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Please read the transcript below and provide a detailed analysis of how the elements of Sustained Shared Thinking have been used, whether they are effective and why. Discuss whether the children’s learning has been moved on (linked to areas of learning and development) and what else could have further supported it.
Please complete this task on no more than one side of A4.

Boy 3 has finished his cake and starts to sing 'Happy Birthday' to Nursery Teacher 1. 
Nursery Teacher 1 pretends to blow out the candles. "Do I have a present?" 
Boy 3 hands her a ball of playdough. 
Nursery Teacher 1: "I wonder what's inside? I'll unwrap it." She quickly makes the ball into a thumb pot and holds it out to Boy 3.
Boy 3: "It's empty!" 
Boy 3 takes a pinch of playdough and drops it into the thumb pot "It's an egg." 
Nursery Teacher 1 picking it out gingerly "It's a strange shape." 
Boy 1 tries to take the 'egg'. 
Nursery Teacher 1: "Be very, very careful. It's an egg." 
Nursery Teacher 1to Boy 3: "What's it going to hatch into?" 
Boy 3: "A lion." 
Nursery Teacher 1: "A lion?.... I can see why it might hatch into a lion, it's got little hairy bits on it." She sends Boy 3 to put the egg somewhere safe to hatch. He takes the egg and goes into the bathroom................ 
Boy 3 returns to the group. 
Nursery Teacher 1: "Has the egg hatched?" 
Boy 3: "Yes." 
Nursery Teacher 1: "What was it?" 
Boy 3: "A bird." 
Nursery Teacher 1: "A bird? We'll have to take it outside at playtime and put it in a tree so it can fly away." 



Detailed Analysis of transcript - Irena Baruch

My overall comments are as follows: 
· I think that the teacher has moments of effective Sustained Shared Thinking, like with the blowing out of the candles, and moments of less effective interactions, like with the comment about the shape of the egg.
· However, I prefer the concept of ‘sustaining effective interactions’ (Fisher, 2016) – because it allows for the interactive nature of the exchanges.
            More specifically, my analysis of the exchange is outlined below. 

	How Sustained Shared Thinking was used, whether effective and why
	Has the children’s learning been moved on?
	What else could have further supported it

	The boy is engaging with his teacher by coming to her with the birthday cake he has made. 

	He has initiated her engagement and she is following the child’s interest effectively.  

	No suggestions, introduced well.

	She takes the idea and theme further by acting out what you do when you have a Birthday cake (blowing out the candles) and extending the idea by asking if she has a present, which is providing a simple narrative. 

	Perhaps this was not totally in tune with what the boy was playing as she initiated the idea of the present. It may be that the asking of the question interfered with where his idea was going.
	Perhaps a supportive question might have been a more open one. For example, a question to provoke his thinking (Fisher, 2016) about where his idea was going. 

	She makes his present into an object, the idea coming from her first but she is trying to support him by following his interest further. The boy seems happy to play along, noticing that the ‘pot’ is ‘empty’, and adds his own idea of an ‘egg’. She comments that it is a ‘strange shape’. 
	Not clear if this interaction has moved on his learning. 
	Perhaps making an egg-shape with him would have embedded the idea further, working together so he could experience for himself visually as well as verbally the shape of an egg. 


	The boy seems to want to take the egg away after her comment. She tries to take the idea further and asks what might it ‘hatch into’. It feels like the question is imposed onto him and so he replies with what he can think of, ‘a lion’. She tries to connect to his idea by commenting about ‘the hairs’ on the egg. This is a moment where she is trying to use active-listening to connect to the child’s idea and perhaps this would have been a good time to ponder aloud ‘I wonder how we can make an egg shape?’ She sends him to put it somewhere safe. The bathroom seems like an inappropriate place for an object a child has just made. 
	It did move on the child’s learning, but I question if that was an effective interaction as it seemed to miss the opportunity for understanding the concepts surrounding an egg. 
	Perhaps an idea for extending the idea further would have been to consider ‘who lays eggs’ and how precious an egg is that the mummy and daddy animal might make a nest so it can hatch, which could have been a good moment to model creative thinking. Using a cloth or whatever is to hand to make a nest might have been a nicer place for the egg to be left while supporting the ideas behind eggs, animals and nature.

	Once the boy has joined the group again she asks him, ‘has the egg hatched?’ 

Now he answers that it is a ‘bird’. 

However, the sustained shared thinking was broken when he went to the other group. 
	With her questions she is trying to continue the theme, and to connect to the child, creating a positive relationship.
	Her comment to take it outside so it can fly away after he has re-joined the group could have happened before in their interaction, i.e. before he went off to rejoin the group. 








