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Abstract

The purpose of this investigation was to evaluate Asia Technelogy School
faculty's transferring of knowledge. The sample comprised 252 students who attended
the forementioned School in the first semester during the 1998 academic year.

The instrument used was rating scale and open — ended questionnaire with items related
to faculty's transferring of knowledge. The collected data were then analyzed through the
- application of percentage. .

The findings were summarized as follows:

Regarding the instructors, most students expressed that instructors had good
voice and speaking manner with suitable knowledge in what they teached, including
pleasant personality and properly dressed as an exemplar. In contrast electronics
students felt that instructors rarely offered helping hand and gave advice informally and
teaching and ending classes not on time. With respect to methods of teaching; most
students revealed that instructors gave quite clear teaching objectives, gave explicit detail
of subject contents, and taught required subject matters according to the schedule
together with good teaching preparation. However, electronics students expressed that
instructors taught the subject unclearly and hard tc_> understand and gave students little
chance to ask of what were on their mind either in or out of class. They also felt that they
obtained insufficient knowledge from class. As for basic technical subject students, they

expressed that instructors had insufficient teaching aids and materials.



With regard to subject contents, most students revealed that the contents were
suitable for nowadays, stressed more on recent knowledge and stressed on moderate
rote memory. Whereas the basic technical subject students felt that the contents were
stressed on liitle memory and the electronics students revealed that the contents were too
difficult. In relation to measurement and evaluation, most students expressed that
instructors had criteria for evaluation, gave assignments to students and checked them
regularly, gave examination appropriatable to the contents moderately and used various
means of evaluation instead of only final examination. While electronics students felt that
instructors gave unclear explanation on evéluation and rarely checked and followed — up

on results of student learning.



