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Align with Learning Outcomes: Highlights of Course-level

Learning Outcome Assessments
—Studies of the SC Undergraduate Education Reform in the USA (6)
Zhao Juming

Abstract. This article introduces the major methods of course-level learning outcome assessment inno-



vated by the American universities and colleges in its SC reform, including formative assessment, ru-

brics, classroom learning outcome assessments, authentic learning assessments, achievement portfoli-

0s. Some issues regarding the concept and measurement of learning outcome assessment are also dis-

cussed in this article.

Based on the NILOA 2018 survey report, the article drew a rough picture of the

current practices of learning outcome assessment in American higher education, and offered some sug-

gestions to Chinese higher education institutes.

Key words: Student-centered, American undergraduate education reform, course-level assessment, in-

classroom learning outcome assessment, learning outcome assessment. (
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