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Dilemmas and countermeasures of independent colleges

normative development in the new era

YUAN Ke'?, QUE Mingkun®, ZHOU Yutong'

(1. Institute of Education and Economy Research, University of International Business and Economics, Beijing 100029, China;
2. School of Social and Political Sciences, University of Glasgow, Glasgow G12 8RS, the United Kingdom;

3. Institute of Education, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: Private education in China is changing from opportunity competition to strength develop-
ment, and facing structural transformation, requiring independent colleges turn to quality-cored con-
notative development. However, independent colleges have encountered various problems between a
historical rationality vanishment and a realistic legitimacy reformation, between continuous weakening
of comparative advantages and non-formation of competitive advantages, of classification difficulty of
the profit-making and nonprofit based on public welfare attributes, and of transformation not meeting
needs of higher education development. China should take strategies to promote their reform and
normative development: to adjust and revise relevant laws, regulations and policies timely to achieve
legitimacy reconstruction; to clarify the mission and position, strengthen school-running characteris-
tics, and form competitive advantages; to distinguish profit-making and non-profit attributes under
public welfare attributes, adjust public policies, and improve governance structures; to classify and
explore transformation, reform and standardized development paths, and strengthen forward-looking
theoretical research based on local conditions.

Key words: private education; applied universities; independent colleges; classified management;

normative development
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University " golden classroomi' based on the view of " deep learning' .
the pondering on the historical logic, judgement
criterion and implementation path

LV Linhai
(Institute of Education, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract: University" golden classroom" is an important theme of Chinese higher education in the
" quality era", showing judgement on " good teaching' . Through the historical investigation, practice
changes and disputes around" knowledgé' nature and related to teaching™ quality criterid' could be
found. From the viewpoint of learning science, " golden classroom" judging criteria should aim to
students'" deep learning' , and its route is" teaching perception", among which the most influential
one is "good teaching' students percept. From a broader perspective, " teaching perception' also in-
cludes" emotion perception’ and" community perception” , which all influence students’'" deep learn-
ing' . Therefore, the essay proposes” to change quality discourse to students’ standpoint"," to deepen
teaching methods to students’ mind", and" to investigate Chinese wisdom of ‘golden classroom* .

Key words: university " golden classroom™; deep learning; teaching perception; good teaching;

emotion perception; community perception



