mEEE|Q Flo| M Al
_ ; Dol| s5E7e| oF 7FX] CHCE
=78
ME L

(2000. 2. 16. A+

Concepts and Implementing Steps of Portfolio as an
Alternative Assessment in Engineering Education

Yu hyun Choi

Dept. of Practical Arts Education
Inchon National University of Education
(received February. 16. 2000)

i Ze ggmge] 594 onlgle Faol o
H, o] dFlNE FHugre] TEZL] e Bt MdE weldtn voprt AR FeaglA
TEZLE Hrbl & F Yt AAE AYste AU, o A7 B Ane FAE] A%
EXE cgsted MF3F S 8% ANES FHsta Wkl /5AF, AAR, 438 3
o7 sy, A&L A% e TEED 9 54, 4§ BUt &89 Y 9AE ALstA

Abstract

Portfolio are emerging as a prominent type of alternative assessment. Portfolio
assessment is becoming increasingly clear that this method of collecting and evaluating
student work over time has significant advantages over more conventional approaches to
assessment. So the purposes of the study were to review the concepts and steps for
planning and implementing portfolio assessment in engineering education. In education,
portfolio can be defined as a purposeful, systematic, reflective process of collecting and
evaluating student products to document progress toward the attaintment of learning
targets. Four steps for planning and implementing portfolio assessment in engineering
education were suggested as follows: 1) determine purpose 2) determine sources of content,
3) teacher evaluation of contents and student self-evaluation, 4) using of portfolio.

H3% 25 20004 71



Z|F&(Yu hyun Ch01)

LM E

A2 2% Foq DL 9T Y= B
7 Aol FRE N2E W7k SolNE HAT

= Atk = ¢t 7Halternative assessment),
AAH7H(direct assessment), AAA3FH7}
(authentic assessment), 4 3 3 7}

(performance assessment or performance-
based assessment), E£EZ2 2% 7Hportfolio
assessment), 8 F41% 7} (process-oriented
assessment), £ 8 & ¥ # 7} (holistic
assessment), 3F ZIE%7Houtcome-based
assessment) 59 &o°j7t AFAH Hrt
(traditional assessment)$} th¥]== de=
L‘=-°454J— At oleigt Hrp gojd HAZ A=z

< Bt & 1%—3— 71E9] Hrle] vAdd 712
Dh". £ 4 s

ol¢} o] HZ B0 Wi §ojE ‘Evalua-
tion' Brhe ‘Assessment(AH3) & 2ol AME3}
3 et olE g o AREelA w& Hrte FF
= stz gloizm B 4 9tk Arends(1993)=
] th23 2ol FE3lx et

Rkad
gol%

o

‘Assessment’ +
o At ojsfe] FEEo]An FY
FEE oujsid, o] FHE A, AE, H
zA go] HEFF Wy BE #3F g
(verbal exchange) 53 #& B]¥4F
(informal) WY e2x THE + Ut 9
qFI mAFS] FH B FEE
‘Assessment’ 9] YFolm FHE SYE
olaj = 7 Hrl  ‘Assessment’ 7} FEHE
73] 5l 53101..'_—_ o/} %’,“ja = H}-D:]
Evaluation’ & 7}x]] &3 2%, 712 F
o g HFE onjdit], odE Eo] FA}
(test)= SHYEo] EH 3 Ao tiste] dnf
U #F gm glestd bidt FEE FHE]
918l Assessment’ ZIHolAITH EFE o
7le 98 Evaluation’ #9ojt}. ol
ALZE FHAb) Z]Z3e] 3E FEE B}

e J—"‘EOJI th3
ZE

72

7] wj&olr].

Z Arends(1993)¢] #7t9] /ide F ©AY
Az QAsta dok F, AR £ dAEA 9
‘Assessment’ 9 7Hx] Hojuh Tk 34 0 249
Evaluation' & 7&3tx ot webd I 3
71e AAZ}E o8 F TDoE Zo] AHE
(assessment and evaluation)dtar it}

A= ‘Assessment 9] &0 A9 Qule H
7te] B9irt s, TR oo ozt AF7HA]
e $ABIGAIT, olAlE AU A RS A%
FE Az vk IR LS Bte] rE )
A Reg & 4 o melx B Hr}
AT &g Bz kR Rl g gsle] Tk
g iy, 9gA e Fdste] dA 4%
(authentic) B712 A=sizte ulolty. HE
%3] Bt ARHE olf% o7l gon, ol

AN =ostaxt s TEZIQ Bk F
83 Pxo) ABE FHsE AHY FAIA B
.

