HIR-BHAA S #Eily Bl %

r—‘—‘l
&
P,

I.F &

. @i S e

. #z—E2EdA9 BHE #T

V. #E—2EA il 8L —ERER fil—
vV, 2

LF &

B0 BAT (Systems Approach)& 7 #AFs} zre] #iTel & Fel & @ikelwh, o] HIT
e Qn Y] EEY B MZeFHE R A IS S s = S A
£ =hbRl o) Ak B3] Epjol vk FHBEREY o= By mEst gkl Memne
2B A gow fRksly] olu EEES HEHES < Bl wehA olud BES &
Aol k2 Wedgd Hhoe 28 e 2ok o famel L MM M2 BER
o] T = Folth o7ldl IR Aol wkm fulelA e Ay A e B
HlEy el =

o] malyy EHFL A4 R MET AAMN e HiES gikehe A #F, T8, &
R, AEEE, TS AY 2 2A 2= ERE 5 debe doleh ol gt AdA
ANAL HE ZEEANA LT ol FE HER—EEA dlA o WAl BHlY BTe EHSH
o E RS RS Mik(bshe] FRT A Witd AsVE dn AqrAE ER
BT 9ol A EIEMWS EHLRRY #Ele v gikE RS ke olAlztA o
S el o FREe Rt T AFA Qe 2 debge] BRed @it 1
pEsk el B HEsk kel Aeke] ekl R ek AL JHF L WAl BEHIE B
o LS 4|3, theo R HEF—EEA QA BN BOERET AEST, TR
@A A Y BN RIS SR el o WEH EId e Zotr
712 e

il

* Rl
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2 SRR g 34, 1971)

IL feHlny Bre] W&

B Y Mad By A 2 o] 8BS Bbel s+ f8H (System &
Systems) &] #EaH-e] A of & Aol BHNY B I POEES vk o] EHDA T
I 7 wEolvh HBHIEY BHEd BWAS = ARl HEE TAA o] B FoE
T U AE, A BHESHT (Systems Analysis), 8% ZE (Systems Design), 52 T8
(Systems Engineering), §&f#E (Systems Management) 52 Hol® 7 42 ool F
I derHE & 7 Ak BHAl gekd AlAld A2 BB (System) & S AT- A 2k o] B
o iRE 2 299 S gikelslr ¥ 4 L

1. feflel &

A gl wstd WHA 2w RS EFEd st ARl 2 el

EFE 1 EHe DEELEES BRAE 7 JdEF HLE 5 EHEE (A set of
elements organized to satisfy a definable user requirements.) @

EE 2 EHle HERFR =t 280 FRE Wndte £ #55Y BREFEAT 28
£ HERsks i == HE: (A system is the structure or organization of an orderly whole,
clearly showing the interrelationship of the parts to each other and to the whole itself.) @

£ 3 iEfle vEl EHA F2E ERESY Hskd ey MHERAAde R
{EMSE EFEEER G5) 5 ##48 (The sum total of separate parts working independently
and in interaction to achieve previously specified objectives.)®

ukx]uto 7 w5 Ae] Lo o] yf{¢] PEP (Preparation of Educational Planners) = 2 7.7 )] 4]
Hl A 2 skl Z g AE &M

TE 4B 239 BTHEREE ERS ey Brmes =k HEMEMeR
fEMskes 7Bl sl M—HETFA EEY BHe @t A %5 (a rational
whole) & Jptah, HEREAYCl L MY EURE (gestalt) B SR Vb HIRIEIRe] 2
fFREL & M5ES BFEAT Hiolr @

DLk wl7b= E#EAA & o, FHEY ZRE o ERES LA s T slo] 2
ERT + gvh 99 E#OlA LRERE sl 29, A A% = i S 2BE

£ @ J. F. Keoski, J. P. Crumber, and J. R. Kinzer, Criteria for Decision Making, Autonetics Devision of
North American Rockwell, March 1968.
3@ Henry A. Bern and others, “Reply to Questions about Systems,” Audiovisual Instruction, X(5) p. 367.
® R. A. Kaufman, “A System Approach to Education: Derivation and Definition” AV Commuication
Review, Vol. XVI. No. 4 Winter 1968, p. 419.
@ R.E. ‘Corrigan and R. A. Kaufman, A System Approach for Solving Educational Problems (Operation
PEP office of the San Mateo County, Calif.), Superintendent of Schools, Oct. 1967.
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HIR—EBEANA Y B B A% FR 3

(whole), A7) HA-59 HEMEGE =& e U4 288 03 $HERE= & + g
A4 EFsHA e 2R3k 2ol vhrhd + 3¢ Aeluh

J8E 1 HAe S€ 2%

£ A4 Aol A ¥
ationship of Parts) (Parts to a Whole)

T2 (Structure) 2 2] (Whole) R
(Rl
olel gt =Ae] Hitholl o sle] Hall 3} Starr Fo] R 2-& BolE o= F= & 4+ 9t}
Hall & 8%l % #4559 HERGRA dsted pirs 7l =lgol ¥ & FEifsd St ¢
ojdrt A etE 2 e BE fgelv 2isfle e Bdste Al JdeS iR
sl A Bl ZEEMEY BEES EHSIL Qlvh @ Starr & BHE HESIE & H5 S| oF o
2 3 HEE F A £40 FEI B @ HlS T ER) lnz HAEMY KEKS (F
s BifRtEe] 3 BRI EEE oA vl Bl A B ook & Aozt iR} ©
o] bl A A R ol 2 e A o] BHE HAsle & Mo EY Btk REskA
o] HWHEL AT 7R Y ZfEol B T HrozAul BEE 2 ke AMolH, = o] #
oAy BHRE 2w #HoE M HEMGEAT Mook & Aolm, o ¥4 HE
A Y BAELT T 2BES ol Fx= AolH, oAz HET BiEs MlEE Aol
ol ehzto] EEHlE MAIAY ¥, HoE2k HARIR, ZBEMES #E 59 EARE EHEES

= EHE 2 B R R4 B, S Bifstz A2 #oe Egeld A=
EER pHEMRHE e 2o o #ES T B BRERSY #HAML BeeE pursl s
BRRISl EHldl ol27 7hA ZRkTe R E4E TR o, 3 Bl deiskxe B
THZEEH] (Subsystems) €2 REZIE vk AE 42 fFEivel 259 2K @BHE 9
2E EY HERHE H ol Re B B BiHld oJd2x THHFRHEE MK
2=

Yee 5% 883l WOtHy A E she3tk o] 67kA = B et FRMStR Ueh @

Zk & Arthur D. Hall, A Methodology for Systems Engineering, D. van. Nostread, 1962.
® Martin K. Starr, Production Management Systens and Synthesis, Prentice Hall, 1964,
@ Albert H. Yee, Jay Shores and Karen Skuldt, “Systematic Flowcharting of Educational Objectives and Process™
AV Communication Review, Vol. XVIIL No. 1 Spring 1970, pp. 73~74.
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ORE U MEese] SIAE B

