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Abstract: We introduced the external evaluation of the OSCE in the physical therapy course at
Tsukuba University of Technology in 2012. Because the students are visually impaired, they may read
more slowly and perform practical tasks in a different manner than sighted students. Therefore, we
considered that external evaluators, unaware of the students’ vision status, might evaluate them more
harshly than internal evaluators. Accordingly, we compared the points awarded during external and
internal evaluations. In addition, we administered a survey regarding the visual ability of the students
to all evaluators and students, in order to investigate whether the differences in understanding of
students’ vision status affected the evaluation. The results showed that external evaluators were aware
of students’ vision status to the same degree as internal evaluators, but gave them higher points. We
concluded that the external evaluators who participated in the current evaluations had experience in
judging vision status, because they had been guiding visually impaired students for a long time and

had considerable experience of contact with similar students.

Keywords: Visually impaired, Physical therapy, OSCE, External evaluators





