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A study of the role of peer assessment employed in college

oral English teaching and learning

Shi Tianhua
(School of Humanities, Fujian University of Technology, Fuzhou 350118, China)

Abstract; The feasibility and effectiveness of peer-assessment in oral English class in college Eng-

lish teaching is investigated via quantitative and qualitative methods. The results show that peer-as-

sessment is more based on the rater’s (individual’s) experience rather than the rating scale. The as-

sessing is significantly different between the teachers and the students. The assessing of the teachers

is more discreet while that of the students is more homogeneous. Compared to the ranges of marks

given by teachers, peer-assessing tends to overrate low performance and underrate high performance,

thus displaying the higher central tendency. The feedback promotes to a certain extent the students’

understanding of rating criteria and increases the fitting between peer- and teacher-assessment.
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Tab.1 The means and variance of two classes majored
in English at the first term during 2013 and 2014

BELK IN N Y155/ 5% Iz
il 4l 23 76.640 0 6.755 18
SR 25 75.760 0 6.989 75
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Tab.2 Paired T-tests

T(CG) P(CG) T(EG) P(EG)

THE eI -1.52 NS -1.21 NS
NS 2.85 <0.01 1.37 NS
EE K -1.78 NS 2.61 NS
i RN A 3.12  <0.01 1.87 NS
FIRF O 2.66 NS 4.59 <0.01
HE K 2.89 <0.01  2.19 NS

E:CG: 54 ; EG: LI,
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Tab.3 Maximum and minimum marks awarded for each of the assessment criteria

Wy (CG) A HIE(CG) UM (EG) 24 HIF(EG)
RME EBOKME R/ME EBORMA R/ME EBORMA B/ME EBOKME

e fEEMEE 4.00 9.00 5.00 9.00 5.00 9.00 4.00 8.00
WA Fik 4.00 9.00 4.00 10.00 4.00 8.00 3.00 7.00
EEKFE 3.00 8.00 4.00 8.00 2.00 9.00 4.00 8.00

Hig fEsfNE 400 10.00 4.00 8.00 4.00 9.00 4.00 10.00
FikTEL 4.00 8.00 3.00 7.00 4.00 8.00 4.00 6.00

HE K 3.00 9.00 5.00 8.00 3.00 9.00 4.00 9.00
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Tab.4 Linear regression model

EFriEAL R ARHEREL R Square  sig

[l 5 193(1?— X
W
T-P(CG) ¥4+ 1.888 0.328
0.448 0.087 0.773 0.597 0.000
T-P(EG) ¥H& 1.176 0.331
0.735 0.091 0.884 0.781 0.000
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Tab.5 Analysis of students’ responses to the question:

“T felt comfortable in assessing the performance

of my peers on each of the assessment criteria. ”

(1 =strongly agree, 5 =strongly disagree)

W5t M SD F Sig.
VY B TOmk AR 2.49  0.81 3.53 0.05°
LG vk e R 2.52 0.75 0.57 0.63

AR R RINA 254 0.77 0.62 0.58
- Pk FA N B 2.54 0.72 0.54 0.65
ONHVHE ER RS R 2.57  0.80 3.81 0.04"
NS NAEFRIR 2.59 0.84 1.36 0.29
NS T H K 2.68 0.86 0.31 0.87
G TR Ak 2.71 0.77 1.08 0.33
A SKEYE B F K 3.09 0.61 2.34 0.12

O 0 N AN L AW =

xR6 ERNTEZ“DERFR"HIE
Tab.6 Analysis of students’ responses to the question:
“T think I assessed my peers fairly and responsi-
bly on each of the assessment criteria.” (1 =

strongly agree, 5 =strongly disagree)

W5t M SD F Sig.

1 R pemk AR 2.32 0.67 0.71  0.65
COSRE VR AN 2,35 0.58 1.23  0.31
A B TTER e R 2.36 0.62 0.88 0.48
ONHVHE AR 2,42 0.62 3.51 0.05°
NS N RIS 2.50 0.73 2.78 0.19
- Pk E B O 2.51 0.71 3.82 0.04°
- AR DT Sk 2.60 0.73 1.18 0.37
NABHE B F K 2.64 0.75 1.23 0.3l
I SEYE B F K 2.77 0.79 1.46 0.29

O 0 N AN LK B W
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