFE A /S EHAY -

1.SBGERIR AT 77 % (program improvement)

sk n] LUVE 5 — 18 7 T H.(an management tool)» & ] LIS BIZE1TELA
BERBELE TR A BE /T R IR A SUE R R -

2 WETFIREE 77 %2 &5 & il (program review)

Freh iT DUE R B 1T S K€ Bk TR R B0R 77 2 1Y B it i (8] DA e e £
ARBE I E S A5 & B — T o

3B T B R A 19 A 18 FiE T HUE (compliance monitoring)

aP el A LIRS N E0E B a3t )7 2 e I TR A TR - BidA 8
ST FR SO B MR R IR BCE A R e Y — R 5 1

4. BUS BE B A Y 75 TH B =2 £ (securing political and fiscal support)

AT A UM A A b N LSRR IRBE /15 - LI SRR R
H—H 7% » DU R R BB & » G0 R A 122 BB R R
BIHEIHERE -

5.8 53 M1 (policy analysis)

P TRHR A A (policy makers){E7R E R R BUE BURHYSE B ~ #% 1F siAish
171 » A LN FHERSEAS SRR E R » (R R 0 MR BB R A BERR B RR

6.5 ¢ [ A PR LR 2 EA ) (provision of information to the community)

AT o AT DUAT A [ A\ TR LR R E T B SRR - AT AR
ARt ] UER AN FIR R BE B < IR B S BORE I A& -

ZE K E:E Podemiski, Price, Smith B Marsh I1(1984) 47 1 B4y F Bl A7k 24
B AR BRREE /TR LA ARG TV

1305 2% I PR 5 R R TR R 7 SRS 2 S Tk S IEOAST B IS ) s Tk
PUB BN o TR EGT BN T AR B0 1 B B Bk e A P
FE » RIBLFFSER IR 2 — B2 1 gt )7 B 1 8 R B Bk B 1 5 1851
FFEUEHIRE ©
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2. FF 3 7 B2 P A TR IR B SE S IR G SIS U BN BRI
FuE o

3 EEEMRRE BB T B ~ U ~ B4R E R H MR RE0E A mEm
NLT8ES TR R BE 1T E AR A G T B URERE AR Z2E T K -

4 FFER R 7T R BRI FC B IR

5. PR R E RO Y B A R R L

6. 1 fift B DR A ROE—FRAE R 2 %A1 AEE IEP FriiiE
EHEEE -

1.7 S TR R T ER R AR B R 6 A3 o

8.1 )7 RS iR i s B R LR IR IR R 77 8 IAERK -

H—{1E¥H Home(198 IS » EBI & 77 22 W R TR E 77 2 2 AR
FEHRA =

1855 & &) (accountability movement )Y 522 » th /2 B S A8 R E /7
FEFRA  Re U VIR R BE R E P S E IR R BB T K -

2RFRNBURT Y 94-142 3k e HLHtaA Tl FIF € B R IR BUE 77 ST
i o EAEERU BB 77 TR R -

3. L BT B R B 2% I BURF B 5% 0 77 B2 N PR R R UE - 25Nt
B T BRI IR MR i B R A AT B IR IR R A B R o
Ut > BEFERBUR BN BT E R R BCE B E A B T A E ik & 77 8 -
=~ BBREF A RFEORR

LB 2 Hunt {F 1978 R85 3¢ THREE A Fe AR Senissl B4 57 48 ) (Who and
What to be  Evaluated)— 3 » ZHAHER FHELFF IR E0E /T A RANVIIUE A B &% 1
UEb O TEAS kS 1|15 AN A i



— HEEE
Hhh —

> Fi15 WG,

_Wzﬁ%&ﬁ
patiPNEE A DE 5%

> EEZE L
B —

> EEETE S IEP 4 5 2278 H AR b AR

ELTATIRE
— B R RE

TTBABE—]

