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An Empirical Study on Physical Evaluation Indicators
of Primary and Middle School

Jun-Jie Tsai
Liang-Yun Chen

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to construct the indicators for evaluating physical
education and evaluating methods. The content of the indicators was based on the
evaluation items from the Ministry of Education, combined with the framework of
CIPP evaluation model, obtained 45 evaluation indicators within 4 section
context input process product. From the result of the literature review, there were
7 main evaluation methods that were recommended by experts. The Delphi technique
and CIPP model was been utilize as the research method, through 35 panelists with
different background such as scholars, officials or inspectors from the local
educational, elementary school administrators and physical education teachers.
Through the study, conclusions could be drawn as follows

1. Context  there were 7 evaluation indexes available for recommendation.

2. lnput  there were 11 evaluation indexes available for recommendation.

3. Process  there were 17 evaluation indexes available for recommendation.

4. Product there were 10 evaluation indexes available for recommendation.

Keyword evaluationsindicators, physical education evaluation
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