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A Sample Teaching Research Record Reviewed Paragraph by
Paragraph: Lesson Demo, Problem Discussion, Improvement

Advice

Below is a paragraph—-by-paragraph review of a teaching research record about
narrative writing, showing how the three segments should be written so the record
stays objective, carries viewpoints, and ends with a conclusion. The sample is about

seven hundred words with a clean structure, suitable as a reference.

The first segment is the lesson demonstration. The sample says: on Wednesday
morning period two, Teacher Li taught a fifth—grade narrative writing starter lesson
titled The Moment I Grew Up; the class opened with a short life video of a student,
then arranged two independent writing rounds with one peer review in between. From a
review angle, this paragraph gives time, teacher, grade, topic, and lesson flow, with
no evaluative adjectives, so it is objective enough. The gap is that the most
striking feature is not pointed out; adding one sentence that this lesson places peer

review between the two writing rounds would fix it.
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The second segment is the problem discussion. The sample records three teachers:
the first thinks the second draft improved little because the peer review criteria
were too vague; the second adds that the review form only has good or bad columns, so
students just tick boxes; the third traces the problem to the teacher demonstration,
noting the feedback session lacked a before—and—-after revision comparison. From a
review angle, each speaker contributes one claim plus one piece of on—site evidence,
and the three claims build from symptom to tool to teaching method. That layered
progression is what having viewpoints looks like. Keep the speaking order so the

logic chain stays intact.

The third segment is improvement advice and conclusion. The sample states: the
group agreed to change the review form to three concrete dimensions; next week the
same—topic lesson will open with a before—and-after revision demo by Teacher Li; all
group members will observe and finish a second discussion within twenty minutes after
class. From a review angle, this paragraph covers consensus, action, owner, and
deadline, which makes the conclusion testable. The lesson of the whole record: having

all segments is not enough; every segment needs concrete information behind it.
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