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Course Number: EPY 316 
	
Course Title: Educating Preschoolers with Special Needs  
 
Office Hours/Method of Contact: 
		
Course Description:  
The field of early childhood is growing and changing. For children who are exceptional, this is a 
significant time for learning. This class will provide the student with information about 
preschoolers with a variety of disabilities and strategies to plan for these children as they are 
included in the regular classroom. This class will investigate methods of instruction utilizing a 
theme approach to learning and developmentally appropriate practice. This class will provide 
information about the law, inclusion, assessment, theories, individual planning, partnering with 
parents, and specific learning disabilities. 
 
Minimum Time Requirements (in clock hours):  

Teacher Led Instruction SEA Fieldwork/Clinical Lab External Learning 

35 5 2 0 0 
 
	

College Education Program Attributes 
The manner in which we prepare educational personnel is informed by eight essential 
attributes: 

1. ensuring that programs are knowledge-based; 
2. viewing educational personnel as learners, including a focus on deconstructing 

past experiences as learners in coursework and field experiences and 
developing appropriate knowledge of the content and discourse of the 
disciplines to be taught; 

3. contextual and cultural sensitivity; 
4. facilitating inquiry and reflection, i.e, providing structured opportunities for 

critical reflection on and taking action in one’s daily work; 
5. enabling authentic participation, collegiality and collaboration; 
6. building an ongoing developmental program that allows for continuous 

improvement, experimentation, and professional growth; 
7. ensuring that programs are standards-driven; and 
8. ensuring that programs promote the effective use of technology 

 
 
College of Education Conceptual Framework 
 



Specialized Professional Association Standards – NAEYC Initial and Advanced Early 
Childhood Professional Preparation Programs 
 
Technology Standards – International Society for Technology Education 
 
Wilmington University Undergraduate Graduation Competencies 
	
	

Course Objectives 
Standard 3: Observing, Documenting, and Assessing to Support Young Children and Families 
 
Candidates prepared in early childhood degree programs understand that child observation, documentation, and 
other forms of assessment are central to the practice of all early childhood professionals. They know about and 
understand the goals, benefits, and uses of assessment. They know about and use systematic observations, 
documentation, and other effective assessment strategies in a responsible way, in partnership with families and 
other professionals, to positively influence the development of every child.  
	
Standard 4: Using Developmentally Effective Approaches 
 
Candidates prepared in early childhood degree programs understand that teaching and learning with young 
children is a complex enterprise, and its details vary depending on children’s ages, characteristics, and the 
settings within which teaching and learning occur. They understand and use positive relationships and 
supportive interactions as the foundation for their work with young children and families. Candidates know, 
understand, and use a wide array of developmentally appropriate approaches, instructional strategies, and tools 
to connect with children and families and positively influence each child’s development and learning. 
	
	
Standard 5: Using Content Knowledge to Build Meaningful Curriculum 
 
Candidates prepared in early childhood degree programs use their knowledge of academic disciplines to design, implement, and 
evaluate experiences that promote positive development and learning for each and every young child. Candidates understand the 
importance of developmental domains and academic (or content) disciplines in early childhood curriculum. They know the 
essential concepts, inquiry tools, and structure of content areas, including academic subjects, and can identify resources to 
deepen their understanding. Candidates use their own knowledge and other resources to design, implement, and evaluate 
meaningful, challenging curriculum that promotes comprehensive developmental and learning outcomes for every young child. 
	
	
	
Learning Outcome 1 – Observing, Documenting, and Assessing to Support Young 
Children and Families (NAEYC 3a, 3b, 3c, 3d) 

● The candidate understands the goals, benefits, and uses of assessment – 
including its use in development of appropriate goals, curriculum, and teaching 
strategies for young children (3a). 



● The candidate knows about and uses observation, documentation, and other 
appropriate assessment tools and approaches, including the use of technology in 
documentation, assessment and data collection (3b). 

● The candidate understands and practices responsible assessment to promote 
positive outcomes for each child, including the use of assistive technology for 
children with disabilities (3c). 

