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Abstract.
In this paper I will reflect on and evaluate my performance of the micro-teach session that I presented to my peers as a part of the Principles of Teaching, Learning and Emergent Technologies module. I will construct it, using Gibbs (1988) Reflective Cycle that will lead me from the description of the lesson to the action plan for the next teaching opportunity. 
Introduction.
As a part of my first PGCE module I prepared a micro-teach session “Constructivism, Bauhaus and Gustavs Klucis” - a lesson on the subject of Russian Constructivism and German Bauhaus Art and Design schools as well as the bright representative of the Russian Constructivism movement, artist Gustavs Klucis.
The reason I chose these specific topics, was the fact that, considering that my audience was going to be of a very wide range of artistic abilities and design fluencies, I was hoping to deliver a lesson that would be exciting for everyone and might also raise an interest and challenge in those who are familiar with the subject and erudite in the discipline of art history. The Constructivism and Bauhaus movements were both born at a very specific time in history; they were formed and influenced by certain political powers and social processes of the European history of the early 20th century. The examples of these design movements are very easily recognizable, however their direct influence and affect on the modern design is often overlooked and understated. I included Gustavs Klucis in this lesson for several reasons. He is one of the most known Soviet propaganda artists who applied designing techniques never used before. Also, his life story turned out to be very dramatic, so I hoped that my peers would find the content of my session fresh, informative and interesting.

Description.
I chose to use Power Point as the technology for the presentation part of my micro-teach. Power Point is a helpful tool to deliver and demonstrate the core facts and main information of the lesson, but it also allows to create a powerful visual presentation that explains the subject by implementing composition, fonts and colours that often explains more than the descriptions and themselves were the key elements of my chosen subject.  As my presentation consisted of three separate parts, I felt like Power Point would help to blend the transition from one to another. Power Point provided me with everything I needed to deliver my presentation and I also felt comfortable to use it.
For the second part of my session I decided to present my audience with a quiz. Unlike the Power Point, the Kahoot quiz was an emergent technology I had never used before, but it seemed to me an excellent way  to  establish, how effectively had I delivered the information and therefore how much of it had my “students” comprehended and remembered.  I also thought that taking part in the quiz would be fun for my audience.  The quiz comprised seven 1 word questions on the subject I had just delivered in my presentation. Each question had two possible answers and 10 seconds to choose the right answer.
For the last part of my micro-tech session I prepared a short practical hands-on workshop, where the “students” where given a list of facts on different random subjects. They would have to choose one fact and then create a stylized propaganda poster, using the print-outs and the materials I provided them with – pastel crayons, coloured paper, scissors and glue. In the production of the poster they were to use the tricks and techniques I had been talking about in my presentation.


