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There is increasing worldde attention on the importance of child development in the early years.
Healthy child development has been identified by both the World Health Organization and the Public
Health Agency of Canada as a pdwksocial determinant of lifeng health and wéibeing.

The early years (0) represent the most significant period of growth and developnterdughout life
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experiences are essential to healthy child developmaniéck of positive early learning and development

opportunities can have lasting negatiimpacts on a child.

I O KdevelBpfant is shaped by many factors including, but not limited to, the following:

Child Variables

wAge

w DSYRSNJ

w / KAf RK22R
w t NBaoOKz22f

Family Variables

wFamily structure
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wEnglish as a second language
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Neighbourhood Variables

wLibraries, recreation facilities, health
services, parkand playgroundsarts
and cutural programs, family resource
centres, etc.
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and child care settings
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The Early Development Instrument (EDI) is a community-based measure of young
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71 Itis a questionnaire that senior kindergarten teachers complete for all children in their classrooms.
1 Itisa population measuréhat isbased on developmental rather than curriculum benchmarks.
71 It assesses five general arekspwn as domains, of child development and their subdomains.

The Government of Ontario, through the Ministry of Children and Youth Services (MCYS), has funded
provincial implementation of the EDI since 2004e EDI is completed @ach community ifOntarioonce
every three yeargprovincial coverage is achieved at the end of each tlyes cycle) The EDI was
completed in York Region in 2003, 2006, 2009 and ZBD2implemerdtion is managed locally by The
Regional Municipality of York.
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1 It helps to assess how well neighbourhoods are supporting young children and their families.
1 It assists neighbourhoods in program, service and policy development/planning for young children

and their families.

1 It raises awareness of the importanoéthe early years and encourages advocacy for young
children and their families.
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The neighbourhood in which a child lives provides unique influences that greatly
impactt he c¢ hi | debetopreeate | y

The daily world in which a preschool child lives has a significant impact on their early learning and
development.In York Region, EDI data are analyaetthe neighbourhood level. York Region has 64 EDI
neighbourhoodsEDI results for each neighbourhood include all children that live within the
neighbourhood regardless of which school they attend. The neighbourhood perspective emphasizes the
O 2 Y'Y dzy éspodsibility ttNSupport young children and their families.

It is important to analyse the EDI data within the context of other available sources of information
(includingsociceconomic and demographic data, Kindergarten Parent Survey resottadditional
community statistics}o obtain a more comprehensive understanding of neighbourhood characteristics
that may impact the EDI resultd/hen interpreting EDI results, considéon should be given to
neighbourhood characteristics such as ethetoenposition, immigration patterns, languages spoken,
income distributionand education levels.

Purpose of this reporté

This reportprovides asummary ofthe EDI resultor Richmond Hill ENeighbourhoodBRfrom the four
implementationsin York Regiof2003, 2006, 2009 and 201 2) presentsa snapshotof the developmental
health and early learning @f KA & Yy S A 3 $endicd? kinhd(gargeRailren.

The following questions should be considered when interpretieighbourhoodeDI results:

1 Whatfactors have contributed to changes in the EDI results over time (i.e. changing demographics
and socieeconomic characteristics, program changes and/or service changes)?

1 What is availablén a neighbourhoodhat contributes to the wetbeing ofits young dildren?

1 What else might be needéad a neighbourhoodhat would improve outcomes fats young
children?

1 Are any changes required to existing programs and services that would have a positive impact?

Resultsfom the 2012 Kindergarten Parent Survey (KPS), in addition to community profdesi{ng
socioeconomic and demographic data as well as other community statistics) will provide context to
further inform theneighbourhoodEDI results.

Agencies and organizations across York Region are encouraged to use thamrekidteeport along with
results fromThe Early Development Instrument (EDI) York Region ReXddidand other early child
development indicatorsto assist iprogram andservice planning anthe identification of strategies and
interventionsaimed atimproving outcomes for all our young children so that they may achieve their full
potential.
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How t o Understand t he EDI R e

Five domains of early child development are assessed by the EDI:

Physical Health and WeBeing Social Competence Emotional Maturity
Language and Cognitive Development Communication Skills and Generghowledge

All domains excepEommunication Skills and General Knowledge are further divided into subdomains,
each of which represents a relatively homogeneous aspect of child developitensubdomain results
indicate which aspects of the overall domain present the greatest chaketoggoung children.

