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demonsiated o deferendal repeescrtation of soci fctors that terded 1o portray femle as
performers belonging t0.a home context and having limited job opporusites in socioy. In
paricular, junior and sendor high school textbooks tended to shape nomtive views of
endec and class relotions in which n iddle-class urban male was considered fo be the
normn. Riazi and. Aryasholout (2007) ks sudied the foue high school and pre-university
Eaglish texthooks focusing on the conssiousnessraising aspect of vocabulsey exercises
anly cne percent of them could b

They found that of all exerciss in the four book:
ategorized s consciousness-aising. They also fouod that the excrcises iy concestted.
o individunl words (approximately 26%) with na emphasis on fied expressors, fexical
They
‘coneluded tha stuens sce mainty dealing with teanings of individua words and ot with

collocuions (approimately 15%) and grammatica collocations (spproximately 2%

how words e used with other seards ar in what combinstions ahangard (2007) valted
four BFL textbooks that have been used in the Trnian bigh schools by the Minisiry of
Fducation. He discussed the merits and demesit of the textbooks with reference (o 13
checklsts. He believed that
dy tasght at bl high schoals require s desper

common seiten extractad rom diffrent materials cvahuation

the evalustion of the EFL mnaerals curr
and more exhausive anslysis snd scrutiny by a aroup of experienced teachers and tht the
viewpaints and the ideas of & singl researcher might not be adequately reiable becanso
howeverhard one. wies. it s almost impossivk ta be unbiased and imparial in ones
Judgmens

Nearly all of the above-mentioned studics have been conducted wsing predetcrmined

checklits disregarding the ned 1o take the context of the sty into considertion. While
ks, ol

there are » plethorn of checklsis n the leratue i ordet o evaluate ¢1es e
these checklists are cqually applicable 10 all sors of contexts and situations; As such, the
present study s an aemp to design and develop a native checklistin order to evalust the
universiy-level General English course books in lan. Aerwards, the newly developed
hesklint is compared and comieasied with the exising checklss i the workd 10 ses how

sl they e 1 and diffeent froms such other

3. Methodology

Aw it was mertionzd before, the present researsh sough to find ansers (0 the following
questions: 1. what arethe citeria most applicable o the Iranian ELT context? 2, What e the
reia least applicable (0 the Iranlun ELT content? 3, What are the crteris considered faicly
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applcable for an fanian ELT content? 4. What criteria have been added to the newly-
developed checklist

3.2 Participants

The puicipants of the present sudy were one-hundred full-me s well s puttime
professors teaching General English t the seventh region of amic Avad University. All of
the participants had o minimum of tisee years experence in teaching General Englieh s that
the resuls obuined cauld be more val. The participants were chosen fom alluniersitcs in
sevendh region s that the colleced data and the findings of the study render mare

nerelizedble e,

Material and instrumentation

Joshua Mickley's checklis (s appendix 1) which has been speeifcaly developed for
evaluating General Fnglish course books was given (@ al af the paricipans of the sty
They were supposed 1 chck the items approprisc for the Iranian context a5 wel s the.
iems imappropriate for the same conext. At the end they came up with suggestions for
inclusion of additional catgores as wel as creria which an ideal cheeklis (o cvahute
Gienera English course books in s ught 1o have. Information obisined through pofessars
hecking the checklist constitted the materals fo the present sty

3.4. Data analysis

Inonder 1 analyze the collected daa: chat s, the frequency of categoris in Joshua Mickley's

checklstin which English professors at seventh region of lslamic Azed niversiy resched
the highest consensu, Mini Tab saftware was used. Separat chi sqaros were run for each
the twenty-one criteia 10 see whedber or a0t the ifferences i observed frequencies in cach
O e wenty-one criterin sere meaningful or nol, I doing s, riteri which were perfectly
applicable, fairy applcsble and inapplicable 10 the [ranian context became known to the
esearchers. Finaly, crteria which were inapplicable o the Irasian context were dropped ot
from the Joshua Mickley's cheekist and were replaced with those suggested by prafessors

