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Overview
 The Florida Teacher Standards for English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) Endorsement Matrix provides a means for school districts, institutions of higher education and other entities that provide ESOL endorsement courses to document the alignment of their coursework to the strands, standards and performance indicators adopted by the State Board of Education in August 2025 pursuant to Rule 6A-4.02451, Florida Administrative Code. 
The expectation in completing the matrix for Florida Teacher Standards for the ESOL Endorsement is to assess the 9 ESOL Standards and address the 23 ESOL performance indicators for each program to sufficiently demonstrate the criteria of the 5 ESOL Strands. 
The program must assess the Florida Teacher Standards for ESOL Endorsement a minimum of two times within the program. 
The program must address each Performance Indicator at least one time within the program. 
Guidelines for Submissions
· Matrix is submitted in a Word document.
· If matrices are the same for multiple programs, only one matrix should be submitted. 
· Formatting of the template has not been altered (e.g., performance indicators moved or combined, page numbers removed).
· If readings are included, include the text title, author, and chapter title(s), as applicable.
· Resources identified in the matrix must be current (within the past 5 years).
· Include hyperlinks for all resources being used.
· Any links included in the matrix are active and accessible.
Directions
1. General Directions
Submit the completed matrix as a Word document. Include contact information for the preparer: Name, Position, Email, Phone, Program, Institution.
2. Alignment to the 9 ESOL Standards: 
Two assessments/tasks aligned to each ESOL Standard should be clearly described. The explanations should show a succinct alignment to the ESOL Standard. There are 9 ESOL Standards, and it is plausible that an assessment/task may be aligned to more than one ESOL Standard. The descriptions and the rubrics used to collect data on the alignment should reflect each ESOL Standard twice. 
3. Alignment to the 23 Performance Indicators:
Each of the 23 ESOL Performance Indicators should be addressed (not assessed) at least once in the program. This may include a description of the activity/assignment/task that is aligned to the indicator through a class reading, video, discussion or other activity. 

ESOL Endorsement Matrix
	Florida Teacher Standards for English for Speakers of Other Languages 
ESOL Endorsement Matrix

	Strand: Communication and Understanding for English Language Learners (ELLs) (CU)

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	CU.1: Learning of Academic Content and Language for ELLs. Teachers demonstrate strategies that support ELLs’ learning of academic content and language for measurable academic progress.
	

TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy


	Assessment ONE:
	

Field Experience #3:
Candidates use the SOLOM matrix to assess the oral language proficiency in listening, comprehension, vocabulary, fluency, grammar, and pronunciation of an ELL. 

Candidates describe the results on each of the five criteria on the SOLOM; give examples of ELL’s responses by aligning assessment to SOLOM criteria; and present instructional strategies to promote ELLs’ acquisition of academic content and language.

	
	
	Candidates complete a comprehensive Case Study with at least one ELL in a K-12 classroom and six Field Reports. 

Case Study - Field Report #3 is aligned to this standard. 
Candidates develop a set of questions based on the academic curriculum and materials in the classroom and gather data on the student’s learning, English proficiency, and other information to measure academic development and language acquisition. Candidates explain potential barriers ELLs may face in the classroom and describe strategies to help ELLs in learning the academic content, English, and the expectations of the school and include technological resources to further develop language and content-area skills for ELLs at varied levels of English proficiency.

Rubric criteria aligned to the standard:
-Candidates analyze a range of academic and linguistic barriers ELLs may face (e.g., limited vocabulary, unfamiliar content).
-Candidates explain strategies tailored to learning for ELLs at varied English proficiency levels (e.g., sentence frames, peer editing).
-Candidates demonstrate strategies that support ELLs' learning of grade-level content and English language for evidenced-based academic improvement. 
-Candidates describe ELL's academic progress and specific strategies to support language proficiency. 
	

	
	
TSL 4251
Applying Linguistics to ESOL Teaching and Testing


	Assessment TWO:
	
Field Experience #2:
Candidates coordinate with a mentor teacher to meet with ELL and evaluate pronunciation, fluency, vocabulary, comprehension, stress, intonation, accent, and overall speech patterns. They may ask ELL to read words that show the predicted language errors, read a short text, or answer simple questions to elicit the predicted errors. The goal is for candidates to reflect on strategies that promote ELLs’ development of academic content knowledge and language skills to help learners show steady, academic progress over time. 

	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data to identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

The ELL Analysis – Field Report #2 aligned to this standard. 
Candidates demonstrate an understanding of the five linguistic subfields through multiple, instructional approached strategies in supporting ELLs’ academic development and language proficiency. Prior to meeting with ELL, candidates research the “Common Mistakes in English” that are characteristic of ELL on the Ted Power website. They make a list of predictable pronunciation errors for the language spoken by ELL. Based on findings, candidates develop a set of questions motivating for ELL to answer (i.e., depending on age, English proficiency, grade level) to elicit the kinds of phonological errors that are commonly found among ELLs who speak the student’s language. Candidates describe instructional based strategies to support phonemic awareness (e.g., identifying beginning, middle end sounds) for ELLs to support the foundation for both reading and spelling. Candidates reflect on strategies to show how an understanding of the language system guides ELLs’ language acquisition and academic progress.

Rubric criteria aligned to the standard:
-Candidates demonstrate an understanding of the subfields of linguistics and strategies to guide ELLs’ academic development and language proficiency for measurable academic progress. 
-Candidates demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the five linguistic subfields through multiple evidence-based strategies to support ELLs’ academic growth and language proficiency. 
-Candidates connect linguistic knowledge to instructional decisions to show improvement in ELLs’ performance. 
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	CU.1.1 Provide instruction and experiences that meet individual student needs.
	EEC 4941
Field Experience I
	Candidates share observations from field experiences and work in groups to brainstorm ways to provide instruction and learning experiences that are responsive to learner’s strengths, needs, and developmental readiness concentrating on idiomatic expressions (language). 

	Candidates observe the instructional experiences provided to individual students with a focus on idiomatic expressions (language) in field experience.

	CU.1.2 Model appropriate language and behaviors expected in U.S. school settings and workplaces.
	EEC 4706
Language and Emerging Literacy
	Candidates identify appropriate language and behaviors expected in early childhood settings (i.e., various student structures during whole group and small group contexts, taking turns talking, peer crosstalk). Candidates model taking turns talking, listening, and responding during a group discussion as they conduct an interactive read aloud with children in their field experience classroom.
	Conduct an interactive read aloud with students and demonstrate appropriate language use and professional behaviors.

