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Evaluation Research in Public Administration:
Selected Referenceg, 1967-1974.

'The rcontinuously active process of rurning the business of governmént °
has grown more: expensive, ‘more.diffuse, and more complex. Traditionally,
public administration has bHeen concerned with: carrying out -the law’ effectlvely,
efficiently, and economically through organization and management More
recently it has concerned itself with' lnterpretlng the, law as well.: ‘Public
administration, whether an art or a science, is*in a perlod of" 1ntense study
and reflection. ' One of the: systematlc and more objective methods of assess1ng
the quallty of 1ts efforts 1s through evaluation research :

The broad purpose of attalnlng a sclentiflc, obgectlve and compre—‘g
hengive asgessment of the effectiveness of & program gives evaluation research
& common bond with other social science research, However, the conditions
under which evaluation research must operate provide it with ‘a- character _fit
distinct from other so¢ial science research. . The evaluator frequently
camot msnipulate the program or control the testing conditions because

of the interactive environment. of ‘an administrative process and/or its

miltiple goals. ' But through the use of comparative studies, ‘quasi=-control-
groups, estimates or other techniques, ‘an-evaluator can, choose the most
appropriate method. or combination of methods to prOV1de a scientific assess-
ment, While ityis immediately apparent that eath evaluation must be =~ " ¢
tailored to the particuilar needs of ‘the programs being: studied, there = -

are broad- methodologles common - to most evaluatlon research

The followlng two part blbliography presents cltatlons to Journal and
monographlc literature on the broad methodologies 6f evaluatlon ‘research
and its theories and technlques in part one, and in part two, their specific
application to public administration and selected public ‘programs, The
majority: of ithe: c1tations are annotated’and have been chosen from the -
compuiterized blbllographlc data base created and malntalned by the lerary
Serv1ces D1v1s1on of the Congress1onal Research Serv1ce

Another source of 1nformat10n concerning the effectiveness of government
agencies and their programs are the reports of audits ‘conducted and
published by the General Accountlng Office. - The prlmary purpose of its
audits is to meke ‘Independent, examinations for the Congress. of the ways
government agencies are discharging their: f1nanc1a1 respons1b111t1es.
In its audits the General Aocountlng Office makes' ‘recommendations to effect
greater economy. -and effic1ency in-agency operatlons and attempts to deter-
mine whether alternativé approaches might‘better accomplish the' "goals of the
program, This b1bllography cites only a few of the reports of the Comptroller,
Generaly others may be located in the mon%hly catalog of reports 1ssued by -
the General Accountlng Offlce ‘ - f%«f T ] X

_ i o e “'~W» NP :

The materlal clted is: arranged alphahetloally by main entry w1th1n each
of the :two sections. -Citations to items in the classified collection of the
Library of Congress are provided with call numbers; items designated Law are
located in the Law Library and those with Newsp are found in the Newspaper
and Current. Périodical Room of the Library of Congress. 111 journal artlc]es ‘
are provided with the. call tumber for the bound volumes of the Journel
regardless of whether the 1ssues clted have*been bound at thls tlmE.,;
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‘Bvalustion Résearch ‘
RS T S

. Biderman, Albert D,, and Laure:M, Sharp. . The. competltlre evaluation‘research

1ndustry.‘ Washlngton Bureau of. Social :Science: Research 1972,  75:py
~Examines the social program evaluatlon research "1ndustry" which
ha recently. appeared dn the U,S, andthe: oompetltlv aaspech of that + 5
\ 1ndustry (in biddlng for contrao s, etc.).}yrv, i . e

Buchanan Garth Pamela Horst and John Scanlon. : Improvrng Federal evaluatlon
plannlng. Evaluatlon, Ve Ly noe 2, 19731 -86-90, Hoa.AlE9, veols o
- Describes an approach to Federal evaluation plannlng that the Urban
Institute has been developing: in work for: the Department of Labor and the
V%tlonal Instltute of Mental Health,. ... . - ) R
‘ e c
baro, Fran01s Sy comp. Readlngs in. evaluatlon research New York Russell
Sage Foundatlon Jagn] 418 Do : H62 03425

Davis, Howard R Four ways to goal attalnment an overv1ew. Evaluatlon v. l,
no. .2, 1973 43—48 ‘ e Coo o HOR.ALES, v, 1 “
Outllnes four dlflerent methods of goal attalnment evaluatlon.

