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Competency Highly Effective (4) Effective (3) Improvement Necessary (2) Ineffective (1) 

 

Competency 2.4: 

 

Check for 

Understanding  

Teacher is highly effective at 

checking for understanding 

Teacher is effective at checking for 

understanding 

Teacher needs improvement at checking for 

understanding 

Teacher is ineffective at checking for 

understanding 

For Level 4, much of the Level 

3 evidence is observed during 

the year, as well as some of 

the following: 

 

- Teacher checks for 

understanding at higher 

levels by asking pertinent, 

scaffold questions that push 

thinking; accepts only high 

quality student responses 

(those that reveal 

understanding or lack 

thereof)  

 

- Teacher uses open-ended 

questions to surface common 

misunderstandings and assess 

student mastery of material 

at a range of both lower and 

higher-order thinking 

- Teacher checks for understanding at 

almost all key moments (when 

checking is necessary to inform 

instruction going forward)  

 

- Teacher uses a variety of methods to 

check for understanding that are 

successful in capturing an accurate 

“pulse” of the class’s understanding 

 

 

- Teacher uses wait time effectively 

both after posing a question and 

before helping students think through 

a response 

  

 

- Teacher doesn’t allow students to 

“opt-out” of checks for understanding 

and cycles back to these students 

 

 

-  Teacher systematically assesses 

every student’s mastery of the 

objective(s) at the end of each lesson 

through formal or informal 

assessments (see note for examples) 

- Teacher sometimes checks for understanding 

of content, but misses several key moments 

 

 

 

- Teacher may use more than one type of 

check for understanding, but is often 

unsuccessful in capturing an accurate “pulse” 

of the class’s understanding 

 

 

-  Teacher may not provide enough wait time 

after posing a question for students to think 

and respond before helping with an answer or 

moving forward with content 

 

 

- Teacher sometimes allows students to "opt-

out" of checks for understanding without 

cycling back to these students  

 

 

- Teacher may occasionally assess student 

mastery at the end of the lesson through 

formal or informal assessments. 

- Teacher rarely or never checks for 

understanding of content, or misses 

nearly all key moments 

 

 

-Teacher does not check for 

understanding, or uses only one 

ineffective method repetitively to do so, 

thus rarely capturing an accurate 

"pulse" of the class's understanding  

 

- Teacher frequently moves on with 

content before students have a chance 

to respond to questions or frequently 

gives students the answer rather than 

helping them think through the answer. 

 

- Teacher frequently allows students to 

"opt-out" of checks for understanding 

and does not cycle back to these 

students  

 

- Teacher rarely or never assesses for 

mastery at the end of the lesson 

Notes: 

1. Examples of times when checking for understanding may be useful are: before moving on to the next step of the lesson, or partway through independent practice. 

2. Examples of how the teacher may assess student understanding and mastery of objectives: 

• Checks for Understanding: thumbs up/down, cold-calling 

• Do Nows, Turn and Talk/ Pair Share, Guided or Independent Practice, Exit Slips 