> Hifikh [~ BB

YRR eEaT
b5 £
4l *E BARRK

AT
B\ : B E 5 R 2 (AH KR : Hunt, B.(1978), “Who and What
to be Evaluated ? 7 Educational Leadership (85), p.261 * 3] & Podemski,
Price, Smith and Marsh II1(1984) Comprehensive Administration of
Special Education p.173)

J\EIREE 17 KT ¥ 2R (Targets for Evaluation in Special Education
Program)ZitHAAIT T

LB TR R ECE 77 R AR (Program effectiveness) » #& FHFF ST ZL
2R3l (instructional effectiveness )& 7 # i B EL 2 — o FFHEIVEI RETEFF AT
FUEM LR a1 i LR - B sz P sliny sEiEE — - (VBRI EE 2
[ (education) » FIHERE - HIR AR AMBENEELER - (2)FF(skills) » GLfE
B E R FT5 (classroom management skill ) » #2417 (academic skill)Ed(3)
A\ PR RE B+ 75 (interpersonal skills) o

FEREOE 77 Rt A T SR 20N I B aT s RV ERY » FERACEHETH

~ 34 ~



HE (teaching) DL FF IR EE 77 F HHYEER 77 % (instructional program) o {H/2
FER LA B S YT B AT A B B 2 APl OB E e B Pk RyiiR
HLORE - RIECE 1T BRI AT SR RE SR 2N 1 T By B 1@ ZUCE R IR
BITENEE » A BN BEE RIS > RN ER & & #hiy 2 Bk
i

QAT AR N BT AP aRiNE 2 mT DIRRH T 91 A8 7 A 0T 205K T
HIEER RN » e H AT BT =Rl ne sy 23R

(OAIERAE KRS amEAIE X

(Q)FIHADZEMIE X -

Q) FNE LI A NERR -

A IEXBFRE X BIERER ERA G -

AT A\ BTSN AR T o FF Y 55— {80 BR AL T E B E RAT
ZURH AP R YE (evaluation criteria for good teaching) » DI{ERS#F G R 2 LI
1R -

2.3 )7 BB R S AR R R ST R EEEH R IR A B O PR A 22
£l ik (academic achievement) c#%#1T £5(behavioral modification) ) ¢ cit et &
(O REREEER A A By ) LEAS IE (variables) » [K] IELAIA] 71| B O R e B2 Bl RE (A e
TRYERY S B AR R AT HEAY IR o AR B2 23Ty sEIacE — « (DEZERHL >
e AT S AR RO IR BB B 2 1% - B AR 1EP il € Wxd e
E A R AU E AR o ()3T 88 25 0 B/ L R 22 A (e B2 U RiE DA Je 24 53 B TEP
B2 H A 2R (the rate of achievement of annual goal) » £ 3% %I IEP {Y
FEAZEHE - SiForiE —ERIREE T EPE RSO E RiF - Aeidiee
OIS

AT B L PR TR 2 A S B B H AR A ¥ = H B Bl (advantages ) :

<A > B0 PR gl B2 AR 53 B 1 088 E A R R AR H AR AT o RHE
fAaEm - LU 7RSSR

2> FEAEMRES ST R B RME IE 2 AL EE 75 -

B3> FEAEMEET N —(EFEEL R T — 224 B BRI » RES 2 1R
L ) B TE HE i E (learning readiness) o

BATHA B R/ NERR ~ 5 S EE 1T B R IR T IS



(directors of Special education )& $F 7k 2 £ 1T BUEF £ (supervisors of special
education) » DL KB 1T PR R BE EBRVEE TR < G547
BN B2 ERRY pEIE0E — ¢ (DB LI HE S) (school management abilities)
B () S R AU U7 RS BT BUE I 12 A ST A U R R BRE
R -

