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Abstract: The current study attempted to measure learning outcomes of a career education course at a 

university with low selectivity. The central goal of the course was to understand unstable labor market 

conditions today. Students were given some time to research a topic by themselves, and then discussed it 

with the teacher in each class. Short essays were regularly assigned to develop a study habit and reinforce 

knowledge acquisition. Most students who took this course highly evaluated the experience according to our 

survey. The survey also shows that learning outcomes are associated with grade at high school and differ 

according to different level of current carrier readiness. 
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