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Abstract

The evaluation system of curriculum ideological and political education is an important guarantee
for the high-quality and sustainable development of curriculum ideological and political education,
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but most of the previous evaluations focused on the static evaluation system at the micro level, fo-
cusing on the results rather than the process. The complexity and gradualness of curriculum ideo-
logical politics determine that the evaluation of curriculum ideological politics must be a closed-loop
system from implementation, evaluation, feedback, improvement to re-implementation. Therefore,
based on the OBE output result oriented education theory, around the “three questions of education”,
this paper uses the CIPP dynamic decision-making education evaluation model to build a dynamic
evaluation system for the whole process and links of the course Ideological and political effect of the
teacher-student interactive community from the four dimensions of OBE value condensation back-
ground evaluation, input evaluation, process evaluation and result evaluation. It can be used not on-
ly to evaluate a specific link in the process of ideological and political education, but also as a whole
to evaluate the effectiveness of Ideological and political education of the whole curriculum and dis-
cipline system.
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1. 51§

WREEBUENEAT “#F =H——8 R A N BRERFRA. BERFR N MEEITF, B 2020
F (FEARRRE R B R SN E) MG, REEBUTHE D H B BT FTEN TR A
BrEc A Se 1], BSERRE BN ECA SR BONE R B ARSI, WL T KRR BRI SE B R
B, ZLR T BT IR AR, o T RE A R E2], OF B OV BB R R A A E
SO BRI 22 32 SCHNVIRPE N R BORAR[3], RSKBLLER NS — IR L IRE. REEBUEN
— A B RN QR B A B [4], AR FEREERLS], RIARREAE MR, e fadm & 28R
AR B BOTRAME T RG], e TIREHE, JFURGUW. BT “ BB BYE, SR
WREMFREAN. “LREdBELTA” §ANE], SIRRAER RGNS RS [7], S
TEMN[8]. WMEE AN[O], ARG IRIEA A5 57 4 T A JE (A 2 32 SO B8 AT N 1) AR BUA #OA Ok »
BRI Ay, JE AR BB AR EENR T SR SE A, DTG T F AV B HES) A 2,
PG EE RAE O EARTR . XA R GhZ LR EANTE b, HLE R T G = SR e SR M AL TR A 1 2R
2R B ER N A RE[10], S EURRE BBUSRSA =[2]. Bk, PRFUEAARTIRAE R R 2 4R IR B8
LAV RIA R, BERTR L PPN ANt B PR AR R AR A R s SRR, R URAR I BUSCR %
MR RRAGE TR NAE TR 2, [N R “HE =R iR L.
2. TRIZBBURBUEMA T

CHEZK KA SO AR R R ZH2E(2010~2020 4F) ) WAAEZER, @i “Sudt 808 208 L
SLANGERE CBE BRI AMAA NI o TR BBy — R R . GUF RS A B 4R TR 2L
FHEYCE, BTSRRI R AR ANFERREE RSN E R RGN TR, AR TR
FRZM, BT AR EOPFM fabr ik RO AU LL D, HUABWHEECN E, W fabr 2 & B Il E
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2.1 MERIEBBEARBOTNENERE, BAMETMN

BT AR T RS — IR BB AR A EAR, BRI R AN A B T B8 AR S8
FER BT T[], REAREL “ U B SEitiOR SO 22 AR RO 9], Ak “IREEE” WEA
B RE CRBEREC B, SEHRTIHEE S E NG A RN EERR[12], I EEAE HE
AT, R EBCRARERAME S T LB I, ORI BA PR BB A &R, BUE it
SEAER N IR AAE S5V FISLAL[13]. BRI, BAE S CRTINPRE B /K AR B A e m A4 H 7R 6
FRLY AN (RS2 RO BB e da ) UIaR 1 M R B BUSO I A RO ZEKR . BRAR
BELLLE NN E AN AUH 2, B A2 SO DM E N SRR e B N e i e
SKOSLAEM NITEFE[7], 7 ZAE BB N WAE 7 K R REFUM BN R 2 £ R AR [10], AT AL,
i “RIEREBC RO e R RIVERGTE . Bt R RIS 0. TR BEUSRGTA K14 ZER R
2, DURRRBCR B IAEAN ERE, HE 1 IRFE B EUSRT A L 282 2 Jeah AL .