4.t % [H] #5 (community groups) Gl ¥ 3l 7 £2 |5 2 B # F & i & (Local
education board members) » B LR REER AE A SRR DUR ELAAT 5 A 2 © 3757 2R [
PR R A B 77 S B RE SR DN LASE {F (successful operation) » HIf {4 [ [&]
e AT RE XGRS -tz EmE A TR SR - AR
(financial resources) ~ H & (volunteers) DL [z 1 [ Flr GEHE (LAY AR 7% (community
services)# AN AT REFEAE o A #ift [m EHE \ H-RY BB sEIE0E — - (DR G FE
TS AFIREE JTEFE o QMR IREE 77 EHREEEI R -

Hunt 7F 1978 F 1 #8 HW R IR 20 S 20 55 31 4R (targets for evaluation in special
education programming); @l [ A1 FaT#¥I R - (HE LB KL B2 #H
#h 2 LARFIRBUE /7 00 Rl s (areas) (RS8P H > 9411 Podemski » Price

» Smith B2 March TI(1984)8F 73 17 S AR R ECE /7 ZFHIET 2 T s » 18
an BTl VAN G 2 S T R SRS I

1. B35 (school leadership)

2B 3E (supervision)

3. & WY & f& (schoolwide norms) : J& &5 1F B 224 7Y 2 2 1% 5k (academic
emphasis ) > JE 5 RFERIGHERT R B TR FP R IR (orderly environment) - #f£2
A Y THEHAEE (expectations for success) o

4 BURH1T F(teacher behaviors) : ZHTIHYEERRE S ~ B IREEHIHE ST ElfH
=HJEE /] (instruction, management, and planning) o

5.4 0917 B (student bahavior) ; 4= g2 2 R 5 (academic achievement) o

6. 22155 5% A (school climate ) o

7 B AL T B AR S B = 7 Al %5 (administrative and support services in the
school) o

8. EIFZ ZE i (resource room model) °

0. Z Al 2% 2a) 45 =X (teacher-consultation model) °



10557 FE 2 ZE W P ER 15 (physical environment) ©
11 E PR EE 3 F2 (special education curriculum) °
12 455 7€ 15 Eh I fEIRY 27 B (time allocated for special activities) °
135550208 17 Z iR 20k 2 B (material used in the program) o
14 524 BRI R E 1B T (record keeping) ©
15 53R 20E 77 Ry R Bl B E 8@ F2 (the planning and monitoring process) °
16. ff—*r%k%lﬁ%ﬁf’? B &5 B e (reporting proceduces) ©
T2 TREE & R BY A B (K 3 (factors  related to special education
resources) o (FHE : Ik BEAEIREE B IR S RHEEE)
18.35 K Ei R EE B IR E BE A\ B (personnel involved in the resources) ©
19 B2k il o [ 7 R 89 L BR (%15 8 (public relations activities) ©
AR REBETBEEE Howe (198 DHIFS o — MR IAZEE sHIEER AT LLIET
o o B
L3RR R BB B HE XA (service delivery systems) » 4] :
(DT ERmAV R IR AR 2 » FARBEITEGE G -
Q)& R IR EERL AT A T ©
VAV NVRES EE6- 277
2.7 NPT R Y % R AR TR B o
3B R -
4 BMBGE -
SAERMLBBTTE °
Howe(1981)illi LL&E L. THikRZE /7 ZrVFF#E | (Evaluation of A Special
Education Program) £ 5] » il 272 £ [&] 11 2% 25 22 B (components) & & i1 JHH - &
—[EE Mayer(1982)£ 774t 94-142 / (£3’71 RIS % fRH AR R A
J7ZENT 94-142 ik e HpaAT AN - B8 \{alEF ol e e B — - SRR e el e
s IIR—FR
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BiETTR:
CEIN
Fodeszes
RITHEEIY
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B FH%BEFFTEHOFE(EHLRRE : Howe(1981)Adninistration of
Special Education, P.138)