A =] #] (Overall System)

T4 8 4 (Components)

\_9_ 24 (Element)

5}¢] 8 4 (Subelement)

= 9 (Module)

+ ZF(Level)

1) Z:88%] (Overall System) : #HEFHFREH=Z Lotz shd

2) EREESR (Components) : ZR2filQl HEHFHEIS THR (Subset) 24 A (Input),
B—BE(EES 53, EHEUR) 52 slo]= (Output or Feedback) el wd=+ &
H BHZER o714 sl

3) 23R (Elements) : {25 (Components) ¢ TR 24 ol & &4 HAHFY #EF-F

BEEe #FOE, BBHE, SHEW 59 #REZE Aol o kel &k
4) TZZESR (Subelements) : 919 RS Thok2A <A adage] R a54e

ol el A THIES FEI FZE=h

5) ®k$] (Module) : T {izZE5% (Subelement) &] FhR2A WE FFEEA glel A2 v 2EL]
BEs BG5S BEC duE = M#EEA e o ek

6) 7KifE (Level) : =k$] Module) & TFHFREA 19 WEEAI L FrdAe] £ 327F
(Microcriteria) Ex 8] 2 E%38} (testitem) & TA ol AHA= & & F =h$lolvh,

oo} o] EEHIL HRTHISE TSR HAN BFRTA BEREY Keos Hld
< o gk ol AL vk AfBel glAA B, B, MmAR R 2 RS 22 2
o g 4 d& Aolsh

2. BeNley #HEo =

AA A 2L YellA T ukel Zo] IS FWA = #HiH (System integrity) & A R
A UE + JEE FEEE 2 EBRES MO FEES=W dota & Aeld FES
=, BEEHE HRsle & H5EY B ARz BHSEE AR o] = el
AR A5 e S dlod Mo Y BA E o Fasd = Aolrh
A7l oA EERIL-S FABE—ELSY AANA L K, SRk FEE 2 S
— 214 —
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FHE-BEANA Y B B B3 FER 5

Mol 3 gleh | o] BHE-S FHACIA RS viel 2ol o BHSEFE FH Hiks
< At/ = st LT WREW HiFES AR st RMEMRRel v BERE HE)
I EES Y& BR (framework) 2 @A A sk Aotk
Johnson 3} Miller &] o]l wt2m AAHZ-L LI Jk, 8k, Bilf 2 a#Es= 4=
L EES HEY RS BEe Uche Aoleh weld o AL dAE 23AVS
Fo2x JHET 717HE<k BRI L BEMY RHAE e Ao RBEsSZ itk @
Miller &= B24IBRES] HaS BETAYel 7l Reb Jikmyel 2, Wemayel 7l ek BiRgyel L, =+
ol 7l Bk FERQ Aolzlx A o KET st o, ® $adES BRvER
o) L kAdgrmyel s, I HES BREY, OV, fRERVl st weka gl @
olm] #giHar ukel o] MR BRI = ZART G EIK, Higeel BES =k olAl7t
| by dEl oA wby st BiREe o0 et Hishle EEs w4 o 2o
1) g&flaH
(1) ZEF4 1 (Needs Assessment)
(2) 178hE = (Behavioral Objectives)
(3) B&%I% T (Systems Analysis)
(4) #A—EEH4 BT (Input-Output Analysis)
1) 75T (Cost-Effectiveness Analysis)
1) FIE 57 (Cost-Benefit Analysis)
©) #hHk5Hr (Cost-Utility Analysis)

=3

9) BE#|s= L (Systems Synthesis) —Method-means Selection Process, Network-Based Management
Tools

(5) B&tIF%5t (Systems Design)

(6) &4 % T (Systems Engineering)

(7) Ea4)3E (Systems Management)

(8) o]=)&] o] A~ 4]z (Operations Research)

(9) PERT (Program Evaluation Review Techniques)
(10) PPBS (Planning, Programming, Budgeting System)

2: ® Donald W. Johnson and Donald R. Miller, “A System Approach to Planning for the Utilization of
Technology in Education” Designing Education for the Future, (edited Edgar L. Morphet and David L.
Jesser) New york; Citation Press, 1969, p. 208.

@© Donald R. Miller, A System Approach for Solving Educational Problems (Operation PEP, Office of the
San Mateo County Calif. Superintendent of Schools, No. V. 1967.
© &XiE, “HEREETY A2W28Y W Pazsg, 1971, 3. ps2.
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6 SRR HEGR 34, 1971)

(11) CPM (Critical Path Method)
3) HhlEErd FHsle Hins
(12) #}o] v & £ (Cybernetics)
(18) E=2] = (Holism)
(14) TBEFEHERIEE (Computer Science)
(15) ¥R (Information Theory)
olgele Al 7FR #HEEEe] & Aolx = MEE HEE B Y-S Aotk Yo
Plnst EEEe o gt R sl = gkl
R8I TE35 < Chestnut > BHHENTS HMAS 288 (integrated whole) B By 55
MR (FEhell EMRELE of qtvlx FRFHsIE A RRBIRIES] fZikdl BES & Aol
BEE vhg3) 2ol £ AlDP.
(1) dddA—=t5—fFHS KE
(2) BEML 2 AlFelelA
() FEft
(4)
(5) mEZ=) #iEt
(6) fEERe BBE
(7) BXAL
(8) HE BT
gz 2 olelA EBHTEY FEE BT Jrteul doA FiEs s FEBHoE
A
(1) RS R
(2) raEmRe it
(3) BElL 2 fRE
(4) BRlER TR B8R
(5) Bl ® 3o £ pRY HIE
(6) 15 #i%® 55 & o @
fEdliREEe S HslhE Forester = ERHINY BT & BHAC e 4 #oys HY
HEERR GRS REse & HR2 2y I g5 BEd
(1) FIES #19

% @ Harold Chestnut, Systems Engineering Tools, John Wiley and Sons, 1965.
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HIZ—BEANA Y B Bre 43 E%E 7

(2) HEERE BA T dv A ERS HH

() pEBEe] HR HE

(4) R BEY BE

(5) HEEA (Simulate)

(6) EiThsHlol I #5RS ik

(7) #EES] ARy #EEt

(8) mES BRE AT 5+ d& HEBHS HREE--so2 U ek @

Z Optner = #A—BRE—EHETS BES Higstd BHlELY BEe H¥s
Al & F Abgs 22 S FAsty v 2= BT BES s 2 Alsk
A2 Z2A Y d