teaching General Englsh a he seventh region of Wlasic Azad University

4. Results and Discussion

Four research questons were posed n the preseat sndy, The irst research question posed fn
the peesen study was: Whatare the crfeia most spplicable ( the franian ELT context? To
answer this question, Joshus Mickley's checklst (o appendix 1) for evaluating reading

passages way distibuted mong the subjects for he present study shich were oe hundred
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General English teachers at Islamic Azad University- Region seven, They were asked f0
check diffrent categories they thought were most applicable to the fanian context. Then
separate chi squares were tun for each of the tweaty-one criter to see whether o not the
differenes in bserved frequencis i each of the twenty-one crlera were meaninggil or ot
(s appendix 3). The obtuined results showed that pevalue for all of the criteia but ot
rterin 10,16, 20, wa fess than %45 hence showing the differences in observed frequencies in
each of these criterin were meaningful. From these critri, categories 13.6,7,89,12,13,
14.15,21, were most aplicable 10 an Iranian ELT confext. As e be seea,in Genersl English
professors”opinion, not all of the critera in Joshua Mickley's checklist are more applicable
10 an Irania: contest i comparison 1 the other critris which shows that any checklist @
‘evaute General Englishs textbaoks in an Tseian contexs, f 1t ever wans 10 suceeed, must
ive special ateation o these criteris

“The sccond research queston investigated in the present stdy was: Whatare the crteria
least appleable 1o the Iranian ELT context? In order 0 answer his question, Joshun
Mickley's checklist (sec sppendix 1) or evalating reading prssages ws disributed among
the subjects for the present sy Which were ane hudred eneral Englsh teachers s
lamic Azad Universiy- Region seven. They were asked fo check different categoris they
thoaght were Jeast applicable o the Traian context. Then separate ¢hi squores were run for
ach o the twenty-one crteis o ses whether or notthe differences in observed frequencies.
i cach of the Iemty-one srieri were mesningfll r not (see appendix 3)The obisined
ety showed that p-value for ull of the eriteria but not crierl 16, 2

was les than %S,

ence: showing the differnces in observed froquencies in cach of these crieria were
meaningfl, From thes ceteria, categories 2,4, 5, and 10 were considered lesst applicabl to
a0 Tranian ELT context, As can be seen, some of he categories actualy do o it an Isnian
‘context and when designing n checklist 1o evauate General English textbooks n fran, special
care must be ken nat o or beter 0 say exclude these eriteria from the 1o be developed
checklist

The thid research quesion poseil n the present study wis: What e the criteria
consered firy. spplicable for an franian ELT context? T order ta anewer this resesry
question, again the same procedure was followed, Joshua Mickley's checklit (509 sppondix
1) foe evaluntng reading passages was distrbuted among the subjects or the preseat study.

which were ane hundred General Enghish teachersat Ilumic Azad Uriversity- Region seven
They were asked 10 check different euiuris they thought were sather applicable 1 the

Iranian context, Then sepseate hi squares were s for each of the twety-one citeri t see
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whether or ot he differences in observed frequencies n each of the twenty-one citrla were
meaninglul or ot (ses appendix 3) The obtained resuls showed that p-value for eitriat |,

16, 17, 15, and 19 was abave %S and they were considered fally applcable to an Traian

ELT context. 1t was revealed that some categories are placed somewhere in between in
apphcabiity and non-applicability contnuum. This shows that some of the cutegaries in
Toshua Mickley's checklist for evaluaion of General English tethonks sve good but rot gond
encugh if the checklist designer is purporting o design an idea! checklist which can be
consdered apposite for an ELT contexsas fran. However, i the researcher s going 2 choose

etween faily applicable and nan-applicable ctegaries, centainly thambs would be given to

the it a they can portcai beterpicture of the testhooks i question

The fourh rescarch question posed n the present study wos: What citrin have beess
added 10 the newlydevsloped checkli? I arder o answer ths research question, again the
sune procedure was followed. Jostun Mickley's checklist (see appendix 1) for evaluing
ending passages was disibuted among the subjecs T the prescat study which were oce
hundred Ceneral English teachers ai Islamic Azad University- Region seven. They wers
ke 10 amswer the open-cnéed question following the Joshan Mickley's checklists, The

uestion was; What othcr eriteia do you tink shauld be sdded 1 the above checklist? This

uestion was asked to make sure tha factors and criteri specifc to n lranian ELT contest
which may have not included in the Joshua Mickley's checklistars included in the nevly-
developed checklist. These newly-added ererin will mos probably stern from General