Fo— IR IREE 77 Z58 ST 94-142 3 R Had T H R/ \{EnE acEd. 26 {[#EF
P RE (& R 2R PR : Mayer(1982). Educational Administration and Special
Education : A Handbook for School Administrator . pp.345-346)

/1B Lk B P g ] R EF(yes) {#HEF(no) FTEF

T — A ALEEREUT R BT BRI o S O RR R B RET

==
==K

L5 2 a2 S REBREN Y EERE ) LIS R E KR T A



P OEBE S ENEE TE?
2. 07T HUE PR RS 5 8 B 2 S B At A\ - B O PR S B AR
F?
nEi T BRE BT
3.3l 7 B2 A v A PR R 8 E B AT B AR 2
4 R ZEEIFIRAE JTE LA R ERERNTR?
SR ZAIR G HEIEER RN EE ANSHFERE ?
e = B REREN&ENAIIEE
6.3t 77 Z2: 1 5 i A 8 R EH 2K B /O R B 2 2 A SR R R BUE RS 2
TR R DR 5 Bk ET TEP i EARYR IEP NS 2K IT 2
8B EER /7 ZE /2 A5 81T IEP By#EE H AR A KA 2
0.7 5 ¥ B L et 22 A $R i th A 35 AU FERA AR A% 2
Y« (EREEE 7T R ARG B T
10. 55— IEP 248G B ORI E H RiEE RIUKEREEH L ?
11— IEP 2485 MEEHZETENHAL 2
12—} IEP 2 &85 THEHEEHE] ?
13. 55— IEP Z&akh [ERARET B PR bl B IR (L TR 2 E B HER R
%l ?
1455 —1{7 IEP R L8 B/ OMER N HE S EL B E T EERE ] ?
1555 —1{p IEP Z2&EEE THGE B OB A IR A HHBRIRS 1 TEE H
i1 e
16.55— 13 IEP R4 EEE TH B .CIEEEE A IR AL FERA AR S B0 THEA AR 1 2
nEd L - TR EGT B G R
17377 BB R G e AR IR E R E ~ BOR ka8 2
18. iR T =G & TREE THIRE ?
TN ¢ R R R R B E AR T
1934175 B2 2 A5 94-142 N IEFR IR T 2R KA RER 2 Rt A 2
20.3th 77 B2 2 75 LAGR = {58 IO REGE &5 At 2
21 KRR A LI A LRI R B R 2
s A D IRIERER



2278 B DR 5T BR 5 LB A D PRI RERET 2

231075 B0E PR R 5 AT LUt — R S SE B R IR B /7 SRR 2
VAN - PR 3

4 MTTHE IR S EIE N R EAE Y

25.00E N )3 AT SR S IR ) e RET Ak il AR RS 7

26. 8 B EE 2N B R IR ECE B R S R R IR E R R E R & 2

- BHRBEF HF RGBT R

BEITERREIT I S RAERE IR R EE /7 EarsE 20l - /HEFx
TRAE T HI7SIERIRE © (1) FF#EHY H (the purpose of evaluation ) > (2) HA
e N\ BT a1 T {F(who conducts the evaluation ) » (3 ) T B EE A LLET &
Fl(what information is necessary to complete the evaluation ) » (4 ) gI{a[IgEEFR
#2& Bl(How the information will be collected) » (5 ) ZF#& & R 41{rl 38 A (How the
evaluation information will be used ) » B (6) FFEHE Rl {ERG T HITHEE
B A (How the evaluation results will be communicated) o 325 2% /| £ 5 HE 5
T AR BT 2 AR AR VTR - ARG AT )7 AT B SR
(] (program evaluation and monitoring formats) » F/NZ 5 BERY 8 MK G
A% AR gl B S5 T B R R A BB R R~ BOR B R 48 S FR L
BN R AL 7 5 8Lt T e B B = thi & oth /7 2218
AR AT 3 88 N ER ) P BB ) % A R TR MR (BN B AR IR B 7 5 R 4538 T i
FOBURT BN BRI R 20 7 s 3t 77 808 3 B 5 A il € YRR IR 20 BOR BlG + 25

o JE st T ZFT I RS Al R 8 2E H 247 & U (Comprehensive)
s MEELEFRHREAE TR EMEE - M BFAREE TEE RS HREE AT

