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The purpose of this research was to study students’ opinions on teacher’s
characteristics and teaching and learning instruction of teacher training students,
Faculty of Education, who practiced teaching at Kasetsart University Laboratory.
School, Center for Educational Research and Development. The population was 1895
students, who studied with teacher training students majoring in Home Economics,
Mathematics, Business, Physical Education, Science Education and Health Studies.
The instruments used were questionnaire and data was measured in terms of
frequencies, percentage and content analysis. The findings were as follows:

1. Opinions on teacher’s characteristics were categorized into 7 items namely,
dress code, verbal control, good behavior, attentiveness, punctuality, good
human relationship and self-control. Most students rated all items ‘very
good’ for students majoring in Home Economics, Mathematics, Business
Studies, Physical Education, and Science Education. As for students
majoring in Health Care, they rated ‘good’ for every item except the items -
of verbal control and good behavior, which were rated very gaod.

2. Opinions on teaching and learning instruction, which were categorized into
5 items, namely, teaching ability, checking students’ homework &
assignment, interesting teaching materials, ability to control class and
remedial teaching. Most students rated ‘very good’ for all items, except the
item of ability to control class, for students majoring in Home Economics,
Mathematics, Health Studies and Science Studies. As for the teacher
training students majoring in Physical Education, items of ability to teach
and remedial teaching were rated ¢ very good’; whereas the rest were rated

‘good’. Teacher training students majoring in Health Students were rated
‘very good’ on the items of checking student’s homework and assignment
and interesting teaching materials. And the other items were rated ‘good’.

3. Regarding opinions towards teacher training students in all major fields,
most students rated ‘very good’ on having teacher characteristics as well
as teaching and learning instruction except the item on control class was
rated ‘good’.

4. The strong point of teacher training students was that they were friendly so
students were happy to ask questions, which helped students understand
lessons well. Further their age range were close; so they understood
students very well and teacher students were their good consults. Finally,
teacher training students prepared interesting teachmg materials.

5. The weak points of teacher training students were that they couldn’t
control class, which was noisy so students did not understand lessons.
Moreover, teacher training students were so kind they students did not pay
attention to their lessons. Finally their explanation was not clear.

6. Students suggested that teacher training students had to be good at content,
teaching techniques, friendly, understandable, flexible, spiritual and kind.

7. Students thought that teacher training program was good in the way that it
trained new teachers. However, teacher training students. were supposed to
be stricter; they were supposed to learn techniques of class control, and
prepared more teaching materials as well as activities. Finally, the role of
superviser was to, take care of and to help make a conclusion on teaching
for teacher training students.