Z g7t Ade RFE FF 9 FWNE A=
2t TEEQE T8 Wrlke s oul 3]
€ 37t Aol 2 kel v B XEE
2 Wrke g g% AiEclgke MM e
H9ok T oS o HEE 454 Iw
Agen® 7198 £ & Rolvh. 53 A5¥
ofel me} AT FAEINM ] TEE

Brhe 98 7RE oulE AYxn glew, F

o M A% g 2 Bk AFoe M 1 At
g 2E3 yxstm gt we FEZS
P72 2w ALstsd 712 AYgow
A mgEolNe] TEZE) Q0] oujel AAAQ
Ago] wg Fallq AAHN a7t Basic
2 BAY olgd BN o] ATe Tow
KoMl FEZE e Hrlel AdE o gz}g— 123
Ashe o] FE EHolrh. o2 AN o]
AT7E TeugoAe TEZE) e Hrko gz
I AAE g4sE Aol FE Btk wety
o] AT AF} TEZ L WUt o]2 ©A9|
FHHE FAonR FEugoMe) TR 4T

»

OJ



A28 AN R A7) ADHE 2
I ZES2Q BII2 THL eI =0

Frazee & Rudnitski(1995)¢} Hipps(1993)
= 7 EEE AHEEddEs AEF
(traditional assessment)$ AAAE B}
(authentic assessment)& o (F 1)3 2o]

vl arste] AA kT,

ZEZDR FIle| Jidat HA

et AEE 48R Bl Be Jed) ol 3
=

B78 d=sta Utk o= Wk Wore e

A7t EgEE 2
SEECIERBRS

o] Ee ¢ & %ol ABH Hrlol vl

(B 1) NEH griet Ad griel vlm

7t 54& ehli i ok

AN e Fol FAE 9% TV ol
P7b  gEel Bed FEAE Fu Ax 25 3
=
=

HEX it
(traditional assessment)

A Mg Bt
(authentic assessment)

Cll

S|

« ZER H7} A7

‘ARH E9 7% ¥t
(lower-level skills)

R

o 284 (narrow) 4

« wAkS} Ao ofs A Al

cIRA w9 7l %7t
(higer-level skills)

<H) o oy A%

+ A4 3 (wholistic) #H

Frazee & Rudnitski

« TAt] 2|3 37t 428

« 7o 2% A@AEQ 27 7
B Tz

« 9= (validity), A3 = (reliablity),

« @A AT 53 FEHE FriEeE
4AE #HA

s ER P23 A

gt o2 g FA 7|28 A

dutsl 7Hs4 (generalizablity) ? ##

« A (facts) « 718 (concepts)
AT g2 A EE (1995)
+ 7 * #A (interalization)
. dtel gulE Sy  ThFE ) d Wkl
* 7% (skills) « 2 (processes)
+ H7HE 9% 2 (teach to test) «Jgo 2§ @F(teach to needs)
AgHoR AT Ax =7 e v JE
« TAF FA Hot « 3HA)-31A} 7}
« She) FAFA c At Aol n gHEAQ] H2
«AgAeln A P2 - F sl AEBA (holistic)
« w1 #3923 - m-ggade 5%
cSHHE A 23 9t « m-EEgAke] Wt
< Frhshe Bet wAEAe Asagol < Grpste Bot mAREAY] ke A4

Lk
+ SEAF Ht c vhFstn A AR Hot AR A
«E79) e APE B}t « ZAlE BB A4S ey Wad

Hipps(1993)

g Sle

A7V 58 #Hhe B

554 3 gk 2E 7

¥8A4 A=

« 253 FZ(creditablity), 9% 7154
(confirmablity). ¥& 7V (transfer-
ablity)

< AAgE FEHAY 259 T4

< TEA e A

< HAsE FA 7] 235k )4

3% W28 20004

73



%| 78 (Yu hyun Choi)

« W7} BA9 AFxsiet Wyt Ave] tiekgt
85 AFstn dvh(Arends, 1994:
McTigue & Ferrara, 1996).

«3rke] 99 e WE3 #Rsk AH A
3 AAAL] B7HE AFgstn Yok (Herman,
Aschbacher & Winters, 1992).

23 AFAA H7tH(product-oriented
assessment) 2ot ZHAF X gHA H 7}
(process -oriented assessment)E& 7F&3}
o £AT Hrke] FFAA FIS Alxdtn
At (Marzano, Pickering & McTighe,
1993 FH3d. 1999).

< e WA A7) Hrl(reflective self-
assessment & evaluation) 713 & &uhs}
3 cH(Wolf, 1989; -4, 1997a).

«XEZeEle, /EAE &4, AF, HFEY
=3, 53 viA 28 59 ek Hrt 71
e Aol EAHT vt (Hart, 1994,
Javaris, 1996).

23 H2o Hrt e d4d 59 B3R
4 (process-oriented) ], 244 (authentic)
ol £3 %414 (performance-based)?l A<
BW7rg F7etn A, tiekeha Bl AR
85 7% 7122 sta gloe MM 1 "8
ol FUHER sivtn Bk v Brpt
FTate oldele u&S dstn sk =
F7b Festn A, O AHd s B
FAZE Folgle R 2k

mreta o] ZdlAE ol Hrt oldE FAEY
& Sl shuel desx ZEZeC Hd o
g /gt Aol st =efstax} gt

TEEZ o= oE 37t YAl FEE H7}
AA ALHoz Axg wedA A9 2ES
a8 AR AFAS Bob Fogx A AR
o Wz 2 HHE 222 gdd F UEF
33, 3 AFALS ol8st] A7l Ao of
Yt e AFREAE 44 B7E e
Al she A FARRE Aot §9h 2ol 2

