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Abstract

The institutional evaluation has been held in Taiwan for many years, and the
evaluation use has gradually gained attention in recent years. The main purpose of this
study is to explore the views of the faculty and staff of a University of Technology on the
use and influencing factors of evaluation. The questionnaire survey was conducted in this
study. A total of 795 questionnaires were issued and 701 were effectively collected. The
effective response rate was 88.17%. Firstly, performance analysis was used to analyze
the difference between the ideal and the actual use of the school evaluation. Secondly, the
structural equation model was used to verify the hypothetical model that influences the
relationship between the use of evaluation and the evaluation use.

The major findings are summarized as follows:

(1) The evaluation use is divided into two aspects: the process use and the result use.
Factors that influence the evaluation use can be divided into three aspects: evaluation
implementation, policy decision-making and evaluators.

(2) The importance degree of ideal evaluation use is significantly higher than the actual.

(3) The factors that influences the evaluation use for university of science and technology
and the usage model provided in this study is an adaptation model.

Keywords: evaluation use, influence factors of evaluation use, institutional evaluation
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P AT 32 B S P 2 TR (R IR U AU 284 -

o1 —| FRRREEE
A1
ERAREE m\ *@
62— X2 N
3 y21
o
A31
—_|TFEAREE
a3 X3

Bl 1 RFIGRmgnE® FlF o mgndt * ¢

2
PN
(w
W
3
ﬁ
Y
¥
&

Bt~ WEFERS SR ELET G

—  MERAEFHSH

B FERL IR RS s S B (R SRR S T LR AR ST
VIR E Efﬁ%%%?ﬁl*ﬁ B —EE > IFGRIRERHE G0 RIS
(ERRHEEA T AR - MBS SEIE i I at ot oA E A~k 4

%4 FF KAWL R LT 4

EHR®IE AE B2att
JNAT 171 {51 24.4%

EERL —
FAIL 530 fif 76.5%
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24 TERFLp e S A ()

EEWE B Bt
B TR RS 162 fi1 23.1%
o B e Rl B 74 i 10.6%

B —
BN A T B 90 {7 12.8%
— A (SRR BESIERN TEAR) 355 fiz 50.6%
B RSB ARSE 127 {3 18.1%
2R 5 BRI 567 fiz 80.9%
gg i S R 184 {if 33.6%
sy ;E‘\ ST BT E 290 fif 52.9%
H 1T T i B B S A S i A 2 B 61 {7 11.1%
+EA 277 i1 39.5%
EMEE W TERRE S TE 256 {11 36.5%
i Yl 166 fif 23.7%
B R o RER T B 338 iz 48.2%
HHEER TR FP R B 363 fi 51.5%

1% 4 BT - BT R R AP MBS TS A HUE PR
HEH KSR 20 47 - KSHEERTRARRYSGRENTE - B 56288
He PRSP + Hrh U S BB T RORAR R A RS - T B TSR
PRI | SRS I P O S B TR S -

%5 RiriEgs PEFRHpENIFE L2
FEREEEE I S =
METE =R HETE
S i R 3.5704 0.02527 0.64272
BRI SER S 3.7824 0.02402 0.61093
ST N BRZE 3.6721 0.02536 0.64504
S0 TSR E 2 g o2 PELAE TR AE E ERLE FE  E RE EE RS A AR

ARRRIE - B RETH R A IV B RNE 2 > DURIREEA t i E (B 2 FRANER 6 Fs -
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26 WMBTHFE* AR ILLHALFEEY BALALFRTE
AR LS

