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g HRER

FRB AR U DA ST T TP RS 468 Ty
THAEA S B R A RE—0E CGRIERS » 2005) - HIFNETE— RIS
16 S T L AT Y T B A LSO K > (B 7]
L B SR BB OIS PSRRI R S R
RS (RFRNEILIE B - AT 5y PRI LAY T T EL R R SRR R 1
ELFITAE A5 AV CE CE R 1 P T BRI - HORAD(TAE IR S
LU LR TTBOARE , HUTRR BRI A T B ATEIAS
R RS TR AR -

BUTLHEERSEH 94 SFEGERUT T EREM LR A SR BT R R
ZE AR CAER A IR B BRI AE H CIE R s H - &
wten T | A B V) SR S SRR AR E - thAe e I FIEE R AR E BT
BUARHISE « AR T BT L2 SV 2 AR 2 5 - 1% %
G E A 4R G AR A T SAE UM FT S s HRAT R R AT > DU T RiETE
s BN R AR R BT G R A M e -

A - BRAEFFERAT SRR E R

—fEIME > BRSNS DU AR SR R AP R R E 2 =
PR TR A EREREHANEEHE TH 25 (Marsh, 1987, Wachtel, 1998) » Zjji»
HIFEANAREREE L EEZEZZE & - AMA/DEZ A S
FE R S T RH BB BT A 222 s E Ry AT BE MR HH T84 » 140 Hinton (1993) 3
RRE TAREBE ) WERTSG & 0 B4 s S RNEH AR = 880
FLfE o 1 Ornstein (1990) RISE Ry 2 aT s Hp AR AT )5 24 38 1 f i HH 25 22 Hh A
BB R EHE - thoh » B AR RS SRR T AR o H
BRI ESR B R4 - B EER S E - TEIHIEETLL A
AV E (reification ) » 52 AT Ry i 45 ST R il 3 8022 07 =UAN B S T o
R Z=AVZEE (d’ Apollonia & Abrami, 1997; Wilson, 1988 ) - 12 EL ¥ AR Ak 2y 4k
HIFEHYLEY E 2SR L —E AR B S IE iR (overly generalized ) Y
PR R P A S W it P A S A 1 AR S AVERAE b > PRI 2 A= R RS Y
BEEEER - 2ok n s R BRI R T T R AR T RE A R HI e AY5& M
EENB R ERRBRNER - MIFRMRN—4EEFTE B 2aERE
Z IR Y B R A ETHI B -
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PRGEM I F A FEREFRE AT ES SR DT

— BEERRGED

B I T Y B AV S RS AR A BT B8 = R AR AR DT PUAE
TEEIHSE | FETE BT - BRIT AEIAE - AR - DIREEWH
FEBEE Y A BIER A2 % R fHRBH S B ( Abrami & d’Apollonia, 1990; Abrami,
d’Apollonia, & Cohen, 1993; Marsh, 1984 ) » H.Ht » X DRI RS A ETRYER £
HEE A EPNEE - AN > RAetE " 22, B T ERAERR, BE
HIPT AR SR T HAEAE B T IRERHIE ) 81 " ILEEhec i | S5
KR E - RyEEnkia miteE B B FTER 2 HoREVETE & R A B He e teiE ki
i EEVEARE RIS J0{] SRR S R fE B U ERC R EReET FE S & -

= BARE T HAER

fR¥% Arreola (2000) HyREHE > B2 5V T Bt R LR HI B 77 B
DUF Ay

(—)#ETE4R%Y (instructor-constructed form ) : ZF fo E it 4 B e G -

(D)ZENHZEAY (instructor-selected form) : R T #BEANETE H 2 51 - EFRHA
R H AR T PR ALY T B R o SRR E YR A T R
= | &% (cafeteria system ) °

(Z)EAEHR (standard form-optional items ) : & F= T EFE—4HFTA SRIZED 8 Y
EH - R —4HZEN R B E T E R E o ARV E R AT DU B2
BémIVEH -

(") 253135 —#Y ( multiple standard form ) : 7 ZE(FFEFE R 7% - FHEEMIE M -
() B —HE#ERY (one standard form ) @ £R{EH—(HILEINESR -

