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Undergraduate Tutorial System: Formalism or Common View
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Abstract: The qualitative prescription of undergraduate tutorial system is to cultivate

students’ critical thoughts by the manner of liberal education. At present, the undergraduate

tutorial system encountered formalism, which reflected the political philosophy. The under-

lying causes lied in the lack of common view and cultural support. The ideology basis of un-

dergraduate tutorial system is liberal education, however the liberal education is placed in an

awkward position under the context of employment first. Only the common view of liberal

education, general education and heuristic teaching is developed, could it offer the cultural

soil for the role of undergraduate tutorial system.
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