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Summary results of the poll  "Education process through the Student's Eyes" 

(2016-2017 Spring Semester) 
 

1). Bachelor and master students from YSMU took part in this poll , aaccording to the following 

distribution of faculties 
 

  Total 

participant 

 

General 

Medicine 

Stomatology Pharmacy Military 

2017 y.  2nd 

semester 

CA* 

FS** 

2129 (52 %) 

307(40%)   

1545 

261 

386 

29 

115 

17 

83 

 

2). In the second half of 2017 , 62 out of  72 chairs participated in the poll and from  which the 

overall score of 6 was less than 3.5 ( due to FS). 

 

3).At least one of the  questions about the teaching quality in 40(65%)  chairs is rated less than 

3.5 (9  CA and 31 FS ) and  in 38(61%) chairs ( 7 CA and 38 FS) about the quality of teaching in 

case of two and more questions are rated less than 3.5. 
 

4). In the surveyed chairs  the following questions were especially rated low : 

1. Did you use learning recourses of the department during the lectures (simulators, posters and etc)? 

2. How clear were the learning outcomes introduced before the module (knowledges, skills, which the 

student must have after lecture)? 

3. How well did you achieve learning outcomes at the end of the module? 

4. Was there enough literature for learning (understanding) of the subject in library (department) ? 

                                

5).  The number of departments with scores below 3.5 points in case of different questions   
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Departments (Bachelor) 

 

1. How clear were 

the learning 

outcomes 

introduced 

before the 

module 

(knowledge, 

skills, which 

the student 

must have after 

lecture)? 

 

2. How well did 

you achieve 

learning 

outcomes at 

the end of the 

module? 

 

3. Did you use 

learning 

recourses of 

the 

department 

during the 

lectures 

(simulators, 

posters and 

etc)? 

 

4. Were the 

patient-

student 

relationships 

organized 

effectively?  

 

5. Were clinical 

case 

presentations 

and 

discussions 

organized in 

the 

department? 

 

6. Was there 

enough 

literature for 

learning 

(understandi

ng) of the 

subject in 

library 

(department) 

? 

 

7. Your opinion 

about 

department's 

tests. 

 

1. How are You 

satisfied with 

the lecturer’s 

fluency in 

English? 

 

-------- -------- 9 (15%)CA 8   ( 13%)CA --------- 3   (5%)CA 2  (3%)CA -------- 

22( 35,5%)FS 21( 34%)FS 30 (48%) FS 14 ( 23%) FS 13( 21%) FS 34 (55%) FS 13( 21%) FS 15( 24%) FS 

 

 

Departments (Master) 

How clear were the 

learning outcomes 

introduced before the 

module (knowledge, 

skills, which the 

student must have 

after lecture)? 

 

How well did you 

achieve learning 

outcomes at the 

end of the module? 

 

Did you use 

learning 

recourses of the 

department 

during the 

lectures 

(simulators, 

posters and etc)? 

 

Was there enough 

literature for 

learning 

(understanding) of 

the subject in 

library 

(department). ? 

 

Your opinion about 

department's tests. 
 If  you study 

this particular 

subject in 

bachelor and in 

master too, do 

you see a 

difference 

between these 

two programs 

and your 

expectations? 

 

-------------- ------------  -------------- -------------  -------- 2(Ginecology 1, 

Surgery 3) 

 

6). We had lecturers who had  less than 3.5 points in the departments that have been involved in the 

survey, in the following order ՝ 
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 number of 

participated 

departments 

The number of 

departments who 

had lecturers 

with less than 3.5 

points 

The number of 

departments who had 

lecturers with at least 

one mark   less than 3.5 

points 

The number of 

departments who 

had lecturers 

with one and 

more  mark   less 

than 3.5 points 

The number 

of 

participated 

lecturers 

The number of 
lecturers who 
had an average 
score of less 
than 3.5 points 

Sum 62 44(70%) 12(18%) 32(52%) 735 76(10%) 

CA 61 23 (38%) 14(23%) 9(15%) 673 հք 38(6%) 

FS 51 

 

 

33(65%) 10(20%) 23(45%) 243 օե 76(31%) 

  

 

 

 

7).  104 lecturers got less than 3.5 points from current questions in the 2nd semester of 2017. 

The number of lecturers with less than 3.5 points is : 

 

 

 

 

 

 1.    The 

lecturer 

gave the 

informati

on clearly 

and 

organized. 

 

2. The lecturer 

explained 

the difficult 

parts of the 

information 

and pointed 

the main 

questions.  

 

3. The lecturer 

showed the 

professional 

and practical 

use of the 

subject.  

 

4. The lecturer 

improved 

students’ self 

thinking and 

gave them an 

opportunity to 

feel full member 

in class.  

 

5. The 

lecturer 

gave 

detailed 

answers 

to 

students.  

 

6. The 

lecturer 

provided 

good 

discipline.  

 

7. The lecturer 

had clear 

speech and 

possessed 

culture of 

teaching.  

 

8. The lecturer was 

very kind and 

respectful with 

students.  

How are You 

satisfied with 

the lecturer’s 

fluency in 

English? 

 

CA 31(5%)  39(6%) 30(4%)  34(5%)  29(4%) 21 (3%) 30 (4%)   18(3%) - 

FS 79(32%) 72(30%) 71(29%) 47(19%) 68(28%) 50(21%) 59(24%) 37(15%) 54(22%) 


