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This course aims to investigate the fundamental concepts of curriculum
evaluation, and to review relevant key issues. Evaluation is one of key concepts
in the field of curriculum study and has still been recognized as high on the
agenda by scholars, policy-makers, and practitioners. In this course, students will
be expected to explore underlying ideas and practices of educational evaluation
through interactive discussion in the class. A dissertation by the end of this
course will be required for applying theories and practices learned through the
process.
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SDGs

Goal 4: Quality Education
Goal 16: Peace, Justice and Strong Institution

Source: Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development (General Assembly, United Nations, 2015)

Intellectual Property Announcement:;

For copyright, any reproduction of this current document is not
allowed without permission.

FEENEMAR > 2 WAR PR L KPT A

© # 4 2 arthur@ccu.edu.tw 1



mailto:arthur@ccu.edu.tw
mailto:arthur@ccu.edu.tw

BLYRREMFTHBMAM (REE L) LB FRE -SSR RAM

SR

9/9 I. Introduction & syllabus

9/16 1.1 What is Evaluation? (Stufflebeam & Coyrn, 2014: 6-17)

9/23 1.2 An evaluation theory tree (Alkin, M. C. & Christie, C. A., 2004: 12-65)
Il. Overview of the theories

9/30 | 2.1 Evaluation theory and meta-theory (Scriven, M., 2003: 15-30)

10/7 2.2. Milestones in the development of the evaluation field (Stufflebeam &
Coyrn, 2014: 30-41)
2.3 Evaluation, accountability and performance measurement in National
Education systems (Ryan, K.E. & Feller, 1., 2009: 171-189)
Ill. School evaluation: concepts and practices

10/14 | 3.1 Key features of school evaluation schemes: a framework for

10/21 comparison (OECD, 2009: 7-27)
3.2 Issues in desighing and implementing school evaluation approaches
(OECD, 2009: 32-47)
#2 D H A%~ 348 (Working title on Evaluation)

10/28
#2 D HNH >~ % (revised working title and outline)
IV. Questions- and methods- oriented approaches

11/4 | 4.1 How can the effectiveness of learning experience be evaluated (Tyler,

11/11 R. W, 1949: 104-125)
4.2 Tyler’s contribution to program evaluation (Madaus, 2004:69-77)
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11/25 | #2 t /2w = &
V. Improvement and accountability-oriented approaches

12/2 | 5.1 Three approaches for improvement and accountability (Stufflebeam &
Coyrn, 2014: 173-190)

12/9 VI. Social agenda and advocacy approaches
6.1 The fourth generation of evaluation..(Lincoln and Guba, 2004: 225-
241)
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VII. School-based approach

12/23 o ) o
7.1 Accountability and Capacity Building (Nevo, 2009: 291-303)
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