ThreeoutcomeY S I & dzZNB &  2edrly 1€aning ardielzelogiriental healthas outlined beloware
included in the analysis of theeighbourhoodEDI resultsAll measures are assessed separately for each of
the five developmentatiomains.

1. EDI Domain Averages

Domain graphs show:
1 the averagedomainscore of all the childresurveyed in the neighbourhoodscores range from
0 to 10)
1 neighbourhoodresults for2003, 2006, 2009 and 2012;
1 how the average domain scoresthre neighbourhoodcompare withthe OntarioBaseling*; and
1 how theaveragedomain scores fothe neighbourhoodhave changed over time.

The trend™* we are looking for is an increase in the length of the blue bars over time (that is, an
increase in the average domain scor@his wouldindicate that outcomes for young childremithe
neighbourhoodare improvingin the domain. Also, we wouldike the averagedomainscoreto be
higher than the OntarioBaseline indicatingthat children in the neighbourhood are performing better
on average in the domain than children in Ontario as a whole.

2. EDI Subdomains

Subdomain graphs show:
1 the percentage othildrensurveyed*in the neighbourhoodi K I (i feW/Boi &S @St 2 LIYSy (|
expectationg** * in each subdomain;
1 neighbourhoodresults for2003, 2006, 2009 and 2012;
1 how the subdomain results ithe neighbourhoodcompare with the Ontari®aseling* ; and
1 how the subdomain results fahe neighbourhoodhave changed over time.

The trend™** we are looking for is a decrease in the length of the blue bars over time (that is, a
RSONBI&aS Ay GKS LISNDOSydalF3IS 2F OKAf RNB#e YSSGAy3
subdomain. This would indicateéhat outcomes for young children in this neigburhood are

improvingin the subdomain Also, we would like the SSNOSy G 3S 2F OKAf RNBYy YS.
developmental expectationso belower than the Ontario Baseline, indicatintihat developmental
expectationsare being met by a higher percentage children in he neighbourhood than in Ontario

as a whole.
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How t o Understand (d¢d drgt .EDI Res U

3. iScoring Lowo in the EDI

EDI results are categorized according to how children soarachof the five developmental domains:
G 2y { Néhildrferéscoring at or above the 25th percentile
Gl G NJIchildren scoring between th&0th and25th percentiles
G@dzf Yy SNIKAE FNBY aO02NAYy I Ay scofGloi @ 6 Sad mniK LIS

dScoringLo& 3INF LIKa aKz2gy
1 the percentage of childreaurveyed in the neighbourhoodhat éscoedf 2 @ ¢he domain
1 neighbourhoodesults for 2003, 2002009 and 2012;
1 K2 ¢ 6dcérifglave NI atiehaighbourhyodcompare with the Ontarid®aseliné*; and
1 K2 ¢ #cérifigla NI & teé ngighbotirBoddhave changed over time.

The trend™** we are looking for is a decrease in the length of the blue bars over time (that is, a

decrease in the percentage okighbourhoodOK A f RNBY (Kl G N3 RS@Othd 2 LIYSY
domain). This would indicate that outcomes for young childrentlre neighbourhoodare improving in

the domain.Also, we would like thgpercentage of childrers K 2 & & O 2tdFe Rwef thaa the

Ontario Baselingindicating that the percentage of childrenwhb N5 RS @St 2 LIYSy I £ £ &
the domainis lowerin the neighbourhood than in Ontario as a whole.

Notee i KA & NBLRNI F20dzaSa 2y fewWdiNBRE@SH2LIVS NI DODKA SRENIS
0 K2 &bringlové aAYyOS (KS 95L akeas withihihg goRrBuRity de2elogmrayfyi A T &
and geographically) in which children have the greatest need and require the most support.

* excluding surveys for children with identified special nesald surveys with too much information missing

** the Ontario Baseline includes results for all implementations in Ontario from 2004 through 2006 and provides a
reference point from which to compare local results (for each EDI measure, results for Ostanehmle have
remainedrelativelyconstant over e three implementation cycles)

*** atrendis indicated by a consistent increase or decrease over at least three yedrangeis indicated by an
increase or decrease over only two years

**** hased on sls and abilities that each subdomain represents, groups of scores were identified representing

childrenwhomett I £ £ k | { &2 2 ¥aRki& ¥ S & deyefopmental expectations
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EDI

NeighbourhoodR The number of valid surveys decreased by about 30% since 2006, being lowest in 2012.
Surveydor children with identified special needs were excludeshf the analysis as were those with too

much information missing.

