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C. : 2016:

The Construction of New

Evaluation of Students’ Portfolio in the “Internet +” Era

YANG Yang
( School of Education Central China Normal University Wuhan 430079 China)

Abstract: Portfolio evaluation is recognized for its procedural developmental and reflective functions. However
the traditional portfolio evaluation that is recorded in paper and mainly presented in words has many drawbacks
in practice such as increased burdens on teachers and students low validity poor participation of the evalua—
tion subject and inconvenience in recording and preservation. Therefore in the “Internet +’ era a new
students’ portfolio evaluation system is being constructed. It mainly uses the schools’ cloud platform of virtual
storage space as the portfolio and set up the physical exhibition hall. Students can use the information technolo—
gy to participate in the design of their portfolios ensuring the participation of multiple subjects so as to better a—
chieving the procedural developmental evaluation. It overcomes some disadvantages of traditional portfolio evalu—
ation and generates additional values such as comprehensive evaluation promotion of students’ motivation
and development of students’ diverse abilities and life dong storage.

Key words: the “Internet +” era; traditional portfolio evaluation; new portfolio evaluation; student evaluation
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