Reflection of NAEYC Position Statements for 2008

I read the position statements on Early Childhood Curriculum, Assessment and Early Program Evaluation with expanded resources, a 21 page document.  I was concerned by NAEYC saying, “We have learned much more about the power of high quality curriculum, effective assessment practices, and ongoing program evaluation, yet the infrastructure of the early childhood education system inside and out of the public schools has not allowed this knowledge to be used.”  It is usually addressed in piecemeal fashion.  But the hopeful part came when they said we as teachers have unprecedented opportunities to take advantage of using the elements of a high-quality early childhood education (curriculum, assessment and program evaluation) integrated into an effective system in producing positive outcomes for all children.  Then they provide the principles and guidelines that are at the heart of a teacher’s thoughts and actions toward children and families.  Finally the recommendations and their rationales help me to know what to look for and how my class should behave when I effectively implement curriculum, assessment and program evaluation in children’s learning.  

The second statement I read was Guiding Principles for the Development and Analysis of Early Childhood Public Policy.  The four topics, Ensuring High Quality Services, Ensuring Equity and Access, Ensuring High Quality Service Delivery, and Musts for early childhood policies, elaborated on how important early childhood public policy is to both teachers and parents.  Under each topic subtopics fleshed out the specific aspects comprising the topic.  For example, under Ensuring High quality services, continuity for children impressed me because it dealt with systemic issues affecting the child’s learning environment.  They addressed continuity within and between programs and how efforts need to be paid attention to when identifying high quality service.  Identification of service providers was under Ensuring High Quality Service Delivery heading and I did not know some people base their decision on what childcare provider to use on whether they are for profit, non-profit, affiliated or not affiliated with specific institutions instead of their knowing the providers ability to provide good service and parental choice.  Also some states have low level quality mandates because there is not national system in place.  NAEYC says public purchase of services should be limited to regulated services.  

I reviewed Early Childhood Mathematics:  Promoting Good Beginnings.  It was a 29 page document.  I noticed in this piece that math was directly linked to practical aspects of life such as making decisions relating to peoples jobs, households, communities and civic lives.  It seems that mathematics is valued because children can use it to make sense of their physical world.  I don’t know what that is implying, but I do agree that mathematical concepts help in constructing and manipulating materials to assist people in appreciating and utilizing the gift of life.  Mathematical literacy for early childhood is something teachers need to incorporate more of in the curriculum.  The National Council of Teachers in Mathematics and NAEYC share the position statement regarding what constitutes high-quality education and what is needed to achieve that quality for children within and beyond the classroom aged 3-6.  I thought a key point I could work on in the classroom was to use teaching practices and curriculum that strengthen children’s problem-solving and reasoning processes as well as representing, communicating, and connecting mathematical ideas.  And a key point to consider outside the classroom was using collaborative processes to develop well- aligned systems of appropriate high quality standards, curriculum and assessment.  These points were part of recommendations teachers, administrators, parents and community organizations should utilize to support  the proper attitude toward mathematical learning.  

I also reviewed Media Violence in Children’s Lives.  NAEYC understand that violence is complex, yet there are contributing factors such as “poverty, racism, illegal drugs, inadequate or abusive parenting, and real-life models of violent behavior” shaping the experiences and conditions surrounding our children.  By addressing the media NAEYC identifies the industries role in hindering the learning capacity of young children.  NAEYC ‘s position is that it condemns violent media (television, movies, video games, etc) directed toward children.  I support the position of NAEYC but I don’t understand how the media industry doesn’t understand how the violent media imposed on our children today won’t cost them later in the kinds of decisions and direction society will take in the future.  Its simple mathematics, for every cause there is an effect.  The weighty problem of monitoring and providing the choices children can watch or take in through media becomes the parents concern because they are the consumer.  Teachers and legislators also want to demand media industry standards to reflect high-quality choices that do not include violent advertising or programming for children.  An interesting thought was “restricting violence in children’s programming should not be considered censorship, any more than protecting children from pornography (Carlsson-Paige & Levin, 1990).  Exposure to violence robs a child from developing in imaginative play (cognitive, language development) and they imitate violent behaviors to help them problem-solve, express emotion, overcome anger and gain self-control.   Government should have some control over legislating standards to protect our children as vulnerable people.

I really enjoyed reading School Readiness.  It really put into perspective how traditional views have placed the burden of proof on the children where the true indicators of a child’s readiness to learn is composed of the child’s life experiences, much too broadly defined than any test can measure.  I thought the comment “the only legally and ethically defensible criterion for determining school entry is whether the child has reached the legal chronological age for school entry.”   A lot of skills acquisition and push down curriculum expectations are what we expect our children to know upon entering kindergarten.  This expectation is an attempt is to make the child more ready for the program, yet in reality the opposite is true.  School programs need to adapt to the individual child’s differences.   When children can learn within meaningful contexts learning is easier and may be connected to new experiences deepening their ability to become and perform as competent learners.   This position statement coincides with the first one I read and helps me to stay focused when observing, teaching, assessing and evaluating curriculum and the overall environment surrounding the children in and out of my classroom.  A child’s school success is dependent on the competence of his teachers, parents, community leaders and public health.  In order to help our children into the 21st century teachers need to know child development and how children learn and provide the experiences they need to develop the life skills and concepts needed for future viability.  
