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Abstract

The ideological and political assessment and evaluation system for course is an important standard
to evaluate the ideological and political effect of the course. It is very important to establish a scien-
tific, reasonable and feasible ideological and political assessment and evaluation system. Taking the
major of pharmaceutical biotechnology as an example, we constructed the ideological and political
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assessment and evaluation system of biomedical courses through the way of “four bases and three
classifications”, and explored the ideological and political assessment and evaluation methods of
courses according to the teaching characteristics of professional courses.
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Figure 1. The ideological and political assessment and evaluation system of the pharmaceutical biotechnology professional
courses according to the principles of “four bases and three classifications”
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Table 1. Evaluation form of ideological and political literacy of physical and chemical separation and testing courses
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Table 2. Evaluation form of ideological and political quality in pre-clinical animal experiment of pharmaceutical courses
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Figure 2. Comparison of ideological and political goals evaluation
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