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<Abstract>

Comparative Analysis of R&D Evaluation Systems of

European Countries in Changing S&T Policy Environment.

R&D evaluation system is important and is increasingly viewed as essential in most
European countries during recent years. The main aim of this paper is to draw a big
picture of R&D evaluation systems including utilization of the result as one of the
components of national innovation systems in European countries in changing science
and technology policy environment. The representative 6 FEuropean countries(United
Kingdom, Germany, France, Netherlands, Sweden and Finland) are selected for the
comparative analysis.

The basic policy implication drawn from the European countries’ evaluation systems
is that pragmatism and effective utilization of evaluation results are to be kinds of
characteristics of R&D evaluation systems in European countries. The R&D evaluations
in European countries have been wusually integrated closely to the planning and
management of R&D program. Therefore, the R&D evaluations normally provide the
basis for Dbetter decision making, by highlighting problems and formulating

recommendations.
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1980 ol =%H Awk 2001 Azt A% A4+ 7KResearch Evaluation) ¢ #d-& =7}
718 AR H3zke} #rhe A2~ (National Innovation System) ¢ W 3EE Wk s}
ATHOECD, 1999). tj¥-ie] A7z a 1o T2 7A@ g Aoz I
ShAZ|GL Qo AFHIE 2 ool WET F8EHA nHHA e AL BE =Tt A
o] dukx el ZAgFolvl(Mustar and Laredo, 2002). A7H 717 29 zZhgg 24 9 AL
ANRAA 9} AAALZ A AN o] AAfFole SHor oF YA (Accountability) A=
(Alestalo, 1993) T°l 8%t olf 59 stvfoltt, g%o] 7|ed7o] sl A d+-n7t
st wet #E7)so) A AAA FEFde Fet EA =Rl AR Al
o7t GEEAN T AE AR AR AAd gk 2 47F FUiHo] AR T8
Aol At dth (Georghiou, 1998).
53] oA e AFH b= v 5420 €599 59 shveld, SR AHY
Hrke]l HFE HE AR o, 1980d ) o]F ey e] e 2 W
wep Grigdsd: B HEr e 4H]n o fHe Afe %7}‘3}‘4 ‘jr
Wk ol H o AMZE HulA g sy
s st ok el A e wid "ﬂ?ﬂwl*} ZA
Holrp FA- 7o) AAdxA Fol O]Eroixll R, A7
3 22 Az HrE A EEE 5 Eilauoﬂ st ¥
225 Ju(H LS, 2003). 1H a9 o
Ml Bk ol A7) 7ko]l AipAje 7}53H7)
20 JH(Roessner, 1939).
g J7FA " S 7HA 2 daL, &) HE #E|s
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AT HAL st Hrpa]

A Hste] WE =r7|sd A 2" e wstel AP rEA " A S A Q] JHEE A
E3ta e #H A =he IUME A ~" g O PR ARA Y] AFHEHIIA A" ot
o] &g T ArHA FE(Big Picture)E Islaizl sh=d Ak Ao WY H
Nge AF=Z2ad £ FrhE ddeR st 53] =oM4 gy d+EzEad 3
Tt "= FAT A E Ay U4 JrkEssr sk so] glo] AA A = bA
As gk £ J& Aot AT Ul =t FHAT HUhe dEIVIEY A5
Eol AEAoZ 7o HrEas st BHde 2ddy Ads agan §YAdte
L omrbolA ARt oM e AR =L ZEgae H3AQ HIUA S AY
st E vEd@=e 67 w1E gigoR dth olE wUEel 99 dTHNE TR
skl o] fHe AFgs Hetd ¢ 9ls Aotk & A9 4 vdeE FY A4 A9
AR 7 el ek et AFEAE S AAAR] HUPEAESE Fa, dAAoRr B
T Ao WE AAMEE A AFEZR OGP bl oigk o] B4l RwkHoe] FEsa, =
7bE A 28] skl dAAlgk FrA g 5 9 AREgE fAYS T =] Hi
AE FEvE AFNEEIMAE S SPAE Ve ¢ s sloltt
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1. =7} A Al 28 (NIS)# H 7}FA] (Actors)?

O

=7 AL A 7 ilo] dojurE 5t v%OHH AH-e] Jeolg SHoAM V)& 4]
o] A#rt mrbbd AfolE Hol:= E%’ﬂ AAL ofrel =7kl disf 1 Fot B 4
T7F olFol. o9t 2 =IFEAAAC uigk AAAHA HEL /AN AE
(NIS)(Freeman, 1987, Nelson, 1993; Lundavall, 1992; Poter, 1990; Nelson & Rosenberg,
1993, OECD, 1997, Patel & Pavitt, 1998), A3t7]14 AFA]2~8(Cozzens et al, 1990) %
A=A 28 (Triple Helix Model) (Etzkowitz & Leydesdorff, 2000) % t}9stA o] Fo|A]
stk

Freeman(1987) o] =7}vit} 7| &3 Al o] Ayl xjo]|E Hol

=
q3k Aol =7t ALY Yoy, MR Vee FE =4, NE
z

rir
(et
o
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jf_l,
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ol
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H ) )

Q& dost reY AEYYe} A5 AES s W7 2 FEEE 2 E7ke] YEYA

2 7 AA2"S Fostal Itk Lundvall(1992)& A& 43S "A= 7719

BE 247 AxR 18]35 Nelson & Rosenberg(1993) & = 7F84l ] 2ge] 7d-& =719

IR FH J9&E w5t AAFAEY JFdor Ao, V=4l #AG
5

5 =
w FAEAlY HHEFAHA ’%ilﬁ]% HAage wAYdoer R )\E‘r(EtszWU;z &
Leydesdorff, 2000: 112). ©] 2382 A S7He] vdel g3 2 AAwddo| ojst A
I 258 Y E4d 241 o, FAFAEI FAEe }‘/W)r 7y il
Ao JEA AALAAE #FAS A2 A (Etzkowitz & Leydesdorff, 2000: 118). ©] A
2 D7 A A 2" 8 A A (Innovation Actors) 59 &%53 Z4azg 2 JAFAES
A{Ao =2 AAsAY 7[ed4l AR B4 S 24357 e 4% AEA 8JQER
A o] 9t} (Carlsson and Jacobsson, 1994).