	CU.1.3 Collaborate with families, schools, and larger communities to engage ELLs’ families in supporting their children’s education and encourage parental rights and involvement.
	EEC 4408
Teacher, Child, and Family Relations
	Candidates create a family newsletter that fosters reciprocal communication and active family engagement. Based on analyses of existing resources, candidates design clear, developmentally appropriate materials that help ELLs’ families understand classroom goals and support their children’s learning. The newsletter includes strategies for family involvement, recommended activities, and accessible information that strengthen connections between home and school.
	

	CU.1.4 Incorporate in instruction the roles, rights, and responsibilities of U.S. citizens and ways to support civic engagement. 
	EEC 4212
Integration Curriculum: Social Sciences, Humanities, and Arts
	Using children’s literature and primary sources, candidates create inquiry-based experiences that help students understand citizenship, rights, and responsibilities, and promote civic engagement in developmentally appropriate ways.
	



	Strand: Applied Linguistics (AL)

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	AL.1: Language as a System 
Teachers will demonstrate understanding that language is a system to support ELLs’ acquisition of English at varying proficiency levels.
	
TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy


	Assessment ONE:
	
Case Study- Field Report #1:
Candidates dialogue with ELL to learn about student’s interests, background, English proficiency, and demonstrate an understanding of how the components of language function together as an interconnected system.

	
	
	Candidates complete a comprehensive Case Study with at least one ELL in a K-12 classroom and six Field Reports. 

Case Study - Field Report #1 is aligned to this standard. 
Candidates consult with their mentor teacher to identify an ELL and create a list of questions pertinent to student’s age, proficiency, and grade level. They set up a time to meet with ELL, introduce themselves, and informally ask the list of questions prepared. 
Candidates create a summary of their experience to include: a description of how to support ELL’s English proficiency demonstrating an understanding of language as a system; an explanation of ways to create a welcoming classroom; a review the Florida Department of Education website at: Student Achievement through Language Acquisition  (SALA), and how SALA guides teachers and support ELLs.

Rubric criteria aligned to standard:
-Candidates demonstrate meaningful understanding of language as an interconnected system (phonology, morphology, syntax, semantics, pragmatics) and
include relevant examples for varied proficiency levels (e.g., using sentence frames to support syntax, word families to teach morphology).
-Candidates analyze insights gained from the SALA website and apply to instructional practices with specific examples.
-Candidates explain practices (in learning about language as a system) to foster a welcoming classroom and include a rationale connected to ELLs’ language proficiency needs. 
	

	
	
TSL 4251
Applying Linguistics to ESOL Teaching and Testing


	Assessment TWO:
	
ELL Analysis - Field Report #6:
In collaboration with a mentor teacher, candidates plan and teach a differentiated reading activity with ELL or the whole class. Possible options may include an activity based on any of the following suggestions:
Phonics/Phonemic Awareness
o Compare sounds in English and ELL’s home language.
o Teach phonics patterns using leveled texts or visual supports.
Subject-Specific Supports
o Science: Use word banks, sentence frames, visual glossaries, or color-coded highlighting
for complex texts.
o Language Arts: Use audiobooks, role-play, or performance of dialogues/scenes to build fluency and expression.
o Math: Use podcasts, digital math stories, or visuals to make abstract concepts more accessible.
o Other Option: Adapt strategies based on mentor teacher’s recommendations.



	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data to demonstrate knowledge of the English language system, identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

ELL Analysis – Field Report #6 is aligned to this standard. 
Candidates write an articulated reflection on how differentiation supports literacy development across proficiency levels, to include a description of how phonological, morphological, syntactic, and semantic patterns in English support language acquisition for ELLs; how language follows rules and patterns (language as a system) to support language acquisition for ELLs at varied levels of proficiency; an explanation of the overall experience using a differentiated reading activity and strategies to build on first language literacy for ELLs. Candidates provide a rationale on how awareness of language rules and patterns support literacy development for ELLs.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:
--Candidates describe how language operates as a system with consistent rules and patterns.
-Candidates explain how rules and patterns can be applied to support ELLs’ language acquisition across varied proficiency levels.
Candidates provide examples and strategies to demonstrate understanding of language structure in practical teaching contexts.
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	AL.1.1 Demonstrate understanding of the components of the English language: phonology (sounds), morphology (word structure), syntax (sentence structure), semantics (meaning), and pragmatics (contextual use) as an integrative and communicative system.
	EEC 4706 Language and Emerging Literacy
	Candidates define components of the English language (phonology, morphology, syntax, semantics, and pragmatics) and utilize the components to analyze an audio-recording and transcript of young children’s talk during typical classroom activities. Drawing from their analysis, candidates provide specific examples of how teachers might use questioning, linguistic scaffolding, or other techniques to support language development. 
	

	AL.1.2 Apply knowledge of English proficiency levels to support language acquisition across the four language domains (listening, speaking, reading, and writing).
	RED 4312 Emergent Literacy
	Phonemic Awareness/Phonics Lesson Plan
Candidates create a phonics lesson plan and describe how to differentiate for ELLs and students with reading difficulties. The lesson plan, video, and student reflection apply explicit, systematic, and sequential instructional practices and covers the four language domains as follows: 
Listening (students comprehend oral text)
Speaking (discussion, oral responses)
Reading (print concepts / text features / vocabulary in context)
Writing (writing extensions including short responses).
	

	AL.1.3 Model proficient oral and written communication skills for ELLs by adjusting language use according to context, audience, and purpose. 
	EEC 4706 Language and Emerging Literacy
	Candidates describe observations of mentor teachers’ language use in field experience and provide examples of ways they adjusted oral and written language with all students according to setting, learners, and purpose for communication.
	

	AL.1.4 Identify similarities and differences between English and other languages to inform instructional approaches.
	EEC 4008 Literature and Writing in EC
	[bookmark: _Hlk219888733][bookmark: _Hlk219732329]Reading: Tompkins, G. E., & Rodgers, E. (2020). Literacy in the early grades: A Successful start for PreK-4 readers and writers (5th Ed.). Pearson. 
Chapter 4. Cracking the alphabetic code (p. 106-109). 
Chapter 5. Learning to spell (p. 131-133).     
Candidates read and discuss the textbook sections which highlight how English letter sounds and alphabet are similar and different from other languages.
	



