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Executive Summary 
 
The learning goals for English Education students are that all students earning this degree will: 
 

1. have an advanced understanding of a variety of literary genres, including an 
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Table 1: English Department Full Time Faculty, 2018-19 
Faculty Credentials Rank Tenure status MU Service 
Bates, Julie PhD, Illinois State U Assist Prof Tenure Track 3 
Braniger, Carmella PhD, Oklahoma State U. Assoc Prof Tenured 16 
Brooks, Randy PhD, Purdue U. Professor Tenured 28 
Crowe, Judi MA, Illinois State U. Assist Prof Contract 21 
Frech, Stephen PhD, U. of Cincinnati Professor Tenured 16 
George, Michael PhD, Michigan State U. Assoc Prof Tenured 18 
Grice, Karly PhD, Ohio State U. Assist Prof Tenure Track 2 
Lambert, Scott PhD
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Class sizes for English Education students have been conducive to excellent faculty-student 
interaction.  Writing classes in the department are capped at either 15 or 20 students.  Our 
literature courses are capped at 25 with a few sections being taught with a larger enrollment of 
about 30 students. Courses specific to English Education majors are usually quite small.  The 
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Students gain a sense of their learning community in the major by taking numerous courses 
together, almost as a cohort, in both their education courses and their English Education courses, 
especially in EN425 and EN470.     
 
Assessment Methods 
 
The English Education program has a long-established record of assessment related to State of 
Illinois requirements for tracking education student candidates in their performance and learning 
goals.  The School of Education has been a strong partner is leading these assessment practices. 
 
In 2013, Millikin revised and piloted a new system of assessments in the School of Education, 
entitled Embedded Signature Assessments. In Table 3, see a chart of these assessments, 
correlated to the course or courses they are assessed within in the School of Education.  
 
Table 3: Education Department Embedded Signature Assessments Correlated to Course 

EMBEDDED SIGNATURE ASSESSMENTS TO COURSE CORRELATION 
TITLE Course(s) 

ESA: Context of Learning ED120 Introduction to Education (Early Childhood, 
Elementary Education, Secondary, Art and Physical 
Education 

 ME251 Introduction to Music Education 
  
ESA:  Child Case Study ED200 Human Development (Elementary Education) 

ED201 Human Development (Secondary Education and K-12 
Specialists) 
ED232 Human Development (Early Childhood) 

  
ESA:  Functional Behavioral 
Analysis/Behavioral Intervention 
Plan 

ED216 Instructional Strategies for Individuals with Learning 
Disabilities in K-12 Classroom (All students) 

  
ESA:  Classroom Management & 
Guidance Plan 

ED310 Creating Communities of Learners (All students) 

  

n  
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ESA:  Comprehensive Literacy 
Plan 

ED424 Teaching Literacy in the Content Area (Secondary 
Education and K-12 Specialists 
ED305 Literacy III: Teaching Methods in Reading 
(Elementary Education) 
ED435 Reading Methods in Early Childhood (Early 
Childhood) 

  
ESA:  The Teaching Portfolio ED406 Multidisciplinary Instructional Design & Assessment 

(Elementary Education and Early Childhood) 
ED420 Instructional Analysis, Design & Assessment 
(Secondary Education and K-12 Specialists) 

  
ESA:  Entering the Profession ED488 Education Senior Seminar (Early Childhood, 

Elementary, Secondary, Art, and Physical Education) 
ME 481 Instrumental and Vocal Education Senior Seminar 
(Music Education students) 

  
All of the above Embedded Signature Assessments must be completed, submitted, and assessed in 
Live Text 
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In addition to the Embedded Signature Assessment in the School of Education, students who are 
English Education majors take a range of Embedded Signature Assessments within the English 
Ed program itself, some of which overlap with the School of Education 
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to grow as a tutor and teacher. Students record and reflect, via a comprehensive journal, how 
classical and contemporary rhetorical theory becomes integrated into classroom instruction.   
 
