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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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Table 3
Frequency of the use of written feedback in different grades
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Very Low Low Medium High
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First
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Second
100 17.3 82.7 pow
Third
100 5.3 10.5 10.5 73.7 p)les
Fourth
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Ranking the teachers’ feedback with regard to the students’ performance
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The comments are general and irrelevant to performance
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Shortened comments
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The distance between students’ performance and educational goals has been described.
491 Sl 03,5 )13 Ligey 53l il LB sloes 8,
The student is linked to previous experiences
4.29

Cawl 0313 ‘_5>)'Lo\ L;Lzzby,:.m) ,',Ju:.sls S dLmuS)..«.u dl)é
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Audience feedback ratings of teachers in portfolio
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Table 6
Ratings of teachers feedback content feedback to student performance
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Average Rating
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Ranking criteria used to measure student performance
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Evaluated performance with pre-determined criteria
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Performance has been assessed with normal performance
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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
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How far the feedback has been associated with the development of students' performance?
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How far the feedback has been associated with improved student performance?
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How appealing was the feedback?
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Table 9
Ranking the frequency of the clarity of teacher’s feedback to students' performance
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Average Rating
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Frequency ranking of teachers’ feedback characteristics
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Tune ranking of teachers’ feedback to students
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Summary of evaluating the teachers’ performance regardy feedback
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Frequency of the way self-evaluation is used by students
odbodliiwl ciladd dlass odod il 0gad
Frequency Method
110 355 3 )Slas (cw)ly 9 b))
Evaluation and verification of their performance
58 355 3l oy
Questionning themselves
36 s gal (59, 403 g (dingar
Summarizing what is learned
2 pleo (6 an )l gy o)
Portfolio Review with the help of teachers
0 (L S3L) 3)lge b
Other
457 o>
Total

Sloaly > Sul Sles cul oqigm )5 1y a3 Syl €53 51 Gty > Ly oljel il
Lol & casl lacslos 51 (S Claasgol (10,8 40ds 5 iigan? Cusl dpeo yidy Fimly
&S obcéin gemen Shle B Wlgn jeel il aS) el o (v 365 ali
o 393 Sl (S glgie ) 5 bl ] s Copre (IS sy b g Cplansh
9 &> g didy S 55l Jgar 13 1) (ed)hw g 93 Sl wilgi o> (e Sl oitmen il
Oete 4l g Cunsly €353 3 Sloe cwjly 9 b5 LUIF 2 ald lgie |y ules )8
oSy 3 ligel il Ay 08 slacle (S cusl s Gl £S5k 3 Ol
ddygd Sla)S 9 58 (AL g oS el iyt S jeked dg ol B adds )3 392
LS 32585 g oz wal g S jb |y dhisl polasd b g €9 oo

(o 03 Al slaghy) 4l wé ) e alae Sl (B 45 2 (L dalsd anbae luds )
e S sa0a5) slaoged 3590 53 ] Sl & (olSin Ll 16,5 oo (giasy b £33 0,
4o Gy gly bl ) B peizen il (JS CalS (ori 298 Gl (slads,
Yool 5 3,15 olal K03 sl ey b a8 13,8 oo oo o wimdlys ol 1> wioly o b s,
WG e |y (o 263 pablio

o Jlaod
o Jlwes 51 Sl Shle (100 YY 2g05) ,I8 adgy VoF 53 ol oy )5 adigy YA slaas
JLM dy90 Y d])l.) ()K dwuy Y\c) u_'>)g 9 D90 ) d‘)l.) ()15 4.\»9: QA) u'”)" FUERRIN K d9>9
&S Mer g5 S odalie (i Jluwod gun I adg YA 000 ledy Dy (o



70 SR TII WOV P SIWEYE TSP TR I3 g . 3 | L L WP F ST 9

S, g 665 ol €55 3,8lee JolS ooy | Slhas 5 g 03,5 ooliul jgel il
Faee pagr 03> ploxil (o &5 ) (g Sl oM b g €hidgy 55 (0 09,5 w2 sl A (955 e
.«.)99

b HRVATY) b))f oslaiwl (T JLM ‘5‘)). <<ua§l.3 Mo » )I P9

A olippn g2 ) 0ylasd 09,5

e D 0Ly u’// Lb

ozl o 0y pJ.)/.)u.a fbv/ )f/

i Jlaod sl gt o5 e glagby) 2)50 )3 (pelee jlasbas b ) K03 v ]
P Cog? g € all CMes? &K awly Caw g o hgy cpl b Lluwyy S o ool
Ol YD Xy e 0yks K awyly Caw it gy I b Cpmelre aST Oy LIS azess L0 €0 Sas
b ) J 05,5

