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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to investigate the usage of evaluation methods, the
recognition of the criteria and the attitude of evaluation when teachers evaluated de-
sign works. The results may provide useful reference for design educators and then
improve the quality of design education. A survey method was used in this study.
The major findings of this study were shown as follows:

1. The results of the evaluation methods:

(1) The most recognized and frequently used evaluation method was ordering
method.

(2) Although the structured method was considered as the most appropriate
method for evaluating students’ works, the ordering method was the most
frequently used method by teachers. Meanwhile, the non-structured method
was regarded as the least appropriate method.

(3) Most students believed that the evaluation methods frequently used by teach-
ers were non-structured method, ordering method, structured method, and
discussing method, in descending order.

2. The results of the evaluation criteria:

(1) The orders of the evaluation criteria for their importance from teacher testees’
opinions were creativity, objective appropriateness, completeness, function,
aesthetics, and the skills of representation. A similar trend was also found on
the results of student testees.

(2) From the teacher testees’ opinions, the weights of each criterion were 25%,
25%, 15%, 15%, 10% and 10% for creativity, completeness, aesthetics, objec-

tive appropriateness, function and the kills of representation, respectively.

Keywords : design education, evaluation method, performance assessment, evaluation criteria
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