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The Conception and Development of Educational

Evaluation

Ching-shan Wu & Hsiang-Li Wang
ABSTRACT

Planning, implementing and evaluating are three key components for education
sustainable development. In the past decade, we have been devoted to educational
reforms. Educational evaluation plays an important part in understanding the
performance of educational reforms and assuring the educational quality. The purpose of
this article is to discuss the basic conception and recent development of educational
evaluation. It divides into five parts. We begin to analyze the important conception of
educational evaluation. Secondly, we illustrate the characteristics of discipline and
theoretical construction of educational evaluation. Next, we review the history of
educational evaluation and present the educational evaluation development in USA and
Taiwan . We then to analyze the challenges of Taiwan's educational evaluation, including
the efforts of localization, the promotion of profession, advocacy of meta-evaluation and
ethics of evaluation, as well as the integration of various evaluations. Finally, we address

eight strategies for improving our educational evaluation effectiveness.

Key Words: Evaluation, Educational Evaluation, The History of Educational Evaluation





