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FAA Y 21.0%E T £ HIES ARSI vk AAlRoF 2E2 2000
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oleb Aol ol AgHT Ed 1 Aol glo] BB Aol
o) 7oA 917 o} B4 ANde] EFol Bite] EABT. W
WA A AGAAE A gk ol FAH FHLE AL
soh AR e $4 AU AnraA du e ek Adol
£ ohew 2e el BAA
- AZe] BAol A7} AAHo] ohd AFHolg o
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2540] A5 AL 1 AZo] gLl A4 A
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< YHE RO E ded F 7 A¢E A A
. ¢, OECDY 79 ‘Ak3] A2 (social expenditure)ol~] °A}3]
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X9,
2o

‘e HEE AE FAY BHH AE B9 #de I s Ho}
= MY AE FA9 BN HH ASFA Y BN HE 7}
A 7AQle] ohd F2AF URH Fo] He A& uidth
AEEZ AR oo AYYI=AHFd, 579, 2E2¥5E B
wol, g, 71EEd, 4594 =eA% 2233, A4, FA9,
o ARE AR S tdeE Ak

1) OECD, The Social Expenditure database: An Interpretative Guide: SOCX
1980~2003, 2007, p.7.



sul, AZFAY) BHAN HY BERBOHE AFY dAFRHL &
U ENAREEAYNN “BR 9@ s g By §v] 758
84, 57, 4%, A7} 20 AHRRe YL FH A

AEdE ]
< ez dn

oz Aolge Mdde ted 22 Wgol BAA Uk A
34 ol MR 2 yHlE B8 WRE AYFHH AZe] <FFT
ol ofeix o] FofAl= At s L3, IMF GFSS &%+

=
s
£
w

3

Q

To
E
o
i
N
M
o
fru
o
ok
N
m)
lo
oE
-\
=
ol
ot
&

o

=

P L L
T A= 7VsA

Y o
Ar

o
o O o
oE it i

2) International Monetary Fund, Government Finance Statistics Manual 2001, February
2001, p.76°] W2W 75X E(expense by function of government)] #F= 10714
2 5o 9tk 701 general public services(dWF}4), 702 defense(=1), 703 public
order and safety(AF3]HY), 704 economic affairs(4#AMY), 705 environmental
protection($73), 706 housing and community amenities(F7]), 707 health(z17), 708
recreation, culture, and religion(®37}, ¥3} 181 FH), 709 education(x5), 710
social protection(A+3] H7)

3) International Monetary Fund, Government Finance Statistics Manual 2001, February
2001, pp.14~15. o]e] WEH FF7|HL FIHE, TR, A7) I R)
% 3719 2

4) Niklas Luhmann, Die Wirtschaft der Gesellschaft(A}3]¢] 74Al), Frankfurt am Main,
1988, 134~140%. %3¢ Gun-Chun Ryu, Ueber die Wurzeln der Kostenexplosion im
sozialen System der Krankenversicherung(AFS]A|2~6] 024 9] AW H Fo|A <] &=
Zo] ZB916] Fakol), Koeln, 2003, 300~307%.

5) wetA BA9 Agolle FAehs SothAl ‘At olgkes g7t AHEH|E Fk
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2] §4 FAld, AHFHT A3 2L *}ﬂ 4 A ocal
capial)?®] 34 FH9] 7lolske 392 5 5 YA

oVge HoE FFAW et ge A
Fhsatth ARRAY Ol SE AEH 2R A

ke 2l ouIgit AR FAbE SFH AR R4S 7RI 3780
U 9771#e] AEE dhe ALEAM I AFo] A7 AisE e 4
o 718ke FEHE IFE HAE Agolth ‘AFAREA G &4
AFE A EAE THAAL FEEE0] 3 AFo] TS AiksE e 7

H AHAE FAAHSY] AeS BH AE A e S0l
S RAdEg AR TS/ de8A8, o waw T4 544
Fopd &M T B 2 g9 Z'E FAE AREAIAo] 2004
24%EX AAAA Y 23.1%S Ao
A AAAD Y 21.0% BT £ HIFS ARSI Utk ARl AEe
20009 0] ¥IZtGS 71 5o7 0
2 ko] Z’ Hof H|Fe 19709 o]

Syt el wapnekols} &

6) AXAEA gt 22 HA= “g AAe] =5 Aste 71%3. A4 7%
o FAolets At gtk ol FHmsw A% Bl FHDTL Paul A
Samuelson and William D. Nordhaus, Economics, 13th ed., New York, p.974.

7) AR ARe] AEE Sl 2 Aol Aael QoA Aol o et thge)
BRI QY Jue A AU 3FY oo 9T @D 2o
8 A Fhas el W=D, T L AT S8 Tase A
AFBAH AWe THFE AOE ofsheta Atk S 9, FIAA At
S AR, BEALATE, 2007, 245, 0|31 %*—17&, B - AN - A B
459, YJ=H3H$-2, 2005, 1982012, FH=.
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A ASHFS B FA 9 49 Zro] 547%9 BHlFS AASkAL, A
AR E 9.1%90 Bdste] Ut ARBIAA SUHASE AR 2
aFAle FEAQ wskE A4 ¢ A
olgt T2 Wt} A AFAZ HlFY A&A FsH Wil
A o Aol A Y AA XA ARAHEIPE 53] o T
o & Atk o2 AQF mlaste] & u f2jutel A
T A=Al FAbo] i3k ASHA AFE7Hprogram evaluation)
3AEH7IE Bl st B JAT AR teiM e AR R
] (performance  monitoring)t}  AHEH7IAI =M 9] A} 7 E(program
review) 0] HEY = FHo|o
ol o ddH A AA Hried Al ArAe Fud F e A
ol F&3 dell= g Aol vk Az oldl & A= A
AEoNME T AHE FAl st FAZH ditsel vl A%
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7 DA AANZ F Je=7HE A EtAL g

7ol Xe AAYH7HY 71278 0] AAEL. o] 7Fedt BA/3%
71l 71EA zolg AT HAZ FrE T uf of' HAAHFI}
o] AR E A 4 QA Stk o] VA= BE BA43%

1 A #8840 BlE Ao gk AlFZQ] AkS AA
sto g i HE3 ZAYE =% (measure)dt1l B 7Hvaluation)shol] o] HA|
& 4 A st gk wmgk HEY ARE
oAU FIE A& AAFOEN FFZ
atazt sk VA e AAF R A
ool & A FFHES AATFOEHN

_O,L_l}m )



M. #H71e 7|8=A3 AAA 7}

7} CHIALYE = 2H E (project)

14" D FAE oidel] @A, shue] vro] A gle TS
Zate oo Hze e SAAGNN oA dRALH
e A% Z2AE, e SHAGY didAs 54 e o
Fog g Fd HAo| old| Pt & 4 A

L AMY =2 33 (programme)

E4¢ HA (objectives) 5= G5t I Ao
3 B Sactivities) & R 7)1A BFR SEsold B 79
TZAESI =X S(measures), 1#]3 I S(processes) S EFT
oh. Z2a9 9 AR dBH ks Ze Aol Aok o]
o2, MEDIA 2138 dguld e A Bu) Jgu Aoz
2o HS s ol5 AHdtes At &g, LEADER Community
Initiative(Structural Funds Programme)© &&X| 99 wdy F2ZQA £F
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S 57 Y3 AF 3tk vlA O 2, Phare programme FU-HH] AF

57hEe AAAAY AR e AgHoze B

o
tlo
o
v
ofr
ol
N

dA9 SF=2ZA Helype)oll QXM 22 FHFA Fa|Atel] glo]
% 19 359 IHAQl EAo| H 3 (common general
objectives or goals)S-S A3t} Iy T2AEY Z2adde @
AL T dAY diitel ol AlgHA oA gtk dE S0, the
Common Agricultural Policy9} the Common Foreign and Security Policy”} ©]
o sjFET & 4 U
s, Z2AES AFd Hrieh AU Hrt 52 5B FHE
A =

(particular aspects)S 7H& 4 Q1o o]t SHEFo] WFH FA|H 7}

— o
(thematic evaluations)= St} o= % 7|9 T 2213 £2 dFE9
TEAY I Z& 2 Y FA dal HUME ste A rlsked],

85499 5o F2719 B

%
and medium-sized enterprises)®] &%

O

= (effects on environment or on small

Z
o
Sk
49l #A9 A7t B % QAT

DO
[k

2] Fr} Q1A 7|FE: ZEaE] AL A 28

T2 P} g9 Fold o A AAEHE], o] BeE
AF3] 74 A A A (socio-economic  problems)ZA] ZZ o] F|AstHIL )
v ZolW Al Ol 543 o Y H(particular target

Mo rlo
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populations), & 2J%=¥ =& Ak(intended beneficiaries)2] ol FAHTE
d& S0, A7 AGAHZADY dHs Eole RIS & F 3
Ak o] Ade AYH #Ed Ve FEE| AT Aok AFS] A
2 FA)CE AU AHE A e AR B F vk IgEE o]
gg BN 259 AQ7IZE Fole A ds Bart EAjgith

LI =% (objectives)

AEAAE ZAES ddst] A i e ZB8E sfasiol
=g o2 9 TEaWe o , &, Y= I (desired effects)S
F7P0 A% Z2ade 39 B v T Az 588 4 Uk

