Lesson Plan Evaluation

Teacher ___________________________________________ School ___________________________________        Date _________________  Time ___________________

Lesson ________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

	Competencies
	Indicator not demonstrated
	Indicator Partially Demonstrated
	Indicator Adequately Demonstrated
	Indicator Effectively Demonstrated

	1. Are appropriate materials identified and technology integrated to enhance student learning?
	· Few materials listed

· Materials not appropriate or functional

· No technology used


	· At least half of materials necessary are listed. 

· Materials are  functional or age appropriate 

· Materials are not directly related to the PLO’s

· Technology used inappropriately OR no technology is used and no (or inappropriate) rationale is provided


	· Most materials are listed 

· Materials are both functional and age related

· Materials are related directly to PLO’s but not adapted for individual needs
· Technology used but it does not make a significant contribution to learning OR teacher provides limited rationale for not using technology 
	· All materials are listed 

· Materials are both functional and age related
· Materials related directly to PLO’s 

· Where appropriate, materials are selected, created, or adapted to meet the diverse needs of the learners

· Technology integrated into class and provides a significant contribution to learning OR teacher provides strong rationale for not using technology



	2. Are the primary learning objectives / outcomes (PLO) written appropriately – containing all components (behavior, condition(s), criteria for acceptable performance), 
Are they challenging, culturally and linguistically appropriate, and linked to state standards?


	· Two or more missing components

· Cultural and linguistic variables not considered

· No logical link to state performance standards
	· 1 component missing

· Not challenging for students
· Cultural and linguistic issues addressed at group level

· Some attempt made to match the PLO to standards
	· All included but have errors (or inadequately specified)

· Cultural and linguistic issues addressed at individual level 

· PLO’s are challenging to many students

· Where appropriate, accurately linked to standards in content area
	· All components included and appropriate

· Cultural and linguistic variances addressed at individual level and seamlessly integrated throughout lesson plan

· Sufficient variety of PLO’s to be challenging to all students. 

· Where appropriate, accurately linked to standards across multiple content areas

	3. Does the lesson plan identify the level of instruction and/or practice planned for the instructional session (acquisition, fluency, maintenance, generalization – guided practice or independent practice)?


	· No parts identified. 

· If identified, not accurate or appropriate 
	· Some levels of instruction and practice identified 

· Many not accurate or appropriate
	· All levels of instruction and practice identified 

· Most accurate and appropriate

· Accurately reflect different levels of learning 


	· All levels identified and appropriate / accurate 

· Provisions made for all appropriate levels

· Reflect several levels of learning that are significant and challenging to the students

	4. Are student objectives written in a manner that would logically lead to acquisition, fluency, maintenance, or generalization of the target skill or knowledge? 
	· Appropriate objectives missing. 

· Objectives not logically related to skill level 
	· Few student objectives listed 

· Appear to logically lead to skill level indicated
	· Most student objectives listed

· Some appear to logically lead to skill level indicated
	· All student objectives listed

· All logically lead to appropriate skill level indicated



	5. Are skills being taught functional and age appropriate?
	· Skills not identified 

· Skills are unclear or not appropriate
	· Skills are listed and are appropriate or functional

· Individual needs not taken into consideration
	· Skills are both functional and age appropriate

· Some consideration for diverse student needs are provided
	· Skills are both functional and age appropriate 

· Skills are individualized to meet diverse needs



	6. Is the time frame listed and appropriate for the teacher procedures?
	· No time frames for teacher procedures listed


	· Time frames for some major parts of the teacher procedures listed


	· Time frames for all major parts of the teacher procedures listed 
· Some segments of time are either too long or too short to maximize efficient learning
	· Times frames for all major part of the teacher procedures listed

· Sufficient time allocated to adequately cover all PLO’s and levels of learning 



	7. Does lesson plan include accommodations and modifications to address a range of abilities?
	· Even when necessary, no accommodations or modifications noted
	· Parts of plan indicated general accommodations and modifications appropriate for a few students

· Insufficient to meet diverse needs of learners
	· Minimal accommodations and modifications evident to address the range of abilities
	· Well-developed accommodations and modifications met needs of range of student abilities

· Clear modifications for individuals and groups in instruction based on data collected



	8. Are teacher procedures clearly matched to student objectives?


	· Less than half of teacher procedures appear matched to objectives specified
	· Some teacher procedures appear matched to objectives specified
	· Teacher procedures appear matched to objectives specified
	· Teacher procedures matched to objectives specified and are evidence-based 



	9. Are objectives, procedures, and activities sequenced (introduction, practice, assessment) to reflect guided practice, independent practice, acquisition, maintenance, or generalization of target skills or knowledge?
	· Lacks clear sequence in planning for systematic instruction.
· No assessments included to be able to judge learning

	· Good sequential planning for parts of the lesson. 

· Assessments listed but inappropriate to measure objectives
	· 80% of lesson shows systematic instruction 
· Sequence does not lead to mastery. 

· Assessments process leads to data that matches part of PLO’s

	· Excellent and logical integration of skills. 
· Systematic instruction leading to mastery. 
· Assessments clearly demonstrates student learning of PLO’s


	10. Are the measurement procedures clearly described with appropriate prompts and matched to student objectives?
	· No measurement procedures included 

· Data sheets not included 
	· Some measurement procedures listed 

· Lack of clear directions to students

· Procedures do not relate to PLO’s 

· Inadequate data sheets included


	· All measurement procedures listed 

· Scoring system not adequately explained

· Clear directions and prompts to students provided

· Data sheets included

· Data sheets clearly match PLO’s 

	· All measurement procedures and scoring system provided and clearly explained
· Clear directions and prompts to students provided

· Data sheets clearly match PLO’s that summarize student progress graphically
· Accommodations and modifications to assessments for individuals listed where appropriate 


Overall comments:

