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To GpBpo diepeuvd 10 péAo Tou portfolio wg duvauikod epyaleiou pddnong kat avatpoPpoddtnong ot
dlapopPWTIKI a&loAdyNnon tou ekmaideutikod. Ot avTAYELS Kat ot 0TAOEIG TwV EKTADEUTIKOV OXETIKA
Je v alorotia kat v eykupdmta g dadikasiag afloAdynong Toug xapaktnpifovrat and Eviovn
ap@IBoia kat duoruatia yeyoveg mou ruBAANEL T peTatémuon arnd Ty adpoloTik 08 Hia SlapopeTL-
KoU timou agloAGynan mou Ba divel Eppaon ot PEATIwON TG TOLGTNTAS TOU £PYOU TOU EKTIALDEUTIKOU.
To kupiapyo epwmua autig ™S BIBAOYPAIKIG Epeuvag eivat av to portfolio eEurmpetel e €ykupo
Kat af16moto tpémo Ty avdykn yia BeAtiwon Tou £pyou TOU EKTIABEUTIKOU PO ard T dAUOPPWTIKA
a€loAdynon tou pe éva ouveyh kat un-amneiAntikd tpdmo oto mhaioto g dia Biou pdénong. Ot mepto-
001epeC PEAETES AVADEIKVUOUV TOV AVAOTOXAOUG Kat TV autoppuBuldpevn pdénon wg ta Paotkdte-
pa meovektApata tou portfolio wg epyakeiou ouoUIKAG a&loAdynong tou ekmadeutikou. ETuriéov,
N agoratia Kat n eykupdTNTa Uropolv va dtlaoeaMaTolV e Tr BECTION AVTIKEWWEVIKOV TIOOOTIKMY KAl
TOLOTIKWY Kptmpiwv a&oAdynang, Ta omoia ouvdLauopPOVOVTAL e TOV EKMABEUTIKG. 2€ éva TTol0
mAaioto mpoteivetat n diapecordnon eveg péviopa ou pEoa and mokodounTIkG dtdhoyo Ba Tov oTn-
piCet oV mpoomddeld Tou yia ouveyn EmayyEALATIKY avaveéwan.

Eicaywyq

KéOe npwtofoviia fertimong tov oyoAeiov TpEmel va EXEL WG EMIKEVTPO, KV-
plmg, TN PeAtivomn Tng TOLOTNTOS TOL EKTAUOELTIKOV £PYOV KOl KOT  ETEKTO-
omn tov €pyov tov ekmandevtikov (Stronge and Tucker, 2003 - Tucker et al.,
2003). H avéykn avti vrayopevet v a&lonoinon tov portfolio wg duvopticon
gpyareiov pabnong kot avaTpoPodOTNONG KOl GTOV EKTOLOELTIKO Ympo. To
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portfolio BepelmveTon 6T1g apyég TG OPYOVMOGLOKNG LAONONG OV EMLTLYYA-
vetot PHEGO OO TNV KOAMEPYELL TG KOVATOVPOG TNG OUAS0G KOL TNV OVATTL-
&n dwkdyov ko amoterel, Kupimg, e€glktikn dadikacio Tov GTOXEVEL GTNV
TPOAy®YN NG HAONOoNG TOL EKTALOEVTIKOD HECH amd TNV AVATPOPOdHTNON
tov (Campbell et al., 2000).

To portfolio eivar po dvvopkn dtadikacios AVACTOYAGUOD TOV €EE-
Alocetatl Kot Tn OtbpKeLd (oG dpacns, agopd avtn tn dpdomn Kot divet
évavoua yio moparave opdon (Frederick et al., 2000). Qg ek TovTOL, TO
portfolio dev &xel mAnpopoprokd yapaktipa. H mpootifépevn a&ia tov
£YKeLtoL otV avadelén tov yvooewmv, de&l0THToV Kot a&ldv TOV EKTUdED-
TIKOV HEGO Al TNV cvveyT| emonteia NG eEEMENG TOV, GTOV EVTIOTIGUO TOV
avtifécemv ot dadikacio eTiAvoNg TPOPANUATOV GYETIKA [E TIG S1OUKTL-
KEG TPAKTIKEG TOV, TNV PEONoN HEGA OO AVAAVTIKO GTOYOGUO OVOPOPL-
K6 pe To AaOn Tov 6N S1UKTIKY dladiKacio Kot 6TV gvioyvon g evhv-
VNG TOV Ylol TNV KATAKTNGT TG Lébnong and tovg padntég tov (Campbell
et al., 2000).

Emumdéov, o dtoupoppwtids yapaxtipag Asttovpyliog tov portfolio amo-
tehel apevoc KOvomoinotm evog £6MTEPIKOD doldyov ov d1eldyel o exmat-
deVTIKOG MG EMOYYEALOTIOG [LE TOV E0VTO TOV KOl QPETEPOV GLVEYN CLVOGTO-
YOOTIKO SIIAOYO pE TOVG/TIG GUVAOEAPOVG LE TOVG/TIG omolovg/eg potpaleTat
OKEYELS KOl TPOPANUATICUOVS avapopikd pe T dwdaktikn npdén (Campbell
et al., 2000- Korthagen and Wubbels, 1995). To pabnoiaxé portfolio epmiéxet
TOV EKTAOEVTIKO GE SLAAOYO LE TOVG CLVASEAPOLS LLE GTOXO TN GLVEPYAGLO
Kot TNV avamrTuén KaTavOonong Kot KAvoTOU®V 10DV ovaQoptkd e T dida-
okoAio ko T padnon (Klenowski, 2002: cel. 25).