In 2012884 @I EDI $ueveys were obtained for senior kindergarten children liviRicghmond Hill €

The following maputlines thegeographicaboundaries for this neighbourhood.
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Language and Cognitive Developm

Language an@ognitive Development Domainincludes age appropriate reading, writing and
numeracy skills, board gamehe ability to understand similarities and differences, ahd ability to
recite back specific pieces of information from memory.

Basic Literac$pubdomainr Does the child have basic literacy skills (i.e. know how to handle a book,
identify some letters and attach sounds to them, show awareness of rhyming words, know the writing
directions, is able to write themame)?

Interest in Literacy/Numery and Memory SubdomairDoes the child show interest in books and
reading, math and numbers, and have the ability to remember things?

Advanced Literacy Subdomaiboes the child have advanced literacy skills (i.e. reading simple and
complex words or sgences, writing voluntarily, writing simple words or sentences)?

Basic Numeracgubdomair Does the child have basic numeracy skills (i.e. can count to 20, recognize
shapes and numbers, compare numbers, sort and classify, ugeane correspondencend
understand simple time concepts)?

52YFAYy ITOANNDRBAYR | Aff /
x The average score in this domain was lower in 2012 than in 2002006

x In 2012, the average score for this domain was same ashe Ontario Baseline.

Average Score for the
Language and Cognitive Development Domain

| |

2012

2009

2006

10

Average Score
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Languag€ogndtive Devel opment (con

{dz0 R2 Y I A Y wWASGIKIX 20yaR FI2ZANO €/
x In 2012, the subdomain with the lowest percentage of children meetifigS ¢ deyetopmental
SELISOGlIGAZ2ya 6l &d& aAYyiSNBad Ay tAGSNI OekydzYSNI: Oe
x In 2012, the subdomain with the highest percentage of children meétifgS ¢ deyetopmental
SELISOGlIiGA2ya o6& all RAFIYOSR fAGSNI Oe¢ o
x In 2012, the percentage of children meetiagf S & deyepmental expectations was lower than
the Ontario Baseline in twsubdomains.

Percentage of Children Meeting=ew/No' Developmental Expectations
in the Language and Cognitive Development Subdomains
Basic Literacy
2012
2009 |
2006
2003 &

Ontario Baseline §#

Interest in Literacy/Numeracy and Memory
2012 '
2009
2006
2003 |

Ontario Baseline

Advanced Literacy
2012 |
2009 |
2006
2003

Ontario Baseline &

Basic Numeracy
2012 |
2009
2006
2003

Ontario Baseline

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Percentage
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Language and Cognitive Devel opmen

q O2NA ¥ IBAH/Q@WY2YR | At /
x The percentage of childrein & O 2 N iy'tHis dbr@ain $vas lower in 2012 than in 2009.

x In 2012, the percentage of childrénd O 2 NJRiytHis dorain svas lower than the Ontario Baseline.

Percentage of ChildrelScoringLow"
in the Language and Cognitive Development Domain

2012

2009 |

2006

2003

Ontario
Baseline

Percentage

2 KFG R2 GKSa$S NBad#Z da GStt dzak

Results for the Language and Cognitive Development dom&icinmond Hill @dicateno consistent
improvements in outcomes for young children over time. The average domain score decreased between
2003 and 2009 (a negative trend), but increased again in 2012 (a positive change). The percentages of
children meetingt ¥ S ¢ deyeRpmental expectationslecreased irall foursubdomains between 2@0

and 2002 (apositive change)The percentage of childrana O 2 NAigcE@asédzbetvieen 2003 and

2009 (a negative trend), but decreased again in 2012 (a positive ch&egelts for some measures in

some yearsvere better than the Ontario Baseline, whereas results for others were not.