- AE(outputs): T2 oA AdxE HAY AEE Ay

Hol

Muls, & X2 A 2¥3l= Zl(things the programme produces)
- 9% &2 A (impacts or consequences): ZZ 1| O3] WA=
A AAA WHEl, & xZEado] VM eE a3 effects the
programme induces)E YA FF F2 Zyde T IHAE YT
o] A§7L—5—H B _/‘r: 011;]_
o Z7) Alresults): TEIWY] Z7] 9 5S AiN(initial impact)
* %7127 outcomes): 21310 714 F3F S A (ong-term impact)

B} 397 Assh A7) A3 5 Aolo] 2 981 4 A 3o
=

AR, AFD 8 T2 9 5 (operational objectives): O]& AFEZA

o) Z71AQANA AR EHZE AT
=4, 543 ZF(specific objectives): 7] ZTHresults) ZA EHY
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C}. M 2}X| E(indicators)

Zgago] 1 bqgt BHEE FSAHSAY 975 S4357] 9l
z 239 I (performance of a programme)= AJFA| 3ol o3 dATH
o} olgl pe THN AFE AZol} 3 D Azl =] me

A2 W) 8 259 5 dE S0 S4ol Bad s A
EES WS 2R BAY 24871 S FHE: 199 GDPel7]

o Ao ZE 17A715FE Bl tigk #alo] Aoy AAFHe|x
HFHQl gl 7|WHS F ¥ 7Hsystematic, data-based evaluations)®] 39
ek A ddo] oA LTk ARSATEEY Hrke 82 204
of dojid oH|ER27|H, AXNA 2P AFEH W= ohet
Wy AR A Fustde 7%t 56, tistex e A3 38
o A% FHE YAE 7HAA HJTE AF AF AT
sHE AA7L AATHE HL FLE Holth e AL IFsieiy
(social science departments)’} %7] T2 Hrle FAA|7} EoH
o|Fo = HrhEokel] Slof A& FFY U= AAE AA|st Gk

c
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O EREEIERERE EEREECREIE e
- nlFe) Qo] WAREl AR sl A%E AL AT E&
dE e Aol

<1990t e] H7}HEof>

0 gAY A8@sa

LN -

2004(1997 % 3):6~8)

FERoke) AT A7 2ol F2 2 &
RAE 499 AAHA e Asn g ngny
= T 7)o &dstA kst

HEHEA ] 7|2/ do] FAAoZ e SAZ3 AL

zef2 BAEA FHJ. Dupuit)d] A7t o] gubd FAeojth o7
A AB] A% o (consumer surplus)Zt= 7id o] SR

(Jules Dupuit, “On the Measurement of Utility of Public Works,” International
Economic Papers, Vol.2, 1952(Originally Published in France in 1844).

Al EA o] AR ofFo)Z] AL 204719 E019AM FA7

A &} (welfare economics)©] A3} W FHE o]t}

SABA G ARELY F3AE a&8 AV T4 A7
ol HTh A A A o]dS M T FAE WUE
A ZAGA &S HT B GAgFclgopt I Fe4e] EATTE =
glol] dzste] F FFo] Falago] it vluEAo] sl A=A
o o719 F I ALESA Y SHistete AAlste] WIZEAE
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S YA FAATI= AT
ARA ) BS v E A5 o]F AFANE AEA41712L
A& AL vtk 19398 FFWAY LS FHATIEAM FFRAY)
oA FUENA Sorte dHo| B &S A5 o e I &
ARstny Jey HlEd HS ofgA AL SAslok skt
g FAA] AL 2 WA e

JHg7F 195039 H]=r9] “Federal Inter-Agency Committee on
Water Resources” oAl A4 &2 & 918t 2 AGECl dist Elg
ABRA BIANE A HYed o] RIS EA ‘Green Book’ ©|2}
230} 1958 HE 9S4 Green Bookdl A A3 2w]e] v §H IR
Wo] &70H%A 5 ARAYHILY 7127} vtE H Tk

ojgt Tl F ¢ gk 0|24 Erhrt o] akgel ofsto] vy
Hoh dxFHYA A= A2ERQI(Otto  Eckstein, Water  Resources
Development: The Economics of Project Evaluation, Harvard Univ. Press,
1958), ™ 7I(Renald N. McKean, Efficiency in Government Through System
Analysis, New York: Wiley, 1958) % =3 UKRobert Dorfman, ed.,
Measuring Benefits of Government Investment, Washington, D.C.: Brookings
Institute, 1965) 5] ATk

19653 W59 £&(Lynden B. Johnson) HEHL ‘9t AIA
Ad’(Great Society)o|g= RE ofd] 245 Az e A=
o] wl AFABFE st BE FQ ARZ2 Y L AL S thsiA
= HEHYEH LS B3 old vet AAH TS it IR
£ 3l 71894 A= (Planning Programming and Budgeting System:
PPBS)E ASES Stk Flate] ppBSE Al Asksddrin se.
ol AZIZ HEgRsIRel g Ade] 2iswA W gne
o g o] vl GasA Sk

19703 o] E°{9}4 = UN(UNIDO, Guidelines for Project Evaluation,
New York: United Nations, 1972), OECD(OECD, Manual of Industrial Project
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Analysis, Paris: OECD, 1969) ¥ IBRD(Lyn Squire and H.G. van der Tak,
Economic Analysis of Projects, Washington, D.C.: World Bank Publications,
1975) SollA BIEHAZA Y WS U BHAA ol FAFY AR
A e NLZ2AE T 40 FPASHA H&FoEN HgH
JEA ] B AA T8kl 259 o2 vk

1980 th ok 1990 dtHell AN HIEHAEA LS NEL AVE vHd
A it ol B ustellA ¢t A ¥ Adstd FHEEY
T8RS A8t 84 IFs Fe= AAZAA HSHAEH S
EYQES 3kG7] ol

HEAQ =2 v=o3s 199530 LR AHl g St
ke TAZAE FHE wolle B EHYRH S WhEA] PBiEs ote |
ohS 3% ul Ak o] WOKThe Risk Assessment and Cost-Benefit
Analysis Act of 1995)2 3MdS THsIAOY Fdolx EW =4 £
FREZA 7HA gobd 2= HESIAE Xekdlt gy o)y =9
WS AAEA HFAAEA ] T840 A IAHJIL =L 7
o= Xl A AT

RN HANAE AAE9] R FAAIYGO]l B71H o2 0w A
33 Hos} HES FLT AWE Ade Aol AR 4F A
Azte] AA3] W + YA Itk Aol HLUYEN S FA3%
YAt sdo g &&sle Ao AT FAolt.

e WEs2 444 Hrteh #dd ASEA TR st
Fe Aol Fo

AR Z2ade) 57 5 FAdEIe b8 SHs BrkshaA BA
A7t @A FHEY Se] fr8stal H- Al 7 FE Y BrkE
= U3 22 Ao Atk ol A7) 4E Al 7 ZEel Wig "ol
I938l= ¥7}o]t).(Drummond, Michael F., Sculpher, Mark J., Torrance,
George W., O’Brien, Bemie J. and Stoddart, Greg L. (2005), Methods for the

Economic Evaluation of Health Care Programmes, 3rd. ed., Oxford and New

_]

e

ol



grtel vl2z=dnt ZMAH HIt 19

York: Oxford University Press, pp.7~8)

- Aol A5 W F AMRJAAR RS E F JAHN(Can it
work?) 3d Akye] H’aﬂ o MA02 F&§3h=(fully comply) AFgol
A EdjE 0]9]S F=7Hdo more good than harm)? ©] FHEj <]
Hte AF7tsA & E5 T2 FEA (efficacy) D #H#o] itk

- Aol HAZ AFS= 7 (Does it work?) = HALY FrE| A A
&R o]olS FET ole AFGAAY EIbsAT A A
AR FEA &3] WolE A (acceptance) 1 7Hedt I}
AAE  WA=rPAE Brlksle Aotk ol ARA
(effectiveness) &2 &4 (usefulness)ol] #3F 3 7}o]c},

- Aol 82 dte AMRAA =9 F A=7M(s it reaching
those who need it?) AFgjo] L Ao ERE S B & 9 &
£ Al Al HT 7}e(accessible)$H71? o] s Hrl= o] &71TA
38 H7Hs A (availability)o]l #3F F7jolt},

[ ZUE

2B Y monitoring) & AHYS) B At ezt x5
&) Z}(intended beneficiaries)ol 4] HABHE AE A= Ao
T} (European Commission, Evaluating EU Expenditure Programmes: A Guide,
Directorate-General XIX-Budgets, 1st ed., January 1997, p.10)
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1. AAARE7 7
7t ZHA HI7Heconomic evaluation)2| 7H<

Drummond®| 4% 7Hformative evaluation) 2.0} 72 ¥} 7Hsummative
evaluation)”} FQ3ltha AFY50] o= ZIHimpact or consequences)’}
£A Qe AYe T 4ARAE Wrlelel AT AAAAE oA
A gete A gudth & BAA H7E9A, FUE Bl (input)ol =t
e Ashoupuool dE 7k Wrlel Walel He asel @
ST aeEe A4 W el NS FAsE = A
A2, FYHIEST &3 o2 Aediidol He o dts
Z}7}ol| F}JE B &3 |4 v AEFCEZN FE 7]&F

15

Y
2 E584% Wk 2awEe dne,

2

4

lo tlo fo

AARAQ AFH AHES AE SRl HES T e W
gozd 54 90 948 U Mo Bad 4 Qe T )
[e]