FRFEEE R rEEREE ERERRREE MEHRERZS t 187 E
YRR RESR SEEE FEEHE 72 SEIE TEHE 7 t P

BIRER 3.99 621 3.57 697 18.019 .000

TEM% 4.07 616 3.62 713 18.177 .000

1 4.00 .802 3.43 918 15.469 .000

2 4.12 733 3.75 864 15.460 .000

3 4.16 759 3.82 873 10.912 .000

9 411 797 3.68 893 13.022 .000

10 3.95 818 3.43 979 13.558 .000

NS 3.90 694 3.51 751 15.210 .000

4 3.95 903 4.43 996 13.731 .000

5 3.68 891 3.36 909 9.809 .000

6 3.89 869 3.61 927 8.689 .000

8 4.08 825 3.65 942 12.098 .000

S 3.94 844 3.53 1950 11.563 .000

7 3.94 844 3.53 950 11.563 .000

PRER 3.79 661 3.51 681 12.162 .000

TEM 3.79 711 3.55 724 9.610 .000

12 3.72 938 3.51 921 5.957 .000

13 3.97 782 3.72 849 7.917 .000

14 3.83 865 3.52 .900 8.444 .000

15 3.64 879 3.38 952 7.516 .000

16 3.79 .890 3.61 926 5.147 .000

W 3.74 695 3.40 729 12.843 .000

11 3.80 .848 3.35 1920 12.344 .000

17 3.74 878 3.48 932 7.841 .000

18 3.61 907 3.33 923 8.642 .000

19 3.79 830 3.47 877 9.851 .000

FE 4.02 836 3.80 915 6.610 .000

20 4.02 836 3.80 915 6.610 .000
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FHZ 6 A RS HIE B et S A E B S R E RN E
FEREE > HAuEFEEH Z tee=18.109 > p=0.000 : FZHSEFZ te=12.162 > p=0.000 -

» FHRE A 2 AR B AR IRE A RARAIAE D TAER

P ST F F PR > B SR PR PR AL » 0 AR B P PRI 22 = R AL
B 2 DUBRE D AT HERE R A R T - SRS iR S BRI
EEHER M BTEERNRE S BRZ © B 00 & ¢ [k 0 BFRT R
[ P B R S+ 53l - B p (8 | T p < .05 B RERE » BT b — RIS
3o i RMSEA %5 0 » BT R 5 200MIE (SRHE - 2009) - L SIER
PRI AT SR 5 R B RERUE -SRI T LR AT, 0 e TR
R SR I AR | MR e AT AT S AT 1
g (UEERESHEHE) MHESHE LR (KMO) 55 0.953 » &
BEPEE DI 1 KMO (6 0.97 » i 1974 48 Kaiser FEHA) KMO H 553
EERER  HRREEREARRER (5ERVIE  2000) - R 7 H% 8
Rz -

37 EEE v g AR A TR AR A

- - 2% va}
EIER NRER

1. FEHE% T AT T H B EAE » 5 BRI R S H POR B B S 24 0.716 0.348
2. FEHHFFRGETE - (R BEER R T B AT 0.730 0.308
3. PR AT AN 2 B A DAHCR R Y H R S S R B R AR T A 0774 0354

T BRI
4. FEHEVIEETE - BREERE - (DERBHEE ST 0.668 0.366
5. FEHFHEATR T - PR BRI AU - IRTTET R R B RS 0.608 0.362
6. FEEHFVHIEIR - BYHEE B B R AR AN 0.756 0.341
7. BRI > BER R AT B AL, 0.750 0.323
8. EIEMFTHIEIE - BB SR IEER T RS 0.775 0.321
9. PR ISR VBRI FHE M E (B ERE BE - #R A - SRIERH] 0.739 0368

FHESA--F)  DUETAERYE

(8 NE)
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27 g g AR A TEAFRELE L ()
. - B 73}
EIEER NRER
10. FP R 25 WOk BRI AN BTG T 78 22 1 B SR P A8 ‘ 0.622 0.449
1. FEHF TR R LB (kS AR S A 1 0.478 0.594
12. SPHE RS SR AMOR 2R Al A B B AR 18 0.347 0.733
13. BTSSR BUE B B R B G i R 1 0.485 0.655
14, GBS RO BOE B S R A TR R B S B R MR 0.290 0.754
15, AT SR MU B2 A0 8 ORy 20 B B SRAVAR R 0.387 0.730
16. TP 1S SR MR B2 FH AR B B ER AL A TS 12 MR35 0.266 0.795
17. SR R R R B A S E R o 25 0.364 0.773
18. FHERE R MR R EIRE - HEGFRENREE TS 0.363 0.736
19. FEEGRE R MORBCR R E] (AIWHEFERNER ) #9225 0.545 0.560
20. FHEAE SRR TH B2 AR SR B G 0.492 0.607
FrE 6.820 6.142
ERENESE S 34.102 30.711
LIRS % 34.102 64.813
%8 BETEEr N3 AEL TR A FRE A
B 7a)
| JI=| EE  FEA BERR
Rz BSRE REZE
L FHERERET (AIfRRREL %) Ry .668 337 240
2. FHEREE (ANRFfEELE YRR ) 2B 631 380 191
3. FHEE R E AT & S i AR .609 298 265
4. PP B i T A B RGE R K 713 329 238
5. B R B B R A R - RERF AT e AR A HARE 683 331 296
6. TR A R AT A R R R 511 339 209
12 GRS AR EEE N (ERE N SER Y EFREE 616 259 1%
HA B AR SRAT )
13. P& N AR SRR Y)Y 555 453 260

