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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

1 - Assistant Professor of Organization for Educational Research and Planning (OERP)
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Interval frequency between students’ performance and teachers' feedback
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Frequency of the use of written feedback in different grades
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Very Low Low Medium High
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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
247 Wit by yali 3,Sdas b g I 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 03,5 )13 Ligey 5aal il LB sloe 8,
The student is linked to previous experiences
4.29
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Students are given guidelines for subsequent developments




ov SR TII WOV P SIVEYE S TSP TR I3 g .3 | L H UL WP F ST 9

Vo daw ;00 (ol5l an )3 b g VY VAFA ol Jlade b laag, colas oy lis oyt yd 90l douss
35 ool il 2 )SMas L bgipol g S SS 4 ooy il 51 (B o(F i)l o ine oy
oS 5 039 0550l 2l | 518 giin eedze sladyd il gy xe jebds oS AS dasMe
wdgs lgel yils 45 51 53 aSiyl Moo el 03,8 Cipogs objg0l Blanl b 1y 055,50l 5, Slas dlols
St w05 Sl o) (2B (S5 o 4 GBS )y 4 Bl Bl (I el 20

ol 055 0313 (glodimd dgeimy 3,95 5L j90l il 4 &Blgyd gy wyd W Jgub b

oLk Lol
b og0g)S )8 el &l plla ) lodre Cholies (pyidin 39 (i &S 39y ) )00 B

sl (09)5-2,8) 95 oyl 5 (5 5
IS sy 3 glbie glanygs b olbobiee )8 sa0as) 0 Jyse

Table 5
Audience feedback ratings of teachers in portfolio
a4y oeSke
Average Rating
1.00 35 syl
Individual feedback

2.33 RS syt

Group feedback
2.67
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Individual — group Feedback

Y aw ¥ ooljl anyd b g SAYAAA S lade b laag, cgls sl i cyeds b (g0l aoecs
hoolaiwldyge pd yde sy slp s aslas Cluds o ladee (O Jodn )l I bxe do)yd
2 g9 & (S (29)5 b 28l (63,8 Sl 5 3)985L g5 WS e (295 b 62,8 )85k
35556 B9)S oM o)l Jlo p3 Lol anty (638 0,085k )bl Sbxisl (sladdyy 1 i
JS 51U 5353t i 5 355 45 055 ol (6 34 38 e sl uii o
B R I e R R
SolS wos 38, YU Ly 4 &S Wdges o 0)lil o 4SS ol @ Lmo] Al oS o duslis

ol 0dds Suiie (00bj 0510l b (60,8 (gladyed il opply awyd



10 Obiuno= FF0)lot= 4 Jlo= bl 9 GhiseT oy Sy (sole 45t oA

2,953 Glgowe oo

B » OIS e @ gliabeysdil gz ) 39500 Ll plalee I Lol ool olel
g 025 o)l jeal iy LUlg aw 4 (g badje (5xS3k (slachanl LS vy gl il
Slales 151l eel il 4 p3Y (sl il

igeltils 3 )Shes 4 lalas (sl o35l lgime Glolys (saas, & Jg

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
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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 byl jeel il 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 555 3,Sloe 3gug0 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
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There is feedback on grammatical rules
1.59 Gl 03,8 o3lizsl a3k LalS 1 ladyg-5Ls
Feedback includes simple words
ol 83l gl pils 13 o b lodyo5 L
Feedback is compatible with the level of students’ growth

2.49
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Frequency of the way self-evaluation is used by students
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