Lesson Plan Summary

This lesson plan represents a profound failure of educational practice
that raises serious safeguarding concerns. The primary weaknesses
include a complete absence of pedagogical structure, no consideration
of pupil safety, and an inappropriate and potentially traumatizing
proposed activity involving a dragon "breathing fire" at children. While
searching for strengths, none can be identified that would mitigate the
fundamental educational malpractice demonstrated. The lesson lacks
any meaningful learning objectives, fails to incorporate basic
educational principles, and shows no understanding of child
development, cognitive science, or safe teaching practices.



Assessments

Pupil-related differences

Prior Knowledge

Summary:

The lesson plan is fundamentally flawed in its approach to prior
knowledge, showing no pedagogical consideration For pupils'
existing understanding

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

Comprehensive redesign needed to incorporate strategies for
understanding and building on prior knowledge

Criteria:
Eliciting Prior Knowledge ar D 1
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan completely None identified No strategy is outlined for

lacks any mechanism to
understand what children
already know about the topic

eliciting pupils' existing
understanding about Fire or
related concepts

of fire

Recognising Prior Knowledge - Do
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
There is no evidence of any None identified No approach is proposed to

strategy to recognize or
build upon pupils' prior
learning experiences

recognize or acknowledge
pupils' existing knowledge



Validating Prior Knowledge

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan None identified
demonstrates no intention to

validate or meaningfully

engage with pupils' prior

- b o

Areas for Improvement:

No method is suggested For
validating or constructively
responding to pupils' existing
understanding

knowledge

Personal relevancy

Summary:

The lesson plan demonstrates a complete failure to consider
pupils' personal experiences, social context, or educational needs

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

Entire lesson concept needs radical reconstruction to ensure
pupil safety, engagement, and learning

Criteria:

Personal Experiences - b o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan completely None identified No consideration of pupils'
ignores the potential personal experiences related
personal experiences pupils to Fire or safety

might have with fire

Social Capital - b o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan shows no None identified No acknowledgment of
awareness of pupils' varied diverse social backgrounds or
social contexts and how this experiences

might relate to
understanding Fire



Personal Relevancy

Overview: Strengths:

The proposed lesson of None identified
having a dragon "breathe

fFire" at children is entirely

inappropriate and lacks any

meaningful educational

purpose

Misconceptions

Summary:

The lesson plan is entirely inadequate in addressing potential
misconceptions about fire

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

Complete redesign of lesson to incorporate misconception
strategies

Criteria:

Eliciting Misconceptions

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan provides no None identified
mechanism to understand

pupils' potential

misunderstandings about fire

Recognising Misconceptions

Overview: Strengths:

There is no evidence of any None identified
intention to identify or

address potential

misconceptions

- D o

Areas for Improvement:

The lesson appears
potentially traumatizing and
lacks any personal relevance
for pupils

- D o

Areas for Improvement:

No strategy to explore
potential misconceptions
about fire

- D o

Areas for Improvement:

No approach to recognize
pupils' potential
misunderstandings



Reconstructing or Overcoming

-l 4 o

Misconceptions

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan shows no None identified No strategy to address or
pedagogical approach to correct potential

helping pupils develop misconceptions

accurate understanding



Inclusion and Challenge

Stretch and Challenge

Summary:

The lesson plan fails to demonstrate any understanding of
educational principles or pupil learning.

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

Complete lack of pedagogical approach to teaching and learning

Criteria:

Progressing from Prior Knowledge

Overview: Strengths:
The lesson plan None identified
demonstrates no

understanding of how to
challenge pupils or progress
their learning. The proposed
activity appears to be
entirely inappropriate and
potentially harmful.

SEND

Summary:

This lesson plan represents a profound failure of educational
practice and pupil safety.

