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The Study of Current Status of
University Research Centers, Feasible
Evaluation Programs, and Construction
of Indicators

Chao-Yu Guo*

Abstract

Since the Law of university was amended in 1994 in Taiwan, evaluation
has become an important tool for promoting teaching, research and service
of universities. Nowadays, university evaluation in Taiwan is held by Higher
Education Evaluation and Accreditation Council of Taiwan and primarily
through conducting university evaluation and university program evaluation.
While compared to university program evaluation which emphasized on
teaching, there are significant differences of the nature, the scale, and the
research effectiveness between each university research center. However, there
is a lack of appropriate evaluation mechanisms to provide possible solutions to
the question. This study conducted through survey method. In the first stage,
the study targeted to 79 universities which have evaluated by Higher Education
Evaluation and Accreditation Council of Taiwan in order to explore the current
status of university research centers. A total of 41 universities and 122 research
centers were collected. In the second stage, after deleting 7 research centers, the
survey of evaluation feasibility and construction of indicators targeted to the
115 reacher centers was conducted. Seventy-one questionnaires were returned,
reporting a 61.74% return rate. From this total, 66 questionnaires were valid and
deemed usable for analysis. The results of study demonstrated that there is a
significant difference between current status of each research centers, and most
research centers are lack of personnel and funds. The research center evaluation
is now a necessity. Governments are able to take the current practice of research
center evaluation held by Higher Education Evaluation and Accreditation
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Council of Taiwan as reference while practicing, adjust according to particulities
of each research centers and utilize the evaluation indicators developed from this
study at the same time.
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