H AT & RS2 m AR B — R AR ER - ERRFERENY
BT EAE R 5 > HAETRBE NSRRI (ATt B s ) — &
ASPELARAE > (HHBARE R SA N A FIBRAERIRE o B0 DA EE S8k Fy EHTRR
FEFT{sE A B ER DT TR BT ] e BT et s L R AR AR AN ARA] - S - —ERFE
TR —HE RBEEAEE - MR E - ERERIT AR EE
B AR - IEBIRERTRAIES - BRI E 2= R R AR A -
It > SEBEREZEHIHIT S - — (S B AR S8 AR A U WA [ SRR Y
Rtk > A REWLBI AT SRS R TS B H LA B SOE B B8 -

PRI > 58 R(E IR R M T e a T AV ST B R ME R I E BETHY LIE &
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& > FTUSEERIE RS A T AHELES - Arreola (2000) HEEHtFHERRIERAN
EETEREER T TEY) > REMHIEEFENESR - A B s A
WEnE A (SRR EER) FFER - REAEH RN SRR A1
H - 2RI > SERBABEETH BT ER AR TMNERENHNY - RpELE
HBETREI TR E YR ERE H (Ory & Weities, 1991 ) » Bi U BEEAEIES S
STHREE o A E PR B R 1S HI 0 H 2 0 [0 g8 (Theall & Franklin,
2000) « AR (ERRAMEERF > Arreola (2000) 30k > TEESHE | ERMES
— 40 AU O H S R B FRAE R WA R Y L [F R >t e e
S H RS HIENE E AR TS AR E R T ANER  MEEHER LR
F4s > 2 i e SRR AR 22 B L L ERPLL A T R B3 - SsHE T B =
TSR R R AT A Ry T T SR 4 BT = R A R AR R
JEE o T AR AR S U AR R A RE R -

= - AWK S B

—fEIME > ARSI REER A TR - B - ST (AHREE
WA ) - BEFER B AE 2 R iV IR RS - L8 A BRIV P B o f A SR
ERIEERL (Cole, 2005) @ MEEZEIRIRE =R AEPE RS T L ZEZ#RE -
BB MR MRS G R R B AT RVE R EEE A (Schillewaert, Langerak,
& Duhamel, 1998 ) -

AT - RS R GHY R R HARARRTGH OIS - 1
EEEOUR G T » MG REREIE » IF B AER R 5515 2
= HEGEAIE ZE (Cole, 2005, Kiesler & Sproull, 1986, Kwak & Rafler, 2002,
Schaefer & Dillman, 1998 ) - [ /28 SR EINPHET I » SEEATSEINE
BHHEME - RZEAIBHIEERTE TR A A B P& 5 UAY 72 52301 52 BHAE Y
¢E 5. (Carini, Hayek, Kuh, Kennedy, & Ouimet, 2003; Layne, DeCristoforo, &
McGinty, 1999; McCabe, Diez, Boyd, Nelson, & Weitzman, 2006 ) « 541 » McCabe
FEAN (2002) EEAE ES RSN PR  RERELER (WArEHEE
HIEE—% ) B EHRAAEANEELEHEEEZR - M
McCabe £ A (2006) HYRHFT 3 B E 408 R GHY B e R IHEE B P
HEE (AR MG EE R A MO ) B 2 1 B ENTT RN S 8HA
BLERAVER S - 281 - — et A ERVEE E A nTRE £ A [E]
HYEHAR SR - PR G IRAR SHIREN - FrlE SR E B2t
@i HATE (social desirability ) 822275 22 ( Kiesler & Sproull, 1986; McCabe, Boyd,
Couper, Crawford, & D'arcy, 2002 ) » £ A2 1E 0% B A & UMY AR - 1H
EE AL BRI R AA S SR ek E HALERY[EZ (Turner et al,
1998; Wright, Aquilino, & Supple, 1998 ) -