(8 NHE)
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28 BEgEr AL ELANEAER A ()

B 7al
& 18 HiEE  FEA BERR
EESE = |FSE = FNE
14. B2 AT B T AT A e S R B 15 T TR 555 453 260
15. BT IR A B RS PR O I i [ P R B R P R U 484 467 245
17. G @R o T S SR A B AR T DA s B R B T B 656 277 225
18. A3 VAR H A5 SR B LAt S AT RS S B A — B B T 528 353 275
19. i%i&%%ﬁﬂ’ﬂ@% » REU G R U R BT B R R R 663 64 375
29. IEEEZ A EEIRI P U AE SR .669 306 404
30. FHEAUFE R SR IIE ERIFRES 690 194 423
31, PSRRI TRORS A 739 .004 260
7. FHEANEBABE 338 729 .189
8. BT A\ B B Z AR E S HIRE 244 806 245
9. FFilE N B BA IR R 321 687 338
10. 3748 A\ B TR R 57 8 NG B <2 S B (RS 49 OV B 330 656 289
11. 5P N B EE SRR < Rl 387 602 331
16. B TICEE 2o 48 i AR AR 134 483 567
20. FeFr LAFBEMIBI A BRI B ENIETE RAF 216 115 679
21, FePT TORBR LA 5UE - REARIR MUK B TR 5 8 L T S B AU A Ak
e 199 223 .560

22, TP TAREAL N B R HETT R A e AT 43 S B2 331 283 666
23 OB EHER AR - A RRE B A 2 8 176 108 707
24 SRR AR ZEEA A BBEETE A B EEEP REF 321 113 682
25. 75 S {55 FH S8 o T 8 A n 2 O N R 3 22 B 368 280 .640
26. 2222 BRI OB B B AT BOR AR R T A A U 223 369 .609
27. ZEEPHRININIEHE AN B A (EERY .146 366 .509
28. FE2HFHENHIE - HEEGEERPEAERZEN 421 471 471
Fe#fE 15.404 1.294 1.602
RIS ST % 25707 16.477 16.848
LIEREERE % 25707 42129  59.032
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FHER 7 ke 8 Al Al - FHECE AR A > BRI S H AU R 3R - AT e
B 64.813%  ERFEEANZE BRI =NER > AR E 59.
032% > BRI T B E n] e 2 HiE -

= LER - REMNAERIES EEFBEIERIRMERIBT

B2 - R E 9% (Importance-Performance Analysis, IPA) DL T £ 2
B (B RiFEEE > TEEEE, () iftEE  MeEEEMES
TEDUE SRR - PO E S IR A H Al B G R AU B 5 - 2B B E B MR
#3%0 (cognition) HL[FFE (emotion) HFERIFIT - 25 I IR " #HELREF (keep
up the work) | » FIR(EEHEREEHEXHREEINFEI S - ZeHMEIRE R -
FIMRIRTy " hi5RcE (concentrate here) | » SRR AF B BEAE FE 5 (H R B FE 4]
K > B S RIMNARUCETTE ER IR A2 EHER - SBMEER T ELEFE (low
priproty ) | » FRON{EE EAE A B IEAR AR - Rt - M ERE UCEERIE R
FREg (s - MR AETTRIERER - BRIV " E R (possible overkill) | » 3R
HEREAE  (EZFHERAIYGE R E R - B (R EHE 5 R _E 2 5P
FEER (FRIFEZE > 2009) o AGHFELIEE - REFEE SR T RHEOR 2200 B ¥
25 M S it A B ol SLEE P B TR R B AR i~ SR ER AR AR DY S IR - AR 1B T R
REAIESR - MR EHAE 2. s -
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EEE - RESITEE S > B2 E - B3E - HBoE - HB8E - H I
B 13 RHERZE 20 JEVEEERE IR FFAUE — IR o (CRF B E FSAYEE » T 75
FHEPEERE - WG B U 2 SRR AYRE AT 5 > B4 Amo K Cousins (2007 ) ~
ERRE (2016) ¥ $5 M2 EEVERITELA B » NMEH BUREL A Bl B 15 18 By 1y
HESN > (RSB ENEREELNE L HE AR R - IREEER T RS R
WO B S B SR B O AR ERUE (2016) Hf2H THMIRIEE @ &
PSSR AT 2T UCE BN EER BT - BT T ER =R S i By A > DL
RIS R T A AR T B B S ER , » wEME (2012)
BB E (2016) #RE R T U BHZ i 57 8 45 5 1] R AR At A 0 5 A2 P 1 S B
SNEAEATHY o 55 1 7 ~ 54 ~ 55 7 REEEEE 10 R IARUCEIE 2R 5 5
BOU1GE - BS 12~ 55 14 38 - 55 17 - 5B 18 EHEAES 19 YA (L (B e lE Fr i (R Y
=GR 56 16 EE(LREERAVE SR -