2KOTOC OVTNG TNG epyaciag eivat vo d1epguvioel To poro tov portfolio
®¢ dSLVOUIKOV gpyoieiov PAONONG KOl AvaTPOPOSOTNONG TTOV £YEL MG TE-
MKO 6TOY0 TN SUOPPOTIKY 0EOAOYNCN TOL EKTALGEVTIKOD GTO TANIGLO
TOV GYOAEIOV. TNV TPAOTN eVOTNTA SIVETOL L0 GUVOTTIKY TEPLYPOPT TOV
portfolio exma1devTiKoD KoL, GTN GLVEYELN, Topovotdletar o Bipitoypoet-
KN EMOKOTNON TOV €PELVMV TOL &xovv dielayBel avapopikd pe ™ cvvel-
o@opd tov portfolio oty Pedtion TOv EKTAOEVTIKOD £PYOV. TNV EXOUEVN
evotnTo IpotetveTal £va eVOEIKTIKO mepteydevo tov portfolio kot axoAiov-
Ol o chvtopn avapopd ota kprnpla ToldT TG Tov. H gpyacio ohokAn-
POVETOAL L€ CUUTEPAGLOTO OO TNV EMGKOTNON TOV S1EBVOV TPUKTIKOV Kot
e EVOEIKTIKEG TPOTAoELS Yia TNV a&tomoinom tov portfolio 6To eAANVIKO ek-
TOOEVTIKO GUGTI LA,
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Evvololoyikiy amooagpivion

H mo Paocwr popen tov portfolio mapovsidletor og por GALOYY TANPO-
QOPLDV GYETIKA LE TIG TPOKTIKEG evOg ekmoundevtikon (Wolf et al., 1997). O
Doolittle (1994) avapépet oyetikd.:

OKPIPIGS OIS EVOG KALMTEYVNE YpHoluomolel to portfolio twv emiley-
HEVQV EPYMmV TOD Y10, VO, EMOEIEEL TO TALEVTO TOV, TO portfolio daokdAov
OYeO1GLETOL Y10, VO OEIEEL TO TOAEVTO TOV O0GTKALOD.

O Wheeler (1993) datvrmver v dmoyn 61t To portfolio ivon puo eoxept-
LLEVI GLALOYN EMAEYUEVOV VMKAOV 0mtd, Kot / 1 Yio Tov dAoKaAo. AVTioTolymg,
o Oakley (1998) vrrootnpilet Tt Ol EKTALOEVTIKOL ATOOEIKVOOLV TIG IKAVOT-
TG TOVG 0T O0acKoAMA pHEcw Tov portfolio, Tov EUTEPIEYEL OMOJEKTIKA GTOL-
yelo amd TOAAATAEG TNYEC, TOV GLAAOYIKA AMEKOVICOVY TNV TPOGEYYIoN Kot
TNV OTOTEAECUATIKOTITO TMV EKTOLOEVTIKOV GTNV EMITEVEN TG Pabnong twv
poabntov. Téhog, o Shulman (1988), kvodpevog péca 6to 010 EVVOLOAOYIKO
m\aicto, Oswpel 0TL To portfolio Exel T duvaTdHTNTA TOGO TNG TEKUNPIOONG TG
TPoHdov NG UaONoNg Kot TG MSaGKAAMOG GTHY TAPOSO TOV YPOVOL OGO Kol
TOL GLVOVOGHOV CVTNG TNG TEKUNPIMOTG E EVKOIPIEG Y10, TOVG EKTOLOEVTIKOVG
VO GUUUETAGYOVV GTNV OVEALGT] TOL TL AVTOT Kot 01 LOONTES TOVG £XOVV KAVEL.

To portfolio ekmadevtikod o) pabnclokn Tov didotacn Propel va Exet
VIOYPEDTIKO 1| TPOOLPETIKO YOPUKTNPO GULP®VA e Tovg Smith and Tillema

(1998) (Syfua 1).

Zynua 1

A&omoinon tov portfolio avapopikd, (e T0 0TOYO TOV ETMLOIWKETAL

C MoabOnociokog, EEehkTicog 61oy0g )
( Ynoypewtikn ypnon ) / \ ( Ipoorpetikr| xpron )

Avto-a&lordynon (self-assessment)
[Ipocavatolcuévn oty Stadkocio Kot
WLHOPPOTIKOV, YapokTipa. O pOAOG TOV 510V
TOV EKTTOLOEVTIKOV £ival KAHOPLGTIKOG GTNV
EMAOYN TOV TTEPLEYOLEVOL TOL portfolio

Avto-a&loddynon (self-evaluation)
[IpocavotoMopévn 6T0 UmOTEAEG LA
KOt SILULOPPMTIKOD, YOPOKTAPO, LE
eEMTEPIKT OVATPOPOSITNOT
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2Oppava e T J1doTOoT TOV AELTOVPYEL MG VIOYPEDTIKO EPYUAEID OLTO-
a&loAdynong 1o avoaotoyaoTiko-padnciakd portfolio givor mpocavoatocévo
OTO OMOTEAEGLLO, EYEL SAUOPPOTIKO YOPOUKTPO KOl OTOPAETEL, KLPIWS, GTNV
e€MTEPIKY| OVATPOPODOTNGT) TOV EKTALOELTIKOV. AVTIOETAL, (G TPOALPETIKO EPYOL-
Agto avto-agloloynong, eival TPOGAVATOMGUEVO GTNV JadKAGIa, EVM 0 POAOG
TOV {510V TOV EKTAOEVTIKOD £ival KABOPIGTIKOC GTNV EMIAOYT TOL TEPLEYOUEVOL
tov (Smith and Tillema, 1998). Ot 13101 epgLYNTEG GE LETEMELTO. GYETIKN LEAETN
Tov¢ (2001) katén&av oto cuumépacio 0Tl 1 ébglovTikn yprom tov portfolio
Oewpeitar o) dHoKOAO Vo, cuveyodel, aALG, dTav cuveyiletal, evBappvveL TNV
dronn avto-a&oAdYN T TOL GUUPAALEL GTNV EMOYYEALOTIKY eEEMEN.