B 5 S WA e R FF 2 JH H A 2] 5 AT sl Y #i [l (Podemsk, Price, Smith, &
Marsh II, 1984) -

FEREE 1T EW Tl B & T YR B ¢ (Podemski, Price, Smith &
Marsh II, 1984)

1.9 € %05 H #(To determine the purpose of evaluation)

Rk EE /T RZAEEHBE /R © (DIRERIREE 5 EH R (o
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determine the effectiveness of the special education program) (2)3 %€ ¥F Fl|HyHE (L
A% 77 =R (to determine the effectiveness of a particular service delivery
approach) (3) 7k 7€ %7 Bl 2R 12 B %L HY #2 f& (to determine the extent to which
particular curricular approaches are effective) (4)F 2022 A\ B B2 (L AHRHAR S
HJELZE A B (to appraise teaches and related services providers) (5)FFHEZ4f (to
appraise materials) (6)1R7E 37 B2 16 A5 IR A ME T W FR U B2 BT IR B0E
(to determine compliance with federal and state statutes) (7)FZ 8V TREE 17 EHY
%7 & 1 (to evaluate the comprehensive of a special education program) fz (8)bL#a
FRBE T REAIT R R G R A ZREF P HE (o compare the
accomplishments of a program with projected objectives) ©

2. 5 € 7% H #Z(Definning Evaluation objectives)

FERBUE 71 T R TR E 2 1% » N —{EPBRm R e i e naT i H
B e EHIATT « BEIHEE T % (resource room program)ai i 1 H 72 K & E
¢ EE R RREER A= (mildly handicapped students) » [K] [P A& 2= 7 ZE 0 HAR
— W EERAE T EWERER » LEERETHEE 1 WEERIREE /i
FROGEGIHEREA R EETE o Fr L Er & il H AR HE T =R

: (OFIFZE#EEY H Y (the purpose of the program being evaluated) 5 [H 1B (%
() H G EIABE (clearly stated) (3)#F# H AF7E A] LU & (measurable)
3= A\ B (Selecting the Evaluation)

WRFREUE 77 RO R U T ol B AR RS TR TSl 5 > 38 WA 8 /7 =CRn
HHETHE AN BEMANE - BB S - Pl A\ B R AR R EE
B ZG2Y)RARF) A B¥E{F(n formative evaluation, the evaluators should be
people who are closely associated with the special education program being
evaluated) °

R R IR BT T R PREGT 8/ VHAY 77 20 (an evaluation team
approach) H Hi— (A 348 (an individual approach)Ac/EHHE - 538/ [V 2570 3%
HEMEAR © (DEFFEHEEEHE TR E 5 (content area specialists ) LI K
(2)77 8 5% (evaluation specialists) » LR ¥R IREE /7 R EAMTTH)
BREE  BIANEE 1T B SaT i A 3 R B CGEB B N R R 22 HI 22
DEHREREA R I EZE N B DURCR IR ECE FP ol sE s B 5 A\ B A AT



/I

BETHSE R i MHI R B IFE » 28 LA E FTERIRL B ¥
P AT iR T RA R LU R R (bias) » FFEERS REG T » AT SOEREZ BN
1E o TEFFIRECE 77 FEnIE » 2Bt AT 88 0 LB B > AT/ | VAH A JE TR R S
LN BUR IR BRE T RE - RS 7 2613 A H 5 OREREEE A $2 it
GBS EIIAIEE (a free appropriate public education )L Kz ZF#i4h 75 £
55 V2 IR IR BGE T IR & F2 PRk (due process )R (e & O R e 2 A Y
BB N B b -

