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STUDY MOTIVATION

1o Ear | y |1 nvest melwds mattern

o Advances in defining early care and education
(ECE) quality

o Still low levels of classroom quality in many
ECE programs




ECE QUALITY IMPROVEMENT STRATEGIES

Early learningand program standards
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Quality Rating and Improvement Syste

Professionatlevelopmentrainings

Coachingand mentoring




OHIO EARLY LANGUAGE AND LITERACY
CLASSROOM OBSERVATION (ELLCBPIRROJECT

Primary Purposes:

A Examine state-level preschool program capacity

A ldentify preschool teacher professional development needs

%;partment of

A Feedback to building administrators Education

Secondary Purposes:

A Feedback to classroom teachers




ELLCO FEEDBACK INTERVENTION

The Early Language and Literacy Classroom Observation (ELLCO)
Classroom Report - Fall 2010

Name: <Excluded> Adults in classroom: 5 Children in classroom: 12

Date: 4/13/2010 Teacher: 1 Boys: 9 Girls: 3

Site: 3469 Student Teacher: 1 Englismlgamesﬁ
Years of Classroom Experience: 11 Assistant Teacher: 2 Total number enrolled: 7
High Degree/Credential: Education Specialist Parent: 1_ th -
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Comments: Some child art and dictation was displayed above child eye level; materials were not labeled; contents on
open shelves and accessible to children; materials were grouped by learning center; materials were related to what
teacher indicated was the current topic(s).
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Comments: One computer present and turned on; headphones present and teacher stated books on tape are used;
teacher stated preschool games are used on computer; 4 phones present in dramatic play; teacher stated children
could choose to use computer; adaptive mouse present at computer; teacher stated digital camera is used with
children; CD player was present but out of reach of children; touch pad was present for a child at the snack table
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Opportunities for Child Choice and Initiative : : ¢ : :

Comments: All children were writing in notebooks at circle time upon observers’ arrival; snack was already laid out and

every child ate snack at the same time; free play is listed on the schedule; teacher stated books were available to
children on an individual basis

4.0

Classroom Management Strategies I } } + |

30
f ' Y | |
t t * t 1
VOCIDUary on ihe DISCKDOAra Near Choie area. Thefs Was Some Witng
joner ana posted over her cesk Was no other writing dispiayed.
[per word cards in the writing center. The center 3iso contained 3 vanety of
papers ana snaped, biank Dooks. Pig-shaped biank bOoks were near e
arous things In them. There were writing materials In 3il centers.
30

I ' 5 ' '

t t hd T 1
[T1r e materiais in every cenier. Fanm-reaied IRerature and poSiers were
Estac goais by domain (physical, cognitive, etc.) but aid not note Eary
fricuum cbjectives and goais related 1 hese were not noted In the
the teacher stated that she and her assistant planned te themes for the
[p=3s ioosety to the seasons and making one theme ~ow” Into the next

20

I Y y | '
t d t 1 1

Comments: Teacher used picture schedule to inform children what came next; soft music was playing in the
background; teacher invited a child to come over but did not force the child to join the group; teacher used a sand
timer to indicate the end of the current activity; teacher reviewed classroom rules with children before beginning circle
time; towards the end of circle time, teacher gave verbal reminders for children to return to their seats and to be quiet
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stated that she used phone calls and dally arop-ofT / pick-up Imes to talk with parents

she used 1o send home daly behavior notes, but currently only sent the notes If nesded. She stated hat she does
conferences twice year and 3s needed for new chiloren o SPECA SIUANONS. She stated Mat she takes notes of
observasons and enters them Mo the Creative CUTICUILM WeDs!te 3nd would get 3 Print out of what Nad been leamed
3na what neeced 1 be reviewed. She 30
raguiany with the speecn-ianguage therapist for guIdance Tor one child

3bout benavior. She stated tat

stated she does Me Get It, Got It, Gof 3ssessment. She s3d she mests.

ELLCO Teacher Report

Report guide
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Literacy Reflection Tool

ELLCO Data Use Training



NUMBER OF TEACHERS (CLASSROOMS)

TREATED FROM 20068012

Number of Preschool

ECE Program Type Classrooms Observed

Early Learning Initiative (ELI) 348
Early Childhood Education (ECE) 121
Preschool Special Education (PSE) 735
TOTAL 1204

Note. 248 of these classrooms also observed a second time.



