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A study of a student- based revised instruction evaluation measure
Chen-Chia Tsai
Abstract

This study was based on the teachers’ opinions been adopted in MeiHo institute of technology before school year 94. It
probed about the research process of teachers’ instruction measures evaluated by students from eight national universities. The
research compiled all the opinions from experts, scholars and teachers’ community. After statistic and tracing analyzing, the
research results include: students’ satisfaction to the whole course; Teachers’ attitude toward teaching; Teachers’ instruction method,
Questioning, evaluation, and teaching Material Using. In the 25 questions of teacher’s teaching opinions. Deleteing 5 questions
with bad reliability, and modifying 2 questions contain more than two teaching factor, and old tool with no validity. The teacher’s
opinion questionnaire will be modify to become teacher instruction questionnaire. There are 20 questions in this questionnaire to
detect if the answer of student are appropriate.
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