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ABSTRACT

This study focused on understanding the reality for teacher's chaos sensibility at classroom management
effectiveness evaluation indicators from Taiwan Elementary School. This study employed the survey method. The
subjects were 716 teachers randomly sampled from 100 elementary schoolsin Taipei district. The Instrument was "
Inventory of the Teacher's Chaos Sensibility at Classroom Management Effectiveness” included seven dimensions:
butterfly effect, onset of turbulence, dissipative structure, random shock, strange attractor, recursive symmetries,
feedback mechanisms. Data were analyzed using the method of Reliability and LISREL. Themgor findings
were:
1.According Reliability analysis, the Cronbach a of the seven dimensions of Inventory are from.7310.92.
2.There is a good fit model at teacher's chaos sensibility at classroom management effectiveness evaluation

inventory form AGFlI  GFI indicator of Lisrel.
3.The findings of the study supported the constructed model , and the seven dimensions of teacher's chaos sensibility
had a great influence on the classroom management effectiveness.
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