	Lesson Plan –Grammar.



	Title – Noun “countable or non-countable”



	Instructor:

Benjamin Valencia
	Level:

1) intermediate.
	# of Students
10
	Length

50 minutes


	Materials:
- Sheets of papers with blanks. 

- wh



	Aims:

Mai    Main Aim:  Students will know what countable and non-countable noun is. 
\\\\   Secondary Aim:  Students will learn compare .

Personal Aim: I want to reduce my TTT and increase STT. 

                            I want to improve my ICQ’s. 

                            I want to adjust my speaking speed to the level of the learners. 


	Language Skills:

- Listening: Students will listen to speech of other students.
- Speaking:  Students will discuss about current issue.
- Reading: Students will read the article.
- Writing: Students will write down words which are used by other students.


	Language Systems:

- Phonology: 
- Lexis: 
- Grammar: None to discuss.
- Function: 


	Assumptions:

Students already know:

-how to contribute to a mind map on the board.
-how to give their ideas on the meaning of a quote.
-various ideas about current events.
-how to discuss their ideas with a partner.


	Anticipated Errors and Solutions:

-  Students may have a hard time to express their own ideas.
         ( To help students give some issue-related words.
-  The lesson finishes early.

         If it’s five minutes: do SOS activity  A

-Students may feel hard to debate each other.
         ( Inducing students to debate by nominating the students.
-Students have difficulty understanding articles.

         ( Expression will be given.
.


	References:



	Lead-in

	Materials: two blessed day and sacred night pictures

	Time

1 minute
4 minutes

5 minutes.

	Set up

Whole Class

2 groups of 5 

	Procedure Write the words on the board: 
“public welfare ?”
Greeting:
Briefly greet students: “Hello class!”
Eliciting and Prediction:
Elicit the meaning of the words from the students with making them speak related words.
Discussion about what is welfare.
ICQ’s: Will you be working individually? =No
             What will you do? = Discussion.
. 

Begin the activity. Monitor the groups and give a time warning and words to be related.



	Pre-activity

	Materials:  Board and markers.

	Time

10 Min.

	Set up

Two groups of 5 
	Preparing for debating about the main idea within group members.
Procedure 
    : Providing articles which are related with subject and make students electing leader and write “The free meal” on the board.
Instructions 
1) If students may not know some words, give them meaning with English. 
ICQs   
1) What will you do while reading? [summarize articles or else]
2) What will you do, when you finish reading? (Discussion with members.)
3] How many times do you have? [10 minute.]

	Main activity

	Materials:  Article sheets and empty sheets for dictation.


	Time
25 minutes
 
	Set up
Two groups of 5

	Procedure: Making 2 groups choose one side to support and start debating.
Instruction: Giving the meaning of some words and organizing if students are overheated. 
ICQs: 
1) How many times will you have? 

(25 minutes)
2) What will you do while other student speech? 

(dictation main words of speech)

 3) Where will you dictate? 
(a blank sheets of paper)

Begin activity.
:  Monitor. Help Ss as needed. Organizing. 
Activity finishes.

 


	Post-Activity

	Materials:  none. 

	Time
5 minutes
1 minute. 


	Set-up
One student of each group

Closing remarks
	Procedure:  conclusion. Give leaders of each group a chance to speech “concluding suggestion”
Instruction : none

ICQ’s 

: 1] What are you doing, leaders ?

     [Conclusion remarks.]
  2] How many times do you have? 

[ 5 minutes]

Finish of activity.

Teacher provides closing remarks.
Goodbye to Ss 
Great job today. See you tomorrow


	SOS activities 

	Materials:  Sheets of words which are related to article.

	Time

5 minutes

	Set-up

Two groups of 5


	Procedure : Find out synonyms of words
Instructions: 
  Ask students what synonyms of these words are.
CCQs:   
1) What will you do? [Find synonyms]
   2) How many times do you have?

 [5 minutes]
   3) Will you work individually? [no]



Article

Vote on school meals to be watershed for Oh’s political future, welfare competition


Against the backdrop of a pile of boxes containing what he had awaited for months, Seoul Mayor Oh Se-hoon stood before a crowd of reporters at City Hall on June 16.

“The upcoming referendum will be a watershed to decide whether to expand or put an end to welfare populism,” said Oh. He hoped the judgment to be made by Seoul citizens would ring alarm bells against the “flood of populist pledges.”

