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Table 1 Necessity and actual level of design education
at the industrial point of view®

Curriculum Necessity (B) | Actual level (A) | (A—B)
Design nd drawing 76 44 -32
Computer 81 58 -23
CAD/CAM 63 42 -21
Mechanics of material 83 65 -18
Applied mathematics 42 61 19
Automobile eng. 23 63 40
Average of (A-B) 17
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Fig.1 A questionnaire result for CAD curriculum
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Fig.2 An example of mistake in drawing
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Fig.3 An example of test problem

Table 2 Evaluation test method

M1 class M2 class
1st test
(Before drawing) 12,3456 1.2,7,8,9,10
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Fig.4 Results of evaluation test
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Fig.5 Correlation between rest result and questionnaire
result at first test
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Fig.6 Correlation between rest result and questionnaire
result at second test

5. ¥F&&

ZEHRFE ORI CREOEE S O i BENICEE
BTEBDFEERN LE. 2ORRE, SEIEAVERRN
INEHIBEFMTEHZ Lbhok. £/, Zh
KLV BBRLIRBEIDIIMBETHDZ LBBRTE .

B35 X

(1) RELEBOLDOEEAT Vr— 1, BERZIS
BIFEERINERS, TR 14458,

(2 MEXRILEHERS, REOILEEE s 5 A0
BB T D LE =X CET 5REFEREE,
YRk 104E3 A,

B) ZDUHIVUIF 4 —P, BEE, EX F—A
#t, AR 12 4.

— 148 —

NI | -El ectronic Library Service