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

- X

Areas for Improvement:

- No clear learning objectives
- No evidence of progression
or scaffolding of learning -
No consideration of pupils'
starting points or prior
knowledge - Inappropriate
and potentially dangerous
activity involving a "dragon
breathing fire"




Entire approach is fundamentally inappropriate and potentially

harmful

Criteria:
Needs - Do
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

The lesson plan shows no None identified
awareness of pupils'

potential additional needs or

how to create an inclusive

learning environment.

Progress

Overview: Strengths:

There is no evidence of any None identified
planned approach to
supporting pupil progress in

this lesson.

Self-Regulation

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan completely None identified
Fails to consider pupils'
emotional and self-

regulatory needs.

- No consideration of pupils'
individual needs - No
adaptive teaching strategies
- Proposed activity could be
deeply traumatizing for
pupils with sensory
sensitivities or anxiety

- o

Areas for Improvement:

- No learning outcomes
specified - No mechanism for
assessing pupil progress -
Proposed activity appears
unrelated to any educational
purpose

- »o

Areas for Improvement:

- No opportunities for pupil
agency - No strategies to
support emotional regulation
- Proposed activity could
trigger significant emotional
distress



Adaptive and Responsive teaching

Adaptive and Responsive Teaching

Summary:

This is not a viable lesson plan and fails to meet any basic
educational standards.

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

The entire lesson plan requires complete reconstruction. It is
unsafe, lacks educational merit, and shows no understanding of
teaching principles.

Criteria:

Communicating Learning - o

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan is completely None identified
underdeveloped and fails to

provide any meaningful

strategy For pupils to

communicate their

understanding.

Pupil Feedback
Overview: Strengths:
The lesson plan shows no None identified

consideration for how pupils
will provide Feedback or
engage safely with the
learning content.

Evidence of Adaptive Teaching

Areas for Improvement:

There is no clear evidence of
how pupils will communicate
their learning. The lesson
plan lacks any structured
approach to learning
communication.

- b o

Areas for Improvement:

No mechanism For pupil
feedback is proposed. The
suggestion of a dragon
"breathing Fire" is
inappropriate and potentially
dangerous.

- b o



Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan None identified
demonstrates no

understanding of adaptive

teaching principles or pupil-

centered learning

approaches.

Areas for Improvement:

There is absolutely no
evidence of adaptive
teaching. The lesson plan is
fragmentary and lacks any
pedagogical structure or
consideration of pupil needs.

Assessment

Summary:

This lesson plan demonstrates no understanding of educational
assessment principles.

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

The entire assessment approach is non-existent. A complete
redesign of the lesson plan is required.

Criteria:

Types of Assessment

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan completely None identified
lacks any Form of assessment

approach.

Assessment for Learning

Overview: Strengths:

There is no evidence of how None identified
learning will be evaluated or
supported.

- o

Areas for Improvement:

No assessment strategies are
proposed. There are no
formative or summative
assessment methods
outlined.

- b o

Areas for Improvement:

No assessment for learning
techniques are incorporated
into the lesson plan.



Use of Assessment for Learning Data - el

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan shows no None identified
understanding of how

assessment data might

inform teaching and

learning.

Diversity of Assessment

Areas for Improvement:

No assessment data
collection or utilization
strategy exists in the lesson
plan.

- - o

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan fails to None identified
demonstrate any assessment
strategy.

Areas for Improvement:

There is no assessment
approach whatsoever, let
alone a diverse one.



Cognitive Science

Managing Cognitive Load

Summary:

This is not a lesson plan but a dangerous and inappropriate
scenario that shows no understanding of educational principles
or pupil safety.

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:

Entire approach to lesson planning needs radical reconstruction.
The current plan is unsafe, unprofessional, and completely
unsuitable for educational settings.

Criteria:
Evidence of Cognitive Load Theory |0 1D o
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan None identified Complete absence of

demonstrates no
understanding of cognitive
load theory, with a
potentially dangerous and
inappropriate activity that
would overwhelm pupils'
working memory.

