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The rates of children’s physical activity (PA) have declined over the past several
decades in the U.S. While the increased number of women entering the workforce has led
to more children than ever before attending childcare centers, studies examining PA have
largely focused on school-aged children so far. Currently, there is some knowledge in the
existing literature on the amount of PA among preschoolers, but the knowledge is so far
very limited. The main purpose of this study was to assess the amount and specific
patterns of PA of preschool-aged children in a childcare setting. The second purpose of
the study was to examine personal, environmental, and policy factors that have been
proposed to influence PA in a childcare setting. A list of 98 five-star childcare centers in
Guilford County was compiled and three childcare centers were randomly selected for
potential participation in the study (1 agreed to participate). The amount and patterns of
children’s PA were measured using accelerometers. The multi-level factors related to PA
within the childcare setting were assessed using the Environmental Policy Assessment
and Observation tool (EPAO), in-depth interviews with the center director and informal
interviews with teachers (guided by the Social Cognitive Theory). An Actigraph GT3x
accelerometer was placed on each child upon arrival and removed during pickup from the
childcare center to measure total PA. Sixty-eight percent of children met the
recommendation of at least 60 minutes of moderate-to-vigorous PA a day (MVPA). The
childcare center’s PA environment was scored at 18.7/20, indicating a very positive PA

environment. Using a manual content analysis, several themes emerged from the



interview with the center’s director: 1) awareness of PA importance on learning, growth,
and health; 2) importance of buy-in from parents and teachers/staff; 3) the need for PA
policy to be in place; 4) knowledge of PA recommendations; 5) lack of gym access
perceived as a main barrier. The field interviews with teachers generated the following
themes: 1) strong awareness of the importance of PA for children’s learning, growth and
overall health; 2) equipment, space and time perceived as the major facilitators of PA; 3)
focus on safety perceived as major barrier to teacher participation in PA with children; 4)
low PA among teachers due to lack of time in their schedules; and 5) confusion about
current PA recommendations for young children. Most children in the sample met the
minimum PA recommendations. Our findings highlight the importance of a positive
environment, with childcare staff being aware of the importance of PA for children
during the day. Further studies should assess both the PA environment and the social
climate related to PA across childcare centers in order to make individualized

improvements and thus optimize children’s PA across childcare centers.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Development of excessive adiposity among children may lead to life long health
consequences.' Although the prevalence of childhood obesity has somewhat stabilized
between 2008 and 2011, nearly one third of children and adolescents remain to be
overweight or obese nationwide.>* As the rates of obesity have increased, the rates of
physical activity (PA) have decreased, suggesting that lower rates of PA are associated
with the substantial rise of obesity across many developed countries."** In fact, research
shows that 31% of the world’s population is not meeting the PA requirements, which
represents a significant increase from the 17% in 2009.* Physical inactivity is not only
contributing to increased risk of obesity, but it was also estimated to result in 5.3-5.7
million deaths in 2007 that could have been prevented with sufficient PA.°

The rates of PA in recent decades have been influenced by a number of social and
economic transitions, such as the use of electronic devices, transportation developments,
economic depression and demographic shifts in the workforce.® For instance, the number
of women in the workforce has increased by 15% over the past 5 decades, which resulted
in the number of children attending childcare centers to nearly double since 1965.”% Since
many young children now spend several hours a day at a childcare center, instead of at
home with one of their family members, parents no longer represent the main influence

on children’s PA. Thus, the parental roles related to children’s daily lifestyle habits,



including PA, have largely shifted to teachers, staff and administrators within the
childcare center environment.”!°

The physical environment of childcare centers may have an important influence
on young children’s overall PA level on a daily basis.!!"!* Having adequate play space
and equipment encourages children to be physically active. On the other hand, lack of
safe outdoor space or limited equipment may significantly diminish children’s
opportunities to be physically active in a childcare setting.!!"!* Previous research by Ward
et al. has also shown that center-wide policies specifically related to PA are related to
increased rates of PA among children as well as are a good area for intervention targets.'*
15 Finally, it is critical to consider the role of childcare teachers and staff in children’s PA
patterns in a childcare setting. Just like parents influence their children’s behavior at
home, childcare teachers and staff play a similar and instrumental role in supporting and
encouraging PA among young children. Thus, their knowledge related to PA, their
awareness of PA recommendations, the value they put on the importance of PA for
children’s health and learning, and their own PA may influence the amount and patterns
of PA of young children in their classroom.!”!8 Despite the important potential role
childcare teachers play in children’s PA behaviors, very few studies to date have
examined childcare teachers/staff’s perceptions, attitudes and engagement in children’s
PA in childcare settings.”!”

Research studies and interventions targeting PA among children have largely been
focused on older children, ranging from elementary school age to adolescents.!®2° This

focus has been justified by the fact that only around 42% of school age children meet the
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minimum PA guidelines and the number of children obtaining adequate PA declines with
age.”! While this is an important area of further research, only small sample, isolated
studies have examined the amount and patterns of PA and there is very limited research
on the personal and environmental factors that likely influence PA of preschoolers in
childcare settings..??">* Furthermore, almost no qualitative studies have been conducted to
better understand the attitudes, knowledge and barriers related to PA from the perspective
of teachers, staff, administrators and other adults who teach, guide and care for young

children on a daily basis.”!”

Study Objectives
1) To determine the daily amount and patterns of PA in a sample of preschool-
aged children in a full-day childcare setting.
2) To assess the childcare PA environment and examine personal, environmental

and policy-level factors that may influence children’s PA in a childcare setting.

Definition of Terms

Accelerometers: device that uses a computer and motion sensor to continuously
calculate direction and speed of movement

Adiposity: amount of body fat

Anthropometric measures: Used to assess size, shape, and composition of the human
body including BMI, waist-to-hip ratio, skin fold test, height, and weight

Body Mass Index (BMI): A measure of height to weight ratio

3



Childhood Obesity: Obesity among children is determined based on the child’s sex-
specific BMI-for-age percentile and using the cut off of 95" percentile...

Digital Tanita Scale: device used to calculate weight

EPAO Environmental Policy Assessment & Observation Tool (EPAQO): Tool
designed to evaluate practices, environmental attributes, and policies of early care and
education setting that influences children’s nutrition and physical activity

Manual Content Analysis: Analysis without computer techniques for contextualized
interpretations of documents/interviews/focus group results

METs (Metabolic equivalents): The ratio of the work metabolic rate to the resting
metabolic rate. One MET is defined as 1 cal/kg/hour

Moderate Activity: Requiring moderate amount of effort and noticeable accelerating
heart rate, while working at 3-6 metabolic equivalents

Observational system for recording physical activity in children-preschool
(OSRPAC-P): direct observation system for observing children’s physical activity and
its associated physical and social constructs

Preschool age: 3-5 years old

Stadiometer: device used to measure height that typically consists of a vertical ruler with
a sliding horizontal rod or paddle which is adjusted to rest on the top of the head

Star Rating System: a rating system that each childcare center receives in order to note
how they compare to the childcare regulations. With 1 being meeting the minimum and 5

being the highest.



Social Cognitive Theory (SCT): Learning theory based on the idea that people learn by
observing others. These learned behaviors can be central to one’s personality as well as
the environment contributing to behaviors.

Vigorous Intensity: large amount of effort and causes rapid breathing and substantial

increase in heart rate, while working at greater than 6 metabolic equivalents

Abbreviations

BMI e et enees Body Mass Index
EPAO oo Environmental Policy Assessment & Observation Tool
P A ettt ettt e b e tbeeteens Physical Activity
NASPE ... e National Youth Fitness Survey
MVPA e Moderate to Vigorous Physical Activity
IMETS .ottt ettt ettt ettt e et e e e enbeennaesaaaens Metabolic Equivalents
NAPSACC.....cccevvinen. Nutrition and Physical Activity Self-assessment for Child Care

OSRPAC-P Observational System for Recording Physical Activity in Children-Preschool

SCT et Social Cognitive Theory



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Physical Activity Recommendations and Childhood Obesity Prevention

Inadequate physical activity (PA) and sedentary lifestyle are recognized as two
important correlates of obesity, as these behaviors contribute to excessive adiposity in
both children and adults.? In the state of North Carolina, 15.4% of children ages 2-4 are
obese and the state ranks 7™ in the obesity rates in this age group in the nation.?® Because

