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SANTA MONICA-MALIBU UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

End-of-Year DAC Report:
Early Learning

Back-up Materials



Childcare and Development

. A District Advisory Committee

B " Charge 1 - The DAC will work to determine if there
, are preschool eligible students in our community
who are currently not attending preschool. We
believe it is important to improve our
> understanding of the types of challenges that ma
impede attendance, as well as the resources needed
o to support all families so children can successfully

atten Freschool; and whether those resources are
currently available and accessible.

» Charge 2 - The DAC will consider the types of data to
gather from preschool, Transitional Kindergarten
and Kindergarten. This data will be used to help
SMMUSD maintain quality programs that best

| Brepare our Y(_)un est students and their families to
A e successful in elementary school and beyond.
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Building a Common Understanding
of School Readiness

Guide to

KINDERGARTNERS

Common
Developmental

Characteristics

in the Classroor B e
ear-Olds . Yy IO GRABACT RIS B¢
£ o, o 6-Year-Olds

and at Home 4 year-Olds
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EDI Characteristic Highlights

et POpulation focus
e Community results reported by neighborhood geography
 District receives confidential school level reports

» Never reported by child or teacher

m— Holistic measure

» Covers five developmental domains, 16 subdomains

aaed Feasible to implement at scale

 Collected once every 3 years by K teachers (annually in SMMUSD)
« User-friendly, online observational assessment, recall

e INternationally validated

» Developed at McMasters University, Canada
o Successfully used in over 15 countries

« National indicator in Australia

» Strong reliability and validity

« EDI Predicts later standardized test scores
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Comparison of EDI Results by Developmental Domain
Across years (2015, 2016, 2017)
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Basic feundations for SED, COG - found a ot of the information all
aver the EDI

The EDI was generally more ‘negative’ whereas the DRDP was
more ‘positive” in looking at the progression

Found the *opposite” of each in tha EDf and DRD®

The DRADP was similar to the Language standards i looking at a
cantinuum

The EDIis more about defining 'one’ area

Many behaviors in SED with DRDP were with interactions with
peers and adults

Social/Emotional in EDF might be less about interactions and more
about the chid(s) needs

Some things were not addressed in the DRDP that were in the EDI
—so wondering if that is more about the age level considerations
Special education can look at the entire continuum within one
tlass — there is more breadth ta be found

Owerwhedming! Many measures overlapped

Talked about trying to find 3 way to share this information in a
simpler way with K friends (to have it be useful)

Trying to figure out how to help colleagues who are doing the
DRDOP without much in the way of ‘time’
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o Consideration of the EDI first questions that they seem more
about the adult preparation

o [tems on 2ach that you would not find on the other

o The skills are on the continuum {one day to the next will not be
too different)

o On the DRD? in PK we look from left to right, but in K or in Special
Education in K they might be reading from right back to left

Cognition Including Math and Science

Much of the information Is similar/shared

Some items are missing in the EDI

Some of what we're doing with regards to teaching and learning
expeniences are not necessarily found in the EDI; so while we are
seeing ‘success’ it's not necessarily all the components we are
considering

Would love the “at a glance” DRDP Lo be given to K to allow them
an opportunity to see what would be useful to know

The practice of observing and documenting learning - what would
that documentation/observation look e across the continuum
of PK, TK and X

Can there be tools that can be used like Seesaw so we are using
electronic measures

*Special education doesn't get any mformation back from the DRDP
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Engage in Early Learning Professional Development Date.

Evaluation Please circle one
1 = little or none; 2 = some
3 = moderate; 4 = high;

1. Rate the overall quality of the meeting/presentation 1=0 2=1 3=6  4=35
2. Rate the value and usefulness of the information 1=0 2=1 3= 4=33
3. Rate the structure of the presentation/meeting 1=0 2=0  3=7 4=35
4. Rate the quality of service this event provided for you 1=0 2=0 3=5 4=40
5. My teaching role is PK TK K Other

Which activities were particularly engaging/useful? What might you take back with you?

*Talking with PK, TK and K teachers

*EDI Data collections and expectations

*Planning with my level team around the book idea

*The EDI info is FINALLY usefull

*Cross grade level conversations

*Loved the Yardsticks analysis and share out with each other

*The Color Monster Book!

*DRDF and EDI alignment

*(Great to see the different assessments and how they overlap and differ
*Hands on collaboration — digging in to the data

What suggestions do you have for our next vertical alignment experience?
*More time to work together!

*Narrow our focus next time — let's look at one content area

*More Lesson planning ideas and time to work together

*To have a follow up meeting to create actionable steps to be aligned
*Looking at academic expectations

*Discuss ways for Early Learning staff to support one another

*Best practice sharing

*Activity planning around supporting challenging behaviors

“Ways to incorporate music and movement

*Classroom visits!

Any Additional Comments:

*This was a really positive experience — thank youl

*It would be great if there was an opportunity to visit other classrooms

*Thanks for gathering all the Early Learning educators — it has been awhile

*Love having time to talk with teachers of other ages

*Was SO great to come up with next day activities — we can implement them ASAP!
*Thanks for the food, snacks and chocolate!

*It was nice to see how research is influencing policy

*Great way to open up lines of communication between PK, TK and K




“Can we visit each others classrooms?” I

I “We want more lesson planning time together!” I

I “I' loved having time to talk with teachers of other age groups!” I

I “Loved the hands on collaboration and digging in to the data!” I

I “Thank you for bringing us together — when can we do this again?” I

v o