(el by oy 555 iag) S o S b 45 ol icinly 3,5 15 115 1

oJr W Sio K00 (el b pllly s opSie e Sy asdy) SO0 4 S s
Gl Yl 03 o) (coply S i

w//}ﬁw 495 owgm)bw_)w

ool €3,8Lee JolS Chog» § € a8l @Mesd slabgy 5l ps bYs & ] 5l Swl sl
IJJ.))guA

gl o Uoog)S 3500 (6l cogo g 298 o e sl 3Slas JolS oy 0 Sldj>
(olas JolS hrogi) A5 Sl |y 16500 b deglio 10 353 Jalii )b m ise b2 s>
ogi) )i 235 € bl CMaP 5 € pufly S )l SIS ) ol isol s sl s
(2ld oty )Slac Jol5

5 o oIS 500 b Bl gt y bl A M jpo s 5ol s (a5 Sl g

S 345 Al g SOy

4 S8 Gl NS el 5 Glude jlidjge ClML (35 wald yol iagh ol Ban
bl calee b anbias o (li9el sty adg)lS sl Boib 3l oligel sty heos (ledsyl Seste
ol 0342

&S Sygop o i (V) (o) addllas ol oo €0, 50 1) dogi ol ply (o Peke



90 Olimoj= P2 lois= 1 Jbo= ledi)l 9 Ghigel by s sole 4 pii 44

clld VoAD blie 5 lode a8 oy s mls oljeel Lils 4 Cpselee (sladye3 b CueS’ 50
2 cin Wloals el S5 4y 3,55 5L VIR Leas (0550 VoYY 5 geil S8Y Joli) ojsel sl
ol 0050303 3,65 5L VY 39> (0395 12 b g (y905] yn) clled ya Jlie

5 03,55l 5,Slae o 45 g5 0 il 05 B8 5 55 SMe Ve Ladyiil cudsS bl sl
boySlas oy dlols oS el ], Silo oselcandds guls il anild 3939 wlio oyloj plre 3,65 5L
22555k BL1 55 lodse 3 Slos izman g Cunl 039 453 5l 5o (oS Al ol )3 35035k
sl Bl 1503 byl oo @dg (9399 B sl g omiy 9 p)lke ol 3 cuslie e

w28 > 4 (deog (oledj)l Badine (WAY) (did> 5 (VWAY) 3,8 (3TVD) (5)d dilod (65l
5 x5k ()5 holine g 390 g heas Sy s hjgel ilisee Jole 53 3,85 sl
L5 ©ludly o3 250 5 355 dalllas )3 (WWAY) (gl 032 Sp 1) 185 ol 5 298000 BN
9 Soles po odlatwl 8 glad el 5l (ool 958 4 lade aS Db LS 55 adlles ol dalad ol
S (\WA) (rpm (il @lis b sl sl a8 )5 Cpgo Jgl g pgws sloaily )3 52 oo (o
S 0l 3)955k 0926 )90 )3 Lol fumgunen idly 3ao5 lals JLaijl el 5> 42 3)955L 65 e
lodygdil e g Lmd e 2yl bl 4 el 0Slee SR i b ledee
151y wbieel Glanl g jesl iy 3,Kkee oy dlols Wlgty 5ol ) el s (glokd mgidsdlS
oS ol pzman (oloj Jol) Wlodges Jas cignd (3bj a> b S oy 2)3 5L plSin
ocdity lp b g S LBy Ssy ol (L8 slaaye g jsel il b o )Shes oy Wlatuily
2 29500 el Gladeo Gl 0,05 5L loire Juol wlel o diany SMol sladgein) ol gan
biiye 53k slacianly 55 ang oot JS 5 SIS ot & ohisangiil (dyone
o Ly psY el pleinly o) iy oyl e g AS oyldl Saal il g o 4 el
slcial jeS lodso (gladyes il a8 oy L lodro (gladysd 5l (slaizee (sabpen bl atily
a5 b oS ass] losges plesnly lid Slas 390 (sl 1y o)lj9el 4215 b g 039 bgyye (5ol
slcs iy 4 il ey 5l S oyl Jb ey bl cwl @glate (Y397) S adllas
Cale) 5 plabre IS (it Wlodges 55 (&3 ) ligel il & (Jo >l 0391 g0l 231>
b g Cansd ladpe 50k slocbanl linlen)sdjl lsime o casl ] 0,85k lgme o
)b drg a8 jeal il 8 )3 IS inge 4 5 WS e ledal) 1y gl il Ll jss sl
i b plobre 3 Slae sl joel il (glacdpiy o 5BU oyl (lgime o a5yl 51z
Gl 0395 igllas