=
=
A= Blud v A 7FA]7Hworth doing) A=AE AHE & + 3l
[e) al 3z

Al ke Aoln ArHoze 39 YA Z2AE 2 T2 3
FPAE0] 2HE el BN 27 AL P BEEHOE NS
¥ 5 IER 089S Agste =82 Fol A9 yokg Ay
T Es Fed g
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2. A7 e 7R

Gl A AR AAA Hrle] BAL A A FIHAY
Ao mHso sk 2 7HR FHo] g, ole AAA Hrte 7B
Q49 0|59 9uE T3 meotdnh EeAEE 1) WY 3 37}
o 54, 2) tigh, 3) &, 4) HE, 5) A3, 6) AFAEA I

7t. B 7F& Z(evaluation question)2t B7te| =& (purposes or objectives)

AAR e o 1A Be ARSC U@ % 87 94 AE
2 % gtk ad4 WY AAt Bad ARE B EHd o
2397 4o ARE Brte FAd) A AFsolop Bk
& BhE Slal 299 4 Ak 7HEALY BAE nelsed A BrE
4% 7VseES HrhaRo] AgF oo} ek

LI, H] Wt °Hcomparison group)

AR BAHANE ARFARe], A £ dWHoR I
olehe A%t #do] Stk F, AdE Sasy] Wil T Ads o
AR g Ade

g 7HA 7hss 89 F 01“1 g 7HA B9
2 7FsdE bgE d9sS JAATIE Aol . oldd AAY dw
gl o) AA %@'01]% AR 7hsdk o ZEA] 9UiRkE 1+ R
3 (comparison between alternative course of action)]-8-¢] Eo] A Ht}
olgigh HlW it AEle Hrio] AAo] F83 deFs wAL %3*—13
BT riste dikty] AAE Hrhddels F3s mRIt 7P A
Hae d2 7Fsgk vlagiel 5 7P vl 8949l tickthe ’next best’
alternative) 2 AH&-3l= Zolgt & 4 Utk
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Ch. 2™ (perspective)

S Y Hrle] A43 wlg3t Azte] 7H(identification)
S P #He] Medd met [rhe] A3 g2k 4 9]
fEolth. #Pole e 4a71A FHE fLEE] A 4 At

(1) o]&2k&2h #H
Q) TEA #H
(3) B3R BH
@) 234 A

2, H]-&(costs)

A B7kA T T FES AASHE B2 I A3 |
&< Ads] S dse Al @AE 7RI

(1) AH5+= AF19] 34 (identification of resources used)

) AT Ahe] AFgo] &S 2F4F(collection of data on the
use of the resources)

3) 7+ Aol ozt AHAS T g9  AAKcalculation of

appropriate unit costs for each resource element)
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o}, Z 2Houtcomes)

A oy A ERE 1 A} 249 5 gew, oF
b B0 ne AHgE
(1) 4 Z3}Hprocess outcomes)

(2) 7+43}(intermediate outcomes)

(3) HFZ3}(‘final’ outcomes)

rlo
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N

HE, o4+ A A (study design)

of#] 7H te WridT AAVE EARH dE =¥ #As
(observational data)ol] 3| 3%= case-series, before-and-after and case-control
studies”} 1.0.™, SJAFAA R (decision analysis)ol S FE = AlEH o)A
By, gabAR UFt ol &eval & 4 At 28y iREY A
AgAse  F2¢] 43 (Randomised controlled trial, RCT;  cluster
randomised controlled trial)¥} T2 AF 2 FHW(other experimental
approaches; quasi experimental trial)E © A& 3ty 1 o]f-= H]E&3 a3}
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- B ANBANYEE U BRse] v Bl U A
49 Brko) £9¢ ol @ wED:
- AARAEA 9 Az APRIN ol BRI Lt
g 474 Fe ARAse) ARe 1Y 4 Ak
SCELE EEE AR v I EEE R EEEL
£ A2e ARE BEE = A% Be Ado] 87 4 Uk

- AAYPAY e GAERATEREY FAF B B

587t REG 4 Aok

£3), Fyhe) AEH FFAL EA7l AHEAS BorHE 1)
HgkY Atz B & JdAS 13y gq:q A=} APz
o Aze oHET A Ajgle] Blel QoINS AR RHe dF @
Y A4 (the National Institute for Clinical Excellence)] &&o] djojA &
T S%o] gEioF T2 A%He ZoklM Y BAF Bt Foe =
7H Ao e A Aoz PP T2 9 2FEHuE
B 7] Wil ol 23A £ w2 7Y WtE Y3 8T
Q48 B 4 Stk 9, o|d 7 e A GAEAA
=9 HEAQ Aol i eyt dasiAh BAAY Hrhe Hd
daye 949 54% HHE oAt AAg Al A 1= AEEE Ut
A YA€ &= F A7 Wi B7he) A AAE sy A A
E3 Ao] Adod A AF¥E A9 &2 ZEE AYE T A¥] 3l
ThH(Knapp, M., 1999, “Economic evaluation and mental health: sparse past ...
fertile future?”, The Journal of Mental Health Policy and Economics, Vol.2,
pp.163~7).
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&) Tom Sefton, Sarah Byford, David McDaid, John Hills and Martin Knapp, Making the
most of it: Economic evaluation in the social welfare field, Joseph Rowntree Foundation,
2002, p.22 Figure 6.
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CE -1 A=A gobtsd ot Al &A4d

Z AoE BAo A Al EHE0] ofF WA Ao
A5 A gkETh
_ H71ZE el HEARE Hrtsr)y
e A . as [Nud A9E ud 5o 74 s
teoe T FHah= 2] HHEA gerR
5 AWt B4 ARAHAL £ gE
A Z2 444 ;%i z;eooT ngﬁyp
el R .
o184 Abdol oy 7hA 2 Y] S& 2=
-° AEES EFAUP
Aele] BN 4 APAETE A WA EA7F HA
N A gold ks8] AETPR
B0 T Aol AY(areas) F2  FEA
T (communities) & HFEE =712
2wl g A R wiwd W Ao ojgh
e FAA dFe] &AL 7ol A7k
02 Al FFo] HnE uf Azl
7te] Wet 1942 gk FAAA o] A& ThsAol
A=7R
TEAY 5 FEHRAY Aol oA FaATE vk
A Fa sh=7tel| ofF WzHEp

%] Tom Sefton, Sarah Byford, David McDaid, John Hills and Martin Knapp, Making the
most of it: Economic evaluation in the social welfare field, Joseph Rowntree Foundation,
2002, p.26 Table 1.
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AAY BPPRAIA M EoE SRR AU FAL o= By
bha 2 % AT T9BE A4 PPN AolE o

oy} FYUs

e 224o] He 4SS o= A& 7HA] Ei RS oudt B oR

A sf=pel] 2Ae] 2 4 ATk o dikE 7 8&/4E W)

A gl oA MIE-EIEA,  HAHEEA, HE&-ATEY

(cost-consequences analysis), ]% BE&EA, H&-HAEA FY oAl 7HA
0_9_:_]_- 76] J I

AR Hrpdol 282
Robinson(1993)¢] 7+ek3t iﬂﬁ—gur Holtermann(1998)° &J&f 471 % ek
718} AA1E W8S Drummond et al.(1997) 5~73S Fwskd uiadth 4
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2. AANAANE T M Faad: vl et Az

AR WS QANE W8 ARele F 1A 240} elEolol
T At EABolol ] Aoz ALEE)E N gD Ade) e A
7 FHE PASI Health Economice] ZWol4 o] g3} Aol o)
w9 9 1 52 ANES AT AAA B BE PHES =
AE BF RE MG B3 24 aen ANPAE 23 o2
4 H8e) Ad 2 e §FeA Golske o] GasAc,
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7}, vl
AIREESE 2 AQeNA FFeE Aul2e Fulge AAF BolH)
§< Aulzolg HolHE Folo] 7T+ Utk

188 2SS G5 B2 b piol A 4 4 2
Qo Hge FARH v AARY HEow Ud & gon
714 AASH wlge NFHFOE SET AT A4S g}xgo}t &
oo BT 2e Rz seltn & & AAT BH 1 Hlge] A3
Aoz A% iy F Ao AZH=e] g ud 4 ok

o] 9Jol= BL 48| ugo] ZAehy HrEAL Y8 Axd 71
A4 W8S 5] Saf Hlg dNAd FFFH o5 Ato]9 2o

7} 713 8]-8-(Opportunity Cost)

78E 8- Bes] Aol Yl dwd 594 8 A S
= o A Aol e BAL W dols 2 4 ook

W83}

#48 9o I8 WS Ade] mEt A4 J4e 2AZ
A BE N S A9 AYF NS ZPke AL FEh
AUE 58 AARAS B 25 FYIE A of ARE 3
QA A EANE20] ARH AL AL AFEAAA gre] Ao
Ao MRS WS T3 Fek olsh 2ol Agulge A

& A3 it olg) AHEEA BLoEH WA SE WY T /19
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th 2gRg3 7hERE

ARG THHEIE S FEE, @Yo AEael wel HskehA] ¥
A& 7hAvlgolgt s o]Hgh ‘7 H]-E(overhead cost) ol AE ¢
HE, A5 (borrowing)oll ek AFolzt Fo] EFHeT: vl Qlxin],
A5H], ASRE Tt Sl Eol met Hlgo] AFHoZ Wy
= H&E 7HHHEolg gtk
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e & Ao @rle Ateas FollA ﬂi?{ shte] ‘ﬁ*}«l f4a
A, 9", ARG A8 T3 2L FA7E 2FH e IRk Y
vjaty whde A7le R