=7F A A AL AsrjedA e V7 5 bl Mz vEA il
ol 2 Fbe e E4 A 2 m57HY] s LA 2] Sl o] Hof ok gt}
(Gibbons & Georghiou, 1987). =7} A7 de] Hel= =7F4A| 2=
4 "WAYF(Funding Mechanism)$] 7188 F4 o2 o]Fojx gkow o]q u}
7EX =" e WL ks o] ghv o2k AAWtet A WAYE H At
sk gtets fatols AR RG] AEore BES FAFASTY] F
=2} ﬁ?%ﬂ% gk kst ZﬂEﬁL Aot AARY S i &

o
el ARRA, l‘%l?*?q X}Tﬂ?% At &l 7] Agency), A YA HFoundation) 2 o
2) Ar|A FHrlEAE gL DU AAS"FE (NIS)HY AtHEsrer @

(Stakeholders) 2 7132 2wy, & ARI|H AdAT T A&
FFAZA AFGIrA E HoR 52 Eé"@ = ANEeE AREFHUT,

-2 -



g AT T AFAYLE W AFE s VAo EANY fPGr|H TR TAH
th 53] 2o A= A Al As4dd S9AE 2Asy At JdojAe #
sEsEES fe AAR AFG AFFSriR Abold A3 (CouncihH A
(Foundation) 59 Arg¥#eE] 2 ALE 9sk F7H7]H(Agency) & 731 Sl olgfst 7]
S0 HHAA AGALE 9

&t7] wiel Akl oM Fad Jde ki gley
w = 38

19804 T ko) F e EgAe Fed suonnl meadzde 43 o5

Aol Zzoagel o oiFe og 2 FAe ujd @ wale] PFHAUA A

S Qrmeaguskl B 99 Bl oSeldn e, o dEAe APEe
= =2

Gibbons and Georghiou(1987)2] OQECDA| 4 o)t Gt 7)ol
Evaluation) 2831 1989 Research Policy®] 5% 3E =
Montigny(1989)¢] 8 FH=7l5¢ Y z2 79
A7H714d 2 Roessner(1989)¢] ml=¢] AR-AF=Z = a:9 7L Tanaka(1989) ¢ 4 &

AAMITD A+87ERY o9 A7 27 220 F71dTe £9S o349 d s
oliL, 1990} o]F ZrlAF R E R e AR 3 Hrhd B AgE B f9PA
o] A/t ZR M Framework Programs & 402 @& thgkst b sk A+

;g

Wi Eo] AEEa Qo EHQ AFEZE Georghiou(1995) ¢ Framework Program
o #ot wWErH 7}, EUREKA initiatived] #3F Ormala et al.(1993), Dale and Baker(1994)
2 T E(2002) 5] tEAHA Aqsoln, A= Alvey Program(Guy et al, 1991), v]=r
9] ATP(Advanced Technology Program) 7}eol] ¥+t A5t 2 Jaff(1998), Link (1993) S °l
90 9k At EE a9 Hrle] B8 A v EAd dselt.
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Aot #EE I AAA ARG S AR A FUkA 2" F 2
o7l A #ek AFE Georghiou(1995) 9 #8135 Framework Program & $4122
& W el 79} Kuhlman & Meyer-Kraimer(1995) ¢ 59 F3 A7 T2 a8 g7 &
sk 7}, Laredo(1997)9] =& A3 7kA| 22"l Mustar P. and Laredo(2002)¢] 1998-2000
MRS EEka Agtal gl wE W Rske #ek 4, 283l Rip & Van Der
Meulen(1995) 7} W2 &= AA| € 2 H7le @3k A5 Eiffinger(1997) ¢ vl g
TH7FA 28 95, Kuhlman(2000) 9] 5 @ 7FA| 283 Kaukonen(1997) ol ¢ g A2 E«]
AFG 7N~ e EA #E A, Evaristo Jimenez-Contreras., Felix de Moya Anegon,
Emilio Delgado Lopez—Cozar(2003) o] &)t 2#2le] AFA| 283 HUlA Sl st oA
o] oot

Aol Az =7k AHIIA A2 A Bye <ad 2>oA HiE ouks
Zol =M AA AR AFHIEA "R ®oke) &8 #e AAFHS Tk (Big
Picture) & #}otstarzat ab= Aotk £45 fgh FAR LR HUFAIAHY Alxksg 2 2
AAAR S Sz g AHrte] =743 W FrtRdA A, Hrpa 2 HBopas, gkl
&8 T olfrE Ao R FASIaL; stk HIbe) A wste]| #Eto= 7 =t

[elrei = al [e]