Earlier in the day, representatives from an association of conservative civic groups had delivered to the city office three truckloads of boxes filled with signatures from more than 800,000 citizens calling for a referendum on free lunches for all elementary and middle school students.
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	Seoul Mayor Oh Se-hoon addresses a news conference in front of boxes filled with signatures calling for a referendum on free school meals at City Hall earlier this month. (Yonhap News)



By undertaking the work to prepare for the vote, the mayor also put his political future at stake as he has been casting himself as an antipopulism fighter by highlighting his objection to the unlimited offer of free school meals, which is being pushed by the city council dominated by the main opposition Democratic Party. The referendum will ask citizens to choose between the council’s scheme and a gradual extension of free lunches to cover students from the 50 percent lowest-income families as suggested by the mayor from the ruling Grand National Party.

If he succeeds in thwarting the full-scale free lunch program, Oh will consolidate his position as a principled leader, attracting the conservative electorate who raise their eyebrows at the unfettered competition between the rival parties to woo voters with populist pledges. A win in the referendum, which is expected to be held in late August, would also heighten his stature as potential presidential runner.

Some critics say Oh, 50, has been deliberately making a high-profile political issue of the free lunch program. Since the council passed an ordinance on implementing the program in December, Oh had boycotted its sessions for more than half a year. He attended council meetings last week, arguing with opposition councilors over the referendum and other municipal policies.

“Mayor Oh is apparently using the vote as a stepping stone for his bid for the presidency,” said Kim Dong-wook, a DP council member.

Oh has rebuffed the claims he has ulterior motives as an attempt to distort his sincerity to uphold conservative values. He has been touted as potential presidential candidate since he was first elected as Seoul mayor in 2006 after serving a four-year term as a lawyer-turned-lawmaker, spearheading a drive to reform the GNP and initiating the revision of the election law to make political funding more transparent. Some observers say he may join the race for the GNP presidential nomination next year if his stance is consolidated in the wake of the referendum win. But most commentators see his serious presidential challenge will come five years later. Oh recently told a local daily that he does not mind some people saying he lacks willpower. “I am young, so there is no need to hurry,” he said.

If voters go for the council’s free lunch program or the referendum itself becomes invalid with less than a third of eligible voters turning out, the mayor may suffer an irreparable setback, drawing criticism he has wasted 18 billion won ($16.6 million) in taxpayers’ money for his “political gambling.” He will come under mounting pressure to step down and even if he stays in his post, he will stagger through the remaining period of his second four-year term that began in July last year.

In the June 16 news conference, Oh said he would accept the result of the plebiscite but stopped short of placing his mayoralty at stake by saying he would “consider what political responsibility to take.”

Oh recently reiterated he was ready to take full responsibility for loss in the referendum, saying he will make public his concrete ideas before the referendum is held.

Difficult choices

Aside from Oh’s political fate, the vote is also drawing keen attention from the public as its outcome will set the tone for the escalating competition between the ruling and main opposition parties to present welfare pledges in the lead-up to next year’s parliamentary and presidential elections. The mayor has said if the free lunch program is dismissed in the referendum, both parties will have to change their current election strategies relying on measures to court voters with welfare populism.

Political commentators note the referendum is pushing the rival parties into a difficult choice.

The GNP, which has supported Oh’s fight against the DP-dominated city council, is now in no position to go all-out to win the referendum. Many GNP lawmakers are worried that campaigning for the plebiscite may overshadow their efforts to woo voters by polishing up welfare measures.

A day after Oh’s news conference, Rep. Nam Kyung-pil, a four-term lawmaker who is running for election as party leader at the national convention next month, urged the mayor to give up his referendum push and seek a compromise with council members.

The mayor also faced a lukewarm response from GNP floor leader Hwang Woo-yea during their meeting on June 20. Noting the referendum was a municipal issue, Hwang said it would be difficult for the party central office to be involved in the campaign for the referendum, exacerbating the strife with the opposition party.

While heaping criticism on the mayor, DP members also appear undecided on how to cope with his referendum drive. Some argue for making the vote invalid by keeping the turnout below a third of eligible voters. “The referendum will only serve Oh’s political purpose,” said Kim, the DP councilor. “In this circumstance, it may be a better option to shun voting.”

But others including progressive activists say such a passive response will only boost the mayor’s stance, demanding an active participation in the vote to push through free lunches for all students.
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