11
(school self evaluation)
( ( ), 238
, 2543;  2544: Wilcox, 1992 ,
2543; Hong Kong Education Department, 2000; Sonnichsen, 2000 Lgle, 2000)
12 I
1 (whole-

school process) ,
(ownership) (Hong Kong Education Department, 2000; Sonnichsen,
2000 Lgle, 2000)
2



3
(coverage) (depth)
4,
(New South Wales
Department of Education and Training, 1997; Hong Kong Education Department, 2000 )
)
6. (stakeholdlers)
7I 1 1
: (OFSTED,
2000 Ruad, 2000; Hong Kong Education Department, 2000 )
8.
13
(2543)
5 21 (1)
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(1997)
(2543)
(1)
2)
3)
/
4)
(2544)
1)
2)
(baseline data) (3)
3 5 (4
(5)
[ 11
(6) PDCA
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PDCA
(check)

Scheirer, 2001)

2

(2542)
2)
(4)
(plan) (do)
(action)
PDCA ( , 2544)
PDCA

15

(Divorski &
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(1999
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2.1.2

}
(Hong Kong

Education Department, 2000)
[
(Miron, 1998
, 2543)

2.1.3 <
(Nevo, 1983) 1

2131 (Criteria)

(Criteria) 2
Good (1959)
Cizek(1993)
(2530) (2539)

(2543)



(2539) w

(2525)
(2536)
(2537)
(2543)
80% A 50%
2.13.2
2
(absolute criteria) (relative criteria) 1954
Nedelsky
(Cizek, 1993 2538)



80
v
, (norm)
3
5
2133
(
Tyler (1940
' 1
Provus (1971)
Provus
(Design Criteria)
(Input) (Process)
1,

2543)

(Output)

2549)

19

(performance)

549)

(Nevo, 1983)
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(2542) (2544)

% 2



8

Deschaing (1999)

il

80%
100%
()

2
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@ / 90% /
4 (1)
90% )
100% 95% (3
@ /
Cizek (1993 )
3 (2) (single level)
2 / / )
2 6 ABCDEF 3
(basic level) (proficient level)

(advanced level)

4
(Ferguson , 2000)
‘1. (Teaching)
!
! !
Excellentl very good? good3 satisfactory4

satisfactory poor6 very poor



2. (Response)

Excellentl very good? good3 satisfactory4
unsatisfactory5 pooré very poor?
3. « (Attainment)

3
Well above average' about average2  well below average3
4, « (Progress)
I
Excellentl very good? good3 satisfactory4
unsatisfactory5 pooré very poor?
4
4 ( ? )
3 ( )
2 ( )
1 ( ? )
(Hong Kong Education Department, 2000)
(2544)

(2544)



( , 2544)

(2001
3 4 5 1
2.14
MacBeath (1999)

@
2
3

Hong Kong Education Department (2000)

24

(scale score)
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(2542)
3 (1)
2
)
(Macheath,1999; , 2542)
(Hong Kong Education Department, 2000)
(rating scale) (checklist)
2.2
221
MacBeath (1999) 6
(1)
' |
2)



Hong Kong Education Department (2000)
4 (1)

26



2.2.2

( 2543)
223

30-40
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30-40
60
2.2.4
(2000)
()
2 3) @ (5) (6)
(7 ©)
©)
Hong Kong Education Department (2000)
(1)
@ ()

(2543)



2.3

(unit of analysis)

(4

Wdliam (2001)
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fl

f

14K

18



«

20

22

24

25

n

2544

«

33
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Divorski ~ Scheirer (2001 )
6

stufflebeam (1981) 4 (2)
(Utility Standard)
(2) (Feasibility standard)
(3) (Propriety
Standard) (4)
(Accuracy standard)

Divorski
Scheirer (2001)  stufflebeam (1981)



3

(2543)
( )
30 4 6
5 1

6

(1) 2)
(3) (4) (%)

(6) (7)
) 9)
63
80

95



1
80%
60%-79% 60%
(2544)
5
5
3) (4)
Jaeger (1996)
(School Report Cards)
. .1985-1992
74 6,500

Cards

36

3l

School Report



Report Cards

School Report Cards

School Report Cards

2.3

School Report Cards

School Report Cards

31
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