74

ohigl Abzlel A, &4 SE FENE o4
o H7Hg ¢ glod, FA1F Relyt w3} B
2, A7uanY A9 - dge 2RunN &
B2 AL o4l W £= ok
ge) 34 o AoeA ArsEAY A8
e XEZE L (portfolio)s HrhdEl FAld|
A5HQ Sl TEZL st AA| 5
Pg Bojo] S 9 L Wt ARl A
Holn ¥EHoE Fojstm, 159 & Pl
g W) 712lg Zethe dolA 9elst ad
3 ®ejn,
FEZD 07} g BoklA $ol2 AgEY
X%, molxE Hrtel & slx) Heom
AHEEIRA 2 Aidol AR THewt 2ol BhelA
o},

rr

s

s BEMe] FTEEIQE TG BRSO AHE
£ MR8l fdtd Aol 29ES +
otz Friete HAA ol AAA 7
% olth(McMilllan, 1997).

- XEZE2 0= B JUlQle] ZlE, ofelt]e],
30 A3 Az FAE @1 Je A8y
o]t} (Hart, 1994).

XTEZI 0T, Aol BHE JES xHHo
2 Tol & AFEFS o] 83 Hrh whaol}

« Folxl FHGoAM 9 shgate] A, TE,
T, AAE Tt £ e 9= A8
S oltk(Shackelford, 1996).

< ZAZE AA FAE] FIHH S X5

FHoz g + JEF Zol 2 23

1ole], o] REdde Ao X wAF

&, @A &j7o] E3s|ojol Frh (3

., 1998).

xl
o3

0 2% o ofy

Aol elgold Hul, TgeIM EEZele
oJ e TS 2de A= 2AT S
o cleltlo}, Fo| o] AT TR 4
B 2 wged e + AL, dEdE Ago)
Aok 3 & 5 sick

L& ZEE 6] B2 A olslal)

lo,
o ox



£

L2 A

S ATER (E 2)

E
___1_/\%

Adtd 1 54, . WEE
o} Zo] AAE 4 Uk

(£ 2] TEZ2)Q EZ o nix|g; g2 1
@3] Fasith FdAE] Al w3 g H
7t N1EE A48 I3, 284 FeER A
Br7te] $3e AL TEZ QS Hrle v
B E AR A Wb o itk ZEEeR
7te A 289 3 5o AdAE #
Asta, Afeld, A4, zol E5L A
#ct(Hart, 1994). °ol& vEus7t F343 o
52 %3 W7Hdialogue evaluation) &
ach ole UgE 53 Hrivh 9488 %

8 N

N
-~

Zs

-

Z
T
Hoz

E A

(E 2) ZRoMe| ZEZE|22| 5, &Y, HEE

EZ2|2 goto| Jidnt Hi

=

PR AFE] F71e LA
o BHE AR ez A
3¢ 97k Aie Bob
%74 %718 wens A
2 AA7} B R RozRE BoR
s A lARYe dshe HlEolop ke Aol
Ha S, 1999).

Z GPEe Alo] AR TEZ 0B

3}
L=
2

E3)

A7) A Wek AYE & ¢ AT A A
oIt o, 44 A%, WA bsH $E 2
2 A48 & gon, BNEE S AAs
Anlel Jele A Hetd & 9e wa oh

EZEZa|0| 28

FEZI9] B

E_"EEJQQ.I LHQE

(Hart, 1994) McMilllan(1997)

DeFina(1992) (Hart, 1994)

poseful)eltt. ol& XEEZe 27t
o o] AAglel AaFR], oJEA
#4H A E dsEd

+43 £349 Aas

A&7 B0e AR &
22" (systematic and
well-organized) A8 43

uh o]},

s g0 ZE ool & &S
W3] 371913 wle Al
23 (preestablished guide-
lines)o] Zt3 &k g},

« 24P} SEe) 473
weny e Brte

«XEEE ST 24A%H (pur-

LSase o 25
kel Ak Beate]
LY aE
F2olt}

< sAkst 37
2239¢ Bkt

« Aol HrtEANA 'Q*ﬂ o] Ze] #4 A&
WAt} g io] sEL} Hoistn ARz ¢
€t 7W A8 E A4 (selecting

some of the materials)sle

7o) Zojsiol Bet.
Q% 2 YAsE A

71 (scoring criteria) S &4a
AYx Hrkz A A Fsls)ofof
g,

+ A5 Bt U sf4do]
293 &S A,
gASe W& X3 Y
AYE ""ﬂ e wAHEtARte
29 (conferences)°] ok

g},

*XEZYE AAH L,
5!.7& zﬂ:?&o]_,_ _,]u]AlL_

EPERpEpR )
ol e syolE

- 7%

g g7

+ 538 Y7l A8

segdor 159 xezge | 0L A=

HEARE A% 12E QY | AR

4T & gk A
«FEEEoE SFYEY 1Y - DE

A% BF 9 s 5L C

A & ok, 20 el
‘Be FEZ ot AT e

AAN e v, JAHE, (rough drafts)

