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Assessment of Effectiveness of Teaching Translation Course Online during

Covid-19 Pandemic

Dr. Nihal Hassan Abdel Aziz

Lecturer of Translation — College of Al Alsun- Suez Canal University

Abstract: The current study is concerned with assessing of the effectiveness of
teaching translation course online during the Covid-19 Pandemic and identifying
the influence of the variables of gender, academic year, fluency in English, and
grade in Translation on that. The study adopted the descriptive approach and the
study sample comprised (336) male and female students in all academic years at
the department of English at the Faculty of Al-Alsun - Suez Canal University.
The study tool consisted of a questionnaire that consisted of (30) statements
distributed on three domains: Interaction, Learning, and Assessment. The results
concluded that the degree of the effectiveness of teaching translation course
online during the covid-19 pandemic was high, and that Interaction came in the
first place with a high degree, followed by Learning with a high degree, and
finally Assessing with a moderate degree. The results indicated that there are no
statistically significant differences between the averages of the study sample
individuals concerning the total questionnaire and all domains (interaction,
learning, assessing) due to the variable of gender, while there are differences due

to the variables (academic year, fluency in English, grade in translation).

Keywords: Teaching Translation, Online, Covid-19 Pandemic.
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Introduction:

The educational institutions were at the forefront of the sectors most
affected by the outbreak of the "Covid 19" pandemic which forced the
educational campuses to suspend education, or even to lockdown. This
prompted the countries worldwide to search for alternative methods to prevent
the educational process from collapsing. The rapid spread of digital technology
and the internet potentially provides the youth all over the world with the
substitutes that help them continue their educational processes during the times
of pandemic outbreaks and profound changes that take place in the world. In this
context, several initiatives came to transform a number of smart applications
into distance learning platforms. In fact, online learning, known also as distance
1s learning or e-learning, is not new, and it has been known for decades in some
developed countries. It has become an urgent necessity especially in times of
crisis and the spread of epidemics that require social distancing. In 1892, the
University of Chicago founded the first independent Department of
Correspondence Education. In 1956, Chicago Community Colleges introduced
television service in teaching through educational channels, and NYSES
University is the first open American university established in response to the
desires of learners to make higher education available to them through non-
traditional methods. Thus, the trend towards "digital education" was not
something strange, it was expected, but the "Covid 19" pandemic hastened its
emergence and pushed it to become an integral part of our lives. Most of the
countries worldwide resorted to "online learning" as a mechanism to mitigate the
negative repercussions of the pandemic on the educational institutions and the
educational process (Sockett, 2014). In this context, Egypt had to cope up with

the new changes, and the adverse situation of the lockdown caused by Covid-19.

www.jser-kw.com @
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So, it shifted to the application of the hybrid system in education that combines
the implementation of face-to-face education and online education through the
use of many electronic platforms. It is really challenging to switch from the
traditional education to the online education radically for both students and
teachers. However, it 1is acompulsory condition to shift from the
traditional face-to-face learning to the online learning mode via different e-
learning platforms connecting to the internet, television, radio, newspaper
etc. Here, the question is what is the effectiveness of teaching translation course

online during the Covid- 19 pandemic?
The Questions of Study:

1. What is the effectiveness of teaching translation course online during the

Covid- 19 Pandemic from the viewpoint of students?

2. Are the significant statistical differences between sample regarding the
effectiveness of teaching translation course online during the Covid- 19
Pandemic due to the of variables (Gender, Academic Year, Fluency in

English, grade in translation)?
The Objectives of Study:

1. To know the effectiveness of teaching translation course online during

the Covid- 19 Pandemic from the viewpoint of students.

2. To know the statistical differences regarding the effectiveness of teaching
translation course online during the Covid- 19 Pandemic due to study

variables.

www.jser-kw.com @
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The importance of study:

1. The importance of the study stems from the importance of the topic it
deals with, which online learning and its role in achieving many goals in
the educational process.

2. The results of the study may be useful in providing some
recommendations and suggestions that contribute to enhancing the reality
of the use of online learning in educational institutions during and after
the Covid 19 pandemic.

3. Informing researchers to conduct new research in this field by reviewing
the theoretical literature of the study and its findings and
recommendations.

4. Providing the Arab and Egyptian library with some concepts about online

learning, which helps to understand this system.
The Limits of Study:

— Human limits: a sample of students at the Department of English.
— Spatial limits: College of Al-Alsun, Suez Canal University, Egypt.
— Time limits: The study was applied during the second semester of the year

2021-2022.
The Terms of Study:

e Online Learning:
The use of information and communication technologies to make the
sources of distant learning/teaching available for learners and to organize virtual

classes for educational courses in an entity (Fry, 2002).

www.jser-kw.com @
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Review of Literature:
Definition of online learning:

The term online learning is also referred to distant learning, remote
learning, e-learning or any learning that is internet-enabled or web-based (La
Rose et al, 1998; Keller and Cernerud, 2002). The internet has played a
fundamental role to provide an access for the educational materials for learners
helping them to share and acquire knowledge (Richard and Haya 2009). Online
learning means any learning that depends totally on an electronic access and
which is supported by the use of digital technologies (Abbad et al, 2009).
According to Maltz et al (2005), the term online learning is applied in
different  perspectives, including distributed learning, online-distance

learning, as well as hybrid learning.

