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China’s Educational Input:The Standards, Methods and
Indicator Systems for Evaluation and its Evolution

CHEN Xing! ZHANG Xue-min®

(1. College of Teacher Education , Zhejiang Normal University , Jinhua , Zhejiang , 321004 ;
2. Research Center of Education and Psychology for Southwest Minorities, Southwest University, Chongqing, 400715)

Abstract ; Since the founding of the People’s Republic of China, the standards, methods and indica-
tor systems of the evaluation of educational input in China have been gradually improved. The core cri-
terion of the evaluation has undergone a transformation from sufficiency to fairness and then to efficien-
cy. The method used in the evaluation of educational input sufficiency gradually turns from comparative
analysis to supply and demand analysis. The focus of the evaluation of fairness gradually turns from re-
gional equity to group equity, and the focus of the evaluation of efficiency gradually turns from external
efficiency to internal efficiency. To set up criteria, methods and indicators of the evaluation of educa-
tional input, we need to clarify the definition and mutual relationships between the criteria, methods,
and indicators, and take into comprehensive consideration such factors as the national conditions, the
understanding of evaluation criteria, the availability of data, and the types and stages of education.

Key words: evaluation of educational input; educational adequacy; educational equality;
educational efficiency