	Strand: Methods of Teaching ESOL (MT)

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	MT.1: ESOL Requirements and Practices. Teachers will apply knowledge of evidence-based practices and requirements in the field of ESOL.
	
TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy


	Assessment ONE:
	
Case Study Field Reports #2 and #6:
Candidates meet with ELL to acquire information on student’s academic performance across content areas (i.e.,
math, science, social studies, language arts, music, PE); observe if ELL is perceived as behind, on grade-level, advanced, gifted, specific learning disabilities; and connect field experiences and course resources to show an understanding of laws and policies guiding ELLs and their families.



	
	
	Candidates complete a comprehensive Case Study with at least one ELL in a K-12 classroom and six Field Reports. 

Case Study - Field Reports #2 and #6 are aligned to this standard. 
Candidates explain how the Home Language Survey is used in the identification of ELLs; describe teachers’ responsibilities when instructing ELLs based on specific laws/policies; explain how schools monitor the progress of ELLs; describe tools or procedures observed being used in the P-12 classroom (e.g., RTI, MTSS). 
Candidates review federal and state legislation for ELLs. Suggested resources: Federal and State Legislation, Understanding the Florida Consent Decree, Lau v. Nichols  (1974) Castañeda v. Pickard. (1981) Plyler v. Doe (1982).   
Candidates describe evidence-based ESOL practices (e.g., sheltered instruction, scaffolding, formative assessment) aligned to legal requirements (e.g.,
Florida Consent Decree, ESSA, Lau v. Nichols) and reflect on an understanding of linguistic needs in planning and monitoring ELLs.
Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of federal, state, and local policies/statutes for ELLs.
-Candidates explain classroom implications on how to adapt instruction based on legal mandates.
-Candidates describe ELL’s daily experience; draw meaningful inferences; explain language proficiency level using evidence from observations and/or assessments to demonstrate knowledge of instructional practices that impact student learning. 
	

	
	
TSL 4251
Applying Linguistics to ESOL Teaching and Testing


	Assessment TWO:
	
 ELL Analysis - Field Report #3:
Candidates make a list of strategies based on mentor teacher’s input (or other school personnel’s) and schedule a meeting with ELL to elicit the common phonological errors/sounds of student’s language for a second time.

Candidates take notes of ELL’s pronunciation, accent, intonation, volume, etc. and choose from the following to gather further speech data:

• ELL reads a list of words with predicted error sound embedded (i.e., initial, middle, final).
• ELL names classroom objects or objects in pictures.
• ELL reads a short text with the predicted error sound embedded. 
• ELL answers questions designed to elicit the predicted error sounds. 






	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data for candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the English language system, identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

ELL Analysis - Field Report #3 is aligned to this standard. 
Prior to meeting with ELL, candidates ask mentor teacher, ESOL specialist, or other school personnel
for information on student’s background (e.g., behavior, learning disability, gifted, English proficiency, social skills, academic development), and initiate a conversation about WIDA ACCESS scores, assessments in content areas (e.g., math, science, social studies, language arts, music/PE/arts), or other assessments available. 
Candidates discuss the following: 
--how to include ELLs’ linguistic backgrounds into phonics instruction. 
--strategies beneficial for ELLs at beginning
levels of English proficiency, higher levels, and for all other students.
--specific evidence-based strategies (e.g., visuals, sentence frames, cooperative learning) mentor teacher or ESOL specialist uses to support students. 

Candidates write an articulated reflection on how evidence-based strategies (e.g., instructional techniques that are shown to improve student outcomes for ELLs) aligned to Florida’s ESOL
statutes and rules (e.g., Consent Decree, Lau v. Nichols) support ELLs’ learning and language development. Candidates include an overview of the discussion with mentor teacher (or other school personnel), and examples of how ELLs’ home language serves as a foundation for phonics development, strategies to connect home language knowledge to reading in English.
Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates demonstrate how evidence-based instructional strategies aligned to Florida’s ESOL statutes support language and academic development.
-Candidates integrate language supports (e.g., scaffolding, visuals, sentence frames) tailored to varied proficiency levels.
-Candidates provide an articulated reflection of field experience that connects linguistic knowledge to instructional decisions that promote consistent positive outcomes for students (evidence-based practices). 
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	MT.1.1 Demonstrate knowledge of Florida’s educational statutes and rules when participating in activities regarding the identification, instruction, and progress monitoring of ELLs.
	TSL 4080 ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy
	Candidates read and discuss ESOL federal and state legislation, the impact on the educational rights of ELLs, and ESOL legislation in Florida. The readings include a resource kit of major court cases and laws related to ELLs, and advocacy for multilingual learners.
Reading: Govoni, J. & Lovell, C. (Eds.) Preparing the Way: Teaching English Learners in the P-12 Classroom (5th ed) (2025). Chapters One/Two (p. 1-27).
	

	ESOL Strand and Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	MT.2: English Language Acquisition and Development 
Teachers will apply evidence-based practices to deliver instruction that supports and accelerates English language acquisition.
	
TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy


	Assessment ONE:
	
Lesson Modifications:
Candidates work collaboratively with the mentor teacher to plan and teach a lesson using the strategies of monitoring and peer interaction to demonstrate evidence‑based instructional practices (research supported instructional practices) that promote and increase students’ English language development.

	
	
	The assessment aligned to this assessment is Modified Lesson Plans. Candidates modify lessons and teach one lesson in their field experience. 

Candidates modify activities using evidence-based strategies (e.g., uses explicit vocabulary instruction, provides interactive/meaningful language use, scaffolds instruction, uses authentic materials) to guide ELLs’ English proficiency and academic development with the goal to create benchmarks-aligned lesson plans structured to meet the state academic standards and Florida’s English Language Development (ELD) Standard(s) to show what students are expected to know and be able to do at each grade level and across all content areas.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates provide specific, observable, measurable objectives to ensure mastery of content for ELLs at varied levels of proficiency. 
-Candidates integrate a broad range of evidence-based strategies to support ELLs at varied levels of proficiency and ensure mastery of objective(s).
-Candidates create activities designed for ELLs to access content aligned to benchmarks and support language proficiency.
-Candidates develop lessons that differentiate for all levels of proficiency in fostering a student-centered environment and include systematic and scaffolded instruction to meet the needs of ELLs. 
-Candidates show an alignment with assessment to 
ensure mastery of content for ELLs at varied proficiency levels.  
	