Fol 253 9t FHHA PAAES 4AHQ FAFAAGo] vEy] gEe), 7 Tl

A B o= A% ARRANEAY S A4 B3, FAHA Ansh AA| 284
ek

oI BUPAE A B IR A 9

<ad 2> A EIAWNISe AR/ A" T e

A 2k
=L
e ER o hel
Al = |l (NIS) sk o
3 39
il Hr7to Axz 2 °

WL #8 2F = 2718404 28 (NIS)T 771
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Hrrel #HAEg HAFAES] AT
(Agency) 3 A YA HFoundation) % A7
A =S vgotst At gt
B w7t AAI AR #E AEEAH 9 ALdAAE oFEY wUte rhA R
E2A24YF(DTLE Department of Trade and Industry), TS7]%3(DfES: Department of
Education and Skills) ¥ #Ze] =7} AAA <l ALA Jﬂr@ﬂ%%}ﬁo Fs8ks H-A o
% FP-(MoD), EA5(DoH) 3 3ol &3 g5 #dd As7jsAds d= 27149
rEoR TR ¢ Atk AR AR Aol o 0374]7]?%% ARG EDTD ¢ st
713 (0OSTAFSE 2li= ¢ 38(Research Councils) 9} 1 &7]5FAtstol] e 5 S A
A 242 43 (HEFC, Higher Education Funding Councils) o]tk thgte] A4 29L& HEFC
5 S8 AU} A3 (Research Councils) & $3 A9 59 F7]#eZ FHe o]
o] Folx=d o]AS o]FA YA ¥ (Dual Support System)©]2}ar s-CHHills, 2001). <A+
3= DTI9) OSTEHE AYg Be 7|#o2 Veiopda 79 dF3R o]Fo4 3l
o Aq7IM = FE AEAA TRAE B]&-& AYsial glow, dF A3 = AA A
stal itk HEFC= 1992 o]% thE el distAgAd 2 Hr758& o+
Z|#o® AP Fr AFAd=Zgel 245 F
599 =HrpeAA 2" T 2 5 F9 stve dAdFAEe o
(Cunningham, 2001). 549 A/Addd ARFAEL AA7|<H BMWLD, w5
(BMBF), ¥ EAFBMG) otk d7A9d R sa7jgoes FdojdtA=
A3 (MPG, Max Planck Society), Z&t2 33 A 3] (FgH, Fraunhofer Society)zt
199090 SolewA A tie el el AEBue List) AT/ AEE A3
3 FEAE AY 98 AT (AL, 2003). olE2 Uty AT uUSV|MFRE V&
AT} Ar)egdT AFEFAQ AFT ), LEEZAF 3] (Helmholtz Society) @] = #T
AR (F2 A4 A4 ), da2zgdadqs) e A7 FE 7|2+ F9), gol2y
A3 (Leibnitz) &2 #A ANYAE AFAE(FR Z7] AAA A3t AMu)x Af
Fd), ZeaHAdTE At AFV|REGFR FEAT 7)) 52 7I#HEC] vk (Kuhlman,
199%). H=o] olygh mrte Al ~gle] vk e AU A47|#EIY HAaAE
oz A" g% BstA wET (Meyer-Krahmer, 1990).
ek E Laredo(1997)7F #H < OECD B ILA A =gk 7| ~gla) ARds)] 2|4 st
A Ak 1097 Zefs Aekr)ea g flojq B 2 B A A WEt Sl
Y- (Ministry of Research)’} <S4 (Ministry of Education)®} &7 E%é
Al z=ge AR Aol 1 ool FAZE Ao #E s A 3
It A 24 55 9% B2 A&7 gtek "3l CNE9F CNER9| o &o]
A A d7132 CNRS, INRA 59 72d7s4de 7|®EPST), CNES, ANVAR,
59 AS71eA 719 (EPIC), ANRS, CNS T3 22 A7 WGIP) 2e]al saye=
A4 Curied 74 & 7Y F3dA77I8 T2 FAEH] Utk A7 H gk o
TH R L2 1982 C’ﬂ?“ﬂq(ResearCh Act)oﬂ UJrE‘r Oﬂ?—roﬂﬁ 2AF AL, v %7}3

wel AREA, ARARI T A
FarlH 54U A5 e FHoR AR
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FTAT71HS CNRS o] F= 7 27ehE
7193 A7 A wFTE BA %
7F o] FolA 3 k= A9 3R] gl

g le A 5185 (Ministry of Industry Employment and Communication)$} -3}
& (Department of Education and Science)’t F& A 7o, Abstol] A3
(Research Councils)9} #&|7]1#-S T3 Aol o]Fo] A K European Commission, 2002).
tet AR FFAe Ao A, il B FrYAs Y AFAG e 5o 9

Qo] A7 o] o7
e

pm
3 7]

lo
ofo

of aths o] v wrbEw FuHE HAN A St oled w98
ARAQUA /N BES FAZTE FFE SRS 23 Ao, GSo] T e
oA v M Aase] date] 2w, A AR AABEe) Qo] FEATHwY}
d g A9 sha ok #AHAA A B9 BgS $lste] 20019 2748 A
A9 AR B AT Fa D 482 AYPRGG AFH 299 ATBE 4
Qo] A7 St AW/ B AYFO] AP} 2001 1YY WHAIIE st 7]
2 2EATATAA A

T3 =& wol shhel Ads A3 (Research Counci)® &%t
£ NUTEK(Swedish National Board for Industrial and
Technological Development)©] 4 d&-g ot AR AATAANAN zZF A A &
Aeg Fosts Al A9 7] B (INUTEK, Vinnova, ITPS) A A 25 #7519

Ad=9] I AA 282 o] oAl FE A A3 (STPC, Science and
Technology Policy CounciD¢} 5 2 7]|&A A AZAd uwgl wSF Ministry of
Education) &} =24 B (Ministry of Trade and Industry) 7} F5-F3 ojv} T H 2 A&kl
sl 9 (Academy of Finland)® =7}71€% (TEKES, National Technology Agency of
Finland)®] A Q7|75 Sl A4 de] o]Foxle}. s A/IE A (Sitra, Finnish
National Fund for Research and Development) & &3]4lst7|#o 2 =HE AL A2
T2 79 des MAATE At vk AFFAFA(Acton) s T ATAE Y
%E AE3ts AR/=7]|ATHE(VTT, Technical Research Centre of Finland)$t Z+
Ao Eox 21719 tigrEolr) welx Ad=e] IrtEAFAE T FYAHE Y

3) CNE(National Committee for Evaluation), CNER(National Committee for Evaluation of
Research), CNRS(National Center of Scientific Research), INRA(Institut National de la
Recherche Agronomique), EPST(Public Scientific and Technological Establishments),
CNES(Centre National d'Etudes Spatiales), ANVAR(National Agency for the Promotion
of Innovation ), EPIC(Public Industrial and Commercial Establishments), ANRS(National

Agency for Research on Aids).

4) 45 59 3HHFTAH(EPA, Environment Protection Agency)s 7% (Environment
Ministry) 2.0F 58 #2& 1¥& 7FA 5L Qo A4 diEdE 7HA lvk EPA &
AAlE Y 5 BA RO ZZAQ AFHE B ] HHAQ = ot}

5 Al A¥7]#L NUTEK(Swedish National Board for Industrial and Technological
Development), Vinnova(Swedish Agency for Innovation Systems), ITPS(Institute for
Growth Studies) %.