Activities and Working Memory

Overview: Strengths:

The activity appears to be a None identified
complete Fabrication that

would cause significant

cognitive and potentially

physical harm to pupils.

cognitive load management
strategies. The lesson plan
lacks any structured
approach to managing pupils'
cognitive processing.

- Do

Areas for Improvement:

The proposed activity of
having a dragon "breathe
fire"is completely
inappropriate and does not
support working memory or
learning. There is no



consideration of cognitive
load or pupil safety.

Retrieval Practice

Summary:

This is not a retrievable learning experience in any sense.

0

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:

Complete redesign of the lesson is required to introduce any

meaningful learning strategies.

Criteria:
Use of Retrieval Practice - D o
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
There are no mechanisms None identified No evidence of any retrieval
proposed for supporting practice strategies. The
pupils' learning or memory lesson lacks any structured
retrieval. approach to helping pupils

recall or encode information.

Moving on From Retrieval - Do
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan None identified No strategies for supporting
demonstrates no long-term memory or
understanding of how pupils knowledge transfer. The
learn or retain information. proposed activity does not

support any form of
meaningful learning.

Reducing Cognitive Load

Summary:

This is not a lesson plan that reduces cognitive load in any way;
instead, it would likely increase pupil anxiety and cognitive



confusion.

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:

Fundamental reconstruction of the entire lesson approach is
necessary. The current plan is completely unsuitable For
educational purposes.

Criteria:

Scaffolds, Narration, and Worked
Examples

- b o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

No educational scaffolding or None identified
supportive learning

mechanisms are present in

this lesson plan.

Absolute lack of scaffolding,
narration, or worked
examples. The proposed
activity provides no
supportive learning

structure.
Chunking and Foundational - T o
Concepts
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

The lesson plan fails tobreak  None identified
down any concepts or

provide a structured learning

approach.

No evidence of concept
chunking or clear
foundational learning
objectives. The activity is
entirely disconnected from
any meaningful learning
process.



Metacognition

Metacognition

Summary:

This lesson plan is fundamentally Flawed and does not represent a
viable or safe educational approach. It lacks any pedagogical
merit, metacognitive strategies, or meaningful learning
objectives.

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

The entire lesson plan requires complete reconstruction to meet
any educational standards. The current plan appears to be a
potentially dangerous and entirely inappropriate approach to
teaching, involving a fictional dragon "breathing fire at" children.

Criteria:

Opportunities

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson plan lacks any None identified
structured approach to

supporting students'

metacognitive development,

with no evidence of

reflective thinking or self-

regulation strategies.

EEF and Step Model

Overview: Strengths:

The lesson appears to be None identified
entirely devoid of any

structured metacognitive

approach, completely failing

to engage with the EEF

metacognition framework.

Do

Areas for Improvement:

Complete absence of
metacognitive strategies or
opportunities for students to
reflect on their learning
process

Do

Areas for Improvement:

No application of the EEF 7-
step metacognition modelis
evident in the lesson plan



Success Criteria

Overview: Strengths:
The lesson plan completely None identified
lacks any clear success

criteria, leaving students
without a framework For
understanding their learning
goals.

Self-Assessed Progress

Overview: Strengths:

There are no opportunities None identified
for students to reflect on or

evaluate their own learning

progress within this lesson

plan.

- b o

Areas for Improvement:

No success criteria are
provided for students to
understand their learning
objectives or expected
outcomes

- b o

Areas for Improvement:

No mechanisms are in place
fFor students to assess their

own progress or understand
their learning journey



Lesson Structure

Who Leads the Lesson?

Summary:

The lesson plan fails to meet any professional teaching standards
and represents a serious breach of educational practice.

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:

Entire lesson concept requires complete reconstruction with
proper educational principles, safety considerations, and
learning objectives.

Criteria:
Who Leads the Lesson? - D o
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

This is not a legitimate lesson None identified
plan, but a fragment of an

unsafe and inappropriate

concept that cannot be

considered a professional

educational approach.