27.2829 optimizing PA

obese preschoolers are 5 times more likely to become obese adults,
among children represent one of the critical components of childhood obesity prevention
efforts.’® According to the 2010 Dietary Guidelines for Americans, children aged 2 and
older should engage in a minimum of 60 minutes of daily PA at the moderate to vigorous
level 2! 2> Moderate intensity PA is defined as requiring a moderate amount of effort and
noticeable accelerating heart rate, while working at 3-6 metabolic equivalents (METs).
Examples of moderate intensity exercise include brisk walking, dancing, and active
involvement in games or sports. Vigorous-intensity PA requires a large amount of effort
and causes rapid breathing and a substantial increase in heart rate, while working at
greater than 6 METs. Examples of vigorous-intensity exercise include running, fast
cycling, and competitive sports.>* The 2015 Dietary Guidelines only specify

recommendations for children 6 and older that include 60 minutes a day of physical

activity, with the majority coming from aerobic activity, but do not specify intensity.>*



Currently, only 54% of children ages 2-6 are meeting the 60 minute a day
recommendation.*® The National Association for Sport and Physical Education (NASPE)
states that preschoolers need 60 minutes a day of structured PA and a minimum of 60
minutes a day and up to several hours of unstructured PA. These recommendations also
include a specific guideline related to sedentary behavior, in that preschool-aged children
shall not be sedentary for more than 60 minutes per day except while sleeping. Although
specific for preschool-aged children, these guidelines do not include recommendations

for specific PA intensity levels.*

Physical Activity Among Preschoolers

To date, research studies assessing children’s PA has largely focused on school-
aged children and adolescents.!®2° Much less is known about PA during preschool years
when children begin to develop important dietary and PA habits that track into later
years.?*34 Currently in the literature, more studies are emerging that sample rates and
patterns of preschoolers PA, but there is a very limited number of studies that offer either
nationally representative data or data from large diverse samples. Findings of previous
studies and the accuracy of PA estimates are also somewhat limited by the retrospective
and subjective nature of the studies.*®® An exception was the National Youth Fitness
Survey (NYFS) in 2012 that provided unique national-level estimates of PA and fitness
levels of children aged 3-15 years, with participants wearing accelerometer on the wrist
for 7 continuous days at school and at home.*!*#? This was the first nationally

representative estimate of PA levels that included young children (between ages 3-5).*
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The results were intended to be used to develop programs and policies and for
development of national reference standards.* This study collected anthropometric
measurements, tests of gross motor development, dietary recall interview, abdominal
muscle strength, and PA monitoring with accelerometers in preschool children.*!
Findings for the entire sample showed that only 1 out of 4 children aged 3-15 met the
recommended 60 min of daily MVPA. Findings for preschool children specifically were
not disclosed from this survey.

To our knowledge, many studies have examined children’s PA using subjective
measures (i.e., parent-reported questionnaires of the child’s PA), but fewer studies have
estimated young children’s PA using accelerometery.'? 3% 446 In a sample of 281
children from 9 childcare centers, children wore accelerometers for 4.4 hours a day for an
average of 6.6 days. The accelerometer results showed that children spent 42% of the
time sedentary and 2% of the time in MVPA. The activity levels of children varied
widely, with boys being more active than girls. The study also found that one of the most
important predictors of MVPA was the characteristics of the attended childcare center.'?
These results were not explored in the study, but researchers speculated that this variance
can be explained by various policies, procedures, and personnel, and that it should be
explored in future research.!?

Similarly, Finn et al.** found that preschool aged girls participated only 4.5% of
the time and boys in 5.2% of the time in vigorous activity. PA levels varied by gender,
preterm birth, father’s BMI, and child care center, with the childcare center being the

strongest determinant of PA and explained 46% of the variability in the study.*> The
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study did not obtain objective measures of center environment to explain why the
childcare center was the strongest determinant, and stated that further investigation into
childcare center environments should be studied.*’

1,* observations on 3-5 year old African Americans

In a study by Shen et a
coupled with accelerometers for one week while at the childcare center for at least 2.3
hours. The researchers found that the children spent the majority of their time while in
daycare in sedentary behavior, 56.02 minutes per hour on average. Children spent 3.09
minutes per hour on average in light activity, .89 minutes on average per hour in
moderate-to-vigorous activity, and 0 minutes in vigorous activity. Boys and older
children had more participation in PA than others. Regardless of demographic
characteristics, all children in the sample engaged in very limited MVPA during the
measured periods while attending childcare.**

A systematic review by Tucker*® compared PA results of children aged 2-6 in
childcare centers from 39 primary studies, representing 10,316 participants. The studies
selected had to conduct measurement in the childcare center, utilize quantitative
methodology, contain only a sample of preschoolers, preschoolers had to be free of
ailments, and actually report the PA level of the preschoolers. Accelerometers were
utilized as the assessment tool of PA in nineteen of the studies (49%) and direct
observations were used in thirteen of the studies (33%). Results from the synthesis of
these studies showed that 46% of children did not meet the NASPE guidelines of 60

minutes of moderate to vigorous PA per day. The study also found that only 27% of

children’s outdoor play time was spent in MVPA, even in studies that offered 2 1-hour
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outdoor play sessions, equating to 32.5 minutes. Furthermore, gender differences were
found in PA, with males being more active than female preschoolers in 16 of the 18
studied that detected differences by gender.*®

These studies showed that overall children are not meeting their PA
recommendations while in preschool. When examining factors that affected PA
researchers discovered that many different factors had effect on PA level such as gender,
BMI, and the childcare center. The childcare center was the largest predictor of PA,* but
no objective measure was taken to figure out why. It is important to determine why the
childcare center has such an impact on PA. In order to do this, the childcare center
policies, personnel perceptions and attitudes, and daily habits should be explored in an

objective measurable manner.

Physical Activity, National Early Childhood Care Trends, and Childcare in North
Carolina

Previous research has identified a number of factors that influence children’s PA
on a daily basis. These factors range from personal characteristics and socio-demographic
conditions, to parental modeling and community environment.*’-3 It has been well
established that children whose parents are physically active are more likely to meet the
current PA recommendations.!”!*2 Frequent screen time (i.e., TV, video games), limited
outdoor play time, unsafe neighborhoods, and living in communities without sidewalks
and public transportation represent important factors that have been strongly correlated

with children’s lower PA levels.!7> >0 33-33
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Children’s PA levels have also been influenced by additional changes at the
societal and family level.*!: > Over the past five decades, the number of women in the
workforce has increased by approximately 15%.” It is estimated that the rates of children
enrolled in childcare centers nearly doubled since 1965, with 12.5 million (61%) children
under the age of 5 years regularly attending some type of a childcare facility.!% 337 38
Given that many children now spend 6-7 hours of their day away from home, it is not
surprising that more than half of their total daily PA is accumulated while at school.*> %
Research by the Council on Contemporary Families shows that mothers overestimate the
amount of time they spent doing childcare, and by the time babies are 9 months of age,
women performed 12 hours less of childcare per week, with the difference being made up
in various daycare settings.® Parent’s focus on many different factors when selecting a
childcare center such as quality, practicality, or preference for a specific type of care

arrangement.5!

Certain practical factors that are often considered are cost, hours of
availability, and location.®! Currently, in center-based care, 44.8% of children are
enrolled in programs such as privately funded preschools.®? Privately funded childcare
centers have great discretion pertaining to the facility environment and services offered.
All childcare centers must meet basic licensure requirements set forth by the state of
North Carolina, but after basic standards are met, it is up to the childcare center to
determine to what degree they go above and beyond. Currently, there is a “star system” in
place in North Carolina, and the number of stars (ranging 1-5) describes the program

standards and staff education level.** Some examples of environmental factors that

change with increasing star rating are size of outdoor space, developed learning
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curriculum, and a variety of play materials. Schools who have a higher star rating may
have a better environment to foster PA.%

The trends in early childhood care have not only shifted the traditional childcare
responsibilities of the mother to other members of the family, but also contributed to
preschool teachers and staff becoming important role models of lifestyle behaviors for
young children. %% A few studies introduced a teacher-training component as part of
their intervention and found a significant positive change in children’s PA.®”° These
components included teacher-guided discussion, teacher pep talk, teacher participation,
teacher encouragement, and teacher acknowledgement of PA. When an adult, such as a
teacher guided the children in intervention periods, the children’s MVPA was increased
compared to non-guided nonintervention periods.”-”" Also, when teachers participate
with children in activities such as tag, children’s movements were more enthusiastic and
more vigorous activity was observed. '