Pederal evaluatlon pollcy analyz1ng the effects of publlc programs, by Joseph
8. WHoley [and sothers) Washlngton Urban Institute [1970) 134.p.
3 . HN59.F37.
Partial conLents.—-Fedsral evaluatlon——what it is and why 1t is .
needed,-~Administration of. an evaluation gystem,~~Organizéational relation-
~shsps and respon31b111t1es ——Evaluatlon resources,——Methodology..
iy ;Blﬁllography P. 321—%34 e D e e T ;," f“i

(ioodwin, Leonard Brldglng the gap betWeen SOClal research and publlc pOlICV.
walfare, .a.case in: ponnt Jashlngton. Brooklngs Instltutlon, 1973 114 P.
(Brookings Institution,: Washlngton, D.C. * Reprint: 266) sy,

Suggests that an approach to social problems called expe 1mental‘
... social research can help sooxal sclentlsts recognlze 5001al evnntﬁ’as
social probleme._;;, e e e e oo DI N

Guttentag, Marcla.i, Sub3ec£1v1ty and 1ts—use 1n evaluatlon researcn. v
Evaluation; :v. 1, no, 2, 1973: 60-65, o oo ti HAR.ALE9; v, Lo

oy Deecrlbes a model for program‘evaluatlon which-quantifies -a - axl

ision-maker!s values. in -the belief that. the-ipherent subjectivity

of,dec151on~mak1ng makp -cla331cal experlmentalﬁdes1gns not very useful

Lyden Fremont James—.and Lawrence K Lee. Evaluablng program chaﬁgi
SOClal vork, v. ¥8, Mar, 1973: 87-94, e HVL.S6hdy V. wla
The authors descrlbe a methodology develOped and used effectvvelv
.in one metropolltan area. to- measure program change, - They 1dent1£ﬂ(and
uhlllze the flnd;ngs,to show how»greater change mlght be effecteh dnceos
Amore agen01es."> : o e, :

',.(«"-‘1" HEERE! » H R i 1
bl ¥

8001al work v ,18 Nov., 973
: .+ HVL, 3644, v, 118
“Fbur systematlc technlques of forecastlng the future, - W1GBIY“’7
practiced 'in other fields, could be useful in social planning, The
techniques are extrapolatlon, Delphl forecastlng, simulation, and
- ‘scenaris speculation,™

Futures forecastlng.

&
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Rossi, Peter Henry, and Walter Williams, eds, ~ Evaluétlng ‘gocial action
programs, theory, practice, and polltlcs. New York, Seminar Press, 1972, -

326 % R i H62 3644 %

wi

i : Lo : s

Shapley, Deborah. NSF. englneers' pOlle group urges more software for KANN,
Science, v. 178; Dec. 22,:1972: 1270-1273. QL.835, v. ws
: \RANN must get. 1nvolved in the nitty-gritty of institutionsl mal-
functlonlng and’ reform as the key to answerlng natlonal needs."/
S W , i e
Suchman, Edward Allen. ‘ Evaluatlon research- prlnclples and practlde in -
public service & gocigl action programs. Now York; Russell Swfe'
Foundatlon, 1967 186 p. S 2 ' H61 ssad