To portfolio givai, iomg, £va amd T To W6YLVPE epyaieio aloldynong Kot
vINpeTel ™ SPOPPAOTIKY 0EOAOYNON, EPOGOV KOOIGTA TOV EKTOIOELTIKO
VIEVOVVO YOl TNV AVATTLEN TOV ATOMKOV IKAVOTHTOV Kol 0£EI0THTOV TOV LE
TNV CLVEYN EMAOYN Kol GLAAOYY GTOLXEI®V TOL TEKUNPUDVOLV TV ETOYYEA-
potikn Tov €€€MEn (Smith and Tillema, 1998). To avaotox0cTIKO-paONGLOKO
portfolio givar Wwaitepa KaTAAANAO Y10 TV cuveyn a&lohdynon g padnoto-
KNG Kol S100KTIKNG TOPELNG TOV, EPOGOV T GYETIKA OTOLXEI GUAAEYOVTOL KO-
T TNV SLapKELD LEYEAADY YPOVIKAOV TEPLOdMV, KL TPOGPEPEL GTOV EKTOLOEVTL-
KO TNV SUVOTOTNTA Y10 OVGIAGTIKO EAEYYO TNV GUVOEST KOl GLYKEVTPMON TG
oyxetikng mAnpogopiag (Smith and Tillema, 1998). Xvvictd éva gidog avadet-
ENG TOV IKOVOTNTMOV TOV EMOYYEALATION EKTOLOEVTIKOD PEGO OO KO TOPAAAT -
A0 LE TIG OOOKTIKES TPOKTIKEG TOV V10OeTEL, cuUTEPAapPaveL TNV eEEMEN TG
OKEYNG KOl TOV SPAOTNPLOTHTOV TOV Kol KOOOdNYEITOL 0Td TOVG OTOUIKODS
6TOYXOVG Kot TIg pobnotokéc avaykeg tov (Smith and Tillema, 2001).

BipAloypagiki EMIOKOTINGN EPEUVAV

O1tep1o60TEPEG PEAETEG GYETIKG. LLE TNV YpTom Tov portfolio avadeikviovy Tov
OVOOTOYAGHO G TO PUGIKOTEPO OPELOG ALTOV TOV gpyaieionv a&loldynone.
H avdbeon otov ekmoidevtikd g mAnpovg evfovng ocvvbeong tov portfolio
TPOCPEPEL GTOV 1010 TNV €VYEPELD Yoo avToppLOlopevn pabnon katd v
omoia 0 emayyelpatiog ekTodevTiKdg ivan VIEHBVVOC Yo TOVG GTOYOVG Ko
T1G otpotnykés pébnong tov (Oslon, 1991 Fisher and King, 1995). X¢ éva
TETO10 TAOLG10 AEI0AGYNONG 1] AVTOAELOAOYNGT) Kot 1 TPOOSOG TOV EKTTOLOEVTL-
KOV GUUTANPOVOVTAL, ETIONG, HE TNV ANYN aE0MIGTNG AvaTpoPoddTNoNG Kot
mAnpooplaxng otpiEng (Peterson, 1995) uéca amd v onoia tpociapfavet
TNV TPOYUOATIKN €IKOVA Ko omd v omoia e&aptdror 1 emttuyio tov portfolio
MG OTOYOGTIKO KOl TPOGOVAUTOAMGHUEVO otnV udbnon epyodreio agloddynong.
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Emmpoocfétwc, to portfolio pnopet o peydro fadud va cuvelopépet oty avi-
YLVELOT) TOV LadNGLOKOV avaykdv Tov (Wiggins, 1989), evd Tavtdypova o ex-
TodEVTIKOG Péca amd v dadikacio dnpovpyiog Tov portfolio mapakorov-
Ol v atopkn tov TPO60do, avarpopodoteital oe cuveyn Pacn (Butler and
Winne, 1995) kot omoktd vrevbouvotnta Kot evouvednacio mov aflomolel yio
™V amoKTNoN ovENUEVIG emtlyvaonc. EmmAéov, amokaAVTTETOl OTO1ONTOTE
ACLUE®VIO LTLAPYEL AVALEGO GTNV OVTOOVTIANYT TOV KoL TNV EMTEPIKT TAN-
POPOPNOT GYETIKA LE T1G tkavOTNTES Ko deE10Tég Tov (Haertel, 1990).

e YEVIKEG YPOUUEG, TO OMOTEAECUOTH TMV EPELVAV delYVOUV OTL Ol EK-
ondevtikol didkevtat Oetikd ot a&lomoinon tov portfolio oty ekmaidev-
o1, T0 01010 BE®POVV OTL UTOPEL VOL ETLPEPEL CNUOVTIKA OETIKA OTOTELEGLLOTOL
KO VoL OMGEL LOPPT| KOL TTEPLEXOLEVO GTN SAOTKOGTO TNG EKTOOEVTIKNG EEEAL-
&NG Tovg Kkatd T didpkeo TG otadtodpopiog Tovg (De Rijdta C., Tiquetb E.,
Dochyb F. kot Devolder M., 2006).

YUYKEKPILEVO, GTNV TOLOTIKY Epevva Twv Stone kot Mata (1996) oyetikd
LE TIG OVTIANYELG TOV EKTOOEVTIKAV Yot TNV a&LOAOYNOT TOVG HECH 0T TO
portfolio mpoékvuyav To TOPAKATO £V SUVALEL OPEAT:
¢ Exmodevtikol kot devduvtég Bewpodv v dwdikasion o¢ ovactoyo-
GO GYETIKA UE TN OO0KTIKY O1001K0GTa.
¢ O exmaidevtikoi Osmpovv to portfolio mg £va KaAdTEPO TPOTO TPOGEY-
YIONG TNG EKTOUOEVTIKNG SLOSIKOGIOG G LAKPO- KOl LUKPOETITEDO.
¢ Ot ekmadevtikoi aicBdavovtat vo evOuvaudvovToL Kot va vrootnpilo-
VIOl oo TV J10d1KaGIio Ko, EGIKOTEPA, OO TIV ETOIKOSOUNTIKY KPL-
TIKT] TOV GLVIGTA LEPOG TOV OLOAOYOV LLE TOVG CLUVOSEAPOLC.
*  O1devBuvtég evBdppovay Ty Kpitikn oE0A0YNoN TV SIO0KTIKGV TPo.-
KTIK®V TOVS, KOOMS KOl TOV OVOGTOYUGLO KOL TNV 00 TO-0EI0AIYNGT TOVG.