Online learning, according to OECD (2005) is defined as the use of
information and communication technologies in diverse processes of education
to support and enhance learning in institutions of higher education, and
includes the usage of information and communication technology as a
complement to traditional classrooms, online learning or mixing the two
modes. Also according to Wentling et al (2000) the term online learning
refers to the attainment and use of knowledge that are predominantly
facilitated and distributed by electronic means. To them, online learning
depends on computers and networks, but it is likely it will progress into
systems comprising of a variety of channels such as wireless and satellite,

and technologies such as cellular phones (Wentling et al., 2000).

Liu and Wang (2009) found that the features of online learning

process are chiefly centered on the internet; global sharing and learning

www.jser-kw.com 448
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resources; information broadcasts and knowledge flow by way of network
courses, and lastly flexibility of learning as computer-generated environment
for learning 1is created to overcome issues of distance and time. Gotschall
(2000) argues that the concept of e-learning is proposed based on distance
learning, thus a transmission of lectures to distant locations by way of

video presentations.

Liu and Wang (2009) however claims that the progression of
communications technologies, particularly the internet, did transform distance
learning into e-learning. Online learning, in its simplest forms, is defined as
the method of instruction at a recognized institution where the students do not
get to go to classes on the campus (Anshari, & etal, 2017). According to
Tao et al (2006), the environment of online learning is based mainly on
electronic networks has provided learners in universities to with individualized
support and also to have more convenient learning schedules. This accomplishes
a higher level of interaction and collaboration between instructors or students

and among students themselves than traditional environment for learning.

Furthermore, the European Commission (2001) mentions that online
learning 1implies the application of new multimedia technologies and
internet to increase the quality of learning by making materials and services
available for leaners as well as facilitating distant exchanges and
cooperation. Almosa (2001) states that online learning, as is a further
development of the computer-based or internet-based learning by making the
content accessible on the internet, and providing links to related
informational sources, for examples e-mail services and references became
obtainable at any time and place. Online education has the tools that help

achieve the minimal quality requirements (Martin & Ndoye, 2016).
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Nowadays, online learning has become a fundamental substitute for the
traditional face-to-face education due to time and space restrictions or other
circumstances that can take place. Also, it becomes popular as it provides an
access to attend a class without the need to move physically. This means that a
great number of learners can enjoy quality education beyond the physical

frontiers of the educational campuses (Allen & Seaman, 2014).
Advantages of Online Learning:

The implementation of online learning in education has been
advantageous in multiple contexts. Previous studies state several merits of
applying online learning technologies into university education (Raspopovic et
al., 2017). Online learning has been viewed as the ability to meet the needs of
learners. For instance, considering on the requirements of individual
learners can convey knowledge and information in the digital age
proficiently as compared to traditional educational institutions (Huang and
Chiu, 2015). Objectives can be accomplished in the shortest time with
minimum  efforts through e-learning. When managing the e-learning
environment, its effect on educational learning are observed in providing equal
access to the information regardless of the users' places, their origins, races, and
ages. Furthermore, several studies reveal the positive effects of online learning
from the perspective of learners or students. For instance, online learning helps
achieve flexible learning ways to go for classes without exerting much
effort to move physically to the learning place. This allow learners to respond
promptly toward the activities (Gautam and Tiwari, 2016; Martinez-Caro,

Cegarra-Navarro and Cepeda-Carrion, 2015; Chang, 2016).

Moreover, online learning can provide an easy access to the educational

content; it contributes to breaking the border barriers, saving time, solving the
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student overcrowded crisis. Also, it decreases the financial costs endured by
families to spend on education (public or private transportation belonging to the

school, purchasing school supplies), (Smedley, 2010).

Moreover, there are other merits of online learning such as: facilitating the
process of communication, developing the personal skills in education, making it
easy to study and communicate with teachers comfortably at any time. Online
learning helps remove barriers, eliminates the fear of talking to other learners,
and prompts students to interact with other exchanging their knowledge and
respecting different viewpoints. (Wagner et al, 2008). Furthermore, objectives
and tasks can be achieved in the shortest time with least efforts through
online learning. When having access to online learning environment, it provides
equal access to a massive amount of information regardless of the users’
locations, their ethnic origins, races, and ages. The environment for online
learning also help students to depend on themselves by searching the
different educational websites and search engines so that instructors are no
longer the solitary knowledge source rather they act as guides and advisors

(Joshua et al., 2016).

Online learning is able to provide opportunities for cooperation
between learners by the use of discussion forums. The use of online learning
allows self-pacing. For example, the asynchronous way allows each student to
study at his/her own way and speed whether slow or quick. It therefore
raises self - satisfaction and reduces stress (Marc, 2002). In addition, the
environment for online learning aids learners or students to depend on
themselves for the reason that instructors are no longer the only source of

knowledge; they came to play the role of advisors and guides (Alsalem,
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2004). Online learning also participates in the preparation of the society to

globally communicate and to dialogue with others (Zeitoun, 2008).

