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o D=—XFFEMM( Assessment of Need for the Program)

o QtA)—EEfli( Assessment of Program Design and
Theory)

o QEheEF(Mi( Assessment of Program Process and
Implementation)

o @7 IbHLEEM( Assessment of Program
Outcome/Impact)

o OXFEMEEM(Assessment of Program Cost and
Efficiency)

Rosszi, H. Peter et.al, Evaluation; A Systematic Approach Seventh
Edition, SAGE Publications, 2003
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g B2 i Assessment of Program Cost and Efficiency)

77777 L ERAh( Assessment of Program Outcome/Impact)

e Tl ( Assessment of Program Process and Implementation )
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t A1) —EE i Assessment of Program Design and Theory)

—

= —X M Assessment of Need for the Program )

Rosszi, H. Peter et.al, Evaluation; A Systematic Approach Seventh Edition,
SAGE Publications, 2003




D =—XEFfl( Assessment of Need
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1t A")—EE{l( Assessment of
Program Design and Theory )
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QE e sEM ( Assessment of Program
Process and Implementation )
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@7 S LFEE( Assessment of
Program Outcome/Impact)
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GFEMHEEM( Assessment of

Program Cost and Efficiency )
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The Unified New Orleans Plan
Citywide Strategic Recovery and Rebuilding Plan
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(Introduction)

2. B2 B B EHE %EEZF:?ASSGSW ent)
3. Ee#HTOY %Cé.tjjv.ojf Rc?e[ﬂi/ Framew ork)
4. ThiEHh {88 5 iE ?;ﬁrﬁ%@:gof Recovery Projects)
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(A. Citywoide Recovery Projects Summary Sheets)

TREEF
(B. List of District Projects)

AEF [¥ Summary of Recovery Projects&EE>TULNAMN . BEOQO AR FKETEI D
Strategies., Policies* " *ZRLTI=t D THY . B BRET BEIELERL 1=,




State of Califorinia
Multi-Hazard Mitigatoin Plan

 Chapter 1 Planning Process

 Chapter 2 Legal, Institutional, and Policy Framework
 Chapter 3 State Mitigation Strategy

<7 IMALFEE. >

» Chapter 4 Profile of State Assets
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 Chapter 5 Assessing Hazards
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« Chapter 6 Local Hazard Mitigation Planning
<TI0 LREAE >

« Chapter 7 Funding Sources and Capability
<RhFE1EFT >

« Chapter 8 Enhanced Plan Criteria Achievements Program
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