B 7 Adnh AAE wSHF ged 2 gigor PN 3EE e 2H oW (Science
Cluster), A% S44HdH, TEKES, Sitra®t VITZ FAHE= 7|€E#H 2~ (Cluster of
Technology) o] YH(European Commission, 2002).

dad=es W82 3385 (Ministry for Education, Culture and Sciences) ¢+ 73 A
(Ministry for Economic Affairs)”} #8719 d +8 FAH S|, wgTsaeyr} ¢
A7 AQ st gk A de &, AAN= AR A3 2 Ay
S AEsr), giF2e] A YL wSES e A o] F AR H (A A a7 qte
61%), AAFAA AAHE7Edre] 19%F =5 A Ak} (Eiffinger, 1997). =2 9] NWO
(Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research)$} SenterE Za|AE AFA| Qo] o] F
AXY NWO &= 7| 2475 Fd3te B2 At A 7137 g F2 A3gAe =
2388 AYs=E 71#olH, 671y A3 (Research Councils) & A A<
STW(Technology Foundation)® ©]FoA v}, Senter= 74 A F (Ministry for Economic
Affairs) 9] #8713 #e] 7| # (Technology Policy Agency)e @A el d&-8 sy, AR
o] #HerleAErITR 4HATdd <Y Royal Netherlands Academy of Arts and
Sciences, KNAW)#} #38t7| <A AE3]9) (The Advisory Committee on Science and
Technology Policy, AWT)7} tjzzAc|t), KNAWE #5kx} x5 3 A¥ o] 7] +-o]m,
Abstel] VzAF|RE 29ty Juh vd@ = FAFA = gty A Edst
31, TNO(Netherlands Organization for Applied Scientific Research) &= FHolA 713 &
S&AF7IAolH, 29 A, =4, FALHRE T Fokdl 5719 A7 He] 3

o o 4z

<E 1> Y 7 = U AA 80 F R AT A
TE q = =Y R e 29 =l A= ER=ER=)
A o o R
7 o‘j H o‘j H 7 k1) fi]" 7 H
23 DTIOST), | T i FEEE B
) o vy |(BMBF), AA7| | &3 S IR e R
AETIET s e e A A
= 1 al
(DFES) B o
3 3 5l<> & / 7
A 73] e N T NWO, STW,
A9 |(Research | _ o - NUTEK, |(Academy |Research
) sy 5 |7 #Y 2 oA ) A
71 |Councils), o123 o Vinnova, |of Finland), |Councils,
HEFC - - ITPS Tekes, Sitra |Senter
vk AEAE (e 5 7lz2d | dE]
A1 AT atst [aF A7l = [TV B/HEPST), | ks VIT 27 TNO, 57
T d7E 2 gAdFAH A 9 A F AR Tﬂfﬂ" 7](;4 g A7 #
713 |19, dE |Leibnitz Q4713 |(EPIC), GIP, % | |, tl8} A - A
g 2 7|¢ AR IY 2 7Y

o™ iR ¥ =rEe] = IEAAN A ue, Ak B dyaEREA s F
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(1) =7 Agtsg7te) Akshe B

FmolAe Zrad PGriel #-Ed 5AL wEs ExdAdy HGris Axce
ROAMEFA] 2~ ®(Rationale, Objectives, Appraisal, Monitoring, Evaluation, Feed-back) ¢
g2 O 7|8 Y9FHo] gRie FFHEd Zele] ® AHEE Holth(Hills, 2001).
ROAMEF A =82 W atsl Hxd4ga 15t x| ks] Hrh47te] gewo] Hu AMEy
7Hests ARo 2R EHEY AAZQ gFol olFojAe HIMEstE A AT, oA
o HIMAA T M 8% U = AR QU des A9 2 B
2 &gstal Jvks Folvh. ROAMEFA| =9l = HA|so] Q= ukep o] A
SHo e F JrHEEs Fds 2 Juiills & Dale, 199%). s+ o g
HEFCEA| A o]F9] %= RAE(Research Assessment Exercise)9t ™355 Y (QAA,
Quality Assurance Agency for Higher Education) oA o]Fojx]= E&49]
(Academic Review)7} o324 o|th(http://www.qaa.ac.uk).

EdoA A=z add did Hrls 535 1980d ] Fuke]l @E @Al Y] tido] H Sl
o w(Kuhlman, 2000), tlF+o] AF3H 7} (Ex-post Evaluation)o] ZHo] wFolx A qt,
WHATF(BMBF) Sl ohgd @eEsE olFolAal vk (Meyer-Krahmer &
Montingny, 1989). 1993 <F+7]<F(BMFD)= 2 &3F #7119 Ads FH4kete HeH
7} (Meta—evaluation) 72 F3)3l= 5 (Becher & Kuhlman, 1995)8 #&7jAdel =g

O

réd

6) 9= ARHE A (Ministry of Reconstruction. (1918). Report of the Machinery of
Government Committee. London. HMSQO) ol F33 Ao w Al Y-S Fd =
o] FAE =+ JB.S. Haldane® ©]&-& wA Haldane Principle©] 23 shu}

7) o714 wWerE L Scriven(1969)°) W Stufflebeam(1972) 59 &AtEo] /id A3k
‘B7lo)| the H7F(Evaluation of evaluation)’®] ¢Jw & A& E A},

8) °o] H7E= AVl 1985 el A Yal= 50 o7l ZR e Hrbdy dowy g

_8_



TR EZZ O g FFFILIE o] R A vk 1990 HYELolF A
v FRIF oA FFelM Ao TEH AMES EAEY] S z]

S Azt o (A 2003), AAA TR w9je Hrls wazegd sl
‘—E‘r%iﬁi?ﬂ?ﬁ 5ol A *}3}"#?71%91 Args A& 98 Bol o FolAa ik