However according to Algahtani (2011), the benefits of online
learning surpass the benefits of traditional learning if online learning is utilized
and implemented in properly. To sum up the numerous advantages of online
learning, it can be said that it enables instructors to assess learners; it increases
learners' experiences in education. Also, it raises the level of interactivity
between the parties involved in the educational process in a way suitable for the
community of education, globalization, and the cultural variety by eliminating

the restrictions of time and place (Holmes and Gardner, 2006).
Disadvantages of Online Learning:

Although online learning has several advantages, students encounter some
obstacles which result in either limited or negative outcomes. Arkorful and
Abaidoo (2015) indicated that the interaction of students in distant classes is
very low because of the absence of face to face communication with instructors.
They consider it the most remarkable demerit of online learning method. Also,
they mentioned that assessments held online decrease the possibility of
controlling illegitimate activities such as; cheating, plagiarism etc. Furthermore,
Islam, Beer and Slack indicated that there is a lack of cooperation in the online
learning environment among students themselves (2015). Gilbert stated that
most of the students wish to work autonomously to avoid the need to
interact with their classmates. Online learning as a method of education makes
the learners suffer from remoteness, and isolation. Online learning method does
not provide sufficient explanations or interpretations so it could be less effective
than the traditional method of learning. Misconducts like cheating and

plagiarism occur frequently during an online class and it is difficult to control it
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so the process of assessing learners is not accurate. Furthermore, online learning
may also weaken institutions’ socialization role and the role of instructors
as the directors of the process of education. This may bring about unanticipated
costs both in time and money disadvantages (Collins et al. 1997; Klein and
Ware, 2003; Hameed et al, 2008; Almosa, 2002; Akkoyuklu & Soylu,
2006; Lewis, 2000; Scott et al. 1999; Marc, 2002).

Methodology of the Study:
Study Approach:

The current study followed the descriptive approach because it is relevant
to the nature of the study and it helps describe the phenomenon under study,
analyze its data, and indicate the relationships between its components, the

viewpoints raised on it, the processes it includes, and the effects it resulted in.
Study Community and sample:

The study community encompassed all the students at the Department of
English at the College of Al-Alsun, Suez Canal University, whose number is
(495) male and female students during the academic year 2021/2022, and the
study sample comprised (336) male and female students in all academic years
representing (67.8%) of the population. Thus study sample has different levels
in terms of (Gender, Academic Year, Fluency in English, Grade in Translation),

as shown in the following table.

Table (1)
Distribution of the study sample according to demographic variables
Variable N percentage
Gender Male 68 20.2%
Female 268 79.8%
Academic Year Year 1 28 8.3%
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Year 2 155 46.1%
Year 3 96 28.6%
Year 4 57 17.0%
Excellent 7 2.1%
Fluency in English Very Good 137 40.8%
Good 155 46.1%
Fair 37 11.0%
Excellent 23 3.0%
Grade in Translation Very Good 136 49.7%
Good 167 40.5%
Fair 10 6.8%
Study Tool:

The study tools included a questionnaire consisting in its initial form of

(30) phrases distributed equally on three domains as follows:

—  The first domain is Interaction and it includes (10) statements.
—  The second domain is Learning and it includes (10) phrases.

—  The third domain is Assessing and it includes (10) phrases.

Each statement has five levels of answer according to the five-point Likert
scale as follows: strongly agree (5 points), agree (4 points), neutral (3 points),

disagree (2 points), strongly disagree (1 point).
The validity of the questionnaire:

The validity of the questionnaire was verified using the following:
A- Apparent validity (Face validity by the arbitrators):

The questionnaire was presented to a group of arbitrators specialized in
the English, and it was amended according to their suggestions as some
statements were rephrased, and the questionnaire in its final form consisted of
(30) statements and the arbitrators consensus confirms the validity of the content

of the questionnaire.
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B - The internal consistency:

The wvalidity of the internal consistency of the questionnaire was
confirmed by calculating the correlation coefficients between each phrase and
the total score of the domain to which it belongs and the correlation coefficients
between each domain and the total score of the questionnaire obtained from the
pilot study which were applied to a sample consisting of (60) male and female
students at the Department of English, College of Al-Alsun - Suez Canal
University. The statistical package (SPSS) was used to calculate correlation
coefficients using Pearson Correlation, and the results are shown in the

following two tables.