216



PRGEM I F A FEREFRE AT ES SR DT

R4dps 6 2A Bt - TEE P SNT 26 225 v 2 HH R FH 4R R Y
ERE th DUARA B IR RESS (Chang, 2004) - 372523 B AATEST (6 4R
ARG MG IE R B2 e i T H 2 MRS - MECRIE RS It s
bR IH o Centra (1979) PR EMGEISCR AT EZF =702 —
AREABERERR - —RIME - RATHEEE R E SRR UK - H4E
PEEFHEI (OISR A FIRH 78 R Al A IR AR A o K28 E B i Wit S s
VARV SR AU SRR A R = R 48RS a8 (Ardalan, Ardalan,
Coppage, & Crouch, 2007; Avery, Bryant, Mathios, Kang, & Bell, 2006; Sax,
Gilmartin, & Bryant, 2003 ) - Hmieleski Ei Champagne (2000) H#& 73R 200
(& BRAF4EpE s FIYERRS » 75 105 {BE[EIFERVEER T » A 67 %Ry SR FIANAEY
ol For A A 220 T0%H BRSSP R R B RIE 20-90% R 551
[ESEs o FA BRI 48RS T (OISR A B 78 BRI DL 3 BE A4S 5 (41 Moss &
Hendry, 2002 ) »

HR > sHEEHA [F2 S S a RS R A= R R R E YRS - 15
B RIER A —BWEER - BLE(LIVERINS @ PSR R A EE T
HISGS SR A Ry P A5 =AY O T A AR [E]( 40 Ardalan et al., 2007; Avery et al.,
2006; Leung & Kember, 2005; Liegle & McDonald, 2005; Vispoel, 2000 ); {H Chang
(2004 ) HYBTZE RIERARA ST Y 45 5 & = ARG 28 - 1T Carrind 5 A (2003 )
HIAFE Al B~ A AR R G P S B T g = ARG - S—J07m - sE
HERINE » RPN EZEEEENEEREHE —ZSHIEH - BIE2AE
TEAES G iR R PR b 2 E MY D)6 (Ardalan et al., 2007; Hmieleski &
Champagne, 2000; Layne et al., 1999 ) - Hmieleski &1 Champagne (2000) f5H »
1ERE R —EHERAERy - (ARG R OEE RS E S AR
FIEEHIVUE - [ Ardalan ZE A (2007 ) HYo3#f AIHE HIEE AR AE A R [ 45 R0
BB AR R B R o AR -

Bef% o BB RS R - 9T 38R S B AR i S RS
2Py 7720 (Layne et al., 1999 ) « (HEEMFTA 2T S B E SR i TARASS T8
R R 2 BT oA RS ST & 15 B (R e A T EHVE T 7 3 HEl R PR
DRI E 4t BETE A E R AN EAY ( Dommeyer, Baum, Chapman, & Hanna,
2002) -

SR BT BT RT AN - AR 2 SR AR ] AR R B A A ST R BT
FoBlER B SR ERMEGIZEEE - B TR A2 B
Gk AT ARV E 2N - B ERELE DU B AP s sy sess. (B
PR _ESRAVEI ST RE S BIEVIE A TR AV ) /D A RERHI AT -
H BTSRRI 4R 5 A LA A U B e R A TR T A HE K ER B 30 7
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04 ERAEIE (5 FHE MRS S M Ea Pl AR Ot T IRAF IS > LU 2 EE
1B 470 R BE AR 2

o~ SRR M LR A4

GBSV LR T S AR PR SV B R AR B E T - RE—EEREAY /I
s AT MIAE PR SR BEE TR G - MG PR 7 A AR R R
b > AT ] LR R T & R H 2 E CRm S AV ARG - ZEhdmiE
SRt R R A B BhE £ HEZ BB R R G At S A s EIH

(—)BREE

ZER AR E IEEE (NE ~ 50k ~ SFERRRRE) RAERHEMEERS
AREI o AHELHY Marsh (1991) fiERE H AU Ay VU EEE —FENZR AL (6R
RER - BE8H BN GRERIE) - 2 SUREEEE BN REE > T