Ze 1980 o) Fukeo]l 3 Ak 200 dZF =mrtAA8 A APt 2 5

“ir{ o]t} (Laredo et al., 1995). 177 A F-ofol| X o] #H st Hako] +=¢

Efifar glow 55‘] A=A ﬁoﬂ«l 47‘4011*1 Bl Axsrt A5 vk %‘ﬂloﬂ ?%

2174 2 S
54174 4 ¢ T&E]% %"4?} ?%25% Brte olgstdlon, 53 AN (Ministry of
Research)t= Z 219 71851 A4ol Hrlytxet Wy 5& 188ty TRago] Frlo

sto] A 4 == st U, g
20 FA4g AR e S9SN YA Tk gk S ok vhe] ol A
a2 AeH 7 Review) & AAI8E 0™, 19850 OECDO AFFA44 0 gt Hrl&
g stA=dl olAe] shvte BA oA HriE e A WA AT Mustar &
Laredo, 2002). 1985 A& o2 7o ek ¢ F & xgst ‘A7 371 d A E(The
Three-year Research Plan)-& @3}t olAd Zaxo] A4-37H= 1980-1985d 714
7F Bk digk HEwwa des AEE AlZIsien, 1986-1990d 744 ol 2l gk 7Rk
o] AAl AEHojof o MrE AFdA AAow HEHA] Estt 1HARE =
s 1980-190AthE Sal Brigdwo] AR Fretn AEAQ] EX AH FiE A

o 1

29w A= A=) 290 5 vHE =2YFUtel o] AFHoR HUMHAEE
2 Zb 35 e =UF 29 dhutelvh. AL =mrbol7] Wil 24 HE o= A&V 9
F£8o] ¥ QHEC A AEI A HrrE o F & gk (Hakanson, 1983). o] 3l o] 23]
o 29 de] VedAAES oA g o] HAom, el ol thgh A&£AQ A4

|
NEF St o] F ] Q»‘jr A4zl Jrhes 2 A48 2 AT SollA
24 sy dsol] ARl 2w ZdE Aosr)e Yy AgRe nAEE
] ze EAFAES uvlgern 3 FAFAC  H7HTopic-oriented
5 ot 29 FUF 59 shdeld, 1977 ol s e HAR T Aw
M4 2 FJElE WskA il A4 550 2t (Cunningham P, Boden M., Glynn S. & Hills
P., 2001).

AF=dAe A-H7ke= 19609t F97hA = dE 2 AAG 7 o2 o Folxl
19709 = A2 AHE As st A5 d AR
Al Ao AbE A BEAAdE AxetdA ok ol AR WE ©°

B71AA = s olgt HrhdFe]l AdAHA= R 1980 d ol vhA] ARE=E 3§

i,

o

Hrlel HlwEAS Fad Jgoz & glow, BMFT T2l ojd Fride] 2
WHER sasEe MAdes HHoR o|Foxir)

9) 19818 =29 GNPUH] R&DFAZF 18%A 1984+ 22% % S7138F90
(Meyer-Krahmer & Montigny, 1989).

o [o



A V) 2AFOE B b £5E AAete] EAHATE BB FE &N
0g A9se BFOR ARS SR Wil 2P £ AYFS AASHE, o
9@ sEobd Wb Alme BAEES vEsd Jldsidn, 1900d0 2 248 3
e AAAAS AT A7 2 AFAQ dF AYY 8T 24Y FnE 9
4 TR AR ARAE] 3
o}

- ]
5% A9 AEsE FUAA EFEA 4TS 3 59

(Georghiou, 1998).

g e Q-G rial 288 Rip & Van der Meulen(1995) & ‘ #EApL] A~
(Patchwork System)’ & Z &3} vk 1970 Ao Svlko] A 7H 7o) gk AAA Q) 14A
= 7HAI7] A AR O]EF B #A5rs #EAEe] Fojeh HuiAlme] o] AAAl 8l
o] BZatAl Rsla| o vt Aotk UEdEdAME 5L H)ek Feje] HupA g
AR A 19809 25 vddss ga44 e Ay Exdgded disk 34
A G AT Ugdnd A #sr)ed A day AFA LA ~ge] WEs <l
ob Hgbet W (Web) ¥ 2 HUbA|~dlo] @ AEH Al | wiE S tdst gE AT RE
Ak 2o WEte o ShE AAE B Ao ARSI A REAd FA TOoR AEE
Hrtw ol dastglon, FA3E YgAbEAR AFor oRAQY a4 S, dAAEe

ighe]l 4 ke HVME Fok Ar|Ag @ AFA Hdues S g YdEs #

Sug 1A L

ol M
_’ 1
it
frd
0
Iy
ro
rg
-
ot
)
>
ko
-
it}
32
Ruigy

(Eiffinger, 1997).
A F7HA] AR upel 2 k¢ 9]
tH(Georghiou, 1998). &3 7 % ]’\14 HANAAEE 7 =719 LA wjA oy AAH A

o
N
N
L
o
N
A

rir
ﬂL

L

lo
v

B

ok

X

&
2

%)

@]

3

o

o

(@}

O

D

w

e

i)

i

.
o

e whdsta glom, B3| AFH = 1980 W] o] o] A=F29 At A 33
1980 o 59k 2 1990 o] e A7) A} AAAS| A Ao AAFFee] T 5o
2 AFEAS glojAe 2l /‘é 4= (Alestalo, 1993) S o2 <& AyHrte] B8 A5}

el 7|

o, drFZradle) ke ZRFAE AT R 2] wvte2 A48 59 #
%

of els] ol Folxa gl o] AukAQ) Egolr},
(@) A o9

dubd o Zrhe] AFH/HHE ARV el A AHE 7FE A 2| (NIS) 9] ¢
THE #E AFFEAEH AT ATl SR e RN AFH A Y]
#e] 71 & (Agency)elHt Al (Foundation) S°] FEAQ 9a-& st vk uwelr =718
*u”\]éﬁilgl Wk & AYA =g HstE eukstal Frhe o] Wats 74 oA drt.

o Mo Hrle thEE9 ¥ oA ROAMEFRA 2"l &8sty Qo A4H7e=

SAAEF(DTDE #87]<H(0ST)dAM 71855 OSTAtse] A+-3lol ofsf A+B7H7}
o] Fo] A3l SItH(Hills, 2001). ¥4 W &7]%5H4ba1e] oJLerH A 91 9 B(HEFC) ol A

o) tigtE7HRARE AAlste]l o 23kE dabA el dAs whedsta gl 1997
doll A9d ®3ke digtuSAdsd(QAA)S] agrte ¢kor Fad 7Eo] 2 slow
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EdoMe Hrle F2 WSATEBMBRY FAZ&FBMWDS 28 At
wd ARAFFA A o Bt g E o HagegaA et Teky T AT
3] 5o Aol AFHIE el Mo ArErtSEd Fast dFS A F
719 2z 3SR 3] o) (Fachbeirat) 9F #8171 4 9] S(WTR) ¢ R7b7|#o w2 dtols 3
Ve oAl shal Avh(A A, 2003). H9AAM AEZEad Hrhe 2o dE AR
oftel 93], AAFA, A AGA P33 D FHAF & TR oig A Hot
5 et 7I#REY 87 93l ol FolA = A5-E Bk (Kuhlmann, 2000).