One of the School of Education embedded signature assessments is the effective teaching cycle 
that is completed in ED321 General Secondary Methods and Assessment. As part of the 
assessment the teacher candidates plan instruction instructor lesson study the video of their 
teaching determine what students have learned diagnose student learning needs through their 
analysis of student work samples give feedback to students and identify the next steps in 
instruction for the individual student as well as the entire class. 
 
Another embedded signature assessment is the teaching portfolio. This final ESA is administered 
and assessed in the final internship prior to student teaching and in the ED420 course. The 
teaching portfolio assesses the candidate’s ability to study the context of learning within their 
clinical placement plan for instruction instructor series of learning experiences study their own 
instructional delivery through analysis of the video of their teaching and assess student learning. 
 
Individual Student Progress within the Degree Program 
 
At the end of each academic semester, teacher candidate’s grades are reviewed for adequate 
progress by academic advisors.   Grades of C or higher are required for IN150/IN151 and for all 
major courses in the English Education major.  Students must carry a cumulative GPA of 2.7 or 
higher to enter and remain within the School of Ed Teacher Education program.   
 
Throughout the academic year, advisors are alerted to other issues via Millikin’s electronic 
academic alerts system and through the School of Education’s Candidate Disposition 
Assessment Forms.  
 
There is a detailed list of “Checkpoints” for candidates to follow in their School of Education 
Handbook.  Academic Advisors assist candidates in knowing and following these checkpoints. 
 
Annual Program Review 
 
To ensure programmatic integrity within the department, at the beginning of each academic year 
the members of the English education subcommittee participate in a data analysis and review 
event. This report, the English Education Major Assessment Report, is completed on July 1 and 
distributed to the chair, the dean, and the English Education Major subcommittee. Teacher 
candidate embedded signature assessment results are reviewed and clinical internship evaluations 
are discussed. Potential changes in course requirements, assignment descriptions, and rubrics or 
internship evaluation forms are considered. If programmatic changes seem necessary, they are 
more formally discussed at the opening yearly departmental retreat by the departmental English 
Education Committee and later brought forward to the entire English Department for discussion 
during a monthly meeting. 
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Additionally, in August an annual DART event takes place in the School of Education CTEP 
Committee to review the program changes for the upcoming academic year and to implement the 
changes within all sections of the courses in that program. 
 
Assessment Data and Reporting Methodologies  
 
Curricular assessment is taken seriously at Millikin.  For uniformity, each effectiveness measure 
receives a performance indicator using the following color-coded rubric: 
 

• Green: an acceptable level or clearly heading in the right direction and not requiring any 
immediate change in course of action. Continuing support should be provided. 

 
• Yellow: not an acceptable level; either improving, but not as quickly as desired or 

declining slightly. Strategies and approaches should be reviewed and appropriate 
adjustments taken to reach an acceptable level or desired rate of improvement. 

 
• Red: current status or direction of change is unacceptable. Immediate, high priority 

actions should be taken to address this area. 
 

• Blank: insufficient information available (or governance decision pending) 
 
Each year, a
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Ongoing Concerns and Potential Programmatic Changes 
 
For the third time in a decade the English Education program has lost another professor whose 
role is to lead this program, this year with the resignation of Dr. Karly Grice.  The lack of 
consistent and essential leadership 
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Rubrics Used to Compile this Year's Assessment Report 
 
English ESA One – Major Embedded Signature Assessment One Rubric  
Score on Illinois State Content Area Exam 
English Education, Millikin University 
 
Red -  1 points Yellow -  2 points Green -  3 points Score Earned 
Score on the content 
area exam for secondary 
English Language Arts 
is unacceptable and 
below passing.  
 
Cumulative Score 
 100 -239.  

Score on the content 
area exam for secondary 
English Language Arts 
is passing  
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English ESA Two – Major Embedded Signature Assessment –Rubric  
Cumulative Grade Point Average for all Major Courses 
English Education, Millikin University 
 
 
Red -  1 points Yellow -  2 points Green -  3 points Score Earned 
Major GPA is between 
0.00 and 2.6 
 
GPA for secondary 
English Language Arts 
professional is 
unacceptable, indicative 
of lack of success in 
content-area 
coursework.  

