HITIR R EE &
BN S <E -3k (& RE AR
Chellls&Grayson 1990 ) -
IHEH DWW - RN NS W <IHEH  SRIEE
PSR- 1o BT e 8 G AR ) AR N B
#sR 4 (Long-term care institution ) f (RH0

BN - G- 052N - AN - KEIOOE | RRIE) -
MR KRB E & R - <O 82 8830 i P B < Y PR ROz st T
DRE-" L B 0D 4 A R R RS ( - — ) RHE W

]
l

£

INRE I T HE 8 4 4 B2
R E RHRARTR o W< <O s B AT
e HE AN & el
OCIY™ 3N << X g R 0 S0 A ™30 BT T R 8 2 I R 24 4 4B £ 38 3¢
(Social marginalization ) BKAR o £ 3 10 < LH O B TN Y i 3 1
BN PO NN DB 3 4 4 RO S I [0 1 1 0 BB SS DE M B §E - (Quaality
assurance ) S {H HUEK 4R 8K @ D (Standard setting ) (Andrews &
Phillips,2000;Cough,1998 ) - s & ANT R fa M Z FEIK - A<+
NIV < B THI RN @ < (HRE @ g 48 (McDonald, 1999~ R#T° |

(Institutional care ) HR{ERE
FH S 4 S Y N 4R IS
EHRENK | RHOM | REZ0oHX I

RRP ) DHAWET &S MHTESNINS R DE DR G b 3 0 - IR
0K faF e 1Y & R B <P K EIAn B - WO S A O S o (B < £ B2 3 3

~

S - SR ST 2 R B A N T B AR LGRS
o BIEK BT D < BEW

DRt TN RS &
JUIRGIRIG:: SLUESS I

aa

H-0O- FTNFEF "AE
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1P << T, B K o I RO sy EX &R (Richards, 2001; Reinardy & Kane, 1999,
p. 572; Folkemer, J ensen, Lipson, Stauffer & Fox-Grage, 1996; Berger
& Pomeranz, 1985 ) MIKHIH T - B2 AT M NN < @ £ w2
e - W - @HRGAEEENEEREHERE (HERK - Im<

| RRR) - 000 B M ER S NI & 3= DR 61 524 R g M 38
HE {H 35 4 B R NIV < @ -

RE-R O | M+ Bl & E A B0+ 1 X R B 3
ENN< RICIE S /EHICK R - R - SR || D K
TSR N TP IR AT W < - B < - MRB P NE BRI -
SREFECT 0 0 2 INHE MO LR - 225000 5 X L N D < L e B i S22
RN [ BRERE<ffE | (BECE<fHE) @i - {0
I NGREE SRR EK (TEXK I ERREN <O - 4D
M QENE R HKEMER - IEBKEENEER
B2 1 < DN 0l WL (2 1 B (SRS AH i & BB ML R =< pia
R I OEINERESNEEER BRRE - BEKRYWRETY
G - T RE RO B (4R P B RS 1 (R O R O N G RO AN L O

(Willcocks, Peace, & Kellher, 1987 )" QLR m X MBS ENEE
5 45 R0Z N0 < INBEE 4 HE R B

(&

i
8 &

7

< S S HE L T AR AR N
BRI~
NEIGEE ™ - Py - i 2RI R N B K KIS I B IO RE L

RE
12
f#t
1

(Living care ) RXHTIZHXH- (Emotional support ) IEKIXIT DIy EE
EEHIERE (Compensatory ) FEREHIR ROEHEN<HEHNRw
MBI AHEE S E R i M (HERE IR S - BEEE
& (Aranyi & Goldman, 1980 ) « 0~ X 57 &% # 3 4 5 IY 0 £ 41
B N S B BRSO B [ R 2 N G BT X {H A T T
T R s R NI (Legi-timacy ) HEEHHK K
NFREEE R M (Arrangements | IHE IHEE N R di BB R

5
(Andrews & Phillips, 2000 ) - HIZUXER L - BRI =
KRN EIQ MM CK < BB | R HE 4% K Ha 05 W 0K 7
Quality Assurance™ 1QA ) (Kellaher, 1995, 1998 ) ~ K Fa0= 4 0K 30 H
o (B BS (Y EX S 0E W R 8 (2 MY 13 B 2 R H & <IN e B RE B TR
I == il N KO B #E 2 (Youll & McCourt-Perring, 1993 ) - 0{0F  Yo38
S WENE#ESKERRK S - K E e REgIE
B 0RO KR W ER RS K- ([0 SR 4 0 N B 1 R T K B L
2[5 S B RO M T IR SN R R - <
{5 i PR RS 48 4E B i O BE AR ER IR AR B B NP SR &7~ B i