o) AR A Y ot = vheke dxA] o] Fojetal §low, ART| o

Foet A wt Hrbz|go] A diEwHAA BusA FozH PSS BAsa dv. =}

Ao e] AFH7IE CNESF CNER S F H7pz|#oll A F3stA & Hol EA o}

(Boden 2001). ¥ 713 Z7} 19893} 1990 o] AHH 5L, CNEE w39 gz on
>

BEE TSR P

i
ot
<
il
%9,
lo
=
O
z
=
flo
re
-
=
o

f
jirc)
X

[e]
il

@ 2>
Ao g Hrpt F2 o] Fo|HH (Laredo, 1997).
o A 2~]l 2 QhA AR upel o]l FALRE ] thekgh A A YA ~F
TH 719 o= Fiho #osta A=A ety HA efvk AA A~
AR} =7 A ~RE AR Zaasl A e A7t ZH3Holdh= F oA
AFFIb JAXNE AU Z o] F AT (Dorothy Guy-Ohlson, 1997). HlF-&2] 79
A H7HQuality Assessment)= A-7+3 &2 A A (Agency, Council, Foundation level)
oA ol FolHom HA =7} 28 Ao dukA el BIFAl= 9ot F Aol A e
TAAQ BTl el A4 & :
stz M o) ARt gbA Ao ut b 71#nbe) v vhekst FeEpst
Hrte =7t AA 2"ls Axstste o A
o 8 o AzpetA ¢aL, gA gy AyrdE
o] A EL HIEsTZEoR ZhEaigry] Wi (European Commission, 2002), 5ol A €]
o] AAi, NWO, STW, Senter, HlEd&=t)srg ]3] (VSNU),

1%

KNAW 5 ¢+ #ed7|#se] A737h7]asolt

AT FY 7 Te AFHHHIIRES duHoR AAFAE o8 xdHQ A
kel Fefsih A AR A S A @ glow, d=AF DTSl ROMERA ~dla 2
& EEAQl 7 A} HEFCOl €3t RAEA R FAI9 &8o] &t 4= A o
deeet 29 A" ke dnbAQl FUiAE o] AiAA = wotE v 5
3l ZF el A9-A7 CNEY CNER & B7Hde7|#s AHste Al &8s st
B raEs 54 9 sl

10) QAA(Quality Assurance Agency for Higher Education) & %Al 15 73S 733
7] A% s SR, AAR Z]RAALE aAAE A, g 2 2O HJr) 5o

gL sh W7 et

et
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(3) FILAK 7)1 ¢} F 7

FOST)Abske] A-ts)eh W7 5HAkste] a1E s
A5 (QAA)] F=re] F2o AFH/brdr|HEe|t.
2glstol A o] HY Al H bt 9§ At )

=9 Fo A4y } #4357
ZHX*XI%A%ﬁ (HEFC) 2 oh&tu 49
A+A = H7E9A <2 ROAMEF A

—1)4

(Peer review)oll &allA o] Fo]xth of=-¢] EPSRC 01]7\1L T2AE AFA A #HEA
M-S 7%3EE ohal o5 AW HE(Peer miles) & 71E3 5% ot Aol o] A4
ot} oA =& s HUFAQd FUAE D Wy g2Rs AAs Fi e de

9] stvoltt, RAEw= syd9lel Hr7tE AExAb 2 A8 RHe AMgsta, Hr43
stalE 750w FEET QAAAAMY 3H 7H Academy Review)= 6@ @9 E H7Ht
o] Foj A w z} Z]Hol| A AAF7IEGIAME vt o R A7l H 7 (Peer review) 7t ©]F

599 AFARBYE FAFES TRIPON} 1S WY 5 A= ANYAYL A
3 94 gy ARAL gATAETAS TALAATYAD ApdRIIE2 2y
o wm%g— 5tk HaEgadTee) SERseldt 97t o ARsteln

EEERSC EEREES S L

FH AT 3 2

o] AaA vt CNE®| H7b= o5 7|3#e] gA7 A Gewt ofveg} wsFd, A, 7]
zol7 Go diste] olF ot Aol HIAFHA YA FeA7tA] FrrsE FUEA = &
=Tk CNE®| H7H4d 3 Ak WA &8s 2kx] gho} of3fe] At CNER & 452
FE oabx g B vk 5y Aol Zygs wvt ARg e At o] gk 3ot
5 AAA Q= HEA 7)ot 1999 6€olel, 53] = HEFCS ESRC9 ol &3 7}
(RAE)®] Zge wj-9-7] fa] 547 dxo2fe 747 1 gae] d&E7HE 2835 gl

(Boden, 2001). gt HEE Lofol| Al Zb Xdo—d‘oﬂ 13004 7 e] AMnrj2~ 2 A4xzow
o]Foz 9= CNRS® =713} 8¢l 9] €3] (National Committee of Science Research)™=
FEH 2 S Fste] 12000 9] AAEeE 1200709 CNRS A+4-5 H7ketal it
yds=s 72 2 A At Fokdl oM e ZRAEY Zm O Eet oy
7% E Ao gk @b 5 vhdd grbukye] s o] Qv vide= el 7
%9} ZELO] Zb A7 95 AV AR SA T R de oEH e AU B
A7k Addd gk AMFErE s 2RO delE 99 APHEE o Be 2
791% "'T“il A= Aol Aot (Eiffinger, 1997). W@ @ =0 M= o}z ¢33 7tel Ao

FPH
o it o
4
lo

.ﬁ

AH AN i3 AAAYE S glvk WY o A de Gokol JslAzt ohle
5% MTQ} R B8 24 A8 ol Rolan.