Symp051um on pollcy analy51s. Urban affalrs quarterly, Ve 'l June 1974'“’
379-412.? T HT101.U67, Ve 7
Contents.—mSome promiging approaches to pollcy shalysis: an’
1ntroduct:on, by J. Brandl,--An advocate's’ process outline for pollcy
ahalysis: the case of welfare reform, by J. Lyday.—-Mlcroanalytlc R
‘simulation) modellng for evaluation of publie policy, by H. Guthr1e.—-”4
The use of experimentation in policy formulation and evaluation, by
'W. Harrar and D, Bawden.--The capacity of social science organlzatlons
1o perform large-scale evaluative research by W. Willlams.pr :
Wegner, Robert E._C, Evaluatlng ths evaluators. Publ;c admlnlstrationw
review, v. 33, Jan.-Feb., 1973: 80-87. - JK1.P85, v, 33
Reviews four recent books by Joseph Keishaw, Robert Levine,
Alice Rivlin and Walter Willlams whlch deal with evaluatlon of 3001a1
- action programs.‘ 7 : :
Weiss, Carol H. Abstracts on evaluatlve research by Carol H. Weiss.
{end. others n.p:] Model Cities Evaluatlon Instltute 09733 1.
(unpaged). .
N Extens1ve abstracts of artlcles and books on evaluatlon in
a variety of program areaa are arranged alphabetically- by author -
and ) subgect/aubhor 1ndex\&s~pr v1ded.«

———n Between the cup and the lip... Evaluation, v. 1, no. 2, 1973:
- 49-55. H62. A1E9, Ve
"Thet much evaluation research falls short of the expectatlons
of funders, program gtaff, and evaluators themsélves is due less to
-limitations of research expertise than to organizational constraints
on the researcher's ability to apply what he knows.”

————— Evaluating action programs, readipngs in social action and education;

[compiled by) Carol H. Weiss. Boston, Allyn and Bacon6[1972£ 365 p. "
. -+ H6R.W39 :
Partlal contents.~~A critique of evaluative research, by E. A.
Suchman,-~Memorandum on program evaluation, by H. W. Relcken.-— ‘
Evaluation theory development, by M. C. .Alkin.--Booby traps and
pitfalls in the evaluatlon of social actlon progrems, by P. H. Rossi,.

————— . Evaluation research'*methods for assessing program effectiveness.
Englewood Cliffs, N.J., Prentice-Hall [l97éf 160 p. :

- p H62.W3962

Bibliography: p. 129-154.
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————— An 1nLroductlon to sample surveys for government managers (by) Carol 4
H. Wele [End] Harry B, Ha’ory. Waahlngton, Urban Instltute, 197 7o
A8 ey HN29W4 ,

.*r‘

| SO
Wholey, Josegph S. What can we actually get from program evaluat10n° Policy
sclencef\\v. 3 Sept. 1972+ 361-369, - oo R ‘
"Assesses the role program,evaluatlon can play'ln a531st1ng S
declslon% on publlc programs."wf Ty -
WllemOn, Dav1&\“ Transferrlng space-age management technology. Gonference
' Board recqrd,. v. 7, Ocf. 1970: 50-55. - : HC101.C64, vs 7
"Thls&artlcle explores the characteristics of project mansgement. -
to appralse dts transfer potentialities in menaging society's complex
problems, first examining...some of the generallzed characteristics

of these new management - technlques." ST B e T ML L By

—_ x A
W1111amq, walter.-f The capaclty(of soc;al gcience organizations to perform
1arge—scaln evaluatlve research. . Seattle tlnstltute of  Govermmental
" Research,; Un1vers1ty of Washzngtor}] 19'71. 47 ps (Public policy paper,
no.. 2), R AR L . JA37.P9 no.2: .

o)
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Public Administration Evaluation Studies

Anthony, Robert - Closing the loop between plannlng andvpeo”ormance. Public
admlnlstratlon review, v. 31, MEy—June 1971' 388—398.5L : :
; = S cae o - ,ﬂﬁ