B MEBENEEDERE -

(Inside

(Similarity ) -

r2)
1\

DI G &

H-0O- 5TNFEF wAE
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B SS Vs RN < (Intervention ) REEE (Care ) | [KKE - BR
<< <884 (Interventive assistance ) & @I ¥R (Social
) (FEE 1 [OO0O0 - 1100 1) - HaHE DK
oy =X 3R R # ¥y (Inferences ) Q1R £ IH & OE 8 Bn 5@ ( Practice
0 E fn 78 &S BN B %8 (Evidence —based practice )
FHE 00, TN (R 48 40 4 N0 <P

services delivery

evidences )°
(Witkin & Harrison, 2001 ) -

MR HE - B < - H < - MR N - H K0 e R
BENBREER EH<IRiDIIKEEE (Prove-it-or-else ) 2 &

HEE NIRFELER (Opinion-bias T IEGRHRHIRIE - BE#IEKLE (Care
practice ) DY IR IELFBNINYE DKM [KEH(Shaw,
1999, p. 16) *  fBRSE] (The broad-stream version )~ ZX ¥Rl & &0
{7t S8 A G R A <IN BT INRE SR BRI MR £
I~ B2 AE 0 I 5 R {0 PN B K OB R & (@ A 4 i B
EERRIE KK X4l - AR BEPORELD - RO2 3 B PRI S8 A 4 B G e

fu 42 BH(The narrow-stream version) ~ X #h 4= 8 & {& (Acad-emic-
W B 8 PN i £ P I BN (R 3 A B~ JH DR - [0
ROz IX RO | NP FR SRR H BE BB (Qualitative evaluation ) {N#2
BK o OCOY BEBmSE | b HAT] [KEHE T RIS R NS R E
HERE  ME SRosEREE  HAFEHUNRKREKLKIMHHEER
(Inquiry J EMSIf RO HBERHET R RN LEEHERK T
B o SRR m X EHEX YR (Direct practice ) HEORE~™ R <K

IS8 24 41 P 98 4 BK IR B R 48 (Empowerment ) | §9 8 B #8 1

(Practice-oriented 7

oriented )

T - R S PR R o B¢ R TR O - PN S Bl S o -
1 H 4 i 3k 3w AT A @ fm 4T (Social accountability ) NI

KM@l | - [N (BRI SEOE (Practice effect ) SImt
BRHCGHE ~ NS R U R R M B S8 -1 3 40 S 54 O T A X 3R R

N

O MEE O - B OKEXMROIYL (Service quality ) B2 #)EX R

SIN

>
7

{00 B 1B 3 0 20 L o RS RS NG B BB 4
A0S I M B BRSO - 1 S TN B S D AR O I R SE ROl N R B~ N
£ B IRDHD AN R 8 4000 o U % U I 4 8 0 B3 T 0
MBI NI - KE=FHE (| 224H) NES e
BERxdaEl| ol BhsEl W (Plan-Do-See-Cycle ) EIhES 1
BN [See | BSR4 b Bt -1 B 4n 502 0 < O X RS I K L B
QUi R NI R - SR B IS R NE MR <L -

@iE (Funder ) x4
NI DR i 0 T

=
%%?ﬁ

_FEXH
¥ Z F

X
=

WAL - = = RIS IR BRI M AR E @RS NKIE

BT [ FE4E | (Evaluation ) N&JE" &5 IRR Y N YK RSO B AR BR
T EX RN - S5 X {HER i (House, 1993; Scriven, 1991 )~ m&g
DR AR 5 B RS IR KT 3R IV <IN MR 008 R [ R AR R H 2 o
WHNO @ - EXHF CRERE EREOIERGEEY e
S0 Rt RESE M - B CREEEHE - SR RLSE R I M B RE 88 4
BK - FE&EHR AR NFEESEJEER (Indicators )7 {HK- [ 7 8 80 5K 5- 18 18
< i S MEEHEH - BE SKEREKBRRIRE
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(Bronfenbrenner, 1995 )~ £)# T 5815 < 3 5 & = ) 3 o 8 I 8K I, ROZ 4 1 N\ U K
gL I RS - R RS INTR RN - YRS BB $83 (Evaluator )
R R (AR L B R T S B S O IS DR 1Y e I Bh S8 i
R e TR MN<IENC UK R R B I IR DN IR - I
FHEOI I P~ BESE NS BE R B IR IS H LB R E T ) _
. oy ) **: S I - BRI R < EEINE (ZEHE | RRY) - (S8R
Bl gg il < e M W fr g & NS
BRERE NOMEDEARIE R SERSEN o oy o Qs NIRRT 52 B0 S T N S B9 5 <
FEMEIUS o 8 4 B R I Y K DY SN B R M B S 4 - _
@X“ :m i%a Q a :mi&% WHHEBRRENE -5 HBEMT - MERRICE IR
J \i-H—.\ :’\i-oe I {D:[ 4HE[H‘ o ﬁuﬂ N n, < B
WIRERNEE w8 INMIERRERE - maior SRR genmm srecumsnyEREdRHEE s HEn
PR S B L SE AT B P I IR NES 05 - 0D 2 0 R B TR 2

