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A Study on Development of Common Criteria for Evaluation of Internet
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ABSTRACT

Changes in the distribution and sharing information using the Intemet is changing the most part in our daily life, Utilizing the Internet
of our lives to the rapid development of IT technology, are living in the off-ine (off-ine) and online (on-ine) a mix of life, We expect
now online life specific gravity is further increcsed. However, do not systematically implement the education of Interet ethics
awareness deficiencies of objective indicators to assess the current knowledge level of the Intermnet ethics is the actual situation.
Therefore, in this paper, it provides a development process in order to establish a common standard for the evaluation of Internet ethics
index. Development procedure of Infemet ethics index in order to establish a common standard, "evaluation item (draff) derivation”,
"Creating a questionnaire”, "the calculation of the analysis and item-by-item weight of the questionnaire”, and a common reference
determination of the stage having. Was also a questionnaire that target 46 people to calculate the weight of the common reference.
Internet ethics index evaluation model through the establishment of the common standards developed in this paper, municipal road
Office of Education, related organizations, high school, such as small, medium, can be utilized as an indicator to measure the Internet
ethics education level.
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