HET BRIV A TS € i 8 MH A R e pk B 4E R/ MHBEE B
(leader or coordinator) » i&—7H 5 & Bl7 A & H HA 7P lrhar) A BYE(ELL
B E3HE o

4 I EE FF A B} (Collecting evaluation information)

AT/ NETE R A S AR AT PR B 0 Bl BB E IR B RET (e data
collection plan) » [t —F+E G VUHEE, « (DEEEA AR E Bl (the type
of information to be collected) (2)4[1{r[ Wi £33 LL& £l (how the information will be
gathered) (3) XHAYE K} 7) Al AT 8/ MH S LL Rk B £ & YL & (the individuals
responsible for the collection)Ed (4)I 5 & B HAFR (timelines for the collection)

N SEERAHA B PR » FERBAIE B RIRY T -

AL R AR R (Type of Information)

AP o/ VH P IR R BB A SR IRET SR A H B ARIRTE T EUG BRI &
EFRTREEL4E T 91+ fRAE A -

()R] FH 6 22 B B P S SR O B2 AR B2 S R R

(2) 1] FHAGEHE 22 B B P S R A B2 AR B2 SE R E Y

QVFFRBBERENEF} -

(OISR R RB B AT B -

(O BERIREE /12 8\ BB S EIE R -

(6)BEHE N B R AR HRAIR S A\ BREER RS EIR &R -

(NEBLERAE R jett [ N LHEERFT 1R BRI E K] o

®)VEEA BRI E LB RS -
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OB FRHE /1 TR R B E R -

(L0 MR T Bt FR ST 8L VA A S it 7 B2 R B T e e o

BJREE R /7% (methods to collect information)

AT NHAERE € P 2SR BRI 2 1% - T — D RINE B — &
IR 71 o I ZENEE & O e E2 A B2 S Rl Bk - RIFR S/ VH 7R
TR E SR AR R B ~ 022 e B s Bl B A 1HI 58 (teacher-made  tests) =7
BB 7% -

WEBERIEE MO A

(1) 5 fEE 22 IR Es (norm-referenced tests)

AN SR EF SRy £ B H B R HLIROAR I T B [ B R T R (BRI
77 58 B 2 B M R U 77 SRR R i (effectiveness) » HITRT DLFR &5
2 BB T BRI EEE R -

()12 22 HEHI @ (criterion-referenced tests)

PR P 22 W B e 15 1Y BRI AN 73 SR 46 22 IR B Bl E T RS AR
A ELHE » C R RFT RPN TR B DR 22 A 1 o F B2 2 R s AN B2
AETERET TR, ... )BT BN AL « (5140 TEP 31|75 52 F 205 1 H B % e ER R A
B BAERSZRRABNEE 2%  BIEER SR INBEEHE &
FEEHEEEE AR E - SRS RS E RS E
HEAR LR - R — iR 2 SRR T 2 77 X -

(3)HE %17 (interviews)

AT MH RS T E SE RIE ER T EREN R B TR B R B R » L H S STRE
AR TR LAY [ RE S R [ 48 (questionnaire) » DUfE AN AIHYHE SR AT RINE SR R

(4)HEFE 2 (attitude surveys)

B PR MG ERA TR R A KR » 200 AT B ¥R R
BT ENAEE AT > B s 75 - MERERIEXE T
Y| = : OBk & #F (Likert scales)@ 3E & |& 47 & 7% (semantic-differential
scale) O & AR RE L LA B BUAEE 1) - B8 S2ifA RUAT R R B [FIERY
an ) oy Al eS8 B 7y JERY 5% (ranking statements) o &8/ NiH DR IR AT ZE A B
B R EE AU R E PRV —fE B i A% - RS HERMERER
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#he FEAY - R A B el DL T e <2 B AR A A B AR 8 R P S B H
REVRERE ~ i R > BLR & SRRIREE -

