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Field experience #2

Comparison of a NAEYC Accredited Center and a non-NAEYC Accredited Center


I recently observed in two different classrooms to compare an NAEYC accredited center in Pearland and a center that is non-NAEYC accredited in LaPorte. Each observation was done in the morning between 8:30 and 11:00. I was able watch as parents arrived to drop off their children. The children were ages three to four year olds. Most came in happy and excited about the new day. But there were a few that did protest, demanding to stay with mom. Right away I could see a difference between these two classrooms. I found my observation to be quite interesting and informative. I could see that the NAEYC classroom had two teachers; therefore, one teacher was able to take the upset child and get her involved in an activity, while the other teacher could reassure the little girl’s mom.  This seemed to be the best solution for all. The student was calmed down quickly and the mom was able to leave with no hesitation. She knew that child would be well cared for. The teacher in the non-NAEYC classroom was not equipped with that extra pair of hands when her fussy child arrived. She had to maneuver through the situation on her own and it took much longer for mom to leave and for the fussy little boy to calm down. Although there were clear differences, it was also apparent that both classrooms offered a clean, safe and warm environment for the children to learn and grow in.

 The first center that I visited was the NAEYC accredited center. This classroom had twelve students with two teachers. The lead teacher has an Associates of Arts degree and the other teacher is still working on her degree. There was a great deal of activity, talking and exploring going on in this classroom. Both teachers were available for meaningful discussion with the children. They asked lots of questions to prompt the students to engage in conversation. The teachers also played with the children, modeling proper behaviors, consistent with developmentally appropriate expectations for three year olds. Their curriculum guidelines were posted on the bulletin board for parents along with a lesson plan, in web form, for the week. I noticed the areas of study covered literacy, math, science, art, songs, books, and outside play. There was no specific information given for technology, social/emotional development, social studies or health on their lesson plans. There was, however, safety information posted on the parent bulletin board. This information included the type of shoes that should be worn and jackets for outside play. There was also a bold schedule posted in a format that could be easily changed if needed, to keep it flexible. The room was inviting and filled with bright, beautiful colors. My favorite part of the classroom was a huge window that filled almost the entire back wall. It is almost as if the outside is a part of this classroom. Changes in weather, what kind of day it is outside, the beauty of nature and natural light all come bursting through this window. At nap time there are vertical blinds that hide the light, for restful sleep. Materials are placed on shelves or tables that are easily accessible for the children along with a print rich environment. Everything is labeled. Some things are even labeled with word and pictures so that these young children can easily explore and maneuver throughout their classroom. There were tables that were effectively used for small group or individual activities. As I mentioned before, a parent bulletin board, full of all sorts of useful information, is hung right beside the door, as parents enter the room.  It contains things such as, safety and health alerts, lesson plans, calendar, and upcoming special events. I asked about home visits, conferences, and progress reports. There are no home visits, one conference per year or one as needed and progress reports are sent home twice a year. This class also had a portfolio for each child with updates added weekly. All in all, I thought this classroom was a wonderful learning environment for children.


The next observation took me to classroom in a center that is not NAEYC accredited. This classroom had eight students and one teacher. This center requires that all teachers have at least a CDA certification and that is the credentials this teacher has. It was clear that this teacher did not have the same flexibility as the lead teacher in the other class. She was warm, and engaged in rich communication with the children. But she also had to handle situations with the bathroom that needed her attention, taking her away from learning situations at times. She did model proper social interaction for her students and emphasized kind behaviors. Everything that I saw in this classroom was age appropriate for three year olds. She responded promptly and lovingly to the needs of her students and they seemed to trust her. Her schedule was not posted as boldly as the other classroom schedule but still had the opportunity for flexibility if needed. The lesson plan was posted for the week and included the areas of, math, literacy, language development, science, social studies, creative art, music books, social/emotional goals, dramatic play and blocks. I also noticed there was no mention of health or technology.  I felt that this lesson plan was more comprehensive than the lesson plans displayed in the NAEYC accredited classroom. Social and emotional goals were included as well as social studies and language development and specific plans for the block center. There was also a clear theme that was vivid throughout the lesson plan, classroom environment and the curriculum. “Fall on the Farm” was posted outside the doorway of this classroom and the wall was full of everything that represents the fall and farm. Displayed on the walls were student made crafts such as, a huge tree covered in fall colored handprints to represent leaves, pigs, big turkeys with beautiful feathers, sheep made of cotton balls, a big red barn, fruits and vegetables from the garden and a big scarecrow.  The book center was filled with books about the garden, farm and fall along with puppets of farm animals. The dramatic play center had gloves for gardening, hats for working in the sun, overalls and garden tools. Other things that caught my attention were the farm animals in the block center for building fences and barns, the bean sprouts growing in the window and the sensory table filled with ears of corn. The children were exposed to farm experiences and fall in every center in this classroom. There was also opportunity for small group and large group activities. All of the materials were abundantly available to the children.  I did see evidence of a parent news letter and calendar but no specific bulletin board just for the parents. I asked about home visits, portfolios, conferences and progress reports. There are no home visits. Student portfolios contained student work and teacher assessments. Conferences are scheduled as needed and progress reports are sent home two times per year. This center was full of fall fun.

