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*The Framework for Qualifications of the European Higher
Education Area(Bologna Process)

* Tuning Project (Bologna Process+ Kk + K E + HA)

- AHELO (OECD)
FRLANI

-The Framework for Higher Education Qualifications (UK.
Ireland7i &)

Subject Benchmark Statement (UK)
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Regional Accreditation Bodies

* Association of American Colleges & Universities (USA)
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A Test of Leadership: Charting the Future of U.S. Higher Education
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A TEST OF LEADERSHIP

Charting the Future of U.S. Higher Education

A Report of the Commission Appointed by
Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
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THE OECD
ASSESSMENT OF HIGHER EDUCATION LEARNING OUTCOMES (AHELO)
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7 & R (Learning Outcomes)& (&
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“Outcome-based education means starting with a
clear picture of what Is important for students
to be able to do, then organising the
curriculum, instruction, and assessment to
make sure that this learning ultimately
happens.”

From Spady, W. (1994), Outcome Based
Education: Critical Issues.
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Eam 80% 22% 25% 33%
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Learning and Assessment: Trends in Undergraduate Education

AAC&U and Hart Research Associates, 2009 v
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No, but we are planning
for assessment of

leaming outcomes
in general education

42%

Yes, we assess
learming outcomes in
general education

32%

How Assessments Are Conducted
(mulfiple response accepied)

Sample of students %
All students 1™

No, we do not assess go; Through departments 4%

leaming outcomes in
general education

Learning and Assessment: Trends in Undergraduate Education
AAC&U and Hart Research Associates, 2009 21
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Learning and Assessment: Trends in Undergraduate Education
AAC&U and Hart Research Associates, 2009
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