	
	
TSL 4251
Applying Linguistics to ESOL Teaching and Testing












	Assessment TWO:
	
Unit Plan Modifications:
Candidates review unit plan modifications with mentor teacher during field experiences and inquire about further ways to demonstrate evidence‑based instruction that intentionally supports, increases, and monitors students’ English language acquisition.

The overarching goal in modifying a Unit Plan is for candidates to learn more on how to improve ELLs’ learning outcomes and to have a conversation with mentor teachers on instructional approaches and interventions used in the classroom that are supported by high‑quality research.

	
	
	The assessment aligned to this standard is Unit Plan Modifications. Candidates choose two lessons from a K-12-unit and demonstrate ability to utilize evidence-based strategies and practices to modify lesson objectives, activities, and assessments to meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels. 

The modifications identify the appropriate Florida English Language Standard aligned to each lesson; incorporate appropriate strategies for ELLs in listening, speaking, reading, and writing; show how ELLs can demonstrate their academic understanding based on their English proficiency levels, and are connected to grade level expectations. The modifications cannot hold ELLs to lower expectations than non-ELLs in the classroom.
In completing this task, candidates show how they address responsibility to deliver linguistically relevant lessons, and strategies to guide ELLs’ learning of the academic content, English language, and school environment.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates modify lesson activities using evidence-based strategies to guide ELLs’ English proficiency and academic development.
-Candidates create activities that incorporate multiple evidence-based strategies.
-Candidates modify activities to meet the needs of ELLs at all levels of proficiency and lead to the achievement of the lesson objective.
-Candidates demonstrate activities that are systematically modified to align with benchmarks and support four domains across proficiency levels.
-Candidates provide multiple strategies to provide access to academic content and enhance language proficiency.
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	MT.2.1 Demonstrate the use of evidence-based practices in English language acquisition to plan instruction that meets the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels.
	TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy


	Students work in groups to review the five (5) practices outlined in the reading; they are assigned one practice to summarize and share with the class. Reading: Implementing Evidence-based Instructional Practices for English Learners: Using Research to Guide Practice (NCELA, 2025).
	

	MT.2.2 Implement listening, speaking, reading, and writing strategies aligned to evidence-based practices on second language acquisition for ELLs at varying English proficiency levels. 
	EEC 4008 Literature and Writing in EC
	Candidates brainstorm strategies/practices to support young children’s language acquisition. Each group is provided with different evidence-based strategies (e.g., visuals, KWL chart, graphic organizers, think-aloud, open-ended questions, sentence frames, word banks) and asked to share how they can be best used for varying proficiency levels in a jig-saw presentation format to support the four language domains.
	

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience
 (if applicable)

	MT.3: Standards-Based ESOL and Content Instruction 
Teachers will ensure ELLs have access to benchmarks-aligned academic content to provide language support at varying English proficiency levels.
	
TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy


	Assessment ONE:
	
Lesson Plan Modifications: 
Candidates teach a lesson using the strategies of monitoring and peer interaction to demonstrate evidence-based practices to ELLs in their field-based classroom. Candidates discuss with mentor teacher to determine if ELLs are progressing toward the benchmarks’ expectations, materials reflect the cognitive demand, rigor, and language expectations of the benchmarks, and the content is aligned to grade‑level benchmarks with scaffolds, language supports, and differentiation. During the field experience, candidates learn about ways to help ELLs meet the knowledge, skills, and language demands of benchmarks.



	
	
	The assessment aligned to this assessment is Modified Lesson Plans. Candidates adapt lessons to integrate ESOL techniques grounded in evidence-based practices for ELLs at varied English proficiency levels for one or more content areas (e.g., math, science, social studies, language arts). In designing lessons, candidates follow the guidelines for a benchmarks-aligned lesson plan. 
Suggested resource: Colorín Colorado. 

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates write objectives that are specific, observable, measurable to ensure mastery of content for ELLs at varied proficiency levels.
-Candidates identify and align the Florida Content and ELD Standards to the lesson.
-Candidates design lesson activities for ELLs to access content aligned to benchmarks and support language proficiency in the four domains.
-Candidates modify activities using evidenced-based strategies (e.g., research-driven strategies, validated teaching practices, data-informed instruction) to guide ELLs’ English proficiency and academic development. 
-Candidates plan and deliver lessons for English language acquisition to meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels in a student-centered learning environment.
-Candidates modify the assessment to ensure mastery of content for ELLs based on English proficiency levels.
-Candidates demonstrate ability to recognize the teacher’s ethical and professional responsibilities in planning for varied student populations. 
	

	
	
TSL 4251
Applying Linguistics to ESOL Teaching and Testing


	Assessment TWO:
	
ELL Analysis - Field Report #3:
Candidates take notes of ELL’s pronunciation, accent, intonation, volume, etc. and choose from the following to gather further speech data:
• ELL reads a list of words with predicted error sound embedded (i.e., initial, middle, final).
• names classroom objects or objects in pictures.
• ELL reads a short text with the predicted error sound embedded. 
• ELL answers questions designed to elicit the predicted error sounds. 

The goal of this assessment is for candidates to demonstrate their knowledge that ELLs must be able to engage with academic content aligned to benchmarks that are supported by language scaffolds and tailored to varied proficiency levels.

	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data to gather linguistic data for candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the English language system, identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

The assessment aligned to this standard is ELL Analysis - Field Report #3.
Prior to meeting with ELL, candidates ask mentor teacher, ESOL specialist, or other school personnel
for information on student’s background and initiate a conversation about WIDA ACCESS scores, assessments in content areas, or other assessments. Candidates respond to the following: 
--how to include ELLs’ linguistic backgrounds into phonics instruction. 
--strategies beneficial for ELLs at beginning levels of English proficiency, higher levels, and for all other students.
--specific evidence-based strategies mentor teacher or ESOL specialist uses to support all students. 

