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A ZUHPEBRR REE - BES AR > W RTE P LARER =% > #2
THERAE AR E B I o RBIELAATE 2T I SO B AR Rz 4R
FRERREBUET TR - R R S A SRR > AAZM -

i A e A AE

AL T R R R ISR AT 5 2 Bl A BRTIRE » BRI as
M TH o SR > B A AERNERE » Bl iRa8 A P oy BUE AITE 2 B 52 3 % B - 38
I SRR Ay o BN 5 w30 IF T A AR AT > R e RN 2 sl A AR A2 AE
B, o BN Lambert f Lines (2000) » B2 H MW P EFEE » FH L > {EHE
15 th AR I AR AR S S g AL T —— 0 - HEGERR > BEERETESY > DAKRE A
() i R 7 DLt PT BB AR SRR B UL - (EAR B R > Bl 5 U84 sk i)
Horp 3R o AR H BB WERAN/KT > T ASHERB A LA Y Bk - FE
Lo WA A ARBE R EA B R > RIS a0 > Mt A REAE A B
HHE I R AT LA -

il n | R AR B PR > B A SR B BB ] EAST 5 5 > 2Ry i R )
B A AR S A A TE o IR - B REUER AC W EAE HR > BOR AN
FERCHEE Rk o ZUBRTFIEARINPARE SR - RS - B A » 520 > BEHA
15 Ml 22 PRSEHE G AR > AR AE TR A M BE ) > (HAD ST EY 2 g5 - R EE
FRAOZLELER » R(H S A A > T EL M B IR e R R o BN
BBV (2002) $5 it > REESURCHETS ~ W) 58 0 25wl g R0 B2 A ] A R4
AR RBL AR RN - B FEMERAREYE o T R AR PUARE > B H
2 i 43 BT AN HR 500 1 R R IR (R R AR R A 58 > TRl B2 T i A A
TERIBEIR o FEERRAEEAL I T » BB i H BT B il il - Bz 2 N
MBS o Stobart Fl Gipps (1997) g H » LR TSR ATRA » HATERA
0] B S e ) ) B = 2R A R DL AT AR TR A T R ]
A5F B A 20 B0 MR B IR R o Berry (2005a, p. 225) 78 > 584 5 i B Y
WIEZ > BT B AR > R DME Y -

wEAG BT BL A

R AT DR AR RO S H OS2 A o T ARAE » BiROB S B 1 E REAG AR Y
FLAE o BLEN Airasian (2005); Black Al Wiliam (1998); Lee (2001); Chappuis 1 Stiggins
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(2002) & Guskey (2003) %585 > WARFEANEE IS E > ATDMEFHERE > 58 F1{h B
B8 SRR o BEAG R DL AR A Y ERE i n] DU BB AR SRR ) RUR o
Brookhart (2005) & ) » fRHESE B FGRIE MK ER — [EIE] 1 [E8] -
Pral [ES ] SRR E AR A GBI AN A B S DL - G SR A & TH Y
FBL M (R R AL BB AR 2B R o B3 H W BRI B an - 8
5%~ %A > U] IS RERA R - BT - (BB R RKE o BT E R
A DA FAE AT B A B0 1 IR 3 - B AR A LR SR > A R T el o
BB ERIRT DA > i YIS BT R ) > ERHEME -
i e B 0 B SCAR (1995) 8t > ZLEMAEFFAL A > W] DL T ffR R AR BRRE b ) SERE AN A
> 00 H B2 A R gt — S BN NG » (T SCERE G ER R RET - B E T
MRS > AR B A Y SRR BRSO > TR A [ SR 1T
flil o

R A R B TR TE B 7 o Borich A Tombaris (2004, p. 1) 58 > [
SRR L T > FEAL A A AE R | o AL B RRAN TE B T DL IE H T -
w o B EBA . DS AIRES] TR R s SOR SR M O B I A S s B & o
FLREAG B AL AR RSN IS B EET o MEDLERE B AR > ZUATRE L %
ERRAIEEAG A A el B By

[ B3 Al | A 3R

FWZ TR RS EMAE R - =G NRIEAZE AR 2
HTEHZ BT RS » SRR = YOR BRI 85 5l o 1R 58 S/
BHER - B4 gREEE R W BN R SRR B o SE M LA TR E
1% BAEGZ G » Ko &0 = A iR T R W AR Y T B TE AL A o
TEHBERN TR EHEEGE S > AANS 2 —HRERNEZH EHT - iit=
IR AR B A DR T > B 0 B A — AT A B B A = 5l 3 B B 1) H
o AL e i S DL RER RS (2008 - 208 - 2%l
SEHF L BPDRET > BRI A REEARZLEE - i A E H RS mURA > 2 R
BER IR (Adamson & Morris, 1998; Biggs, 1998; Chan, Kennedy, Yu & Fok, 2006;
Hong Kong Government Secretariat, 1981) © HI > FTEFB BT AETRBZ B CE >
BIANILTAEAR > BUR 218 LA B AR AR ERAE (TOC) (Education Department, 1994);
2000 4F SUHE R DI > AAERPAG BB BB o B 5 SCiF (RRAR SRR E > 2002)
HH s RN BB B A P B TR ) - NBE R Sy R ARG > T RETEZL
BLEL A e R B B AR R o
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(AR B A i /S TN/ NSRS BOAG A ST AR B & LAERAC 2 BLBUR T2k
HA ST T RSB 1 1 B 1 K- B R B A P R 20 s R /b=
PN =[] B 2 B AR RE ) A IBR > DUE 2 RE AR e B A I BB KT 5
AR LR o fRAR > THREF 2010 4F BRI E O R TE SRR 1A B A >
75— TEH A A o T B A SRR AR A