(5)#H%%1% (observations)

BIEEA ML © ORHfH ISR % (systematic observation) » i& /@ $1¥#1%F
TERYEHZ2 35 H (systematic observation is targeted on some specific items) @FF %
HLH 2 (non systematic observation) » j& @ ¥ BT AEE /7 FHEREE
M —F7 BRI EEE -

5.7 & £} (Analyzing information)

AT E R LR » N — BB &R » LUK Mt SR LA
et E RIE N EI K o FhLLE el LB IR B e e 7 22K » BiA]
DIRMIEH B R R MR - (HE B RETHE MH B PR EL B G SR
75 A T-HIBe(t-test) » B#FRE 7)1 (analysis of variance) » B B 74T
(regression analysis)2K A& R} » FFsk NH L ERRIGHEE T 70 B AR AR
B )7 & 5 I (program  variables) Z [H]HYBR (%@ dr 2 BI#ET HAVERZE K
% o FRE MHEER R — R T A 5 B LR R WA A R 32 2K E © O EHY
HIFS = e @ i B fiAy R [B] & Y 21 BB 5 RE (e valuation question to be answered) °

6. {E R 45 5 (communicating evaluation results)

FEREE 77 Rt Y fx 220 B R a Pl ms 2R > gt R AT - &
3 B 7 T (appropriate media) (B3R 8 & 1Y) #2352 ¥ (appropriate audience) °

AT R R E B B

ARG - RO BRI B E TR RoR - APHAE R Ao
MEEZ LR B - [RIHG A2 MR 2R E AP L BB BT ~ B4 ~ BB A
B AT DS 3% St R S

T NYCERERE A\ B ERZEUS B T TS SR 2 A

(D F UREBHEEA R IR o

Q)RR PEEEN EL 2B A B -

Q) IRHAS B IR A B T R EITEEHE -

(OBPRH R IREE 7 =R HAth T 2 BT A -

(O) 2[5 R AR IR AR 7 R AR A+ -

(6)[EFEHASHIRL R -



(DFIRABEHEENE -

B3 & 1Y (0T s SR

P & BB AR R A T ae o HE B S A N i DB A — T X 2 B K
LEEARINEZE 1 FFER R (URIER - FEELE .2

— AR NS — s BT

B+ : PR PEREBERH MG

[ 2R BAA0 T

(DFtEt e s N ARIRA > FFlh s o] 70 5 O K ImAY T ¥k & (lengthy
documents of evaluation report) » [t A FF 8l &7 &2 HAlll /T #EFF AR 77 ZRHUAIER
Fe T E e o OF R RYFFHE#R & (brief and concise education report) » [t}
shiel & U1 P A SRR A T RE (evaluation question) DU TSRV 5 2R o

QIEARFTEEHR S A ML« OFFER REE /7 20 R
(progress reports) » 3& & 1EFF € HIIF I EHE R R B B T BN I AR » S iHE Eh
EREREENREE - SRR G 2B ERHRAE T EWERAR
TR o QFTHEAY R 2 ¥k & (final reports) » HAAETE @ a FIARIIA
HE TR E ERL - b RS MEFr R /73 0 ¢ FFRAS R 0 B d
ATl o B o

(3)FT )l i A& =X (formats) Y N A [RIZZ AR E

a. % RS RE Y 4G (the nature of the evaluation questions) °

b2 E 1T BRI B 23K (particular desire of the administration) o

c.ZlE N\ B Y% Al 353K (particular desire of the evaluation) o

OHAEFHER SRS AERE0 » & EER RS A
BRI R E P52 & (the audience receiving the evaluation reports)gg%h)
RAEZM TREHES - Ktk - BRAFNESE » FF S gl A A AT
HEH AT AN[E](This way require a slightly different report for the target population)
o IANET R & BB 2 B WUR B RIREE Hhh - AETHE R SN S B & H
FIREE T R ERBERIE 7 > KRR RS 2 A8 2 s s P sl il



