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3.3 HERMH  ERIFMNELCEAIETH o2, PEOMBTCHTYEICL T, LERELBANICF
TV 7T AHERLOLBKEN LA, RIEFRLEZBOETHEE I LO TV,

Table 1. :
FEOTE - HENFEORE: B (H) &% (N=T2)

H<1 1<H<3 H>=3

T 21(29. 17%)  29(40. 28%)  22(30. 55%)

- EEEE 58(80. 05%)  11(15.28%)  3(4. 66%)

notes: HMFIIZUTHFAEEK (TOLER=7 2)

3.4 4WBIBUZEHEOTHE (M) LEERREM (SD) : H2RBEKHO4BHB BT 2IAOKE

DFHELFEREMEY:
HEBWCRT 79 -

RYo BEDTAFVTATA—%REBD., BERLBEZRADOLEZHS HIC L7,
I=R] & [HEELSWT] CEFRALEERDENS DFRERSL VI L, 2 h

L2 N TOBERENE LA Ro TV L OEREYHRT 2200 t REBIKATHR L 4o 720

Table 2.
MEBRICBUTBEHEDEHESD FHEN=9, ¥4 N=72
BENR 191 3-% FEEE FERZDOW e R

HE M M M M M SD
Nur 1 2. 66 2. 94 2. 64 3. 34 2.90 0.33
Med 2 2. 62 2. 79 2. 14 3. 16 2.68 0.42
Med 3 2.63 2. 11 2.9 3. 31 2.89 0.30
Med 4 2. 47 2. 59 2. 71 3. 55 2.83 0.49
Med 5 2.02 2.13 1.79 2. 179 2.18 0.43
Nur 6 2.49 2. 63 2. 47 3. 23 2.71 0.36
Med 7 2. 49 2. 63 2. 47 3.23 2.71 0.36
Med 8 2.53 2 2. 76 3. 49 2.70 0.62
Nur 9 2. 14 2. 41 2.2 2. 47 2.31 0.16
Med-All 2. 46 2. 48 2. 46 3. 26 2.66 0.39
Nur-All 2.43 2. 66 2. 44 3. 01 2.64 0.27
NEM-AILl 2. 45 2. 54 2. 45 3. 17 2.65 0.35
Notes: Nur=Nursing faculty (N=3), Med=Medical faculty(N=6)
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Student Evaluations:
An Empirical Study of a Health Sciences Seminar

HISAMA, K. Keiko(Professor, Faculty of Medicine, Kobe University)

HIDAKA, Masami(Research Associate, Faculty of Medisine, Kobe University)

This is a sequel to the article by Hisama entitled "Student Evaluation: New Challenges for the
Department of Health Sciences (Part I)" featured in the previous issue of Kobe Journal of Higher
Education. Since 1994, there has been a significant increase in the number of Japanese colleges and
universities that have adopted student evaluations upon completion of a course. However, the
practice seems to be mainly limited to private universities which are having difficulty securing a
sufficient number of applicants as the college age population decreases due to the declining birth
rates. Kobe university, a national university, has not yet adopted the practice of distributing
student evaluations.

The present study reports the results of student evaluation for a seminar entitled gensho kodoku
in which students read articles written in foreign languages. Since the department first opened in
April, 1995, this was the first such seminar offered. The class was mandatory for all nursing
students. The instructors coordinated the syllabi and class content.

Subjects: The subjects were 72 nursing students (71 female and 1 male) and 9 instructors.
There were 6 male instructors (all physicians) and 3 female instructors with nursing degrees.

Methods: A student evaluation was constructed by choosing items from "ICU student evaluation
scale" developed by researchers at a major private university in the Tokyo area. The instrument
used for the current study had seven questions in each of the following four areas: Lecture Content,
Class/Course, Study Guide, and Instructor.

Results: Two significant findings were: (1) there were considerable individual differences
among the instructors, but two faculty groups (medical and nursing) showed similar means, and (2)
two instructors who gave the highest grades to their students as compared to their peers in the

respective groups received the lowest overall scores from the students.

It was concluded that student evaluations would help to improve the quality of teaching by giving

instructors constructive feedback on a regular basis.
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