Table (2)
Correlations between each statement and the total score of its domain
No. Correlations No. Correlations No. Correlations
Interaction Learning Assessing
1 0.652%* 11 0.814%* 21 0.747**
2 0.685** 12 0.791** 22 0.519%%*
3 0.760** 13 0.824** 23 0.700%**
4 0.726** 14 0.693** 24 0.511**
5 0.783** 15 0.825** 25 0.756**
6 0.703** 16 0.769%* 26 0.705%*
7 0.783** 17 0.814%* 27 0.427**
8 0.538%* 18 0.794%** 28 0.759%*
9 0.738%* 19 0.805%* 29 0.725%*
10 0.692%* 20 0.776** 30 0.770%*

Correlation is significant at the (0.01) level 9

Table (2) indicates that the correlation coefficients between each statement

and the total score of the domain to which it belongs are high and significant at
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the level of significance (0.01), and that the correlation coefficients of the first
domain ranged between (0.538- 0.783), and that the correlation coefficients of
the second domain ranged between (0.693- 0.825), also, the correlation
coefficients of the third domain ranged between (0.427-0.770). This confirms

the internal consistency and thus the validity of construction.

Table (3)
Correlations between each domain and the total score of the questionnaire
Domain Correlations
Interaction .94 %
Learning 0.955%*
Assessing 0.919**

Correlation is significant at the (0.01) level

It is obvious from Table (3) that the correlation coefficients between each
domain and the total score of the questionnaire are very high and significant at
the level of significance (0.01) as they ranged between (0.919-0.955). This

indicates the internal consistency and thus the validity of the construction.
Stability of the questionnaire:

The questionnaire stability coefficient was calculated by finding
Cronbach's alpha stability coefficient for each of the questionnaire's domains
through the statistical package (SPSS) after applying it to the pilot sample as

shown in the following table.

Table (4)
Stability coefficients of the questionnaire's domains
Domain No. of Alpha
Statements
Interaction 10 0.95
Learning 10 0.95
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Assessing 10 0.96
Total Questionnaire 30 0.96

Table (4) illustrates that the domains of the questionnaire are characterized
by having a high degree of stability, and the stability coefficient of the
questionnaire as a whole reached (0.96), and the reliability coefficients of the
domains ranged between (0.95- 0.96). So, the results obtained when they are

applied to the main sample of the study can be trusted and relied on.

In order to determine the effectiveness of teaching translation course
online during the covid-19 pandemic according to the five-point scale used in
answering the questionnaire's statements, the responses of the sample
individuals were classified into three levels to make it easy interpret the results

by using the following equation:
Category length = range + number of levels (high, moderate, low)

Range = largest value of answer categories (5) - smallest value of answer
categories (1 = 5-1 =4)

Thus, the category length = 4 + 3 = 1.33, and then add the answer (1.33) to
the final of each category.

So it will be:
A - Minimum =1+ 1.33 =2.33
B- Mean =2.34+1.33 =3.67

C — Maximum = 3.67 or more

The weights are as follows:
—  The arithmetic mean which ranges between (3.68- 5) indicates that the

degree of influence is High.
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—  The arithmetic mean which ranges between (2.34 -3.67) indicates that
the degree of influence is Moderate.
—  The arithmetic mean which ranges between (1.00 -2.33) indicates that

the degree of influence is Low.
Statistical processing:

The Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) was used to input data to be
treated in order to answer the questions of the study.

—  Frequency

—  Percentage

—  Mean

—  Standard Deviation

— One Way ANOVA

—  Scheffe Test

Study results and discussion:

This part presents and discusses the results of the study after the statistical
analysis of the data. To answer the study questions, the responses of the study
sample individuals were collected and processed statistically using the statistical
package (SPSS) to get the arithmetic means and standard deviations of each

statement in the questionnaire.
The results for the first question:

What is the effectiveness of teaching translation course online during the

Covid- 19 Pandemic from the viewpoint of students?

The frequencies, Percentages means and standard deviations of the

responses of the study sample individuals regarding the domains of the
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questionnaire as a whole were calculated and arranged according to the

arithmetic means as shown in the following table:

Table (5)
Means and standard deviations of the responses of the study sample individuals
regarding the domains as a whole

Std. Order
Domain Mean  Deviation according The Level
to mean
Interaction 3.76 0.69 1 High
Learning 3.73 0.78 B High
Assessing 353 0.63 3 Moderate
Total Questionnaire 3.68 0.65 - High

It is remarkable from the above table (5) that the effectiveness of teaching
translation course online during the covid-19 pandemic is high from the point of
view of the study sample individuals as the general arithmetic mean reached
(3.68) and the standard deviation was (0.65). Moreover, the responses of the
sample individuals varied regarding the domains. The domain Interaction came
in the first place with a high degree (M = 3.76), followed by Learning with a
high degree (M = 3.73) and finally Assessing with a moderate degree (M =
3.53).