b BeEAY A wel AT EeA o] Folx
. 4 QOML A7 AHHAQ FEE FaA AAHL Dot welrlwol Al
At F98 A7 AyAAstd wuEde Fa¢ 9/has® 3eldoh(European

9 >
ﬁ
E
1o
2
4
:
~
m
o



Commission, 2003). = Jo 2] A5H7H= b2 =7kl A9 vt 2 559
o) ESkaL vk A9 A& H@Ush] fste] =8 v &Y A AETME %} A
o AdHe] GAke oA Axetal vk Ao SAolnt FAA SR FAATE
of F7l= EPA7Y 2 H7hsid, widdnict dAatwake] A4 mld FA-9-de9 AA 2

AFAYzA el 5 4T PHAT Bk olFolah, W AFBPATLAD
(MISTRA)ME A4 Brksh %y @ske % 74 4 g7t oot

(Cunningham P, Boden M., Glynn S. & Hills P,, 2001).
Ad=dAe] friedr|ie sed Tekesﬂ A Hrlrd 7ol g

Aol 1980 o) Fukell Al=fsle] 2-3d ©9R RE SHEEORE U oR AfEe 18
<3S Hrlsta o, o= FHEEopd ﬂ7H A& AlE on gt 7] 578}
ek Frbs F2 e shEword Hrhe AA 2 grbdele] sEdorinl ofyE Ay
Holit dyzE o Frk o FoH ﬁﬂﬂ e TR FEH/MHS AMEshaL
Ao, hwmoRA FaBFIe SAwE o AGdHIME HAHQ AEITA A EA
gtvh Lo FAZRA sk A= o 4kl 90/%357} Aurabeke] wlEE J)FEo R

stal glom, 3-5%wto] A+t A AA AAFIIAEE wgoR st
1997). dEsAom AR A Frls w5R7d o AFH7F A+EE

FEol gtort HI AFFA A Zﬂl-:]ﬁ’od LA 542 83 #57]eAAA <
S e HrE S % aar HAtk= o] th(Kaukonen, 1997).

4
o
=
o
jm}
¢]
B

O

olA Y ZEAag ALt R HUtEoA AR FE YFHIL oEsta

om HgAQ YR dErtE &8 FUof diFEolth. @molvt 2R A= HAHA,

AR 7L Foll AAYEHA AW FEE 7P (Peer Review) & AF&ste] 3 TR 7}

W o] Abgo] =wte] HeE A9k Ak o=e @AY &8 w2Y=ried Z2 &

& mrtEo] E&sr|n sta, HazgaATFE Y] WEE e v o =& ZEbs
o]

CNER A& 9=¢] HIIAE Ede fste] o= A&rtsE Jriae &8ss 297 B
obxet. 2499, Af= T Ayl w7lEE 2y 357+ 9 93] (Nordic Council
for Science and Technology) W =24 7]< g ¥ 7|7 (Nordic Cooperative Organization for
Applied Research) &3 22 7|45 T3 F3 =7HF 243 4S5 s dojA I3
AYFAE T SHAAN I 0Ed WA ALY st Z2 Frtel] 3lojA e
s o]TAdS AA3] &l Atk Ormala(1989) & o)A Eo] vl =292y 7}

o] U3 7HRAE) 2% A=A »37}73451& uﬂ? = A48T vk 53] RAE®]
A wid A aake] 95%0) e B rdatE whdste] Adsta vk HddM = =
A2 AR foke] AAEE vIAYUSE A QA god, Bt Ve 58 AAA



JAAA FEA G WAL AL ok, aBAW Zzade] Gt Bds
FAW 992 v 5 vk UEBsAAE Fhds J4un 99 FEY 22190
71E A gugstuchs Luad #eE 98 ARt 298 T Qo] A
FUAME SU3} fARE oI,

ol el A Gl el e 2ol W] ARBATAAN ol 70l
Bl 2Radsl $99F 42T JIE NG B IFAL A4 2
BRE 4 e ARE ATAw, 5o TEadd 49944 BAE GToEA
W welo Bt A4AQ 9L vALE Rolt det AFB FE @5«7}011
g% AFAY AAORA AW T W, AR GFL WAA RAh ol A
A& A2 Aarl ol SAINE CPEIE 19860] @A )R AR s} she)e7)
B FolAY)E w2YuYs 2 FAPES L)% Sk,

29 o A o] diFZEe] Hrbe AR JeY 9 #AeE
o] X tH(The Swedish National Audit Bureau, 1985). 8|22 A lolA H7lrt 2 AL
A 7t Fad JEFE rAYgE AL 5 do| oYy, Hrtdy T2 oade] F
Aol YHAAY 22 HrrE A3 Zwo] ggt Jrts AAEe] 2L A& 1o
ok kA dubzlow Hrbe FAFA L FTomArE oyt AE U] He
oA o] FolA = Flojth. ARl E 53 dAAH &89 TS Axsal Stk
< AFAL7| AR AFEAAEAE Abel 9] 11E
= g Axska 9)\‘:} Ormala(1989)t A=
Ao aHHQ dfolgtn ol It A9 AtHrbeE dubdor Ao
g 2 7E3 2ye 174]% 7}X]J— Ithi= Zlojtt, ojgst AAe oF HrkEe X

o
réd
e
ofp
o
4o
%
o

off o

rﬁm'rﬁﬁzmﬁémmoﬁ%m

<o 2>l B oukeh ol §9 A Ak 1980d T 2T 2444
S =
]

A A ALY, 53 %714 A ol 9¢] ROAMEFSH RAE 9]
B R AAARTE T2 Qe =ZPae) 495 Adeis A7 5 2973
A PR, BN gRE ARS8 SaRUe ALges gloH,
9 ) RRAFA ZFag AARANF) WLRE AT B ARG TRHE
4ot B3 BHARAE 49 47 BATH AV 2RO TR B
e 99 =ARAE 5P AAT 2E0AUE So| BAY. A2 §9ATY A7
el Qo] AlEe AT Her)E BFe) ool Arkel Fagel ga el HrHol
i Qow, oleld WSS BU4 @ AHAS Frasy] 9@ B Axs Aol
e ek A9 AR 9 ARidd e A #rlde) e
H871e Ao AF7149 AAe BHoR o] sa Yk Aotk du Haw
e Batatnm AAAQ S4el @ A4 HEo] G AL R H5lr] LA
ETE olgale], WA MBS ARAN WS vy @ ALd 4 B opjd, ®

11) o] H7I3-& Prospective Evaluation’ 0.2 EHtL
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# vEYdY  wFEde e e 23XeEd ZSUg dotesd =AY
(Papaconstantinou & Polt, 1998).

