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A Comparison of Viewpoints on the Good Lesson between
Elementary School Pre-service Teachers and Experienced Teachers

Kang, Jimin + Jhun, Youngseok*

ABSTRACT

Through the criticism and evaluation of different classes teaching the same lesson topic, this study compared
the viewpoints by two ways between two groups including pre-service and experienced teachers. Through
free-style criticism, this study analyzed the differences between pre-service and experienced teachers’ areas of
attention. Through criteria-based analysis, the study analyzed the judgement of each area and the criteria of each
judgement. The results of the study found that pre-service teachers criticised more limited areas, but somewhat
more positive than their experienced teacher counterparts. Also, pre-service teachers did not observe thoroughly
whether or not the teacher was well-informed of the science content, the sequence of curriculum, and whether
or not meaningful interaction had occurred. As well as, pre-service teachers were not actually feel importance
of student-oriented lessons, and they could not look room and materials are useful to students on students’ sides.
Additionally, pre-service teachers thought highly of lessons which were connected to other subjects rather than
connected to daily life. Therefore, to notice diverse areas in the class, pre-service teachers need to criticise
lessons using a diverse criterion. Also, pre-service teachers realized simple questions and that mechanical group
activities are not always effective and that they need to think how to improve meaningful interaction. Moreover,
they have to perceive that an inquiry-oriented student-lead approach is very important. Lastly, pre-service
teachers have to closely consider the room efficiency and materials available to the students, and they must
internalize that science class has to be connected with daily life.

Key words: professional competency of class, good class, class criticism, viewpoints of science lesson.
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Table 1. Background of experienced teachers
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Table 4. Modified criteria based on science class evaluation criteria of Korea Institute for Curriculum and Evaluation (2006)
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Table 5. Degree of attention of pre-service teachers and experienced teachers toward areas (%)
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experienced teachers about area II (%)

%9 L #8 m Wi gk 24
by A B C D
PTH 3 72 78 63 87
P PNTHI 14 2 6 13
NT & 14 0 31 0
PTH 60 80 40 80
H PNTH# 0 20 40 20
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Table 8. Average of reaction type of pre-service teachers and experienced teachers about area III (%)

2] mi. e dem) wl7g=)2] get . 7ela &%

e A B c D A B C D

PTH 72 100 56 88 79 100 125 50

P PNTHH 7 7 0 18 0 0 0 25 25

NTH 14 0 25 0 21 0 62.5 13

PTH 40 60 60 40 20 60 40 40

H PNT™ 20 40 20 40 0 0 0 0

NTH & 40 0 20 20 80 40 60 60
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= SH(PT), T8FF(PNT), FHNT) = o]

Table 9. Average of reaction type of pre-service teachers and
experienced teachers about area IV (%)

T Fejv] s 9F A7)
e A B C D
PTH T 50 89 62.5 74
P PNTHET 7 11 25 13
NT 43 0 12,5 13
PTE T 0 60 40 20
H PNTH¥ 80 40 60 80
NT 20 0 0 0
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Table 10. Average of reaction type of pre-service teachers and experienced teachers about area V (%)
29 V1. 4534 V2. EF 2971 V3. 333 AR A
fiaa A B c D A B cC D A B c D
PTH 1t 72 72 44 50 93 89 62.5 75 50 78 56 100
P PNTH 7 21 22 19 37 0 11 19 0 36 22 125 0
NT 7 0 37 13 7 0 12.5 25 14 0 25 0
PTH 20 80 40 20 100 100 40 100 40 100 60 40
H PNT¥ ¢ 20 20 0 60 0 0 0 0 20 0 40 40
NTH 60 0 60 20 0 0 60 0 40 0 0 20
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Table 11. Average of reaction type of pre-service teachers and experienced teachers about area VI (%)

)

VIs. #}8H4

FVLAER S VR ERS VB EAR S VN ge. ST V6

e
A B C D A B C D A B C D A B C D A B C D A B C D
PTH 67 44 75 79 78 31 25 64 89 375 25 64 89 69 50 79 8 31 33 65 44 87.5 87
P PNTEHT 36 33 31 25 14 0 25 25 7 0 25 25 36 11 6 25 0 11 31 13 14 11 0 13
NTH# 0 0 25 0 7 22 4 50 14 11 375 0 0 0 25 25 14 0 38 50 21 11 125 0
PTH 20 80 40 20 80 40 20 60 20 40 40 20 60 60 20 O 40 60 60 20 0 60 60 O
H PNTEHT 20 20 20 60 20 20 0 20 20 0 0 20 0 20 0 40 20 40 0 20 20 20 0 20
NTHT 60 0 40 20 0 20 60 20 0 20 40 20 40 40 60 60 40 0 40 20 60 20 40 40
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Table 12. Average of reaction type of pre-service teachers and
experienced teachers about area VII (%)

%9 VIL 45 A3te] 97}
his A B C D
PTH 50 4 13 38
P PNTHI 29 11 19 13
NTH 14 11 68 38
PTS 1t 20 60 20 20
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NTH 40 0 20 20
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