Very few studies have examined teachers’ and/or school administrators’
perceptions related to PA levels of preschool children.!”-** Findings from these isolated
studies indicated teachers felt that having enough space in facilities, outdoor time,
stimulating materials, or gym time were the most critical factors in getting the children an
adequate amount of PA. Teachers also admitted they themselves could be better
motivators by participating in activities with the children, and receiving ready-to-use
materials was a large aide to teachers. Teachers felt the biggest inhibitory environmental
factors in the childcare facilities were competition for resources, lack of staff, and no safe

playground areas in their facilities.’! In another study by Tovar et al.,!! four focus groups
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of family child care providers were conducted and factors influencing PA and screen time,
awareness of home PA environment, and improvements in PA environment were
assessed. Providers reported trying to incorporate learning games that get children
moving as well as limiting TV time to 30 minutes per day. They also reported that
parents often have a negative influence on children’s eating and PA. Examples included
cases when childcare providers served healthy options, but children would not eat it
because their parents old them not too. Parents may also have many rules about how
much outdoor time the children can have as well as allowing free watch of the TV, which
further caused complications for teachers. Some resources that were discussed that have
made PA easier for teachers are intervention programs with specific guidelines and ideas.
The biggest barriers discussed were the sedentary lifestyle of Americans. Teachers feel
that electronic games as well as TV really affects the children and their willingness to be
active. Teachers also reported that better communication and collaboration with parents
in regards to PA would encourage increased PA among children. While these findings are
important, studies like this represent isolated and rare examinations of teacher/staff
beliefs, attitudes, perceived needs and barriers to successfully encouraging PA among

preschool-aged children in childcare settings.'!

Physical Activity Environment in a Childcare Setting
In addition to the importance of role modeling of PA by childcare teachers and
staff, PA levels of preschoolers may be influenced by the nature of the physical

environment and policies implemented in individual centers. Few studies have found that
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children who attend childcare centers with clear and comprehensive PA policies and
environment have higher PA levels compared to their peers who attend centers without
such characteristics.'> 1> 7 Thus, the characteristics of the childcare centers may serve as
a potential predictor of children’s PA level.'>* As emphasized in a study by Finn et al.,*
childcare centers that had adequate space, programming, as well as staffing were better
equipped to ensure children obtain the adequate amount and quality of PA during the day.
In a study by Foster et al,”* researchers studying 29 childcare centers in low-income rural
communities from seven states found that most sites have and obey polices that
accommodate physical limitations and have a wide variety of age-appropriate outdoor
equipment, but even with these policies in place less than half the sites report children
getting 60 minutes of PA per day.”

The ability to assess the environment of a childcare center is an important and
crucial step in determining the level of PA opportunities for children attending the facility.
Such assessment tools allow the childcare centers to examine the aspects of their
environment and identify areas that need possible improvements. Bower et al.!3 assessed
the childcare environment and children’s PA. A two-day assessment of physical and
social environmental factors, hypothesized to influence healthy weight in children, was
completed across 20 selected childcare centers (3-5 year old classrooms) utilizing the
Environmental and Policy Assessment and Observation instrument (EPAO). The EPAO
is a validated tool developed by a research team led by Dr. Diane Ward of The University
of Chapel Hill and was designed to evaluate the Nutrition and PA Self-Assessment for

Child Care (NAP SACC) by quantifying both social and physical environmental findings.

14



The EPAO is an expansion of the self-assessment component of the NAP SACC program,
and was created following an extensive literature review of nutrition and physical activity
research, recommendations, and input from experts in the field. The EPAO as well as
NAP SAAC have been used across a number of studies, examining nutrition and PA
environment in childcare setting.'3?*!” Findings showed that children at the centers with
better PA environment scores had significantly higher levels of moderate to vigorous
activity compared to other children.'

Other studies in childcare centers evaluated the PA environment utilizing the
Nutrition and PA Self-Assessment for Child Care (NAP SACC).?* NAP SACC is an
environmental nutrition and physical activity intervention program designed to be used in
childcare centers. The tool was originally tested at 15 treatment and 4 control childcare
centers, focusing on 15 key topic areas extracted from literature (6 were related to PA):
active play and interactive time, TV use and TV viewing, play environment, supporting
PA, PA education for children, parents, and staff, PA policy, fruits and vegetables, fried
food and high-fat meats, beverages, menus and variety, meals and snacks, food items
outside of regular meals and snacks, supporting healthful eating, nutrition education for
children, parents and staff, nutrition policy.* The EPAO instrument was used in
conjunction with the NAP SACC in 84 childcare centers in a study by Ward et al.”®
Findings indicated that most childcare centers had a PA policy in place; however, the
existing PA did not correspond with the written policy and the study identified several
areas of improvement related to PA7 The EPAO instrument with the NAP SACC

program was also used to examine specific environmental characteristics of the childcare
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center. McWilliams et al.” designed a set of guidelines to be used by the childcare
centers in order to assure adequate PA of children who attended the childcare centers.
These recommendations included 8 specific environmental characteristics: 1) active
opportunities, 2) fixed play environment, 3) portable play environment, 4) sedentary
opportunities, 5) sedentary environment, 6) staff behavior, 7) PA training and education,
and 8)PA policies.”® Results of this study showed that only a few of the best-practice PA

guidelines were achieved in the sample of 96 childcare centers in North Carolina.”

Current Knowledge Related to Children’s Physical Activity in Childcare Settings

Despite the evidence that childcare centers play an important role in young
children’s PA, little is known about the amount and patterns of PA patterns among
preschoolers in this type of setting. Most previous research in childcare setting have
focused on PA from the policy-level perspective,!*?223:38

A few isolated intervention studies evaluated the effects of altering the
environment and teaching strategies on PA levels among young children in childcare
settings. The “Hip Hop to Health Jr” study was an obesity prevention trial completed at
18 Head Start centers with a large proportion of African American and Hispanic children
aged 3-5.22 The primary outcome measures of this trial were the amount and type of PA
that was collected by accelerometer worn by children for 7 days during waking hours and
the BMI z-scores of children in intervention and control classes. Accelerometer signals

were programmed to 30 times per second and the device must have been worn for 8 hours

and at least 4 days for inclusion. Intervention classes received 2 teacher delivered
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sessions per week that included 20 minute lesson related to healthy eating and exercise
and a 20 minute PA component and the theme was changed each week. The control
classes received a general health intervention program.?? Children involved in the
intervention program engaged in greater moderate to vigorous PA (MVPA) than children
in control classrooms (109.9 vs. 102.5 minutes of MVPA a day, respectively). Teacher
trainings that included weekly sessions to educate preschool teachers on how to teach
lessons focused on healthy eating and exercise to children were essential components of
the program. The control group received lessons on a variety of health topics, such as
seatbelt safety and dental health. Immediately following the program, there was no
significant difference in BMI z-score among children in treatment and control groups.
However, there was a significant difference in BMI z- scores between the treatment and
control groups at 1 and 2 year follow up.? These results suggest that training of
classroom teachers at childcare centers to deliver and incorporate interventions into their
daily schedule may be an effective way to manage children weight and prevent excessive
weigh gain.??

The “Be Active Kids” study is another example of an intervention program
designed for young children attending childcare centers.”® The program was implemented
in 6 classrooms in three different childcare centers. The lead and assistant teachers of
these classrooms received training on the benefits of PA and proper physical activities the
children should perform.”® The teachers brought home a notebook consisting of the
lessons learned at training sessions as well as a list of age appropriate physical activities

and materials to incorporate into their lesson plans. The children in these classrooms were
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observed by researchers to determine their PA level five times before and after the
intervention.”® Observation procedures were adapted and followed guidelines from
Playcheck and the Observational System for Recording Physical Activity in Children-
Preschool (OSRAC-P).”® The researchers saw that prior to teacher training
moderate/vigorous activity was low only occurring in 12.2% of the observation periods
and children engaged in sedentary behavior (25.6%) and light behaviors (61.6%)
frequently.”® After teacher training and the Be Active Kids implementation, researchers
observed activity in the classrooms on 5 different occasions at various times in the day.
Researchers saw that light and moderate/vigorous PA increased significantly (16.6% and
64.3% respectively) while sedentary behavior decreased (18.9%). The intervention was
particularly effective when activities were teacher directed as opposed to free play.”®
Both of the interventions discussed above support the notion that adults in young
children’s environment, such as teachers, are likely to have a major influence on
children’s PA levels.* Thus, better understanding childcare teacher/staff knowledge,
beliefs, attitudes, perceived barriers and needs is much needed in the current literature in
order to engage them successfully in shaping preschoolers’ PA habits and long-term

lifestyle behaviors.

