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[ Abstract ]

This study was conducted to develop a teaching competency scales customized for teaching programs conducted by Center for
Teaching & Learning at A University. To achieve this purpose, a preliminary study was set up, which consists of three competency
groups (basic competency, practice competency, innovation competency) and 26 learning competency factors through a review of
previous studies. In order to verify the reliability and validity of the provisional teaching competency scales, an online survey was
conducted on A university teachers in September 2020, The collected questionnaire data were organized and exploratory factor
analysis and confirmatory factor analysis were conducted. As a result of exploratory factor analysis, 26 teaching competency was
reduced to 17. As a result of the confirmatory factor analysis, the model was found to be good, Also, as a result of analyzing the
construct reliability and AVE of the confirmed teaching competency factors, all 17 factors showed a good level of .7 or more. The
teaching competency scales developed through this study can be used as basic data for performance evaluation and development of
new programs of CTL teaching program.
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Table 1. Definition of teaching competency
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Table 3. Teaching program and teaching competency
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Table 4. Operational definition of teaching competency
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Table 6. General characteristics of subjects
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Fig. 3. Confirmatory factor analysis result.

15, MR = W EMFEXS

Table 15. Construct reliability and AVE
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