College of Education and Affiliated Programs
Annual Assessment Report Template ~ Spring 2010
Early Childhood Education

Background

1. Describe your program (enroliment, number of faculty, general goals. Have there been any program changes
since your last CED Annual Report?

The Master’s in Early Childhood Education (ECE) program at CSULB is designed to provide a diverse student body with
updated knowledge and skills (including leadership skills) necessary to fulfill various roles in the field of ECE. The
program recruits candidates with classroom teaching experiences and helps them connect their classroom practices with
theories, research, policies, and current discourse and debates. The mission of the program is to recruit and educate a
diverse student population with the professional competencies necessary for teaching, leadership, management, and
advocacy roles in the public sector and in community-based and non-profit organizations such as public schools, federal
and state funded preschool programs, community colleges, private preschool/school programs. The curriculum
emphasizes knowledge, skills, and dispositions necessary for ethical, developmentally and culturally appropriate
teaching practices in diverse and inclusive classrooms (with children from birth through age 8). The program also
prepares candidates for management of early childhood organizations (including planning, implementing, and decision-
making) that best represent the interest of all children and families and a pursuit for life-long learning. The pedagogical



about the role of transnational organizations such as UNICEF to ensure children’s rights, and realize the need for global
child advocacy. The program helps candidates to utilize technology as a tool to enhance learning and communication.



Table 1









Candidate performance in all the seven SLOs is provided below. The table for each SLO includes average for the group
(raw), average for group (percentage), median for group, Standard deviation for the group for each of the criteriain a
rubric. It also calculates the average for the total number of criterion averages.

SLO 1: Analyze theoretical perspectives that relate to young children and their families.

TABLE 7
Descriptive Statistics for SLO 1

. Authors Average for | Average for | Median Star_lda_lrd
Rubric Criteria Deviation
evaluated | Group (Raw) | Group (%) | for Group for Group

Figure 1




SLO 2:






SLO 4 : Analyze current issues, debates, discussions, and research in the field of early childhood education.

TABLE 10
Descriptive Statistics for SLO 4

Rubric Criteria Autho

Figure 4



SLO 5: Apply understanding of leadership roles that benefit children and families

Table 11
Descriptive Statistics for SLO 5

Average
Authors | Average for for
evaluated | Group (Raw) | Group
(%)

Median | Standard
for Deviation
Group | for Group

Rubric Criteria






Figure 6

SLO #6 : Spring 2009
(average for group)

SLO 7:









Figure 9
Graphical Display of Student Performance on “Personal reflections” Requirement Across Courses

Personal Reflections:
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The data shows that the students performed at the mastery level on this requirement in all the courses presented above
except EDEC 622 (with a mean 2.92). This course requires students to reflect on international perspectives. Most of our
students do not have international experiences and have been struggling to bring personal perspectives on the issue
facing children around the world. Both the instructors who teach the two sections of the course have sustained
international experiences and expertise and therefore have high expectations which students seemed to pose challenge
for students without such background. Instructors will keep this in mind in future offering of the course and will take
action such as inviting international faculty and students to the course.

4. OPTIONAL: You may provide additional information (e.g., other data, copies of letters of support from granting
agencies or school staff, etc.) about candidate performance, the student experience or program effectiveness
used to inform programmatic decision making. This may include quantitative and qualitative data sources.

In the academic year 2008-2009, the program gathered its effectiveness by (a) measuring its strengths at various levels
(entry, benchmark and exit); (b) gathering candidates’ evaluation of the program’s effectiveness; (c) gathering
candidates’ perceptions on their own performance on program SLOs.

A: Measuring Strengths at Various Levels

Entry Level Strengths: Attracting
applicants from minority communities: The program continues to attract a strong applicant pool especially from
minority communities.



Table 16
Race/Ethnicity Status of 2008 applicants

\ ECE 2008 Applicants






Table 18



Average for

# Items Ae\;(ietrggrevzy Benchmark
survey (2008
(2007 cohort) cohort)
33 | I believe that my program is providing me with a good preparation for
I 3.48 3.61
my future/existing career.
34 | | feel that my graduate school experiences (courses, projects) are very
o 3.45 3.74
relevant to my career goals and direction.
35 | Field projects have engaged me in meaningful interaction with
. 3.43 3.65
children, teachers, and parents.
36 | If I were starting over, | would enroll in this program again. 3.38 3.68
37  Iwould recommend my graduate program to prospective students.




Both the candidate performance data and the program effectiveness data suggest that the ECE MA program has been
successful in its goal of attracting minority candidates to the program, ensuring their success in the program, and
supporting candidate learning and performance. In addition, program candidates’ perceptions of the program have
been very positive. Candidates’ perception of the program is very important from the point of view of attracting
qualified candidates to the program and securing a positive reputation among early childhood professionals in local
areas and early childhood programs in local colleges and universities.

Areas to Improve:



provided individualized instruction to students on week-ends or after students’ regular work hours to help them in their
assignments and for the purpose of career advisement, if necessary. The program also instituted a mixer of faculty and
students in the program in summer 2009 to help students exchange ideas/expectations/preparations toward
comprehensive examination, career options/opportunities, and to enhance communication between faculty and
students and among students at various levels including recent graduates. Although we do not have any direct evidence
of the impact of the mixer on student learning or perceptions, faculty members strongly feel that it has added to the
program’s strength.

7. What steps, if any, will be taken with regard to curriculum, programs, practices, assessment processes, etc.
based on these findings in Questions 5 and 6? Please link proposed changes to data discussed in Q5.

Action or Proposed Changes
To Be Made

1 -Quick writes in the beginning of

the courses

-Meeting individually with

students who struggle in classes

‘ Priority ’ By Whom? By When?



ECE Faculty Workshop: May 25, 2010
MINUTES
ED 1, Room #1, 10.00am-12.00pm
Members present: Ruth Piker, Jyotsna Pattnaik, Linda James
Data Analysis and Interpretation Discussion
Student Learning

How satisfied are you with the overall performance of students on the signature assignment?
Except a few students, most of the students have done very well in all the signature assignments.

On what criteria or sub-skills do students seem to be doing particularly well?
- Literature reviews
- Designing parent workshops
- Designing curriculum

On what criteria or sub-skills do students seem to be struggling?
- Personal reflections (sometimes students only summarize)
- Academic writing/bringing coherence to the writing

How do findings on this outcome compare to past results on the outcome?
The overall student performance on individual SLOs has been consistent, with the group average above
3.00 on ascale of 4.00.

What are the areas of particular concern where you would like to see student performance improve?

- Discussing theoretical perspectives and connecting theoretical perspectives to the topics of their
research

- Personal reflections (sometimes students only summarize)

- Writing a good introduction to major assignments

Instrument Utility
Did the signature assignment and/or rubric you used give you the information you were seeking?
- Yes. The signature assignments and rubrics provide adequate information the on the assignment.

Do you want to make any revisions to the signature assignment and/or rubric, or the assessment process?
- No.
Programs, Courses, and Practices
What do other data (such as program indicators) say related to your results? (For instance, how do they
confirm, contradict, or add to what the direct evidence of student learning suggests?)
Program evaluation survey (benchmark and exit) data analyses reflect candidate sat Tf1 0 ETO g36 ETBT100 1







