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A Study on the Project Manager's Reaction to R&D Evaluation

and Its Influencing Factors
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<Abstract>

An effort has been made in this paper to measure the project manager's reaction to R&D project evaluation and
present the useful information related to rebuilding an R&D evaluation system. Results of this study show that pro-
ject manager's reaction is related to the selection of reasonable items for evaluation, the rater's expertise, the pro-
ject manager's participation in evaluation process and so on. Accordingly, managers of the research institute have

to set up the evaluation system after deeply considering these results.
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