Major GPA is between 
2.7 and 2.9 
 
 
GPA for secondary 
English Language Arts 
professional is just 
acceptable, indicative of 
some success in content-
area coursework. 

Major GPA is between 
3.0 and 4.0 
 
 
GPA for secondary 
English Language Arts 
professional is 
acceptable, and 





  
2019 Assessment of Student Learning in the English Education Major 17 

 

 
English Education Learning Goal Two/– Departmental Major Assessment Rubric  
Culminating Journal for Teaching Writing Internship Rubric 
English Education, Millikin University 
Element  Red -  1 points Yellow -  2 points Green -  3 points Score 

Earned 
Interactions with 
Cooperating 
Professor and 
Record/Analysis of 
Methods  

Journal shows few 
instances of 
interaction with 
professor, with little 
evidence of analysis of 
professor's methods 
utilized in the course.  

Journal shows some 
instances of 
interaction with 
professor, with some 
evidence of analysis of 
professor's methods 
utilized in the course. 

Journal entries show 
clear record of 
interpersonal 
interaction with 
professor, providing 
evidence of a record 
and an analysis of the 
professor's chosen 
teaching methods 
utilized for the course.  

 

Writing Theory and 
Practice 
Observations 

Journal entries show 
little or no indication 
of knowledge and 
understanding of 
classical/contemporary 
writing theory and 
little or no reflection 
of how theory works 
in actual practice. 

Journal entries show 
some indication of 
knowledge and 
understanding of 
classical/contemporary 
writing theory and 
some reflection of 
how theory works in 
actual practice.  
 

Journal entries show 
clear indication of 
knowledge and 
understanding of 
classical/contemporary 
writing theory and 
clear reflection of how 
theory works in actual 
practice.  
 

 

Practices and 
Methods of Diverse 
Set of 
Professors/Teachers 

Journal entries show 
little to no evidence of 
recording diverse 
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2012.6.L IL-
PTS-2012.6.M 
IL-PTS-
2012.6.O 

based and best 
practices. The 
connection to the 
writing process is not 
evident in the lesson. 
Genre of writing may 
vary depending on 
purpose. 

and best practices. 
The connection to the 
writing process is 
somewhat evident in 
the lesson. Genre of 
writing may vary 
depending on 
purpose. 
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development as a 
teacher. Reflects upon 
the candidate 
assessment based on 
only one organizing 
theme of the 
conceptual framework 
for Millikin 
University's School of 
Education. Does not 
align to the Illinois 
Professional Teaching 
Standards. 

development as a 
teacher. Reflects 
upon the candidate 
assessment based on 
two organizing 
themes of the 
conceptual 
framework for 
Millikin University's 
School of Education. 
Haphazardly aligns to 
the Illinois 
Professional 
Teaching Standards. 

development as a 
teacher. Reflects upon 
the candidate 
assessment based on 
three organizing 
themes of the 
conceptual framework 
for Millikin 
University's School of 
Education. Aligns to 
the Illinois 
Professional Teaching 
Standards. 

development as a 
teacher. Reflects upon 
the candidate assessment 
based on all four 
organizing themes of the 
conceptual framework 
for Millikin University's 
School of Education. 
Aligns to the Illinois 
Professional Teaching 
Standards. Includes a 
strong opening and 
closing statement.  
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IL-PTS-
2012.6.I  

K: TCT knows appropriate and varied instructional approaches, including those that develop word knowledge, vocabulary, 
comprehension, fluency, and strategy use in the content areas.  

IL-PTS-
2012.6.J  

P: TCT selects, modifies, and uses a wide range of printed, visual, or auditory materials, and online resources appropriate to the 
content areas and the reading needs and levels of each student (including ELLs, and struggling and advanced readers);  

IL-PTS-
2012.6.K  
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ESA5: The Teaching Portfolio Rubric by School of Education Assessment  
 
Context for Learning Rubric 
Context for Learning Rubric  

Failed 
Course 
(0.000 pt) 

Changed 
Major 
(0.000 pt) 

Withdrew 
(0.000 pt) 

Not Proficient 
(1.000 pt) 

Marginal 
(2.000 pts) 

Proficient (3.000 pts) Commendable 
(4.000 pts) 

Context for 
Learning Form 
Completion 
(1.000, 16%) 

      Responses to 
questions are vague 
or not completed. 