U BEAT PO TR R - A SR B — TSR B Al
PATEAE R o St CASRUR — H S HE MR O R L BTy - JRT > RPAG R YL
PIARBER T HEB A Al B R o B AE H AT IROR AR Zaiad > AR BRI RRAG 2
R A > WA DLEE ARSI E 1) T H (Berry, 2005a) © IBM Business
Consulting Service 23 FlHEZ FHEBUN I Z5E » Bl s E il A DL o AR 2003
AEBER T — RS > HERPE S EE AR LG =AM RRAR O (BRRIE BRI A
AU R AR A AR B A B B3 o AR ) [ il — ELTE 55 I By o [l 1)
FERCHE T BLGL > Tida B S A IR IE 2 A s IR B U B A 2l | o e /il —
BERTFT > SERALER IBM BRI > [RTBRAS H 1A il 58 A 7 8 140 A 30 02 A
HOEEE | o Pong Al Chow (2002) 584 » [ A il B A AL FE B W R R A5 [ J o
TRZZ Iy - ZLATAY 1 275 2 5 B A R SRR > AP A JRE i il RE P R B
WEEE B RE > RE RS A B b 228 A EZE 22 (Morris, 1985) © Bryant,
Timmins, Berry, Fok Fl Ngan (Berry, 2003a) %6 AR 7C 2581 - 2L 12 A 58 A aPAh
ARG HEEL A ) BLR o Berry WIS &S5 (Berry, 2003a) R T AL » &
B [ A AR BT SPAG J5 T R 2 55 > A T M TR A A e e 22 | o
AT R A AL BRI R R A AT R B A U S BRI A
AIMERRRR T o T8 — 2K - ZUEMTERFA A A O 2R h A e - AR LLRR Al B 22
B o W RS BHEIOE SR R > SR A AT - SRR I B 2L
[EEELE Rl IR A I HA5 SRR e B 5 5 QI RPAl R e e 21 e 8
& RREBUEE AR > A I -

Zhi iy £ 45

FEAGBE TR A LA > AR B ZURT AN B A YRR AT A o TSR ZLRIAE AN L R
PrEELE A > BAMERA BN ETE o Wyatt-Smith fl Ludwig (1998) 2Rl
FEAL AR A B PO ——EA T A ~ i B A B R A B A R - R A
[ B FRAS AR BEA o SRR b A A A R B A AT — MR I BB B A > ZATAE
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B > FRREEA 2 S BEHY - R FER S - fRAL SRR B IREESE - HPER
LR S BLEAL S B (S B SO LB o A B A SR AN SR H Y
VG  WES ~ FIGME A T o B B A SRR B A sk o ERE 2 Rk AN
P TE BN T o ZURTRAETS A PR Bk Gk - iR B R A B 2R A
ik oo I > 7ESUEDER AR BRITHY  METE 2 AT SR B TOAL IO 208 T R AL SR > ol
I BRI E A0 BH e 55 BACGR RR A - DAV B AR B 2R i B i - FR LR
A AR A T B RS AR A S B ik (BRI > 2000) o

7 SR PR AR S A BB AE I R VR AR ME IR o ZURTAE 78 7 THI Y A B E G - 28
B J s LA B2 A ) 4B LA L R B A B B SRR AR ERR » DUER Bt
TR R > SRR FEEE A EE R MO ik o Rt mT R B A SRk AT ol R AR 1 > 42
WA 5 | DA 2 il > SR AR R BRI B

PR RZA CAER B — IR > (HHFEA M AR HBAK » Berry
2006b) FE - [ IEEA ZMMBERER o BB E » OB AT DL U 1 ol 2
TR o | 2RISR (1999, 2006) 78 A ZLATMEREEL A B 1 0 BU & 2 > TEMRRE 8
W > ELIERE AR BN i - LRSS RS BN AT > AR
AR ~ AW SN0 o 7 — (AL EEE W REA RS > AR RERE
PR T BB RO R A RIS B AR AR o BRI AT AT IR SEEE - 2L aT AR 5|
SEVE R ERS BT ER A I BB B DL 5 BT B AR SE R R > B B A AR AR s AR B
AR 5 SER AR RV E RN 55 T BT AR R AR A T BOR A I b AN
A AR o Sadler (1989) FEE LA T =AM > 585 AT LA GREL A 18 I il A9 75
B R —— B A L JH A
o HEERIFAERIL (BAMHEE BB RAEE )

HArA R R RB N BMR (24 540 B A R 3 B R R B

Eb)

ERRA AT DA W A 2 MR 220 o

—H LR - BIRFEAL AR A A B B R E AR A OB E W A T o e
FRACHEYREEN > RAMSRIMA  WHEEY L BT Berry
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