THEESTE ) KAV T BRE AT - PR TR R T ERERIEEE  NEEE
FUEREHEA H (Abrami, 1985, 1989) Z 9 » B B SAYEaR & T F BRI EGT -
aFor T YA - BTG Y (Bl B S B B B R S SR > AT LSRR
O EHBERCRA T B - IS FEAREEE (2004) Y/ UK[EE F
BHENE ~ BEITTERFEETIRE = - Z/\KFAEFH " HERR |
B TGEEY ) ARE - HEREY BB T BB T HRERE T REEE
FELEPUAn—AY R - # o RIEEETY TR, T BEIE, 2T -

CHsEEHETE

FER P R GRS R HE R B FrE S B R R H o By A
CEBEE T UERERE ) DR TR ) SRS - S55h 0 B TR
ERRAHREFEROER > MET O LT "HENETE ) B8 "B
W WA - Horf o BT B8 R E O Z EARFA (B0
Feldman (1976) A& BRI S22 E 02 E B - SESRUERE DI T - Kl
BRI - SR ) - HEERIE SR, B H TR A S REE -
EAtEEEEE S H CREENEE - SRR —(ER 2 BB HT
FEMBLERIZAVEAGRTE - SRS R A th— gt B AT e T (5
1T R FAEIRIREE (ZFEAR SRR TR ) - ik - HEEEEAEN
RESTFER T e EOR B M HBE PR E Gt ~ WA =ER 1
PG B AR A AE H R M T P RV VA B RZ - 3R 1 BiE M
R 7 P S g -
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PRGEM I F A FEREFRE AT ES SR DT

EQW e weadeanih Al R R
REA HE L

HARE (B RHEHARRE > SROEAR i 6!
EERE B BECE MR B AR RGL  (C R S EEE 05
YRR gﬁgﬁ%%ﬁﬁzmﬁﬁﬁ’émﬁﬁxmﬁﬁz ’
E4RE EETE O B R W R R 02
BIE 4 iR RSB R 1

TR RS R i A e - B R 1718

Fo T AR BRI 3% e A o MR B SIS T oy
BIERA R bR T b G UL S AT FereE tERAE 93 (4K
AR ) B 94 - (MEREMAERE) HE— A BETFTEdRE— TR 2R
SERAVER} - RERFELL T

(—) B FERAVHIR T A B ARV RE H HY 7y BOA TR
(=) B4 RHERE H A S B 2 A N SR U A [F] 1T 22
(=) BAEERFERE H A BrE G NEHE FENE A F i 22
(9) el & e Pk e 5 RE 1S = o R e H ?
(T1) FeffrdRrEe AE IR & BT By = (A R

2 ~ Wik
— ~ FEHREF

93 A EHIMHZ LIRS AT 3 38 (R 2 ) Fltah ZFrBEfE
EEREETRAT 10 Sy FIRCE M o 94 SRS BRI AR AR 2RSSR AT 7

' 95 BERE Y (i) mR R EAR S 5 -
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ki

BEEEFAEAETE] " B ER RS TEENETE - 2 BREATESHEEDN
DhRE(R IR - BRAERRIG RHEIEE ARG Ry 4 1 o (ESHEIHMBE IR TE
ANBGFRIESENE TR EREE REIEE o JUHSE S ERIE ZFERN S
AR AR R TS — OSSR R B R -

=~ BARS

AWTFEABOS R FTHE (it 93 ERFE s 82 (ARASHE ) K 94 BBERS
S (EEsaTE) —AGREHIRrE B R R AR By T A H FEHYEL L
FAE - SRR T Z AR e B DU R (B R (i 258 -

(T 93 £EE 94 A7 Bty [F)— L B pr AL Bl e Y [F) — P IR
(Y EPRRVE N E D Ry 5 ABLE? -

TEEMERIEZT - ARUTFERT TR AR Ry 492 FIRR (R 2) - 98 -
R EEAE R —FIERIF AT EY T AN E iR D e 2 HE - BRI D
—*FE - B Hativa (1996) HIWIFESE HEETHREBE R RESVIRENE - B8

5 F—FIERRE R S BB E MR K > B] DR Ry i =0 A LR
5_% °
2 AL
s WGR ER g MR RN E R R
TS sl EREm (n>5) (n>5)
FORIE
93 1,204 29,858 540 15,693 492 15,474
94 1,288 29,742 15,280 15,113

B~ BRI

BRI 3 Ry G Z T H 38 > DU o8 P (b SR B AR il [
vt e PN CIE S

— ~ RS ZIHEE O

THE T EEZAER T AR G B E R H A’ E - BAEE Ui s
BURETIHT = EHFCSERE Y L RGEE T2 HAASE TR K - ifl 5 BEEEE 5 TR

PORERR BRI R H 2 E R ) 5 A RHEE IR -
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S LA RS s e BN e A LR

P

PRERENT 52 - SEIFERIERRR - STy B DEEAE AT - HEHRY
k3 2.