Avapeca oto moAlomAd opEAn Tov portfolio o1 Tucker, Stronge, Gareis and
Beers (2003) avagpépouv:

¢ To d1evpupévo TOPTPOLTO TOL £PYOV TOV EKTOUOEVLTIKOV: ZVGTHLIKNY
a&loAOYN oM TOL EKTOOELTIKOV, OGOV TEPIAAUPAVEL GTOXEID Y100 TV
SpacTnPOTNTA TOV EVTOG KO EKTOG TNG OYOAKNG TAENC.

¢ Tnv avénuévn a&omotio: Amotedel a&lOMGTO UETPO TNG TPOYLLATL-
KNG TPOGTAOELONG TOV EKTAOEVLTIKOD KOt TEPIAAUPAVEL TANPOPOPIES YiaL
OLEC TIG TTTLYEG TOV EPYOV TOV.

¢ Tnyv avénuévn eykopotta: [pospépet Eva kKaADTEPO KOl PLEYOADTEPO
delypo TG 6TAGNG TOV EKTOUOEVLTIKOD HEGH 0O TOAMUTAEG OTTIKEC.

¢ Tnv enitevén Pertioong Tov otoyoL: To portfolio amoteiei o péGO Yo
VO GUVOEGOVLIE:

COMPARATIVE AND INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION REVIEW m No 22



TO PORTFOLIO QX EPTAAEIO MA®HEHE = 53

e Tic yvooelg Kol to TPOYPOUUO OTOVODOV UE TOV OO0KTIKO Gye-
dacuo.

*  Tov 6180kTIKO GYedlaond oc Bewpia pe ™ SdoKTIKN TPAEN.

*  Tn dwoktikn Tpdén pe v agloldynomn tov pobnt.

*  Tnv a&loldynon tov pabnt pe 1o Tt TpaypoTikd £xet pdbet.

Eminpocbétmg, 1o portfolio cuvelopépel otn cuvepyacio e TOLG GV~
SELPOVG EKTOOEVTIKOVG KATA TN O1001KOGio TG 0VTO-0&l0AOYNoNG Kot TG
aTopIKNG €EEMENG He oTOY0 T PeATioN TOV SOUKTIKOV 0eE0TNTOV TOVG
(Rogers and Danielson 1996- Riggs and Sandlin, 2000 and Conrad, 2008). H
ovvdeon tov portfolio pe v a&loldoynon Pertidvel, exiong, v KavotnTo
TOV EKTOOEVTIKOV Y10, avto-aStodoynon (Tucker et al., 2003), evicyvovrtag
£T61 TNV OVTOTETOIONGN TOVG, TNV APOGIMOT GTO EKTALIEVTIKO TOVG £PYO,
TNV EMOYYELLATIKY TOVG OVOVEMGT), TO E0MOTEPIKO TOLS KIVNTPO Yo KOAAL-
£PYELO TNG SNUIOVPYIKNG KoL KPLTIKNG OKEYT|. ZVVETDG, PEATIOVEL TN GTAON
ToVG TTpog T S Piov pabnon (Perkins and Gelfer, 1993 - Jacobson, 1997
kot Liu, 2007) kot Guvels@épel 6Ty avamtuén TG ATOMIKNG KOVOTOinoNg
KO TNG OVOVEDOTG TOV SOOKTIKOV TPOUKTIKOV TOVG, EPOGOV SIVEL TNV EVYE-
PELD. OTOV EKTTALOEVTIKO VO ovoAAPeL 0 1610 TV €VBVVN TPOGHIOPIGHOL TV
GTOYMOV KOl TOV OVOYKOV TOV Yio ekmondevutikn avantuén (Costantino and
Lorenzo, 2004).

Ta amoteléopata g Epgvvog tov Attinello, Lare ko Waters (2006) ce o
ook meprpépeta. v Notwoavatolkaov HITA emPefaincav v omovdot-
otta tov portfolio ekmadeVTIKOL TNV AEOAOYNOT Kol EXOYYEALOTIKY TOV
eEEMEN. Zoppova pe oTh, o1 ekTodevTiKol yevikd Bewpodv 61t to portfolio
omoTEAEL P10, kPP KoL TO TEPIEKTIKT OTEIKOVIOT) TG TTOPEING TOL EKTTALOEV-
TIKOV, YOPIg 0VTO VoL OTLOIVEL OTL OTEWKOVILEL KAT  aVAYKT) OAEG TIG TTVYEG TNG
ddaoKorMac.

Emumhéov, cuviotd éva ypioipo epyoireio a&loldoynong, to omoio evlappv-
VEL TOV OVOGTOYOGUO TOV EKTOIOEVTIKOD GYETIKA UE TO £PYO OV TPOGPEPEL
Kot Tov Ponddé vo evtomilet TIC avAYKES TOV KOl T LELOVEKTAILOTO KOl TAEO-
VEKTAUOTO 6TV SIO0KTIKN TPOKTIKY TOV, MGTE VO, EMPEPEL OAAAYES Kot PHEGOL
oo oVTH TV SLodIKOGIo VoL TPOdyEL TNV emayyeApatiKy Tov avamtuén (Riggs
and Sandlin, 2000).

Qo1660, TOPAAANAL pE TIG Topamave 0Ecelg £xovv ekppacdel Kot opt-
opéveg emPLAGEELS oyeTIKG e TN (pNon Tov portfolio wg epyoaireiov a&lodod-
YNONG TOV eKTOdELTIKOD £pyov. Evdewtukd, n Tucker kot ot cuvepydreg g
(2002) vrootpilovv O6TL 0 ¥POVOGS Y10 AVAGTOXUOUO TOV EKTALOEVTIKDV, V10!
mv avamrtuén Tov portfolio kKabmg Kot yio v a&toAdynon kot v cvinon
OYETIKA LE TO TEPLEXOLEVO TOV amoTelel kpioipo {ftnpa Kabdg cuvieTd ypo-
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voPopa dradikacio oe oyéon He AAAES TPOUKTIKES 0ELOAOYNONG, OTMOG 1) TapOL-
THPNOT TOV EKTAOEVTIKOD GTNV TAEN.