Here are the results for each domain separately:
1- Interaction

The frequencies, Percentages, means, and standard deviations were
calculated for each of the statements of the first domain and arranged according

to the arithmetic means as shown in the following table.
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Table (6)
Percentages, means, and standard deviations of the study sample responses to
Interaction domain

Strongly Neutral b Strongly std ord
i td.
No Statements agree agree cutra fagree disagree Mean réer The Level
% % Deviati according
% % %
on to mean
Translation materials uploaded help me
1 229 60.7 12.2 3.6 0.6 4.02 0.74 1 )
learn and understand the course content High
Online feedback given by the lecturer on 24.1 50.0 19.6 5.1 1.2
the target translations provided by my High
2 ) . 3.91 0.86 4
colleagues help me improve my translation
skills.
Online learning makes me more confident, 238 46.4 18.8 8.3 2.7 High
3 ¢ 380 098 7 ¢
more comfortable to share my translation.
Online learning helps me acquire new 25.0 54.5 14.3 4.5 1.8
4  words, expressions and applying them 3.96 0.86 2 High
when translating.
Online learning motivates me to learn the 23.2 55.7 14.6 4.2 2.4
course of translation and to use online High
5 ) ) ) 3.93 0.87 3
engines to search for different meaning of
words.
Online learning is convenient; it saves time 28.6 432 143 10.7 3.3 High
6 . . 3.83 1.06 6
and effort un like face-to-face learning.
Online learning increases the effectiveness 16.7 46.1 23.5 104 33
7 of my learning and I attend all classes of 3.63 0.99 8 Moderate
translation.
I prefer reading translation materials as a 12.2 38.7 14.0 23.5 11.6
§  soft copy (PDF/Word) rather than as a hard 3.16 1.25 10
version. Moderate
I prefer online learning and I wish to 22.0 36.6 14.6 17.0 9.8
9 continue even after the COVID-19 3.44 1.27 9 Moderate
pandemic.
The educational Applications are available 20.5 55.4 17.0 5.1 2.1
10  and can be easily used as a mobile learning 3.87 0.87 5 High
application.
- High
The general mean of the domain 3.76 0.69

Table (6) displays that the Interaction domain as a whole got a moderate
degree as the general arithmetic mean for the domain as a whole was (3.74), and
the standard deviation was (0.57). It is also notable that this field includes (10)

statements, and the responses of the sample individuals varied regarding these
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statements. Statement No. (1) "Translation materials uploaded help me learn and
understand the course content" got the first rank with (M= 4.02). Statement No.
(4) "Online learning helps me acquire new words, expressions and applying
them when translating" got the second rank with (M=3.96). Statement No. (5)
"Online learning motivates me to learn the course of translation and to use
online engines to search for different meanings of words" got the third rank (M
= 3.93). Statement No. (9) "I prefer online learning and I wish to continue even
after the COVID-19" came in the penultimate order with (M=3.44). Statement
No. (8) “I prefer reading translation materials as a soft copy (PDF/Word) rather

than as a hard version” came in the last place with (M = 3.16).

Based on the above data, it is prominent that online learning is
advantageous from the viewpoint of students in terms of their interaction with
the materials and net websites; it allows them to have an access to the
educational materials easily and without any effort; it encourages them to study
and understand the content of the course and to depend on themselves to look
for information relevant to the course of Translation, it helps them acquire new
words as it enables them to use search engines to search for new terms and

expressions.
2- Learning:

The frequencies, Percentages, means, and standard deviations were
calculated for each of the statements of the second domain and arranged

according to the arithmetic means as shown in the following table:
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Table (7)

Percentages, means, and standard deviations of the responses of the study sample
individuals regarding Learning domain

Strongly Strongly
No Statements agree agree Neutral Disagree disagree Mean std. Order The Level
o o % % o Deviati according
on to mean

Online learning helps students interact 19.0 49.7 19.3 8.3 3.6

11 easily and comfirtablj with the lecturer. 372 098 6 High
Online learning is convenient to use, 23.5 52.7 17.9 4.2 1.8

12  especially to revise a given lecture, to 3.92 0.86 1 High
submit an assignment, or to ask a question.
Online learning motivates me to share my 23.8 52.7 149 6.3 24

13 translation, to answer the lecturer's 3.89 0.92 3 High
questions without fear or embarrassment.
Online learning helps me get a lecture 1 did 259 51.2 12.8 8.0 2.1

14 not manage to attend unlike face-to-face 3.91 0.94 2 High
classroom.
Online learning encourages me share my 21.1 47.6 19.3 9.5 2.4

15  target translation more comfortably than in 3.76 0.97 5 High
face -to- face classroom.
Online learning creates cooperation among 15.8 50.9 19.6 104 33
students and it enables them to exchange

16 their target translations of a specific article 365 097 ’ Moderate
or text.
Online learning provides equal 16.7 50.0 18.5 11.9 3.0

17  opportunities of  direct communication 3.65 0.99 8 Moderate
with the lecturer of translation
Online learning helps me discover the 17.6 54.8 17.9 8.3 1.5

18  different usages of one word in different 3.79 0.88 4 High
contexts.
Online learning motivates me to participate 17.0 48.5 18.2 12.8 3.6

19 thus itA imprO\fes my g'rades‘of participation 3163 Lo2 9
and interaction unlike in face-to-face Moderate
classroom.

20 I like to continue onlim? learning even after 22.6 339 149 199 8.6 342 127 10 Moderate
the COVID-19 pandemic.

373 078 High

The general mean of the domain

Table (7) shows that the domain of Learning as a whole got a moderate
degree as the general arithmetic mean for the domain as a whole was (3.74) and

the standard deviation was (0.57). It is notable clear that this domain includes
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(10) statements and the responses of the sample members varied regarding these

statement.