● The candidate knows about assessment partnerships with families and with 
professional colleagues to build effective learning environments (3d). 
 

Learning Outcome 2 – Using Developmentally Effective Approaches (NAEYC 4a, 4b, 4c, 
4d) 

● The candidate understands positive relationships and supportive interactions as 
the foundation of their work with young children (4a). 

● The candidate knows and understands effective strategies and tools for early 
education, including appropriate uses of technology (4b). 

● The candidate uses a broad repertoire of developmentally appropriate teaching 
/learning approaches (4c). 

● The candidate reflects on their own practice to promote positive outcomes for 
each child (4d). 

 
Learning Outcome 3 – Using Content Knowledge to Build Meaningful Curriculum 
(NAEYC 5a, 5b, 5c) 

● The candidate knows content knowledge and resources in academic disciplines: 
language and literacy; the arts – music, creative movement, dance, drama, visual 
arts; mathematics; science, physical activity, physical education, health and 
safety; and social studies (5a). 

● The candidate knows and uses the central concepts, inquiry tools, and structures 
of content areas or academic disciplines (5b). 

● The candidate uses their own knowledge, appropriate early learning standards, 
and other resources to design, implement, and evaluate developmentally 
meaningful and challenging curriculum for each child (5c). 

	
Assignment Descriptions: 
Discussion Boards:  Each week discussion board assignments provide students with the 
opportunity to apply content while interacting with classmates.  Students are expected 
to reference course materials while engaging in a thoughtful discussion with classmates 
on the topics provided. 
 
Written Responses:  Students will reflect on weekly topics and use APA format to cite 
resources as support.  
 
Quizzes: Students will take quizzes throughout this course as a tool to measure 
formative learning.   
 



Structured External Assignment 
  
For this project, you will find a child (4 to 5 years old) in an early childhood classroom 
setting. You will observe the child and score their behavior and skills within each 
Developmental Domain using the ELOS tool. Then you will write a rationale for your 
scores in a 3-4 page, double spaced, APA formatted paper. 

Before you begin, you need to gain permission from the school and/or parents, please 
make sure you do so prior to beginning any work with the child. 

In week five, you will be asked to investigate a variety of Foundational Tools that are 
used to assess young children. One of those tools will be the ELOS.   

In week seven, you will observe the child (4 to 5 years old) in a classroom setting. 
Observe and score that child within each Developmental Domain using the ELOS 
tool.  Give a rationale for your scores in a 3-4 page, double spaced, APA formatted 
paper. Attach your ELOS recording sheet with your paper submission. Prior to 
submitting, review the grading rubric for further clarification of expectations.  

	
 
*Rubric must be adjusted to match NAEYC Standards 

The ECSE Domains project rubric is used to evaluate the candidate’s knowledge and 
application of CEC Initial Level Special Educator Preparation Standards, InTASC and NAEYC 
standards as they pertain to the observation and assessment of young children and the 
determination of student’s needs based on the results. The candidate’s performance level 
(Distinguished to Unsatisfactory) should reflect the preponderance of evidence observed for 
each criterion. If a candidate does not meet all criteria in a category, you should defer to the 
next lower category.  
 
Little, few or limited = less than 74% 
Some or loosely = 74% or more 
Most = 80% or more 
Clearly or directly=90% or more 

 

 1 2 
EMERGING  

3 NEEDS 
IMPROVEMEN
T 

4 
PROFICIENC
T 

5 EXCEED 
EXPECTATION
S 

Contextual 
Information:  
CEC 1.0 
INTASC 1, 2 
NAEYC S1a-
b,  

Candidate 
does not 
provide 
information 
regarding the 
child’s age or 
name. 

Candidate 
provides the 
child’s name 
or age.  

Candidate 
provides 
information 
regarding the 
child’s name, 
and age. 

Candidate 
provides 
information 
regarding the 
child’s name, 
age, and 
settings for 
observations.  