Summary
Fostering an environment that promotes PA in young children is among the top
priorities in the fight against childhood obesity.?* 2%-2° Childcare centers with teachers

and staff play an increasingly important role in this task as significantly more children
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spend time in childcare centers than ever before.'* 134> Currently, studies suggest that
preschoolers acquire a wide range of PA minutes while in childcare, but the time spent in
vigorous activities tends to be low while the amount of sedentary time is high.!> 7> These
two correlates both impact overall health, cardiovascular fitness, and the overall risk for
obesity. Studies have also suggested that teachers may play an important role in the level
of children’s PA and that the childcare environment correlates with PA, yet the reasons
for this relationship are not fully explained in the current literature.'* 3! 7 While teacher-
focused interventions have shown promise in recent research'’, developing an in-depth
understanding of childcare center teachers’ knowledge, personal attitudes, and perceived
needs and barriers related to PA is critical before further effective and feasible
interventions can be developed and successfully implemented in a variety of childcare
facilities across the nation. Furthermore, additional factors within the childcare
environment need to be investigated further as potential predictors of preschooler’s PA.

The main purpose of this study was to determine the daily amount of PA by
intensity level, the patterns of PA and sedentary behaviors throughout the day in a sample
of preschoolers in a childcare setting. The secondary purpose of this study was to assess
features of the childcare centers’ PA environment and to examine personal,

environmental and policy factors that may influence children’s PA in the center.
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CHAPTER III

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Abstract

Background: In recent years, a substantially greater proportion of young children
attend childcare facilities than ever before. Physical activity (PA), sedentary behaviors
and correlates of both have been studied extensively among school-aged children;
however, much less is known about correlates of PA among preschoolers. The purpose
of this study was to assess the daily amount and patterns of PA and sedentary behaviors
of young children in a childcare setting. The second purpose was to examine personal,
environmental and policy factors related to PA in childcare setting. Methods: The
amount and patterns of PA and sedentary behaviors of 3-5 year old preschoolers (n = 27)
were measured utilizing accelerometers Actigraph GT3x on 4 consecutive days. The
multi-level factors related to PA within the childcare setting were assessed using the
Environmental Policy Assessment and Observation tool (EPAO), in-depth interviews
with the center director and informal interviews with teachers (guided by the Social
Cognitive Theory). Results: Sixty-eight percent of the children met the recommendation
of at least 60 minutes of moderate-to-vigorous physical activity (MVPA) a day. The
center’s PA environment was scored at 18.7/20, indicating a very positive PA
environment. The interview with the director generated statements centered around the

following topics: 1) great awareness of PA importance on learning, growth, and health;
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2) importance of buy-in from parents and teachers/staff; 3) the need for PA policy to be
in place; 4) knowledge of PA recommendations; 5) lack of gym access perceived as a
main barrier. Field Interviews with A manual analysis of the teacher field interviews
(n=7) generated the following themes: 1) strong awareness of the importance of PA for
children’s learning, growth and overall health; 2) equipment, space and time perceived as
the major facilitators of PA; 3) focus on safety perceived as major barrier to teacher
participation in PA with children; 4) low PA among teachers due to lack of time in their
schedules; and 5) confusion about current PA recommendations for young children.
Conclusion: Creating a positive environment for encouraging PA in a childcare setting is
critical, including having teachers/staff that realize the role of PA in preschoolers’ health,
learning and overall wellbeing. Further studies should assess both the physical
environment, policies as well as social climate related to PA across childcare centers in
order to make individualized recommendations for improvement to optimize children’s

PA in childcare centers.

Background

Excessive adiposity early in life may lead to life long physical and mental health
consequences over time.! Although the prevalence of childhood obesity appears to have
stabilized somewhat in the U.S. between 2008 and 2011, nearly one third of children and
adolescents remain overweight or obese.">* A decreased level of physical activity (PA)
and increase in sedentary behaviors have been identified as two of the main correlates of

obesity across all age groups.*>° These trends are not unique to the U.S, as 31% of the
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world’s population currently does not meet the PA requirements of 60 minutes a day of
physical activity, representing a 14% increase compared to 2009.” While low levels of
PA contribute to greater risks of obesity, a sedentary or inactive lifestyle has also
contributed to escalating numbers of preventable deaths, with 5.3-5.7 million deaths in
2007 being linked to inadequate PA (not meeting 60 minutes a day).’

A large number of studies related to PA levels in pediatric samples have been
conducted over the last several decades.>** These studies have utilized survey-based
tools as well as objective measures of PA, such as accelerometers.*$ A strong body of
research points to a number of social and economic transitions that have negatively
affected children’s PA over the past few decades, including the increased use of
electronic devices such as tablets and smart phones, changes in transportation usage, and
the greater economic hardship of many families since the economic recession in 2008.”
Overall, there is a consistent trend of decreasing levels of PA since 1970s, with some
studies estimating that only 42% of children during middle childhood meet the minimum
PA recommendations and even fewer meet these guidelines as they get older.®!> Much of
the previous research on PA, however, utilized samples of school-aged children and/or
adolescents.!*!3. Systematic efforts to better understand PA patterns among preschool-
aged children have been scarce, perhaps due to a more urgent need for improving PA
level among older children, or difficulties related to access to young populations outside
of the public school system. Also, until the use of accelerometry, more objective
measures of children’s PA were rarely used and studies relied on the use of self- or

parent-report observations, or surveys).16
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Because children’s lifestyle habits, including PA, begin to shape early in life,
advancing the current knowledge on PA patterns among preschoolers is critical for
optimizing PA during early childhood and developing future effective obesity prevention
programs in the U.S.!” PA of very young children has likely changed over the past
several decades due to a major demographic shift in the U.S. workforce.®!? Since 1965,
the number of women in the workforce increased significantly and the rate of children
attending childcare centers has doubled over the past several decades.®!” Thus, many
preschool-aged children of working parents spend on average of 36 hours per week away
from home. More importantly, mothers who used to represent the traditional caretakers
of children during preschool years at home are no longer the primary individuals
influencing children’s lifestyle behaviors throughout the day.! In essence, this important
role has been, in many cases, transferred to teachers/staff/administrators as they often
spend more time with the children during the day than parents themselves.'*!* Because
parents and children now have less time to spend together during the week than ever
before,!” childcare teachers and staff may play an instrumental role in encouraging PA,
shaping children’s attitudes about PA, and providing optimal learning environment
within the childcare setting.

Current assessment and intervention tools related to lifestyle behaviors in the
childcare setting include the Nutrition and Physical Activity Self-assessment for Child
Care (NAP SACC) and the Environment and Policy Assessment and Observation
(EPAO). The NAP SACC was originally developed as a self-assessment tool for

childcare facilities and is also used as an assessment tool in an intervention targeting
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improved nutrition and PA polices. This tool allows childcare centers to gauge their
current status and select specific areas to require improvements before reassessing.'*!!
The EPAO is a validated tool developed by a research team led by Dr. Diane Ward of
The University of Chapel Hill and was designed to evaluate the Nutrition and PA Self-
Assessment for Child Care (NAP SACC) by quantifying both social and physical
environmental findings. The EPAO is an expansion of the self-assessment component of
the NAP SACC program, and was created following an extensive literature review of
nutrition and physical activity research, recommendations, and input from experts in the
field. This tool is now validated and used in the research in conjunction with the NAP
SACC program as well as on its own. The EPAO as well as NAP SAAC have been used
across a number of studies, examining nutrition and PA environment in childcare
setting.!"1? Previous isolated studies suggest that lack of teachers’ knowledge about PA
and low priority being placed on PA by the teachers are associated with lower levels of
children’s PA across the classrooms.!’?° However, very few qualitative studies have
examined knowledge, perceptions, attitudes, and perceived needs and barriers related to
PA of childcare teachers/staff and administrators.'?

In addition to the influence of childcare teachers/staff, the overall childcare
environment may influence children’s PA levels while attending childcare.!”-?° Ranging
from features of the physical environment, such as adequate play space and PA
equipment, to specific policies supporting PA, childcare climate may encourage or

discourage children to be physically active throughout the day.!”>° A number of research

studies aimed at policies related to PA in childcare settings have been conducted across
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North Carolina and other states.?*~*! Findings indicate that children at childcare centers
that utilize established PA environment and policy assessment tools, such as the EPAO
and NAP SAAC, have greater levels of PA compared to children without such policies.”
12,17,26-28

Currently, little is known about PA and sedentary patterns of preschoolers attending
childcare facilities throughout the day. '»!7*! While teacher-focused interventions have
shown promise in recent research,'®!* developing an in-depth understanding of
directors’/teachers’ knowledge, personal attitudes, needs and perceived barriers related to
PA is critical before effective and feasible interventions can be developed and
successfully implemented in a variety of childcare facilities. The main purpose of this
study was to determine the daily amount of PA and sedentary patterns in a sample of
preschool-aged children in a 5-star childcare setting. The secondary purpose of this study
was to assess features of the childcare center’s PA environment by examining personal,

environmental and policy factors related to children’s PA in this setting.