Responses are 
done, but not 
explained.  

Most responses are 
complete and explained. 

All responses are 
completely answered 
and expanded. 

Demographical 
Information 
(1.000, 16%)
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planned for 
developing 
student's 
knowledge and 
abilities 

knowledge and abilities.  knowledge and abilities.  

Strategies to 
Build Student 
Learning 
(1.000, 14%) 

      Plans do not build 
upon each other 
or are not 
connected to the 
central focus. 

Plans vaguely 
build upon each 
other and are 
connected to the 
central focus.  

Plans for instruction clearly 
build on each other to 
support learning. 

Plans for instruction build on 
each other to create rich and 
meaningful learning and 
connections to the central 
focus. 

Instructional 
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(1.000, 25%) vague with 
missing details 
and explanations 

components are 
present and 
explained. 

components are present 
and most clearly 
explained.  

are all present and 
expanded. Components are 
detailed and aligned with 
central focus of learning 
segment 

Instructional 
Materials 
(1.000, 25%) 

      No Instructional 
materials are 
referenced or 
included. 

Instructional 
materials are 
referenced, but 
not included 

Instructional materials 
are present and 
referenced, but not 
complete 

All instructional materials 
are included and referenced 

 
Instructional Commentary Rubric 
Instructional Commentary Rubric  

Failed 
Course 
(0.000 pt) 

Changed 
Major 
(0.000 pt) 

Withdrew 
(0.000 pt) 

Not Proficient 
(1.000 pt) 

Marginal 
(2.000 pts) 

Evolving/Proficient 
(3.000 pts) 

Commendable 
(4.000 pts) 

Video Clip (s) 
Length and 
Clarity 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Video clip was not 
present.  

Video clip was 
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Monitoring 
Student 
Learning 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Strategies used to 
monitor student 
learning during the 
learning task in the 
video are not 
present and/or not 
explained.  

Strategies used to 
monitor student 
learning during the 
video clip are 
vaguely described. 
Specific examples 
are not provided. 

Strategies are explained and 
connected to the video clip as 
well as related to the 
assessment(s).  

Candidate clearly 
explains strategies used 
to monitor student 
learning during the 
video clip and relates it 
to the assessments for 
the lesson that is aligned 
with the learning 
objectives. One or two 
specific examples are 
cited of what students 
said or did during the 
video clip.  

 
Daily Lesson Reflections 
Daily Lesson Reflections  

Failed 
Course 
(0.000 pt) 

Changed 
Major 
(0.000 pt) 

Withdrew 
(0.000 pt) 

Not 
Proficient 
(1.000 pt) 

Marginal 
(2.000 pts) 

Proficient (3.000 pts) Commendable (4.000 pts) 

Lesson 1 
Reflection 
(1.000, 33%) 

      Reflection 
not present. 

Candidate only 
restates what 
occurred in the 
lesson. 

Candidate reflects on 
lesson and vaguely 
connects it with best 
professional practices. 

Reflection connects best 
professional practice and 
outcomes with self-
evaluation. 

Lesson 2 
Reflection 
(1.000, 33%) 

      Reflection 
not present. 

Candidate only 
restates what 
occurred in the 
lesson. 

Candidate reflects on 
lesson and vaguely 
connects it with best 
professional practices. 

Reflection connects best 
professional practice and 
outcomes with self-
evaluation. 

Lesson 3 
Reflection 
(1.000, 33%) 

      Reflection 
not present. 

Candidate only 
restates what 
occurred in the 
lesson.  

Candidate reflects on 
lesson and vaguely 
connects it with best 
professional practices. 

Reflection connects best 
professional practice and 
outcomes with self-
evaluation. 

 
Assessment Commentary 
Assessment Commentary  

Failed 
Course 
(0.000 pt) 

Changed 
Major 
(0.000 pt) 

Withdrew 
(0.000 pt) 

Not Proficient 
(1.000 pt) 

Marginal (2.000 pts) Evolving/Proficient 
(3.000 pts) 

Commendable 
(4.000 pts) 

Student Work 
Sample 1 (1.000, 
11%) 

      Student work 
sample is not 
provided. 