S 08,50l Yl b coley 3)53 5L 50 @glad § duslie b SMe 4 dog Juol &S 3,
5ol g poss L) el il o )Sles wisSe oSl ey (L 35 51 (55 a8l 2, Shes Wl



Y SR TII WOV P SIWEYE TSP TR I3 g . 3 | L L WP F ST 9

ol oldjyl g9 ym ) g ang )0 wlul Gl loe | (euS o dwnlie g0jl 1 oS b
Canl o)l o lis l5gel 250 3, hee oLyl 55 bl (clacSMo 4y Jlodee 433390 )3 Anlgid
oS b y> 295 o dumlio 590l il 3,Shae 5l claiges b ajlwa b jieS ladee (slacsglas o5
ol 005 duglie (glodd i i 5l S Mo b ljgal Ll 3, Sdes €aS» sa 13 g (630 4
Dy odd Sy Sbxiel CVlsw j ganpyb 5l edlatel samd Ll o)l dde 1D 2950 Aaled
9 oMol b Lol ol 03905 0,Lil jgal il by 4 pidw lelee Chuog a5 B i )y
ol Jawgio do )0 55 liuog Culis e Caol 42l 0,Lil oS LT 5,Slee 394

Sl 51 eolatnl L gro e cudlad 1 oye5 5L 0 flalee U WS o duogs 2505 5L o cublas Lol
3555 )l ) ofigel 2l by o 4 dog Aitm dlox ] ] (5 9000 Aclsd & 425 b 5 03l
Lol il osliiul 3 Glalee Ggllae bis ooliul v ) el cuslio 3)55 5l 4 (glo e alexj]
@ glabee (B arg pas 4k cogoil sl )3 )55 5k (Bs ) (gy5id aslel cule) g osle
g Jgl ab 590l il (sl aSil Jro 905 o)Ll ljgal tols Ay dans b a2yl (92 coliza
sldyen il jd il o3 (o)ldS i ladee sladiio ol o0gMe Kl iy L «allg 29
Sly & 29 Glle sl S g ab dlas Mo wusl b (fjg0l 23l 3,5 Gl 1551 a8 lalas
Olabre sy g0 55 & iy 3L 03505 waly i Cuo sl il (60 SlaslS e
< a5 b bl s Sl )s il cSuiSS g W bg) 2)90 ) (polaidl g ohig (Bigel 4 Lulul
0,L3l 590l il s bl 4 it 43,31 0395 olyes plyinl b (63b 3905 b ledae 3,655L
ool (slacsloe 5 2lizal bl g 8 byme Jleb (63,5 |y saalptals Sttulys jiaS g 3905
Klaas 0500 w2 alpel SMan j lobay g S cogis bl o 1) cael S s o5

5 €Ok )3l g Koy Jol Cole) ciS plgie (IS siuaer o cnlple
B 1) €)55 s Conlinn 5,551 (Slyiond ()55 039> Jgiol 5 ogllan |, €533 o>
SN 3l Bl le 95 0 (b)) Cgllaal badygd5b 3 byl culey a5 Jool .casls Gollas
K9 059 9 €3)535l 5D Cudlady el

g5 3,8las oy 5 ujP (omis 353 A )ler sy 3l oligel Ll eslil e duslie
UL‘"" «WL‘" SHSex L, Adg () 9 <<La°d‘:59"] (.')))5 Ao 9 SAgeY Kdg> )1 o
23 gy J) DteaeS 8 I3 35051y Y Slaee 393 51 oy 3 by el idls o5 ol
sal 3 s 268 S8k slac)le 1 salatwl Sl @)lhe (S yebay Jg ikl o ool
el gyyo 43S (lmogesd 31 lakeo S5l alST &y 1Ll 5 ol Sopedio iy il
by J bl el o ol Lt (i Jluar slagtg) 2)90 3 plaee b dnlas b
ol B o e iliee sl by 5 panlin b Sl o] b g 48 o odlitul (s29i5xe



