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On the Shortcomings and Improvement of Ultimate Evaluation of Teaching

LIU Guo—quan

(Hunan University of Commerce,Changsha,Hunan 410205)

Abstract The University students” evaluation of teaching is an effective measure to help teachers promote their teachings,
whereas there are certain defects of it when applying it into practice. That process evaluation has been introduced to the evaluation of
teaching makes up the shortcomings of these defects, such as randomness, non—objectivity, irreversibility, etc. in ultimate evaluation
of teaching. The combination of process evaluation and ultimate evaluation can help teachers get more feedbacks on their teachings
and do some amendment timely, at the same time, it encourages more students to participate in classroom activities to enhance their
learning capacity. Teaching administration and teaching monitoring are necessary in this model of teacher —student interaction.
Therefore, comprehensive evaluation of teaching has been becoming the tendency

Key words evaluation of teaching; process; ultimacy; teaching level
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