Candidates write an articulated reflection on how evidence-based strategies aligned to Florida’s ESOL
statutes and rules support ELLs’ learning and language development, include an overview of discussion with mentor teacher (or other school personnel), and provide examples of how a student’s home language serves as a foundation for phonics development; include strategies to connect home language knowledge to reading in English.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
- Candidates demonstrate how evidence-based instructional strategies aligned to Florida’s ESOL statutes, support language and academic development.
- Candidates integrate language supports (e.g., scaffolding, visuals, sentence frames) tailored to varied proficiency levels.
-Candidates explain how ELLs’ home language serves as a foundation for learning phonics; identify strategies from home language to support phonics development (e.g., cognates). 
-Candidates provide an articulated reflection that connects linguistic knowledge to instructional decisions showing how ELLs engage with academic content aligned to benchmarks supported by language scaffolds tailored to their proficiency levels.
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	MT.3.1 Use evidence-based strategies to support language acquisition and academic achievement.
	EEC 4943
Field Experience III
	Candidates share observations from field experience on how language acquisition is supported within academic subjects (i.e., math, science, social studies). Candidates work in groups to select a content area, analyze strengths and weaknesses of the identified evidence-based strategies, and share with the class ways for improvement.
	Candidates observe academic subject instruction in field experience with a specific focus on language acquisition strategies (e.g., guided practice, explicit instruction, story retell, sentence frames, scaffolding, chunking).

	MT.3.2 Incorporate strategies for listening and speaking for ELLs at varying English proficiency levels to support learning to read and write in English. 
	EEC 4706 Language and Emerging Literacy
	[bookmark: _Hlk219732704]Candidates read and discuss strategies in the four language domains in the following chapters from Patton O. Tabors’ text entitled One Child, Two Languages: A Guide for Early Childhood Educators of Children Learning English as a Second Language (2nd ed.) (2008):
Chapter 6: Using Information, Communication, and Classroom Organization to Support Second Language Learning (p. 85-104). 
Chapter 7: Using the Curriculum to Facilitate Second Language and Literacy Learning (p. 105-124).  

This text is a valuable resource for early childhood majors and used with other resources: 
ELD Standards 
CSET Integrated Language and Content Fundamentals
Reading Rockets – Evidence-based Strategies 
Inspiring Young Learners – Listening, Speaking, Reading, Writing-Simple Routines to Boost ELL Learning 
Colorín Colorado – Teaching ELLs Online: How to Develop Students Language Skills 
Reading Rockets- 10 Key Policies and Practices for Teaching ELLs
Candidates have a variety of sources to engage in conversations on ways to support language acquisition across domains.
	

	MT.3.3 Deliver reading and writing instruction appropriate for ELLs at varying English proficiency levels.
	EEC 4008 Literature and Writing in EC
	[bookmark: _Hlk219734452]Tompkins, G. E., & Rodgers, E. (2020). Literacy in the early grades: A Successful start for PreK-4 readers and writers (5th Ed.). Pearson. 
Chapter 10. Scaffolding students’ writing development (p. 291-322).

Candidates read the textbook chapter which has a special section about “teaching English learners” and practice the suggested reading and writing strategies through microteaching.
	

	MT.3.4 Use Florida’s English Language Development (ELD) Standards to plan lessons that combine academic content with language objectives.
	TSL 4251
Applying Linguistics to ESOL Teaching and Testing


	Unit Plan: Candidates identify and align Florida Content Standards and Florida English Language Development Standard to unit lesson plans; modify objectives to meet the language proficiency of ELLs; and plan for ELLs’ achievement of content areas. 
	




	Strand: ESOL Curriculum and Materials Development (CM)

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	CM.1: Planning for Standards-Based Instruction for ELLs 
Teachers will plan and deliver lessons that include English language acquisition and meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels.
	
TSL 4080
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	Assessment ONE:
	Lesson Modifications: 
Candidates collaborate with the mentor teacher to plan and teach a standards-based mini-lesson that integrates English language development and addresses the needs of ELLs across a range of proficiency levels.  

	
	
	Candidates complete Lesson Plan Modifications and teach one lesson in their field experience. 
Candidates design and implement standards‑aligned lessons that promotes English language development and aligns to the proficiency levels of ELLs.

The assessment aligned to this standard is Lesson Modification-Teach a Mini-Lesson.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
- Candidates modify the objectives to be specific, observable, and measurable to ensure mastery of content for ELLs at varied proficiency levels.
-Candidates identify and align the Florida Content and ELD Standards to the lesson. 
-Candidates create a lesson that differentiates for all levels of proficiency in fostering a student-centered environment; include systematic and scaffolded instruction to meet the needs of ELLs.
-Candidates create lesson activities designed for ELLs to access content aligned to benchmarks and support language proficiency in four domains.
-Candidates modify lesson activities to use 
evidenced-based strategies to guide ELLs’ English proficiency and academic development 
-Candidates plan and deliver lessons for English language acquisition to meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels in a student-centered learning environment.
-Candidates modify assessment to ensure mastery of content for ELLs based on English proficiency levels.
-Candidates demonstrate an ability to recognize the teacher’s ethical and professional responsibilities in planning for varied student populations. 
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	Assessment TWO:
	Unit Plan Modifications: 
Candidates communicate with mentor teacher to plan and teach a lesson that integrates English language development and addresses the needs of ELLs across a range of proficiency levels.
































	
	
	The assessment aligned to this standard is Unit Plan Modifications.
Candidates create benchmarks-aligned lesson plans structured to meet the State content standards (i.e., Florida B.E.S.T Standards) and the ELD Standard(s) to show what students are expected to know and be able to do at each grade level and across all content areas. 
Candidates choose two lessons from a K-12-unit plan and demonstrate ability to utilize evidence-based strategies and practices to modify lesson objectives, activities, and assessments to meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels. 
The modifications identify the appropriate Florida English Language Standard (based on ELDs)
aligned to each lesson; incorporate appropriate strategies for ELLs in listening, speaking, reading, and writing; show how ELLs can demonstrate their academic understanding based on their English proficiency levels, and are connected to grade level expectations. 
In completing this assessment, candidates show how they address responsibility to deliver linguistically relevant lessons, and strategies to guide ELLs’ learning of the academic content, English language, and school environment.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates modify lesson activities using evidence-based strategies to guide ELLs’ English proficiency and academic development.
-Candidates create activities that incorporate multiple evidence-based strategies.
-Candidates modify activities to meet the needs of ELLs at all levels of proficiency and lead to the achievement of the lesson objective.
-Candidates demonstrate activities that are systematically modified to align with benchmarks and support four domains across all proficiency levels.
-Candidates provide multiple strategies to ensure access to academic content and increase language proficiency.
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	CM.1.1 Plan for benchmarks-aligned and linguistically appropriate instruction to create a student-centered learning environment.
	EEC 4942
Field Experience II
	Candidates share observations from field experience on how the learning environment and instruction are modified for ELLs. Candidates work in groups to analyze the strengths and weaknesses of ways to create a student-centered classroom through instruction connected to standards, appropriate grade level materials, and mastery overtime (benchmarks-aligned instruction).
	Candidates observe the classroom learning environment and mentor teacher instructions in field experience, with a specific focus on benchmarks-aligned instruction, such as daily routines, visual cues, sentence stems, narration during play, acting out vocabulary, tracing to support all students.