Q
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Physical HeaBehngnd Wel l

Physical Healttand WelliBeing Domaimincludes gross and fine motor skills (e.g. holding a pencil,
running in the playground, motor coordination), adequate energy levels for daily activities, independence
in looking aftertheir own needs, and daily living skills

Physical Readiness f8chool Day Subdomaits the child is dressed appropriately for daily
activities?Does the child arrive at school tired, late or hungry?

Physical Independen&uibdomain Is the child independent in looking after thewn needs?
Has the child establiskdea hand preference®s the childphysicallywell-coordinated?

Gross and Fine Motor Skilsbdomairr Does the child have the ability to physically participate in
daily activitiesDoes the child have aggppropriate gross and fine motor capabilities?

52YFAYy ITOANNDRSAYR | Aff /
x The average score in this domain was lower in 2012 than in 2003.

x In 2012, the average score for this domain was lower than the Ontario Baseline.

Average Score for the
Physical Health and WeBeing Domain

2012 |

2009

2006

Average Score
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x In 2012, the subdomain with the lowest percentage of children meetifgS ¢ deyetopmental

SELISOGIGAZ2Yya 61 &
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x In 2012, the subdomain with the highest percentage of children meétifgS ¢ deyetopmental

SELISOGIGAZ2YE oI 4

a3INRaa

YR FAYS Y2(G2NJ A1 Aff&a¢a

x In 2012, the percentage of children meetiagf S & deyepmental expectations wasgherthan

the Ontario Baseline iall threesubdomains.

Physical Readinedsr School Day
2012 : |
2009 |
2006
2003 [

Ontario Baseline §

Physical Independence
2012
2009
2006
2003

Ontario Baseline [

Grossand Fine Motor Skills
2012 |

Percentage of Children Meeting=ew/Ng' Developmental Expectations
in the Physical Health and WelBeing Subdomains

2009
2006
2003

Ontario Baseline &
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Physical HeaBehngndcWwatl )

q O2NA ¥ IBAH/Q@WY2YR | At /
x The percentage of childrein & O 2 N iy'tHis dbr@ain $vas lower in 2012 than in 2009.
x In 2012, the percentage of childrénd O 2 N iy tHis dborgain svas higher than the Ontario Baseline.

Percentage of ChildrefScoringLow"
in the Physical Health and WelBeing Domain

| 1 | | |

2012

2009

2006

2003

Ontario
Baseline &

Percentage

2 K0 R2 0O0KS&®KNBadzZ da St ¢

Results for the Physical Health and \ABR#ing domain ifRichmond Hill @dicate no consistent

improvements in outcomes for young children over time. The average domain scoeaded between

2003 and 2009 (a negative trend), but increased again in 2012 (a positive change). The percentages of
children meetingt ¥ S ¢ deyeRpmental expectationslecreased in one subdomain between 2006 and

2012 (a positive trend), and in one subdomain between 2009 and 2012 (a positive change)rdaged

in one subdomain between @03 and 2009 (a negative trendjhe pecentage of childrem @2 NA y 3 f 2 ¢ ¢
increased between 2003 and 2009 (a negative trend), but decresgaid in 2012 (a positive change).

Results for some measures in some years were better than the Ontario Baseline, whereas results for
others were not.

Q
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Soci al Competence

Social Competence Domamincludes curiosity about the world, eagerness to try new experiences,
knowledge of standards of acceptable behaviour in a public ptheability to controltheir own
behaviour, appropriate respect for adult authority, coopeéoatwith others, following rules, anithe
ability to play and work with other children.

Overall Social CompetenSebdomairr Does the child have aggppropriate overall social
developmentandthe ability to get along with and play with other childrelshe child cooperative
and selfconfident?

Responsibility and Respe&aibdomairr Does the child show respect for others and for property,
follow rules, take care of materials, accept responsibility for their actions, and shawosgtbl?

Approacheso LearningSubdomairr Does the child work neatly and independently, solve problems,
follow instructions and routines, and easily adjust to changes?

Readiness to Explore New Thiggsdomair Is the child curious about the surrounding world and
eager toexplore new books, toys, and games?

52YFAY | OBNDRSAYR2NRAT  /
x The average score in this domain vedmut the samen 2012as in 206 and 2009.

x In 2012, the average score for this domain was lower than the Ontario Baseline.

Average Score for the
Social Competence Domain

2012
2009
2006

2003

Ontario
Baseline
6 7 8 9 10
Average Score
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