* 3 ERHEEEEHE oRE

e HEE M SD E1TI1 T2 RE g e
Ll tHE A T ME &

T WEEEMUHEE 319 79 1.00 84 88 155.61%%*
ERIER

T2 HEEEE-M&E 314 81 84 1.00 90 166.68%%  SEwEEx
BB BRI

c1 NEEZFHESSE 315 78 76 81 89 162.66%F 53wk
= FeREgE

M1 EEEERETA R 3.08 .84 76 78 88 185.40%kx  G0%k

M2 AERETHEESZAHE 303 87 63 65 79 25431%%k
BAF0yEE)

Al ROEESRENET 325 74 71 1 85 149.58#kr ARk
&Y

A2 REEHEIWAEHEF 32 73 64 65 81 142.02%%*
2

gl #FEITAESHEK 2090 82 62 66 79 19347k 5k
e £ 22 B B R 5] £2
HYEEERR

#4p<0.001

(—)E R

TR AT EE SRR > B 2 [ DU B AR Bl

Z&

W

S Z [EE A

0.5 DI bRy EREAR - BUnERNEH ZEEESENNE—2E > H
Cronbach’s alpha {E % 0.94 > [l HAT-HEE £ 0.92 > BURHIEE H B A = LA

B -

(2B Al
SRURE R 2 B D S A0 P SRS B W W R T A e

P DL 492 FEEE ERAR T 5 R E Y SE R S BOR S 93 e 94 A AH [EIRE H Rl 6 AH B (488 -

* 94 FERBREE RETR Y B R LRV (TL-T2) » NARE (C1-C2)» J5ARE (M1-M4) » fEfERE
(A1-A3)> 378 (E1-E2) > H3TRE (S1-S2) % » Hhi C1~ M1~ M2+ Al ~ A2~ El A%

K -
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LR

IR AR T NE TR T A TR T AREY ) FEIAGR
st 2810 Rl IR ZR o RIS Al AT A R AR H Z S — AR
Eigenvalue /2 5.78 » fRfRAEERE Ry 72.07%) - HFTAEHNARAHEHIE
0.79 LLE - 554 > A H S EAsRRE 2 [ ET A 0.6 DL = EAERE (Cohen,
1988) > [ I RENERTE (HIERIZBLEATRIAEEY ) Z IR AHBR (B =2 0.84 > 5
W T e 2R st e DA R RE B AR A AR TP YA R A - HE ARSI
[ e E—(EVEE R T BIEERIE ARG EN 52 -

2.5 B3

94 FERIETHY 8 IAAREMEIRY T 5 B8 93 FRIGHEFENEE - INEs
LL 93 SR & aRIZHY PHIRTE oy B F Ry 00E > B 94 SR E—(r il —FIeRAE 2
EERHIEIRE B _ERTSHY-P Y ERE AR - AR A AR B G R RS
BEE—EAVER - BEMRRET R ERBURE — (8 B £ 93 4281 94 F£/5%
TS BE AR (B (CRUE (B HEAT S 0.5 AYSEAHRE (Cohen,
1988) HEEF] p<0.001 HIREZE/KAE » BURARAELLERE 6 2 A B AR
g o

(=) &ErlE

5 RE H 1 T A R AR 2 R ¢ ARTE ST - PR ZEAE
ZH A 2 R EIRERRL 0.75 (73505 0.74 B2 0.73) » BUR—&iM = > &
HRES A FIRYE R - Mimd ¢ e E—EE A T HIAT 27% (mor4E) B
& 27% (fE578H) DUBIIEEA ¢ leE Ata i Ritimit 2 M SR BE AR - &
REETRFTA A AR A A PR 22 S p<0.001 HIRHEVKAE » FoREH A
AR -