(1) #het: A MEE e 5 v BEE %Y + de BHY EHE Jdes

(2) EANZY ARE oz A ke BHle EAERS e 4,
(3) FANA BES E RS BALd FHss HREES W & 5 v BiHE
e olwd Aols = I HEE-E oW 3 At dEld FEiliste A E®

ool flmEl 2AbEe] gaEEsrY EadA Aate] St £H 2 BRISH »lel 2 &)
ot iBE T EAE dElstn gk

o} 7] el A Silvern & BAHIESTA glAA od HiFel dodAE @A BHE +
o] W7k A& st vt B AA= AFARY RE HRE EEER S M
Wislw, B EEESS kste, 2RSS HEMRE B4 S Pt [5nE8lx, 5
== mpaE EEel 2 BFREES A EEHE ERERES 2R TS = TEABEll L
AL A BTl s BFEMS BT 5 v MEEERGEE ol 1, HAlE J 714 :%
FEWEERT HESS EHEE ABLAY & TA s o] AR el et @

o] u7bx @M ol9lel F hA o I HkE HmE + dokd AL
culg BEelel, & ulEl EAR FIEel wlske HTY HR/F AL BE 245
3 EE Hatel o] #EY HES #rY 81 slel=uAslnrA BERHT
ob, o]l =A Y HE wEE T + de Al

o] 9} zro] EaMIMY TS EAMLRm (1) &4 (2) fFa (8) EEER @) AF=eld (5)
ZEer slol=lel o [ Lo

J

AL HES 5o
24 Gt o

2ol

r[r

2 @ Jay W. Forrester, Industrial Dynamics, MIT Press, 1961.
@ Stanford L. Optner, Systems Analysis for Business and Industrial Problem Solving, Prentice-Hall, 1965.
@ Leonard C. Silvern, “Systems Approach”—what is it? Educational Technology, August 30 1968, p. 8.
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59 IR v S g deE o5 U

3. Banley Homol MR

o)A 7R O] BaIEy EHEel BT HEEA WA KiELR vt HET 5 A Hglow
2 ek Zev F oo HENOR BET Aol iRl o744 2y BESe] RET
EYE +ARE 49 B2 g

Silvern & #5598 BM-S SHi3} f7ad T/ UFR o] F “Anasynthesis (FHTiRE E
HiFEa) 7ol e FIFES Weol 3 gvh ® 2ol debd, o« @ilE AN Hoe= M
o9 a, o % WHES] WA E=x HAMFANSR (FEstL 7] AEd EXNoz o &
Piisae el Fkdvke Aotk A (P MAERE (£H4) £l /AL = BiEs
W) s Rl o HEAES MEBIHHES MYt ZEo = {LEsH] A% AL
BHE of@arte Aolvh Silvern - o SHIBES chEs) o] Emstx glch. il H
FE Mst T Ml S FohAa o] & SEEAA REAZ = & —EY BEE weth RE

AL

iy o o & 2| H| st
(identify) (relate) (separate) (limit)

=1
02
=)
m

= & | st
(identify) (relate) (combine) (limit)

N

olshzre Frbx St fGAS BEE AXNZRA RlA REETS &R Bl g
3, o]AL HEel oS BEAY=Z2A &R Bt e RflEile] SEks -+ Aoleh
SHis fFEY B w MEY B Hthd wet d=skA gt BREZE SRS =t
Michaelis 7} $##27~éhe SHiA S 2= o3t 22 67Fx o] e},
(1) FEERY MRl dMiste] Zoks = iRdlS BEE EFshe 4.
(2) BaHIY Bl #R=Le] HfRkS Uhisle =& #she <.
(3) MELS] HERLEESRSF AL (L5 FEo = AuRd) ke #ERBRY BIER (functional relation-
ships) & FHEfbsl= €.

=k @ Leonard C. Silvern, Guide, Basic Analysis, Los Angeles, Educational and Training Consultants Co., 1967.
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HE—EEANA N B 3T EE =

(4) BT R A & FTEERE (T3] #BAcl=t B o e BGRE &t
&Zibsl= 4.
(6) ZEEES el Fksl= HA—EN, = BA—FERGKE ZEsA )3 ()
E meA7s €.
(6) |A—ELSY A A Y BRE RKRo2 AFE 7 g+ B ki) EE
Fk, ZEla o] fmkibell HEs = (FEIES RESE 4.©
A9 AA7A ®A T D) ~@) HHe 9%, 6)~(6) Hx= iFaFdelztn
= 7 g
Kaufman & E2HI#5TS] 34 & MERRSY 3P 3 —F3dr 13 2 3P § vhE3 2ol
FEEREREY
(1) E=A1¢] #9 (identification)
@) EAGH 2 BERE
(3) fRyEmES] P7E
(4) Bmgoll o3t HiT
(5) Hmge] Zhastk FIET
(6) BEMTS St sleoj=y

1% ETMez Yrbd A4 2A st ek

2% I Kaufman o #&&EZ (D)

: ¥ 3
Jr v ~|v' H
1.0 2.0 3.0 l4.0 0. 0
A zAEd 2| 94 | f9a% A% 544
%% 43 4 3 4 3 |

o] 72+ w4l & Kaufman & A= e whel Soks] 24 ;
1.0 EA 8 ; Fi7ee] YREE(What is) oF oFo 2 o}ok & 5] 4RAE (what should be)

o18] B A FAS; MY,
2.0 EARAs} ZxAR; BEEREA ks A2e Alus B Jdoled o
o] A FiEEs| = HIMEHIES QoI ol A FEsAU MIESE BES %7 ok

2 ® ol $REL Michael, Mechaelis 7} 2 kFe 258 9 AMiEiEEEC 22 A (19674 19 ~34).
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T RES Hele o

3.0 fRpuEmge] phaE s BEN BES pEtslsdl oA Jle dukxl HESe) f
B= = Rkl o 7lol A RS HEHES wEela o] o] zffiste] Eimksl EASL B
EReh Hg8] o] Wl BA—FNE, & MM REUT R ZEHS 1,

4.0 EREgel o3t BiT; BT wHAdA = e v HRolU EAF EXR, BE, &
FI= 3 pggkell =3 BEEERF REER.

5.0 ERES] #hZstk BT, EITARAA - BRI FIEHE w3 1 Ax
BE =7t ? 5 A fiige] o mabg EESIA 718 ETskE B EST Yk A,
6.0 slol=wl ; FR(EAER kel #% MRS BEES LEN BEMRSS § Sow

el b @

Kaufman & $]¢] o471 kAl F FATE 3 24 2 F5439 572 wAE BEEHS
Fi (System Analysis) .2, iz BEEHRTE, BT 9 FFES AlZFA A = EElEEA (System
Synthesis) o 2 B3 glcy Zelw & BEIGH ddA Szt BEREY =2AE 24
(L3555 H7 (Mission Analysis), HSAE/4#7 (Function Analysis), ZR%/%0#7 (Task Analysis), g

