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Co—-governance, Classification and Effectiveness Enhancement: Three
Dimensions of the Reform of College Teaching Assessment in the New Era

LIU Zhentian
(Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005)

Abstract: Teaching evaluation in higher education has made remarkable progress in terms of concept, policy
and practice since the reform and opening—up. However, after entering the new era, there are still some important
cognitive problems to be further clarified and many practical problems to be further explored, among which,
adapting to and promoting the modernization of higher education governance system and governance ability,
guiding a reasonable classification of colleges and universities and guiding different higher education institutions
to develop with their own features, and effectively enhancing school—running level and teaching quality, i.e., co—
governance, classification and effectiveness enhancement, are not only the three aspects of measuring the
development, change and progress of teaching evaluation in higher education institutions, but also the three
dimensions of deepening the reform and improvement of the teaching evaluation system in the new age.
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