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Summer School for PE Teachers 2010
T S 2010

Suggested topics and questions for discussion:

W B B PR i

1 Planning for teaching (Lesson Planning / Aims and Objectives/ Selection of Content — Level/
appropriateness/ scope etc./ Teaching and learning strategies)
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Suggested questions H'Z Tl ! Evidence i
— Was the lesson purposefully planned? —
P RLE S
— \Were the objectives clear and measurable? —
[ URSRL Y I [ 8 2
— How objectives were assessed in its —

appropriateness to the students?

R I e

— Were the teaching content and activities —
progressively structured with reference to
students’ interest and ability?

I AR < [ AR T RS S
PELIH?

— Were the teaching and learning strategies —

purposefully selected?
R e (N

— How d|d the teaching and learning strategies —

differ from our practices?
L SIIFIEES MO 7 53 )2

— QOthers —
BANGS]

2 The teacher (Concept of teaching)
# GFH8)

Suggested questions ﬁi%ﬁfjﬂﬂf@ Evidence ﬂaﬁ{

— What particular model was adopted to organize | —
the learning experience?

4 PRSP 7 T S AR

— What role(s) did the teacher play? —
ST e
— Were there any innovative elements? —
TEE - EhEA R
— Others —
N
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Management and Instruction (Instructional modes & effectiveness/ Selection & use of resources/
Structuring of learning activities / Management of learning environment/ Class routine and

discipline)
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Suggested questions 71 FifliliE

Evidence &I

— How new skills / knowledge / attitudes were

built on students’ PREVIOUS experience?
INFAERFERS | 4% | RS
=1 AR

—

Did the learning experience ALSO promote
other domains apart from the skill? (Other 5
strands, 9 generic skills and/or 5 values and
attitude)
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To what extent were the objectives achieved?

LSS RS ) % )2

How individual differences were treated? In
particular, how “more able” and “less able”
students were helped?
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How lndIVIduaI students know their learning
performance?

5 1 (90 5

Did the learning climate encourage learning?
I;@;ﬁfﬁ PR

Were there adequate support for learning
provided by the peers and the teacher?

[P AOSE FI FRRL Y 502

Others
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Overall (Strengths/ Areas for Improvement)
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