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ABSTRACT

Evaluation has been increasingly considered integral in a variety of continuous
improvement mechanisms for educational institutions. This paper sequentially: (1)
introduces basic concepts of educational evaluation, and states that in Taiwan promoting
sound educational evaluation is one of the responsibilities which current laws requires the
central educational authority to take; (2) introduces policy focuses of the evaluation for
technological and vocational education promoted at the federal levels of the United States
and Australia, and states that students’ learning outcomes are emphasized in both countries;
(3) introduces how educational authorities in Taiwan promote evaluations for vocational high
schools, junior colleges of technology, as well as universities/colleges of technology, and
states that the evaluation measures for schools and colleges/universities tend to be similar.

Consequently, the following perspectives of the evaluation for the technological and
vocational education in Taiwan are pointed out: (1) Current evaluation measures
promoted by educational authorities should (and will) continue; (2) Various evaluation
measures currently conducted for senior high schools, vocational high schools and
comprehensive schools should be appropriately integrated as soon as possible. (3) Future
evaluation should increasingly value students learning outcomes and further
development. (4) All schools and colleges/universities are expected to continue their own
self-evaluations and employ their evaluation results to make substantial improvement. (5)
The comprehensive evaluation system for academic universities and the professional
accreditation system wunder developing are influencing the evaluation for the
technological and vocational education. (6) Indicators for excellence should be
developed to indicate the features of technological and vocational education.

Key Words: evaluation, technological and vocational education (TVE), improvement
mechanism