90 Olimoj= P2 lois= 1 Jbo= ledi)l 9 Ghigel by s sole 4 pii FA

buwgio s 51 YL 1y o sl oslatwl o5 a8 (WA jeome Gineh bt b gls
5 €2l CMenP 5 € wjly Cuvynd sla jhgy Sl odlitw] (Cuvgmad e Cul 8390 (Jbj)
3 A wedne a5 aly Ui aou B e w5l aS 3gr ola g, €0 Sles JolS Cauog»
logbigel calpl Wy 000 €l Cun g [hgy 5 ity Wled)S edlitel (e Jluon
Ay o0 ).E) LY ‘5)9)»5 MolS u.‘.ol;w ‘5‘); (T Jw dhbow l.s QS’L"‘"] W

Soged 3)90 )3 (o)l g (melre &Sul g Cloll (Sp B> 4 C5 g cnlple
a3l oy o) el 0 w595 blil b (lawyie o wiledgs ang olS IS plol
e Jlod o (i 36 glaba; b oligel il 5 melre 3905 (ledl plgiee @Blgyd
Vo Jpol by b Gl oligel s 4 eabee (slasysiil pispen i (s paiin o]
ol 515 0 4S5 3 il ol plre laisdy a5 ol WIS

e 355 095 o0 Saidyy Bl 3 oy (ledi)l Shial I Sy L ol L mls
AWl S li> Kgyglgs g CudMSD g oladie; 4 &S Sl 3E55 e wyp Baal
2 oo Llbgye €liaiwl iy p» 9 € objhes slac,lhe? &S0l anol slaase»
39 ploxl pg e sblie

A5 3,518 Sl el o shan iwo et o il | (Ko e 05 5 o
2 b amae Gl ligel s e )3 1y culdy LT g d9dee e 050l (1B 4 Loy
o3l 93 » (hwog (i)l ;U 69y 2 35 b (olmgR 29 o0 oy el Jlgw 3)90 0)lg0n
Dgd plodl €o 5D g «uls

2)555 Wby, 3l (Ko g S e odlitl (clilEaw slagby) 5l linladygs L) rales STl
Sl g £95 ey Bl it (Jsb (lagh 9800 dletidy Cul oiilei b g (laS
g plodl WS base o ainles o (lad glasyes b

bog S objyhes olisel yiils b asm S8 bl @ a5 Slacsle 3y90 50 olabne it boyis
2BdgeS 395 el L (comw | Fwb 4 gite a5 auS sbul SVlhe shb o oleas)s
Do oS5 mdiee ol 53 (65900l 90l (claoygd 3945 o Sl ol xilanily

S 53,8Mos slagygeil sl g 4 4 by o loe dinej 3 plare gl slajls 1 S
Codd yes higel sladaly 5D 390 e dlpiiny ABb o S b Mg la Sdgejl (> ailgn
355 )13 bggesl g9 cnl dd el 4 (i Glodes

d»b o%ﬁ )lf 4”)9) gi’ dl}«.’xo 9 )LOL» dyg0 4 LJ)-Q) FLNN uLuu )15 dw)y L L>9g)o Olialie
» L;).o; o (ped 4 g Cunl osids Dl Cwdd ews slroyed luyde (soaw I ledre @



74 SR TII WOV P SIWEYE TSP TR I3 g . 3 | L L WP F ST 9

Do yieS b bl 5 ywylte 3 Sas )0 olas U 2o ity yo o jqods S ddigy (sleize g

Refrence &bo

iyl oselm 2] )93 olpe g elae BB oy (ITAY) e (L 5 4l pe i gieneg
gl G0 35 ol Ghyag 5 Ghisel clojles D5 (il )3 wogi

b (wog (2lwdl £ib gl ity (loial SO e 5 and C pdy dumlio (WWAF) Jusol ¢ g0
Gstigel 1)) byl aebobly sld OIS e M o) 4l 3 b 5 B oljgel s
bbb aoMe ol8uils ¢ Sl yiu

Loy (Si b Clod auye (Ol RF Siom Fommt 39199 (VTVA) Sl cLly 5 JSile cals

bl -l Gl (0 e a0l Jol ol (ol (&S (otlewd ) 40l 121 (oilond ) (WWAA) 2l (sal
Dy 1ol 1)y eyl gaolisd IS ol

o503 31 ol 59y Ui BRIl 5 inog iyl S5l Sl Candy (owyp (TR demee 50000
o523l 10 el i) alobl AR e dass Jlw 3 5 s 2] dladie et 5 (ylolne
WSV