‘ : 8), ve 31
Banfield, Edward O.; 12 sensible~-but unpopular~-steps toward 2 better city.
Chicago trlbune magazine, Apr. 19,~197O 30~33, Lhy 4B, A9~54, 59-60,
Newsp : e

Bell, Danlel. . On merltooraoy and: equallty., ‘Public 1nterest,nno. 29, L
fall r97z 29-68, CH1, P86 no. 29
Belef1t~cost analyses of Federal programs, a compendlum of paners._ Submltted
“to the Subcommlttee on Priorities and Economy in Government-of the
Joint Economic Gommlttee, Congress of the United States.. Washington,
U.S. Govt. Print. “0ff., 1973.. 274, P " HJ7539.B45

At head of tltle. 92d Congress, 24 se351on. 'Jblnt commlttee'prinb.

‘ Partlal contents.--Report-on a survey of Federal grogram evaluation
practlces.-—Proflles of analytlcal atudles.--An -economic perspective
on the small watersheds program.--Efficiency and equlty effects in the

. benefits from the Federal housing program in 1965,~+Econometric analysis

of the Medicare program.~-The in-school and summer Neighborhood:Youth
. Corps:. a natlonw1de evaluation. of an: 1nvestment in disadventaged high

school youth.--Benefits, and costs of menpower.training programs: &

synth631s of prev1ous studles wrth reservatlons and recommendations,

vBrooks, Michael, -Social. plannlng and..city. plannlng.- (@hlcago, Amer;can»:__

Society of Planning Officials, c197q| 6l p. . HM67.B7.
Contents.--Soc1a1 planning in the United States.--City plannlngf

and social- problems.-—A critical look at advocacy plannlng.-—Towerd

& more effectlve soclal plannlng process.—-Blbllography. .

Chapman, Willmam.wl cholars examlne value,&f soclal 901entlsts 1n publlc

pollcy; washlngton post, Feb. 18, 1973, P A2%,»‘ Newsp. . .
DLSCHSSGS the debate about the role of gocial scientists in -

publlc‘pollcy 1nvolv1ng Adem Yermollnsky, James Q. Wilson and Willlam

4. Capron, , L ST

Commlttee for Economlc Development ~ Improving Federal program, performEnce' i

a statement on natlonal pollcy by the Regearch and Policy . Commlttee of
,the Committee for -Economic Development September, 1971. [New York,
.,ﬁ1971_‘l 86 p. - o HITE. c65 -

Cox, Blll. Appllcaﬁaon of" marketlng concepts to--the enaly513 of 8 govern—
ment propram or agency. GAO reV1ew, prlng 1971 60-67
. : - HJ9701 G3. -

‘ Thc GAO 1n,ana1vz1ng management of government&programs, has

Author polnts out that "the underlylng ceuses for varylng degrees of
program ineffectiveness can be found in three other areas: defined
need does not exist, unreelistic alioﬂatlon of resources, or an im-,
properly defined target market.! ¢ . .

N
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" Garn, Harvey A., and Mancur Olson.

™

\\ CRS-6
7
Publlc serv1ces on the assembly 11ne.
Evaluation, v. 1, no. 2, 1973 36-42, 96, . . H62.A1E9, v.
In companion articles, the authors expand.on evaluatlon and the

."care that must be’ exerclsed when measuring publlc performance.

Gonzales, Jack, and John Rothchrld.v The Shriver prescrrptlon' how the
government can find out what 1 's dolng. Washangton monthly, v. 4,
“Nov, 1972: 32-40. ‘ F838.W37, v. 4

‘ﬁ . Discusses the "antlbnreaucratlc" role Shrlver took when runnlng
OLO and the-Peace Gorps. o S , 0 :

The Great soniety. lessons for the future. Public 1nterest no. 34, winter

. 1974: whole issue. “H1.P86, no. 34

v - Partial contents.--Social, 1nterventlon ina democracy, by L., .