Candidate 
provides 
information 
regarding the 
child’s name, 
age, and 
settings for 
observations, 
adding 
information that 
provides a 
profile of child. 



Perceptual & 
Motor 
Domain: 
ratings  
CEC 4.2  
INTASC 6,  
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
limited 
observation of 
Perceptual 
Motor skills that 
do not reflect a 
variety of 
settings and 
routines was 
attempted.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Perceptual 
Motor skills in 
a variety of 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
motor OR 
perceptual 
skills.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Perceptual 
Motor skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions with 
some 
connection to 
routine or 
setting. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
motor and 
perceptual 
skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
both 
Perceptual 
Motor skills in 
a variety of at 
least 3 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
Perceptual 
Motor skills to 
the setting or 
routine.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
both Perceptual 
Motor skills in a 
variety of at 
least 4 settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
Perceptual 
Motor skills 
directly to the 
setting or 
routine.  

Perceptual & 
Motor 
Domain 
Summary 
Statement: 
CEC 4.2, 
3.1,1.0 
INTASC 6,4, 
1 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
Perceptual 
Motor ratings 
are not related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary does 
not align with 
the behavior 
and skills 
observed or 
candidate does 
not complete.  

Candidate’s 
Perceptual 
Motor ratings 
are loosely 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary is 
limited and 
there is little 
attempt to 
discuss how 
the behavior 
and skills 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Perceptual 
Motor ratings 
are loosely 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
attempts to 
discuss how the 
behavior and 
skills influenced 
their summary 
rating, but 
linkage is not 
apparent. 

Candidate’s 
Perceptual 
Motor ratings 
are related to 
the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses how 
the behavior 
and skills 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Perceptual 
Motor ratings 
are directly 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses how 
specific 
behavior and 
skills observed 
influenced their 
summary 
rating.  

Self-
Management 
domain 
ratings  
CEC 4.2 
INTASC 6 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
limited 
observation of 
Self-
Management 
skills that do 
not reflect a 
variety of 
settings and 
routines was 
attempted.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Self-
Management 
skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
Self-
Management 
skills.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Self-
Management 
skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions with 
some 
connection to 
routine or 
setting 
observed in.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
both Self-
Management 
skills in a 
variety of at 
least 3 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
Self-
Management 
skills to the 
setting or 
routine.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
both Self-
Management 
skills in a variety 
of at least 4 
settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Candidate 
relates the Self-
Management 
skills directly to 
the setting or 
routine.  



Self-
Management 
summary 
statement 
CEC 4.2, 
3.1,1.0 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 
 

Candidate’s 
Self-
Management 
ratings are not 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary does 
not align with 
the behavior 
and skills 
observed or 
candidate does 
not complete.  

Candidate’s 
Self-
Management 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary is 
limited and 
there is little 
attempt to 
discuss how 
the behavior 
and skills 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Self-
Management 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
attempts to 
discuss how the 
behavior and 
skills influenced 
their summary 
rating, but 
linkage is not 
apparent. 

Candidate’s 
Self-
Management 
ratings are 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses the 
behavior and 
skills which 
influenced 
their summary 
rating and 
lead to 
increased 
Self-
Management. 

Candidate’s 
Self-
Management 
ratings are 
directly related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses 
specific 
behavior and 
skills which 
influenced their 
summary rating 
and lead to 
increased Self-
Management. 

Early Math 
ratings 
CEC 4.2 
INTASC 6 
ISCI 2K5 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
limited 
observation of 
Early math 
skills that do 
not reflect a 
variety of 
settings and 
routines was 
attempted. 
Reflection does 
not align with 
the observation 
notes or draws 
no connection 
to the building 
of early math 
skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early math 
skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
OR actions. 
Reflection 
contains a list 
of math skills 
with no 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence of 
math skills.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early math 
skills in less 
than 3 settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions with 
some 
connection to 
routine or 
setting. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
naming math 
skills with a 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence or 
building of math 
skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early math 
skills in a 
variety of at 
least 3 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
Early Math 
skills to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
describing 
math skills 
with a 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence or 
building of 
math skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early math skills 
in a variety of at 
least 4 settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Candidate 
relates the Early 
math skills 
directly to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
describing 
specific math 
skills observed 
with a 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence or 
building of math 
skills. 