To nepiexopevo Tou portfolio eknaideuTIKoU

H piproypagun emokdmnon avapopikd pe tn dopn tov portfolio evioyvet
TNV GTOYN TTMG VILAPYEL L0 KOV AVTIANYN OYXETIKG LLE TO TEPLEYOUEVO TOV, M
omoio otnpiletar o€ tpia ovoddN a&idpata (Lyons, 2002+ Klenowksi, 2002):

¢  Emloyr tov ko0 amd Tov EKTodEVTIKO

¢ Yuvepyaocio PE TOLG AAALOVG

* Kpurikdg avaotoyocspog

Ot Tucker kot ot cuvepydreg g (2003) oe épevuva Tovg domictwoay TNV
OVOYKOLOTNTO GUUTEPIANYNG TOV TOPAKAT® 6TotKEimV oto portfolio ekmot-
deuTIKoV Yo TNV BEATimON TG ATOTELEGLOTIKOTNTAS TOV OTY| GYOMKY| TAEN:

Ytoyyelo mov amewovilovv Tig dradikacieg g didackariag, OTws oyEdia
Lo HOTOG, O180KTIKEG GTPATNYIKESG, VAIKO a&loldynong kot kKAipokeg S1opdd-
pong a&loAdynone.

Ytoyelo mwov amekovilouv TV enidpaon 1 T0 AmOTEAEG O TNG SOUCKOAL-
oG, OTMG delypota TG £pyasiog TV HodnNT®V pe GYOAL0 amd TOV EKTOOEVLTIKO
oV ameKoviovv TV oyéon avapeso otnv pabnon Tov pabnti Kot v ov-
YKEKPLUEVT] SIOOKTIKN EVOTNTAL.

2royelo mov amekovilovy TIG AVTIANYELS TOV EKTOOEVTIKOD Y10, TNV O100L-
OKOAl0, OTMG OYOMAGHOG 1) ETEENYNOT OAOV TOV GTOLYEI®V TOV GUUTEPTAOLL-
Bavovtat yio va meptypayel Tog Kot yloti oxetiCoviot pe tnv ddackaiio Kot
TNV GIoVdAUOTNTE TOVC.

Ytov mapokdato wivoko (Tlivakag 1) divetor evoeKTIiKA po Teptypoen
TOV TTEPLEXOUEVOD TOV portfolio ekTadELTIKOV, N 0Toio UTOopel v ATOTELE-
O€L TOV 00NYO €VOG EKTALOEVTIKOD OTNV EMIAOYN KOl GLALOYT TOV GTOUYEL-
@V TOL TEKUNPLOVOLY TNV emayyelpotikny tov e&éMén (Seldin, Miller and
Seldin, 2010).
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MMivaxog 1

Lepisyousvo tov portfolio exmoidevtikod (Seldin, Miller and Seldin, 2010)

YMKO TpogPyOUEVO 00 TOV EKTULOEVTIKO

AMA®ON TOL SIBOKTIKOD OVTIKEWHEVOL, TOV aplfuod Tov podnTtdv Kot o ov-
VTOUN TTEPLYPOPT] TOV HOBNUATOG

[eptypaen ™G TPOCOTIKNG PIAOGOPI0G SOACKUAINSG, TOV GTPATNYIKAV, TV
oTOY®V Kot TV LeBodoroyidv

AVTITPOoOTELTIKG Oeiyo TEPIEYOUEVOD LOONIOTOG e AETTOUEPT OVAPOPE
OTO TEPLEYOLEVO TOV HAONOTOG KOl TOVG GTOYOVG, TIG HeBddovg didaokoliog
KOl TIG EPpYOCIEs TOV podnTdv.

SOUUETOYN OF TPOYPAUUATE OXETIKA LE EMUOPE®OT 6TIS de€10TNTEG d1d0oKa-
Aog

[eprypaen Pertidcemv 1 TPOGONKOV GTA TPOYPALLATO GTOVIDV, GUUTEPL-
Aappavopévav vémv project, VAIKOD Kot Epyasidv Habntov.

Exmoidevtikég Kovotopieg kot a&loAdynNon TG OmOTELEGUATIKOTNTAG TOVG.
[eprypapr TV oTOY®V SOOCKOAMOG Yoo TO €mOUEVO TEVIE  YPOVIO.
[eprypaen tov pétpov mov Aappdvoviat yio tn Pektioon g ddaoKoriog
(avto-a&lordynon, xpovog perég Pipioypaeiog yuo ) Bertioon g S1da-
oKoAMoOG KAT).

Y Ao mpoepydpuevo amd GAAOVG

"Evtoma mapatipnong amd toug uvadEAPovg Tov Exouv dteEdyel Tapatipnon
TOV EKTOOEVLTIKOV GTNV TAEN.

"Evtoma a&loloynong pécwv didaokoriog, 6mmg ddaybeica VAN, epyoacies Tmv
pobntov, agloAdynon yporntdv SoKAcIOV LoONTOV Kol 00 TOVG GUVOOEA-
(pOoVG.

Agdopéva a&lordynong Tov pobnuatog 1 e S1dackaAiog Tov divovy e Guvo-
MKT| EKTIUNOT TNG OTOTEAEGUATIKOTNTOG 1| TPOTEIVOLV PEATIOGELS.

Ty tikég drakpicelg 1 GAAN avayvodplon omd cuVadEAPOVS, Onmg Eva Bpofeio
v drakekpiévn ddaokaiio 1 Yo KaBodynomn tov Hobntov.

Texpunpioon g Pertioong g S1dacKoAMog LEGH OO ETUOPPMOTIKG TPOYPULL-
porta.

"Evtomo, a&toAdynong g motdtntag thg d10aoKaAlNG TV LobNTdV.