Wow! After pondering these observations, there are several things that I would like to emulate in my own classroom. For example the first classroom had that enormous window. This allowed the children to engage with the outdoors while still inside. This could almost be a center in itself. I could encourage the children to count certain things that they see, communicate about the weather and draw what they see, from the window, in their journals. Each day, the view from that window would bring something new to the classroom. I also appreciated the print rich environment in this classroom. It is a great way to lead the children to understand written words and organizational skills in the classroom. One last thing that I took away from this classroom in the NAEYC accredited center was the rich and helpful information communicated through the parent bulletin board. I did not actually observe the following but this center offers a nurse on staff for sick children, vision testing and hearing testing. The non-NAEYC accredited classroom also had a wealth of good ideas. For example, the theme of fall on the farm seemed to be a fun way to learn for the three year olds that I observed. They were truly experiencing farm life for themselves. This theme had been introduced in early October and they were still finding it to be bursting with learning opportunities. I like the flexibility that I saw in this lesson plan. The vocabulary for language development was great for children of this age. I also enjoyed seeing the student projects on the walls. The fat feathered turkeys, the pigs with funny fat noises and the beautiful fall tree were simply adorable. The sensory table, where the children were shucking corn also seemed to be a great way to have them explore where corn comes from and the process of getting corn to their plates. Many of the children had no idea that corn had to be cleaned and cut off the cob before it can be put in a can. What a learning experience this was.

I am always delighted to see how other teachers handle their classrooms. There is so much I can learn. Both of the classrooms were full of well planned activities and centers with purposeful design. These learning centers, “defined areas of the classroom that have a particular purpose and that contain relevant furnishings and materials” (240) help to reinforce the concepts that are being taught. As I noticed in the sensory table with the corn, the children were learning math, science, vocabulary and social studies. The teacher asked questions that enhanced learning and language development as the children played with the corn. She asked questions like, “Where do we get corn?” and “Is this the way corn looks when you get it from the store?” These are, open ended questions, “questions that require children to analyze information in some way and that have many possible answers” (274). This activity was also developmentally appropriate, “activities that engage children’s interests and adapt for their age, experience and ability to help meet challenging and achievable goals” (70). The window that I addressed, in the first classroom I visited, would be a wonderful way to teach concepts about earth and space science, “recognizing patterns in nature, observing weather changes, seasons and times of day” (416). The text book goes on to say, “Young children are naturally interested in investigating the world around them” (416). Although both of these classrooms were full of learning opportunities, neither of them focused on technology in the classroom. “Technology in the classroom can present limitless possibilities for learning” (293). I am sure that one of the reasons that teachers do not use more technology is due to the costliness of it. Another reason might be that children do seem to be bombarded with technology almost everywhere else we go. But isn’t that the best reason for providing more experiences with technology. Teachers must prepare our students for real world experiences and technology is certainly in the real world. 

I personally learned so much while doing this observation. While the NAEYC accredited center did have more teachers and perhaps more available funds, centers that are not accredited can provide a warm and productive environment for children. I was happy to see that both of these centers had a positive and purposeful plan for the children in their care. Both even had portfolios, “organized collections of children’s work and demonstrations of their progress relevant to curriculum” (348). It was a blessing for me to observe in both of these classrooms.  
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