43 9% 7159, T
- XEZelox deile 39l AT

208 239 4 A, f:‘%

o Tlojol1

+ZEERQ EAE toksin

gA9HY wAe g, | - IAIS AE
CTEEZZ0E BYS HaE | CEF HIA

= e 3R, g48d £9
BB, Y45 A7) WY 52
R,
- XEZF o w4l 58,
YAt GRRAA 398 A%
FH dALF AR Ao,

< AFH 28E

3% H2%% 20004

75



A4 & 5
& o433

14E F
ooz Hrrel7] s A M AHHY
BV E xR AR 53 Hrke] dEAHQ 7
W 39 shtelrt,

Arter & Spandel(1992)= XEZ& 2= 43
Hold 8ol g =z Me", A FA,
At A W] FAE o Ui on 2H
oo & FAHQA AFE e AT
lojof gha FASATH hegxtel A7) ¥
25 Ao PSS AR oZH YA X
EZg ot Yo =l B Azl

sic.

ool AT SHEL WG EeFele 3
79 de vhest gol 38 & Ug Aol

N

EEEZ2S Wik sMse
[

MuY, 2o T2 So| B N

7| 9isioi SMS0| FoIE TRzt Skl M| K
2 2E BUM NE =g =mmE 28 H
X2, WINE 59 Cigd Usse NI 22

H Fxof AAHolo{, X[EHol:
MatstAH Atzslslo] WAe} &t
SR Hrlske FEolct

I
1o
p
|0
Ho

i

0>
3]
-n
N
0x
izt
Bl

(% 3) ZEZE2|2 grto| I8 oy

3 ¥ g
F B A7) WS B2 |- Al ofeigoz NeEg
- YA B 37 Yojmg

-AARY BT 59
« 2o W7t opet 7}

4R 9%

<o) Fdol 97
H7k AR AR 1E, 3
3ol A% Fo2 A B

+%7} o] Aol e | ol 28
B AAY A b5 |- F4E0l FE AR MY
A & %4 ge A

« 78 FA 99 FA

- R RdA AR e
A

< Asv FEo] /pEEE n
Alel Ak R} L

+ 34 259

«3AES 4B AedA o
kgl 7beAd EA

76

%| 578 (Yu hyun Choi)

ollF FEZoE Ted e AW v
o] ¥R A} (McMilllan, 1997).

FEZHRY FH £ FIL

(1997)& AAl XEZ8|e, B4 XEZTC, H
7t XTEEYLE FE3IHE, Shackelford
(1996)= TEAt LEZIQ o U 264, T
EZges AR Hrt myoln 95 F
q AFHAY &8, A7) Hot Al AT, T
g, 7K el S5 WE)oz rlddivn
st 28la S3o] ofeEE g% T8-S Ht
st Zrskslr] gt A2 37 authentic
assessment) 9 43 % 7}(performance assess-
ment)E T3 Aolgal st v 2ol v
7R 2 ER-siTh

® ZEXA|(showcase) ZEEZE|R : o] XE
Feexe g P e g AR
e P5g A E dASHNCH, &
Agol Al FH|, o oldl, F8, TF
52 Jehll Bd £ gt} o]AEL g
25 Bt =g gEFE  o8E §
gom, ggate] v 1A T mAlY
FAHQ Ao wet e3drt. o] FE A
A TEZYE uY 8%, uF AE,
o] A Ty L o g
oA AF ZAHE A st Agststed
£ $ ok

o =% Ziti(descriptive) EEEZE|2(or
works in progress portfolios) : °o]R&
Hrrestedl AH8EA @3, gFAte] 33
T AHRET & FAEdAE TF
A -G E olFlstedl =S
1, RALEAAE 4 ol TE& Fo}s
o NEAEQ &g S ST =
g 0. 9rlds SAEIAY s &
5 74 A BRI AgA, A8 3,
AT, FAL FHow] FA), 9 Haa,
g% dAAM Y HYey A F)7F X3
HA, FAES] st &5 Z Pl e &

> 30 R

S K



EZEER2 griel Hdn EAt

golut ¥ S T8k gtk o] XEZ
gle9 8% 24E AF71HQA A/
feht R 2doln, el ag Y

o AAAHA A7) Bl FAYEol Fodst
=5 Astn, wAl/EAREe] JEde =z
o] Aol TFE FAhste H =2 &
ok Et Fa3 AL o)]AE2 wAS A
dA AH=g gelFm, J1F EAE =
459, A Hoe E4FAL 87

€ 8% 7159 M A 714
ot wAbe dd A, A7 e AR,
8% Az &F, vAAe 253 £= A
A% EAEE 2 HaAl, Alz=mle] &
€, &R AL, HEd
7159 S A% JHE o FTAE vl