R M oyl )3 (o — (S lond ) 2] Sy (b (1TAF) sanl (el g doome (i
RO=IVY (YY) 5 oigol (530,00l 5 simgly lojls e gl (slos gl asliod .yl o

Sliy Sl ley Ghans0bisel 380 (S (e eyl 512! sladaly (WWAY) deso ¢ gin
9500597

099y U GsS3 tledy) GId) 5 (500 43 Comnd lolre 25033 gaiy 1 (VAF) olud| J o
dasgio pgm Jl puny olj90lil3 )3 (clisislyy (w3 (Sl ©lyed 2 (o 9 (PU) G295 Sl
snacisel )iy eass iyl 585 05 AN AY o Jw 53 s g (ks s

i 09> asly 13 o590l G515 (553l Brond 13 ((Shogs) yoams (stlond ) (i (VWAY) Clobudldons o i
O 30 399 el oSt slag adyl (b8 2l AY-AL hoaod JUw o 05 o 20!

O3l il (oBly oyd & BMls 9 3,Sas 2 Wlyh o 3 I o T (YVF) ple¥lie sl
13l Ol e ol iyl (ol alibly 3 Kiwgus (Lo @gm JUo puy

P (5o sy Jgl Sl o g a3l 55T (e 12 8 (YY) a0
bl aedle oS3l 15 05)] b5 sl bl Uy 8 dilaio wy s

bl gylae 53 ke U gl 4l 5l (rogi (2bdyl 2ok Il S gy (AY) i 5y
oo 5 oSl 15 (03 (G2l 4l (lish) S aelibly @3] (gl

4 aBe g Ol hSl (g pS3L e 22 (oo 5 (A5) (hog (atlondyl (i 31 dumllin (1TAD) o cois
abipll A s Sl j 3,5 s obiws st 21l oy U Jgl s 590l il g3l
bl aode ol&uiily : oyl . 5 pale 5 wliaiilyy 0aSiily bl owlis S



90 Ol j= FFo lod= 4 b 2l jsl 9 GoigeT gy sole 4 pi v-

It 5 g ool Sal eog ilwdyl ilojl shal 2ldiyl SIS (YA 2l (3 g
sl Slillas olSitnghy 1l e otgly GBS Uhgnsisel Sl oinggy y9S oudjgel Sble
00299

(&3 5es (903l SS9 Calw BB el (pjgel (o loidly 9 Jgol ()Y gl (35055
Ol 055 ol sl ¢l yes

gl Gblio jI (S il (o e 13 (wogi londl (lalojl Tl alondj ) (WYAY) gl (315 3%
S g poales 0aSuingy 10l0 (gl U1 g9

Ay ladylubisl (plul o 5 (o b))l bty awlie (1YR4) (LSS dgone 5 Jgu) w25
T oSl gmi3 (85210008 3 gy dome coltd 5 b 5 e plolas o5 bt
YOYD (1Y (o) oF oled pgd 093 i Jlo (fRusly3 (oMl

it g1 3SG  laady )l g i 3 g8 S35, 10dj00] s 3 el (IYAY) 0l olSi
o (lin (Kimyb dunho sl gl 2118 53 g0l LIS & 5 3,933 9 L gy

by o3l il (Sloliuns pg> 5 Jl s )3 nogs ol Bland 385 (i sy (VTR0) oy ol
FO-YYVA oyladd cots Jbo e a3yl g 0900

S oy g ble (BLb Gl Sy 2 ieos 2l WU (WWA) pS1le in 5 8T (s,
FEYD oy Jlo A o)lods o o j90] (S5 59l95 doliuad <540l il

o g 75 gl il e 3)Slas g (583 €S la g S p mog ) 5T (VWM JUB1 e
35l Jlo qoldilyy g (i pole dlxe djlsal (lyer aed oSy liepis o > Gl pye 4l
YA-AY (Y ojle.d)

Oledas o503 I oy LByl 308 )3 5e Jalge (1YRY) Sopen dee g afl 258 Ol e Jole (L
VYYD () 0)les) pian Jlo (o990 (559U dobihiad ¢ ol> ) dupd pod Can i oKl . gl