Student work sample 
is provided, but 
unclear which group 
represents. 

Student work sample is 
provided, but does not 
clearly connect with the 
summary of what 
students generally 
understood or were still 
struggling to 
understand.  

Student work sample is 
provided and represents 
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lesson(s) 
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Reflecting on Teaching and Learning  
Failed 
Course 
(0.000 pt) 

Changed 
Major 
(0.000 pt) 

Withdrew 
(0.000 pt) 

Not Proficient 
(1.000 pt) 

Marginal 
(2.000 pts) 

Evolving/Proficient 
(3.000 pts) 

Commendable (4.000 pts) 

Explanation of 
Learning and 
Differences 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Learning 
differences in 
students’ 
development is 
not mentioned or 
relevant to central 
focus of learning 
segment.  

Learning 
differences of 
students’ is briefly 
mentioned but not 
connected to the 
central focus of 
learning segment.  

Learning differences of 
students’ content learning 
and development of their 
academic language is 
explained.  

Learning differences of 
student’s content learning 
and development of their 
academic language is 
clearly explained and 
connected to the central 
focus of the learning 
segment.  

Relevant 
Research or 
Theory Cited 
for Above 
Criteria 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Research or 
theory for 
learning 
differences is not 
mentioned. 

Research or theory 
is mentioned.  

Research or theory that 
explains conclusions about 
learning differences is 
mentioned, but not clearly 
connected to conclusions.  

Research or theory is 
explained and connected to 
conclusions about student’s 
learning differences. 
Specific examples from 
planning are cited. 

Students as 
Learners of 
this Subject 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Candidate does 
not discuss what 
they learned 
about their 
students as 
learners from this 
learning segment.  

Candidate briefly 
discusses what 
they learned about 
their students as 
learners during the 
learning segment. 

Candidate discusses what 
they learned about their 
students as learners during 
the learning segment. 
Examples are vaguely 
cited.  

Candidate discusses what 
they learned about their 
students as learners and 
provides specific examples 
to support analysis are 
explained. All required 
materials submitted and 
organized professionally 
and clearly; uploaded to 
LiveText as requested and 
by due date 

Relevant 
Research or 
Theory Cited 
for Above 
Criteria 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Research 
supporting what 
knowledge 
candidate gained 
from their 
students during 
learning segment 
was not present 

Research is briefly 
mentioned but is 
not clearly 
connected with 
knowledge gained 
from students as 
learners during the 
learning segment.  

Research/theory is cited 
that connects with 
candidate’s observations 
about students as learners 
during learning segment 

Research/ theory is 
connected and supports 
conclusions that the 
candidate developed about 
students as learners during 
learning segment.  

Changes to 
Improve the 
Learning ofthe 
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ESA 
Completion 
(1.000, 33%) 

      Not all required 
materials for this 
ESA are 
complete; upload 
to LiveText was 
late or did not 
happen 

Some required 
materials not clearly 
labeled or placed in 
proper order; uploaded 
to LiveText; not 
turned in by requested 
due date 

All required materials 
submitted; uploaded to 
LiveText as requested and 
by due date 

All required materials 
submitted and 
organized 
professionally and 
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IL-PTS-
2012.3.B  

K: TCT understands how to develop short- and long-range plans, including transition plans, consistent with curriculum goals, 
student diversity, and learning theory;  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.C  

K: TCT understands cultural, linguistic, cognitive, physical, and social and emotional differences, and considers the needs of each 
student when planning instruction;  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.D  K: TCT understands when and how to adjust plans based on outcome data, as well as student needs, goals, and responses;  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.E  

K: TCT understands the appropriate role of technology, including assistive technology, to address student needs, as well as how to 
incorporate contemporary tools and resources to maximize student learning; 

IL-PTS-
2012.3.F  

K: TCT understands how to co-plan with other classroom teachers, parents or guardians, paraprofessionals, school specialists, and 
community representatives to design learning experiences; and  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.G  K: TCT understands how research and data guide instructional planning, delivery, and adaptation.  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.H  P: TCT establishes high expectations for each  learning and behavior;  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.I  P: TCT creates short-term and long-term plans to achieve the expectations for student learning;  