To anotedéopata g ddaokoriog Kot Tng pabnong

Amoteléopato pabntov og eEeTdoelc Tptv Kot PETE To padnpota.
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YMko mpogpyOpevo 0mo TOV EKTOOEVTIKG

Hoapadetypoto Babpordynong tov epyacidv Tov Habntdv poll He T Tapat-
PNOELS TOV EKTALSEVTIKOD GYETIKA LLE TOV TPOTO UELOADYNONG.

Katdioyog pobntdv mov emttuyydvouy cg BEpato Tpoy@pnUEVOL ETTESOL d-
GKOAOG.

[Mapovoidoelg epyacidv HadNTOV GYETIKA LE TO LAON Lo

Awodoykd oyédia epyacidv Tov pantov poll L T TapaTnpioELS TOV EKTOL-
SELTIKOV GYETIKA [Le TOV TpOTO Pelticoong Tov oyediov.

[TAnpogopieg oyetikd pe TV ENIOPACT TOL EKTALOEVTIKOD KOl TOV HobONUAT®OV
TOV / TNG OYETIKG LE TIG EMOYYEALOTIKEG EMIAOYEG TV pabntdv 1 Pondelo mov
Sivetanl omd ToV EKTAUOEVTIKG Yol TNV €E0COAMOT EMOYYELUATIKNG QOO OA-
oNG TOV LaONTOV 1 LETATTVYLOK®DY GTOLOMV.

Alo ototyeia mov pmopet va eppaviCovrat oto portfolio

Amodeiktid otoryeia yio v forfgia Tov SiveTol GTOVS GLVASEAPOVG GE GYEOT
pe v Pertioon g ddackaiiog Tous.

Mia Bivteototvio TOL EKTOUOELTIKOD HE OEIYUATIKT OO0CKOAO GE L0 TUTTIKN
Taén.
[IpooKANGELS Y10 E1GT)YNGTN GYETIKA LLE TNV OOACKOAALN TNG EMGTNNG TOV.

Av10-0£10A0YN 0N SPACTNPLOTHTOV CYETIKOV LE TNV ddacKoAia.

Yoppetoyn o€ dpactnploTTeg KTOC GYOAEIOV TOV 0POPOVV TN ddacKaAia.

"Evtomo a&tordynong amd tov Atevbuvrr| Tov oorelov oyeTikd pe T GLUPOAN
¢ 6100GKAMOAS TOL GTO GYOAELD.

[eptypaen oL TPOTOL TOL VTOAOYIGTEG, TOVIEG, KOl GAAO UN-EVIVTO VALKO
xpNoyLomoloHvat 6T SdacKaiial.

Sopfoin 6Ty dNpovpyio EVOG ETLGTNLOVIKOD TEPIOOIKOD

A&ohdynon g cvpoAng Tov ®¢ cLLBOLAOL TV HadNTOV 6TO GYOAEiD.

Kpimipia moidtnrag Tou portfolio

H mowotnta tov portfolio a&loldoynong coppova pe tovg Smith kot Tillemma
(2007) mpémer va kabopiletor amd KpLTHPla, To OTolo eV TPEMEL VoL Eivail a-
OaipeTa 1 KOVOVIGTIKOV YOPOKTAPO CALY VO GUVTELOVV GTNV KPITIKN 0E10A0-
ynon tov portfolio. g avt TV 10aviky mepintwon, to portfolio a&loroyeiton
Oyl LOVO G OMOTELECHO LI0G SOKOCIOG Yiot TNV EMITELEN CLYKEKPILEVOV
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OKOT®V, 0ALG AapPdveTot vTdymn to mhaicto cvuvOeong Tov, N TPoérevon, Ko-
Omg ko n 13w n drdkacio. Ta kpitplo ALOTELOVY AVTIKEILEVO dtomparyLd-
TEVONG KOl KATOOKELALOVTOL GOUPOVO. LE TOVG GTOYOVS TOV EUTAEKOUEVEOV
o1 ddkacio a&loddynong -a&toAoynTég Kot a&loAoyoOEVOLS- Kot amoBAE-
oLV 6TN PEATIOON TNG TOLOTNTOG TNG EKTOOEVTIKTG O1OOTKOGTOG.

‘Epevveg éxouv deilel OTL 01 AVTIMWELS KOl Ol GTACELS TOV EKTOLOEVTL-
KOV oyetikd pe v aglonoinomn tov portfolio onv exkmadevtikn a&oddynon
glvar cuvdedepéveg e TV aglomotio Kot TNy €yKupdTnTa TG S10d1Kaciog
(Van der Schaaf, Stokking and Verloop, 2005), ot onoieg pmopodv vo, dio-
oQUAMOTOOV HEGH Ao TN BEGTIOT OVTIKELUEVIKMDV TOGOTIKMV Kol TOLOTIKOV
kpurnpiov agordoynong. H a&lomiotio avagépetot otnv axpifeio Kot tn ov-
VETELDL TOV £PYOAEIOL OEIOAOYNONG GE GYECT LE COPN KOl AETTOUEPDS KO-
TAYEYPOUUEVE KPITHPLO, EVAD 1] EYKVPOTNTO OPOPE GTNV KOTOAANAOTNTO TOV
Yo £VOL GLYKEKPLUEVO GTOLO 1) OHAdEG aTOp®V. Ta kprtiplo eykvpdTTOG KOt
a&lomotiog cvpeova e tovg Stokking, Van der Schaaf, Jaspers kot Erkens
(2004) agpopovv:

¢ 0TO MEPIEYOUEVO: OTOLTEITOL EMAPKNG KAALYT) TOV £PYOV TTOV TPOKELTOL

va. a&lohoynOet,

¢ om dwdikacio: 1 a&lordynon npénel va Pacileton o oTotKEl0 TOL TTE-

PLYPEPOVY TO £PYO TOV EKTONSEVTIKOD Kol VoL avTIKOTOTTPileL Tig avd-
AOYES IKOVOTNTEG,

¢ omv aglorloynon: 1o pHovtédo kot ot kKavoveg aEloAdynong TpEmel va

avtiKotontpilovv 10 £pyo Tov,

¢ otV €EEOIKEVIEVN KOl GaPT epunveio Tov anotedecpdatov: H epun-

VELDL TOV ATOTEAEGUATOV APOpd LOVO TIG 0EIOAOYOVUEVEG IKOVOTNTES
Kot dgv emnpedletat and GAAOVS TOPAYOVTEG MOTE VO YIVETAL GOPNG Ol
GKPION TOV IKOVOTEP®V OO TOVG AMYOTEPO TKOVOVG EKTOUOEVTIKOVG,

¢ 01N GLYKMOT: Ol SL0POPETIKEG PETPNGELS TOV 1010V EPYOV TPEMEL Vol

GULPOVOVV OGO TO SVVATO TEPIGGOTEPO, KO
¢ o1 yevikevon: o Pabudc otov omoio To amoteAéGATO Eivol aglOTIGTO
Yo pioe eupOTEPN OpAda EpYmV, cuVONKOV 1| TANOLGUGV.

