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Evaluation Criteria for First Round GHMUSIT Competition

Total Score: /35

Category 5 3 1
Objectives/Outcomes of | Objectives/Outcomes have been Only some of the objectives The objectives are vague
Lesson clearly stated and are achievable stated are clear and achievable and are not achievable by
by the students. by the students. students.
Score

Learning Tasks and

Tasks are clearly aligned to the

Tasks are partially aligned to the

Tasks are not aligned to the

Activities objectives, appropriately objectives, lacking in appropriate objectives, involve no or
challenging, and effectively challenge and somewhat promote little challenge for students
stimulate student participation. student participation. and do not encourage active

participation.
Score

Instructional Strategies

All instructional strategies adopted
are innovative, well-thought out

Most instructional strategies
adopted seem well-thought out

Instructional strategies
adopted indicate a lack of




and engage students in their
learning.

but lack engagement of students
in their learning.

planning and do not engage
students in their learning.

Score

Assessment Strategies to
Enhance Learning

All assessment strategies adopted
are well-thought out and can
enhance student learning.

Some assessment strategies
adopted seem well-thought out
and can somewhat promote
student learning.

Assessment strategies
adopted are not well-
thought out and do not
facilitate student learning.

Score
Feasibility The teaching schedule overall is The teaching schedule is planned The teaching schedule is
well-planned and manageable with but is somewhat unmanageable unsystematically planned
a clear progression from activity to or lacking in coherence between and unmanageable with no
activity within the lesson. activities within the lesson. coherence between
activities within the lesson.
Score
Relevance of UNESCO’s | The plan shows movement beyond The plan shows inclusion of Al The inclusion of Al is not

Al Education Framework
on Al Foundations

listing or applying Al techniques
superficially. It includes
meaningful ways of including
and/or co-designing instructional
activities with Al to perform
teaching tasks that are traditionally
challenging to perform. The use of
Al is clearly conceptualized and
meaningfully connected across
different parts of the lesson; the
potential risks of adopting Al is

techniques that are somewhat
meaningful, but Al teaching
tasks could be somewhat done
without Al to obtain similar
outcomes; the use of Al is
somewhat conceptualized in the
teaching tasks but still has room
for clarity; the plan demonstrates
little evidence of creativity or
transfer beyond single tasks; the
potential risks of adopting Al is

meaningful, or at times
even present potential harm
to teaching and learning
(e.g., privacy risks on
student data, hallucinated
content);

the plan shows minimal
conceptualization of Al or
the assumption made about
Al was incorrect. Al tools
may be mentioned, but their
use is vague or not




well-considered and mostly-
mitigated.

somewhat considered and
partially mitigated.

connected meaningfully to
the lesson.

Score

Relevance of UNESCO’s
Al Education Framework
on Al Pedagogy

The plan integrates Al into
teaching strategies in a purposeful
way, supporting preparation of
teaching material, instructional
design, learning process and
outcomes, collaboration, care, or
assessment. The use of Al clearly
follows learner-centered
principals.

The plan includes Al mainly as
support for a limited set of
teaching and learning tasks, but it
does not clearly reshape or
extend pedagogy in ways that
extend beyond traditional

pedagogy.

The plan refers to Al only
as a basic add-on tool that
presents no additional value
to teaching and learning,
with little or no visible
impact on the teaching
approach or learning
process and learning
outcome.

Score

Other Comments:




Recommendation

This team is/is not recommended to join the 2" Round of the GHMUSIT Competition.
(please cross out as appropriate)

Name of Recommender:
Signature

Date:

Received by Competition Organizing Committee on:
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