2.2. RIER BN HER G RAE, BN

—RRAEEA IR PN FEAR IR BN, BEEBUTER, RE “SERAT, WHEIREE GARET
ANV SA VPN AR 2R o W34 Thaeds AR A FE I R G RO Ak 2R [14], 45308 B ST
[FAT ZOMA A R BULIE R [15], B, FRI0EE . BRAMESELLZEUN . 2 AT R R 2
TCHIPEAR R [16], LARCRBURZUN . 242 Bb . BRI E T R BRSO R R ([17], =
T B3 AT AT 77 2 4 P VR R B U o BV Mk R [18] 55 o IR U A% R B T IR AR BB I £ Jetk, A
AN FIRL A AT A BEAT T A AU SRS, (AE— @ FRE PR B LS B R E VI R R E L R R
AREFE, AT R E PRI, SRS WIS A R . R BEERAEROWZ I, Wi PR
R bR T A 02 T B R Bk R s = . ARH . A% ML, (BEEERAEY )
WA, AR BB AT TYPN[19]: PMEAEIRTT T GEAE IR 52 EE IR 1 IR B BUS L
[20]; FEAE SR T “/NMNE 7 MHE TRHERE BBCEARLEN R I[21]; R UHEIRIE R TS R E 2K,
DI, ZARBRATZER AT “RFREBC FSSE AT, A TR BTN e AR R R I AT
TSRS T[22]. AR ZE RAEUOE T VPN VE Z R VRO A AR FEAE AR AR AL . PR AR EAE DL G
—Ak, XA G SR RS IR T I . ARV T iR SR . RS RIVT SR 360 FEVEAN (23], BABRAL
PIRORIHE FEVA[24], TR/NERIE R HTIE, TRk SIRFR 0 CIPP (VL3R T PPN AL % [25] [26], BAK
KiFE . XNEHER OBE (MUK FM)EE NAA B REVEMIER[27]. IEXETE, RKFE TR
FEBBOPN F B, NASCE OBE LA CIPP BLAY il & T IR AR BUS VT ER 4 7 %, v OBE +
CIPP B il & F2 AL 1 BB N S AR -

3. OBE + CIPP & 5B BHAA M
3.1. OBE &5 CIPP #RIFEE M

OBE BISCR S E B, 52— AR A 22 5] RN o8 3 FORALZA SERATIEAN 203 [ 25 R
Ao ST A E OB A A B A U 22 28], (A N IR IT & AN EE S 5%, &
THECE H SO 5 B (A, OBE HIL T ## B B ALV BT, 75 22 LA A Ao AT 1) 157
IEWESEHE, RRERBOER TR ANA TT R R B AT, SCHE NE A SIS A

CIPP Rl ks Ia PP A7, ABU ARSI IEA, SR (RS W S 5t T A EME S B H
PR G REVEAN IR EE . CIPP BRI, A VR AR A T FU0 AR, TR T5
RSN RAE B BORE, NUSRIRMRIE NS, RIBRIEPH A S RN (045G . AT, CIPP Y
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FECW RAGTT T — e A2 E583% T OBE #iAY, fEBHAT NI, CIPP BRI LIMES A TR, W
F P (Context) B AT (Input) I FEIFA (Process) 3P4/ (Product) [29]3E47 1 FEME PR (LA 1),
BE R DR — AN R AT B, o m] DA AR 3T RGVEVPAY, BRI, AR, SR PR ER
(B TE, BE T SWET . RPN FIA LS VRN, B8 SE A TH R Guh S A0 X Rk Fe b . 3
PRI 2 TR