A g g 2
A7 A Aulze] S40 gt gebA B 719 Fede 7

A 59 NEFES AN A3 M B8RS BRI 27
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AA B7ME ARS8 dsEe vlde Aulze A7)
(LRMC: Long-run marginal cost)®|T}. 0] A2 AH]2~9 HE A4
o A W AEE & VAT 1T ARG W LA 271
H g0 2 AHost 4 Attt o]} & EAJoz A7)3HA H|EL o
o18Ae] SE AR 4 STk FHEIA7) wEel AAAH AN A
TEAAG. 22y A7IAMISIRMO)E Aol Aiassol o%
WAEA 4E A4S Baz B2 1 240 e, 1 gl v
A8 7h) A 2Hunit costing)ll A T 22 (approximate)! LRMCs®] A%
3 o], B3 H]8(SRACs)S LRMCsol| gt 53 g4 o)),
SRACst QA olAA 7HHAS BE A iss I8, o7]A H]
S Hcostinmg) ol = AH| 29 EE /fEQAE9] Algte] @57
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7h XZ 273 H]-8(Program costs)

MBIAE FEshe S0t AHH L7, MUHAE o]F= fE T
AOAEQ Q1 v|(staff cost), AdHl(equipment), +%5, AFLBARAL A|7E
(Volunteer time), A LA ML 59 EE H]go| o] §8d &3tta & 4

AT

rlr

) H]ZZ 33 H]-8(Non-Program costs)

Hulze dgon zdd WEL ALY, 3 oW Ba
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(need)' S SFA7IEE BEE HGoy tAMRIAR g ey e
S7tE A% BlEAHQ B tigk vl o] T 2 %ﬁl\?}.

o} o]&xt 9 7}5 H]E(User and Family costs)

9B 2 H] 2 (travel to and from services), <+o}(child-care) A&, H|F4 H
T 879 2L MHIAE AH2 BASE AH 29 AR e O 7S
ol gsf AYsh= vE-S T3tk

2 AL g

Dot AohT AT 22 58 £PoT dd WIE HES T
o} Z7|A d(premature death) .2 Q1S+ AA| 2 AJARA 9] A o), 1?—‘2}%}
5 (caregiving activities) 2.2 Q13] TZA|IFS F4SAY 22 EE 17

Sl S MEALEAL RIS A £4 5ol ol A3 Fann
B % 9ok o]el@ uge Aile] Rushe &g ASL REse &

Az 722 7 A

~

1) o] 2] Z(Transfer payments)

ARt A5ES AEuiste WA AFS| B AFF A (Social benefit cost)
T TF FAGSH v oEA UNFHIE s A, BAISAEAA
T oJAAZE AL Utk mAF ALY HUlAM o|dAES Fi
St AR HIE-L o|AAES AFHe A Helog AHHY] wiE
o AeE= Aol dutHot}. sARt FQagk H|&Y FAHLAE FAS
=  AA 3B A(associated  administrative)® 7B} Z}Aul| o] 2(other
taxation-based) H|-§-2 H-Aof ¥Eggojof 3t} o]AAEL A|YS FAAhA
7le AFRASTH 22 ANFEY H7tE 19E 9 gs F83 AT

Hk
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| (economic welfare criteria) 37 ol A]

o] 11 Ado] Z4Y F e FEY i o

A AET §ol7t e FARHEEY HWH, Willingness to Pay

Approach) P%Eli | 2bhe AL ou]sit). AlQle] “7)E ALAH
AR 7hsstthe Aol itk

Mg HANS 1) g SHHOE Telsolol T AL e
BE 2S5 UjE B4 2 A% FAY Rolth Hrlel ¥}
AEl gL ol AT T B B Add] gk 93 B
A B E=F olejd Az Hg ANS 9% THLAEY YB39
o 7Kg, ABRY TA2 0§ ERAA, AUz B ol§As 4RI
WA FRe B FAs0 A 5+ 9om AR U} BE 58 59
A o)foldtkatdE A7 EE AWKsH AT EB. S4, 1§
A9 AL, MEAEY 71FS 992 ARt APIA ARHo
thed A 7 BAZ ol =4 A 5 A

CENET ”““0}71] zas A
=0, el Ag Fadsd] e =
= AT ARIAEIE el =3
w4 Qe MEIAES HAAT)Y

s
Zool}ol MulAEE Botd o A gtk

rok
_Hl
2 |y

— A=52 ¥ over inclusion): FHoHujAe] /= wid =d
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. o) Azt E
= B9 g Aulasz dd A3EYE folom»} A%
AR BE 2ol Wt WAHS D Ank

— A&7} A (expert attribution): Fr-&3F AFWHOZ AL8H AMH|A

17171 1ated & Zoke AE7telA dFste Aolth A
E7he A w1 E ) (emergency contact) 53 B Z A&EAZ
T 7] Wil o] W AL U A3lE o Z.

S, GF A2 B2ES A A3 The e TUR W
A aeln ARFAY ARG mhe v g
227 398 & QATCPEES BE AR AW 2. A3} Rio)

— & Z)(Questionnaires)

— t}o] o] g (Diaries)

— = E(Case note)

- 29

oo} g weld, Je oleld METHesY 24 1 A
5789 el wet 2AHAE + QAT 2EE HE-E AgaiA A
W] el DALY Heo] Faste] MGFYLLTY S A
ol Tt T3ttt sHllth g v ACEE]) AP o R AuH| 29
RE AI8LES 538 3 AR AA 2 2450 O AR
$2 233 ol JOBE o we HE AN 1 3D Wy
o) @ 4 QAT MFAH EE ARHI I HAH N P
of delgity. 4o A nlEY FE AN
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g, a9 H§ 389 A5, B89 %7HKcost and savings)<}
o] A A Z(transfer payments)o]] gt o] E3] me|Eojo} & Aot} H]
&9 Hrhe Mul29 AANE Hb Al AR RGN HekE Rio] 1
glEojop gtk webx Aofolsd A 7HE S A H] 2 (Home-based  support
service)7} Al 3 (residential care)®] TRE ZHAA|ZITHA o] AMH|A9]
A AAA FEFE A7F BEAHI 2 HEo X A7E B AH 2T} A

A
97 dstE Aol AAEME AdEEH S W RS ot

CE IV-1) Ate|SA[M B[22 H[EH Lo o

Al AAZ S=222 0t e EAESE2 ISt MIAIZHEE A2 TE
HEHALES UEILH=E £2 WAIOICH 0 Eol= olst E344
(adolescent)Oll CHEH HAIME XZ2IF 1 JI=0IXIS Y Had

SE Flol AIZIAIRAERIIE NE6 oie xS usih
A2IMHIA Ol2l 20F0A MIBEH= A2 OE AMHIAE ZH<I6H

Holsg == UL

S 2 TE 2 MHIAS 018 Jhse HEol AUN ST Tt
HEIZ0I8 HI0IEE $X5tD SRIHIES Hatts S He
SHACH

Higol 53

- 2= PAMUIAL DEAHA 2D ASMEIA OI=0 CHE
HEs GNSNS o £XHE H2XE 0185101 oY HiW
of HDE PIFGN =X IAMGHE YACR LTEUNAC Al
A= HIBY SHE Fldl BREOIS RIS 492 GHA2H
THOI HIZst OFS = HAHO FUA0 et MHIAS
12 281 2SS SMG0 S2XAMEES HSACH

- 0l 2OHA ZHA 7= ol OIROXX LU W20 Al
A OI8X 2 HIAS AN HEES SO0 MRINEE 4T
5t e NEIAC TS SIGh JIEH MEIA B2S ZEA
Ch 22X 0II0IE Y™ 2254 TAGIAD 018Xl JloiS
Sst 420 O IHOCHs B0 018K FEO SANHA
Ol et RRE B3| A ASINZE FABHACH

SHAIMHIA HIZ229 EO:
- 0l HIIOA BHAMHIAS AAZ09| ASIAF2IOHQI(Social work
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intervention)0ICH. OIZAH Jt&E0 JIEtE2 & MHlAs HAEA
2 0FAFR 2 Xl AH(psychiatric social workers)0ll 2lof £=8%= &
Jb(assessment) 221 419 EEE JIESA e
(family—centred intervention session)S0| Z& I ACH 0 Al
A FIIRY0| ALF IAS2 OIAIEQ HIEHAtYAS EHF}

A0 1 SHE OteHer &L
1. 28 XIS At(therapist)It &2XE 2360 &4, WL 2=
S XS AL A =0 HIES =0 Adle Al B
20l Choll =&ot] Olaet 2= 2 Xs ML 2AU=

E A2t SLE S Hdtot=0 AE

2. NR2AZRH HEe Sg+=0 AZ28N sHAS2 Dl
=0l tHet 328 =&

3. UANRNZREH & 2R2A2, 52 S AEAAZAN et
d2E =8

4. IR MOUA HSe S=2Xd s2e 8220 CHol SAHIE
C2 EZE SSU LEHIESZAM 2=, FHl, 2, &3
AR A ZHl S2 Zget AEFHE FEE.

5. 2@ SSHEo S2UES BGtD K0 MEX HIE & 2HE
HEZ Ools YAS 0IE0t0 2 XIZIALS H2HHIES A4t

6. EHHI3S 0185t HAFZEE 015 =2 HIE2S At

7. SH12 XIS A0l CHet E2E 0186t ME & HISS AHdt

JIEF T2 MHIA HISH A
— ol A0 OIE JI6E =20IL ABX Foe £ ESHIR

SHUHM 240 @0 Xes JIE BHoASMHIAZ= B9,
Al B2t S Al(Practice nurse), XIGAIE HAIRE 2tS AN, AN

el XIZAtete] =24+ S0l AUS

- 012 dE2X SALALSH e HIE0 HolMes A A0A dI

HZ=4 - e Bsdl29 JIXIZEI}:

- HI34 BEseE IS0 RS0l €9 E= Q0] AHEHO=Z
AHIAE H3ote XS ZstCh otXgF Sl E4It St
oHAM 2t3HE HIE0| 8iCl= 20l= OtLItH & HIBAESH=
olHIet &2 HlE2 AKX MHIAN XEHCZ FHOSt=
AEEC AlZtl 22 JlgHleez e HIE0l &Mttt '
el Jlgl(Lost opportunity)’ & "llot= 242 S8 oS
0| &b HEHst 240] OFLIDl W20 gX 22 &HHO0IC

- HISA - &R 259 A2tS Eotots 0el JtXl -8 S00 M
A0 RAUCH
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Lt Aot

FAME AFEHARC] A= AFHY EHo| wet 4k (output), &7
(results), 23 5-& AF}Houtcomes) GEA TEE 4 A= T2 19
7] a3 oulg Fo2 A9 ug F¥S AHEEE ST A
THoutcome) = ‘=3 5 24& 93 FAH S Grpeln T
AthBowling, 2002). WetA AHE Hrlshe FH A groixjof &
Ao AT Au| 20 Ezhjr HrrATo] o3 sge ool = AR
| FolQlztell A9 F8S oEstA "k o] HoA Eol— w A}
3182 AH]2(social care serv1ce)9Jr T YA FAL s Aulx

7b A+ A 71%5fr A (social functioning) 9} S ZWel|AFE shele] Huk
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2l &ro] A3 o] B} y& WHee oj2 177}11 Au] 2 o] gAFE oA
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A SAse B2 vlE FaollA At vt %ol vlE&S AL
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7h d3+¢] -3 (Types of outcomes)
(1) 4 2 F7Hd I (process and intermediate outcomes)

FAAIYE= A8z 20 BHobsE MH|A Ao 2-E wxE AHog
AN, F% A Aoz AF £F S3 g AoF ¥
Aol e A9 Age) Al PU% ARBANET Y5 A4,
Suol Xl 24 #F 53 Zo] MEls £3 e e #dS F
b S a8, W A, 2L Ve 55, Addr
53} o] folahl BAHIAE WHAE ZRFORN F O 2HAS
= Qo8 2 % ok B F04 B A8
S WX OE Gl ditoR FEFHAR =, o= s B
1 =

1:0 o Q
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o
o
2

Ttk fEe O] EF’—H«] Xi]qu‘)ﬂ
R a5 FRE=A i A F
O S =98 AlFstdetl, 1 HollA T3 2 HHSHAX Y A
=98 up gith

grzAog FIF g RAALY Al 2HS g,
ol AHIZ2] AR HAk(funding body)7t L ABIZ7F Bxo] SEH
Az FREL A=A dg S 7HA7E der] gEelth
st 7} Akl 7} A7 S A E(HLCs: Healthy Living Centers)’ ] o3 37
oty HLCst o] 8A59] AHS)A Ao} 295 TaAT]7] 3 oo
A 2835, AH3]Y 8502 v A H(deprived) TEHLEY] A4S 7
a7l g =S Teole AS HAHOE gtk HLCs &5 gt
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(2) %3 7}HFinal outcomes)

HEATE Auze) wah) B oA Axe) Waucks Aele 4
2o wg] B Eoh cvlole 9 A AH A9 FHolA)
A7 57 A4 2 Al TRET. AEATIN 29 FE A
& A7k AAHQl Aol AAA B, A8F 7%, 4 ol
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2579 A B3 gol 1 AFHL BHo| Rgshtiolth. HEA
o) 24e A2 te Feel ANEel tate] uet Yo Hng b
Al S5, olel wt Hoh 42 AdujE 2= A4k

ﬁxﬂzﬂ-o] Q=0 Ay dlel| BALS

= 8 4

FAY T2F SHL AFFEY de A& AMXde o)) Wi 7
xﬂm ke AAAQ EAFEY A4S TS sl gk B8 3
oA oje} 22 o)Al Hrt 4 T A OME}. A A
o] A7zt AAA #AHA &S F= 7] WEoth E 5o /IE
2 44 ole} obse AAY BAFES FIANZ ZHoz F3H Sure
Start T2 AAH EFH= a5 Aol F X E B ¢ gl
Zoltk. mak do] A FFel ne dFe w2 w9 2A Yehde,
ZAE B A ATEY JFOE, T AR g2 AFHEHY HT
A-go] e 1 Qo] FMEHIIE @t de A FFo] Wsk HA
g A7t opetn & F 9le Fellde b2 A7t 549 davt 9
& Ao},
wetd HEAT tig S TG HAT] S wiAst
T A& otk A HFEHE AR e 545 JHAI AHlA
£ yrlshy] wWiol 49454 WHES EF IPsie dFRtde $4
et 23&

o T o
soh B4 TRe 240 29 BIAY AEARY 23
9% @77} met et 98 % ek

(3) 21538 A FH(Condition-specific outcomes)

HERTRANE F KA F83 HFE Sled, 2A53E
(condition-specific) 43 3}9} ‘?—-_1‘?}73 2l(generic) é-\/}O]U} HALE Folo|A
T US| AY AR ESHAQ AollA A=,
574 Ao} A7-EA tig =
t. oldE Hie F2 AH



dHd gote| 7|2R¥n ol ¥ M8 43

UHS= Ao &8dH. & 5o $2 FArs diizor ¢

TS A W M e ST A5 s FAsHA
8| AH5-8} 4 (client-specific) = 8753814 (need-specific) 7 5°] AH3]
2 Aol 42 Uk o9 e SAHASL ditHoE AFHo
AL e SR TAG Wkl s, webM wdad 4
(cost-effectiveness analysis)ol| Al &&= ojth. 18AR o7]o= A7}
d=dl, Z2aY Y] 7IAL gle BE AAFA E3E w7t
ofg]+H, 47t EFH o2 Yehde JI9dXE Aol i, g
MAe] &3ks wwshzlol o -r, ofd wel AdujEel] o= F
A u7E o= A ol

@) ¥uHA A3 (generic outcomes)

29 RE 45 93 WA/ A% A2A 24 589 43
£t ATAE Aol Shpel 5d wio] B, o
ohof 2ol T2 BRAER SolAE] AT BEL U U,
A 9%e iz ARUPE RS oAE Lolth Hg-EERA
(cost-utility analysis)ol|X] T2 A% AWHE A I (generic outcome)= Sl
ol el A9 £ 20 AR AR WHORA, Ty
S48 27t Auzo] S3ha Al va) e AT H8o] 7}
Sam, OUD AN 3 ZATS 60 e AN HsE o
Fset QR s HdslE Rolld F2 ZselA AN
A Geaie 8ol SBTT & 4+ Utk Te Qud gue ng
< BAA 37t NEERA FAEAAH, Q1Y &9 A o] AL
AU HAE Fof BFoA F4lo] He F3olghe FolA oy
urAQl BEAeES S A mgo] AelHojok gtk UwhA<l
Job= 54T 244 5349 SA 1AY Aol 8 7HA we=r 1Y
U 2o GAg 20584 Hert oA WallEo] ARSEThd I g ey
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(2) ¥ A|(Diaries)

DAL FEa Lol o o]FAENA 23S %E TAHY
SAL T ol gAY A T2 T Hok fA 71EHAE F 3k o
Ae ArFHs A% I8 B Jked sy, olgAES 8
Aol 71xste] 259 FFolu AT AHlE W R AR SF 7
ddte] Hggit) A= AHAEY JYAYl sk STl slow,
o] fAstE AL EHME FAH R B FRFS T e
Ao 7 Bl

3) 2A91 AEFH(Qualitative interviews)