A B 5 PRI HORE A AR R M BRI £ - AFPEER S T a R
RHE R ERIMC IR BLERRT - & M BEE S L E R ER o)

R, fEmEiER
—. HEam

ARAGRISC LA RER T - EFFE i T IR RS

LR B EE /7T R A B RIREE /TR &R
IR S BAR T ERERYF TR BREIERF TE - b —
BHE R FREE T ZAFHERLEIE 1984 FA4 Bl

2.5 1980 F{XHFIREH /5 AP iU fERG 2 Compliance [t — R » thigh
& (1) FHIAFR BT B0 AR B R BUBOR B T B 15 58 T BUR R L
Ea o B HNBUR A0 BERT skt 77 225 2R BT R 1 A8 ST R B B
BURHIREGE T -

3.5 1990 FHFIRETE /i RAF AR Appropriateness [[L—[iE
g2 (1) H N B B0R 1 TR 8k 3 5 £ e 5am vh NE2 R PR MIE (B2 AR g R Ry Tk
AHETRREEE S OEEER AN EZETR R > Q) )7 2w Bl ik
AtHE RN LAE T R E G RFIREAE /15 - GG & DR B2 LR 2

4.%B 94~142 [NELEHI . —RE e S OEEE L ER I TRENE
ERIASIEE 1 NIL - FPREE TP R AR H R 1 AR ith /7 SR B A
eh B B URER R E R M TSP EH ) (appropriate education) ° Sage £
Burrello (199D Rk E0E /7 R BT H I 0t 5753 © (DSGERIRAE i
C ORETRIRAE RS G - QY& ST R8T AT - (DU
A SCRPEIT B SCRT - ) ITRrBBOR - Bl(6)$fthim A 4R ftaFsiaeE -

. 2=

RE\+EFAH I HAMFIREE SR THIAN - 25—+ — 150k
SORUE T EEBEITHRRRR SRR IR AE - [EEDEMRF R H
A H A S B EBETTEARRAE < o 1 ER AR E I — 5O E
 FETRH T A DURLEE -

LAE A A DURKIREE F AL L IRAIRY R E - S B v U B T BURE
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L RIVRREE T EEE G St F LI - APk R R IT RS BlE T 22
TESTRIREE R 8 B LIRS (Re ik < BT

2T BN R R B B R R R PR B SR TR IR T ART 8 - APk BB
A (DG REVFIREE 71 R QYL ~ EIRYL ~ B .. )R &8
FrBEARIRE » DU & B IR AE R TR o (BBMATaEtY
(ERNEEE /TR R ETFRBUETHINE - LR Ed & & — (L8 DRk
B OR o

3. EHETTBUR ATB THALFF IR ~ BBINLFFIREEME » SRR IRERG »
At TIFHBAE AR -

AFFIRBE R THIANEE A — SO - TR H S £ & A E T
PR 21 -

(DEFFRFT T R G EITRBE RS © BRI E R = i1 T
i R AR RE 5 5 S i o d - L A A — R o P s A PE H - (2)
SLAF R IR EH /7 52 &5 &M S (appropriatoness  evaluation) » RRFREH -
T NEERRIRIT - BLERRTHFIRIL TS —JERPR AR I RAVRR R EH LA AR - M
HARBETHREEXRRLEE ARER - WHREGEGEE
(appropriatoness)JFFHTHH » & 2B HHITEIRBAAIRAE -

SE Rk

LFFREE T - RE] 86 - 5 H 14 HEEM(—)ZEF 5 8600112820 FRH{EIELA
}ﬁ °

2RRBE A THIA] - RE 87 5 H 29 HEBEGERH@ONRFEE 87057266
PR BIEEA o

3HBEEAR - RE] 88 4 6 A 23 HEFERH(—)FZF 4 8800142730 55/ 1M ©
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