J21% IV Kaufman o] ®[ & EHZ (D)

A A 24 AAFT
s Froe 0 T
i l i ! :
=4 g P EL: A %5 e
=5 | A=y
%% 43 A3 290 (37
F
Loawes -
|
o Aseq b
|
o saes
|
ered  fe

# ©@ Roger A. Kaufman. “A Ststem Approach to Education; Derivation and Definition” AV Communicatiom:
Review, Vol. 16. No. 4 Winter 1968, pp.415~418.
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HE—EA A W B BT B H

N I
A BED 4 ' HEEE B 295 o] HEAZ T Ak

OEE V OHAES Y 7)Y (Kaufman)

J I I { T
7.0 2.0 5 B 3.0 10 5.0 o
o - A 2 ~ . A2F g4
EALE g oan | |FEAT AR A% 49 ol
ZN /\ Z\ N\ N
AT 1A -4 PPBS PERT HAE
5= HJ-° A A CPM A 7
A A4 A Ab

2 1.0: 2774 (Needs Assessment), 2.0: A A4 (System Analysis), 352 % (Behavioral
-objectives), 3.0: PPBS, ulal4174 (Method-means Sellection Process), 2] A 2-4] (Systems Analysis),
4.0: PERT, CPM (Critical Path Method), 5.0: 6] 2E, 337}, 3-%%FA} (Educational Auditing) 5
o|ct, ®

ol el A RIS BES ZA W3 FEY TR U A48 ngtm o) o
5 MgE BEE A4S Rkl olAlZA findl Y-S FIebd dalz (1) EEEe ke
A S Efget 4obrs @skd 7B BV BT ok € HES WA fulste &, (2) o
HEE ZAeed Lad BRERSY BiEs MPstL o F FaMmeR ey 13 &
I ol REE-S e 4, (B) BT gkl AR BEd Y ¢9EE s
d, (@) BB &7 AR A—ERY dAd BA-DREANA RS BRI =
o, (6) R, BRE, HEg 5O Siriaatel FE, FEERA A BHY BrEHEs @k
Y B AR A e Aoz FRE ¢ e Aok

I e L GER U

oAl 7R BNy Bl AT MESEME hLoR 2 kel HIE BT R st
o2 vk 4wl dAE KE-BEES LR BN B ded AR
A= gh. mA HE—EEY gl st Aslm, Lo w o] A T %
E-BEY RMERE 449 uo= g

i @ Roger A Kaufman, .
@ Roger A. Kaufman, “Accountability, a System Approach and the Quantitative Improvement of Education:

An Attempted Integration® Educational Technology, Jan. 1971, pp. 23~25.
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12 SHARRHE FcEE 34, 197

1. #Hz—8gol

olm] orel] Al Ezzgl ule}l o] Bl EEHIE WAt Mos He HARGRS FH, 2
g1 2 BHEY @A oAl #HE—BEEHT oEobd o HEEEE K
WA she £ EREY Hetclst € 4 vk ZelnE HE-SERGY Eifde Rl
A o] HERREE (Mo T2 HWEER) Bol FolsME EMET KIS ek

1) #—BERHY BRER

HiT—EERHE ERStE ERE oL Ko R figstivkell =eb MEKERS @A
el Aolvh $A o] HEREEHA (Components) Sl wsle] @wl EESo] sl g A
£ 7A S w2

M.D. Merrill & fEBEES (1) EE¥E, (2) ¥ahE, 223 (3) %7 (Instruction) & =453FaL
BIES oA 283, TAS, 4 #A 9 #EHH 22 e ek ® RK. Randall 2
(1) AE, (2 &R, () ¥ 2=z @) EAEERES @52472 g2+, MR. Eraut =
1) BE%, (2 #rH ) &x, @) #H 2 (6) HiliE2E, CJ Wallington 2 (1) 4l
A (Message), (2) AR, (3) &k, (4) & B, (6) gzt (6) BWEEMSS &% 1L
itk olel wlste] I.B. Barson & #£F 2El (1) BEHE, (2) #mdE, () & (@) B,
oldl (5) Hffi, (6) BAEE, () AR EE —Hd (FHR® 5 @HA7T AL,
Carlton W.H. Erickson & F-# 15ff¢] EEE 7|8slx ek 3, (1) #f@, (2 BEE,
(3) BPT, (4) WS (6) gis, (6) HEEURHL (7 osisleld= A, (8) HEM,
(9 #kh, (10) AFSE, (1) #BEX, (12) f&, (13) XE (14) @i, (15) =22
#%® So|c}, upxl=to 2 Baker ¢ Goldbergo]l 1 & HMERE (1) ##E, @ H
E, (3) slzE, (4) BEEHEA, 6) g (6 BEiEkE, (1) 2TRE (ke BT
)8 54 T7kA o] H

)9} o] ¥l webd Foz LT MEEC HEET dEE & 5 sk S
FIREl 77hA1 9 elel A fEiED A S-S s nw KHEE HR—EEY BRESREY e
8 MR &+ A+ A 2o

@ M.D. Merrill “Components of Cybernetic Instructional System” E.T., April 1968, pp. 5~10.

@) R.K. Randall, “Perspectives on the Instructional System” E.T., Feb. 1969, pp. 8~9.

2 M.R. Eraut, “An Instructional Systems Approach to Course Development” AV Comununication Review, 1967
15. pp. 92~101.

@ C.J. Wallington, “Instructional System Components” Audiovisual Instruction, May 1970, p. 22.

2 J.B. Barson, J.M. Gordon and W.R. Hornbaker, “Standard Operating Procedures for a Learning Resources
Center; A System for Producing Systems”, Audiovisual Instruction, May 1965, pp. 378~9.

@ Carlton W.H. Erickson, Administering Instructional Media Programs, New York; MacMillan Co. 1968, p. 455..