HEATE AT vs) 2AH o2 FHHo7] Wi HHA
& A&s7lole offe Mol Ark FAAYD HFTHHRY oHE =
ol7] Y3l =2 /] ARE Yeve i}Oﬂ gk 7H19 Q14
TEs A7) Hg A JEFEVE FREAD Ak 53] AEE
Aol FHE AFEdAME AHE FAsE o °‘°W L |
Q1 JEFF e etk A B4 Z2ade] HeHe #

| 72 38 A AY FA2AQ 23] 7]% (mechanism)

~~~

~

g
0%
]
o

2?1 " (Quantitative interviews)

279 B9 sk AAY Hhel RS AT 8% 47 2
A ek 1] gRe] R Bole] W 4F Havt EAF o

sE A4 B9y Fuo) gF 872 08 AsEt A4
Bggele vgs 4uze Aol tgoE s, TEoN wAH:



Aol7t BHAANE xﬂo}—ZMl g isAe BAdoE AFee
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7F Atk

tH A3} 2 E(Outcome Scales)

45} AEEE AFEDE PHAE WFES 2337 93 £70
o, ditd oz HEA Y FHE ESH dojZit} AH| sk AF
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7H1 Apo] AHRAAE WA Brls|oF gt

2 SATFES AL

1%

o] ZA BRAA olu] AW His o] AATAE Aoldle
SAA AZ7154 SO skl A Anol B A=t 2AD
249 ARG FRAE At AEUEE, A4, 27, ), o5
Fe BARMAN NZ O 9 T 9o, no BEE AR
2 MR 925S Bo FUE FAH Me 38T 5 Uk
4719 Azol dME ol e acklgion, EAse
Bowling2002)9) Al63I4 715d BAH 7ol B nrh A A1

o A
£ 48 F AUtk
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TEHE HFEd U ME g SHe FEATFE vl AHE
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9 22 Pz WMFskste Aol

— 74 A& (interval data): 7H4S YEhlE HEE

sttt 2eiv A2 T A Atold Afe sYdH, o
{57} onjste uillA 7R e A9 AolE gl S,
AR Aol A=7F vdle Aoltt dE 5o 2EATL 1H4
Uehli= Agelth

o i

— H] ZE(ratio data): ¥ AEE 7+8 229 FAH AN 3714
OS2 ou9)= 0 (true zero) FO *zﬂfﬁt} 4 S0l FRAE ¥
AREA S8E F A% H Ase 7P BEI Y A5EA,
A9 HiFEe] FAA HAFol @%%ﬂ T Utk

3) 444 =2 F(Quality of outcome scales)

AHAEE g oo 974
A3 BRElE ZHd N A
3 Holel gtk o 7)FEel tisiME Blandst Altman(2002) Gl
Bowling2002)¢] Al6olA A 7=l Ak AEA ALEe 3

ur
rlo
=Cl>l_r,‘
of

Ty 24 FFo] Buwd AR AFEHY GA4S ddl AlFAdy
EIFA 71 FeeteAE RtEA] E<sjof st

AL AFY] A7t jHEE AP T UErE AYUA B
TE S4ste Aotk Ao 3714 F83 o] e, F7RRRE
212 A (inter-rater reliability), 7A5-A A% 212 A(test-retest reliability), ]2

— H7kAZE A # A (inter-rater reliability) S FU3 TR FI3 2A
oA MZ T2 29 HrbaKrater)7t F7HE FHE W oA &
Ao FEE Yugty. U A HEe
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A(test-retest reliability)> A2 ThE A]Fdd A9 &
= “H I A7 A e S 9
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= A draagel Wit Frpt &8

ro 1o Yt
SLorok ofN
> o ©

2 N

7]

7 d#A(internal consistency)> ¥ H= W] A= =5

AN FEe gugth dE 22 &, A o] A4
(dimension of interest) WollA 7}Aa & AR} 1 214 FH9
Uz WP ¢ £ e

L £

T:.
g 29402 WA Aol

AHA] o

71% B} E(criterion validity): oJ® 7]Fo] T2 =43 HuE &
sl RSa o238 Aoz WA A, 1 ALE HED A
o= woseld & dn

T4 B} (construct validity): ©]AS AFAHE7} 2 HEET9
A #EAAES BRAFEAE S48 f8) ateHoAd HE ©
+ o] dHHOoE AFHI Y=AE 9|t
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— Y& Bl =(content validity): ©] E}dET dEE0] 7IA= A =
Ao WH7F SASIE =g A Wl ghdstA A e
o] Are} #AAE QT

@) 71& A3} H=E(Existing outcome scales)

<E 42oNFE < 447hE AREEAY A2 e 2okselA

28 Jhesha, A4 FEHoHY RS MRS BelFa gtk ol

BiEs she] AR #ol7] e o] 2iEVt BE Vhed AESE

TS Al & e lom, AA HEA] A9 A7 FelRstel

woh 7IE QRS 1B S A Foll SAsor & At ol
)%

A7} EshE|ofof o}-x] o 183 AAHS qngo]: 5};}

Edfor gk 3R F8&4S Fraly] e A 2157} %?—%
Aol Fgtate] 1ok Aojofof &k, Lol = BEES 7EE
=77 BeheA oS ASsor gtk uehd HE9| BEEs A
= tg AFF §lo] AxRE A AETE AU 5 371
ALk Z)e 2dsA] Zaint
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(E IV-4> A2l ZX|(social care) =0t Mmt Ab2|3

53

Ons 93
SASF T

- NGAE J12, MEAL, FoAs SXAL02 L4

- Home Conditions Scale: &MLl ME2H Z2H0 =

- Family Activity Scale: 0SS <IotH M3tz 230 et 53

- 32 M& ZAHE(Recent Life Events Questionnaire)

- Family Assessment Device: JI& JIs0l Uist &3

- Eyberg Inventory: A= HEHO CHSt 222 B0 =F

bl

>

- Parenting Scale: 22J|s2 MU Z otk Rote ZR2 =8
- Barthel Activities of Daily Living Index, Activities of Daily Living Index

- Interview Schedule for Social Interaction

O 23 81

- Philadelphia Geriatric Center Morale Scale

- The Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire: Ots L HAWI|9 2&H,
BE 2H0 et =3

- The Parental Daily Hassles Scale: 22| AEHA & =F

a

02

- Adult Wellbeing Scale: 22, 20, #2148 =& =J

- General Health Questionnaire: &lg|& 24Zd+&2 =F

- Adolescent Wellbeing Scale: H20/£2 22 & 53

Q7 Y 0ES QF

(E V-5 Mo IS 9l8t 7|F 29

- HUETE SN AR ZEE iHA(dimension)g XL A=W

- HECE SENNH 58 A2 S&otn JAseiR

- HECE MEE ARII2E Lo HHelYAS BrEElD AsIR?

C HEGCE HAJAE RS HFSHR

- AECE PO 2HOIEHE = A

- AEECE 2elote HNM ZMcts 201 =EJtsotH, A2 TH=EHMEH0I
FOM A=

BlnE st Lot AREAH0| =ot=I1?

N2 &0l HMstH, O =01 H&s SH =40 ol HESHL?
AMNEETO Mot BEEI 2BHJSI? LU HIs AN st
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2h are] Aol =43} 37 (Measurement and Valuation of quality of life)

A% WA 9 Ao wAsEd, ol S ArzA BAEE
Fedta BUNT A9 BoHE

mjmolth 1RARE AR EA] Eofel| A AF &l
< 353 dEHg & 5 itk mEkA
28 357 Yae A+ uk2 9] AJT}(generic outcome)2} 7
< 7HX9 AFAR] 58S 1HT et dS Aotk o] FRA=
&) Aol E_Q__g] 374 e 1 el tiaiA AYEEE grh g
I oS FEo|A H]-8-H S EA(cost-benefit analysis)ol| A9] TES 9
gk A8 é—?jowi./] 3% A el disiA AHstr|E gtk
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S(dimension)©] FHJAA As= Zlolth AREAY #HE EE &
5 BT F e &Y 4 3A AT JPdelM FasA e FH ook
St AYPEL <3 V-6 A|ASFA T

u_]jy_z‘ﬂ—:}:

N

EE
A T s}

g 28
@7t e

3
1

Oko AN ¥

M ox

]
1
3

Sbol| A =98t A} o] HE-FE EA(cost-utility analysis)S AHF 7
hg_ Z o

g
]_

rlo
N

5

=
= 1

-~

o

(& IV-6) &tel Aol it =(Dimensions of quality of life)
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GAEANA AAISHE AolthdlE €0 v ¥
Fo oE A%, ofF-HEY e 2
F So|t}). <% IV-7>2 o] H&9 A

155 ¥ehe A% T7ES AN A

ha il 1 H] }\Zﬂ —LZ]'OH
S, Adolle] geksk 2

2, <E V-650014 IA3
ojt}, shte] HHE A A3k #3o] e FF o

7] FA11 7hdel
A Eee Hed), o] JMdEE MEVFSY o] &AL, Mk ¥
d

A5 2
hol AT, 53 AHel Qo
A oleld BRAAL Aol 49d wmde slgar

CE IV-7) 4otE LEHfE Tlsof THdE A
gaz s ol 1@ Ti= 23] AMRIA S0l F0Et
e I MZ0l YL UNHOZ 41 AU
g2 e g0l *SZ0ILL 2t2S “2I0H
gue EH$ 20 ol 39 ISoU =Egs 2=l
G2 0ISOHHL AARS SEIL QAN 85(Y, Zot I, ASIE g8
S)2 ot= dioll AlIEQl o430l Sict
g2 a9 ootz JiE2 2yl 2-3al= =0
