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Abstract

The purpose of this article is responding to the question of “How is the quality of
teacher feedback, students’ self-evaluation and peer evaluation?”” The research
method is a combination of "documentary, descriptive and survey”. The sample
was selected through a multi-stage stratified sampling, out of which 64 primary
schools, located in 30 local educational districts in 3 provinces (East Azerbaijan,
Fars and Bushehr) were selected. One checklist-to analyze the portfolios and one
interview form with acceptable reliability and validity were used. The findings
show that teacher’ feedbacks are beyond the student’s performance, the content of
the feedback is not related to the learning goals and objectives, and the descriptions
are not appealing enough and do not fit the students’ level of progress. Although
the feedback did not contain anything with regard to providing a chance for the
students to compersate for their weaknesses, they were polite to some extent. In
self evaluation, students did not have the necessary skills. Weakness in four self-
evaluation skills in the lower grades was more evident. Teachers use limited
methods for peer-assessment and are less familiar with the concepts and methods
of peer-asssessent.

Keywords: _descriptive evaluation, feedback, peer-assessment, self-
assessment
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Reliability description of tools
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Reliability revisers Cronbach's alpha Method
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Table 2
Interval frequency between students’ performance and teachers' feedback
039 Sl Ly s 0398 Sl
Almost short short
100 8.1 91.9 Jo
Boys
100 9.9 90.1 e
Girls
100 100.0 5D g um
Boy and girl
100 8.4 91.6
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Table 3
Frequency of the use of written feedback in different grades
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Written feedbacks Grade
P gg N buwgio sb;
Very Low Low Medium High
100 7.3 11.0 81.7 Jsl
First
100 10.5 132 76.3 Y
Second
100 17.3 82.7 pow
Third
100 53 10.5 10.5 73.7 p)les
Fourth
100 7.0 5.6 14.1 732 ey
Fifth
100 6.1 32 132 77.6
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Table 4
Ranking the teachers’ feedback with regard to the students’ performance
45) (ke
Average Rating
2.10 Kt 3,Shes 1 4i1)3 sddaide IS
The written notes are beyond the students’ performance
2.47 St bgypel 3, Slas b g IS IS
The comments are general and irrelevant to performance
2.21 Cuwl 0 (65 A5
Shortened comments
5.02 Gl 03,5 Ciogi jgal Blanl b1y jgol yils 3,SLas alols
The distance between students’ performance and educational goals has been described.
491 Sl 03,85 )13 Ligey 53l il LS sloes 8,
The student is linked to previous experiences
4.29
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Students are given guidelines for subsequent developments
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Table 5
Audience feedback ratings of teachers in portfolio
a4y oeSke
Average Rating
1.00 35 syl
Individual feedback

233 29,5 syl

Group feedback
2.67
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Individual — group Feedback
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Table 6
Ratings of teachers feedback content feedback to student performance
a4y oeSke
Average Rating
4.04 Gl sl an g5 9ol L2 Y8 53 SIS oy Sogee &
Pays Attention to the important points of the student performance

4.49 Conl bag e (6,:50L slaciual,

Relates to learning objectives
3.18 3,0 0Ll jgel il oUlgs pdaws 4

Refers to the ability of students

Emphasizes student progress

4.38 Klo3,S slesaly 1y el yils
Guides students

2.76

Slos,S" o 1y }yid‘sjl:
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Table 7
Ranking criteria used to measure student performance

Average Rating
1.83 oyl 005 s g S S Mo by 5 Sloe
Evaluated performance with pre-determined criteria
215 oxd byl (gl s 3 )Shas jl laiges b ybin b 5ySlae
Performance has been assessed with normal performance
2.02 ods bl jeel yiils ansiS L 3 Slos

Performance has been assessed with regard to the students’ Past performance
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Table 8
Ranking the frequency of attractiveness and teachers’ descriptions as regards to students’
performance
4y 5k
Average Rating
2.20 Sl 039 basiyo 5l il 3,Slee b pin b so a5 badyg5 5L,
How far the feedback has been associated with the development of students' performance?
1.87 Sl 0393 Laiyo 390l 5515 3,Sloe 3gig0 9 Mol bt do b o650
How far the feedback has been associated with improved student performance?
1.93 Sl 03 Cli o dx b sy b

How appealing was the feedback?
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Table 9
Ranking the frequency of the clarity of teacher’s feedback to students' performance
4y 5k
Average Rating
1.91

Col 13,95 1 (g0 Aelsh 5l L ygs il
There is feedback on grammatical rules
1.59 Gl 03,8 o3lizsl a3k LalS 1 ladyg-5Ls
Feedback includes simple words
el 83l gl 1> 15 o b lodyo5 L
Feedback is compatible with the level of students’ growth

2.49
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Frequency ranking of teachers’ feedback characteristics
45 (Ske
Average Rating

4.34 Pow i v

Use of name
170 Cano jl odlatl

Use of adjectives

3.64 BSMo ol 1 3,Shoe 13,5 Chog

Describe the performance based on the criteria

3.69 Mol clys (63,0)5 saogainy (3905 &3l
Providing practical guidelines for reform
402 59l sl ol Cuof 35 a3
Providing opportunities for students to compensate
3.60 91 borye lowitane jgel laal &y

Feedback directly related to educational goals

Y aw 0 (odjl anyd Lig AV/ASA (oS lade b laas, cglis sl iy 3 (90j] aoeis
i 8] 5B Gl e w8 1o el b 1) 590l ils aSl (Ve Jgis) ol I gxe dop
¥ i oSN ) i 4 5 €5 e g ol g 45 JE |
@ 9 b @i o 1y jeal il 0 Slae 590 4 b g b el 4l o (s o3 rigS
Sle ) eYlgw i pyds a4 op s Jio o0 o 48,513 a5 1) assl cate S L g oMo
l6d pdo» Jio ouady (SNl dg0idy gl 4 b €S dalllas o)bed |, VW 5 VF o Jg e

K gy A5 (6t B b pyidd sl gt s IS ol 4l 8L


www.sid.ir

90 Ol j= FFolod= A Jlo Lol 9 GoigeT Sidg iy sole 4 pi s¥

3,953 o

S Ui 0l sy (sl algy )3 1y isel 2y b ledes 3)58 5k od (SsSe Slgl8 el

isal il b plales 3555k o (SooSa (anas)\) Jois

Table 11
Tune ranking of teachers’ feedback to students
Average Rating
239 ol o850,L] ij&IJ Gxs bla 4

Pointing out the weaknesses of students
Gl o203zl &yl &Max

3.28
The sentences were autocratic

166 Cuol 03,5 8L Jld (60,8 1) 590l 2l
Students were considered active

366 Canl 03,8 Cugi jgel LEld 3 1) (el 395
Sense of self-efficacy has been strengthened among students

202 Cawl 0392 D‘).o.h Ipl)pll.'

Feedbacks has been accompanied with respect
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Summary of evaluating the teachers’ performance regardy feedback
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Table 13
Frequency of the way self-evaluation is used by students
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