Methods
Design, Setting, and Participants

The exploratory study was conducted in an urban area in the Southeastern part of
the U.S. between January and February of 2016. Data for this study were collected
utilizing a direct measurement of children’s PA, direct observations of the childcare enter
environment by the PI, an in-depth interview with the childcare director, and field

interviews with teachers and/or teaching staff. During the initial selection of the
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childcare centers, a list of all 5-star childcare centers in the area was created (n=98). The
PI randomly selected three centers and contacted the center directors by phone to make
the initial contact. The study’s purpose and details were explained to them in order to
secure their approval for participation in the study. From the three centers, one director
provided her permission for the center to participate in the study. The director was asked
to provide an informed consent form for the center’s participation and briefly inform the
teachers and staff about the study during a staff meeting. The PI then visited the center to
inform the teachers/staff about the study details and to recruit teachers/staff for field
interviews. The PI also obtained their support for recruiting parents for their child’s
participation. The inclusion criteria for children eligible to participate in the study were as
follows: 1) being 3-5 years old, 2) free of any condition/disability that hinders normal
participation in PA 3) being enrolled in one of the participating classrooms, Parents of
children who met the inclusion criteria were informed about the study through flyers
posted at the center and also sent home with their children. The PI also attended the
center during pick up times on a mutually agreed upon day in order to recruit parents (for
their child’s participation) in person. A written parental consent form for the child to
participate in the study and the study purpose description were sent home in a form of a
letter/flyer with each child. Once parental written informed consent was received from
all interested parents, data collection of PA was scheduled in the respective classrooms
(children whose parents signed the written informed consent only). Teachers and teaching
assistants/staff were recruited to participate in field interviews by direct personal contact

with the PI in the center. The University’s Institutional Review Board reviewed and
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approved all recruitment material, consent forms, scripts, and the overall study protocol
before any data collection occurred.

The center that agreed to participate in this study was a North Carolina preschool
with a 5 star rating designation. To receive a 5-star rating, a childcare facility must go
above the standard requirements and regulations related to the staff education as well as
program standards. Staff education includes requirements that expect the center’s
administrator and lead teachers to complete their credential requirements. Extra “points”
may be earned if the administrator has a Level III NC administration credential, 75% of
lead teachers have at least an associates degree in Early Childhood Education???? and
50% of teachers have completed their NC Early Childhood Credentials. Program
standards also ensure that the operating and personnel policies are completed, the number
of activity areas are increased from minimum requirements in classrooms, the classrooms
have a higher square footage per classroom than minimum requirements, the staft/child
ratios are reduced from maximum requirement, and the center meets specific scores on an
environment rating scale assessment.>

Because the center participating in the current study had a 5-star rating, the
director had advanced education in administration, with the majority of teachers having at
least an Associate’s Degree in childhood education. Also, the current NC Childcare
Regulations state that teacher/child ratio for 3 year olds must be 1:15 and for 4 year olds
1:20. The center was a privately funded preschool facility, thus, attendance cost rates
were not determined using the federal regulations, likely resulting in the socio-economic

status of the enrolled families to be higher compared to other preschool centers in the
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area, including federally funded Head Start centers. The center had multiple fenced
playground areas, with jungle gyms, a bike path, tricycles, wagons and other play

equipment available to children.

Physical Activity and Sedentary Patterns: Accelerometer Measurements

The Actigraph GT3X+ accelerometer is currently the most utilized motion sensor
in pediatric populations with strong evidence of good reproducibility across studies.?>’
Height and weight of each child was measured using a portable stadiometer for height
(Seca 213) and a digital Tanita scale for weight (TANITA, model WB-8000RW) by a
trained researcher (PI). The measurement principle guidelines developed by the Center
for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) were used in the current study.*® The
measurements were taken in a private area of the classroom away from other children and
teachers to ensure privacy and confidentiality during the measurements. The height and
weight measurements were required for setting up the accelerometer units for each child.
The accelerometers were set to measure PA in the 15-second epoch setting, which is the
most commonly utilized time interval for preschool-aged populations.?*% Using the 15-
second epoch vs. a I-minute sampling interval ensures that short intermittent bursts of
activity, which are common in young children will not be missed.* In order to collect a
sufficient range of PA data, each child wore the accelerometer on four separate days of
the week while attending the childcare center. The trained researcher secured the

accelerometer unit on children’s non-dominant hip on each morning of the scheduled data

collection days. The unit was secured on the hip as soon as the child arrived to school
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(ranged from 7-9 am). The exact wear time was recorded in a daily chart by the PI and/or
the classroom teacher. The teacher was instructed to remove the accelerometers at the end
of each data collection day right before the children left the center (recording the end
wear time in the daily chart). A full-day observation of the participating children on one
of the PA data collection days was also completed by the PI, with detailed field notes
related to PA being taken throughout the day (e.g., timing and duration of snack times,
outdoor play time, rest time). The field notes as well as the daily wear charts were
utilized to validate subjects’ PA data for each day before the final data analyses were

conducted.

Physical Activity Environment in Childcare: EPAO

Evaluation of the physical environmental factors, teacher behaviors and policies
that have been shown to influence PA behaviors of children in childcare centers was
conducted utilizing the EPAO.'? The PA component of the EPAO consists of eight
subscales derived from key PA areas that were identified during the development of the
NAP SACC program.!!!> These eight subscales include: 1) Active Opportunities; 2)
Sedentary Opportunities; 3) Sedentary Environment; 4) Portable Play Environment; 5)
Fixed Play Environment; 6) Staff Behaviors; 7) Physical Activity Training and
Education; and 8) PA Policy.'? The eight subscale items included in the EPAO were
marked by the PI during direct observation on the printed document and scored by
number of times occurred. One classroom was randomly selected from the three

participating classrooms of 3-5 year old children and observations were made on a single
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day. The PI was trained during a half-day workshop that included a review of the EPAO
items, scoring criteria, and lessons on observational techniques.*® The EPAO observation
began before children arrived in the morning and ended after every child had left the
classroom for the day. Data from the observation was collected in a tally format
continuously during the observation period. As part of the EPAO completion, the PI
thoroughly examined lesson plans, parent and staff handbooks, PA training documents

and curriculum, and written PA policy documents of the childcare center.*®

Attitudes and Perceptions Related to Physical Activity: Interviews with Childcare Center
Director and Teachers/Staff

An in-depth interview with the center’s director and field interviews with
teachers/staff were completed to assess their perceptions, attitudes, barriers and perceived
needs related to children’s PA within the childcare setting.** The Social Cognitive Theory
(SCT) and its constructs were utilized to develop the interview scripts in order to better
understand individuals’ self-efficacy for encouraging children’s PA in childcare setting
(i.e. ensuring there is adequate PA time allowed) at the personal/cognitive and
environmental level.* SCT, a research and education theory, represents that an
individuals knowledge on a subject or learning can be directly related to observing others
through social interactions, experiences, and outside media. The three constructs of the
SCT were used to explore aspects of the childcare center that affect children’s PA within
a childcare setting. Examples of the aspects explored via SCT constructs included

teacher perceptions and attitudes about PA, teacher PA modeling, the environmental
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conditions, and policies. The interview script aimed to determine how outside influences
model or affect children’s PA. For example, good modeling and supportive environments
may prompt the children to engage in physical activity. The personal construct was
explored through questions asking about teacher/director’s attitudes, perceptions and
knowledge related to PA, the behavioral construct was explored by questions asking
about ways the teachers/director/center encouraged PA, and the environmental construct
was explored by asking about the aspects of the childcare environment that might
influence PA. The interview script was reviewed by two researchers experienced in
qualitative research, PA, and SCT.*!**

The in-depth interview with the director was voice recorded for later analysis.
The PI was trained in interviewing technique prior to data collection. The director’s
perceptions of the center’s PA environment, the perceived role of the center in children’s
health, concerns, barriers, perceptions of current PA levels, motivations for increasing PA
of preschoolers, and input on PA policies at the centers were explored in the interview
with the childcare center director using open ended questions. First, a series of open-
ended questions explored the role the director felt she/he had in ensuring preschoolers got
adequate PA (e.g. “What are your feelings on PA needing to be accomplished in school
vs. at home? What role do you feel you have as a childcare director, if any, for children in
your classroom in terms of getting enough PA during the day? What are some things you
do in order to ensure that the children are getting PA while at childcare?”). In the next set

of open-ended questions, director behaviors that enhanced/deterred PA were explored (i.e.

