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The ratings and reliability exercise provides
instruction for obtaining valid and reliable
evaluations. In the peer rating method, students
read articles, write comments, share their views 1n
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/Pre and Post Measures of Self-Reported Confidencein\

the Peer Rating System

Sample ratings of comments as “good” (1-5)

Students responded to 11 items pertaining to their confidence in
the peer rating method at the beginning and at the end of the
semester. The scale ranged from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7
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Students are asked to rate, along a scale of 1-5, each anonymous

reflection on the basis of two dimensions: “well written” and
“gOOd.”

This tool was implemented in two different sections of Advanced
Research Methods.

Students see the class reliability as well as their

own own performance as a rater.