' Liebman.--Economic policy and unemployment in the 1960'3, by E. Pheips.——
Reform follows reality: the ‘growth of ‘welfare, by G, Steiner.~-What
~does-it do for the poor? ‘A new test for ﬁational pollcy3 by R. Lampmen.-

~ ~The uses and llmlts of manpower ‘policy; by Ls Ulman.--MaJor publlc

. iinitiatives in health care, by H. Klarmsn.--Economic developments in

‘sthe- Black community, by A. Brimmer.--The Federal role in education, by

R. Tyier.-—Some lessons of the 1960's, by E Glnaberg and’R. Solow.

afson, Geo#ge A Crltlcal issues in- aoveﬂnméntal accountlng. -Fedaral
aceountan% e 22 Mar, 1973: 10-23, ¢ ° HJO801.F4, v. 22

"Sets forth crltlcal current ;issues in the areas of financial, per-
formance, ‘compliancse; social, and 1ntergovernmental accountablllty on
the Fedsral, state; and local government levels.

Hargrove, Erwin C, Profe351ona1 styles in govarnment' touchstones for the
new pollcy scmentlst Pollcy 501ences, Ve 2, ‘summer 19%; 229—246
G T HNGPT ve 2
"The artlcle reports interviews ﬁlth urbar planners, Iawyers,

economlsts and ‘political scientists about’ their experiencé in goverfi-
ment. Propositions are developed about ‘eharacteristic modes of thought
and problem-solv1ng styles ‘of -each profession and ‘concligions - ‘drawm
about the “elaﬁlve 'effect1Veneﬂs' of each set of prof9831ona1 skills

v ina pollcymeklng process. It is then suggesﬁed that the new policy
“scientigt” profe351on ghould develop somé of the positive skllls of the
other flelds in order to enhance effectivensgs,”

Hatry, Harry P Criteria for evaluation in planning gtate and local programs;
‘a-gtudy submitted by ‘the Subcommlttee on’ Intergovernmental Relationg
(pursuarit o' S.  Res. 55, ‘90th-Cong.) t6 the Committes-on Govermmental
Operations, United States Senate. Washlngton, T.S. Govt. Print. Off.,
1967. 42 p JF1351,H28

EE .\ head of tlble 90th Congress, 1st se381on. Commlttee prlnt

————— Improving product1V1ty and productlvlty measurement in local govern—
ment’ j] ‘Har¥y«P. Hatry and Donald M. Fisk, ‘Prepared for the National
Comm1331on‘on Productivity. [hashlngtoﬁ] 1971 [i-e.Jégz HBZB T
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————— Practical program evaluatlon for stete and local government officials,
- " by Harry P, Hatry, Richard E. Winnie, and Donald M. Fisk, [:Washlngtoza
Urban Institute [1973) 134 p. + . HDA605.H38 '

- Partial contents.——Scope and current pracﬁloes.*—What's the program
all about? - Identification of program objectives, .evaluation eriteria,
and clientele groups.--Case study of evaluation in dgtion: operation
clear sweep--a speclal clty cleanup.--Puttlng it all together, ingtitu-
tional issues. B :

Blbllography p. 127 134

LeGates, Richard . Can the Federal welfara bureaucra01es control thelr
programs: ‘the case of HUD and urhan renéwal. Urban lawyer, v. 5,
spring 1973: 228-263. Law

Focuses "on the Urban Renewal progﬂam and; by close examlnatlon of
the internal workings of the HUD bureiuoracy that administers Urban
Renewsl, seek[s] to explain why it-is that HUD--and by implication =
othmr new SOCl&l welfare bureaucracLes~-cannot control their programs."

f v
Lynn, Laurence E., Jr. A Federal evaluatlon off1ce° Evaluatlon, Ve 1, no. &,
1973: 56-59, 92, H62,A1E9, V.

Former HEW A831stant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation prOposes
extablishment of & Federal JProgram. Byalustion. Oiflce or centering all
departmental evaluatlon functlons in the evaluatlon office of each
Secretary.