Statement No. (12) "Online learning is convenient to use, especially to
revise a given lecture, to submit an assignment, or to ask a question” came in the
first place with (M=3.92). Statement No. (14) “Online learning helps me get a
lecture I did not manage to attend unlike face-to-face classroom” came in the
second place with (M=3.91). Statement No. (13) "Online learning motivates me
to share my translation, to answer the lecturer's questions without fear or
embarrassment" came in the third place with (M=3.89).Statement No. (19)
“Online learning motivates me to participate thus it improves my grades of
participation and interaction unlike in face-to-face classroom” came in the
penultimate order with (M=3.63). Statement No. (20) "I like to continue online
learning even after the COVID-19 pandemic" came in the last place (M=3.42).

In light of the above data, it is conspicuous that online learning is
expedient from the viewpoint of students in terms of the convenience of the
learning process; it is suitable for all students at different places, it helps them
achieve tasks in shortest time and with no effort. Also, it helps them restore a
missing lecture, prompts them to overcome fright stage and to speak, participate,
and to share their answers and thus improving their academic level and raising

their grades.
3- Assessing:

The frequencies, Percentages, means, and standard deviations were
calculated for each of the statements of the third domain and arranged according

to the arithmetic means as shown in the following table:
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Table (8)

Percentages, means, and standard deviations of the responses of the study sample
individuals regarding Assessing domain

Strongly Strongly
No Statements agree agree Neutral Disagree disagree Mean std. Order The Level
o v % % o Deviati according
on to mean
Online assessments on the quality of the 17.3 54.5 20.2 5.7 24
2] target translations, provided by students, 3.79 0.88 3 High
are very effective and useful.
Online  assessments of the target 6.0 455 27.7 17.9 3.0
22  translations are harder to restore than 3.34 0.94 8 Moderate
traditional paper assessments.
I make use of the online assessments, and 16.4 57.1 21.1 3.3 2.1
23  comments given by the lecturer on each 3.82 0.82 2 High
target translation provided by peer students.
4 Online assessments.add stres# and anxiety 8.0 30.7 20.8 34.5 6.0 3.00 110 10 Moderate
on my performance in translation.
Online assessments motivates me to do 15.8 52.1 23.5 7.1 1.5
25  better by improving the quality of my 3.74 0.86 4 High
translation
Online assessments motivate me to check 20.2 56.3 17.9 39 1.8
26 specialized online  dictionaries, and 3.89 0.83 1 High
translation websites.
Online assessments make me unwilling to 6.5 38.7 21.1 30.1 3.6
27 share my target translation of a given 3.15 1.04 9 Moderate
article or text.
Online assessments make me satisfied as 15.2 51.8 22.6 8.3 2.1
28  the lecturer indicates the points of strength 3.70 0.90 5 High
and weakness of my target translation.
I prefer to continue online assessments of 17.0 42.6 17.0 15.5 8.0
29  Translation in the future, even after the 3.45 1.18 6 Moderate
COVID-19 pandemic.
My grades in Translation Course improved 119 411 292 134 4.5 Moderate
30 ) ) 343 1.01 7
under online learning.
The general mean of the dimension 3.53 0.63 _ Moderace

Table (8) elucidates that the Assessing domain as a whole got a moderate
degree, where the general arithmetic mean for the domain as a whole was (3.74),

and the standard deviation was (0.57). Also, it is evident that this domain
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includes (10) statements, and the responses of the sample individuals varied

regarding these statements.

Statement No. (26) "Online assessments motivate me to check specialized
online dictionaries, and translation websites" got the first rank with (M = 3.89).
Statement No. (23) “I make use of the online assessments, and comments given
by the lecturer on each target translation provided by peer students” got the
second rank with (M=3.82). Statement No. (21) “Online assessments on the
quality of the target translations, provided by students, are very effective and
useful” got the third rank with (M=3.79). Statement No. (27) “Online
assessments make me unwilling to share my target translation of a given article
or text” got the penultimate order with (M=3.15). Statement No. (24) "Online
assessments add stress and anxiety on my performance in translation" came in

the last place (M = 3.00).

Based on the above data, it is evident that online learning is beneficial
from the viewpoint of students in terms of its assessments; it encourages learners
to upgrade their level in Translation by consulting specialized dictionaries and
making use of the comments and feedback given by the instructor grades, and it

prompts them to share their translation and benefit from others' translations.
The results for the second question:

Are the significant statistical differences between sample regarding the
effectiveness of teaching translation course online during the Covid- 19
Pandemic due to the of variables (Gender, Academic Year, Fluency in

English, grade in translation)?