Parts of the Lesson

Summary:

This is not a lesson plan, but a dangerous and unprofessional
Fragment that fails to meet any educational standards.

Strengths:

None

The lesson plan is entirely
inappropriate and potentially
dangerous. There is no clear
pedagogical structure or
learning intention. The
mention of a dragon
"breathing Fire at children" is
completely unacceptable and
raises serious safeguarding
concerns.




Areas for Improvement:

The entire lesson structure is non-existent and fundamentally

None

unsafe.
Criteria:

Exposition s o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

There is no educational None No clear exposition or

exposition in this fragment. explanation of learning
content is present.

Group Work a o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

No group work is planned or None No group work strategy is

described. outlined.

Pair Work a4 o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

No collaborative learning None No pair work is planned or

strategies are evident. described.

Demonstrations alm o

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:

No valid educational None The "dragon breathing fire"

demonstration is proposed. is not a legitimate
educational demonstration
and is dangerous.

Guided Practice s Ao

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:



No structured learning
support is planned.

Worked Examples

No guided practice is
outlined.

alm 4o

Overview: Strengths:

No scaffolded learning None
examples are present.

Independent Practice

Areas for Improvement:

No worked examples are
provided.

a4 o

Overview: Strengths:

No opportunity for None
independent learning is
described.

Areas for Improvement:

No independent practice is
planned.



Strategies

Critical Thinking and Problem Solving

Summary:

This lesson plan fails to demonstrate any meaningful educational
approach or learning potential.

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:

The entire lesson concept requires complete reconstruction with
appropriate learning objectives, safety considerations, and
educational value.

Criteria:

Occurrence - Do

Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
There is a total absence of None identified The lesson plan completely
critical thinking or problem- lacks any evidence of critical
solving approaches in this thinking or problem-solving
lesson plan. The content strategies. The proposed
appears to be potentially activity of having adragon
dangerous and entirely "breathe Fire" at childreniis
unsuitable for classroom inappropriate, unsafe, and
instruction. pedagogically unsound.

Mastery

Summary:

This lesson plan demonstrates a complete lack of understanding
of educational principles and learning design.

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:



The entire lesson concept needs to be redesigned to incorporate
structured, progressive learning approaches.

Criteria:
Use of Mastery Approach - 1D o
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
The lesson plan completely None identified There is no evidence of a
Fails to incorporate any mastery learning approach.
principles of mastery The lesson lacks clear
learning. learning objectives,
progression of skills, or
structured learning steps.
Evidence in the Activities - 1D o
Overview: Strengths: Areas for Improvement:
There are no discernible None identified No activities are described
learning activities that could that could support mastery
support skill mastery. learning. The sole mentioned

activity of adragon
breathing fire is
inappropriate and lacks
educational merit.

Oracy

Summary:

This lesson plan fails to demonstrate any understanding of
language development or communication in learning.

Strengths:

None

Areas for Improvement:

The entire approach to language and communication needs
fundamental reconstruction to support meaningful learning.

Criteria:

Use of Oracy - 1 o



Overview:

The lesson plan completely
neglects oracy development
and meaningful
communication
opportunities.

Strengths:

None identified

Aspirational Language

Overview:

There is no evidence of
language that could inspire,
challenge, or support pupil
development.

Use in Activities

Overview:

The lesson plan provides no
opportunities For meaningful
verbal interaction or
language development.

Strengths:

None identified

Strengths:

None identified

Areas for Improvement:

No provisions for developing
speaking and listening skills
are evident. The lesson plan
does not include any
opportunities for meaningful
dialogue or communication.

- Do

Areas for Improvement:

No aspirational language is
used. The only language
mentioned involves a
potentially threatening
scenario of adragon
breathing fire.

- Do

Areas for Improvement:

No activities support oracy
principles. The proposed
activity is passive and does
not encourage pupil
interaction or
communication.



Sections

Lesson Concept

A lesson about fire involving children on a carpet and a
dragon breathing Fire



