
Whole Class Comparison: 
 
Student Learning Goal 1 Learning Goal 2 Learning Goal 3 Learning Goal 4 

 % Pre % Post % Pre % Post % Pre % Post % Pre % Post 

1 67 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 

2 44 100 50 100 33 33 0 100 

3 67 67 0 50 0 33 0 0 

4 56 78 0 50 33 67 0 0 

5 44 89 0 50 33 67 0 100 

6 56 67 0 100 0 33 0 100 

7 78 89 0 0 67 0 0 0 

8 89 100 50 100 67 100 0 100 

9 67 100 50 100 33 100 0 100 

10 67 89 50 100 67 67 0 0 

11 56 100 100 100 33 100 0 100 

12 11 78 100 50 33 100 0 100 

13 56 67 100 100 100 100 100 100 

14 100 100 100 100 67 100 100 100 

15 78 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 
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Summarization of Whole Class: 
 
 By looking at the graph and the data table with the students’ pre-assessment and post-

assessment scores, it is obvious to see that the students overall achievement was higher on the 

post-assessment. However, I predicted the class would meet the criterion of each learning goal at 

ninety percent. Two of the learning goals were met with achievement at eighty percent and two 

at approximately seventy percent. The learning goal which the students improved on the most 

was LG4, students will conclude how regions of the world relate to one another and change over 

time. On the pre-assessment only thirteen percent of this learning goal was met. After the post-

assessment, seventy-three percent of the learning goal was met by the students.  

The students also improved their scores on the post-assessment on achievement of 

learning goal two questions. LG2, students will locate and explain the location and geography of 

Japan, only had an achievement percentage of fifty-three on the pre-assessment. After the post-

assessment the students achieved eighty percent of this learning goal.  

 I am able to conclude that the students learned more throughout this unit than they 



already knew about Medieval Japan. Although the predicted achievement percent of the learning 

goals was not met, it is higher than what was first measured after the pre-assessment. I can tell by 

their scores that their knowledge increased. The increase of the overall scores and the increase in 

percent of the learning goals helps me to measure what the students knew before the unit and 

how much they learned by the end of the unit.  
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Comparison of Girls and Boys:  
 



LG2: Girls vs. boys
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Girls vs. Boys
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Summarization of Girls vs. Boys:   
 
 I chose to compare boys and girls because within this class the boys are always shouting 

out the answers and getting called on more by my cooperating teacher. I could sense some 



favoritism within this class between my cooperating teacher and some of the boys. I wanted to 

compare the boys and girls because I wanted to see if the girls still “measured up” to the boys 

and they are just too shy in class or if the boys in this particular class are more advanced than the 

girls.  

 I also chose LG2, students will locate and explain the location and geography of Japan, to 

measure between the boys and girls because about half of the criterion for the learning goal was 

met by the entire class on the pre-assessment and it increased by thirty percent after the post-

assessment.  

 For the girls, one student’s knowledge of LG2 decreased from the pre-assessment to the 

post-assessment and one student’s stayed the same. However, for the boys, there was a major 

increase for all of them with LG2.  

 From this data I can gather that the boys might have learned more during this unit or it 

was easier for them to understand. I did not tend to call on the boys more than the girls within the 

class and I gave everyone an equal opportunity to ask questions. However, the boys always 

volunteered their answers more often than the girls. It was easy to observe a few of the girls who 

did not want to volunteer their answers on account of looking “dumb.” Although, the girls did 

make an improvement from their pre to post-assessments, LG2 increased more on the boys’ post-

assessments.  

 I also provided a visual for the overall scores of the pre and post-assessments comparing 

the boys and girls. It is evident from this table that all of the boys’ scores increased while one of 

the girls’ stayed the same.  

 I can conclude that the boys’ scores were higher in both achieving LG2 and in their final 

post-assessment scores. However, I can also tell by the data that the girls had more room to 



grow. Since the boys’ pre-assessment scores were already higher they did not learn as much as 

the girls. The girls’ knowledge of Medieval Japan really increased between the pre and post-

assessments. 

Comparison of Individuals: 

 I have chosen to compare Student A and Student B because of their relationship with one 

another and because of their personalities within the classroom.  

 Student A is a thirteen-year-old girl. She is a typical seventh grade girl who is wrapped 

up in cheerleading and other girl things but also worries about keeping her grades up because of 

the consequences her parents give. 

 Student B is a thirteen-year-old boy who is also concerned about typical seventh grade 

boy things: music, sports, and Student A. Student A and Student B are “friends,” it is very 

obvious. However, Student B knows all the answers to every question while Student A struggles 

to make good grades. 

 I was intrigued by both of these students when I first started. I enjoyed both of them and 

they are both great students. They are both kind and smart but for one it is a struggle and for one 

it comes naturally. 

 I think it is important as a teacher to recognize this difference within students. Student A 

always asked for answers to the study guide a week before my cooperating teacher or myself 

would give them to the rest of the class. She needed to take the time to study, whereas Student B 

just studied the night before a test. Although students like Student B might get a better grade on 

the test, I think it’s important to recognize effort that students like Student A put into their work.  

 Student A made a 46 (7/15) percent on her pre-assessment. Then, she made a 74 percent 

on the chapter test over Medieval Japan. However, she scored an 80 (12/15) percent on her post-



assessment. She increased her score almost twice as much between her pre and post-assessments. 

 Student B made a 73 (11/15) percent on his post-assessment. On his chapter test, Student 

B made a 98 percent. Also, on his post-assessment, he scored a 93 (14/15) percent.  

 Although Student B’s scores were higher, Student A made the most improvement 

between her pre and post-assessments. 

 In comparing LG2, students will locate and explain the location and geography of Japan, 

and LG3, students will determine how both the physical characteristics and human 

characteristics play a part in the shaping of Japan’s society, Student B met the criterion of the 

learning goals. 

 Student A met fifty percent of LG2 (questions 2 and 4) and thirty-three percent of LG3 

(questions 3, 5, and 6) on her pre-assessment. On her post-assessment, she did not increase in 

either learning goals. However, Student B met 100 percent of LG2 and LG3 on both is pre and 

post assessments.  

 