)
.

. ?}‘

Making Federal programs work berter, hlghllghts of Syetematlc thlnklng for
social action, by Aice’ M. Rivlin. Washington, Brookings Institution
[e1971] 9 P (Brooklngs researoh report 146) H62.B714 no. 112

i \

Marcuse,. Peter. Soeial 1nd1cators and hou31ng po LCYe Urban affelrs

quarterly, v. 7, Dee. 1971: 193-217. \ ,\( CHT101.U67, “v. 7
MExisting national housing policy is‘pursiing unsatisfactory

godls and wrelying on unsatisfactory indicators to signal its. achievements

in d01ng sot but better goal formulatlons are hard to come by.“ ; :

Morehohse, Thomas A, The problem of measuring the 1mpants st soclal—actlon
programs. . [Famrbanke, Ingtitute of Social, Economic and .Government
Research, University of Alaska,’ 1972] 26 p. H62.5. U5M67

Blbllography Pe 24—26 _ - v

===« Program evaluatlon‘ SOclal researeh versue publlc pollcv. Public

admlnlstratlon review, v. 32, Nov.-Dec. 1972 868—874. "
. . i ) R ) SN - 85, Vo 32

Ravlln, Allce M. Systematlc thlnklng for social actlon, Washlngton,
"Brookings Institution Cj97f] 150 p. (H Rowan lectures in systems
screnceg o : “ - H6R.R56 , ~

%
sy

Staats, Elmer B.  Evaluat 1ng the effeotlveness of Federal 8001a1 programs.
GAO review, fall 1973: 1-7. \ HI9701.G3 »
‘ _ "Some of the difficulties of evaluatlng socigl programs are dis-
‘" oussed in this article which ig based on a speech delivered by. the
Comptroller Qeneral before the National Capital Area chapter of the
American Society of PUbllC Admlnlstratlon on January 17, 1973."
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“'Stober, William J., and Laurence H. Falk.
" of state and local governmeﬁtu. Growth.and change, v.

GRS-8"

A :
, . . o & ‘
Eyalbating 1nvestment,decisioms

RS

f‘Symposium on, polloy ana1y31s. Urban affalrs quarterly, v. 7, June 1972: ‘\

f’\

379"'41 2 ] . . HT1 01 U67, Vo
: Partial contents.--Some promlslng approaches to policy analysls

*anylntroduction, by Js Brandl.--Microanglytic similation modeling for

evaluation of public policy, by H. Guthrie.--The uge of experimentation

= in poliey formulation and evaluation, "by W. Harrar and D. Bawden,-=

The capacity of sncial science organizations to. .perform large-scale

evaluatlve research, by W. Williams.'

4

Systems analysis aids in urban problem areas. NBS technical news bulletln,

. "v.55,‘Dec. ,1‘9'71‘: 296297, 302,
U.s.

¥

. #Wsshington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1969—1971. 6 pts. in 5 v,

U.S.

~UdS.

U.s.

‘Government.

_Washington, U.S. Govt. Print, Off., 1970. 439 Pe

Rev. Apr. 1972,

QC100 U5753, v. 55

" Congress. J01nt Economic Commlttee. Subcommittee on EdUnGmy ln
Economic ana1y51s and the efficiency of governmenﬁ
Hearings, 91st Congress, 1st and 2nd sesgions, 92d Congress, 1st(sessz.on3
1308 p
KF25.E243 1969a
Hearings held,Aug. 12, 1969 -~ July 19, 1971.
Parts 1-3 provmde d general overview of govermnment efficiency,
while the last three parts cover specifi¢ topics: Part 4-Supersonic
Transport Development; Part 5-Federal Transportation Pollcy, Bart 6=
Econom1c Incentlves to Control ‘Polldtion.