IL-PTS-
2012.3.J  
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2012.5.D  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.E  

K: TCT knows techniques for modifying instructional methods, materials, and the environment to facilitate learning for students 
with diverse learning characteristics;  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.F  K: TCT knows strategies to maximize student attentiveness and engagement;  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.G  K: TCT knows how to evaluate and use student performance data to adjust instruction while teaching; 

IL-PTS-
2012.5.H  

K: TCT understands when and how to adapt or modify instruction based on outcome data, as well as student needs, goals, and 
responses.  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.I  

P: TCT uses multiple teaching strategies, including adjusted pacing and flexible grouping, to engage students in active learning 
opportunities that promote the development of critical and creative thinking, problem-solving, and performance capabilities;  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.J  P: TCT monitors and adjusts strategies in response to feedback from the student;  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.K  

P: TCT varies his or her role in the instructional process as instructor, facilitator, coach, or audience in relation to the content and 
purposes of instruction and the needs of students;  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.L  

P: TCT develops a variety of clear, accurate presentations and representations of concepts, using alternative explanations to assist 
students’ understanding and presenting diverse perspectives to encourage critical and creative thinking; 

IL-PTS-
2012.5.M  P: TCT uses strategies and techniques for facilitating meaningful inclusion of individuals with a range of abilities and experiences;  

IL-PTS-
2012.5.N  P: TCT uses technology to accomplish differentiated instructional
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IL-PTS-
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ESA: Effective Teaching Cycle, Rubric, by School of Education, Assessment 
Context for Learning Rubric 
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their 
backgrounds. 

community 
assets. 

OR examples of
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the candidate can 
link human 
development with 
new learning 

vague support of 
active learning; 
candidate makes 
vague or superficial 
links between human 
development and new 
learning 

of active learning is 
present; candidate links 
prior academic learning 
to new learning 

lesson objectives; 
multiple modalities 
that support the active 
nature of learning are 
used; Candidate links 
children’s 
development, prior 
academic learning, and 
personal, cultural, or 
community assets to 
new learning 

Instruction 
Commentary: 
Strategies to 
Deepen Student 
Understanding 
(1.000, 20%) 

      Candidate does most 
of the talking and 
the students provide 
few responses; 
commentary can 
only address this 
direct teaching style 
of instruction 

Through video clip 
and commentary, 
candidate primarily 
asks surface-level 
questions and 
evaluates student 
responses as correct 
or incorrect. 

Through the video and 
the commentary, 
candidate elicits and then 
builds on students’ 
responses to develop 
understanding of lesson 
concepts and promote 
their understanding and 
active development of 
key lesson objectives 

Through the video and 
the commentary, 
candidate demonstrates 
facilitation of 
interactions among 
students/children so 
they can evaluate their 
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from the work samples qualitative learning 
patterns within and 
across learners; sites 
specific examples from 
the work samples to 
demonstrate patterns of 
student learning 

Student Work 
Samples (1.000, 
16%) 

      Did not submit 3 
student work 
samples 

3 student work 
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Writing 
conventions 
(grammar, 
spelling, 
format, etc) 
(1.000, 33%) 

      Many significant 
errors; Not 
college level 
writing;  

Multiple significant 
errors that distracts the 
reader’s understanding 
of the document; many 
minor errors; Writing 
Center appointment and 
rewrite required 

Significant error(s) that 
distracts the reader’s 
understanding of the 
document; some minor 
errors 

No significant errors 
and few minor errors 

ESA 
Completion 
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ESA: Entering the Profession Assessment Rubric 
Rubric  

Failed 
Course 
(0.000 pt) 

Withdrew 
(0.000 pt) 

Not Proficient 
(1.000 pt) 

Marginal 
(2.000 pts) 

Proficient 
(3.000 pts) 

Commendable (4.000 pts) 