N g bl 093 jaal il Ghnog (SWaelyl8 (il (o) p2 (TAY) dame (g g 00l 0 Jloxes
o8 5 ohlasliplpe ol j9ds

0o 2 slainly pu Y oligel il (luass Chpty 2SS iyl 80 oy (IYAY) G gl
YA-YAL(Y) Ve g8, jquild dlono aalis oKy .olusly,

oliile)S’ i a2l (o lae 3 (o oilowdjyl 12l Blge (owyp (VA1) ded b cpaes e
sLiile S oMl o] oSty 2 bjoel (555IgiS5 ) i S sl

Ol dawgio 8)93 gaaly - Il plS Jgl Jlo )3 yoiune (otlond}f 0955 (o2 (TAY) ezxe ((Sloj ol
Oledol oSty spladiol o Bjgel (530580l 48] (i)l abbly oo

hisel Gblio 3l (B bl oo 1 oy i)l ileil sl (VWAD) gl (3B iS5 Lo«
M= A ojlad Capf g walts dolluad ¢ 9090553901 lallas olSiimgy o9



\A SR TII WOV P SIWEYE TSP TR I3 g . 3 | L L WP F ST 9

QRIS (225 agle (> st Sy g 29N eyl 2 2,535k WU oy (IYAY) et 0
il )l ol )8 Abpbl AV-AY dmasdd JUw g3 (g oyl sgensd il o2y Al gt (5900
plroas o8l

(sl OIS i 0938 bl ) wed 2ldjyl Slaal 35 Gl wypr (AY) sezgie nlS
02938 il Ghagmauiigel olasl

B 3l oy &S obad)l gl OMSie oy (ITAY) s (olis g Loy (g g yten { s (ldae S
VE-YE,(Vo)lous) VA oo eyl oSl g jo0l cprgi (G359, dolduadyd . Slul yojlte )l pde 5 lodeo
1 dolliad Kl g5 oMol T oSl ¢ lul 093 (590l y2al> B lise g ibole (gla Sy ( WIS
N rdArd o)Lo.J) q;iia.t)s ‘09]& » Msﬁ 9

215 gl a0l 15 g, Cadligg 33 (s otlenbil b (Gimosd tlnd )l (ITM) s 550
STyl o Musl o151 ol&Kisls 2 STyl ) coliid) S aalibl AY-AA uwass Jlur y5 S0y

igel gils oS slaylisy g i mog obiy) b oy (WAS) 85 s3] sliae g 41553 ccsdoona
Y-V ,(‘\' Ja.uLwo) Yy D)L«ﬁ ‘%); 9 .Q:JJJ Aol UI)‘QK)'G(‘“ dl_\bl pow d»:b

P oy @iyl Db (A3 L bLIT ) g g Glolee (0550 o) (VTAY) Cnsae ol oliipe
550 oo AT elReiily 1) 5 syl ol aab bl 3l sk e 093 9 gl (A (Il ko

o590l i1y cplly 9 oylokze 83 I (&S oyl (ol 3yl NS gty 2 -(VWAR) dams (93 i oMo
Okl o8l (lodol )l wli)lS asbbl AR-AA e Jl 13 lediol e 21 dade

iy (VYY) woule <olyste g aabld (gden] Ao ¢ Slyas Dy die)dl Gl (luls Lo e L)l

stag Bt 0y90 0, il aod aludy] CullS 3 fjel il (b e
S35y ol Gopgmgtisel JS ol :ST)

Abu Muhammadl, M. & Malihe Kh. (2005). Primary school teachers’ and
administrators’ points of view about descriptive evaluation in Yazd province,
Research Report. Yazd: Education organization in Yazd province. [In persian]

Ahmadi, 1. (2007). The comparison of the academic achievement and social skills
of the students within descriptive evaluation project and those outside this
project among 4™ grade primary schools os Tehran (Unpublised master’s
thesis). Allameh Tabatabaei University, Tehran. [In persian]

Bindley, G., & Hood, S. (1990). Curriculum innovation in adult ESL, In G.
Bindley (Ed), The Second Language Curriculum in Action, (PP. 232-248).
Black, P. J. & William, D. (1998). Assessment and classroom learning.

Assessment in Education: Principles Policy and Practice, 5, 7-73.

Davoudi, R. & Mahboobeh, Sh. (2011). Compare descriptive and traditional
evaluation methods based on the Quartet Evaluation Standards from the
viewpoint of primary school teachers in Tehran. Journal of Research in
curriculum development, 4 (31), 25-32.

Fullan, M. (1982). The meaning of educational change. Toronto:OISE Press.



10 Oliwaj= V7o lod= U Jlo= ool 9 GhigeT sy 3o sole 4155 vy

Haghighi, F. S. (2005). The role of continuous evaluation (descriptive) in
deepening students’ learning in the 2nd grade of elementary schools of
Tehran in the academic year 2004-2005 (Unpublised master’s thesis). Tehran
Payam Noor University, Tehran. [In persian]

Hamedi, H. (2009). Assessing the implementation of descriptive qualitative
assessment among the first-grade primary school students of Semnan
province (Unpublised master’s thesis). Alzahra University: Tehran.[In persian]

Hassan Pour, M. (2011). A study of the implementation of descriptive evaluation
tools and challenges facing it from the Tabriz primary school teachers’ and
administrators’ perspectives in the academic year 2010-2011 (Unpublised
master’s thesis). Islamic Azad University of Marand, Marand. [In persian]

Hassani, M. (2003). Implementation Guide for descriptive evaluation. The office
of pre-school education in the Ministry of Education of Iran. [In persian]

Hassani, M. & Ahmadi, Gh. (2007). A survey of implementing qualitative -
descriptive evaluation in primary schools in Tehran. Journal of Educational
Innovations, 6 (23), 85-123. [In persian]

Heidari, Sh., (1996). The effect of formative evaluation on increasing the
academic achievement of 1* grade high school students in Fereydunkenar
(Unpublised master’s thesis). Allameh Tabatabaei University, Tehran. [In
persian]

Heydari, J. (2008). Implementation problems of descriptive evaluation in the first
to fourth grades in primary schools in llam province (Unpublised master’s
thesis). Tarbiat Moallem, University, Tehran. [In persian]

Hosseini, A. S. (2007). Teachers' points of view to the realization of the objectives
of the formative evaluation and the effect of formative methods (oral and
written) on the high school students’ final scores in psychology courses in
Birjand in the academic year 1997 -1998. Research Report. Tehran: Office of
the Ministry of education academic evaluation. [In persian]

Hovezavi, A. (1995). The effect of reward levels and feedback on the 3 grade
students’ performance and interest in mathematics in Susangerd.
(Unpublised master’s thesis) Shahid Chamran University, Ahvaz. [In persian]

Kalhor, M. (2005). Assessment of achieving descriptive evaluation goals in
Qazvin province. Research Report. Qazvin: Department of Education Qazvin
province. [In persian]

Karamalian, H., Jafari Harandi, J., & Ebadi, H. (2014). Administrative problems of
descriptive evaluation from the viewpoints of teachers and principals of
elementary schools. Journal of Modern Educational Approaches, 18 (2 ), 24-
36. [In persian]

Khodabandeh, S. (2006). Comparing the effectiveness of descriptive (qualitative)
and quantitative evaluation on the 1% to 3" grade primary school students’
learning, anxiety, and interest in Shahrekord in the academic year 2005-
2006 (Unpublised master’s thesis) Allameh Tabatabaei University, Tehran. [In
persian]



vy SR TII WOV P SIWEYE TSP TR I3 g . 3 | L L WP F ST 9

Khoshkholgh, 1. (2005). Evaluating the pilot implementation of descriptive
evaluation in the fourth and fifth grades in some schools. Research Report.
Tehran: Institute for Education Studies. [In persian]

Khoshkholgh, 1. (2010). Evaluating the pilot implementation of descriptive
evaluation in some primary schools. Research Report. Tehran: Institute for
Education Studies. [In persian]

Khoshkholgh, 1. (2012). Principles and practical guidelines for step by step
performance test development. Tehrann: Zendeh Andishan Publication. [In
persian]

Kritek, W. L. (1976). Lessons from the literature on implementation. Educational
Administration Quarterly, 12(3), 86-102.

Kurd, B. (2002). The effect of formative evaluation feedback on the academic
achievement of fifth grade students in experimental science in Bukan in the
academic year 2002-2003 (Unpublised master’s thesis). Tehran Tarbiat
Moalem university, Tehran. [In persian].

Leahy, S., Lyon, C., Thompson, M., & William, D. (2005). Classroom assessment:
minute by minute, day by day. Educational Leadership, 63, 19-24. Available
from: http:// www. ascd. Org /Portal/Site/ascd/template. [Accessed 11 April
2015].

