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Metaevaluation of Educational Evaluations

Chia-Cheng Yu & Hsiang-Jung Tseng

ABSTRACT

The purposes of this article are to analyze the concepts of metaevaluation, the
professional standards and principles for metaevaluation, and the design for
implementation. Based on literature review, four conclusions are brought about. Firstly,
metaevaluation is a type of higher-order evaluation or secondary evaluation, which
reevaluates primary evaluations, educational evaluations, to judge their values and merits.
Secondly, the establishment of standards for metaevaluation of educational evaluation is
the symbol of professional evaluation. Since the evaluation communities have already
developed standards and principles for educators, evaluators and other stakeholders to
follow, but evaluators also can develop their own by systematic research methods and
procedures when necessary. Thirdly, as one of various evaluations, the process of
metaevaluation is extremely complicated and social-political and would be designed in
detail before being implemented. The 16 steps presented in this article could be the
useful guidelines, if educational evaluators try to make a reasonable plan for
metaevaluation. Besides, four suggestions are proposed as follows: (1) institutes of
educational evaluation would follow the metaevaluation standards to design and
implement educational evaluations; (2) metaevaluation should be embedded as necessary
parts to any educational evaluation, and be implemented during its beginning, process
and the end; (3) the outcomes of metaevaluation should be included in educational
evaluation reports for their users; and (4)it is right time for both communities, education

and evaluation, to collaborate developing metaevaluation standards.
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