LRI BTG SRR BRI
Context Evaluation) (Input Evaluation) (Process Evaluation) (Produce Evaluation)

> FENERSS > HIAREE R4S > HABTEUNAR 7 > BEXE RN
B H#-Fhag BRI it R &l

> WX R KEE > TRl > N R R RS > BHS5EHRUEY
R N LT R -y ESNEA S - GRS - SN B FE RIS
FIAT e 77 20 > WAL S > CFAHWHR R K BAMHEER

> BWHERERK R T R A I 25 i IR > fRBRHNME LR
P A T A Rk 2|

> KW EFRRET RS
i 2 BRI TR

BEokJR: Stufflebeam, D.L, & Shinfield, A.J. Systematic Evaluation [M]. Boston: Kluwer Nijhoff. 2017: 170-171.

Figure 1. CIPP education evaluation model
1. CIPP B ITMNREY

L, VRPN ISR AR SR B ENAE SRR R, PR SEEL R e s
M e, ROV H A ZIEN], TR sk, DPHed, fE1X—xi L OBE il CIPP B A A /E—H
PE. OBE B NE NE AR Lt 4t 7 iksdagl, CIPP U Seiti . Wi, &
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3.2. OBE + CIPP iR 2B BME I

BEENEA R SRR, HROA 2 S i B BOR AR sl 5 — T TR B B RE S Bl th
AR —HERRIHRI. B, REEBURIMEE NG A St R A0 —AME i it 1 i
FE, DAIRA TSI AN RIER R, BRI R, BeAdE REER T, B HR, ERMER, U0
KRR R R AEIAT O, BT RN ISR Bee el i, I, PR B BUSRL PRt b 22 5)
SRR BRI, R A AR

OBE HUR A AM CIPP [dfE R — &K B N B AR BT et FEAR Ly, i 2 8
“ZEANT MERESABE IR, B EOR . REEAR SRR, (RS AR A 5]
A RTRIICNRIRE 1, FRIIREE S 5] I, IS5 IR I AR B SRA 2 K, A BT, N
HO¥ M EN, SCHREIRTIAOME S 95T« B A T OAMETAT AT R4 e B N
“REENEA RO BN ERA R KBS ST 5, EEENE A SRR S R, IR
FLRIAT Pt B (e AU AT S Sh A IS g, A7 B T R B A e <A e Rk,
EIRIEBBURROF I TR 2 0 RIGE . AR ENE . WG A R 5 25 RG22 3L (A
BONPFOT AR, X EE BRI T S8 BB 2. TR, SR ENEA R E AR
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KRN, BEEANER. BANEATR FeEBEALBE, TSR AT A TG0 AR
IR AR TRET LA SR “E SRR, A2 IR 55 T R, I T B BE R
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Figure 2. OBE + CIPP model education and teaching implementation path
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4. ERRERB SIENR
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Table 1. Curriculum ideological and political effectiveness evaluation system (background evaluation)
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4.2. AN : EEREERAR

B NVFAT B B R AR 0 08 RS 7 AN S 26 A, 2 B RS R BRI 22 51 R A A 2 WA e
HHEAZENINE TR RIRAREER R I T LEN, #E H2 SRS S T T R
2 FORINEETT, DMEREX IR R BECE A7 SN AL W AT VAN RO kAt B D e WY BE e v b
Mgk, BN IEER W] e 2 4+ [30], BB HRITAA LG Z IR E A G Ik, AP REfE
ARV 2 DRI HIN, WE T HRME . HAHSRTE. MR, BERE. )
B, AR FEEMER 7 A =JERAM 15 MR SRR BAA RS, VRV R R WK 2.

Table 2. Curriculum ideological and political effectiveness evaluation system (input evaluation)
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Table 3. Curriculum ideological and political effectiveness evaluation system (Process evaluation)
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Table 4. Curriculum ideological and political effectiveness evaluation system (result evaluation)
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