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Abstract

Since curriculum is the core element of talent training, curriculum evaluation is an important way
for teachers to understand their teaching status and effectiveness. It is vitally important for uni-
versities to establish a scientific curriculum evaluation system and then to make full advantage of
system’s guiding, motivating and improving functions to promote teaching reform and teaching
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quality improvement. Based on the practice of constructing the undergraduate course evaluation
system of Beijing Wuzi University and “student-centered, results-oriented and continuous im-
provement” OBE approach, the author has established an internal qualitative and quantitative
undergraduate course evaluation system, including syllabus evaluation scale, curriculum resource
evaluation scale, class teaching evaluation scale, final-exam paper quality evaluation scale, and fi-
nal-exam paper grading and archiving evaluation scale. The system was used to comprehensively
evaluate the implementation of 343 courses in the 2021~2022 (2) semester at Beijing Wuzi Uni-
versity and timely feedback was submitted to the relevant parties. With the help of this system,
the curriculum construction quality has been improved effectively.
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Table 1. The quality evaluation scale for the teaching syllabus of theoretical practice courses
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Table 2. Online course resource construction evaluation scale
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Table 3. Classroom teaching evaluation scale
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Table 4. Evaluation scale of final examination paper proposition
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Table 5. Schedule of course evaluation
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