=~ EAEES

WA GRS 6 2 AV B il LB ISR « HEAE ~ 7
R DU 5B E ST R AR 22 B T HHY EEROR T A [F R B R
L NEEIT RBEEERELTE -

(—)HER

1ie 93 FEEE 94 FEERAAE T IRIVERREZOHY ) — A S a3 BB 94
FEHIERIE R E T 93 4 > 77 B A 45 SR BT L o A 2 e B KOk
(£=315.68 » P<0.001) * iEHETEE A =FETTAE 55— » 94 (RER/L (I R
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PRGEM I F A FEREFRE AT ES SR DT

s o 28I R B RS 94 A RE R GRE SN 93 > i
EEFREME T LAPERR - 5= EIREEIRIUZER] - B4R E GBI ER R
R DR A B A HERERY D8 S A St LR - 1 93 FFE R
R —THHIR B R SR 94 /Y 10 BLLEREERER > 93 FHRARELF
ELARERS 6 B A 2 s 2 i B S AR I B2 A BRSEA TEUE 8 — T DU LR - T

F= o ERREERS DR REVEATREEFZRE R RHAENE - [tk 4 P
AR 93 MR 4 KELEAVIEEFE T RIEEHEY 8.5% - il 94 AT
14.4% > BUR 94 F SR RENVHELREER S 93 4 -

R4 I =B TR AR IR AR

28 (%) 13X (%) 45K (%) 610 (%) 11 YL (%) K& (%) H&t

93 7,349 6,665(432) 978 (63) 252 (1.6) 98 (0.6) 102 (0.7) 15444
F(476)
94 6,752 6,175(409) 1,496 (9.9) 465 (3.1) 216 (1.4) 9 (0.06) 15,113
F£(447)
" 14,099 12,838 2472 716 313 119 30,557

PLBEERTERVGERM S - BRI BV EEREE - StEREES
FHEATRF R BEURGFERE R G AR - ELL 93 F 94 FARERVERE 5
BRI S - AR EER ) REREEEERE - iR S halEd - HFE=R
HE AT S P AT 0 B A - AR AZEOR © R 93 48 94 FEHVE
FHARGE 5 {BEEREE KA 2x3 ANOVA 73t » HESRBURERE « AAHEER K
A A B R/ KAE » 5 DL Cohen( 1988 )HIREAEACTE » Gl AR AT & (effect
size) tHEE(RFERARSRE (»”1F 0.01 5 0.059 Z ) - o] LR R e & VFEGLE
B R E S TEURAYEEE 78 (&R 6) -

RS JUH =B A TUE S FHR IR SR E SR PR 89 7 B e 22
6-1

] 1-3 % 4-5 % 0 1REAE Sy

(SD) (SD) (SD) (SD) (SD) (SD)

93Q15°  3.26 (.78) 3.17 (.79) 3.03 (82) 293 (.93) 2.80 3.20
(1.13) (.80)

94 T2 330 (.76) 3.10 (.78) 2.82 (.87) 2.68 (.86) 2.53 3.14

(1.05) (.81)

° 93 AT Ry Q1-Q15
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R 6 JUT VUG X E AR SRR B SR R A R

Source SS df MS F Vi
TR 24817 1 24.817 39.980%** 001
T 482.889 4 120.722  194.484%*% (25
RS 49.422 4 12.355 19.905*#* 003
ELayae) 18,809.356 30,302 621
4G 19366.484 30311
#3p<0.001
(DEENE

SEEENSETS - BRI TEEER CTRER T MRS
SIS A MU AR S ( Kwak & Rafler, 2002; McCabe et al., 2002 ) -

LEEEER

SRR R U B (ST R LR - BSSTRTRATET - 93 4F
S SE T345% 94 SRS S T0.1%  EL e
TR SRR ((132.59) - SRS SRR - %
TTAAT AL SCRRERETHT T » T0% I EINCRELER— R AR E » 3% (25
TR EAABENR (HIEREEERERET) -

