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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVE: Having students' opinions is an appropriate method for teachers' educational
development. Accomplishment of evaluation and acquired scores always have been challenged, so the aim of the
present study was to compare two stages of teacher evaluation from students' opinion.

METHODS: In this cross-sectional study, 110 students during the second term of educational year 1388-1389 to 1389-
1390 participated. Assessment was done by form No.3 of Educational Development Center (EDC) which contained 13
questions. First evaluation was done by EDC. The second evaluation was done in the last session by the teacher. Data
analyzed by paired t-test and wilcoxon with SPSS version 15.

FINDINGS: Results of paired t-test showed that there was no significant difference between two evaluation (p=0.46).
Wilcoxon test was used to compare each question of questionnaire for lack of normal distribution and results did not
show significant differences for all the 13 questions.

CONCLUSION: The present study demonstrated no differences according to the time of evaluation. Besides, no
differences were seen between evaluations done by the teacher and another evaluator. If results are going to be used for
any decision making about the teacher, it is recommended to perform evaluation in several terms, so, the teachers can

be informed about their ranking in comparison with other colleagues.

KEY WORDS: Teacher, Evaluation, Students

“Corresponding Author;
Address: Education Development Center (EDC), Babol University of Medical Sciences, Babol, Iran.
Tel: +98 111 2190593

E-mail: dr.jahanian@yahoo.com


mailto:dr.jahanian@yahoo.com
http://mededj.ir/article-1-27-fa.html

[ Downloaded from mededj.ir on 2025-07-14 ]

WA line; g 30l /Y oyl /gl )93 ¢ bl (S pole olStils o (S5 pole (h390] g dawgs Slelllae 1 pe ¢ Sy bjge] doliliadgd

OhSen g (6550 o1 (A dosmo £y S8 0Bl sbiwl (olod)l Al po 93 s dunlis

References

1.Seif A. Teacher evaluation using students, view point, is reliable? Psychol res 1997; 2(1): 12-24.

2.Mahmoodi H,Pazargadi M, Ebadi A. Evaluation of faculty teaching experience by postgraduate students.
Educational Strategies 2009; 2(2): 41-44.

3.Johnson VE. Does the interplay of grading print policies and teacher course evaluation undermine our education
system? Teacher course evaluations and student grades: An academic tango and student grades [cited 2006 Jul2]

http://www.amstat.org /publications/chance/153. jonnson.pdf.

4.Mc Allister B. using all your legs: How student evaluations can fit into a holistic teaching assess ment program.
Teaching resource center. 1999.[cited 2006 Jul 2] http://www.trc.virginia.edu/publications/teaching concerns /fall
1999 /tc_fall 1999 Mc Allister. Html.

5.Cashin WE.Student ratings of teaching. Center for faculty Evaluation and Development. Kansas state university.
1995 sep [cited 2006 jullhttp://www. idea. ksu. edu/resources/papers.html.

6.Ezzatshokati A, Nourian A,Mousavi nasab SN. The degree of correspondence between student's and departmental
heads evaluation of the faculty at Zanjan Medical Sciences University 2005-2006. Journal of Education Development
in Medical Sciences 2009; 1(1): 37-41.

7.Ghafourian Boroujerdnia M, Shakurnia M, Elhampour H. The opinions of Academic Members of Ahvaz University
of Medical Sciences about the Effective Factors on their Evaluation Score Variations. Strides in Development of
Medical Education 2006; 3(1): 19-25.

8.Nelson MS. Peer evaluation of teaching an approach whose time has come. Acad. Med 1998; 73: 4-5.

9.Naseri M, Zojaji F, Sarifzadeh Gh. Studying the effects of evaluation time on professors', evaluation grade. The
Green Journal 2008; 6: 244.

10.Rafiee M, Seifi M. Study of factors related to teacher evaluation by the students in Arak University of Medical
Sciences. First International Conference on Reform and Change Management in Medical Education, 6th Congress on
Medical Education. Tehran: Shahid Beheshty University of Medical Sciences 2003; 66. [In Persian].

11.Jokar A, Hasani Ghavam M, Dehghan F. Studying the students opinion on effective factors on evaluation grade of
faculty members. The Green Journal 2008; 6: 254.

12.Sanagoo A, Joibari L. Students’ Viewpoints and Experiences about Evaluation of Academic staff in Theoretical
courses. Strides in Development of Medical Education 2009; 7(1): 57-69.


http://www.amstat.org
http://www.trc.virginia.edu/publications/teaching
http://mededj.ir/article-1-27-fa.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