2 Gail L. Baker and Isadore Goldberg, “The Individualized Learning System”, Educational Leadership.
May 1970, pp. 779~780.
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HIE—SEAA ) B P BT BE e

N B &

@2 A EF@AA)

G A B

(4) #

6) #H o &E

(6) 7k & Hik

(7) MRk 2 HAT

(8) Fr7EmRsH] (Al 7))

9) w2l A= FHHEHEAE S

2) #I—RERH Hx

HIF—EBEY B S AR BEREEA AT ol FAY HEE olFoE2A parsl
oh, #@Eek MEE BRETEC #Ee BHEES /M 2 ERS 42 F A= AN
2o HEMBeR KA S B S HENe R Fa2 Zielstx T Aok

EBY #4549 (National Education Association) 22T #EMETLEZREE (Association
for Educational Communications and Technology) ol A 9131 # 4% &5 (Instructional System)el] v}
3k EFE 2H,

Mol A& HAMBY #MEo2E RAEY BEo Bl + =S R @ rE, '
B OTER HES) S BB FEA Aelrh oA R fMiws] &its Bl Ml
=g o] AL HETEHHES ffHete =22 HAL 3% (Programmed unit design) <+
of Felxl HEHE, @ikt B Fo= MRS v Aoluh o] WilSd e ST BEMEE
b AR dEsle] I KA FRW, A el K3 #om, T2aWHEES R H
fh 2 7FR HEk B HEREI HEd =2} Bl B kEs s Aol @

o] A thal wabdd, Wrffiz METIEFES FH#l7AAE @Este s EiE fEELE ol
I yiTELEE, B 2 ABRIS MAM 2 MBI e BoRske Aold, oA HuLH
By Bl 2 ZRaO) HHAY MERIERL ERCl BT BaES st el HESH
= FErel FrEBEY ERE RESES kel e Aok ®

Zheks) EHES HE—EEY Bl e #E—BEEES /M 245ty PEes
ERY ¢ Jd=E WHERES BENes FaA 2ozt 28 + Yt

2. HF—8RAMe B i

2 @ Donald P. Ely, “Alphabetical Listing of Terminology” AV Communication Review, Vol. 11 No. 1. Jan. 1963,
p. 76.
® LHiRBE.
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HZ—BE A9 BHNY -2 olml el Al A4S L whe} o] EAMo = RBHE £
Ire] Bl wEa vk, T HE-BEED-S BN BEEE ER Sffea =
BEE vg w@illA EHENY HElE EEIEFA KAl Aak o] FoAxE Aol ket 19
& q7HA REAA = o] FoIx7] ol Eol] #IZ—EE BHRIT BHEEY AR —
ET T7F vk wEbA BHlERmARY REL BFd w2 BEIS q74 = #iE—2E
<+ e I BT A3 RESS REE o5 2712 A

Robert M. Gagné = E&fHEETS] BES %51=lA (Design stage), #ERERHA] (Development
stage) o} FF{E A (Testing stage) = =43ala, #EatubAlel EfTsked #6119 BEE Milslz,
B} o byl EEG#E ol 2 o] Hasty, FEbwAldlE BEEMGL FEST 2
EUREGHE @as el oF vk Aoldh, B4 Al wkA ol = EHHE) (Job aids), ABEES
SR, RN, FIsREE 9 RRME] wasl ok sk, A FERA E b2 B
o "kl AAH L chgoll = EEIFIG BHAE 11 BReR EIUER Fa1s Y
oF gt REs glrh @

A& Aok vhgak & s 2 Aotk

() mkx EAFE
& 5 { (3) ML
2. %Eh = [(4) HESHT
(5) EBE
(6) F#5HhBh
(1) NEBEES 55
2) B B8 wA =4 (8) @RI

@) Fiks
3 (10) Z1TH%E
s wE A [ RHH—AAED
3 6 { (12) @HEE
5. ¢8 WA—13) E

R. G. Smith,Jr.= (1) ZEFFEHE (FR) ol LM ek B RS Mm Mok, (2) EmEst &)
T BTHE Q) HlEEd K3 BARES HRMQ FE @) LEZ «¢ GYE B
ET%S #%E (6) BE 2 W) 54 shshA A& %903, @ H Lehman & (1) R,

£ @ R.M. Gagne,(ed.), Psychological Principles in Systems Development, New York, Holt-Rinehart and
Winston, 1962.
30 R.G. Smith Jr., “Controlling the Quality of Training” “Technical Report 65~6, Human Resources
Research Office, June 1965.
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(2) BEE, (3) BEmEsR, (4) &M@ HZE, 6 EE () BT, (0 FEHZE @ I&EF 59 o
Q7hA #iR—BEANAY BilEsL "dAE RES YU @

Lave ¢} Kyle & 9712 wlA & WAL g&ul, o5 B4, (1) 5§, (2) #@E, ) HAY
o] HigE, (9) AR HE 6) SR, (6) WEER, (7) "lzw, (8) fRRAEE o
7HA HEE, (9) A% Solvk A o] 5L wk=A] ol HFE HEwHAE I &

b 9 &d WEST ek e
slol gz A4l gel e olul koA AR Kaufman o MMM BRS B} 3

AHE 2ol §& & 5 drk 7164 Carpenter 9] #ES St Bd 218 HiZE =
£ A el 2%& ot el 57kA Al w3k gUkska glek
A s A BT ¥ RS WRRdE 4,
=4 BEE —#IY = KRS TRZEEH Subsystem) 2 i 7] = <,
Al ol E HERES] WATHSES MUst, AUy, R, ER 2 BHIRY MIEFEARGE
WEdt zieflel MRS Mleke <
dlA s HEEskeb L #ERRE ARl sk A 2 359 5 e B
Bl kak AHE A ZiTd A+ debn A3 = BES ahlse d
A IR s s e MRS KE R e Bl delA
ERERoR FRY BALE o€ & =S HETAES HFE FHElE6s d Solrh @
S.L. Yelonx Carpenter o} w53k #2538 st gleb, 2 oW & 8¢ BR = 724
2.2 57k ®HAE AMek sk Aoz AAstn, T @RS wAE ohg 2%} zo] MM
festa gt @
obel o] AU el wkel o] I HETIEF = (1) BRG] MES = Hek, (2 &
HAEEY BUL, (3) REMIAELENS S’ HEolW dikel B i FE @) BH
Z>t pEE, (6) gl TR BT MES e FE o o] FAXA e o«
o RiE-2 #aHe Rt EMY B kel 42 %5"{’101] Hjsee] o Rojdlut, Sl4=Y L
FrE B e st 45 el faidsl 2 EIEMTEE AL Wit gl
ol Al 7R #HiZ—EREN AL Bl BTl e AEE TR B Ak REES
A Bokel, 2o R Mol oL fRFo vy AR TS JHAL FA—dtela vk chul &

ON

=
oo
oo
®
>t
it
o
X
pi%

#F 8D H. Lehman, “The Systems Approach to Education,” Audiovisual Instruction, Feb. 1968, pp. 144~148,
@ R. E. Lave Jr.and D. W. Kyle, “The Application of Systems Analysis to Educational Planning”,
Comparative Education Review, 1968 12, pp. 39~56.
33 C. R. Carpenter“Approaches to Promising Area of Research in the Field of Instructional Television” New
Teaching Aids for the American Classroom, edited by Wilbur Schramm, The Institute for Communication

Research, Stanford Univ. Press, Stanford Calif., 1960, pp. 75~6.
3 S. L. Yelon, “Toward the Application of Systems Analysis to Counselor Education, E.T., March 1969.
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JRE VI | #AAH ] el (28)

