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(ED 321) Content Area Literacy

Common Course Assessment:  Literacy Lesson
Course Outcomes:
INTASC Standard 4: Instructional Strategies

The teacher understands and uses a variety of instructional strategies to encourage students' development of critical thinking, problem solving and performance skills.

4.33 - The teacher constantly monitors and adjusts strategies in response to learner feedback.

4.34 - The teacher varies his/her role in the instructional process (e.g. instructor, facilitator, coach, audience) in relation to the content and purposes of instruction and the needs of students.

Directions to the Student:  
Students will present a lesson in their content area that asks student participants to transact with a piece of text and integrates at least four of the six language arts (reading, writing, listening, speaking, viewing, and representing). The lesson should be designed for a typical secondary class period, about 45-55 minutes. It should provide ways for students to access prior knowledge, to support them as they engage in a particular oral, written, and/or visual text, and to allow them to extend their experiences through further transactions. Presenters will be expected to provide an appropriate piece of text and any other materials necessary for the lesson. In addition, presenters will need to provide a step-by-step explanation of the lesson and the research and theory that explains why the lesson, its literacy components, and its assessments are grounded in best practice. Presenters will be expected to think beyond more traditional assessment practices they may have experienced as students and look instead at students’ interaction and engagement, success at individual tasks in the lesson, etc. At the close of the lesson, presenters will also be expected to reflect on ways in which the lesson itself can be assessed and improved and what presenters might do differently. Part of the reflection should consider the ways in which presenters adapted the lesson as it progressed based on student responses. (Did presenters decide to spend more time on a given element? Did they collapse certain elements? Did they alter an assessment or textual piece based on student engagement or feedback? Did they make changes in any other materials based on their sense of what students needed at any point? 

Rubric for Literacy Lesson:  

	Element
	Distinguished
(3)
	Proficient
(2)
	 Progressing
(1)
	Unsatisfactory
(0)

	4.34
	Candidate demonstrated high levels of communication skills through clear oral and written directions
	Candidate demonstrated good communication skills through oral and written directions
	Candidate  demonstrated few communication skills
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.33
	The candidate showed high levels of skill in creating a lesson appropriate for a diverse secondary classroom
	The candidate showed adequate skill in creating a lesson for a diverse secondary classroom
	The candidate  demonstrated little skill in creating a lesson for a diverse secondary classroom
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34
	The candidate demonstrated high levels of skill developing an active learning environment throughout the entire lesson
	The candidate demonstrated adequate skill in developing an active learning environment throughout most of the lesson
	The candidate demonstrated little skill in developing an active learning environment
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34
	The candidate demonstrated detailed knowledge of the content area
	The candidate demonstrated knowledge of the content area
	The candidate demonstrated little knowledge of the content area
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34, 4.33
	The candidate communicated instructions and expectations clearly throughout the lesson
	The candidate communicated instructions and expectations clearly throughout most of the less
	The candidate  communicated few instructions or expectations clearly
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34, 4.33
	The candidate provided clear, original, and useful handouts and props throughout the lesson
	The candidate provided useful handouts and props throughout the lesson
	The candidate provided few  handouts and props
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.33
	The candidate provided appropriate piece(s) of text and demonstrated in depth knowledge of engagement strategies that support individuals as they read
	The candidate provided appropriate piece(s) of text and demonstrated adequate knowledge of engagement strategies that support individuals as they read
	The candidate  provided few pieces of text and/or  demonstrated little knowledge of engagement strategies
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.33
	The candidate demonstrated in-depth knowledge of the ways to support students as they read (i.e. write, fill in a chart, create an artifact) in a way that demonstrates meaning-making is taking place. 
	The candidate demonstrated basic knowledge of the ways to support students as they read (i.e. write, fill in a chart, create an artifact) in a way that demonstrates meaning-making is taking place
	The candidate  demonstrated little knowledge of the ways to support students as they read
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34
	The candidate demonstrated in depth knowledge and experience of the role prior knowledge plays in meaning making
	The candidate demonstrated knowledge and experience of the role prior knowledge plays in meaning making
	The candidate  demonstrated little knowledge of the role prior knowledge plays in meaning making
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34, 4.33
	The candidate demonstrated in depth knowledge of strategies that can extend student thinking beyond the text through questioning, discussion, and other strategies
	The candidate demonstrated basic knowledge of strategies that can extend student thinking beyond the text through questioning, discussion, and other strategies
	The candidate  demonstrated little knowledge of strategies that can extend student thinking beyond the text
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34, 4.33
	The candidate demonstrated in depth and detailed knowledge of the role theory and practice play in developing meaningful literacy experiences for students
	The candidate demonstrated knowledge of the role theory and practice play in developing meaningful literacy experiences for students
	The candidate  demonstrated little knowledge of theory and practice
	The candidate did not meet the standard

	4.34
	The candidate demonstrated in depth and detailed knowledge of the ways in which reading strategies can be adapted based on student engagement, feedback, and learning
	The candidate demonstrated knowledge of the ways in which reading strategies can be adapted based on student engagement, feedback, and learning
	The candidate  demonstrate little knowledge of the ways in which reading strategies can be adapted based on student engagement, feedback, and learning
	The candidate did not meet the standard


