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The Effect of Evaluation Apprehension on Students Ratings of Teaching.

— When students have no evaluation apprehension for the teacher —
Koshi Makino

Abstract

This study was designed to examine the effects of evaluation apprehension on students ratings
of teaching and student self-ratings. This study targeted a single lecture by a guest instructor
who has nothing to do with grading the students taking this course. Ninety undergraduate
students took part in a survey by completing a questionnaire. Forty-five students filled out the
questionnaire signed, and the rest of the students filled the questionnaire out anonymously. The
signed ratings of teaching and anonymous ratings of teaching were compared. It was
hypothesized that there was no difference in student ratings of teaching between two kinds of
ratings because the students do not have evaluation apprehension. The results were as follows
(1) There was no difference in ratings of teaching between an anonymous questionnaire and a
signed questionnaire. (2)There was no difference in student self-ratings in class between those
two kinds of ratings. These results supported the hypothesis.
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Table

1. 4.48 0.62
2. 4.32 0.73
3. 1.99 1.15
4. 4.29 0.79
)
5. 4.66 0.50
6. 4.61 0.66
7. 4.32 0.73
8. 3.90 0.86
9. 3.92 0.87
10. 3.86 0.89
)
11. 3.86 0.86
12. 4.47 0.60
13. 4.36 0.70
14. 4.06 0.95
15. 3.23 0.82
)
16. 4.77 0.47
17. 4.66 0.54
18. 4.01 0.89
19. 4.58 0.65
20. 1 4.38 0.71
)
21. 4.39 0.68
22. 4.27 0.78
N =90
88 0.76, n.s.
Table
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t 88 = 0.75, ns.
Table
t 88 =0.77, ns.
Table
t 8 = 1.71, p .10
M= 4.56 M= 4.39 Table
t 8 = 0.70, ns.
Table
t 87 = 1.50, ns.
Table
Table
3.77 4.21 3.99 4.48 4.33 4.46
N 90 0.55 0.56 0.57 0.48 0.70 0.64
3.81 4.26 3.95 4.56 4.38 4.56
N 45 0.51 0.55 0.57 0.45 0.74 0.65
+
3.72 4.17 4.04 4.39 4.27 4.36
N 45 0.58 0.55 0.56 0.50 0.65 0.60
+p .10
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