R IUH=EAAUEEE N BEGT (—fK - B BERESEREEED

N KEGANE  EEREAH  EHEXR

93 £ 35,975 13,992 48,976 73%
94 £ 32,813 13,001 46,805 70%
QEET 68,788 26,993 95,781
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PRGEM I F A FEREFRE AT ES SR DT

SR REG PEEREEH AR - RRcfE L FEIAVEEEAE AR EIER -
At A TR A B N R A RIS R PR YR - #URE RAVEER AR (R
A H A EHEI 5 B0 R - 7 93 i 5 BEFTA S EECE - RSV
Ky 7518 - 17 94 FERIE 538 fE - RIFEAVIREREAE] 1% - Al A GRS
WG - BERSHIEEA ERE - HHBAEREAR -

3—EMEE

—HMEEIFRE ARG TR A A —(E 8T - AIEREAEEEZE R
0 AR - BEREATA — B EEE B R EEER  (EEEEmER
SRS MR B > IR R T RES [ B/ T RIS - [NRy 93 B
94 SFHESAE > FrLUM =M A2 b b — BB R EE R - (1)93 8 94 4E &
DIFTA R H ARG - (OFE 93 £ERE B e 94 R AR i AT HY 8
FTE - (3)LL 93 £EAYAT 8 RHEL 94 FHVEAARGET R - A B2 Wk —TELb g% -
93 Bl 94 FFHVER T > — BB EI LR ERE 2R > TR EHER
GHIRELLIHE A MG B R S R — 2 HH AR S (AR 8) -

8 S =B TSRS AR Z LR R TR E

93 £ (N=15444) 94 £ (N=15,113) 22 (df=1)
il 0 Bk ko thiggEE 0 R EER%
HEH HEH

155 4,027 26.07 8-15 & 5,534 36.62 39489

TR 8 4,857 3145 AAESHE 5,714 37.81 136.53%%

il 8 4,596 2976 AR S E 5,714 37.81 221 .37#*x

##4p<().001

S EEES

SRS RIS O B BRI - 5 1L 93 FR8 94 G 5 A
[FIE H P SR Pei e > RSN -8 BB I &S SR B A WA RE H H 73

OyRIE TNEEE HAMTE  FOBEER ) TERERTIAGE " BEiHE R
MR TR SH IBRER R EENREERER T REGEE - MTREE
EAVEREE
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BUETIREE 2R (Q8-M1> Q15-T2) - ZRMNARARIRK - HHBREHE Cohen
(1988) FH KRB AR IRIEAKEE (4°=0.01) BH—ELERE - BFTaiE
WEF A FREATISRE T BBl REEERER (RER -

R 9 JUt=BI I ERE H 2 o B = R

93-94 93 94 SS#HRE  SS#HA  df F 7’

EH Mean Mean
(SD) (SD)

QI-Cl 3.13(72) 3.5 (.78) 3.07 1695720  1,30335  549%  .000

Q6-El 2.99(.84) 299 (.82) 01 20494.58  1,30000 .01 .000

Q8-Ml 3.17(.83) 3.08 (.84) 54.96 2121022 1,30378  7872¢¢¢ 003

Ql11-Al 326(.76) 325 (.74) 38 1712510 1,30352 68 .000
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The Impact of a Web-Based Customizable
System for Student Evaluations of
University Teaching on the Behaviors and
Outcomes of Students’ Evaluations

Jeng-Yi Tzeng * Shun-fen Chen **

Student evaluations of teaching effectiveness have been a generally accepted
practice among universities in Taiwan. The current practice of using a set of
evaluation items for all courses may generate comparable outcomes for
administrative purposes, but often falls short in honoring the diverse nature of
teaching. This paper presents a web-based customizable evaluation system in
National Tsing Hua University, which features a combination of core items, optional
items, self-designed items, global items, technical suggestions, and free comments.
Comparisons of the evaluation data generated from the paper-based questionnaires
and the web-based evaluation system conclude that the web-based system, with
more powerful customization functions, is a suitable replacement for the
paper-based questionnaires, but the key to the success of the system lies in the
interpretation and the utilization of the results.
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