4 25 A3 I uhak « A 3} AR ek AR AE
& A) (3l A =2) A E 7 £ (41 4-8)
nl 21—

£l detn shd 2AL —Ee BES ¥ BER Mgl webaq ZebAlsa skl e
A A fiRE AL hLoR I ETARS %%01 2ukdt 2 g S el A b3t
2o JEEle] A Aot}

Axl 2 3k, S, BE 2 BESS BVske ekt ARk o,

A2 B AEMe ERI REY BALE feke AW EHREC AR, HE, 6@
WHES THBHERS) & Hitste BEstd BHaA2 = IE willkie 32 SR&EE0

AR 2 RS BAEE ol T HAdA B wihEN 5 AAdse 4,

W2 B BHET puRel EMBES AW He A} MEDT FES dFEALE S
i slolz=w Folek & AolTh

1V. #ag—EEa Ao flane] Bl —REsRES fl—

o)A A ] BN BEEe] I EEL ol v A AR Kol A S HfZ RAE W
U gich 2 nz &A% S EEel 1 B R iR o vldA gEilEL
o MR Mg EEEEd B3 WX AT hLoR Asurle e dAzA AAA
2o &8 n4—F5rgd AdE T S5FT AL Bk M WEE e A #et
o ohZ27 2 g},

1. Gerach ¢} Ely o #fi#y #imoll 2lst HiREL

Vernon S, Gerach 9} Donald P. Ely & #{ZiG@)el gleiAe] #ghivyel I (Systematic
Approach to Instruction) 8] HEWS 724 HF—BE ERSE 1074 EXERE
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J8E VII 88 #aol &t #igiedl

| a= am |-
W& E g aliaidln
° Awm s | | [
) K B A7 MAy |- 45 27
2z 7a || B
A — A& N3 |
U N (P S
T S -

[GLA
.
T

B Rste $1oF o] BHMERS fnsty dek S HES #ifAME 2 WA EES MY -
IREEEL TES ME o HIEENRY EE - BESHEERK - REEE > 2ESY A
- BEZFEEE - el BEY pBtEFE - dol= 59 HFE WEF Ho ek S
o] MBS ohA FMUIshE Al HEiEE v #RETS I B4 BEEL = gusta ok
- {7E) EE (Behavioral objectives) & BIH{LeI= BA)d] EEE7L o] HIEES EZRNE o+ 9=
= RJES et BEDT chgdle BEH g Wit e BEel #isb ERT
T Bl2Ed o3 BAEY KE 5% HE BHEt olAL LeEE BEEY HIN =<
HERYQ) 1AFEEE/TE) (Entering Behavior) & Fobivh,  vbf whAlol= FiEd] HEE /M3 %
ez ERT + vt 445+ 2E gk 2 Z1s 55 Fohl o] M (Intructional
Strategy) & Al-&vF, o] HiMgel 7Sk BA{E R, g’ifﬁﬁ&ﬁ BBl #Emel el st
o £%& ERHA ¥ FEE ek oAl o Ssle] LEIRE, FRKE BT () S
WA st FA¢ s = SEERE HREHAA Aol olelstd BEEe] HiTs 1 BE
T BRE FESIE, FEARC =z 2 3] oA FREF Gz S e duH 3
A& wrohvzie}

2. Cyrs 2t Lowenthal 2| #FRIE U #inpaflel &1

Thomas E. Cyrs Jr. ¢} Rita Lowenthal & 88818y #2305 1S #EHEE= FEHIH O
FOZERFTS RE & vhgal o] BEIG L ® TR BEPIE 2 BTARS 1ws s

bt

rln

7k 3 Vernon S. Gerach and Donald P. Ely, Teaching and Media: A Systematic Approach, Englewood, Prentice-
Hall, 1971, pp. 12~30.
% Thomas E. Cyrs Jr., and Rita Lowenthal, “A Model for Curriculum Design using a System Approach”
Audiovisual Instruction, Vol. 15 No. 1, Jan. 1970, pp. 16~18.

— 227 —



18 SR REGE 34, 1971)

J2lE VI FHEREHRE st R HaEi

No. 10|
T %3 7t
No. 5|
LA 43
A, 25 5
J |
No. 1 No. 2 No. 6 No. 7, No. 8
= 9 3E A3 l m4Ale A -
bl I 23l AN | 3L AlY
(@l R | (@A FH) | (FEu e [T AR (15)
2} ) I os =)
7 !
No. 3 No. 4
A HzE | AL A
3 4
+ 7 No. 9
A% HAE
' 4
A 2
J8E IX ERE &E &5
] LA
2z 1| [(AZEXF)
{
4 A ! agAzwn || Ry
P R SR R R Sanas B
HaE b R EE | AN A
! | =
0 4 T
09 i
+E 11 N sgE | | %A
o L TV
i &
% P i
soo=| | maz3
A 3
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B2 g
HERERE It ErlEAEE . (27 VI
(1) Ee] A3 BRHEA @ A= sty F BEtsAl & BHEE #Mstr] et g4
g 2 sk bl 2E A S AR
ARt EES BE: e BE BT 2 BEAEE B4Y mtees) dudd
ok B4 o)A Yete] A7 WA Azt BHol ok BEE HMHRY 4+
Al =e
(3) A4R 8] ZE (Pretest) o] {Fpl : BEIEH A £ 7F7] fiiell AHA 6l 2E & Fslo] B9 3
KES BT o] Ao i TPl i ukE Bl BE o3 S Wl
4) BEANEY BE  BARBAE MUE 2 A B 2Ee] o she] BA:9 Bijkio] i
Eelw BiEERel A ARel ElHA Aol
(5) #iZEWRY HE : AEC] @Al A" o] AEIR BEEEH A £ gEe 8
B 5 &ES HoREik g 7k k=
(6) BT + Q& &R BUE : ZIET LASFTED Bhdh EE] o AL
T = HiER A o sk BFIeh
(7) #3%B7EY BE: BE, AR 2 B S &iE &EY #EEHRe] EiEs
(8) #ipEfy : ZEN B, FiE Wi 2 HH S d=/ W HiEsel HAEMAE L
B EEe] wel EMR o
(9) = vl ZE (post-test) 8] 77#7 : & Bijge] vk A 7HE J@she] b2 whAlel vhot
A =k olwld A sE A HZEY Aslel vla AESY HBES & F A
Al =k
(10) #H&EFE : 2 BEY L EES Ystd & TR @] HIFES L slol=
MEc qld 7Hed kA FikEe]l s
BEANE #iz E8: (o7 IX)
o] g F—Adl &kl RER wbF 7L U3F
e st zruks] 4o 8ks = g},
A BESd a3 | 5% shabdlr] sk FHii Bl 2Bt AL o) Ao HAl2
FFo] AR LILIL) 2 Vel xle), oh-go 2 wbl o ik BLEAEA v 5o B5EW
Eust KEHR FERS I oldl whel AR, KEEF L@ BEEIl WAk
TEE] v Fo] Wgo] wal A oo A3t Sl HEIT. BASLS EH
EEEIS ITE BERIAA A HEFTAI A1 O o] well #Ffie]l BhJjel el A BAERSS
CFF{E (Self-evaluation) 7} F-Aloll #sled el £ A zbH S FREEE) 0] o] Fol == 4}