Early Math 
Summary 
Statement 
CEC 4.2, 
3.1,1.0 
INTASC 6,4, 
1 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
Early Math 
ratings are not 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary does 
not align with 
the behavior 
and skills 
observed or 

Candidate’s 
Early Math 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary is 
limited and 
there is little 
attempt to 

Candidate’s 
Early Math 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
attempts to 
discuss how the 
math skills 

Candidate’s 
Early Math 
ratings are 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses the 
math skills 
and how these 
influenced 

Candidate’s 
Early Math 
ratings are 
directly related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses 
specific math 
skills observed 



candidate does 
not complete.  

discuss how 
the math skills 
observed 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

observed 
influenced their 
summary 
rating, but 
linkage is not 
apparent. 

their summary 
rating. 

and their impact 
on the summary 
rating. 

Early Literacy 
Ratings 
CEC 4.2  
INTASC 6 
ISCI 2K5 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
limited 
observation of 
Early Literacy 
skills that do 
not reflect a 
variety of 
settings and 
routines was 
attempted. 
Reflection does 
not align with 
the observation 
notes or draws 
no connection 
to the building 
of early literacy 
skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early Literacy 
skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
OR actions. 
Reflection 
contains a list 
of Early 
Literacy skills 
with no 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence of 
Literacy skills.  

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early Literacy 
skills in less 
than 3 settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
naming Early 
Literacy skills 
with a 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence or 
building of 
literacy skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early Literacy 
skills in a 
variety of at 
least 3 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
Early literacy 
skills to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
describing 
literacy skills 
with a 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence or 
building of 
literacy skills. 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early Literacy 
skills in a variety 
of at least 4 
settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Candidate 
relates the Early 
literacy skills 
directly to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
describing 
specific literacy 
skills observed 
with a 
connection to 
scope and 
sequence or 
building of 
literacy skills. 

Early Literacy 
Summary 
Statement 
CEC 4.2, 
3.1,1.0 
INTASC 6,4, 
1 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
Early literacy 
ratings are not 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary does 
not align with 
the behavior 
and skills 
observed or 
candidate does 
not complete.  

Candidate’s 
Early literacy 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary is 
limited and 
there is little 
attempt to 
discuss how 
the literacy 
skills 
observed 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Early literacy 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
attempts to 
discuss how the 
literacy skills 
observed 
influenced their 
summary 
rating, but 
linkage is not 
apparent. 

Candidate’s 
Early literacy 
ratings are 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses the 
literacy skills 
and how these 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Early literacy 
ratings are 
directly related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses 
specific literacy 
skills observed 
and their impact 
on the summary 
rating. 

Receptive 
Lang. 
Ratings 
CEC 4.2 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
limited 
observation of 
receptive 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
receptive 
language 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
receptive 
language skills 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
receptive 
language 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Early receptive 
language in a 



NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

language skills 
that do not 
reflect a variety 
of settings and 
routines was 
attempted. 
Reflection does 
not align with 
the observation 
notes or draws 
no connection 
to the building 
of language 
skills. 

skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
OR actions. 
Reflection 
contains a list 
of receptive 
language 
skills with no 
connection to 
the of 
language 
skills. 

in less than 3 
settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
naming 
receptive 
language skills 
with a 
connection to 
the building of 
language skills. 

skills in a 
variety of at 
least 3 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
receptive 
language 
skills to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
describing 
language 
skills with a 
connection to 
the building of 
language 
skills. 

variety of at 
least 4 settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
receptive 
language skills 
directly to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
predominantly 
focuses on 
describing 
specific 
language skills 
observed with a 
connection to 
the building of 
language skills. 