Independent Sample t- Test, and One Way ANOVA were used, and the

results are shown in the following tables:
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Table (9)
Results of independent sample t-test to the compare the Means and standard deviations
of the responses of the study sample individuals regarding the effectiveness of teaching
translation course online according Gender variable

Domain gender N Std
Mean o df t Sig.
Deviation
Interaction Male 68 3.76 0.71
Female 268 3.75 0.68 334 0.062  0.950
Male 68 3.60 0.87
i 334 1.563 0.119
Learning Female 268 3.77 0.75
Male 68 3.52 0.81
Assessin 334 0.152 0.879
g Female 268 3.53 0.57
Male 68 3.63 0.77
Total Degree 334 0.643 0.521
Female 268 3.68 0.62

It is remarkable from Table (9) that there are no statistically significant
differences between the averages of the study sample concerning the total
degree of the questionnaire and all domains (interaction, learning, and assessing)
due to the variable of gender as the calculated (t) values reached (0.643),
(0.062), (1.563). , (0.643), respectively, and its significance level is greater than
(0.05).

Table (10)
Results of (ANOVA) to compare means and standard deviations of the responses of the
study sample regarding the effectiveness of teaching translation course online according
to Academic Year variable

Domain Academic N Std. Variance

f M
Year Mean Deviatio Sum o f ean Sig.
n Squares Square
it 28 3.70 0.52 432 3 1.44
second 155 387 0.66 Betyve;ﬂ Groups 152.89 332 0.46 3.124  0.026
Within Groups 157.21 335
Interaction third 96 3.61 0.76 Total
Fourth 57 3.71 0.65
Total 336 3.76 0.69
Learning 28 3.59 0.71 Between Groups 9.62 3 321
first o
1 755 39 0 Within Groups 191.88 332 0.58 5.547  0.001
secon ' ' Total 20149 335
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third 96 3.56 0.84
Fourth 57 3.60 0.74
Total 336 3.73 0.78
first 28 3.36 0.57 6.60 3 2.20
. Between Groups 125,06 332 0.38 5.890  0.001
Assessing second 155 3.68 061 Within Groups 131.66 335
third 96 3.38 0.63 Total '
Fourth 57 3.47 0.62
Total 336 3.53 0.63
first 28 3.55 0.52 Between Groups 6.58 3 2.19
Total second 155 382 0.62 Within Groups 136.73 332 0.41 5.322  0.001
Total
Degree third % 352 071 ota 143.30 335
Fourth 57 3.59 0.63
Total 336 3.67 0.65

It is obvious from Table (10) that there are statistically significant

differences between the averages of the study sample individuals regarding the

total score and all domains (interaction, learning, assessing) due to the variable

of academic year as the calculated (f) values reached (5.322), (3.124), (5.547) ,

(5.890), respectively, and its significance level is less than (0.05). In order to

identify the significance of the differences, the Scheffe test was used, and the

results are shown in the following table:

Table (11)

Results of (Scheffee) test to detect the differences between the averages of the study
sample regarding the effectiveness of teaching translation course online according to

Academic Year variable

Domain Academic Year first second third Fourth
First 0.172 0.088 -0.088
) second 0.260%** 0.163
Interaction o
third 0.001
Fourth
First -0.326 0.028 -0.012
) second -0.013 0.314
Learning .
third -0.041
Fourth
First 0.312 -0.011 -0.104
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second 0.300%* 0.208
Assessing third 0.092
Fourth
First 20,270 -0.035 -0.041
second
Total Degree 0.305** 0.228
third -0.077
Fourth

** Correlation is significant at the (0.05) level

The above table illustrates that there are statistically significant differences

between the second and third years regarding the total degree and all domains

(interaction, learning, assessing) in favor of the second year.

to Fluency in English variable

Table (12)
Results of (ANOVA) to compare means and standard deviations of the responses of the
study sample regarding the effectiveness of teaching translation course online according

Domain Fluency in N Std. Variance
. .. Sum of Mean .
English Mean Deviatio Sig.
n Squares Square
Fair 7 2.73 1.23 9.96 3 332
Good 137 368 0.60 Between 147.25 332 0.44 7.483 0.0001
Groups 157.21 335
; 155 3.83 0.65
Interaction Very Good Within Groups
Excellent 37 3.92 0.82
Total
Total 336 3.76 0.69
Fair 7 2.86 1.36 7.89 3 2.63
. Good 137 367 055 Between 193.61 332 0.58 4.508 0.004
Learning 00 ' ' Groups 20149 335
Very Good 155 3.77 0.74  Within Groups
Total
Excellent 37 3.95 0.96
Total 336 3.73 0.78
Fair 7 2.77 1.35 4.93 3 1.64
Assessin Good 137 3.50 0.55 Between 126.73 332 038 4306 0.005
g Groups 131.66 335
Very Good 155 3.56 0.58 .
Within Groups
Excellent 37 3.66 0.81
Total
Total 336 3.53 0.63
Fair 7 2.79 1.30 Between 7.37 3 2.46
Total Good 137 3.62 0.57 Groups 135.94 332 0.41 5.996  0.001
Degree Very Good 155 3.72 0.61  Within Groups ~ 143.30 335
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Excellent 37 3.85 0.82 Total
Total 336 3.67 0.65