H anodoyn tov copmepacpdtov and v a&lohdynon tov portfolio eEap-
Tatonr omd tov €fehoviikd M VIOXPEOTIKO Yopaktipa Tov. Ot Smith kot
Tillema (2001) Somictwoov 0Tt OTOV 0 EKTAELTIKOG eivar VITELOLVOG Y10l
TOVG GTOYOVG KoL TNV GTPATNYIKN cVvOeong Tov, To portfolio amoteAel epya-
Aeto avtoppuBlopevng pabnong o atopkd eninedo. H mpoaktikn avty odn-
vel OTNV QVETQUANKTN OTOS0YN TNG OVOTPOPOIITNONG TOV TPOEPYETAL AT
to portfolio. EmimAéov, o kaBopiopog avotnpdv otdymV Yo TV cOVOEST TOV
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portfolio, n texunpiwon ™g ntpocmdhelag Kot 1 SEKTIKOTNTA Y10 EAEYYO HEGQ
oo ToV O1IAOYO KOl TNV EMKOWVOVIO OTOTEAODV TPOTLTTA YPT|ONG TOV VTO-
ompilovv v eEEMEN, TNV avavEon Kot Ti aAlayEG oty anddoor). Emiong,
vrootpEav 0t 1 a&roAdynon tov portfolio ywo va etvar awbeviikn| npémnet va
otpiletarl oyt uévo otov cuvhET Tov, aALd Kot o€ aAlovg alloroyntéc. H
Blooun padnon kot a&lomoinon tov portfolio arattet v avrimapddeon Tov
avtiMyemv Tov cuvBétn tov portfolio pe avtéc Twv dAmv. O didhoyog Td-
VO 610 TEPLEXOUEVO ToL portfolio umopel vo TpoKaAESEL EMIYVOOT TV ELO-
VEKTNUATOV TOVG KO TNV OVAYKT Y10 0AAay] Kot pébnon. ZupmnepocpoTiKd,
ocuvtdocsovtal pe v dmoyn 6t 1 Puooyn alonoinor tov portfolio &xel wg
arotélecpo tnv Pabpuaio obEnon Tov opeA®mV EEKIVOVTOG amd TNV TeEKUNPim-
o1 TOV EMTEVYUATOV KO KIVOOLEVOL TTPOG L0l XPTIOT TPOCAVATOMGUEVT GTV
paonon 1 amodoyn Tov AdBovg péca amd TV GLALOYIKN GLENTNOT Kol GVOTN-
potikd avaotoyooud. H xpnon tov portfolio wg epyaireio avtoppvbpuong ko
paOnong yopic vrepforikd eEmtepikd ELEYYO Kol KAVOVES WTOPEL VO TO KOTO-
oTNoeL £vav ovbevTikd KabpEmt IKavoTiTOV.

Téhog, Ba mpémetl va toviotel 611 1 ypromn tov portfolio oV exmodevTiKy
dwdkacio dev ennpedlel GAOVG TOVG EKTOOEVTIKOVG e TOV 1010 TPOTO Ko,
iowg, dev amotelel To 1W0avikd epyadreio a&loldynong yio OAovg. Eivor mbavo
Kool exkmondevTikol va TopwBoVVTOL GTOV OVOGTOXUCHO OVOPOPTKA LUE TIG
EMAYYELLOTIKEG OPAGTNPLOTNTES KoL TIG YVMOELS, O£E10TNTES Ko a&ieg TOvg Kot
o1 PeATioTonoinon g SO0KTIKNG TOVG TO OTOTEAECUATIKG PE OAAL EPYO-
Aeia a&oroynong (De Rijdta C. et al., 2006).

Zupnepdopara-Npordosic

To portfolio, eneidn kabioTd TOV EKTALOEVTIKO LITEVHVVO KOl TO SPAGTHPLO
HETOYO0 TG 0ELOAGYNONG TOV £PYOV TOV KO TPOAYEL TNV ALTO-0EOAOGYNOT| Kot
TOV 0VTOGTOYOOHUO, TOV 0dNYOVV 6TV Vol TNON OTOTEAEGUATIKOTEP®V dl-
SOKTIK®OV TPUKTIKOV Kot TV otpién g pabnong (Hunter, 1998), éxet amo-
KTNOEL TNV 0T0d0)1 TOV EKTALOEVTIKOV O HECO Y10, pia o avdevtikn a&lo-
AGyNoN G TPOOSOV TOLG KOl TNG EMAYYEAUATIKNG TOVG avamTuéng (Zepeda,
2002).To o onpavtikd yopoKTnpiotikd tov portfolio eivor 1t divel otov ex-
TOOEVTIKO TNV EVYXEPELDL EAEYYOV T®V SIKOV TOL HOONCIKOV GTPATNYIKAV,
avadekvoovtag To duvatd kol addvate onueion Tov He £va GLVEYXN Kol [n-
AmENTIKO TpOTOo, KabioTdVvTag £T61 TNV alloldynomn éva epyaieio ye@Opw-
ON¢ TOV PLOONGLOK®V OVOYK®OV TOV LE TO TPOYUOTIKO EMITEIO IKAVOTTMV TOV
(Smith and Tillema, 1998).
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Emopévaog, n a&omoinon tov portfolio g epyaieio v v a&oddynon
Kol ETAYYELLOTIKT TPOOSO TOV EKTOUOEVTIKOV GTO TANIGLO TOV GYOAEIOV GL-
V1oTé TpooTIfEUEVT a&ia 0TV SLOHOPPOTIKY 0EOAGYNCT TOV EKTAOEVTIKOD
(Attinello, Lare ko Waters 2006). IIpotndOeon yio tnv emtuyn a&lomoinon
TOV €ival 1 OVATTLEN GOPOV KOl GUVEKTIK®OV KATELOLVINPLOV YPOUUOV KOl
Kprmpiov yu v a&loAdynot| Tov, 1 ENOPKNG KOl GUVEXNG KATAPTION TOV
EKTAUSEVTIKAOV Kot 1) a§lomoinon g Sudkaciog mg HEPOG VOS TOALILEGTO-
TOV GUGTHHOTOC GVAAOYNG OEGOUEV®V TTOV GUUTEPIAAUPEVEL TOALOTALG ETTL-
OKEWYELG OTNV TAEN KOl TAKTIKY ovoTpo@oddtnon kat vrootipién (Attinello
et al., 2006).

