( | 2527)

(2534)

(impact)



3
(2545)
2.
(synthesis)
( , 2531)
(2542) (research

synthesis) (research review)
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3I 1
(2527)
3
1 2
2
(vote counting method)
3
(effect size) (meta-analysis)
4
2 (qualitative
synthesis) (quantitative synthesis)
41 (qualitative synthesis)
( )
(narration)
2 (review of
literature)
( , 2531

2542)



Noblit ~ Hare (1988)
(meta-ethnography research)
Meta-ethnography

(effect size)
(Sandelowshi, 1997
Suri, 1999 Beck, 2001)
Noblit ~ Hare (1988) 5

q

Noblit ~ Hare (1988 , 2543)
1 (getting  started)
(intellectual interest)
(Worth)
2

(deciding what is relevant to the initial interest)

3 (reading the studies)
(repeated reading of the account)
(nothing of interpretive metaphors)
4 (determining
how to the studies are related)
(metaphors)  (phrases) (ideas)  / (concepts)



il
(juxtapose) . (assumption)

5
(translating the studies into one another)
(accounts as analogies)

(particular) (holism)
(enable comparison)
6 (synthesizing  translation)
1 (expressing the synthesis)
!
f
Noblit Hare (1988 , 2543; , 2542)
3 (reciprocal
translation) (refutations translation)
(build a line of argument)
1 (reciprocal translation)
(terms)
(metaphors) (translate)

(concepts) (themes)
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(organizers) |/ (metaphors)
2. (refutations translation)
refutational ~ synthesis
( )
(refutations)
3, (build a ling of argument)
2 clinical Inference

grounded theorizing
clinical inference
Greet
(structure of signification)

grounded theorizing Glaser
Strauss
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4.2 (quantitative synthesis)
(2531)
(analysis of analyses) (integrative
analysis) (research of research)
( , 2531)
(meta-analysis)
Glass McGaw  Smith (1981 , 2545)
2
(2544) (meta-analysis)

(unit of analysis)

(empirical research)



i

3 (effect size, d) ()
(p - value of statistics) Glass McGaw ~ Smith (1981)

(standard index)

2
(effect size: 0 (correlation
coefficient : )
2
Glass, McGaw  Smith (1981,
, 2542)
L
i ,

VEVC =

G = (change score)

g = (residual gain score)

ay = (score adjusted for covariate)

S = (sum of square)

MS = (mean square)

df = (degree of freedom)

A B =

d = (effect size)

[ = (pearson’s correlation coefficient)



11

(Proportion: p)

1.2
design)

13

18

(point biserail correlation coefficient)
(proportion)

(two-group posttest only design)

d =i -jecvsy

[Zoang Lapogn= v

(two-group  pretest  posttest

©)
= Gh-G oK : Y=sc/j2 (1-rEQ)
0= Be-fc]/ I oV ir2
d=aye-rc]/5r; s =
(factorial design)
Au B A
~5, +SSJt+ 7

a=\JE-jJcVsyY ; SY =
dfH + d fAB + d fw
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2.1

2.2

2.3

19

(correlational design)

Vooovi-r2

tF X2

d:t-ij nA+ 0T rg

= in(l-r2)
{

_X2+



2.4
F
1,
= SSr
PR B
I= .
2.5
- n\n2
r;'u-l un
_ U
r=1 p
2541 . 2542
1

§§,SS,

ssw+ss, =W (dfw)+(df,)\

Mann-Whitney

Mann-Whitney

= ordinate of unit normal distribution

Mann-Whitney

, 2536)
Glass

Glass

20

Glass



Glass
2. Rosenthal
2
Cohen (1969)
3 Hunter
Cohen Rosenthal
Hunter
3
4, Hedges
Cohen
Q
) Slavin
Slavin

Slavin

m ™1 1
| 2
Rosenthal
Hunter
Hedges  Olkin



22

. Mullen
Cohen Fisher’s Z

Mullen

o ( | 2542)

Glass, McGaw  Hedges Okin, 1981,
Johnson, Mullen  Salas,1995; Rosenthal Rosnow, 1991 5

d)

@)
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(4)
(5)
Snell - Marsh (2003) “Meta-Cognitive
analysis”
5. (meta-cognitive analysis)
Glass  (2000)
meta-analysis (cyber-paper)
"Meta-analysis at 25” meta-analysis
Glass Glass Meta-analysis
Meta-analysis

(the apple and oranges problem)

( ) Snell Marsh  (2003)
“Meta-Cognitive - analysis”



Snell Marsh

? “Meta-Cognitive  analysis” "
; Snell Marsh
L
2 1
3, Snell Marsh

(chi-square test)
> _Y—fobserved- expected)2

n expected
observed
expected
Snell Marsh
Snell Marsh
5 Fisher

Fisher’s exact
4,



11

12

(test of goodness of fit

25



2.1

2.2

31

3.2

26

(test of independence)
Fisher's exact
Cramer’s V 2



27

Snell Marsh

(Meta-
analysis)

21
2.1
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2
Ross (1988, , 2541)
(controlling variables)

4
65 ROSS Glass
84 14 2
3 4
0.73
-0.27-3.83
0.90
0.46
Ross
(2539)
glass

. 2521-2536 226



(367)

(.314) (:311)
4
16.33
05
(2542)
(HLM) Glass
47
265
162 14 29

)
(.388) (:294) (.157)
2)

37

29

(362)



3)

.001

Glass

RMR = 0.0434

Glass
(0.97)
(2543)
LISREL
162
288
188 15
(:318) (.303)
1593
14.2
119: p = 0.0920;  GFI = 0.953;

0

Glass

35

17

AGFI = 0.932



0.00

28.1
3, P =100

31



2.2

Ross Glass 65 84 . - d=073
(1988) d =0.90
! d = 0.46

Glass 220 323 4 - r=0.35

(2539) ' . r=031
r=031
r=037
r=0.36
r=10.30
r=035

r=0.33
r=20.39
Glass 47 265 . r=10.388

(2542) r=0.294
r=20.157

Glass 162 288 : r=0.38

(2543) _ r= 032
r=10.30

~ B &~ BB B>
®



1

Cohen and Uphoff (1977

(2539)

(2540)

(2543)

(2545)

- 2540)

33



( | 2541)

3 (Hirsch, 1990
2541) (context)n

(practical)

(moral)



While (1982
3
L
2
3,
Cary (1976

Cary
L (actor)
2
3,
Pauline Rose (2003)

| 2546)

- 2546)

(member)

(attendance at meetings)
(financial contribution)

(membership on committees)
(position of leadership)

(recipient)
(public)

(genuine-participation)
(pseudo-participation)

(1987

2541)

3
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3, (from  below)
(2527) 3
L 1 (direct participation)
(inclusive organization)
2. (indirect participation)
(representative organization)
3, (open participation)

(non - representative organization)

(2546)
L
(adult  learning)
(group dynamic)
2, (public learning)
3,



John M Cohen and Norman T. Uphoff (1980

4
1 (decision making)
2 (implementation)
3. (benefits)
4, (evaluation)
(2525)
L
2
3,
4,
(2540)
1
2
3
4

(formative evaluation)

37

- 2544)



o o B W oo

(2529)

(

| 2546)

(

ative

evaluation)



(

10.

10.
11.

1 2529)

2540)

3



12
13.

conditions)

(2540)
2

(necessary condition)

40

(sufficient



41



(2540)

(diversity)

42



(2540)

(2541)

43



8 1)
2) 3)
4) 9) 6)
1) 8)
(inequity  participatory
pattern)
3
(full participatory pattern)
(partial participatory pattern) (marginal
participatory pattern)
(2542)
1
2.
2



(

)

(2540)

(2533)

2522-2530

(UNDP)

39.31

45



(2545)

(2545)

214

2.04

.. 2542

46



26.85

2537

46.24

2.

4



11
12
14
1.5
1.6
17

21
2.2
2.3

24
2.5
2.6

31
3.2
34
3.5
3.6
3.7
3.8
3.9
3.10
311
3.12

2.3

48



11
1.2
13
14
15

1.6

2.1
2.2

2.3
24
25

2.6

2.1

31
3.2
3.3
34
35
36
3.7
38
39
3.10

23( )

49



23( )

41 1
42
43
44
45

51
5.2

(meta-analysis) 16

8
(meta-ethnography) 1

24

28

50

(narration)
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oo

«©

10.
11,

13
14
15
16.
1
18.
19

20,
21,
22,

23,
24,
20,
26.
21,
28,

24

(2507)
(25%)
(2531)

(2530)

(253)
(2534)
(253%)
(253%)

(253%)

(253%)
(253%)
(253%)
(253%)
(25%)

(25%)

(2542)
(2549)

(2549)
(2549)
(2544)
(2544)
(2544)
(2545)
(2545)
(2546)

(2541)

(2549)

(2599)

meta-
analysis

Y
Y
Y

—< < < < < =< =<

< < =< =<

narration

51

meta-
ethnography
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2.4 (meta-analysis)

(narration)
(meta-ethnograph) 2
(meta-analysis) (narration)

(meta-analysis)
(narration)
(meta-ethnograph)
(meta-cognitive analysis)
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