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The purposes of this study were to examine nursing students’ satisfaction toward teachers’ teaching
quality and leamning facilities and to compare students’ satisfaction toward the two evaluation methods
1) paper-based evaluation and 2) computer-based evaluation. Samples were 222 1*3 year nursing students of
the academic year of 2006. Data were collected using self-administered questionnaires. Statistics used for data
analysis included percent, mean, standard deviation, and Paired-Sample T Test.

Results revealed that:

1. Most samples were females (95.95 %) and most samples were in the age of 9(47.30%)

2. Satisfaction toward teachers’ teaching quality and learning facilities of each-year nursing
students and overall nursing students was high except for the sufficiency and update of textbooks, journals, and
research their satisfaction was in a medium level.

3. The satisfaction toward a paper-based and a computer-based evaluation was not significantly
different between class A and class B 1”-year nursing students.

4. For Z"d-year nursing students, the satisfaction toward a paper-based evaluation was significantly
higher than a computer-based evaluation.

5. For 3'd-year nursing students, the satisfaction toward a computer-based evaluation was
significantly higher than a paper-based evaluation.

6. Overall, the satisfaction toward a paper-based evaluation and a computer-based evaluation was not
significantly different.

In conclusion, nursing students’ satisfaction toward teachers’ teaching quality and leaming facilities
was high. Also, the satisfaction toward a paper-based evaluation and a computer-based evaluation was not

significantly different.