 
Feelings and Evaluation.
The whole process of preparation for my micro-teach I found very exciting. However, the one emotion that was even more overwhelming was fear. I found it very challenging to choose the topic that I could deliver comfortably. Mainly, because I knew that my audience was going to be vastly mixed and while some of them might have very little knowledge about the subject, others were very likely to be more knowledgeable than myself. The idea that in the class there might be sitting someone who is an expert on the topic I would be delivering was scary. So I spent a long time choosing and combining themes for the presentation. Finally I was confident about my subject choice. I was about to present to my “students” something I loved and knew very well and for those of my peers that were already familiar with the topic I was about to deliver, I had chosen to include the part about Klucis - a Latvian born artist that was eventually killed by the political regime he so passionately praised and beautifully represented throughout his whole creative live. I believed that these nuances will add a little drama and originality to my presentation that even my experienced design expert peers will find interesting. 
The lesson plan was laid out, the presentation was written, the quiz prepared and all the materials gathered. I felt very nervous and decided, that if anything goes wrong, I will “play it by ear”, as I had no expectations of which parts of my micro-teach session I will find challenging and which, if any – easy.
The beginning of the lesson was rather clumsy, as I was feeling very nervous and found it hard to find the words to even introduce myself and my lesson. After couple of attempts I finally got to my first picture slide. From there, with the visual information in front of me, I felt that my thoughts got back in order and my speech started to flow. Flicking through the slides and delivering my presentation I felt like I constantly need to look at the pictures to keep my talking smooth. I guess that is how I process my thoughts – through a visual representation. During the presentation I was asked some questions, which slightly threw me off the track, but it also gave me a sense of confidence as I felt that my audience is interested.
When it came to the quiz I suddenly felt like I had thrown myself into the “deep end of the pool” and that maybe I should not have chosen a technology I had never used before. I had decided to use just one word instead of a question. I thought that it was a good idea, as it will be quick to read and clear to understand. However, I had not considered the visual layout of the quiz and the font size of the question, which made it very hard to recognize. I soon realized that some of the participants had not even noticed where the question is and are trying to choose the answer without knowing the question. However, after the initial confusion, everyone in the classroom was finally focused on the task and I was very happy to see that some of my “students” had teamed up and having short discussions before choosing their answers. Prud’homme-Geneteux (2017) suggests that: this is an opportunity for peer learning, and it is used to clarify concepts that students did not grasp on their own. This practice is sometimes called two-stage cooperative testing, and it has been shown to increase student engagement as well as learning for both the students who knew the material initially and those who did not.
When I started to deliver the materials for the mini workshop, the room seemed to have suddenly come alive. Everyone looked excited. At this point I was not sure how much time I had left. While thinking about that I failed to explain the task properly, so everyone would understand what is it I want them to accomplish. Only after several people raised their questions, I finally made it clear. For the next few minutes I was trying to follow the progress of my “students” work, but I could not shake off the thought of the flaw when explaining the task and therefore unfortunately I could not fully focus on helping and monitoring the progress of the poster making.
My micro-teach time was nearly over. I had managed to fit it within the 30 minute frame. Yet there was one more thing left I had completely forgotten about and was not prepared for – the question time. I had thought of it before of course, as it was writing in my lesson plan. I also knew that there is very little I can prepare for it, as my topics were rather broad and I could not predict what sort of questions I might receive.  I was only asked one question and it was a question I could not answer. However, I was standing there in front of my peers rather satisfied, as the question I was given required an in depth answer I could have not possibly prepared and could be itself a great start for another debate. The time for my session was over.

Analysis and Conclusion.
It took some while for me to be able to look back at my micro-teach lesson and analyze it. There were mistakes and errors I recognized straight away, some of them even before I started my presentation, but most of them I realized afterwards. The biggest challenge had been my fear.
If I had been more confident and not so nervous, my lesson would have come out so much better. If I would not have started it with stuttering introduction, it would have sounded more professional and if I had not lingered on the errors I made, I would have been able to focus on delivering my lesson. However, considering the fact that it was my first lesson, I would expect that the fear would diminish as my experience would grow. According to Hattie (2012) a typical lesson never goes as planned. However, I was lacking the ability of the expert teachers to problem solve, to be flexible and to improvise. “Playing by ear” appeared to be harder than expected, so it was a lesson that taught me that I should either learn to concentrate on fixing the problem rather than linger on thinking about it and also think about possible failures beforehand and prepare myself for them.  
As for the emergent technologies I could have chosen to use in my micro-teach session, I realize there is a vast amount of technologies I should research and learn about. Power Point presentations have been used for a while in the Academic world and I believe that in this case I chose correctly to use Power Point as it was a tool I was feeling confident and comfortable to use. Another new technology would have caused even more stress this time. However, I feel that I should explore and use another emergent technology next time I have an opportunity of delivering a lesson. 
I really wanted to include a quiz in my micro-teach. Some researches suggest that they may improve students’ attitudes towards the instructors’ pedagogy without any negative consequences for performance. However, I should have either used a quiz website with a different layout or taken a moment to explain the quiz to my audience in advance. The quiz part of my micro-teach did not fulfill my expectations and in my opinion was the weakest point of my lesson. 
Also, for this particular session a quiz was a quick activity that I could fit in my limited time frame, but I also realized that a questionnaire would have been more appropriate method for that particular stage of the session, as it would provide me with more information and help me understand how well my audience had understood the subject and would also give them a choice of their own input and let them express their ideas and attitudes.
Initially I thought that I will struggle to prepare a 30 minute long session, but I could have not be more wrong. I was afraid I will run out of things to talk about, but instead I ran out of time.
Conclusion.
I am very happy I had an opportunity to present my micro-teach session to my peers and reflect on it afterwards. I am looking forward the next time when I will do my best by learning from my mistakes
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