<E 2> @b AR g W
TE D =Y Mgk 29 =l Ad= Eam
1980 dd = (1980 41 ]
3 7} ROAMEEH?% e me 19809 2 -1980 91 =
A E T aagg ORI 980 @ 2 (Zzag ws
. RAE a3 ) ‘ = A H 7t o
3 < ’ gy 1080 T g, R R A 2
wa Aodemy B E R g TR B
Review v e} 7
3 7 A3 Waxekg FGrbAdgr] [dE Academy NWO, STW,
;}(71 HEFC, 2 =3¢ 7% (CNE, NUTEK, of Finland, Research
) QAA T3 A7 |[CNER) Vinnova, Tekes, Sitra  |Councils,
- 3 5 ITPS Senter
B G, ¥
b HE gz b 3 = |9]us :
3 7t ant AU( gFsEH WEHZ 7 (9EFEA, T (9FEHIE, T4 wsisl A
Z= Al ] 3 oz | !
|y HEA 3 AR 37} i
714 &
248 25 j;ﬁq Neza @ |agme ag [TREAAF
? % T+ y - 2 T =
q e AY ‘:zﬂ =g [FOH AR ;;Tiﬁrﬁ ;;Tﬂlﬂqz o Hrtz =
gg 2 2 g4 T ge ] R EEE R
a3y 9 &g T3 _
ol Wiy \ o3k
o o3k

V. #39 FARAN 28 ATFHARG BT D A

o] ¢t} (European Commission, 1999). 1990 ti
Al AR EzR s Tk FAs sk 78 A
° A

NeAAY A 2 B4 %A
3 2ARAY 20 A9 Moz 1 xgol Wkl gt oeld AR 4Ae

ot e dgmeide) Awa Gz ArFAe] HEY Asw, @it WEg 2
o #43 5 waan vk B3 £ A=) A9 198030 2HH ol dFw
TAREzae) A A7 AA 5 AAA AFI G FE 5 AHAAA] A
Fom Jvuze] Wayd) ool gxHon wrgke] Wty $7d wel e W)

Agle FE T Qv

AR-AdA itz afdd e AYdat a4 SOl e BAe] EokAHA AT
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Hotel oigk @
Ao AxA
2 HJores &
7Hest AEe 99
o Al AL =z
1998), RFOl= = ¢ ROAMEFA| =813 o] 3]e=7te] FrAI =7} £
of d8s nAE A$% @) (Hills & Dale, 1995; Luukkonen, 1999).
Hrrel Amse dstel= 2z Zrbse] 2 Fa e A E Q) HukAlEs dA Q] F
7t dgo]l vh2r| wsol, Zb mrkd A B o= AR AR EHI=AY SAHLS HA
gt ZEas 198294 kA RE wrElo CNER o] €538t7] Alhgk 1990 A7HA| =
o] Axrt APHA FPom vdTa=d = 44T Hobe digh o= Wulg o
st o)A = Zldldl X5 AAARQD AEgE o] FojA X L), vk J=olAe] o
< DTI¢®t DOE & s4AY-= 79 vgtow wdy FriAz=et Al~ds

o
ol
-
=

™ (Luukkonen,
grolu sjed=

N O
—_ =

B
a ot N dy
Mo
30 %
b
18

uiti)
o

=
Ao Eatetal FAA g e Fre] Aot Ao gk duk
= %

[e]
i 7ol QubA el A)ztolt)

1o

%
r
w
N
—_

@ 7
X “{N r\r

Z7be] WAHESY B0 28 nhe Hay
gtk 19809 I} 1990 hE A WA =}

geda A4 AR AFARANFAY Y @ G AADAR 2
A} %

o do

24
L o> fo

o

_ﬂ

4

ot

2

rO

rigs

o

o

[AE

o rlo

_OL

!

%9

2
>
[>
futit)
1:911
o B e

o
I/ oA
=Ly L

(

lo
= o o &
] )

= %

7)1 dso SlojM B S84
(Buisseret et al, 1995). ol AL HrldFo] Ax =23 Fe] 2 FA9
Zpel ol 7har Sl "= vEbar Slvk(Metealf et al., 1997).

o2 iAo A2 e ok HuiA A" AL Frhvi vE | =
Zheteh BIbEs v vhE Ll kA wsgrkapey HEe g 73 Abolo e thekg Abol b
T 20023 5H A" FH3A] 62F Framework T2 29y A4 §HA+
5 Al(European Research Area, ERA)S 7 2 I 717k A3 g5o =z AFHI} )
A Az shbe] Ala"lo® ubyo] Zhan itk g Sl M e FH2 35| e Ro)
T AR FUPRE0H) AR T AR T4 Y HUbE Hd AlEIEE
e

q340n FA81 eml), 55 159 Asden AAHo] fAN FAFAe) B}

I omd 3 BN g
o

e o

th

12) AFAEAAAH/HCHD)S 197 AFFEAY A4d dygEs 9F
WO RA 20049 8¥7FA] AHF- WHeke] 718 2 #AA FAH Yo Fo| &=
A/ AIAE7IHe] 7R AFe It AFARFEA a8&4 . A7 Ak st
2 g8 A gk AFE HA S8 gk Ao, AFMEAAH I He] AFEH
=7 AR AA Y AAHdEA & T FAEEAH FEE 9 s vldstA =
o2 "ot}

.



s rhdstel MEE 5o BAM AL A P wHE JTot BHY el
AT £ ARG dgolrh, A} kel RAM YIE dgar] dstels
Bad A Aud WA ge) EQurks A e 543 AREsE 54
of W BN g FHol FAHolok Bk,

A%k (2003). 'HY FEAFIHY AFAAd @k A . STEPL

849, (2000). "AFAFANLEZZ Y FIEA AL v w2 g H IR A
Z Ao, | FEr ey
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