	CM.1.2 Plan learning tasks to meet the needs of ELLs with interrupted or limited education.
	TSL 4080
ESOL Curriculum and Pedagogy
	Reading: Govoni, J. & Lovell, C. (Eds.). Preparing the Way: Teaching English Learners in the P-12 Classroom (5th ed.) (2025). Chapter 4. DeCapua, A. Teaching Students with Limited or Interrupted Formal Education (SLIFE): Differing Needs and Educational Backgrounds. 

Candidates read the scenarios of three 9th grade teachers with SLIFE enrolled in their respective classrooms and complete activities (i.e., Ways of Learning Continuum (p.89); Chopsticks Activity (p. 98); Mutually Adaptive Learning Paradigm@ (p. 102-103)). Through class discussions, candidates demonstrate an understanding of ways to meet the needs of SLIFE. 
	

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	CM.2: Effective Use of Resources and Technologies 
Teachers use technological tools and benchmarks-aligned resources to effectively meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels.
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	Assessment ONE:
	
Field Report #4: 
In collaborating with mentor teacher, candidates schedule another session with ELL for the fourth field experience. 

Download a copy of the Reading Fluency Chart. Candidates use the chart and ask ELL to read aloud a short story or read from pages in class textbook. Depending on English proficiency, use a wordless picture book and ask questions about the pictures. Fill in the reading chart based on ELL’s reading performance.  

Based on field experience, candidates identify and explain technological tools to personalize learning and promote language development for ELLs.

	
	
	Candidates complete a comprehensive Case Study with at least one ELL in a K-12 classroom and six Field Reports. 

This assessment is aligned to Case Study - Field Experience #4. Candidates describe how to differentiate reading instruction for ELL at the given level of English proficiency AND for all ELLs at varied levels of English proficiency using evidence-based practices (e.g., explicit instructional strategies, scaffolding techniques, visual tools, formative assessments, collaborative learning strategies); write a summary of classroom experience to include ways to differentiate reading instruction based on second language acquisition (SLA); explain technological tools to support ELLs (e.g., Imagine Learning, i-Ready, Lexia, NearPod, Edpuzzle, BrainPop, GoogleDocs, Google Translate, PocketTalk, Kahoot); provide an explanation of how to use these tools in the classroom, and how it meets the criteria of a ‘benchmarks-aligned resource’ (e.g., instructional materials specifically designed to support the academic development of students based on
lesson objectives and Florida B.E.S.T. Standards).

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates use technological tools and benchmarks-aligned resources to effectively meet the needs of ELLs at varying English proficiency levels.
-Candidates select multiple technological tools (e.g., translation apps, interactive platforms) linked to benchmarks-aligned resources and differentiated for varied proficiency levels (e.g., Pocketalks). 
-Candidates analyze reading instruction using a range of evidence-based strategies (e.g., repeated reading, choral reading, scaffolded text levels) tailored to varied proficiency levels; examples show how strategies support fluency and comprehension for ELLs. 
-Candidates adapt reading instruction differentiated for varied proficiency levels (e.g., academic language scaffolds) with specific and relevant examples. 
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	Assessment TWO:
	
ELL Analysis - Field Report #4:
In collaboration with mentor teacher, candidates use a technological tool with ELL. Suggestions for candidates include:
Book Creator (Reading): Read a short, grade-level text with ELL; highlight key vocabulary and sentences, ask comprehension questions or record ELL’s answers.
Book Creator (Vocabulary Page): Select 5-7 vocabulary words from a benchmarks-aligned text (e.g., science). Create a page with words, pictures, sentences or record ELL’s dictation.
Mini-Lesson: Use a digital tool (e.g., reading app) to present a lesson on vocabulary or comprehension.
Kahoot: Use Kahoot to introduce or review academic vocabulary from a benchmark-aligned text (e.g., language arts, science, social studies).
Presentation Tools: Use computer, tablet, software, apps to present an academic topic to ELL.
Student Production: Ask ELL to retell a story or explain a concept using academic vocabulary. Have ELL to create a page in Book Creator or other resource. 
Other Tools: Try other technologies recommended by mentor teacher.
The expectation is for candidates to implement instruction that embeds English language development and differentiates for ELLs at varying levels of proficiency.

	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data to gather linguistic data for candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the English language system, identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

The assessment aligned to this standard is the ELL Analysis - Field Report #4. Candidates meet with mentor teacher to discuss technologies to support ELLs and inquire as to what technologies are used and how they impact ELLs. In collaboration with mentor teacher, candidates use a technological tool with ELL or observe mentor teacher using technological tools to support ELLs. 
Candidates write an articulated reflection on how technology can enhance engagement and learning for ELLs at varied proficiency levels and how to align technology to grade level benchmarks and expectations. 

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates describe technological tools, rationale for choice, support for ELLs at varied levels of proficiency, and outcome with ELLs. 
-Candidates describe appropriate technology; explains usage of benchmarks-aligned tools to enhance learning across proficiency levels.

	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	CM.2.1 Use benchmarks-aligned materials and other resources based on ELLs’ language proficiency data.
	EEC 4008 Literature and Writing in EC
	Tompkins, G. E., & Rodgers, E. (2020). Literacy in the early grades: A Successful start for PreK-4 readers and writers (5th Ed.). Pearson. 
[bookmark: _Hlk219735835]Chapter 2. Examining students’ literacy development (p. 33-63).
Chapter 3. Assessing students’ literacy development (p. 64-92).

Candidates read the textbook chapters to understand how to use research-based standards/benchmarks and assessment approaches to promote language proficiency for all students. Candidates discuss readings with mentor teacher and observe materials and resources used in the field experience to support ELLs’ proficiency
	Candidates observe how instruction and resources by the mentor teacher meet the language proficiency and academic needs of ELLs. Candidates discuss benchmarks-aligned materials with mentor teacher. 

	CM.2.2 Integrate applicable technological tools into instruction to support ELLs’ development of academic language and content knowledge.
	EEC 4943
Field Experience III
	Candidates share observations from field experience on what and how technological tools are integrated into instruction for ELLs. Candidates work in groups to select two different tools (or provided with tools if needed) to compare and contrast the benefits.
	Candidates observe technological tools integrated into instruction for ELLs in field experience.