Descriptions of successes, 
with evidence (1.000, 20%) 
IL-PTS-2012.7.D IL-PTS-
2012.7.E IL-PTS-2012.7.F 
IL-PTS-2012.7.G IL-PTS-
2012.7.H IL-PTS-2012.7.I 
IL-PTS-2012.7.J IL-PTS-
2012.7.K IL-PTS-2012.7.L 
IL-PTS-2012.7.M IL-PTS-
2012.7.N IL-PTS-2012.7.O 
IL-PTS-2012.7.P IL-PTS-
2012.7.Q IL-PTS-2012.7.R 

    Little or no discussion 
of success 

Mentions success, 
but discussion is 
brief with few 
details 

Success discussed; 
evidence provided, 
but not expanded 
upon. Problem 
solving and decision 
making process 
mentioned. 

Success discussed in depth 
and evidence adequately 
described and discussed. 
Problem solving and 
decision making explained 
in-
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2012.7.E  learning and instruction;  

IL-PTS-
2012.7.F  K: TCT knows research-based assessment strategies appropriate for each student;  

IL-PTS-
2012.7.G  

K: TCT understands how to make data-driven decisions using assessment results to adjust practices to meet the needs of each 
student;  

IL-PTS-
2012.7.H  

K: TCT knows legal provisions, rules, and guidelines regarding assessment and assessment accommodations for all student 
populations; 

IL-PTS-
2012.7.I  K: TCT knows assessment and progress monitoring techniques to assess the effectiveness of instruction for each student.  

IL-PTS-
2012.7.J  

P: TCT uses assessment results to determine 
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2012.8.P  support growth and learning;  

IL-PTS-
2012.8.Q  

P: TCT establishes respectful and productive relationships with parents or guardians and seeks to develop cooperative partnerships 
to promote student learning and well-being; 

IL-PTS-
2012.8.R  P: TCT uses conflict resolution skills to enhance the effectiveness of collaboration and teamwork;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.A  K: TCT evaluates best practices and research-based materials against benchmarks within the disciplines;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.D  K: TCT identifies paths for continuous professional growth and improvement, including the design of a professional growth plan;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.E  

K: TCT is cognizant of his or her emerging and developed leadership skills and the applicability of those skills within a variety of 
learning communities;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.F  

K: TCT understands the roles of an advocate, the process of advocacy, and its place in combating or promoting certain school 
district practices affecting students;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.H  K: TCT understands the importance of modeling appropriate dispositions in the classroom.  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.I  P: TCT models professional behavior that reflects honesty, integrity, personal responsibility, confidentiality, altruism and respect;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.K  

P: TCT reflects on professional practice and resulting outcomes; engages in self-assessment; and adjusts practices to improve 
student performance, school goals, and professional growth;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.L  P: TCT communicates with families, responds to concerns, and contributes to enhanced family participation in student education;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.M  

P: TCT communicates relevant information and ideas effectively to students, parents or guardians, and peers, using a variety of 
technology and digital-age media and formats;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.N  

P: TCT collaborates with other teachers, students, parents or guardians, specialists, administrators, and community partners to 
enhance studentsâ�™ learning and school improvement;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.O  

P: TCT participates in professional development, professional organizations, and learning communities, and engages in peer 
coaching and mentoring activities to enhance personal growth and development;  

IL-PTS-
2012.9.P  

P: TCT uses leadershi
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34 Hours of Education Courses- C or better is required for courses listed below. 
 

Requirement Course # Course title Credit Semester taken 
history of education ED120 & 

lab 
Introduction to American Education 4  

internships ED170 or 
ED172 

Education Internships 1  

development ED210 Human Development K-12 3  
special/gifted ed ED115 

 
Instructional Strategies for Individuals with 
Learning Disabil
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Sample eight semester schedule for English Education major (updated Spring 2019) 
Your schedule may vary substantially 
 (•) bullet = sequenced required courses to be offered and taken only in that semester 
(**) sta
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Special Note for Transfer Students, Typically Arriving at the Junior Level  
 
Transfer Students may have challenges beyond just completing what is listed in the four final semesters of 
course work above 
 
If starting fresh with Modern Languages, 11 credits in extra coursework is required 
Language 103, 4 credits 
Language 114, 4 credits 
Language 223, 3 credits 
[requirements:  two ICS classes, including Modern Language proficiency (223 or higher)] 
 
Two Public Speaking classes are required,  
CO200, 3 credits 
CO310, 3 credits 
 
Quantitative Reasoning may sometimes slow students down, adding 3 to 6 to 9 credits 
Though it may require a single 3-credit course, numbered MA109 or above, some students may need to take a 
series of math courses to work up to the final quantitative reasoning course, adding three or six credits to the 
overall total.  
 
