Guidelines for assessing Chris McCloud’s Lesson
Overall:

	The participant:
	Yes
	No
	Comments

	Writes in a tone that is friendly yet firm, but not punitive or overly positive.
	
	
	

	Cites evidence of what the teacher says.
	
	
	

	Cites evidence of what the students say or do.
	
	
	

	Cites specific language from the rubric.
	
	
	

	Cites evidence from the lesson plan.
	
	
	

	Frames evidence as feedback to the teacher, specifying next steps when appropriate.
	
	
	


Note that engagement strategies can be mentioned related to element I-A-4 or II-A-2, and grouping strategies can be mentioned related to element I-A-4 or II-B-2.
Evidence related to element I-A-4, “Well-structured lessons”:

	The applicant:
	Yes
	No 
	Comments

	References both the structure of the lesson plan and the delivery.
	
	
	

	Includes reference to measurable objectives.
	
	
	

	References pacing, mentioning that it may be too fast for English Language Learners or other students to follow. (However, he does not waste time.)
	
	
	

	Mentions that there is limited evidence of technology use during lesson. This could be something that the participant cites as something to follow up on / ask about. 
	
	
	

	Mentions adequate provision of materials (i.e. paper cut to fit can and taped down).
	
	
	

	Mentions logical sequence of activities.
	
	
	


Evidence related to element II-A-2, “Student engagement:”
	The participant:
	Yes
	No
	Comment

	Primarily gathers evidence from the video observation.
	
	
	

	Names at least three different engagement strategies (think tank, playing cards to call on students, visual cue of the snap bracelet, exit ticket for the “Absent Kid”)
	
	
	

	Mentions teacher’s voice is very clear 
	
	
	

	Mentions that students seem engaged, though it’s also hard to tell if all students are engaged or just the ones who are speaking up. 
	
	
	

	Mentions that McCloud calls his agenda a “Playlist.” 
	
	
	

	Mentions that he asks students to raise their hand if they think something is “true” or “false.”
	
	
	

	Mentions that many students’ hands are up at most times.
	
	
	


Evidence related to element II-B-2, “Collaborative learning environment:”
	The participant:
	Yes
	No
	Comment

	Mentions that McCloud structured the lesson in a way in which students talk with each other – he provides them with an opportunity to speak with each other in different ways.
	
	
	

	Mentions that McCloud doesn’t provide a protocol or expectations on how students should speak with each other, and this is a potential weakness as it’s a lost opportunity to specifically develop communication skills.
	
	
	

	Mentions that the use of cold-calling may have benefits but may not work for some students – a suggestion is to provide a variety of ways that students can contribute to the discussions. (However, he has created a classroom environment in which students know to expect they need to be ready to be called on at any point.)
	
	
	

	Mentions that there is no evidence that groups are set up to include diverse peers.
	
	
	

	Mentions that students are expected to chime in and comment on other students’ work.
	
	
	


Ratings chosen for each element (unsatisfactory, needs improvement, proficient, exemplary) must be a rational choice given the evidence that the participant has provided to back it up. Ratings can different (for example, does not have to be “proficient” in every one).