Congress. Senate. Gcmmlttee on Labor and Public Welfare. Special
Subcommittee on Eveluation and' Plannivg of Social Programs.  Full
Opportunity Act. Hearings, 91st Congress, 2d session, on S. 5.
KF26,1386 1970

Hearlngs held July 7 - Dec. 18, 1969 and Mar 13, 1970.

Congress. Senate. Select Committee on Nutrltlon and Humen Needs,
Promises to keep: housing need and’ Federal failure in rurel America.
Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1972. 43 p.

) V . HD7289.U6A536 1972

At head of title: 92d Congress, 2d session, Committee print,

Dept. of HSusing and Jrban Development. ' The Highland Heights experiment;

‘& final report. [Washington, 1973] 108 p.

Thie experiment deals with the action goals relatlng to the screen-

' ing process and the stimilation of seryices for residents of the HUD

U.s.

N

sponsored low income Fall River Highlands Heights Apartments for the
physically impaired and elderly. The report deals with the findings of
thls short—tarm ‘research effort. . - ’ :

eon

] o . b

General Accountlng Office, [Leglslatlve references to evaluatlon, 1967—

1972. Washington) 1972. 62 1.

UB-161740, Aug. 145 1973 By ’

"This report includes & review of evaluation language contained
both in legislation enacted between January 1967 and July 1972 and in
bille- passed by either or both Houses of Congress from January 1972
through' July 1972.? o S R

[ dcto 19’70: 38"‘42-
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-—~=~  Program evaluation: legislative language and a user's guide to
selected sources. [Washington] 1973. 53 p.
"part. I is a user's guide to major sources of specialized studles,

L “including evaluation studies, which are available outside of the various
departments and agencles.... Part IL is a summary of evaluation language

" contained both in legislation eracted between January 1967 and July 1972
and in bills passed by either or both Houses of the Congress from January
through July 1972."

The Urben Institute; research, 1968-1971. Uperations research, v. 20, May-
June 1972; 516—557. 3 QL75.003, v. 20
Desgription of the first three years of research at the Urban
Institute, a nonprofit, nongovernmental research organization empha-
sizing the economic and social aspects of urban problems,

HHAEHHIIEAIOEINEE

The follewing entries were received too late to be included with the

. alphabetized section of evaluation studies. These citations have been

chosen from the Symposium on Program Evaluation which appears in the July-
August 1974 ispue of Public Administration Review,

Horst, Pamela, and others. Program management and the Federal evaluator.

Public administration review, v. 34, July-Aug. 1974: 300-308.
JK1.P85, v. 34
Cites three conditions which render a program "not evaluable": laclk

of definition, lack of clear logic and lack of manegement., . Refusing to
-perform an evaluation until these conditions are corrected will pravent.
ugeless evaluation and,; according ‘o the authors, will forde program
improvements. ,

Lewis, Frank L., and Frank G. Zarb. Federal program evaluation from the OMB

perspectlve. Public administration review, v. 34, July-Aug. 1974: 308-317.
JK1, P85,‘v. 34
The mejor thrust of OMB's evalustion role in the immediate future

will be to develop the collective ability to generate usefyl evaluations
which are relevant to policy decisions, taklnglsteps to asgure that the
evaluation it is adequately staffed and has a oisoe relatlonshlp with
the program administrators,

Marvin, Keith E., and James L. Hedrick. GAO helps Congress evaluate progranms.
Public administration review, v. 34, July-Aug. 1974: 327-333.
) JK1.P85, v. 34
Discusses GAO's role in program evaluation, in program results audits,
in development of principles and standards for evaluation and in develop-
ment of new methods of evaluation such as simulation modeling,

Poland, Orville F. Program evaluation and administrative theory. Public
admlnistratlon review, v. 34, July-Aug. 1974: 333-338.
JK1.P85, v 34
Cites the "uneasy position of program evaluation in the political
realm" as program evaluation gives high priority to efficiency and effec-
tiveness.,
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