NATURAL RANDOM ASSIGNMENT

Teachers randomly
selected

[ Lottery X ]

Teachers not
selected



COVARIATE BALANCE FOR ANALYTIC SAMPLE
WITH POST -TREATMENT ELLCO OUTCOME DATA

Years of teaching experience (at baselinmm} -0.001

Age (at baseline) [0 - .00

0] 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Years

New teacher (3 yrs or less at baselin<JMMM® J- -0.006

Master os d e IR Lm0 203
Gender: Ferale A RATATEA PRI - .16

Race: Black|f]
| 0.177
Race: White [

Treated mIIIIIIIII|IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII :l- 0.845**
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** p<0.01, * p<0.05, * p<0.1 Proportion of Teachers



What Is the impacton Classroom
Quality?

Research Question 1

AAIR



POSITIVE EFFECTS ON CLASSROOM QUALITY

FOR NEW TEACHERS

ELLCO Outcomes on ITT Treatment Status: Teacher Experience
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What Is the impact onProvider
Quality?

Research Question 2

AAIR



POSITIVE EFFECTS ONROVIDERQUALITY

OLS Regressions of SUTQ Rating on Indicator of Any Teachers Treated in Provider to
Date with Sample Consistent across Years
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** n<0.01, * p<0.05, 4p<0.1



What Is the impact onChildren?

Research Question 3

AAIR



POSITIVE EFFECTS ON CHILDREN FROM CLASSROC
WITH NEW TEACHERS WHO RECEIVED FEEDBACK

OLS Regressions of Direct Child Language and Literacy Measures from First Post-

treatment Cohort on ITT Treatment Status "
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IMPLICATIONS

Light-touch individualized feedback
can change instructional practice
quality for some ECE teachers

Differential treatment effects
motivate additional investigations




MY SINCERE APPRECIATION TO:

DIANE WHITMORE SCHANZENBACH, NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
JONATHAN GURYAN, NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

TERRI SABOL, NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

TRACEY CHESTNUT, OHIO DEPARTMENT OF JOB AND FAMILY SERVICES
WENDY GROVE, OHIO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

LISA NEILSON, OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY CENTRAL FOR HUMAN RESOURCE
RESEARCH

THIS DISSERTATION WAS SUPPORTED BY THE CHILD CARE RESEARCH SCHOLARS
GRANT, GRANT NUMBER 90YEO0159, FROM THE OFFICE OF PLANNING, RESEARCH
AND EVALUATION, ADMINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES, U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. ITS CONTENTS ARE SOLELY THE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE AUTHOR AND DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT THE
OFFICIALS VIEWS OF THE OFFICE OF PLANNING, RESEARCH AND EVALUATION,
THE ADMINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES, OR THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS




Katie Dahlke, PhD
630-649-6645
kdahlke@air.org

1120 East Diehl Road, Suite 200
Naperville, IL 60563-4899

General Information: 630-649-6500
WWW.air.org

A AIR




Appendix Slides

A AIR




LIMITATIONS

Generalizability
A Intervention implemented in one state and at one point in time

A Sample teacher characteristics not representative of all ECE staff

Limitations of available outcome measures



ELLCO ELEMENT®
GENERALCLASSROOM ENVIRONMENT

Organization of the Classroom
Contents of the Classroom
Presence and Use of Technology

Opportunities for Child Choice &
Initiative

I

5. Classroom Management and
Strategies

6. Classroom Climate

Language &

lteracy

Classroom

0!)3:( rvauon
Toolkit

Smith, M., Dickinson, D., Sangeorge, A., & Anastasopoulos, L. (2002). Early
literacy and language classroom observation scale (ELLCO). Baltimore, MD:

Danill Rrankac



ELLCOELEMENTS®

LANGUAGE LITERACY,ANDCURRICULUM

7. Oral Language Facilitation b/*‘;‘:??«'ﬁ”
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8. Presence of Books o
9. Approaches to Book Reading
10.Approaches to Children Writing
11.Approaches to Curriculum Integration
12.Recognizing Diversity in the Classroom

13.Facilitating Home Support for Language
Literacy

14.Approaches to Assessment
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THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
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