e éval €010 TAOIC10, TPOTEIVETAL 1] S1OUEGOAAPNON EVOG HEVTOPO OV Oal
avoAappavel v otpi&n Tov ekmTondevTIKOD 6T oo tov portfolio. Poro
pévTopa Pmopel vo, EYEL VoG MO EUTELPOG GUVAIEAPOG EKTALOEVTIKOG, EVOG
EMOTAHOVOG £101KOG 670 portfolio | dALo Eumelpo PELOG TG GYOMKNG KOWVO-
NTAG EPOGOV £XEL EWOIKES YVAOELS GYETIKA LLE TNV 0ELOAGYNOT] TOL EKTOLOEVTL-
KOV £pyov Ko, £101KOTEPQ, TO portfolio (Smith and Tillema, 2001).

H mopoandveo npdtacn prnopet va vioBembei oe mAotikn fdon oe exmor-
deuTIKd cvoTHpOTo, OTOV dev Exel epapproctel o Becpdg Tov péviopa Kot
tov portfolio ®g epyaieiov pdOnomng Kot avaTpoPOdOTNONG TOV EKTULOEVTL-
xoV. O porog Tov pévtopa Tpémet va elval, Kupimg, cVUPOLAEVTIKOS, KOOMG
n a&lomoinomn Tov BeGHOV UTOPEL VO GUVEIGPEPEL GTNV APOoT TOV apElo-
MDYV Kol NG SVOTIOTING €K HEPOVS TOV EKTOLOEVTIKMOV HEGH OO TOV EMOL-
KOSOUNTIKO 014A0Y0 Kot oty oThpiEN ToVg Katd T dladikacio. cuvheong
tov portfolio. Téhog, o pévropag pmopei va a&lomomaeel T SVVOIKTY TOV
portfolio yia v avantvén unyovicpmy tov Ha Bondncovv tov ekmadenTi-
KO VO GUVOEGEL TOV OVOGTOYAGHO OVOPOPIKA LLE TO £PYO TOV UE TNV OVOAN-
YN OpacsTNPOTATOV Yo TN BEATI®ON TNG O10AKTIKNG TOV TPOKTIKNG Kol Vo,
TOV KaAMEPYNOEL TNV mBupia Yio EUTEIPIKN LAONON HEGH OO AVAGTOYO-
OTIKEG TPOUKTIKEGS.
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ABSTRACT

This article explores the role of portfolio as a potential tool for learning and feedback in the context of forma-
tive evaluation of teaching. Perceptions and attitudes of teachers about the reliability and validity of the eval-
uation process are characterized by intense doubt and disbelief which prompt for a shift from the summative
to a formative teacher evaluation focused on teaching improvement. The overarching question of this literature
research is whether the portfolio can serve the need for a valid and reliable improvement of teaching through
formative assessment in a continuous and non-threatening way in the context of lifelong learning.

At first, a brief description of the teaching portfolio and a literature review of studies conducted re-
garding the portfolio contribution to the improvement of educational work are provided. Most studies
demonstrate reflection and self-regulatory learning as being the main advantages of portfolio as a tool for
systemic teacher evaluation. The portfolio is a dynamic process of reflection based on the principles of
organizational learning which is achieved through the cultivation of team culture and the development of
dialogue. The portfolio aims to enhance teachers’ knowledge, skills and values through continuous mon-
itoring of his/her evolution making him/her responsible and more active shareholder of his evaluation. It
is claimed that reflection which leads in more efficient teaching practices and support for learning, con-
structive criticism which is part of the dialogue with his/her colleagues and self-assessment are potential
benefits of the portfolio.

The next sections refer to the content and quality criteria of the portfolio. A description of an indica-
tive teaching portfolio content is given which can be a teacher's guide to the selection and collection of
data documenting his/her professional development. This can include evidence of the teaching process, the
effects of teaching on students’ learning and the teacher’s philosophy on teaching. Regarding the quality of
the teaching portfolio, it must be determined by criteria which must not be arbitrary but should contribute
to a critical evaluation of the portfolio and, also, consider the context of its composition, its origin as well
as the process itself. The criteria should be negotiated between evaluators and evaluees and should aim to
improve the quality of the educational process.

The paper ends with conclusions from the review of international practices and recommendations for
the use of portfolio in the Greek educational system. In general, the survey results show that teachers react
positively to the use of portfolio in education, which they consider could bring about significant positive
results and give form and substance to the process of their educational development during their career. The
teaching portfolio can guarantee reliability and validity of the procedure by establishing objective quan-
titative and qualitative criteria in collaboration with the teacher. What's more, the mediation of a mentor
who through constructive dialogue will support them in their quest for continuous professional renewal is
proposed as a means of teachers’ reservations withdrawal. In the context of portfolio formative evaluation,
the mentor will help teachers develop mechanisms that will help them link reflection on their work with
their commitment to undertaking activities to improve their teaching practices and cultivate a desire for
experiential learning through reflective practice.
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