“What do you find is the most important way to get your children physically active?”).
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In addition, field interviews with teachers/teaching assistants were completed,
utilizing the same questions when appropriate and asking additional question relevant to
the director’s administrative role in the center. The interviews with teachers mostly took
place during outside time or indoor free time when the individuals had time to answer the
questions. Because voice recording was not feasible in this setting, detailed field notes

were taken by the PI and used in the final analyses.?’

Data Analysis

Amount and Patterns of Physical Activity and Sedentary Behaviors

For each child, a minimum of three days of valid wear time data was included in
the final analyses. Actilife software (version 6.12.0) was used to generate descriptive
statistics related to PA and sedentary behaviors in the sample. First, data were coded
based on the individual PA levels that were determined by age-specific count cutoffs
corresponding to: 1) sedentary: 0-99 counts per minute (CPM); 2) Light (LPA): 800-1679
CPM; 3) Moderate (MPA): 1680-3367 CPM; 4) Vigorous (VPA): >3368 CPM,; 5)
Moderate-Vigorous (MVPA): >1680 CPM.* Descriptive statistics were generated to
describe the sample in terms of the amount of PA (in minutes) at each level of intensity
(i.e., means, standard deviations (SD), frequencies of different levels of PA, percentages
of time spent in different levels of PA, and the number and length of sedentary bouts
during the day). The PA data was also analyzed by every hour of wear time to examine
patterns of PA and sedentary bouts throughout the day (i.e. intensity of PA that occurs

during outdoor play time versus indoor). The hourly breakdown of PA and sedentary
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bouts data allowed for identification of time periods with the highest and lowest amount
of MVPA during the day. Lastly, the results were compared to the current PA
recommendation guidelines, developed by the CDC and the NAPSE. The number of
children in the sample meeting each recommendation was determined. All statistical tests
were considered significant at p < 0.05. The Statistical Package for Social Sciences
(version 23 for Windows SPSS Inc. Chicago, IL) was used for the quantitative statistical

analyses.

Assessment of the Childcare Environment Related to Physical Activity

The EPAO instrument is an expansion of the NAP SACC program created to
quantify both social and environmental factors that are thought to affect dietary and PA
behaviors of children in childcare.!? Responses for all of the EPAO items were converted
to a three-point scale and summed to generate subscale score and an overall EPAO score
(O=least favorable,1= somewhat favorable,2=most favorable). Sedentary Opportunities
and Sedentary Environment subscales were reverse scored, indicating that a higher value
represented a less favorable score for positive PA environment (O=most favorable,1=
somewhat favorable,2=least favorable). An example of least favorable responses,
indicated by a score of “0,” to sedentary opportunities items was a “yes” to the following
questions: “Is a TV present in the room?”” For the purposes of this study, seven out of
eight subscales were used in the final analyses, excluding the fixed play environment
subscale. The new state childcare regulations eliminated most of the fixed play

equipment inquired about in the EPAO (I.e. see-saw and merry-go-round) and thus, this
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subscale was not applicable and would have skewed study findings.’” The total PA
environment score from EPAO was calculated as an average of all subscale scores
(ranging from 0-20). Based on the EPAO score, the center was then categorized as having
a high or low PA environment score utilizing a median split of the total PA subscale

score.>

Teacher/Staff/Director Perceptions, Attitudes Related to Physical Activity

The in-depth interview with the director was audio-recorded, transcribed verbatim
and manually analyzed immediately following the interview for preliminary analysis.*
Individual codes were developed from the data itself, with efforts to minimize
preconceived themes from the literature, and statements were summarized from her
answers. Asking the same series of questions and by taking detailed field notes and
analyzing themes manually the PI did field interviews with teachers/staff. Manual content
analysis was used in the case of the field interviews due to the lack of a transcript, only
interviewing one person at a time, and the small sample size. Field notes were examined
for objective inferences about the subjects feelings to the questions framed from the SCT.
The information collected was organized by question, and then key terms from the
research questions were determined from the answers to get an overall theme from the
group of teachers/staff interviewed.*’*® Using the SCT constructs allowed for exploring

the cognitive, behavioral and environmental factors related to PA.46-48
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Results
Physical Activity and Sedentary Patterns

PA data using the accelerometers was collected from a total of 28 children.
Twenty-seven children provided a minimum of 3 days of PA data during the study, and
were used for analysis. The sample’s characteristics related to PA are presented in Table
1. In the sample, accelerometers were worn on average for 3.7 days and a total of 8.19
hours per day. Children on average had 396 min/day minutes spent sedentary. Children
spent 110 min/day in some type of movement (light, moderate, vigorous) (Table 1).
Approximately 40 min/day spent in LPA, 44/day in MPA, and 26 min/day in VPA.
Approximately 70 minutes per day were spent at the MVPA level (Table 1). Sedentary
bouts are summarized in Table 2. Sedentary bouts were recorded for two children in the
sample (= 60 minutes of inactivity occurring at one time), with the bouts occurring
outside the nap and/or eating time.

The proportion of children’s PA by intensity level is presented in Figure 1. 78%
of the total wear time was spent in sedentary activities while 8% was spent in light, 9%
was spent in moderate, and 5% was spent in vigorous. The hourly breakdown of MVPA
measured per hour during the day is presented in Figure 2. The greatest amount of
activities at the MVPA level were acquired by children betweenl1 am-12 pm (16.3
minutes), followed by the time period between 8 am- 9 am (10.4 minutes). The time
period with the least amount of MVPA was between 2 pm and 3 pm (7 minutes), which
corresponded with scheduled resting time periods for all children. Another time period

with the lowest MVPA was detected between 5 pm and 6 pm, with only 1 minute/hour.
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The PA activity patterns on the individual days are presented in Figure 3. Children
acquired the greatest relative amount of sedentary, LPA and MPA on Thursday, while
they accumulated the most amount of VPA on Monday. However, the differences
between the days were not statistically significant.

The amount of PA accumulated by the children in the sample was compared to
the 2010 Dietary Guidelines PA recommendation (Figure 4). More than two thirds of the
children achieved the = 60 minutes of MVPA, while 32% obtained less PA than
recommended.'’ Figure 5 compares the amount of PA achieved by the children to the
NASPE recommendations. A little over half of the sample (54%) achieved the

recommendation of 120 minutes of PA a day.'¢

Assessment of Childcare Environment Related to PA

The results of the EPAO assessment via direct observation by the PI are presented
in Figure 6. Fixed play equipment was excluded from the final analysis in order to
provide an accurate reflection of the current state childcare laws related to playground

t.20 The childcare center received an overall score of 18.7 out of 20. The center

equipmen
received the maximal scores in the following subscales: Active play, Sedentary
environment, Portable play environment, Staff behaviors-PA, and PA policy subscales.
The lowest score was received on the sedentary behaviors subscale (a score of 13.3 out of

20). This is still above the median split, which classifies it as a “good” score, but is much

lower than the scores for other categories in this center.
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Teacher/ Staff Interviews

The findings of the content analysis related to the three SCT constructs explored
during the interviews (n=7) are presented in Table 3. Representative quotes for each of
the identified theme are also included in Table 3. Themes indicated 1) strong awareness
of the importance of PA for children’s learning, growth and overall health; 2) equipment,
space and time perceived as the major facilitators of PA; 3) focus on safety perceived as
major barrier to teacher participation in PA with children; 4) low PA among teachers due
to lack of time in their schedules; and 5) confusion about current PA recommendations

for young children.

Director Interview

The content analysis of the interview transcript with the childcare center director
yielded 5 major findings: 1) awareness of PA importance on learning, growth, and health;
2) importance of buy-in from parents and teachers/staff; 3) the need for PA policy to be
in place; 4) knowledge of PA recommendations; 5) lack of gym access perceived as a
main barrier. The director was highly aware of PA being essential for children’s learning
and health throughout the day as well as at home. She expressed that not accomplishing
children’s PA goals while at school was nonnegotiable at her childcare center, and
parents had to agree to this before sending their child to that center. She also felt that her
main role in promoting PA was to make sure that policies and procedures were in place to
facilitate active learning and that she played an important role in monitoring these

policies/procedures to ensure they were being followed. The director was very
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knowledgeable on current PA recommendations, being able to cite the recommendation
and which organization made this recommendation. She also discussed weather and

access to a gym as the main barriers.