	Strand: Testing and Evaluation of ESOL (TE)

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	TE.1: Key Factors and Considerations in Assessment for ELLs 
Instruction is informed by teachers assessing student understanding in multiple ways (e.g., progress monitoring, formative, and summative). Teachers use assessment data to identify the appropriate instructional approach, select appropriate scaffolds, guide differentiation of instruction, and use corrective feedback.
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	Assessment ONE:
	
Field Report #5: 
Candidates meet with ELL and complete a second SOLOM assessment and draw on the assessment data (current and previous SOLOM results, Reading Chart data) recommend instruction, scaffolds, and feedback to support ELL’s growth. The candidates communicate with the mentor teacher to discuss assessment processes for ELLs. The purpose of this assessment is for candidates to have multiple measures of assessment for ELL and to use the data to inform teaching, effective supports, and appropriate feedback to enhance English proficiency and academic growth. 



	
	
	Candidates complete a comprehensive Case Study with at least one ELL in a K-12 classroom and six Field Reports. 

This assessment is aligned to Case Study - Field Report #5. Candidates prepare another set of questions for a second SOLOM assessment to meet ELL’s language proficiency and grade level expectations. 
Compare results of this assessment, the previous SOLOM data, and the Reading Fluency Chart results by highlighting trends, growth, and areas of concern. The analysis includes insights into the relationship between oral proficiency and reading fluency and provides relevant examples to support ELL’s identified instructional needs and matched with targeted strategies (e.g. vocabulary scaffolds for decoding).
Based on the assessment data, candidates recommend ways to support the reading skills for ELL; explain how ELL’s ability to speak and understand English (oral proficiency) affects how students read aloud (reading fluency); and explain accommodations to support ELL in testing across content areas.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates use assessment data to match instructional strategies to ELL’s needs, choose meaningful scaffolds, differentiate instruction, and provide effective feedback to address learner growth. 
-Candidates analyze results on five SOLOM criteria; provide examples that match observations with SOLOM criteria to demonstrate ways to provide corrective feedback. 
-Candidates compare current and previous SOLOM and Reading Fluency Chart results, highlight trends, growth, areas of concern.
-Candidates provide examples to support analysis with instructional needs that were identified and matched with targeted strategies (e.g. vocabulary scaffolds for decoding).
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	Assessment TWO:
	
Field Report #5:
With guidance from mentor teacher, candidates select an appropriate informal reading assessment for ELL. This might include: a short grade-level passage with comprehension questions; a list of vocabulary words for definition and sentence use; anecdotal notes of student’s performance. 
Candidates meet with ELL to assess reading fluency, comprehension, and vocabulary knowledge.

Select reading assessment aligned to appropriate proficiency level; propose
detailed corrective feedback; describe researched-based strategies to modify assessments for ELLs; explain specific impact of strategies on language
proficiency and academic development.

	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data to gather linguistic data for candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the English language system, identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

The assessment aligned to this standard is ELL Analysis - Field Report #5. Candidates meet with mentor teacher to discuss ways the school analyzes assessment data for ELLs (e.g., informal reading inventories, anecdotal notes, running records, summarizing/retelling, DIBELS, UFLI Foundations Toolbox, WIDA screener, WIDA ACCESS).
With guidance from mentor teacher, candidates select an appropriate informal reading assessment for ELL. 

Candidates meet with ELL to assess reading fluency, comprehension, and vocabulary knowledge.
Based on the results, select instructional approaches to match ELL’s level: Below Benchmark (e.g., scaffolding, visuals, sentence frames, and small group instruction); Approaching Benchmark (e.g., modeling, guided practice); or Meeting Benchmark (e.g., extension activities, peer teaching).
Candidates draft teaching strategies for corrective feedback to support ELL (i.e., help to recognize and address errors in performance or understanding (e.g., use transition words to connect ideas, model correct pronunciation, scaffold)).
Candidates describe strategies to monitor ELL’s progress and explain how to modify assessments to measure the impact of these strategies on language and academic development.
Candidates write an articulated reflection on the discussion with mentor teacher on analyzing
assessment data to choose instructional strategies for ELLs, and what makes an appropriate language
assessment for ELLs (e.g., linguistic accessibility, alignment with language proficiency levels). Include
challenges that might arise when assessing ELLs in reading and teaching strategies.

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates analyze assessment data to choose effective instructional approaches, select appropriate
scaffolds, guide differentiated instruction, provide corrective feedback, and use assessment tools to monitor student progress and learning gains.
-Candidates identify, select, and administer language-appropriate assessments in reading to ELLs.  
-Candidates demonstrate an understanding on how to analyze and interpret assessment results and make modifications to an assessment administered in English to an ELL.
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	TE.1.1 Identify appropriate accommodations for assessments and progress monitoring tools to evaluate ELLs. 
	EEC 4613 Assessment and Evaluation of YC
	[bookmark: _Hlk219736626]McAfee, O., Leong, D. J., & Bodrova, E. (2016). Assessing and guiding young children’s development and learning (6th Ed.). Pearson. 
Chapter 2. Legal, ethical, and professional responsibilities in assessment (p. 12-30).
Chapter 3. Why, what, and when to assess (p. 31-47).
Chapter 4. Documenting: Collecting information (p. 48-74).

Candidates identify appropriate accommodations for assessments and progress monitoring tools to evaluate ELLs after reading the chapters and participating in class discussions.

This text is a valuable resource for early childhood majors and used with other resources: 
Colorín Colorado – Assessment Accommodations for ELLs
FLDOE Statewide Accommodations Guide 
FLDOE Statewide K-2 Progress Monitoring Assessments Accommodations Guide
	

	TE.1.2 Use assessment data to distinguish language proficiency from other learning needs.
	EEC 4613 Assessment and Evaluation of YC
	McAfee, O., Leong, D. J., & Bodrova, E. (2016). Assessing and guiding young children’s development and learning (6th Ed.). Pearson. 
Chapter 7. Interpreting Assessment information (p. 121-138).
Chapter 8. Using assessment information (p. 139-158).

Candidates read and discuss how to use assessment data to determine student language proficiency and observe in field experience.