Y e 72

etz &4 slele o of TEZFS
& AM-E 5 QU

® Hl(evaluative) ZEE2|2(or record-
keeping portfolios) : °] XEEZ|2 & l}
FA olFle] B=E V18Ea 34 Jte
7153 EEE Asssle ez i Z}
AA v 7] Hrke] FAE mpEsk=d
godnk aAEWEE B8)2 AE3Y
7153 588 Frheta 59 =g V1SS
th. Wik FHAQ FEo| ol nield
A Ee T 9gAsI AFo] o]Foiz
), wSoMel Byl xEEL o E FYUEYY
&3] YEo AEE 7|ZAY Bt A
Ha gtk IAEL o] XEZTQE Sy
el Zt dAA, a8a s Q5
oA gy &Eg VISAV Hrske
AHEE 4 glt

o Zlct FM(composite) ZEE2|L : €9
Al 7 2EZE o0 AQA, A &F
E vl anEez Aud & & AT,
A 749 TEZTRE %‘Ju‘r g5 ZxA

< 73k F e =9, A¥E, HH

T Az, %}E}Z_H dqE, ol #

O

A, 249, A=, ) 59, ALA S
3 58 52 welshed 222 29 of

534 H29 20004

Fais) Pe 45 =8
ARHHe £5Y w7l 2 o e
geler A4 Y% 8% 42, 4 7Y
g S
S I
5 AR ) 5P £72A AT
o,

F¥EEEE W
%

0]

l;ﬂmﬁ

i o

olglgt FEZe) oo Folg EFAT =t B
AAtolARE, ZEEZT| 09 71 & AHo] ofd
she] XEEZRQE AHLdles d FAAY A
o] giths Aot} ol mAlA Eeld =3
& 2487 A% XTEZE L AE A & 59
A gAY g AEY SRS VFE F
3 9tk (Shackelford, 1996, p.34).

O AES AESItE e & ¥, ofEYe
AFE, vRlg, AFE dx3, Hde s3ix
g, Fgude] Al2"(CD-ROM. HFE 4.
27i4d, #elA =dE, ¥de {4¥7] ) F9
thakal HZo] o] Foiz i (Shackelford, 1996,
P.34-35).

I ZEEL FIR| XX =2

AAZ TEZLE &8sl s dAlstn
A & o oz =ose HAAE HaEe A
o] Ft}. 047]*1“ Hart(1994) ¢ McMillan
(1997)¢] XEE Hrle] AzE gMstn, A
A= ?l%iﬂ%"ﬂﬂu_"ﬂ’ﬂ 283 Fed A
A 9] A Pdete TEZEQ o] #8q
& aNstaAgiet,

1. Hart(1994)2| ZEE2|2 Ho| HA}

Hart(1994)= £EZ| e H7te] AXE 1) £
EEee WY 54, 2) ZEZEL WS, 3)
XEEDQ W7t 4) FEZEL Wt 8o
dxsld s degEsta v 3 dE2
w5)3 2

77



_.,| e & (Yu hyun Ch01)

2. McMillan(1997)2| ZEEZ|2
HAL

Holel

McMillan(1997)& (& 4)¢} Zeo] XEZL] e
97} BAE 107K 2 Akl RIS,

(Z 4) McMillan(1997)2] ZEEZ2|2 HIle| HA

EEE2Q Wle M B 2
1. %7t g9 24
2. 25 A8 B3 729
gollle), wx, 39, sy ¥ =
3 A= h8aiel 23 T
4. T8 A)) A AT AEnNze |
23
5. SR AE
6. TS St TEER|C AR| ZEZe|Q
W8l 43 74
7. S g A7) AR R | oL
8. LH%QI JT—M} %7} g‘l §}-A§-“=‘,"_'—9] X]'ﬂ 3;]7}_ ggg
%7t -
9. SA-wAL 59 EEZES
10. 3H E& tao] TEZee ujy | ¥t =y

5 %l @olelel Jhss Ag
2 4
20 I T2 20| 2
- Ciol 2012 & 20k
HE 20| SeL7p
+ BEFAIZI0| O ZO{ACIE OfFH AES PR X
017}
- S1E) R0 JPE 2 D EEE 2901p
L0[%S WsIE A2 SHL By Rk 1
2|11 LSO ChAI SICHSH OfE S8 20070
+ 01701 7K F2 REQIN ¢ 12K of %R 8

L7

o ZEE2|Q X8 UEE H7} ciAle BH Arg

S22 M32|AE(checklist of contents)
*ZEESL TX& #HIHportfolio structure
evaluation) - 5CHA| BN Az
<IZEERR ¥ &= Hil(evaluations of
individual entries) - XA 7|& % Al
«&E ZEO NMA EIHevaluation of entire
contents)

Z2|2 F7t A2l H3E|~E
e SEI gelEol

¢ XEZCL

—_
ol

2. XEEE(22] 3 FX0| %‘%‘&U}?

3. AEE =6l BHE =2A #2471 AT 1211
=l —.J'E' QA'EW

4. N8O WE=S FeEshl MEE HAP} U7

5 A& U8 S40] =41t 0Eel=rn

6. std=o| A7| &I} ohfet BiE0| Bafen

7. MY 71=0] BE=EU=IN

o ZEED I-‘Eé #2310 Mgy st AlFr|laE

1. ZEE2|20] Wgat 17j0] MEN 28El=XE
oyl 0|t—7',?

2. SMMECI ZEEZR|QJ of &
3. &MZ0| | afHol 'z;% 241 Y7

22D Rg ME Fos7h

L BISe| XETF HS BAl HOBIN S2EN

. Zafslore W8 Bj0[20] U=k

. —_l-l;;“X'iO] 7(|.7| J.L47 KIDOI D}E:L_lo.l o[n_

8 2E H3E AM32|AET) °'L7}?