Discussion

The purposes of this study were to determine the amount and patterns of PA in a
childcare setting as well as to assess the childcare center environment and examine
personal, environmental, and policy factors influencing PA of preschoolers. This was
accomplished by using both qualitative and quantitative methodologies, including
objective measurements of PA via accelerometers, direct observations of childcare
environment using the EPAO instrument as well as qualitative interviews with teachers
and director to gain deeper insights into PA-related perceptions, attitudes and perceived
barriers of individuals working with preschoolers. Because directors/teachers’
perceptions and attitudes and characteristics of childcare environment related to PA have
not been investigated in depth in previous research, the findings of the current study help
fill the current literature on preschoolers’ PA within childcare setting .!6:1%2043

Previous studies examining PA among preschool-aged children vary dramatically
in terms of the sample characteristics, size and/or methodologies used by the researchers.
However, the findings of the present study can be contrasted with at least some of the
previous investigations. For instance, a study of young children enrolled in Head Start

classrooms by Shen et al. (2012) '* found that children in their sample spent no time in

VPA, 1 minute per hour in MPA, 3 minute per hour in LPA, and 56 minutes per hour in
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sedentary activities. Children in the present study spent a greater amount of time in all
PA intensity levels (5 min in LPA, 2 min in MPA and 2 min at VPA). Children in the
current study also spent relatively less time in sedentary activities (48 min vs. 56 min per
hour). The different type of the childcare environment or daily schedule may explain the
differences in the amount of children’s PA between the two studies, due to the fact that a
Head Start enrollment is determined by family income in relation to the poverty threshold
and thus enrolls children from low-income families. These sites may have different
resources, staff characteristics, and the children may live in different home environments
that influence their PA levels and other helath-related behaviors. Overall, looking at
comparison to PA recommendations, Tucker et al.?” found that 46% of studies reported
children did not meet 60 minutes per day, thus even more not meeting the NASPE
guidelines of 120 minutes per day.?’ The present study found that 68% met the CDC
recommendation.

Children in the current study were most active in terms of MVPA between 11am-
12pm and 8-9 am. These were both outside times on the daily schedule. Dowda et al., *°
also found that children were most active when outdoors and that children spent 27% of
their outdoor time in MVPA. They discovered that having multiple outside periods
further enhanced the number of children meeting the recommendations.*’ Our findings
indicate that building multiple outside play time periods into preschoolers’ daily schedule
contributes to greater overall PA. More importantly, it promotes the higher intensity PA
that is often difficult to accumulate by children throughout the day. The importance of

children having multiple opportunities to play outside have been shown in previous
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studies, indicating that children with such outside play times tend to accumulate more PA
than those who have only one or no outside time during the school day.** Also, our study
shows that the majority of children’s physical activity occurs in the morning. This was

1., when comparing patterns of children’s

also demonstrated in a study by Hesketh et a
physical activity. More research is needed on this topic, but it is thought that children
have more opportunity for physical activity before daily activities such as lunch, nap time,
and pick up are started. Due to current childcare regulations in North Carolina, in order
for teachers and centers to be able to achieve both educational and PA mandates, the
schedule must be carefully arranged, which often leaves outside time to be achieved in

the morning.**>* This also implicates children that may not come to school until 9 AM,
with those having less of an opportunity for outdoor play, thus decreasing chances at
meeting PA requirements.*

The environment has also been one factor studied in research and shown to
correlate with physical activity levels in the childcare center.!”?° The physical activity of
this study’s center was extremely supportive scoring a perfect score in the sedentary
environment and portable play equipment subscales. This was also demonstrated in
observation by seeing the children playing with tricycles, wagons, climbing on structures,
as well as not having any televisions or media devices in the classrooms.

The center continued to excel in categories of active play and staff behaviors, but
only had middle level scores in sedentary behaviors. These subscales focus on the

emotional environment, where teacher and child behavior dictate scoring. In this center

there were teacher led group activities and multiple occasions of observed “praise” for
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PA, but despite this, children were still observed sitting still for extended periods of time.
Results of these subscales were consistently higher at this center than reported in the
research.!?!7 Research also shows that centers with high EPAO scores typically have
children that obtain more PA in general as well as more MVPA, further enhancing health
benefits."?

Another section of the EPAO as well as important correlate of PA in childcare
centers is the policies that are put into place and the training and education that teachers
receive. This center scored high in PA training and education as well as PA policies. This
was again demonstrated through the priorities of the director, written policies that were
observed, and amount of education/training that teachers receive. Studies demonstrated
that with adequate policies and teacher training children were likely to meet their
physical activity recommendations, which was also demonstrated in this study.'’-** In
contrast, Foster et al.,”® found that even sites with strong policies, variety of equipment,
and space, less than half of students achieved 60 minutes per day of PA. Collectively,
these results suggest that environment plays a role in preschooler’s PA, but may not be
the only important factor.

A few intervention studies suggest that teachers’ involvement in daily PA among
preschoolers is also a critical factor for effective promotion of PA in childcare
settings.!!37 The support and knowledge of teachers about the benefits of PA plays a
large part in the amount of PA achieved by preschoolers while in the childcare center.!!

Teachers in the current study had a good concept of the health benefits both

cardiovascular as well as the neurological benefits of physical activity and felt a strong
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importance of incorporating PA into their day. There are limited focus groups with
teachers in the literature, but the small results have shown similar findings with a general
understanding of the importance and wanting to incorporate it in their learning day.'* %
Teachers were confused when asked about current physical activity recommendations.
Current recommendations in the US have varying amounts ranging from 60-120, as well
as varying intensity levels.'*!> Other countries have one set of recommendations, and
even though still vague about the recommended intensity level, may be easier to
understand for teachers.’! Further research is warranted to specify not only the
recommended amount but also the recommended levels of PA, make these guidelines
consistent and incorporate them into PA educational tools for childcare teachers.
Teachers also felt that they had minimal barriers with supportive parents, space, and
resources. Some of the main complaints were lack of access to a gym in the case of bad
weather, and concern about adequately watching out for safety of the children if they
were to participate in PA with other children. Literature has shown that on bad weather
days without an adequate back up plan teachers feel PA is compromised. ! 3* In contrast,
the literature has also shown that teachers face large barriers such as a competition for
resources, negative influence from parents (i.e. rules about outdoor play, eating habits),
that teachers feel they need support from policy/administration, proper equipment, and
space.'??° An explanation as to why teachers in the present study did not find similar
barriers could be that current policies in place strongly state what is expected from

parents and children each day in regards to PA, as well as the financial level of this

preschool not providing a barrier or competition for resources. Also, another barrier
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shown in the literature, which was also found in this study is concern for safety and
ability to watch the whole class when teachers participate in PA with small groups. The
child to teacher ratio was lower in this center with only around 15 students per two
teachers compared to the North Carolina standards. This allowed teachers more
opportunities to engage or participate with students. Even with this lower number of
children, teachers still felt the ability to engage with children was diminished due to
having to watch children and concern for their safety, and leads to future research needed
on ways to diminish this barrier, especially focusing on centers that may have higher
teacher:child ratios.*

The director is another important influence on children’s PA. The director is the
one that is in charge of determining the policies/procedures and training that teachers
receive. The director in this study reflected similar themes, as did teachers. One of the
main differences was an understanding of the PA recommendations that the center
enforced. The director had a deep understanding of current policies and practices that
were in the child care center and it was demonstrated in the interview that she tried to
instill these practices in her staff, teachers, and parents through education and training.
The director felt similar barriers, as did teachers in not having access to a gym in order to
get proper PA on bad weather days. As stated earlier, this is one of the main barriers
reported in the literature.!!:3# The staff (both director, teachers/staff) at this observed
childcare center had advanced education, with the majority having a minimum of an
associates degree with some having masters degrees in childcare related fields. Due to

this, staff at this center may have a background already understanding health benefits of
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PA, knowledge about recommendations, and knowledge and strategies known to
effectively increase PA. This is an advantage for PA levels of this center and may not be
representative of the current norm in childcare.