Other reading resources to support candidates:
WIDA Florida Assessment 
WIDA Using Assessment Data to Address the Lingering Impact of the pandemic on multilingual learners. 
Colorín Colorado -Assessment for ELLs
	

	Standard
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assessments
	Description of Field Experience 
(if applicable)

	TE.2: Classroom-Based Assessment for ELLs 
Teachers use a variety of assessment tools to monitor student progress, achievement, and learning gains.
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	Assessment ONE:
	
Case Study Field Report #6:
Based on candidates’ knowledge of the data analysis of the 2 SOLOM assessments and the Reading Fluency assessment, candidates teach a lesson to ELL, small group, or entire class -this is a decision between the candidate and the district mentor teachers. 

Candidates discuss with mentor teachers how schools track ELLs’ progress over time and in their final reflection describe the tools or procedures they have observed being used in field experience (e.g., RTI, MTSS) to support ELLs’ academic growth and language proficiency. 





	
	
	Candidates complete a comprehensive Case Study with at least one ELL in a K-12 classroom and six Field Reports. 

The assessment aligned to this standard is Case Study - Field Report #6. 
Candidates select and use appropriate assessment tools (e.g., formative checks, fluency charts) to monitor progress; analyze student ,data and individual ELL’s need to support domains (listening, speaking, reading, writing); adjust instruction based on findings (e.g., targeted small groups, scaffolded tasks, language objectives); and provide examples to show alignment to proficiency levels and instructional goals.

Based on the semester field experiences, candidates write a reflection to include the following:
-a description of the responsibilities of teachers when instructing and assessing ELLs. 
-an explanation on how schools track and monitor ELLs’ progress. 
--a description of the tools or procedures observed in the K-12 classroom.
-an analysis of the data from the 2 SOLOM assessments and the Reading Fluency assessment to track student progress, evaluate academic growth, and document learning performance. 

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates select and use appropriate assessment tools to monitor progress.
-Candidates analyze data and individual learners’ need to support all domains.
-Candidates recommend adjustments to instruction based on findings (e.g., scaffolded tasks, language).
-Candidates provide examples of assessments to show an alignment to proficiency levels and instructional goals. 
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	Assessment TWO:
	
ELL Analysis - Field Report #5:
With guidance of mentor teacher, candidates select an appropriate informal reading assessment for ELL. This might include: a short grade-level passage with comprehension questions, or a list of vocabulary words for definition and sentence use. Candidates meet with ELL to assess reading fluency, comprehension, and vocabulary.

The goal is for candidates to analyze assessment data to determine effective teaching approaches, identify appropriate scaffolds, provide targeted corrective feedback, and use assessment tools to monitor ELLs’ progress and learning growth.



	
	
	Candidates complete an ELL Analysis with ELLs in a K-12 classroom that provides an opportunity to gather linguistic data to gather linguistic data for candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the English language system, identify strategies to support ELLs, apply knowledge of Florida’s statutes and rules to guide instruction, implement evidence-based teaching methods, plan effective lesson activities, use technologies and benchmarks-aligned strategies and resources, differentiate reading instruction, and assess ELLs at varied levels of proficiency.

This standard is aligned to ELL Analysis - Field Report #5.
Candidates meet with mentor teacher to discuss ways the school analyzes assessment data for ELLs.
With guidance of mentor teacher, candidates select an appropriate informal reading assessment for ELL. 

Candidates meet with ELL to assess reading fluency, comprehension, and vocabulary knowledge.
Based on the results, select instructional approaches to match ELL’s level: Below Benchmark (e.g., scaffolding, visuals, sentence frames, and small group instruction); Approaching Benchmark (e.g., modeling, guided practice); or Meeting Benchmark (e.g., extension activities, peer teaching). Draft teaching strategies for corrective feedback to support ELL (i.e., help to recognize and address errors in performance or understanding (e.g., use transition words to connect ideas, model correct pronunciation, scaffold).
Describe strategies to monitor ELL’s progress and explain how to modify assessments to measure the impact of these strategies on language and academic development.

Candidates write an articulated reflection on discussion with mentor teacher on analyzing
assessment data to choose instructional strategies for ELLs, and what makes an appropriate language
assessment for ELLs, including challenges that might arise when assessing ELLs in reading, and specific strategies to monitor ELL’s progress. 

Rubric criteria aligned to this standard:  
-Candidates analyze assessment data to choose effective instructional approaches, select appropriate
scaffolds, guide differentiated instruction, provide corrective feedback, and use assessment tools to monitor student progress and academic growth.
-Candidates identify, select, and administer language-appropriate assessments in reading to ELL. 
-Candidates demonstrate an understanding on how to analyze and interpret assessment results and make modifications to an assessment for ELLs.
	

	Performance Indicators
	Course Prefix Number & Title
	Description of Assignments for Performance Indicators
	Description of ESOL Field Experience
(if applicable)

	TE.2.1 Select evidence-based tools and techniques to assess listening, speaking, reading, and writing in the content areas.
	EEC 4613 Assessment and Evaluation of YC
	McAfee, O., Leong, D. J., & Bodrova, E. (2016). Assessing and guiding young children’s development and learning (6th Ed.). Pearson. 
[bookmark: _Hlk219738102]Chapter 4. Documenting: Collecting information (p. 48-74).
Chapter 5. Documenting: Recording information (p. 75-96).
Chapter 6. Compiling and summarizing information (p. 97-120).

Candidates learn about various research- based tools and techniques available to assess listening, speaking, reading, and writing across content areas through readings, participating in class discussions, and role play activities. Candidates become more acquainted with how to choose appropriate assessments to meet the language and academic needs of all students through discussions and class work. 

Other reading resources to support classwork:
Colorín Colorado – Assessment for ELLs
Purdue ELLPS -Language Assessment Tools 
Reading Rockets- Screening and Assessing
	

	TE.2.2 Implement linguistic strategies for formative and summative assessments to support ELLs’ listening, speaking, reading, and writing in the content areas.
	EEC 4613 Assessment and Evaluation of YC
	McAfee, O., Leong, D. J., & Bodrova, E. (2016). Assessing and guiding young children’s development and learning (6th Ed.). Pearson. 
Chapter 4. Documenting: Collecting information (p. 48-74).
Chapter 5. Documenting: Recording information (p. 75-96).
Chapter 6. Compiling and summarizing information (p. 97-120).

Candidates read and discuss various research-based tools and techniques available to assess the four language domains across content areas. Candidates practice various language techniques in small peer groups to create sample formative and summative assessments (i.e., chunking, matching, bilingual glossaries, listening cloze activities, word banks, graphic organizers, think-pair-share, guided reading).
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