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Abstract

In recent years more and more universities are recognizing the need to provide training
in teaching skills to their teaching staff. The demand for teaching excellence at the level
of higher education arises because the national competitiveness in the Information Age
depends acutely on the abilities of college graduates. This paper descibes and compares
the programs on teaching for faculty and graduate students (faculty-to-be) at four
engineering schools — University of Michigan, Purdue University, Cornell University,
and Michigan Technological University. These four schools represent a wide spectrum in
terms of the type of institution (private or public, teaching- or research-oriented) and the
size of engineering program. The content of the programs are found to be similar,

B4 B9 199845 21



Z Y Z(Kim, Byeong-Jae)

although some variations are found in organization, audience, and emphasis. The major
conclusion is that the universities must consider the particulars of the mission of their
university and the nature of their student body in desiging a training program for it to

be successful.
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