(2

FF#V

=

32

rlo

A8 BEFAFAA 2y 2op A

m])' —-[o

g
|

B

=1

an}
]"_?{_4

&
I -."i L3

]
Eq

£
AL H
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S HAEE Fohe] AR laEdshol olFel WAL WRAE o2l e EEBAE Cyc) ol
RESAA o3& gdoz de] g

3. BUIC III £7°E Brfdle &l

BUIC (Back-up Intercepter Control) III -& FzgTE# Fjoll 4 E&HIAY 2T ks

o
Atk =2awo g D PRl el o] AlY & 1954~19551 ol g0 = FEFabe] AL
T 5ERE Al @
3

AL, 196430 o] 28] EHHFH KiES Q&0 24 BUIC I A8 L 5
ol Bl MMERLE 8/M2 £ 5 Jdeb, ohgd BEE el A

]ru
3L
fo
rO
o
i

7 2 qv),

JglE X BUIC III MH&H2 28

ST IIEMH
—_— S —
22k, A, A A3t u) L/ 544,
LR Az, 24, 3
! !
B i 9ot & Y| =
=2 d [ e =
— SR 2= E = kA vlkoH—ot o - 121 AR F—= A =
- FeAs PEIEANH ) 5 upopa g, A b
=R | leda Ay 90w | BIEEE ey T T
— A G . A <&
(x}e mol= 5
—| A5F | | 2 A= 4e Fnuew
) “J‘J‘ol- —9-:IL,1 *15‘;-,0 /}LOH_S_&—,
il | —— urek 55 ztopul
1
8.2
524 3] el
e
) 4 2

(1) IR (real needs) o] Bl : o] = 2=l e] FRBLS M2 HiES H(HE HAo

2 Qg A il KIlEER #ided, RNEET JEED Solh

(2) PSR EBES) LU« Bk AEsl AR EBISES B, & BHY #e =
(3) MERREIERS] FHUI : BEHS) DIAN, AUZEHERRBIGR, BRI IR, Exb BERD S
(4) # %S M5 547 BUIC ¢ 7%, @5 10(FEM] s 9 o etn

BTN BT R, A A e U S
() e R S T RUR, BB/, WRY, HIRM, ML ECRB RETEO

& & BUIC III Training Needs Analysis, TM—2415/000/01, 30 Ang. 1965, System Development Corpora-

tion, Santa Monica, Calif.
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A R RERY EE.
(6) st B 7T =t EAgRd 3T BRE BRAY L, Figse $E W
B, B AR JIGRE S MEd FrEsk gt 2 B EE.-
(7) ol fk3r BaHIS] FR(E : EHBES AT EHMN =v el KT FUERS L
HIEERY S HraTE.
(8) slel=wzl BIF : =2adle g Wz BEEY Ra & EdR dol=y
3 gkl BEMTES A
4. Tuckman 1} Edwards o| #ig:%itel EAS 2Ist BHER
o] 28-S Bruce W. Tuckman 3} Keith J. Edwards o] {&3le] $2%=] AQls] o] EBHI=3E &
HigEter 1A S 15k EER Aok vhg BEEHA £ F = vk 2ol o
2L uskx Eie R 2A drel A B AAE Firelvh drldle (1) REMH Q) &
Bk 8 TR RS R fHe] Ea=vh B M-S (1) #EEES WMot (2) FEED
w8 B PHTERE kel A -2 BAREEY BT FEERLEY WES gf
3} 3 (Operation) o] i, whx =} - o]0l = 5} RKIEHES @Edet ®
o] =3 HEPE ke FHUS ek A, Bl delA MEMYIL £ RE

o
o
of
L

b

&

J2E XI #HigEMAS fls EHZE

Zon i A Z A
itk S S LI ikt 1
; ‘, . Vo j
' amAEd | E il L
Vlameae | |mes muo . Lo mmEm | '
: » h FIIE ) )
V| Gres) (TR ) Clom - :
' (HE55 57 : :
: :
i ] 1
* : O ! :
i B B , ) .
! SmmE @ B : ) ; )
) v
! . I : ! '
' ) ]
. I : : uTr[ELU(}—\' . . "
: B ! : B . ] » :
' S | :
IL-_-_.__.__.___,_._-..__._________.______l-__J A e ] { L 4

- g --
irmEEDeDEOE I E R SR

=t @ Bruce W. Tuckman and Keith J. Edwards, “A Systems Model for Instructional Design and Manage-
ment” Educational Technology, Sep. 1971, pp. 21~16.
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(Task analysis) ol &] 3ke] Jfpsl=nt TEIHR (behavioral outcomes) & Z#9] o2 Wik
e delvh vhioll = olshze] Zirdt AL fTEAEE (behavioral objectives) 2 FHBULE}A
=&, A7d e TER AR o3t pigtel =3k MUR, BigtE WHEA Sk 1k (Conditions)
o =hah Bk, BUBREES FEE N Eid g WUk Sol @iAch =Y TEHEY
FIMEE AF HHEES —F HERY 54T (Structural analysis) o] el = fish=rk {TEIRY HIE
£ 2 IERFEY BIfREES wel e delvh oArledl e KEES TS M¥ske A<l o EHl
wl o] REELS 1TBell ATk FEE Fodol, = REMTE) FEskol LIl o v B
gP 5L Fodoln, 1 A3 PHTE = FARELERN T8 Folalstd Aske #¥s] st
+ @t A Ee,

EA9 i el Av #EFEHS Wil U3 FEEKE HEEe dol ¥R #
ZEES Bkl = ol A RFIWoR B THAES /MY PSR BT Y2
NEE FFEEHS #Fitste Yol Ieh 716 WHERE o= 7Hx JikEe] EEESA BA
o AW BAEY EHN HEEM EE), ol B KA B, £ HEREEs U
WO B, M AT HESH SO RE S RES BEEAS whdstd A 2ok
B3 FEERS #aitd = (HRIEFE (individual evaluation), Y 7F(E (formative evaluation),
223 $EE ZFE (Summative evaluation) 58] Al 7kx] H3 o2 ipe] & 5 vl o] AF
o 2% 9%REY ALUANA WRHE il ¥ 3o 2950