CNE S50l w2t E 71E0) =2k 1211 e
0 B=E7)?

9 sl A} 2 =0l ol ity

10. =H4-mA} Bj2|7t 2

[eo BN Ne>Ne) I

3. TUMEet Tersty|o| ZEER|2
Ty} #5o)

Adughstn 33hd dAwLE F3E B3t
o o3 -E—Xﬂﬁﬂﬁ THAE, %’ 75. TddES
Bt dAz 25%un AAuSHYge HE&S

ARst] TEFQE AFsts AAE AASA
gk I Wee e i e 2

78

@ I+ BS XEEZQ, HFAL 80,
e, Ainse

o EEEEIEOl EX-{
« RN O|R0Z ZH[eHE sHX2t I Haehs

28 RAEIT QMAED

« &0t matAo| ofsh A EtE 2I5H0d
« SUTRRL0N EE Ap7| dEt Yol 7|58
- gl Eotol 28o17| 2510
« BILmAL mEoAML] PHEQ MA| AEE 2lst0]

i bl

ﬁ
o ob
2

F7| 2lsto]

o E_Ealg e
28 ZA|nt "4’5‘* 2E AE
01X-|Eto}




E‘_IE J*47}°| 7Hl—41|- JH7<|»

olE(XiR. 2 1§ﬁ or
24, AR & HEE X
ZEZ2lo FHEE(RE HOL
£ A= gE Nz B} S)
SUHEN, Y S KR
E }{l.E

D XEZ2L B}
* A7 |RHYE B}
ZEE2|Q MAle CEN 32 M E &

SH|0|X, H|E|2F0|E, Cf « IR E7HET U AHE 7IE ofFt Bt
| Q2 Chakst Atz)
X2 AE AE SE g 0 ZEZ229 28
o Xpy| By} XIB < OfH| ALY ciEt RN B F CIAY RR(RHEHE
~015 INH| Cl2 m4 & o, HEEG0| it Alg JHg - QUE|W M EH0IX|0]
A= 37H)
.BFAH‘:OI T%:H;Eﬁ .lg cl—?H()-” tl[»(g
cAEE swqom BRI H& MAF = FHiES| AN
AEE &

AAZ JFadly 283 TEZIHLE

P EEED

BA|stolt}, of7]q] &-8d

A~

& T
Hart(1994)9] Azt fARH, o7l FA8s  gle & 7BA ke o33 2t
olof & AL StAYER Yelato] MY Hr} 7]
(E 5 got 71& % B 21F HAMErubrics) - AL ot
i} HEIIE TME . .
HplE PIPIETE FTSTES HAIBAE o A
FTEE 05 ARSE AN Wy 2 FHe
an sy e Tk D15 e Bde wpa,
- CTEEZOE AN BRG] B B Zge] =
CNotver | - EEFULE ARG 2ol 94 % 439 3
Y Azt YehtA ged
<84S FEZHL 287} Ysln FEZRC EH
segeq |ASUME | waol o Ausy,
oy ) | T oHEe EEEAS AR GITAT AR 420
(diversity) B(Developing) &y
C(Not yet) « AE7E Mol Az HIgeith
< ZEZYQ AR YT FAE F sk, AYS
A As A(Strong) e, 2 Ade] Ags} dAga, A7) wel okt
s EPHT Fset,
(problem B(Developing) | SEE;%? 32?1"“ EH;‘L eAsdAge] SAE Rl
solving) -1 J‘}Jb O] -3 éo}'x] ~ o}'q'.
C(Not vet) « FEZYQ A5 g FANARAY FAS
Y YehA gkt
X cZEZQ X AAH R, F FREFHI LN,
Tadsy [AGuo® | THetia wug) Hen
(organiza- . «XEZEQ 2AT F2 o] YA, g9 AIst
tion, format B(Developing) g P3G
and « TEEZYQ ZFo| HAAA| 2, B FFIHA
structure) | C(Not yet) 23 " ! *
«XEZE L A SR At HYE A ofdlisin
Al ey |ABION® | on samas pude) wred, o
(self- . «XTEZQ AF o) gt PAe] =L HolAT 1
reflection) | DDSYEIOPING) | =) gavan
C(Not yet) + XEZe]e AF FAol gigt ubgo] WAHHA gt
A(Strong)
A B(Developing) % 3
C(Not yet)
3 ¥
3% HE 20004 79



