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Abstract: Since took office in 2002, Bush administration has made its effort in reforming and innovating its
governmental sector. Guided by U.S. government’s Budget and Performance Integration initiative made by
Bush Administration. Office of Management and Budget developed and initiated the Program Assessment
Rating Tool, or PART, into government’s practices. This paper introduces the whole procedure of PART im-
plementation on the basis of history of PART and evaluates its practices during the past few years since
PART was created. This paper also reviews both the strengths of PART and challenges it has confronted dur-
ing the past years. By doing so, the authors wish that this paper will be beneficial to reevaluate the value of
“interior evaluating model” and further understand the development trend of China’s government perform-
ance evaluation in a theoretical perspective.
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HEH T 240 3 H 72 (President’s Management Agenda,
PMA) . B H H L% (Freedom to Manage
legislative proposals) F1Ii H PPk 432k T H (Program
Assessment Rating Tool) %5— R A1 ({1 E{ ik . 'EiX

! Breal, Jonathan D. Three Bush Administration Management Reform
Initiatives: The President’s Management Agenda, Freedom to Man-
ageme Legislative Proposals, and the Program Assessment Rating Tool,
Public Administration Review, Junuary/Feburary 2007, P.21.
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B, DLAER AR 8 T H S HR H B I vl &, A BT
SR PART PriPAli It H 4 4 GApRAY, 205l k-

2 Mullen, Patric R. Performance-Based Budgeting: The Contribution
of the Program Assessment Rating Tool, Public Budgeting & Finance,
Winter, 2006. p.80.
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3 OMB, Guide to the Program Assessment Rating Tool, 2007, p.5.
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¢ Mullen, Patric R. Performance-Based Budgeting: The Contribution of
the Program Assessment Rating Tool, Public Budgeting & Finance,
Winter, 2006. p.84.
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7 Office of Management and Budget, Budget of the United States
Government, Fiscal Year 2008, Analytical Perspective,p.14.
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