[bookmark: _GoBack]In the classroom, I observe the teacher was doing learning target of I can draw conclusions from the facts presented in the text and support those assertions with textual evidence. The teacher groups students with a Starr practice passage and asked them to set the purpose of reading. Students skim passage to find out what the passage was going to be about after looking at the title of the passage. Next students pair up with a partner to pair read to find main idea of the paragraph using their strategies and begin to find facts presented in the text. 
            Students draw conclusion based on facts pulled from the passage and used their evidence to justify the answers that they came up with the class. The teacher monitor the students by walking around to each group and asked questions such as: What conclusions could you draw, what evidence can you find to support it, and what ideas justify the position that they have chosen for their answers. The teacher use cooperative grouping discourse (talking), depth of knowledge stems and Blooms taxonomy questions for the passage.
            Positive feedback, excitement, and the teacher reread the questions to see if they made any questions with anything else outside the classroom. She ask different questions and gives her feedback for the excitement to gain the students attention. Another positive outcome in her classroom was having cooperative learning tables instead of desk, walls decorated with in spiritual bright colorful posters, brain break, and with the students of having no fear in the classroom. This teacher uses a lot of cooperative learning and did a great job keeping the students attention and handling difficult situation with other students to the best of her ability.  
            The second teacher, I observe her doing Math and the objective was that the students can identify 3-dimenisol solids including spheres, cones, cylinder, and rectangle prisms (including cones) and triangle prisms and describe their attributes using formal geometric language. The teacher lead this lesson off on the carpet by going over the shapes. She called each student one by one to describe the shape and by counting the faces, edges, corners, and by discussing the different from the 2 D shapes.
            Next, she send them to their table groups to work on an assignment that separates the 2D shapes and the 3d shapes. She gets each one of the students attention by allowing them to build other objects out of the shapes. Another group would then draw something out of the shapes to make something of their chose. The next group would be working on an assignment the was cutting and pasting the shapes in the right column. 
            The teacher fully gains each one of the students attention and makes the classroom fun and enjoyable to learn. She has excellent learning styles to work with each individual student in her classroom. She takes her time with each students and treats them respectfully and gives them fair consequences straight across the board. The classroom is while setup and very organized. 

	Criteria
	Ratings
	Pts
	 

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Identification of Developmentally Appropriate Activities _7020 
view longer description 
threshold: pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Correctly identifies presence or lack of presence of developmentally appropriate activities. Correctly aligns activities with physical, cognitive and affective development
10.0 pts blank 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Correctly identifies presence or lack of presence of developmentally appropriate activities. Aligns with a few physical, cognitive, or affective developmental stages
8.0 pts _2992 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Correctly identifies presence or lack of presence of some developmentally appropriate activities; some misidentification is present. Aligns with a few physical, cognitive, or affective developmental stages
6.0 pts _101 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Does not correctly identify developmentally appropriate activities; does not align with physical, cognitive, or affective developmental stages
4.0 pts blank_2 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
6 / 10.0 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
There is no mention of child development in this paper. there are a variety of activities listed, but without any discussion of theory or theorists.
	

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Identification of Varied Strategies (learning styles, multiple intelligences) _1281 
view longer description 
threshold: pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Correctly identifies learning styles, multiple intelligences utilized in the classroom. Provides multiple examples and aligns with specific style/intelligence
10.0 pts _7377 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Correctly identifies most learning styles, multiple intelligences utilized in the classroom. Provides an example and aligns with specific style/intelligence
8.0 pts _7921 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Correctly identifies some learning styles, multiple intelligences utilized in the classroom. Does not provide examples and/or aligns improperly with specific style/intelligence
6.0 pts _4573 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Does not correctly identify learning styles, multiple intelligences utilized in the classroom. Does not provide examples and/or aligns improperly with specific style/intelligence
4.0 pts _7455 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
4 / 10.0 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
No mention of multiple intelligences.
	

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Identification of Motivation Theories and Strategies _1428 
view longer description 
threshold: pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Correctly identifies motivation theories and strategies utilized in the classroom. Provides multiple examples and aligns with specific theory/strategy
10.0 pts _4175 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Correctly identifies most motivation theories and strategies utilized in the classroom. Provides an example and aligns with specific theory/strategy
8.0 pts _8057 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Correctly identifies some motivation theories and strategies utilized in the classroom. Does not provide examples and/or align with specific theory/strategy
6.0 pts _5734 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Does not correctly identify motivation theories or strategy used. Does not provide examples or align with theory or strategy.
4.0 pts _6355 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
6 / 10.0 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
This is described but not rooted in theory.
	

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Requirements of the paper; i.e. number of classrooms _77 
view longer description 
threshold: pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Observes more than 2 classrooms within the grade level/content area. Paper is one page
10.0 pts _1886 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Observes at least 2 classrooms within the grade level/content area. Paper is one page.
8.0 pts _8290 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Observes 1 or 2 classrooms, or does not observe in a grade level/content area required. Paper is one page
6.0 pts _9310 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Does not observe the required number of classrooms or the correct level of classrooms. Does not write one page
4.0 pts _4103 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
8 / 10.0 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
	

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Structure of paper _6528 
view longer description 
threshold: pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Well structured. Paper is well organized, theorists and examples are thoroughly explained; final classroom observations are thoughtful and reflective
10.0 pts _7108 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Paper is organized; theorists and examples are explained; examples are adequate. Final classroom observations are thoughtful and observant
8.0 pts _9904 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Paper is somewhat organized; theorists and examples are explained, although there are some mistakes. Final classroom observation shows a lack of reflection or thoughtfulness
6.0 pts _2019 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Paper is loosely or not organized. Theorists and examples are not well defined. Final classroom observation is missing or lacking reflective substance.
4.0 pts _9112 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
6 / 10.0 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
	

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Mechanics of language _2942 
view longer description 
threshold: pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Mechanics and usage of language are excellent.
10.0 pts _1125 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Mechanics and usage of language are good.
8.0 pts _7502 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Mechanics and usage of language are adequate.
6.0 pts _5123 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	Mechanics and usage of language are poor.
4.0 pts _2846 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
4 / 10.0 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
Many grammatical errors.
	

	This criterion is linked to a Learning Outcome Description of criterion 
view longer description 
threshold: 5 pts 
Edit criterion description 
		Full Marks
5 pts blank 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 
	No Marks
0 pts blank_2 
Edit rating Delete rating Add new rating category after current rating 


This area will be used by the assessor to leave comments related to this criterion. 
	pts 
/ 5 pts
-- 
[image: Additional Comments]
	

	Total Points: 34 
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