gAl2 0lSotHLE LAE0 25 & ol CHE AlESl =30 2E6HN E=0h
gle 2 oA Uz tdgs =20
G2 20t NGARI0A H0otAl &= A2 =20
A5 gt o Aol FASOIAY, of BFES AFAE] 3]
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ZdAE F= g HEE0 UE A £

CHOHROL At A= HA|

(ot ol Autdlsg EOtoh)| s Lol M

EtEottts, MEA =% SHUHA =S EJtoh)| figt gEgol 8¢

BIIE M3E SEN dE( 018X, M3A, M2, det i)
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Gatsby case study

0l A= SEE JH0 ANM ZEe 2UE HdEcke HE8S QAKGHD UCH
Olal & 22 ZsH 15s HAC=Z2 8 F){&E-(residential training) 0l A01=0
OIZA Olato] MOl HE BEx2 ol f= A2 228 1 IHE: "ot
Sk ORI U0 2eICH

2X301 ASHeE ZZ2HME S2 3SH 18 ?IE s 18 5 222010 us

WO YRl 2X301 NSHI H20 0l s ARz ME22 18S B

CF oA ot JASS0H NSHQ X@S MSotdX &t WetA 0 Mxs 2
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CIOIOIA Al Bl HEi2 Oty A3XHo2 Eotglelct M40 SsH IS0l 0IX
= g2 Y X Feolth. MetM 0lXE UR Z0tAd d=ol Edot)l of
gHU OE R4Z RH ZOHDII 02 20 E=2 M0 012 OE IE2H &
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0 2o= 8t 0l MEe & M =2 RASS ZXoH0oret sttt Jeiln 223
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- Safe In The City case study
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(cost-effective analysis; CEA)< Helo] -89 AT} Add AEd4(life
years gained)?} Z-2 @Y &I TS (condition-specific or service-specific) 2
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FollXE YA e A7 Q7] wiEd wes Angte] #AE A
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Foholel YA AR eI A5 TS AFse AYe
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HEL AdDSE 242 F dou, Y AESA

scale)S E3|AMT CEAE ©] 48

T84E He AR 71238 £40] o]FojA 1, o] V]

Jh 4 7HAlo) tiste] AES de s

(E IV-11) HIE-2IHEA At

BXH FHZ(supported employment)dt Z=2HE X & (rehabilitative day treatment)2]
Hlg-g dlw(Clark et al,, 1996)

ST ZJAZOIH st 22N HZOF NN SUE HMNGe UM F2AMEXZ
S0 HES-20EHMAM LEX HRE _?iﬁﬂ. AAA A1, intervention, ALSIXHR
A0 T2 HIgol Oist HIoIHE 58 &5 JAEW X2 Sof LUCH AP
2, B8 H=2IOt =AWEIZO HIoH BIE0E SHH0IA2H, 0/AHS BXH
XNZo Z20 AN JUE St 0/1240] AL, HIEE HH SHL 2Y HR0U S
FANSA S 2Z}AI| H20ICH

ST A ST st S Atel 22l EF Al 229 BIE-20HHlw: UK700
case management trial(UK700 Group, 2000)

T ZH ZEX0 U S Al 22l(SEd= 10-15)2 HE Atdl 22l(8EH
2 30-35)E HlWdte X9 HILOICHL MIH- AMN-TH Jls, &2 &, HEE
S LA HEW = 5 ULe ZUS0 JIFHYUCU, O & ZUHE 0IRZ
RN JAJAE 2o +E FE ZWRANEZ2 LS. HIEL2= A=, NS,
Mg R NMHIASY =24 018, M 25 S0l ZZHALL HIS-2n
242 ZRNEE Sof 01F0 H1, 0l NE=E S AtdlZel L-UA 2 X0IES
LHEHLHXI S RACH.
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* 2L Aol ©f B0 71E] AYRTE T v ]
F7h Bl gl os) F7F At BT F Sl ﬁ% st o

te] By Basith ol F7HA JHSiRt AEadr EAY

17] W&otk

< AEZE Aol 71E dET 2 uE B oot @ &A1
AN A9 EAo] & Aol o3 o]FA 4 Slthe %
7t vt ok e Aok vRVIAIR F 7HA Y ARSiRbel A
T (trade-off) 7+ SRS 317] WEo|t.

=

¥ mln

HWrras vg3 A3yt A58 (trade—off,5hte] o] o A
o]i t] ulgo] wo] =) A& w ICERS ALtsiok k. ICERE
ofefol]l WGl dHEE= AT o] & thE AYH Hluwsto g 7R
o Aol Y3 A=H F7t ZFA Bt F7h vl HlE-S on|Ei)
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ICER = (Cx — Co) /| (Bx —Eo)
ol Cy = A2 AuH|29] v]&
Cc = HA 289 H&

Ex = 2% H]29] a314
Ec = Hlal 259 a34

=2 HE-—aY (v HE-E84 H&)2 ¢ HE-aYgs
ouleit). HEA FA(incremental analysis)> FaE ol tish FH|&o o
Soals H]%ﬂrt HxAog2 NEE 7H?J/] ’\]7‘2 g 83 747t
U ICERS

£ AR 1 AL ) e e 21
B glo] 37499 Aol F744Q) BlgRT A7 A oA o
@ A9 A4S Bk B, o2 Sl 9¥Ae AR A
9} ICERS H|wdle Zo] 878t BABAS M= ‘cut—off point’2}
‘ceiling value’®] 7@l QALYS} 22 &} ghek$|o] Frtel tis) A3
7P AR e AR A FEF] HAYAE RAE = ICER(Y
2 BEAAE B85 E)0] g8 ARt} o] AFghH](ceiling ratio) ©|5}<]
H oA QALYE AbEshes AHlzs 71E&dake] Aok oA Fapsof
of gtk
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ICER 24 92L& 53 o] 2dH

ICER 2% ¥4 = (Cx — Co) / (Bx —Eo) < A
ICERs HE 9 HZY £499 AN H&S ALgster 43 47 gtk
Al 2o WeZ ICER 2% ¥94L Artsse AL I3 HEF £HY
(INB)ell Aete Aol 5T 4 Stk

ICER 2% 94 = (Cv — Co) / (Bx —Eo) < A
INB 24 93 = (Cx — Co) < AMEx —Eo)
= 0< MEx —Eo) — (Cx — Co

INB 274 A& A=, e (ceiling ratio)s WHBIE AT Al 23 1432 A7
ICER7} HlaiEofof at= 9 &2} Boe 8]8 w829 fo|th mabr &
2 A vty sl JiYge] INBE ALtshe AL AeH(ceiling ratio)oll T
gk gro] @g-=t) 33 (ceiling ratio)ol]l Thal Y] HEE WO E 3l AAE
e JAEARAEANA EHHA = A8 (ceiling ratio)s AAE EA)5HA] &
&) Al TF AYHoly] Wi BAA HrrA e (ceiling ratio) O]
Helo gis) INBsE Zdstele A2 gutdelt

© b

ICER% INBS] 23943 B o5l 03 o A4F ue g2 1Y
EEo| #F338 A: Johannesson and Meltzer (1998), Stinnett and Mullahy (1998),
Briggs and Gray (2000) and Briggs (2001).

4. W87 24 FHL9) AT

7t H|8-Z 2t2 M (cost-consequences analysis)
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o, BE ZfAdA o]F 7Ustr]e offth 1YEZE CCAT o|AH 3}
e A2 JMEJX] %e A%E e AS B71sk7] 98l o] &5,
1 o7} <F 4-12>9] A itk

CCAE HIE H|&-aH o] 2 AAEAAELS & & gloy, A
A ARA FE3] AHEEL Qe Wolth. AL HE-gTTt 7]
} olFojd do+ glon, okt “u*?M 7
oZIt}. Abgo] HI-&3} Azl w]A| St
AN A e A7 AE e ﬁéﬁé*o 5L ¥

ml oL
oo g
r

m

=

N

P

ol

L

e

R=T O\ og
011

AHA7
Al 7] (evidence)= A3t}

Ao Qg BE ARE TPste A7t sl7] WEe] CCAE A
EAAT] F83 =0tk EE HIEH Ao tig AXe BAA 3
7}l EH“?_ ol & wi-f =ol7] Wl @ AE7} AdeE o] CEA} o] F
oJA% CCA7} = Hth

¢

CE IV-12) H|E-ZEA At

BEoEd Iz HIE-suEIt A cost-effectiveness evaluation of parent
training(Thompson et al., 1996)

S A0 (behaviour problem)E JIAl O0lsE XIZsle 'Common Sense Parenting'
2ol EIN0ICL EMe 8330 289 22 &I &Mote 2A12t4 9 JEA
A2 Sol 0IRUHXIMH, 0IF StF 22 S BA=Z JHHNA LAE ALE
(clinical assessment)2 AAISICE Ol ArI2 0101 O SWE IFEAOL, HISN
ZHASHH CHOIRE HEO A= JIEEZ F4E Az 82 139 22 28t
2ot S & F HIWGHRALE 0 ASAMSUA Ots2 dsS A4Y0l HEAIID, 2
2o ot JIFRMEEE =) LEtR =0, 0l48 2= JIEQ M Hixst &
D HIE2 FU 0[6tUC HMS0HA HAISHE 0 d2= HIE-g1l 402U
M= HS-aus8S ookl M0ls otLel == 20 NEE Mes6iX &1 O
A5 XHQ Zet IS MAIGHATH
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83y)| 24 Y S0 ZAE S SuwllE ASALEIt

A three-year comparative longitudinal study of a school-based social work
family service to reduce truancy, delinquency an school exclusions (Pritchard and
Williams, 2001)

