	VIDEO 
	Written Critical Reflection on Teaching Video



Name:_________________________________________________________ Date:___________________ Teacher: _______________________________________________________ 

	Category of writing
	Exemplary

5
	Very Good

4
	Acceptable

3
	Developing

1-2
	Your Points

	Descriptive

Writing

Weight

15%
	Writing is comprehensive, rich and accurate in detail; all relevant information for understanding the learning experience in the video is present
	Most relevant details  for understanding the video is present and adequately described
	General summary of video with some relevant details with little confusion
	Few relevant details; vague and imprecise summary; confusing


	

	Analytic

Writing

Weight

30%
	Writing makes thorough & clear connections between what actually happens in video and intended lesson objectives/GPS, teaching strategies, activities, and assessments; makes frequent & insightful connections to  ArtsAPS content, personal experiences and other knowledge;  cites evidence consistently; captures nuances of interpersonal and group dynamics 
	Writing captures most connections between video and intended lesson objectives/GPS, teaching strategies, activities, and assessments;  makes several major connections to  ArtsAPS content, personal experiences and other knowledge;  cites evidence consistently; captures most interpersonal and group dynamics
	Writing captures some major connections between video and lesson plan; sometimes connects  personal experiences, prior knowledge & ArtsAPS content, but misses major points; cites but overlooks obvious evidence;  understanding of group dynamics evident, but limited
	Writing tends to broad generalities that make vague or no connections between video and lesson plan; little or no understanding of ArtsAPS content; does not cite evidence for statements; poor understanding of group dynamics
	

	Critical Reflection

Writing

Weight

30%
	Deep thinking about purposes & application of ArtsAPS learning with thorough discussion of possible changes to instruction with concrete plan(s); raises important questions & speculates about answers; compares prior understanding to new understanding;  cites evidence consistently; no use of educational clichés or slogans
	Thinks about general purposes & application of ArtsAPS learning; discusses possible changes to instruction with some concrete details; raises some questions & speculates about answers; compares prior understanding to new understanding;  cites evidence consistently
	Somewhat vague about ArtsAPS learning; some discussion of changes to instruction, but few details; raises questions but provides vague answers; limited comparison of prior learning to new understanding;  cites evidence inconsistently
	Confused about ArtsAPS learning; little to no discussion of changes to instruction; questions raised have little relevance; no evident change in understanding; no evidence cited
	

	Writing Mechanics

Weight

5%
	Virtually error free; good command of Standard English; has some flair and originality; meets or exceeds page requirement. 
	Few spelling, grammar, or syntax errors; good command of Standard English; meets page requirement. 
	English OK but needs improvement; some spelling, grammar or syntax errors; meets page requirement.
	Poor English; many spelling, grammar, & syntax errors; insufficient length.
	

	Your final points (out of 20) 
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