i

BI5 R I I I 4 L (Chambers, Wedel, & Rodwell, 1992 ) ~ [E410 K 2\ 41
o)) g (Redfern, pp. 168-169 J- X4l (Technical interest ) -

HNEEIT BT TE - R - B EWVIHNER [HESE K
(Physical setting ) JUBKZBK 007 LM < tHIT R I AN L I R 3

SRR AR N (HHEED - L | & - | RRR- EENH -
RR="Coons & Mace, 1996 ) - 2 X 5 K7 ! 38 4 |4 B QISR I 48

) _ ERE - R RIRRRREE | K07 IREEE R == N
NERSIE R -~ 2B (Emancipatory interest ) - JI[I4& &2 55 24

HEER (External inspection ) FaR (Kellaher, 1998:193 ) -~ Do <
(Knowledge power ) 41 g5 5 # IN I BH 31 - | 8 4H UK £ - BREE
i P EEES s SR D R O B N 40 9B S0 o R TN e 1 8 T Y N

_I

— 402 —

EH N B 57 H (R0 N IX A= - B SR MEIM (Practical interest j - 1@

Al <— 4o 4l [==EI- 4 n n ENE

BE# (Nursing care ) E(EEMICE (Nursing action ) 350 < EE#

7]

N

BE L L SHE DX R i i BRAS NN /
FRE HLE N <HEEYE (Human services ) HE &K@ X ENEE 1T RGN - SV L MBS L I L DB B .
DM A HE X R TR & HN4I\HQ4—\<R R e D 3 IR 38 AR - i <

SRR o HD R NDB R (B | RRAN) - HEE DB
1R NEESETE 4P (Stufflebeam & Shinkfield,1985:9,15 )« L= Bt /
R B Y BRSO I B B AR N OO <HE X - HHTARAR - S B8
bER IR 2 o) O - HE HE i DK SN AX i 8 £ ,

IR EEREES & FESHR IO N ik R B0 RO AU R T AR O B e TR 3 ER SR A PR X Wk 4 (Service

Interactive influence ) JBE™ & IR RE M IRRnE= ”

( ) BET R N <HMHERE procedure and system ) NBEBUEIRR ( EEMNHE- | RR<-F | )
=

T AR NI 52 £ R el L 2 S 4t P K N R H TR KB

W DERENSBREREEET EXSKDEKHT SEFELE
e
B NS RN L I R M ER (Coons & Mace, 1996 ) - B

D 5 S v A B SR O M P i~ AU 1 < e o o T 8 4 U e B0 4
R (Lishman, 1999; Stufflebeam & Shinkfield, 1985:19 ) -
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S M4H3YE - EXMRELLD - EEERKENAKR - HIRHE
O 22 SR )~ AN I 5 b - < I &K - Andrews & Phillips (2000 ) -

Cluff (1990:116-121 ) X Abramovice (1988:112-113 ) #ib< B4 | 4

W3 HELSIRIIE MR - B - WY - g - #iE - e

PHE - KW K EE O EHFK - RIT  XERHK EHE R @ &

IR DR W<ININDB b - S8 AR - R B &

Bl - SR - s << (Community involvement ) 3= jos) i i
P 10 (i o S HO OB oo B RR W EE M NDSIT K -

EECRR R - RN KR - KO - 300 o [or K 5 B
MEY CEMEER QRFEFEENBHNREEC RIS - X
S TR RO BT M K BT R RE SR I E M E R R E L
SR ML SR EE WILEEERNXY - EEEBEN<
FROTR i T AN O B2 <O ) M o BN R B TR e PR LT - SRR <
M 0 R EENERE R KSR o Bt