WAIMEAIE I35l 24T =2 WS AE A (educational social work intervention)
o HES USAZAES HIEN SUHNAN Bl Bote S=39 AE ZHA
FHATAU AXot) U= 4HC StUUA OIRHFCH HAARE, NS, HE, H|
# S FHRAS NESH Ue SH0l 28 X dHE S 0IRHMCL ZHE 2
A W=D HEZ2 M H(criminal justice system)2l AN JI=6IUCH, At
o EQHIE SWolEl BAE ZAZ Qo E0EE HIE S0l DHLIUCH AR
210 0] AEAIE2 0l NESH 2 ZEI6HH 43010 E6t Hgd2dEol
202 mete AT

Ll

=

Lt v E—ZEAolMel 2Y ¥

= Fo

HE-AREAS FYE BAES MG Dol BreT A%
Aol el sk Bk 1% PAAE, 29 912 FHAT 2
E gAY WSS DAL 39S HET =9F 5 JE A
2 Uehd % glofof dik

248 83 Anel WIE F o 4% dehlel 93 GAEIAE
BE B9 34% 19 e, 539 93

3

24
=
=

2] ge 2Res
|(weighting system)S HIECZ 29 wj&E Z2AS
s

. ,
Aol Asvt AEAA )
Wk Aol Sgu. odd AEEL AN EE ATABE 24
e be 49 59 2AR @ 5% 9w, o] 49 SREe A%
o wa@ AN O AAF EeHE WHy) BAS 2L gE o 3
AR 2AZ kel & Roltk

PP B8 Ae FPsd diekse) Eabgs a8 el ok

=0 i3 7hol=RlE ATy S FAcHE Wole A A=
]

S|
=
BEA e & ulE Ao diste] of| Fag AR =2 5 Qirk
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Of

ESAQ Ao izt tiete g I AHES skt T ArE
S 4 =, o] WHol HiZ H|E-FIRA Y] S5 FE 9l H8-
885X (cost-utility analysis; CUA)O| 2~o0]= WHolt}, CEAol A<} vhzbr}
A2 AhAQ] BlEdE ERE 45 F Aoy 1 Ade WL, oY
(well-being), &F2] A3} 722 849 ArZ ZAHAT G840 7]x3
=49 3t o2 ARAHAEES(quality-adjusted life years; QALY)S & &
ATHLoomes and McKenzie, 1989 or Chapter 6 in Drummond ef al, 1997).
QALY S A4He Aol Wit ARA7VIFXEN 54 AMYY] AREA
AAA = A 2EE(potential outcome state)S EFHIT) 7HHESE o S
B4R FRUNE A0 FATTAYE AN el O 5
ol A% AL Reld. @ AAEFE T AT ) TRAE 9
B AT AT © DA S3EA U @ B A% 5. A
Asle} ANE 1A P e 2ol tjg AEEs) ohE Aolw,
& A3MF O] A Has F A2 8IS o83
%} 9% S BT 5 Aok HPA02 BT FE GA, A
AZ @7F GES, 0)7F ©E, (o7F (ET SWoal H7kgivka
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ANRNFATL QoA 2 Aol &3 JI7k] AAD F, 4
¥ ZHo] B AREA FFE ARPAEEF AR
A9le) @) ARAAEIFE 93 vgoz e Hx,
£24 718 A4S Hie] ASEA Bk we, A9
Y EE W] A Aol FYsA Bk ug-ag Ao o
© <3 IV-13>9] AA= o] Qlth

84 243 DA ol2e PHolm, 1 FaHo] FAHINE
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melz gtk o|F S EANAABY A5 0|3t B3}
z

2
obd 54 Age] AFHY, gL A 2

2 982 v Aotk ATt 584 Axt AEA 71z, PHE =9,
gl U@ B4 T U2 29 axse WA 2B o
A, 99y B wae 53 BAste] Hue WA Rela gt

(Loomes and McKenzie, 1989; Drummond, 1991; Williams and Kind, 1992;
Oliver er al, 2002). A%, olelat BAMES 2w g4 584 A%
o #8A4% 74 Aotk

A AHEANGO) CUAE Agared sloinel 718
A 284 A7t} WE

0]
=
A es A& 5 Sle G84 AREES WLl 1o, AEEX]

A9 BAE BT THT YL BRI A ok ARA 2ol
Nel BEYH A2L FIE S8 ARt Agsiolor S8, o
9% A7t Be FAZ 822 ¥ Aoth U Aozt ¥t A
of HdE AREL Buz Hrkss ol ATk sAeA A e
ol e 7)E) EAFE FYH A=E olgIe ANt o gL AT
% AR e AAR, 4BY FF ARE 3] ol 43N o
% 7S B Aol
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(E IV-13) HIE-28=4 At

A0l FZ FANREXIC HV FELBANY Hig8gA Cost-effectiveness of an HIV risk-reduction
intervention for adults with severe mental illiness(Johnson-Masotti and Pinkerton et al., 2000)

MOl 5 ARSI HV 2 HIE2 £017] FAoil 3H2 nRAIZ0l Dot FIIEQACE : L3
A Oj0 AEZA T2 ; HSHGW EES ¥E 732 IEHMEAS S& AXN-BSH AL
A D20 HONSHA 7312 IEHACR SIE0I ASMS NRS =6 HV HEUXEE &
Zote Z2)%(group advocacy) S. HIVE I AFCl B2 +31} BI0ldAJF &9 Z0f 0IRlE
gstg Q< Jeioldl ot QALYS Sof ZUE SHIUCHL HVZHOR 0I5t QALYS &AI2 AT
O‘_|__r1X H

ZCHIA HIVZEQ BHR2 22 QALY S HMst @?% %SH HACh 2AZL BHMHH=
group advocacyJt, HAMHHA = 1:1 JHO' wW=0| )t HIE

AOH=Q 2HHX XIAAE HHA HII Economic evaluation of a support programme for
caregivers of demented elderly (Drummond et al., 1991)

oIS SEE IS S8t T2OBOZA SIIRE T2 J
MO 2YNeE Z20d = 520 RAZ HRTACH carere HLAE
O1F D2 & Caregiver Quality of Life Instrument'E 0128t 22XM=UH

6. & - %

LY

L
_‘0

#4 R4 ARHA

7). Bl g-Hol e

H]-8-H ) - (cost-benefit analysis: CBA)S wFo|u SAHF-Zo A
I #Est BAAoE o §HANE, ARAL ALY Bfoe CEAY
A o]&¥th. CBAT &3 A EF SH7IXE ALtE

22 g8 Hlugt glo|x A47te Z2AES Hels HHA o E Hlwst
of &S & & AUtk ALY FuiE Adsty] sfs) #ejo] vlgET A
o0 (53], a8 ARkl sl dike] AlgtE e A9 HS A=
8= 34 Hoh Bﬂﬁﬂ‘jo]ﬁ‘”ﬂ/ﬂ/] Hl-§-90] #2499 A& o7} <k

A
"ol 5 22 EM 2 ZHEEE CUAXF CBAE A1 ol A
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ofglo] BF vl 7bs & W ofdet BAYE, ws, 3 T HE #
okl AFAETY HlwTt Thssttke Aol Aol g’
S VA E Hrkske AL ok dE 0] A F8 STt
dupehE o] 74914 Prkete AL A ol ofd Aotk olegt
7F e AEsd dal #elE WHEe] dov, 1 WHEL 288l
olHil AZhS A QdtH H7iHE o]9e] FrHlgo] £t wekA 1%
FHYo A9 CBAT AHAoz =81 o Y2 A3 52 Fofdxg o]
SR obd EEAA FuTh

o714 CBAT AMS|EAAMHI20A T HHZFOZ o] &5 HE-4
-2 (cost-saving analysis)®] & 7|Hy} FREE =, H-&- AR A0 A
© VAR 4A HEEe v&F Aws Hlastd, UymA 4
< FAgt dE S9 YAAPHA E(criminal justice system)oll Sl 7§
17 '5‘3]7} A AFEY ARz Y] F2ES P77 Hg
LE2AES Y3 A= (London-based Link Worker scheme)-%
A THRevolving Doors Agency, 2000). ©] A& A9 7]#o]
ZO]AESAA F7HEQ1 MHl~E AFstez s dAs=
AAE, A&E service 59 ‘crisis’ B2 B]-&9] 749} Ak
o

o
i
>
30,
¥
Y

r“‘ > o% o 12

It UK S0 8 HIE-HY 24 Cost-benefit analysis of domestic energy
efficiency (Clinch and Healy, 2000)

g 2X0| AAot), E2RY 5 H2E =2 MYES 20l= orgaH=ol A
20t UK 284 T2 Hi8w HAS TR A2 1090 2™ 1209t

I oA 2201 =2 Jl22 TYAIPl= H0ICH 2EE, MEE, BHld, oy
A g8 89 2ot Ul )| e g Sofl 1 JixJr SZZQUL 8 &2
goz SF MASU0 ol Z0tL NIEE St JA=RE 2= L0l AUCHEE
'Monetary valuation of outcomes' section0fl XtAIGI EYE UCH. ELEHE=E &S
o NS Jedddle DALY AHE Sol AgY HIEgs2 FIEUO F HIE2
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benefits of treatment (Rajkumar and French, 1997)

0l (= HoE BHES St DA BAX DIsH HISIH
S EOISIUCH CIE BOILHOl ARSIRISH, property B
N2 0IZEGH=H S HIBY et NE82 BEE 0/8), 02

valuation of outcomes' section®fl XAISI AHEN ACH. 0
T2 S/;UE HALNSH Oist AR oA =E, Z2
2 dlWo6IRALCH XIZHIE(H MY $3,00022 =)0 2LXE Y
g $10,000)2 0|8t 2280l HE-HY 240/ 0|10 ML

0
g

o
Z2(HI==8 Aol Tist TS BEANEE 018)SS 086t
m |

16.019 S22, HA2 47232 {22 FFEUL, Z2IH2 MEHHQI Ao LIt
E X

o=24E g9 HE-H 24 Drug abuse, crime costs and the economic
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S 8o

o o ku

LI, 8|8 — Hol2 Mol Ao ZE Y

M) BHAAE, ekl EASE 24 doln wef A

A Jhgel g olSo] AFHEE 2o AS AYE ARH o))

: o Ahe g 2 aYE
I§)S AEINE