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Abstract

The reporting seminar is an indispensable practical activity to train students to conduct innovative
research. To develop students’ creative thinking and enhance practical abilities of independent
learning and reporting, we introduced the rubric approach to evaluate the effectiveness of report-
ing seminar classroom. A rubric approach for reporting seminar classroom teaching was designed,
and the evaluation of its effectiveness was explored and practiced in the form of reporting seminar
on literature reading. The practical results show that the rubric approach can provide more com-
prehensive feedback on the effectiveness of students’ reporting seminar, which can not only provide
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EXE F

formative evaluation results for students, but also help them to recognize and improve their defi-
ciencies, and provide teaching feedback for teachers timely.
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Figure 1. Flowchart of evaluation rubric construction methodology
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Figure 2. Example of the reporting and discussion process and the implementation of the evaluation rubric
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