Table 1: Technological universities and colleges evaluation, type, and quantity
	Quantity
Type
	No. of schools
	Administrative
	Discipline

	
	
	
	No. of colleges
	No. of dept.

	Comprehensive evaluation on technological universities
	9
	9
	32
	130

(excluding 6 interviewed) 

	Comprehensive evaluation on technical institutes
	9
	9
	0
	104

 (excluding 14 interviewed)

	Evaluation on nursing departments at technological universities and technical institutes
	-
	0
	0
	2

	Follow-up evaluation on “C” technological universities in 2009
	2
	0
	0
	2

	Follow-up evaluation on “C” junior colleges in 2009
	2
	0
	0
	2

	TOTAL
	22
	18
	32
	240
 (excluding 240 interviewed)



Table 2: Technological university (technical institute) evaluation items:
	Administrative evaluation
	Weight

	General 
	1. School development planning and effects (40%)
2. Research & industry-academy cooperation strategy and effects (30%)
	3. Social service results (universities 15%, institutes 20%)
4. International perspective cultivation and internationalization results (universities 15%, institutes 10%)
	30%

	Academic
administrative
	1. Academic administrative execution effects (20%)
2. Courses and teaching (20%)
3. Student learning effects (20%)
	4. General education (20%)
5. Library and information business (20%)
	25%

	Student affairs administrative
	1. Student affairs administrative execution effects (20%)
2. Tutorial system and implementation (20%)
3. Group activity effects (20%)
	4. Life guidance and health care execution and effects (20%)
5. Counseling and guidance effects (20%)
	25%

	Administrative support
	1. Effects of administrative support for organizational operations (25%)
2. Effects of personnel business execution (25%)
	3. Effects of accounting administrative execution (25%)
4. Effects of general affairs administrative execution
	20%


	Discipline

	College (technological university)
	Weight
	Department
	Weight

	1. College organization and affairs development
	20％
	1. Department (graduate institute) affairs development
	10％

	2. Course planning and integration
	20％
	2. Course planning
	10％

	3. Teaching integration mechanism
	20％
	3. Teachers structure and quality
	10％

	4. Equipment integration mechanism
	20％
	4. Student learning and counseling
	15％

	5. Industry-academy cooperation and research plan integration
	20％
	5. Equipment and library
	10％

	
	
	6. Teaching quality assurance
	15％

	
	
	7. Student achievements and development
	15％

	
	
	8. Industry-academy cooperation and technical development 
	15％


Table 3: Ranking statistics of comprehensive evaluation on technological universities and colleges 2011
	School
	No.
	Departments & colleges
	Administrative
	Discipline

	
	
	
	A
	B
	C
	A
	B
	C

	Technological universities
	9
	162
	9

(100%)
	0
	0
	Dept.
72

(55.38%)
	Dept.
57

(43.85%)
	Dept.
1

(0.77%)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	College
15

(46.88%)
	College
17

(53.12%)
	College
0

(0%)

	Technical institutes
	9
	104
	8

(88.89%)
	1

(11.11%)
	0
	65

(62.5%)
	39

(37.5%)
	0

(0%)

	Technical colleges & nursing departments of

technological universities
	-
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2

（100％）
	0

	Follow-up on “C” departments of technological universities 2009
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	1

(50%)
	1

(50%)
	0

	Follow-up on “C” departments of junior colleges 2009
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

(50%)
	1

(50%)

	TOTAL
	22
	272
	17

(94.44%)
	1

(5.56%)
	0
	153

(56.25%)
	117

(43.01%)
	2

(0.74%)


	Ranking
Item
	A
	B
	C
	D

	Total control reference (Aug. 2011)
	Graduate institutes/MA programs (including on the job programs and degree program) and department ranked “A” in  evaluation result and passing teacher quality assessment, may adjust enrolment quota from other systems
	
	Starting with Nov. 1, 2011, if evaluation result is ranked C or D and does not reach B in follow-up evaluation, enrolment quota is adjusted as necessary to 50%~70% of the enrolment quota of the previous year, and adjustment will be made yearly until passes evaluation.

	Incentives, subsidies, and funds for overall private school development (evaluation result accounts for 17%) (May 2012)
	1. Of incentive funds, 17% is allotted as per evaluation results. If compliant, a grant will be given; otherwise, no grants will be given. 
2. Scores are allotted according to school’s latest evaluation (including follow-up and project evaluation) results (including administrative and evening school):
(1) “A”: 5 points for each college/department;
(2) “B”: 2 points for each college/department;
(3) “C” (included) and below: no points are given;
(4) Colleges and departments newly set up and not evaluated are given 2 points.
3. From the foregoing, the total score is divided by the number of the school’s departments plus 1 (administrative category), then all schools’ average scores are sorted for allotting funds.

	A condition for technical colleges renamed technological universities (Nov. 2009)
	1. Administrative category should be ranked “A”.
2. All departments, graduate schools, and degree programs under evaluation must reach the following minimum standards and must not be below “C”:
No. of departments, graduate institutes and degree programs
Min. standard
Over 11
10 ranked “A”
10
9 ranked “A”
9
8 ranked “A”
8
7 ranked “A”
7
6 ranked “A”
6
5 ranked “A”
5
4 ranked “A”
4
3 ranked “A”
Below 3 
All must be ranked “A”


	Assessment standards for tuition and incidental fees (Sept. 2010)
	1. If in the administrative category in the last evaluation, day and evening schools reach “A”; and in the discipline category, departments, graduate schools and degree programs must reach “A”, a tuition and incidental fees self-governing plan may be drafted.
2. If colleges, departments, graduate institutes or degree programs are evaluated to be “no pass”, “C’ or “D’,  tuition and incidental fee standards for the college or the college to which the department, graduate institute, or degree program is subordinate will be cut and may be revised down yearly until an improvement is made.


Table 4: Administrative application of evaluation results of technological universities and colleges (Jun. 2012)
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