English professors’ grip with the texthooks, tesching leaming sinuacon i T and ther

professionalism. The following eitrka were the anes mos recomunerded by General English

professors 1o be included in the newly developed checklist sultable for an (ranian FLT

cament
1. Do the texthaak aim 10 alicnate studescs from their v culture

2, the texbook i vehick to dvertie the Anglo-American culture?

3 Ave the llastration euluesly approprise o the stdents!

4 1et possible t involve the ocalcultur and fanguage in the sextbook?

5. T the extbook i line with promating the concept of World Englishes (W)

Iy e wth sylabus specification’
711t in i wit the needs of e lesaners?
8. Have culturalsensitiites been considered?
9, Ave the ext graded?
10, Are the examples for grammatical paintsare ineresing?
Tunian EFL Joural 2
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11 Daes it ske rlighous consideratons inio sesaunt?

12.8s it fee from idealogical tendencies?

1. Does it aise awarencss by avoiding o realizing cultural sireorypes?

14 Docs it prepare scudents 1 interact wih people from other culiues?

15 Dacs t i at iternational culue?

16, Arethe social and cultura contexts i th rexthook comprehensible (o the earners?
(Cases 6. 7. and 9 are all reated o the content seetion n Jashus Mikeley’s checklist for

evalusing generl English textbooks. General English peofessors believe that these

categories must be included in the newly developed checklist which is supposed o Tt the

Iewnian ELT context. Case 10 is reluted o vocabulury and gramar section in Jashu
Mikeley's checklist for evaluaing general Enghish textbooks, Again, hiscrleron should be
includet i sy checklist which purpors o evaluate General Fnglish textbooks in an Iraian
conext,

The tet of the enteris, that i, criceia | theough 5 and |1 through 16 ss well ss cierion §

o 0ot i any of he eategories in Jishus Mikeley's checklist fo evalusting general English

textbooks. Inierestingly cnough they al can be grouped unde the superondinte erm culice
Accardingly, the category af culture can be added 1o the already made checkis 1o sccount
for the eneriarelated 10 the category of eulure. The nativiscd checklist hus been given in
appendix 2
4.1 Limitations of the study
The presenc study suffered from & number of itaions, shich wil pose inevicble
resticions upon the generalizaton of s resuls They are s ollows
11 was ot passible 0 include all general Erglish professors i the present udy, Oy
the General English  professors rom the seventh region of lamic Azad University
were included i the present study.
2). The number of checkliss for th same of compurison and contrast was fimited. Only
Jashun Vikleys cheoklit wos included.
39 The data for the present study was callected from professcrs. Other soeces of data
such i students and textbook developers were excluded from the prescnt study.

5. Conclusion

Iranian EFL Joursal 20
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e findings of the survey reveated that the new checklist was meaningfully diferent from
Joshua Mikeley's on and  perfect fc foe the cultra, soial and even politial paticlerty
‘and peculiarity of the teashiog leaming i s Irsnn context
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Abstract