FEZIL Hrpt Euiv 22201 BAE
e mael F3A AdEY FARNEE ABEH
AR 71Ee HAS
(rubrics)& ¥H=A] AA| ool & Aot} & H
7AEA, HAE, AAVE Fol BEHIA
AeHm, FNSof . B2 H7t =7
A Hrp1Ee AT A& (rubrics)e] e
Ro] BAd}, e Folxl Hrir|Eed thatod
A, B, CE 7l F#A 28 39d 4 o
ok 23v AdE @ AF71EL A B, Co
HFete FASS WEsl tHst] AaAstE #
< BT ol 3 FH Hrte AV

< BeEiFE oulet FAES g EF9
gt 58 AXNAFE 9 Jrh 3 A
Bt =FEL SR #AAY T, &&
A, AR, 384, FAA, BES dol
o] Wy F9| 7|Fo] g Hrt =
TE A oo jitt,

i oo o g
AN

o

70 2} X

o
E

L
i =
A

SLOHU ox i o ot

5]
Iv. 2 B, 3u80A2 ZEEL

B2 It58

AN XEEZLE E4ste Bt A
2 UM =9d dZ AF 7 AHE e
itk &, wWrte] 24 ez Boh AHA
H7yk o] Fof A ¢ glen, XEZI eI} ¥
Akl Ao FHHHAA o] FoF W HF
9 FAAFo7| = Flt}, o]z FAEC] el
TRoz sty Ao Syl st
F Ax, 1 HeN FAEY AT
I Fold AAA A Uizl FEHU
4 e85 Ad & Utk B3 LEZP L Hr}
t #7} d9] Teedback(Fs3 399 vkda}
=AY B ‘Feedfoward(Ze.2 k53 &%59] 7Y
AR & A F = Y& Ao},

o]21g Mo & uf, FFmKIME T

248 333 & 4 dew, a2 FAEA 54,

O g off L N oS 4y iU
Ol

B oMd e
2 rfu

#| 77 8 (Yu hyun Choi)

e, W, Wb Ae 92 Rolol o} A4
Ho Aolc}.

e Wt =9i9f 7E
AL Hrpt wdolt FE3Hevaluation) Bk
248 47 (assessment) 24 7iE SRS 7l
AAHQA AH, A, JHH T& s=dsia §
A 2227 aRES dFstedl Aok ueA
o] Mk AF7AY FdE Hrt B T F
ooz AFstn Agd e HIol 87+,
B Fof olgle]l Tt HE Bz {Eg
Ao},

maka ©ed] 71EY Hrh BRY R gAE
&3 Holo] FHA o] HZFHS AHgshe A
a%A uEAE dge ohgln £tk B2
2] 7k B3 FdA e FEHE Fe
<+ Aot

AAZ Hrl Sojre XTEEILE 8
Bt A Foldl £ FHAl distd g
ek a7lel depvk A EA olFold
719l Brlel EAAEQ A7} s ojol & Hol
th. XEZee Ul g§EAE Eo] A=
FoAA= FA7E Bt 7HA] dE HA (essential,
authentic, rich, engaging, active. feasible,
equitable, open)®] Ao Z oJm|glu FEFHU
FH & 2]} F}h,

3 FEZC FAE ST A B
Bt 18 A 71eE FER3eta 43 Bx%
%71 Bo, a8jm 3 F4] Ho &) BHot
vhEAE Zolt}k, wakA Hriel o] E¥EE
Ad e Hrtel €14 3wy Hgo| HulEtof
& Aolth

olgit XEZZ L Wyt AFS £Y& 9
o2 o]y, MY AZEL A B A
HBE olafigtA i, volrt FuEdAE F&
ARZA 719 ¢ & RAeolth. Hrte HR
of JridARre) Bdgls Uizt Hyes &
g lon Brh HA] A o she Hrbeh &

¥ 8 flo

fr b e

)

7_(1

Z

=

W oft

1) #A7E g 83 7159 22A0g B Slerl 2) Odd SFERsE dANESN 3) AN A AAH v E
AYert? 4) A7t 7t2AA ¢ lerh 5) AR AE shed AW

80



h

©E 8O e A8 U AL B9 4
28 $3o 37 uE ol BYY TE
dog 840 %7 EE BomRA w1 o

ZJT(1998). FYHIE 3 FEZ L Wit
A& &H8IAL

HHH(1997a). AFuKAT. S FEETAL

HFH(1997). 2% A u&e ﬂi"&z‘ﬂ Bt
g g A #m e A, 10(1). 77-94.

419970, 717 &S A% +3 H7t 2
e ga JE. dAFARLLETI A,
22(2). 101-115.

FHHd (1998). A7 w&S 9%
27 gas) A dhodulel 1091,
@ ddaRusd HJI. ME3
A}, 93-136.

H{FE(1999). 7= FYPFrld i EE.
% - 5%n 2 FPHste] dA-Vls -
7 - =Sy g,

Fe%7te] of
7k
L EEL

H{E - ol - AE(1999). S B §
e 8 A BRH 294 994 uS

3] SeU R3] YRE=E

Arends, R, 1.(1994). Learning to Teach.
3rd Edition, McGraw-Hill, Inc. New
York.