R EELE R E

(— ) SRS B P DR 3R B B X P Y s AT R R A R (S B 20 b
HHSHIENRE (LA EERH S E N - DEEBEETEN—20E - mE
I Kline (1998) $5HUEFERELE 0.9 DL EEDRET » fEHA1F 9 s -

%9 BERRZ

BRI ERERAE]E R? HEEE IS EEHEE
A 0.81

BRI I 0.85 0.94 0.83
A 0.83

B A 0.81

S A 0.90 0.81
As 0.81

(=) BRI R

REER bt o TR RS E N SR AR M & (5 - B IUARET IR
BECERC IR - R I — A i T2y - (I > AWFSERE— 35 T AE
FEEICEN ) ~ TIREEICEN, BT ESCEECEN , A FEBEAE D RE
FEHGEMCRE



HE R FHOR B 5 R i 2 58 A R g B A (21

1A SRR © BRI 10 10 - SO EDER [P of 19 p 3 01313
RTERE(EINGL 0.005 LASK » Fofk GFT 4 0.99 AHA{SHEE(E 0.09 - SRMR £ 0.08
Fdf R/ 0.02 5L RMSEA (E85 0.03 /NS AHEER - LI 14 Sk
HRFETER - FORI R R AT -

2. SE{ECSHINC R © 94 (EAC A6 & NNFT - NFT - IFL 8 CFL > B S A
FRAE(E 0.9 K » TTATIZEEAIRIIREIEE 5 0.99 » BREARIURAE - RRIER
PR R T -

3. RRACHRCHIR © SARTCHRCHIR AR PNFT (£ 0.4 & R R MEHE(
0.05 ~ PGFI {E & 0.27 7R AR B/ MEHE(H 0.05 ~ Normed Chi-Square {E & 1.98 2 1-5
2 PEEF £  Critical N (R 1312.28 KRR/ IMEEHE(E 200 » 3B (B R AR
5t B 52 FLSR -

210 B P R IR 2

RIS EmREE [ =B TS\ E A ¥ e
¥~ df > p (& 7.09, 4, p=0.1313 p<0.05 R
GFI 0.99 = 0.90 =y
SRMR 0.08 = 0.1 =y
RMSEA 0.03 = 0.08 E
NNFI 0.99 = 0.90 &
NFI 0.99 = 0.90 &
IFI 0.99 = 0.90 E
CFI 0.99 = 0.90 oE
PNFI 0.40 = 0.05 E
PGFI 0.27 = 0.05 &
Normed Chi-Square 7.9/4=1.98 1.0-5.0 —
Critical N 1312.28 = 200 P

i CrERhEECEN - TINECER RN, BT RcEECE N, = EE
TR E AR ISAIA AR BUE & 1 & HIRIERCRE - BURam il g
BE R ALEAC R B EAC B - AEEE A B HRR e -
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( =) Byt g R S B PRI PR BR AR AR TR R
IRIBAWT FE T 2 R R AL > WA LISREL it aH 8RR 70 B (55 2 2 8k
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016 — s gms 22 5 pens ) of tiemiE K
Pk 083 SN
4 - — Y
i 0.00 ‘( FEE L }— 0.19
s 0.81
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FE BB 3 1550 A - BURRHE(L 2 B SRR 0.95 » FunHIE AR 28> Ht
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T, ~ "TBORRE ) B TRHEAR ) FoME > FEREGHTERE > =
HNFH B REZES] -
FPEGE A EEE TEREER ) BT RRER ) ATk - RN
EE R m TEEN ) BT ERER ) R T RPESER AR, Fp A
FEENAD > WENEE LIRS - EHWE TEEEE (2016) ERERCRE
JH B e ] ) <5 B S g