Textbook evalation and design hus furned into a very insportant ares n Englsh

Language Teaching. ELT (Shatery, 2012). I this regard, s plthara of checkliss
cach comprising o set of categories has been developed (o evaluate the

appropristencss of textbooks for & paricular esching-lsuming sitsation, Howevsr,

none of these: checklsts hay taken into sccount the culural, social and esen
palieal pariculrity and peculiaity of the educational mlics in which esching

and leaming occuns. As such, the presers study inteads 1o design and develop

nativized checklist to evaliate General English course books in fran and compare
8 ith ather existng checklist n the warld. The patcipants of the present tucy

were 10D Pre- universlty ss wel a5 General English teschers in Ihamic Azad

University (IAU)- Region Seven. Joshun Mikeley's checklist, which has becs
spesiicly designed t evaluai Geneel Fnlis course books, was given ta the
in questons and they were asked (o re different catepories of the

checkist as perfectly applicable, firly applicabl, snd nan-applicable for the
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ranian context, At the end. they were imerviewed for their smggestions o
inclusion of new categories a the checklist. The fiadings of the survey revealed
hi the new checklist was meaningfully diffrent rom Joshia Mikeley's one and
1 perfec it forthe culural, social and even poliical paricularity and peciliaricy
of the teaching learming n w0 eanian content

Keywords: Sacial and poliical fitors, Natvized checkie, Geners! Frgish

course boaks

1. Introduction
“Textbook evaluation und design has urmed into o very important sren
i stdents” s with possble xisting

Jish Langsage

Tesching. Evaluation i basi
saluions (Hutchinson & Watcrs, 1987). Low satesthat “tenchers must contimuly evahuate

ly i said 0 be

textbaoks in order o make re tht they e spproprite for the classroom in question
herefore, teachers e wel ss material designers have o make use of the area of fexibook

valunion and design 5o that they can question ani for their opinions about textbooks'.

Other benefits of exthook evaluation ae idensfying thee weak wnd trong poes, ullizieg

thir trong peints and improving their weak points by cither modiying or replacing them
withother baoks (Cunningworth, 1995)

Nearly all of the studies o the issue of EFLESL text baok as el as matenal evahuaion
have been conducted using predeterined checkliss developed by the resarcher 1o evaluate
the suitability of n specific text book or materal for » specific situation. In spite of this
almost il ather.rescarchers have been, are, and will continue (o apply these specific
ehecklists (o siwations and contexts for which they have not originally developed rendering
resulis which are neither valid nor eliable, While there ar  pethors of checklisi in the
fiteraure i order 10 evaluate EFLESL. textbooks, not all these checklits are cqually
applicable o al sors of conexes and situations; As such, the presea study is an anemp: o
desiga and develop & eative checklist in order (@ evaluste the universicy-evel Cencaal
Englih course baoks n Ian, Afterwards, the newly developed checklist s compared and
contrasted with the cxistng checklss in the world 10 see how sim

hey e 0 and

diffrent from each osher

2. Review of Related Literature

Trarian EFL Joumal 2
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Considering the position of English lsnguage teaching in fran, educatiana policies are
decided primasily by the cental govemment. All of the decisions made by the ceniral
overmment are passed down thecugh provincial ocganizations for implementation at ower

fesels which have less suthority i decision-making. Al major educational poliies

conceming the school sysems, the currielum stundurds, the complaton of texthonks, the

examination system and so on, are under the jursdiction of the Ministey of Education fon

(ME)
he

the teanin Revolution,

alish language is one of the compulsory subjects

e ranion curriculum, Before
 onder 10 make the sitation ideal, English native speakers were

being employed (@ teach English o the students. After the Revolution (1979) due o
circamstances, the sysem bas changed thoroughly. Tn the Miniaty of Education,
orgmization has been established o design the fexibooks for schoals. With respect 1o the.
fextbaoks. it necds (o be explained tha i Iran all the textbooks for the schaols ace producecd
by the Ministey of Education and 1o atematives are availble. These coure books se taught
ool and al the teachers (ollow the shae sylbus. A secondary
school in ran includes 4 years of sadying o in each leve! there s one bok for Teaching

inboth private and public

English s a Foreign Language (TEFL), English lngusge teichers are supposed to cover one
baok diring cach educations) veur. As mentoned calir,the msin concers of this rsearch i
the 3 English course books which are used in 3 evels of the Iranian Secondary Schools
Every acadernic year it composel of two terms (eueh term incldes nearly 12 weeks) and the
book is divided into
0 cqual porions and every kection would be taught within a term, iorsover, book |