Mabher, F., Aghaee, A., Borjali, A. & Rohani, A. (2007). Comparison of descriptive
and traditional evaluation based on class atmosphere, emotional characteristics
and creativity of elementary school students. Knowledge and Research in
Education, 36, 14-26. [In persian]

Majidi H. (2009). The comparison of descriptive evaluation with the traditional
evaluation in the mental health of first-grade students in Arak in the
academic year 1999-2000. Master's Thesis. Arak: Arak Islamic Azad
University [In persian].

McGee, S. J. (1996). The effect of goal setting and attributional feedback on self
efficacy for writing and writing achievement. Doctoral Dissertation, Florida
international University.

Mohammadi, F., & Akhavan, M. (2007). The effect of descriptive evaluation on
self-esteem and behavior of third-grade primary students in Tehran. Journal of
Education, 23 (90), 67-100. [In persian]

Moolaei Dastjerdi, S. (2010). Problems of descriptive evaluation from the Isfahan
primary school teachers’ and parents’ perspectives in the academic year
2009-2010 (Unpublised master’s thesis). Isfahan University, Isfahan. [In
persian]

Mortezaee nejad, E. (2005). The attitudes of teachers and parents toward the
effectiveness of descriptive evaluation in primary schools in Tehran
(Unpublised master’s thesis). Islamiv Azad University of Tehran, Tehran [In
persian]

Naderinia, Gh., Shahnaz Abbasian, M., Naderinia Omrani, S., Ahmadi, F., &
Ghafourian, M. (1994). The effect of oral scores of fourth grade students of



90 Ol j= FFo lod= 4 b 2l jsl 9 GoigeT gy sole 4 pi Ve

primary school on the quality of their academic evaluation. Research Report.
Arak: Department of Education, Arak province.

OSullivan, M. C. (2002). Reform implementation and the realities within which
teachers work: A Namibian case study. Compare, 32(2), 219-137.

Rastgar, T. (2003). Evaluation in the service of education: new approaches to
assessment and evaluation with an emphasis on continuous assessment and
dynamic and effective feedback to students in the educational process
Tehran. Tehran: Cultural Institute of Monadi Tarbiat. [In persian]

Reza Poor, Y. (2016). A study of the goal achievement of descriptive evaluation in
the first and second grade elementary schools in East Azarbaijan. Education
and Evaluation, 33 (9), 65-78. [In persian]

Rezaee, A., & Seif, A. A. (2006). The effect of descriptive evaluation on the
students’ cognitive, emotional and mental - motor characteristics. Journal of
Educational Innovations, fifth year (18), 35-44. [In persian]

Semsari Moghaddam, F. (2011). Assessing the barriers to descriptive assessment
in primary schools in Sanandaj (Unpublised master’s thesis). Islamic Azad
University of Kermanshah, Kermanshah. [In persian]

Sepasi, H. (2003). Evaluating the impact of formative assessment on the 3" grade
students’ mathematics achievement. Journal of Behavior, 10 (3), 29-38. [In
persian]

Shahzamani, M. (2001). A study of continuous evaluation among the first grade
of secondary school in Isfahan province (Unpublised master’s thesis).
University of Isfahan, Isfahan. [In persian]

Sharifi, H. P., & Khoshkholgh, I. (2006). Evaluating the pilot implementation of
qualitative evaluation in some primary schools. Journal of Education, 4, 48-
88 [In persian].

Sobhani Fard, T., & Hassani, M. (2003). A comparative study of descriptive
records of elementary school students in some countries. Tehran: Tehran:
Tazkieh. [In persian]

Tashman, M. & Wiley, Ch. (2008). Innovation victory Platform of Tehran.
Tehran: Rasa Institute of Cultural Services. [In persian]

Wall, D. (2000). The impact of high-stakes testing on teaching and learning: Can
this be predicted or controlled? System, 4 (28), 499-509.

Zahid Babolan, A., Farajollahi, M., & Hamrang, M. (2012). Factors affecting of
the application of descriptive evaluation form the primary school teachers’
prespectives. Journal of Educational Technology, 7(1), 24-35. [In persian]

Zarei, 1. (2009). The effect of descriptive evaluation on the creativity, learning
participation and academic performance of the third grade students in Bandar
Abbas. Journal of Education and Psychology, 16 (2), 79-92. [In persian]