SRR EGRAE
g

i REEERE N <R R 8 5 RE N BRI (Swan &
Newcomer, 2000; Kazi, 1998, p. X ) 53 %2 I 55 KUz # $38 #80 IN SR (I U oy
I I8 R N <IN B M RO RS o (e [ RO (N < NSRRI v TN
SRE - SR R B SR P T AR IR IR N <CHH IS R - B A g B - X4 D 0F
AN L~ =IE XEMRKIEE R s m K 5 % UK (Hard
facilities ) (4o SEHMEME - RHEDSHE - EEMIITE N B R ir )
HGEEUSRAR (Soft facilities ) (4T REE#I K KIREHEEK - A NE
AR - B E ) EXEE (EEHINE | RRO) - [EEK

Royse, Thyer, Padgett, & Logan (2001 ) #p<IN{EzE BN B R oK A
BOZ M BB NDE I I X RE4E I (Variables ) Wi =4 [
#R J (Check-list indicator ) & E %6401 B O ML jm 4% - B8 - K
B Db P P SHNT - I K (B S EE R IR H L N2 S i (Record T XRR&R
BREROE S NERE - HEER R
QAR i B A PR B HE [ RE B8 JIRRK |10 B ERMS IR Bnle -
HERHIN S R E(H M - HB S 4gH %8 (Summative evaluation ) R
w0 R KRR R SE e EK - IR
IR 1% $P 2 0(Chambers, Wedel, & Rodwell, 1992:8) - IF
o B B <IN ME AT [ RR S ST AR | BRI RS N R H
M - S B A0 U N 0 RO Y ERRR IN H E HE BK B INE
M B0 E K KRR | mNEE X4 (Service level ) (John,
1998:14 ) -
SFEREZEHRN<PRRESNERYEUMER ISR
e - KE KNI IR G - T I8 SRR & AR W AR I e I AN BT ER -
e H 12 R i K &8 BE N <3 B NI I fRE 0™ il L e 02 S8
RESOKFENREESH () USSR NIK KR
- RERMRE M AT [ REEEMEER | BB N D2 Hm -
i &4 Royse, Thyer, Padgett & Logan (2001 )
(2000 ) - FR-H#HD - S | & ( | RRK)-Lishman (1999 ) -Kazi
(1998 ) - Kellaher (1998 ) - SHHIBIZK ( | RR=) - DIK DE 44T
W< oK IEHIE ( | ==4<)-Coons & Mace (1996 ) =12 M ( |

#H (Formative evaluation )
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116-121;Berger & Pomeranz, 1985; Aranyi & Goldman, 1980 ) -
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I (Ecological perspective )
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(| RRI1)-Chambers Wedel” & Rodwell (1992 ) -
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EMNERRE B {OfiE - BEEMERNR - BTN - SO~ 0 A O P R R 0 N
N - HIZ RN - KEDE |
- REEEE ( REHHINESE ~WNER ) $hHIER OO0 ™ &HKiE™ | OO0 + | "BEHE | |OOO ™ EO#H

B (KEKT | 1000 HH) - ClfEHm ssg i< N4#EsR ¥ | OO0 HH N | /OO0 ~Godfrey,2000 - =

M - DSBS EKEBEEED - K ERCKERROE | 2R HKEER | 2R MEK - Ikin<mE |

HITEH (VT OTPE4H BTN PR IR 3H L MR P ) - BB (4T - R £ 2> ~Johnson, Cullen, & Patsios, 1999; Reinardy & Kane, 1999:

BB BRI N R ) - W4 (YT MK - 4R 572 SHIBRIEK | RR="Redfern,1998:172 - =ZHE | R

BImHE - OB HRHIOK R QE S TR NS R R RRER RV TEEZHN | R HHE S  HEIKOE | R

SRitaly ) - BERAH (U CKBEGRNUNER IR IR B4 R HKIR Watson & Lea, 1995 " fE B | R (1| " Cluff,1990:116-121;

KL - R W 1R M E NI R B ) XERH (JT N< Abramovice, 1988:112-113; Berger & Pomeranz, 1985; Aranyi &

NEGRH - A - P - SBEHIUE®Yp ) (SN Goldman, 1980 )

| RRRTBBHNG | RRO ) Hiln BB i K S WHHE N 700 RO 00 | B DML AH ORI I | (T 00 44 MR G B

SEWIE AR (@4 MIE TS <L RS W H 52 MO 7 A N RS R~ ~
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