gl languiage is Gught in both fems. I oher words, every coue

includes ine lessons, book 2 s seven lessans and book 3 consists of i fessans and hey al]
follow the same structure. Moreover, each lesson s composed of § main parts (New Words,
Reading, Write It Down, Spesk Out. Lungusge Fonctions, Promuncistion Practice,
Voesbuley Review, and Vocabulary Lis)

ranian studeos Bave 1o sudy Engish for nearly seven veurs (1 years in Chuidance scho,
3 yeary in Secondary achool and | year in Pre-Univershy level). yet the cducation they
receive neither snables the studentsfo anain ful competence in using the Ergish lnguage,
0 helpsthetn 1o inteenct ith canfidence. Having considered the studants'lack of soccess i
communicating in English with colleagues i diferent pats of Irsn ad uccording 0 the
uesionnaire survey, the Insnian carrculum and the textbooks, bearing in mind carrent
Hiterature i . Nunan 1999 McGirath 2002; Gower et al, 2008 et.), i i concluded that somae
O he problems teachers and learncrs encounter s be racel 10 he textbooks. The present
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study, then sims 10 creue a riangalation 1 evaluate he above measionsd textbooks from the
POt view of teachers. tudents, authoss o the textbooks, also the rescacher himselusing
iffrent metbads of evaluntion such as infrviews, questianaies, open-ended quesions as
well s deailed stsistical procedure in onder ta provide al those imvolved with as thorough
 picture s possib of the quality of ELT textbaoks in Irsnian senior high school,

In Iran several projects have been carried out fo evaluste textbooks, among which
Amerian (1987), Kheibasi (1999), Shahedi (2002), Anstry and Babaii (2002),
Yarmohnnad (2002), Amabsaleh (2004, Jshangard (2007) Ritzs and Aryasholouh (2007)
are ypical examples. Amerian (1987) conducted a compaeaive study of the fist o books
of Right Path 0 Fnglish and Books One and Two of the Graded English series based on
‘Tucker's model. The resuls of the study indicated tha there are no sigaificant diferences

berween the fw series. This is because the two series represent the sroctural syllabug and
design, Khoioari (1999) modiied Tucke’ model and applicd i <0 the five volumes of
Teaching Persian to Speakers of Other Languages (TPSOL) texthocks, She claimed tha the
Philosophy bekind the changes is due 1o the rocent developments in language teaching,

Resalt revenled that the books follow the Graennuar Transhution Method which atiaches the
Jeast atiention to. role-playing, diforent kinds of tasks, or langunge skills such s
speaking. Shubedi (2001) analyzed one o the leading exts in TPSOL and stted tha n these
seies, ot enaugh atention hs becn atached t the four skils of the language, Morcover,
the manaer and amount of the present

o of vocabulaey sed pronunciation are nt in
ooy with lnyguage Jsmmens proficency levels

Ansary and Babaii (2002) analyzed 4 corpus of 10 EFLIESL textbook reviews plus 10
EFLESL extbook evaluation checklsts and outlined what they perceived o be the contmion
core features of standarg EFLESL textbooks. The major caegories comprise appronch,
content presentation, physical make-up and sdministration concems. Each set of msjor
features of EFLESL texthaoks consists of 4 number of subcategoris. They concluced the
article mentioning that not ul of these charsctersics woukl be present i each d every
textbook. Yarmohammads (2002) evaluated the senior high school textbooks bused an @
revised version of Tucker's model. He came 10 the canclusion that these textaooks suffer
from  Jot of shoricomings: 1. they are not suthenic; 2, English and Persian names are usel
{nterchangeably: and 3. ore skl ar ignored. AL the end, some suggesions were propossi
1o remedy the shoricomings.  Finally, Amalsaleh (2004) examined e representation of
sosial fuctors n three types of texthoaks, including funior snd scor high schon textbooks,
based on Van Lecuwen's model (1996). According o the resuls, generally, the textbooks
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