It 1s clear from Table (12) that there are statistically significant differences
between the averages of the study sample individuals regarding the total degree
and all fields (interaction, learning, assessing) due to the variable of fluency in
English as the calculated (f) values reached (5.996), (7.483), ( 4.508), (4.306),
respectively, and its significance level is less than (0.05). In order to identify the
significance of the differences, the Scheffe test was used, and the results are
shown in the following table:

Table (13)
Results of (Scheffee) test to detect the differences between the averages of the study
sample regarding the effectiveness of teaching translation course online according to
Fluency in English variable

Domain fluency in English Fair Good Very Good Excellent
Fair -0.953%* -1.099%* -1.193%*
. Good -0.145 -0.239
Interaction
Very Good 0.093
Excellent
Fair 0.816 0.917%+ -1.094%*
. Good -0.101 -0.277
Learning
Very Good 0.176
Excellent
Fair 0.727% 0.787%* -0.890%
, Good -0.590 -0.162
Assessing Very Good 0103
Excellent
Fair 20.832%* 20,934 -1.059%*
Good -
Total Degree -0.102 0.226
Very Good -0.124
Excellent

** Correlation is significant at the (0.05) level
It is apparent from Table (13) that there are statistically significant

differences between Good and Fair regarding the total score and two domains
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(interaction, assessing) in favor of Good. And there are differences between

Very Good and Fair regarding the total score and all domains (interaction,

learning, assessing) in favor of Very Good. And there are differences between

Excellent and Fair concerning the total score and all domains in favor of

Excellent.

Table (14)

Results of (ANOVA) to compare means and standard deviations of the responses of the study

sample regarding the effectiveness of teaching translation course online according to Grade in

Translation variable

Domain Grade in N Std. Variance
. . L. Sum of Mean .
Translation Mean Deviatio Sig.
n Squares Square
Fair 10 3.04 1.11 8.62 3 2.87
Good 167 368 0.64 Between 148.59 332 0.45 6.416 0.0001
Groups 157.21 335
: 136 3.88 0.67
Interaction Very Good Within Groups
Excellent 23 3.90 0.58
Total
Total 336 3.76 0.69
Fair 10 3.07 1.25 7.40 3 2.47
Good T 368 0 Between 194.10 332 0.59 4218 0.006
Learning 00 ' ' Groups 20149 335
Very Good 136 3.81 0.78 Within Groups
Total
Excellent 23 4.00 0.76
Total 336 3.73 0.78
Fair 10 2.87 1.07 5.26 3 1.75
. Between 126.40 332 0.38 4.604 0.004
Assessing Good o > oo Groups 131.66 335
Very Good 136 3.61 0.61 .
Within Groups
Excellent 23 3.50 0.56
Total
Total 336 3.53 0.63
Fair 10 2.99 1.12 6.59 3 2.20
Total Good 167 3.62 0.61 Between 136.71 332 0.41 5.335  0.001
Degree Very Good 136 3.76 0.65 Groups 143.30 335
Excellent 23 3.80 0.58 Within Groups
Total 336 3.67 0.65 Total

It i1s evident from Table (14) that there are statistically significant

differences between the averages of the study sample individuals concerning the

total score and all domains (interaction, learning, assessing) due to the variable
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of grade in translation as the calculated (f) values reached (5.996), (7.483), (
4.508), (4.306),respectively, and its significance level is less than (0.05). In
order to identify the significance of the differences, the Scheffe test was used,

and the results are shown in the following table:

Table (15)

Results of (Scheffee) test to detect the differences between the averages of the study

sample regarding the effectiveness of teaching translation course online according to
Grade in Translation variable

Domain Grade in translation Fair Good Very Good Excellent
Fair -0.639%* -0.837%* -0.860**
Good -0.198 -0.220
Interaction Very Good -0.022
Excellent
Fair -0.606 -0.738** -0.934%**
Good -0.132 -0.328
Learning Very Good 0.196
Excellent
Fair -0.638** -0.737%%* -0.634**
Good -0.098 0.004
Assessing Very Good 0.103
Excellent
Fair -0.628%* -0.771%* -0.809**
Good -0.143 -0.181
Total Degree Very Good -0.038
Excellent

** Correlation is significant at the (0.05) level

The above Table indicates that there are statistically significant differences
between Good and Fair concerning the total questionnaire and two domains
(interaction, assessing) in favor of Good. And there are differences between
Very Good and Fair about the total questionnaire and all domains (interaction,

learning, assessing) in favor of Very Good. And there are differences between
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Excellent and Fair regarding the total questionnaire and two domains

(interaction, learning) in favor of Excellent.
Conclusion:

Based on data analysis, from the viewpoints of the students, it is evident
that teaching Translation course online during the covid-19 pandemic is
effective and that learners have things in common regarding the effectiveness of
teaching Translation online such as: learners are able to differentiate between
advantages and disadvantages of online learning and the traditional education
making use of the merits of provided by online learning. Learners reveal that
online learning influence their overall performance in Translation positively.
Students are progressively achieving access to the online databases and search

engines to improve their knowledge and skills of Translation.
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