1

th ~ e B A i

— ~

(—) FPEEE I 38 73 Ry R 8 FH B e SR P W s 1
A SRR 73 M AR R T BRREAS A ROBS R E IR AR P - s T ARE A | B
TRRSER ) RIRSTEISE 20 REIH o TEFREMN , AR L EMER SRR E R
#EH e - 5 SRR R EHEPORE R EESS - FEHFEERE - (22
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PAET H IR FPE ] FPERR R AT L Bk - AT DUEOR R H R S SR
BRI BB 8 L BRI R ~ R A P2 A AR 2 i e - DU T B 3=
Al R OR BRI ARG TR R W BRI ZAREE ¢ B M E RS R A
W BRSO ERBBE LI - MR REREZ 8 M
U PRTTRHEE R B HEEAETT © R R R G B A U B R HIRE AN B
MR B B S A E AR R AL R ER AR E R e R - BER
FRERATE AL - 7Y T EGGER ) T T EMSE A S RS R MO B AR
HEDERR ~ BRI UGE ~ HERIGHRTRLR R G B MRE SRR RS
EREEMRBIE TER - HEEEEBERITHKE - BaMEH 0SS
FHHEER AR > Ert S AREF PSR AR R MR R
BAREMESPW - SEFHGIREEE G FEEMERE - BORRE (FHEH
BEA) 1227 - REEEMRE RS R T ERIP RESIER -

() ZERHEE IR R 3 R PR EEE ~ BORPUR R A\ 5 =i

37 SRR AT B AT B AR S A B S R E R R AP S T AR E
iy~ TECRRGR ) B TRHEAR ) S mmat 31 EE o Y TR E ) NRE
SERITEREE SRS R R RS R S E G - A E R (R S E A I
FERFE AT &R © RPERAYRET BB LS U]y © R S B B A & P (e AR
& BEEERN  ERFaLE RRRIIE - BRFESERGEMETR R  FHERaEE AT
HENENAT IR B SR ST BCEE © RREAS RN & K E I B AT
#E TE ERRRKR » HEEMERFEARRE T 2B  sHER SRR
S E Y NAEREEERETIR - SRR RREEY) & AR SO FHIH R
FIFEK - W B SRR E TR R - BR 2 W REFIRPER A SREE T BRI
WREIESERIT IR EE RS AR ERN - 2afs TIEREMAABHA
BB RAF - TR A B RER DLt A 2 52 2 (L & e U A A o > A B IR o
TR E A > FH A OSSR HEREIE T - ARMEIRE AR A2 FH
B P R T R 2R B R BT At 22 B P8 2RV A BEEHE A B A
BB Ry EESHEFEOH LM ESRTEAEZES] - HAAHNE
BURZE T BURE © S2HEFEAINSNTEHE N B2 AEER - TRHEAS
WA IR NS EARE - ZeFHEIRBE R - FIIRHERD) ~ UJEEST
RS AI > FEEIRGEPIE B R B AL e 0 T
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(=) PP A P s AT B SR P R R A E R R S - T R EERS SR
R A A B R TEH L MR ) 2B E

FHROR ERAR 5 5 8 55 FH B P i o e e Bl SRS Y i A T > B AR ER B 2P
PIEEE AN E SR o AR IPA DU RS AR E ST (3.90) HIRREE
SWETEE (3.56) MFIEMOR X-Y BEHERRAY 2 IEES - EEREE —RIRA
KEWR "R mEER, > B85 7 " FEEEERE - (EEERETERK
FPEEEE] ) T APEDERE AT T R o A DUECR Y H R S SRR AR B
B ERAE y ~ " FEHREEE - WER R BB RERREA L~ B
TEFPELERE - BrESRIERRE S R SE | AR R S A R S R
DHET A )~ " RFEA R MO B R R s g B T R R
RIS RBISCRR ) S0 BB RR TIReE ) BE T T EHERE
FPETHH S > SRR E R GHEBCREREES , - T ERFESE
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ek, B TR S OSBRI AK RS TR RGN R AT RS, VU =
RRR R, o BIEF T HERFHEEET - FHER BRI R AR 0 12
THRHEZEEZEREYT ) - T HERFEEECRM R - Ot S R B
FHEREIR ) T AR RO B R T RIS TR R BGR GEECRIE , ~ T R
BRI RRRBAEEREER 2%, - T AHESEREOR B EFHEIRE
HESFHREMREELE 2% ) W TR R MR ECRHEN2%E ) 8 5
PORIRRy TEEER - EHER 0 BE TR RO SRR B R
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(M) AWHFERTE & 2 BERHROR B R0 5 85 5 FH DA 38 B T S A XA o —
AR

RESTIgR 3 BT B 6 3 R P PR AR By HH 2 B s AP E P I R 2 T 3
EEAM, - T BORRR ) B TRHEAR ) AR AR BB R E AR R
ZEh TEAEN ) BT EER ) TR AR RO R B R E g
R ERVRFEER LSRR SRR USRI Ry > —HRFEEARS
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B AR E R B FE R - (E 2R P B 2R B ST 2 R B R IR
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ERIEFHERRE S - HEARAZIHPBNRE SR EEH B R REZET
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