Receptive 
Lang. 
Summary 
Statement 
CEC 4.2, 
3.1,1.0 
INTASC 6,4, 
1 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
receptive 
language 
ratings are not 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary does 
not align with 
the language 
skills observed 
or candidate 
does not 
complete.  

Candidate’s 
receptive 
language 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary is 
limited and 
there is little 
attempt to 
discuss how 
the language 
skills 
observed 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
receptive 
language 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
attempts to 
discuss how the 
language skills 
observed 
influenced their 
summary 
rating, but 
linkage is not 
apparent. 

Candidate’s 
receptive 
language 
ratings are 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses the 
language 
skills and how 
these 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
receptive 
language ratings 
are directly 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses 
specific 
language skills 
observed and 
their impact on 
the summary 
rating. 

Expressive 
Lang. 
Ratings 
CEC 4.2 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
limited 
observation of 
Expressive 
language skills 
that do not 
reflect a variety 
of settings and 
routines was 
attempted. 
Reflection does 
not align with 
the observation 
notes or draws 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Expressive 
language 
skills in a 
variety of 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
OR actions. 
Reflection 
contains a list 
of receptive 
language 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Expressive 
language skills 
in less than 3 
settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
naming 
receptive 
language skills 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Expressive 
language 
skills in a 
variety of at 
least 3 
settings 
throughout 
daily routines 
and actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
receptive 

Candidate’s 
notes reflect 
observation of 
Expressive 
language in a 
variety of at 
least 4 settings 
throughout daily 
routines and 
actions. 
Candidate 
relates the 
receptive 
language skills 
directly to the 



no connection 
to the building 
of language 
skills. 

skills with no 
connection to 
the of 
language 
skills. 

with a 
connection to 
the building of 
language skills. 

language 
skills to the 
setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
describing 
language 
skills with a 
connection to 
the building of 
language 
skills. 

setting or 
routine. 
Reflection 
focuses on 
describing 
specific 
language skills 
observed with a 
connection to 
the building of 
language skills. 

Expressive 
Lang. 
Summary 
Statement  
CEC 4.2, 
3.1,1.0 
INTASC 6,4, 
1 
NAEYC S4a-
c 
 

Candidate’s 
Expressive 
language 
ratings are not 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary does 
not align with 
the language 
skills observed 
or candidate 
does not 
complete.  

Candidate’s 
Expressive 
language 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary is 
limited and 
there is little 
attempt to 
discuss how 
the language 
skills 
observed 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Expressive 
language 
ratings are 
loosely related 
to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
attempts to 
discuss how the 
language skills 
observed 
influenced their 
summary 
rating, but 
linkage is not 
apparent. 

Candidate’s 
Expressive 
language 
ratings are 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses the 
language 
skills and how 
these 
influenced 
their summary 
rating. 

Candidate’s 
Expressive 
language ratings 
are directly 
related to the 
observation 
notes. The 
candidate’s 
summary 
discusses 
specific 
language skills 
observed and 
their impact on 
the summary 
rating. 

Summary of 
Concerns 
CEC 1.2, 4.2 
NAEYC S5a-
c 
 

Candidate lists 
areas of 
concern which 
may or may not 
be based on 
the summary 
ratings given in 
some domain 
with no 
explanation 
why the 
support is 
needed, or 
discussion is 
not 
developmentall
y appropriate. 

Candidate 
lists areas of 
concern 
based upon 
the summary 
ratings given 
in each 
domain with 
no explanation 
why the 
support is 
needed. 

Candidate lists 
areas of 
concern based 
upon the 
summary 
ratings given in 
each domain 
and makes an 
attempt to 
describe why 
support is 
needed but 
does not relate 
need to 
observations.  

Candidate 
describes 
areas of 
concern 
based upon 
the summary 
ratings given 
in each 
domain and 
describes 
why/what 
support is 
needed, relate 
to overall 
observations. 

