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This course aims to investigate the fundamental concepts of curriculum
evaluation, and to review relevant key issues. Evaluation is one of key concepts
in the field of curriculum study and has still been recognized as high on the
agenda by scholars, policy-makers, and practitioners. In this course, students will
be expected to explore underlying ideas and practices of educational evaluation
through interactive discussion in the class. A dissertation by the end of this
course will be required for applying theories and practices learned through the
process.
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SDGs

Goal 4: Quality Education
Goal 16: Peace, Justice and Strong Institution

Source: Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development (General Assembly, United Nations, 2015)
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