Bamburg, J. (eds.). (1993). Assessment :
How Do We Know What They Know?.
Washington State Association for

Supervision and Curriculum
Development.

Baron, M. A. & Boschee, F. (1995).
Authentic Assessment. Lancaster:

Technomic Publication.

4) g%d Ad o] shedrt 5) AR =l AFE & F A

EZEE2R “*7}°I 7H'éJ—} "*XP

Blum, R. E., Arter. J. A. (eds.). (1996).
A Handbook for Student Performance
Assessment in an Era of Restructuring.
Association for Supervision and
Curriculum Development, Alexandria,
Virginia.

Costa, A.(1989). Re-assessing assessment.
Educational Leadership, 46(7)., Guest
Editorial

Custer, R. L. (1996). Rubics @ An
Authentic Assessment Tool
Technology Education. The Technology
Teacher, December/January 1996. 27-
317.

Gredler, M. (1995). Implications of
Portfolio Assessment for Program
Evaluation. Studies in Educational
Evaluation, 21. 431-437.

Hart Diane(1994). Authentic Assessment
A Handbook for Educators. Addison-
Wesly Publishing Company.

Herman, J. L., Aschbacher, P. R. &
Winters, L. (1992). A Practical Guide
to Alternative Assessment. Association
for Supervision and Curriculum
Development, Alexandria, Virginia.

Hibbard, K. M. (eds.). (1996). A Teacher’
s Guide to Performance-based Learning
and Assessment. Association for
Supervision Curriculum
Development, Alexandria, Virginia.

Memillan, J. H.(1997).
assessment. Allyn and Bacon.

McTighe, J. & Ferrara, S.(1996).
Performance-Based Assessment in the
Classroom : A Planning Framework.

for

and

Classroom

(Mcmillan, J. H.(1997). Classroom assessment. Allyn and Bacon. p.216.)

$3% 2% 20004

Blum, R. E., Arter. J. A. (eds.). A
717 6) AP EA7 TEEHA AP
81



Handbook for Student Performance
Assessment in an Era of Restructuring.
Association for Supervision and
Curriculum Development, Alexandria,
Virginia. 1-5:1-9.

Shackelford, R. L. (1996). Student
Portfolios : A Process/Product Learning
and Assessment Strategy. The
Technology Teacher, 55(8), May/June

_.,l e 04 (Yu hyun Chox)

1996, 31-36.

Javaris, T.(1993). Teaching Design
Technology in the Primary School.
T.J.Press 1td, Padstow, Crornwall.

Wolf, D.P.(1989). Portfolio Assessment:
Sampling Student Work. Educational
Leadership, 46(7), 35-39.

32 63 1281, o

A EE HH L HeolZ)
*XTEEZPQ HPA
<A HEE

| =] i
A AzdE wee AE g
c 359 BAe ze2ay 37t g
& Zlolth

— =

<5 289 nETHE B, ML A, EAskit

s S0l e, EIF, dFEAF 259 L AYstedl el HFske
o 71e7 s =S FEnh

+ Z20% F7HE A% HolE g vk

o XEEZ|R WBE

AR WALE el A R

<718 2859 rlEe] 22

-8 5 ARE AF A4, A% B2, A Y Sl AP S IS A8 A
?ihL 49 o, WA AR, AH AA A QA gelek B, Ad, mAhg 185
HY, 09 A2 AYM, 9 TE AT THY AR AR AR, 949 Tz A

5] Felg Asr] A9 AD 2
Fulaker) 249 2ok 7% AEA

ke Agete et e e
(B ofse A uuA I T=g
2AE A 9% s BRRE

82



ZEER2 Fote| /g HA

i
'

0 EEZ2|29| S5
H7t AR A7) HoE elAsly] sld
<3, SRR B AFAES 9@ as BFL BN Y5k
s TA} A TR HA) ARE vlsy] Yo

e %% ZEE2|QE of2f UBE OlM4S EBE 5
‘AGAE, Bw, By, B2 59 34 #Ae A%
- BFBE VY2 Hopz

-S4, B2, FAANERYH BolE

& Aol M
CAEA A /K], 2B, BEAR 25

SAAYA, WP S AR, £UF B4, IE 25 EF A8
8 T2 $YTF A e Ho]x

- mAlEAe] SHYSe] BRS AR DI JRE

0 ZEB2I B}
- BAVRE TEFele Prbdl JlEe St mAkE
b 298 Wk wAEe] 28 SN BEUS ¥IES st Aol

o ZEE2|20| E8
8% TEZPot ofn 388 FrmTolt. FF E

g gt BHHA HPo) B RolH, e s
3 SJAbaBered ZEEY 0} FEsithe AU ot

L=< B2 SuliM= StMIAE0] WAIK| 8t BEOZM +8s ZIEELR
E 0I=0! BEE ol 8 ZEELR: HeU= WAESl T 248 1)
= YUY SE EMIoHD AALEDH| 2I6t0! 2T

55 719 7] AR A3t 9F RS 2L 2FRE 9L e 9

H3% F2k 20004

83



