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Abstract 
The aim of this study to teaching performance evaluation of 

teachers rapporteur beautiful my initial grades in Hail in the light of 
the teaching structural practices, was used descriptive analytical 
method, has been building a list practices teaching constructivist, it 
consisted of five standards and a number of practices are: Planning to 
teach, implement teaching , Chapter management and dealing with 
different types of students, and the use of activities and teaching aids 
and technology, evaluate and follow up the results of student learning, 
were prepared Card Note teaching performance in the light of the list 
of structural practices; was applied note card on a sample of a teacher 
of teachers of course my native Fine in the first semester of the year 
2014-2015(53). The study found the following results 

- To reach a list of the practices of teaching the necessary structural 
availability of teacher decision beautiful my primary grades 
consisted of standards(5), and the exercise of constructivist 
teaching(59) 

- That the teaching performance of teachers to students came degree 
level (medium) in all constructivist teaching practices 

- The lack of statistically significant differences in teaching 
performance of teachers of course my beautiful light grades of 
primary teaching practices structural differences, according to the 
variable training courses 

- The lack of statistically significant differences in teaching 
performance of teachers of course my beautiful light grades of 
primary teaching practices structural differences, according to the 
experience variable 

Keywords: Evaluation- Teaching performance - Preliminary rows - 
teaching constructivist�
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