A1) S Operation) ol §lel Al #EEBS HiTe olnl el A o ol HEHEDS
Hol MelA kel 4 el n [l HEE A EWROL kAT oA & Wil
ZoaAY & WESER] B o whok HEY Aoleh o7l elA FEEHE 2T
Slo] 4 BB (Terminal objectives) b EIETHEAME #UIR Ak $ Hafs ok

wpA o 2 5]o] =¥l 5l K/ (feedback and iteration) bl REHIEA slol A Fha phiEH
(Critical) b7l 24 SHAS EERRE Fiiel poiel #libste2A BEESA Y whisgsA =
o o2& AAE AzHA Y EAANR S KESM slv ol E Sii-ofagE -
slo] =l 55 ffeeeee 02 Zheks] AAS & F & Aol

o{

TCo
A=

[Ciy

kel A gEEsEe 9 #iE—BE 1 BB Wl AR ol dlohe] Zhwkal Ame olw] A
2 WA AR Re] o] TE ME—FEN By Jeld AL BT DR
LM E —FFe & 4 deh o ;ﬂga b ol vk Bl $1614) BRY Bolu),

A6l IRE BEES i B o Qud BES MES KBE SH—ia—ER—
sl =g WAAA wAQluk 74 A A2 HEES desbdelrh o % Feldd chi
s 2,
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8734
52T AT
D+ 4 (A A% Pege Aw
AR W AE—FEEE
F2IA -3 B5Y A I
@A A T
BN ERE:
DAL (v H) e
AN LETH—F, A%, A4 5
2) = ¥ ° i T % L5 AA AA
2w}
Wi AEAE
LELETY A, A7, FE£ 5
S74 A2 3ok
q2EE] A8
Y [%7}2}3 A ] A kel o5 43
. 1 37k 21 7] © =
4) sjo] =) ] AR A
o] =) —44 1.9l

24, fF5E, EHA, slel=wle wAldl dlelA, oMY dhl-> HIEAEY Sl Bk
224 2 fEEBE-E {7E)H i (Behavioral objectives) o] [fiifto] 2, #rirel #OS HIREMES EE
PR BRIl , MY oS B =v ez Eijolx, slelzwl-g AlAle FFEC
gk giEst [ kol EES T glvla & Aol

=13
=

V. m

rr

ol Al 7bx] ERHIRY Hedrol AT MEES WA A Eky E ool o] HfIMY TS MR
ol IR #UR—8Ee sl 2R B IS B AR EEHe Rl 4
Aolet, oA 7R A L A& ziuks] EEyebd #E—BEAN AL B #Er

Al 2 EZREtRA she #EAEEE WS SPBulse @ 24, mlA —#RY BEE (General
‘Objectives) &] 7Kiffol] 4] o] & FFH R (Task Objectives) & 43HiskaL, ol & vhAl ERHERE
(Enabling Objectives) &} H 9] JLH#EIFH (Criterion item) S0 2 47 BIALsl= AT 178/ H
PR == #6355 B (Terminal objectives) 2 #HH fisl= =A<},

EA 2 o] [TEIHEE et oA BE Ikt A ey e HEE

&L RS B HRE RPIAY A2 SRS BEN e wEUE
A Az
A oo FER Bl ok B RS Bk A SA EES A 7
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T+ A HAdA HEEHS ERS A7 e 2 BURE #RE T e AS v
T FAHE RAE Axe, sixtoz v FHL A8t iR T FIFHE
sl % pypbe] e vl 3o BB BEWTEE ol Fel vobrke sl o=l & AzE F, —
Wl wEe week ¥ Aol

olshre S HMHEN MR ARES AT R HEEAE Zold #d
BB B HEN BRS stEAk & WAL AWE] BV = FAd #EAN 2
o, BEAMY WES #AEd dAA HBEAR i #MHH, BE S EXT BR
BAS mEsln Qoh, ftkRcet o %S BAES Ao 3k, o5 MAE o ST
B HEE oS [ L7 A gow ohd AHAd Fdde Aoleh o7l 9204/‘1 B
S Bhk sk RS BALE o) FE Wk F #Ad Wik EHY HE
2 8% F o gEhgel A sAsE Aot

HES] HIFRH-S Ea, $lolA A7 wkel o] IR A, REM BEEE 4
ok, oldl w2 EEY @At A, Aod RS AT, HEmfEe] S28s
519 FiEkH-EAl, BEHIY Lot ol SHHEA & fEKe} ok o il A sk 7t
3 ek, ol eb-e Ritel el A me} o EivEME T BN = S A 2E HEEE
%ﬁ“ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬂﬂ

By TS whE ol obb-d HIR—BEY Ml st A =& FEMRS EHOE vt
Hal E Ao B

g ny BETS 9o 4] Abs B 2 W {lAY R (Observable outcomes) wk-& 723k 1w 2] A%
WA #ES & 8 BB, HEED MY TEEES 4288 A9 A8 E 9dA uch
= P A—E A wE $ET U X #IRREREN A ol Tl A= AR A E el
n W22 s EAkE AA gk 2y o]  EAE st Fohll e A3t ol
g AAg WS 2T ke Qe E BHR B Bete WY 2e = )
gl A=, v$el dAnch #igh, WM, ME S EEE oS AT
24 Fdlz G4 FAR HHA A WY AR MHES oS 5

®eh e,

0,
=

)Eﬂ

(]

I

A

o

=
A

3
+

5|
A

I

I oy o
N

et
¥
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Z2E XK

X

w

10.

11.

12.

14.

16.
17.

18.

. Buckley, Walter (ed.) Modern Systems Research for the Behavioral Scientist, Chicago; Aldine

Publishing Co., 1968.
Chestnut Harold, Systeins Engincering Tools, John Wiley and sons, 1955.
Commission on Instructional Technology, To Impurove Learning, Report to the President and the

Congress of the United States, Washington, D.C., U.S. Government Printing Office, 1970, and 1971.

. Gagne R.M.,, (ed.) Psychologycal Principles in System Development, New York: Holt-Rinehart and

Winston, 1962.

Gerach V.S.. and Ely D.P., Teaching and Media; A Systematic Approach. Englewood. Prentice-Hall,
1971,

Gigch John P. van, and Hill Richard E., Using Systems Analysis to Implement Cost—Effectiveness
& Program Budgeting in Education, Englewood Cliffs: Educational Technolgy Publiscations, 1971.
Hall. Arthur D., A Methodology for Systems Enginering,  D. van Nostrhed; 1962

. Keoski J. F., Crumber J.P.. and Kinzer J.R. Criteria for Decision Making, Autonetics Devision of

North America, Rockwell. March 1968.

Krumbolts J.D. (ed.) Learning and the Educational Process, Chicago; Rand-McNally, 1965.
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