Teacher Cadet Lesson Evaluation—Cooperative Teacher

Cadet’s Name _&C@aﬁg&_h;ap_\ﬁg_g Grade Taught 8 L (SUCS
Teacher’sName Mnco Bealau  pate of Lesson: _ZZ'LQ_QZLQQ_&J______-

To the Cooperating Teacher: Please evaluate the Teacher Cadet on his/her lesson that was taught during
the field experience. If more than one lesson was presented by the Teacher Cadet, please complete one

for each lesson presented.

TITLE OF LESSON DCo) >0V e\ [V € +
Did the Teacher Cadet:
plan the lesson with you in advance? No
get the students interested at the beginning of the lesson? No
call upon past knowledge to make the learning meaningful? @ No
No

give a statement of learning (objective)?

keep the students involved by questioning, etc.?

point out the process to follow in a given activity?

give clear, concise, complete, and correct explanations?
give relevant and adequate examples?

respond to the learner in terms of the learning?

10. dignify incorrect responses? (Yes) No
11. keep the students interested and in control during the lesson? Yes No

12. provide closure by having students summarize
or demonstrate in some way? No
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Teacher Cadet Self Evaluation of Lesson Plan and Presentation

(to be completed by Teacher Cadet after each lesson plan presentation)

Teacher Cadet: ( i ’;(ngm D@(\Qhﬁ School: M:dd@ W
Grade: &______ Supervising Teacher: UAS - (Be

Subject: w@’:@_mpicﬂesson Title: L_oCal ‘10 TINALZAYE

Note to Teacher Cadet: It is the hallmark of a quality teacher to engage in meaningful reflection after
teaching a lesson to determine what went well and how the lesson can be improved. Admitting 3 lesson
can be improved is a sign of strength in teaching, not weakness. Please answer the following using that
frame of mind.
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How well did you plan for materials? Any problems? Adjustments needed once you began?
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Do you feel confident that the lesson was a success? Explain > QY §temeld §o -enj o) G
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Did you spend enough time preparing for this lesson? Explain
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If you could do this lesson again with the same students, what would you do differently?
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