Natural Science with LAB, a four-credit science course with a lab component, 4 credits 
 
Sequential MPSL course may need to be added: 
IN250 US Cultural Studies (historical), 3 credits – must be an American history course HI203/204 
IN251 US Structural Studies, 3 credits 
 
Specific English Courses are required beyond those listed in the last four semesters, including: 
En105, Intro to English, 1 credit 
En231, American Lit through Twain, 3 credit 
En232, American Lit after 1900, 3 credits 
En202, Writing about Literature, 3 credits 
En222, Adolescent Literature, 3 credits 
 
Early English Education course that cycle every other year 
EN425 Methods, 3 credits 
EN375 The English Language, 3 credits 
 
A range of early Education courses 
ED120, Intro to Education/ED 170, 4 credits 
ED216 Instr. Strat. Learn Disabilities, 3 credits 
ED210, Human Development K-12, 3 credits 
 
Please take these into account, when planning your complete curriculum at Millikin 
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• En375, The English Language 

 
Element 3: Candidates are knowledgeable about how adolescents compose texts and make meaning through 
interaction with media environments. 
 

• En305 Web Publishing 
• En470 Internship in the Teaching of Writing 

 



  
201
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• Ed420 Instructional Analysis, Design, and Assessment 
• En425 Advanced Methods of Teaching Language Arts 
• En477-78 Supervised Student Teaching 

 
 
Professional Knowledge and Skills 

 
VI. Candidates demonstrate knowledge of how theories and research about soci
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Appendix, Course Change Proposal Form 
 
 MILLIKIN UNIVERSITY 
 
 NEW OR REVISED COURSE PROPOSAL 
 
 
1. Title and Number of new course or revised course:  
 Methods of Teaching and Assessment in Literacy and Language Arts for grades 5th-12th: EN425 
 
 2. College/School & Department: Arts & Sciences/English 
 
 
 3. Proposed Effective Date:  August, 2018
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11. Fulfills a University Studies requirement?   Yes         No  X 
  
 If yes, for which requirement? 
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Appendix, Degree Program Change Form 
 
MILLIKIN UNIVERSITY 
 
PROGRAM CHANGE PROPOSAL 
 
 
1. College/School & Department: Arts & Sciences/English 
 
 
2. Name of Program Affected: English Education 
 
 
3. Proposed Effective Date: August, 2018 
 
 
4. 
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3. be familiar with best practices in the methods of teaching the English language arts and formulate their own 
teaching methodologies. 
8. Please supply a summary table and brief narrative description of changes including total number of credit 
hours. 
 
This change will reduce the methods credit hours from 5 to 3.  
9. Faculty expected to teach in program: Dr. Karly Grice, occasionally  
 
 
 Other faculty qualified to teach in this program from various departments: Dr. Michael O’Conner 
 
 
10. How does this program fulfill College/School distribution requirements? N/A 
 
 
 
The following must be completed: 
 
11. Provide context and rationale for request: English Education has had two methods courses for several 
years. EN235 is our basic 3-hour methods course. EN425 is our advanced, 2-hour methods course. The courses have 
had a good bit of overlap in content. In surveying the secondary education programs at Millikin, we realized that 
most secondary education programs have only one methods course housed within the major program. This change 
aligns us with such secondary education programs as Social Science, Biology, and Mathematics. The change in title 
and course content for EN425 (see proposal form) will make that course part of the new Middle Grades Education-
Literacy Program.  
 
Staffing EN425 has also become an issue. For the past several years, the course had to be offered on a directed-study 
basis because we have had so few graduating seniors. This has pla
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