Candidate 
describes areas 
of concern 
based upon the 
summary ratings 
given in each 
domain and 
describes why 
and what 
support is 
needed, relating 
need to any 
specific 
observations. 

Summary of 
Strengths  
CEC 1.2, 4.2 
INTASC 6,4, 
1/2 
NAEYC S5a-
c 

Candidate lists 
student 
strengths which 
may or may not 
be based on 
the summary 
ratings given in 
some domain 

Candidate 
lists student 
strengths 
based upon 
the summary 
ratings given 
in each 
domain with 

Candidate lists 
student 
strengths based 
upon the 
summary 
ratings given in 
each domain 
and makes an 

Candidate 
describes 
student 
strengths 
based upon 
the summary 
ratings given 
in each 

Candidate 
describes 
student 
strengths based 
upon the 
summary ratings 
given in each 
domain and 



 
 

with no 
explanation 
why the 
support is 
needed, or 
discussion is 
not 
developmentall
y appropriate. 

no explanation 
why the 
support is 
needed. 

attempt to 
describe why 
support is 
needed but 
does not relate 
need to 
observations.  

domain and 
describes 
why/what 
support is 
needed, relate 
to overall 
observations. 

describes why 
and what 
support is 
needed, relating 
need to any 
specific 
observations. 

Additional 
Information: 
Screenings  
CEC 4.2, 4.3, 
1.2 
INTASC 6, 1-
2 
NAEYC S3a-
d 
 

Candidate 
does not 
include 
information 
from any 
screeners 
listed.  

Candidate 
includes 
information 
from at least 2 
of the health, 
developmental
, speech & 
language and 
literacy 
screeners 

Candidate 
includes 
information 
from at least 3 
of the health, 
developmental, 
speech & 
language and 
literacy 
screeners 

Candidate 
includes 
information 
from at least 3 
of the health, 
developmental
, speech & 
language and 
literacy 
screeners 

Candidate 
includes 
information from 
health, 
developmental, 
speech & 
language and 
literacy 
screeners 

Additional 
Information: 
Children’s 
characteristic
s and likes 
CEC 1.2 
NAEYC S5a-
c 
 

Candidate 
does not 
include any 
information 
regarding the 
child’s favorite 
books, 
activities and 
play 
preferences. 

X Candidate 
includes 
information 
regarding some 
of the child’s 
favorite books, 
activities and 
play 
preferences.  

Candidate 
includes 
information 
regarding the 
child’s favorite 
books, 
activities and 
play 
preferences. 

X 

Thoughts on 
next steps 
CEC 1.2, 
S4.5, S4.6, 
S5.1,  
INTASC 1, 2, 
6, 8  
NAEYC S6a-
d 
 

Candidate 
writes a plan 
for next steps 
without tying to 
the domains or 
child’s abilities 
OR plan is 
inappropriate 
based on 
information 
provided. 

Candidate 
writes a plan 
for next steps 
that 
incorporates 
information 
from some 
domains, and 
somewhat 
builds upon 
the child’s 
abilities. Plan 
is incomplete.  

Candidate 
writes a plan for 
next steps that 
incorporates 
information 
from most 
domains and 
screeners and 
somewhat 
builds upon the 
child’s abilities. 
Plan somewhat 
reflects 
behavior and 
skills observed, 
although the 
connection may 
not be clear.  

Candidate 
writes a plan 
for next steps 
that 
incorporates 
information 
from all 
domains and 
screeners and 
builds upon 
the child’s 
abilities. Plan 
is reflects 
behaviors and 
skills 
observed. 

Candidate 
writes a plan for 
next steps that 
incorporates 
specific 
information from 
all domains and 
screeners and 
builds upon the 
child’s abilities. 
Plan is 
comprehensive 
and reflects 
behaviors and 
skills observed.  

 
 

Resources 
 
Textbook 
 
 



 
Articles 
 
 

Websites/Multimedia 
 
 
	
	