The current study has several strengths as well as limitations that should be noted.
This study both quantitative and qualitative methodologies that strengthened the findings
of the study. The objective PA measurements via accelerometers were further
supplemented with PI’s direct environmental observation and field interviews with
director/teachers. 2% Very few studies exist on patterns of PA as well as an assessment
of environment and teacher knowledge and perception and therefore, the findings of our
study advance the current literature in this area. The ability to successfully recruit and
retain participants for a period of 4 days of data collection represents another major
strength of the study. Twenty-eight preschoolers were recruited from three different
classrooms and only one of the twenty-eight children did not have enough data to be
considered in analysis, resulting in twenty-seven subjects. A limitation of this study is the
fact that only one childcare center director provided permission to participate in the study,
thus the findings are not generalizable to other childcare centers. In addition, the center
had a 5-star rating and thus may not compare to centers with less than 5-star rating in
terms of policies and state childcare requirements. Also, this center was one of a higher
income location, which means that centers in other locations may not have as many
resources, as qualified staff, parent’s who have higher education, or a director that is
invested in PA as this one was. Another limitation is that instead of focus groups that

were originally planned for teachers, field interviews had to be conducted due to teacher
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time constrictions. Due to childcare center hours as well as a shortage of personnel, it
was not feasible to get all of the teachers from the 3 classrooms together in order to
complete a focus group. Finally, our findings reflect the patterns of PA and sedentary
behaviors of 3-5 year old children as well as the environment and teacher PA perception,
knowledge, and barriers within the respective center that participated in the current study.
Because childcare centers have unique environments and policies, it is important to
conduct future research to broaden the sample size, estimate children’s PA and assess the
cognitive, behavioral and environmental factors that influence young children’s PA

across different types of childcare facilities.

Conclusions and Implications

Our study suggests several target foci for PA interventions that are needed in the
full day childcare setting. Because of the high PA observed in this center as well as the
high score on the EPAO and positive remarks from teachers, it is important to direct
future interventions in the direction of modifying childcare PA environment, improving
teachers’ knowledge of PA guidelines for children and encouraging PA among teachers
themselves. Although our findings cannot be generalized to a broader population of
childcare centers, our study highlights key variables that influence PA levels of

preschoolers in the childcare environment.
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Tables and Figures

Table 1. Time Spent in Varying Intensity Levels by Children

Time Spent in Varying Intensity Levels by Children
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std.
Deviation
Total wear | 27 3 4 3.81 .396
days
Total 27 685.02 1818.08 1469.31 304.47
Sedentary
Minutes
Total Light | 27 43.90 310.32 153.65 67.95
PA
Total 27 43.87 298.13 169.95 74.10
Moderate
PA
Total 27 0 183.57 101.82 42.79
Vigorous
PA
Total 27 73.75 448.95 268.56 111.03
MVPA®
Total PAY 27 1235.30 10009.86 5096.39 2292.66

PA=Physical Activity
Average wear time was 8.19 hours per day
Values expressed in minutes per week

b
4 MVPA= Moderate, Vigorous, Physical Activity
€.

Total Physical Activity=Light, Moderate, Vigorous, Physical Activity
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Figure 1. Proportion of Time Spent in Each Level of Activity Over 4 Days
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Figure 2. Average Breakdown of MVPA (in minutes) by Hour of the Day
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Activity Breakdown by Day

450
400
350 -
300 -
250 - B Sedentary
200 -

150 -
100 - ¥ Moderate

Light

Number of Minutes

50 - ® Vigorous

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday
Day of the Week

# Physical Activity results were not significant

Figure 3. Total Physical Activity by Intensity Level by Day of the Week
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Proportion of Children Meeting the
Dietary Guideline Recommendation

H Less than 60 min MVPA

68% 60 min or more MVPA

Figure 4. Proportion of Children Meeting the Dietary Guidelines Recommendation of
60-Minutes a Day of Physical Activity
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Proportion of Children Meeting
NAPSE Recommendation

& Greater than 120 min a

46% day

Less than 120 min a day

% NASPE= National Association of Sport and Physical Education

Figure 5. Proportion of Children Meeting NAPSE Recommendation of 120-Minutes
of Physical Activity Per Day
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Table 2. Sedentary Bouts Observed

1 122 minutes
2 67 minutes

2 2 121 minutes
67 minutes
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Results of the EPAO Assessment for
the 7 Physical Activity Subscales
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Figure 6. Results of the EPAO Assessment for the 7 Physical Activity Subscales
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Table 3. Themes and Representative Quotes Related to Physical Activity that Emerged
During Field Interviews

Selected Responses
Identified Themes

Importance of buy-in “We play a role in setting a good example for the
from parents, kids.”

teachers/staff “We practice using encouraging words in order
to not deter them from trying something new.”
“I think teachers promote activity among the
children”

“Our teachers are trained to incorporate PA in
the learning day and in the classroom as well.”
“They don’t come to us knowing what our goals
are always, they feel sedentary learning is more
important. So until they can get in and get
training and mentored in the direction we go is
the biggest hurdle.”

Awareness of PA “...It is the best way for them to learn”
importance on learning, “...Students getting physical activity early in the
growth, and health day and throughout the day provides for less
disruptions in the classroom and more focus.”
“They are still developing social and life skills,
which at this age is just as important to teach
them as their alphabet, and physical activity
really helps with this.”

“It is essential throughout the day”

“Critical to early learning and development”
“They will stick with habits that they learn now”
“It is important- my generation just went out and
played and came in when the sun went down for
dinner. You did not see childhood obesity as a
problem in my generation”
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Table 3. Themes and Representative Quotes Related to Physical Activity that Emerged
During Field Interviews (continued)

The need for PA policy to be in | “Policies and procedures kind of drive
place what our goals are so children receive a
minimum of 120 minutes of physical
activity a day”

“Staff should be trained and equipped”
“We have a physical activity
curriculum. We use Be Active Kids to
promote PA. We use Diane Kraft who
has a great training module for
teachers.

Major facilitators of PA “I check lesson plans and make sure
they are following the daily
schedule”“Giving them the proper
equipment as well as giving adequate
time to be active”

“Using encouraging words to keep
them moving outside and always
thinking of new activities to do”

“I think that we play a role in setting a
good example and using encouraging

words”
Lack of Physical Activity in “I know I am not active enough™
Personal Life “I want to make a change but lack

motivation for myself”

“I try and be active with the kids
walking the paths of the playground or
playing games, but when I get home I
am so exhausted I don’t do much.”
“Now that I am older, I do not have as
good of metabolism and am less active
and have been getting bigger”

“I do fear of getting diabetes now that I
am not physically active and am
overweight”
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Table 3. Themes and Representative Quotes Related to Physical Activity that Emerged
During Field Interviews (continued)

Knowledge of PA “Here we get at least 120 minutes of outdoor play

recommendations so [ assume in a day they need more than that.”
“They just need a lot every day...otherwise they
are wild!”

“I know its 60 minutes a day™™*

“we strive to have a minimum of 120 minutes of
PA, but I don’t think that should exclude them
having a chunk of time in the evening at home as
well. So I think a minimum of 2 and it would be
ideal to have 3.”

Main barriers ”If I could add anything it would be a gym”*“We

including lack of gym | could really use more access to the gym”

space and safety “More tricycles would always be nice”
“Storage and budget”

“Sometimes you will have a child, specifically an
asthmatic child or a child that’s not well, the
parent wont want them outside during that period.
So we always have to battle what’s in the best
interest of the child. So if they have a doctors note
we defer to the doctor’s otherwise the policy is
they are going outdoors.”

“Sometimes we walk around or play a game with a
few, but have to watch the whole group”

“Usually have to stand in a corner at outside time
so that I can keep an eye on everyone. It is
important that everyone stay safe. If we are doing
group play it is easier to participate”

Indicates that this was the most popular response and the majority of teachers said this
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CHAPTER IV

EPILOGUE

Throughout my undergraduate career at North Carolina State University (NCSU)
I focused largely on sports dietetics and athletics. I was getting a feeling this was not the
pathway that [ wanted to follow, and my senior year I discovered pediatrics and became
very intrigued in the toddler-preschool age. Upon my acceptance to UNCG for graduate
school, I began looking for a mentor to perform research with and that had interests
aligned with mine. I discovered Dr. Lenka Shriver and after reading many of her
publications discovered that I could combine my love for sports dietetics/PA and
pediatrics. Dr. Shriver was already working on a larger study focusing on feeding
practices related to fruit and vegetable consumption, and I thought that the addition of
studying PA in a preschool population would really give a full circle picture. After a
preliminary literature review, it became apparent that there is a gap in the current
literature when examining patterns of PA in preschoolers as well as looking at the
environment of the center where they are enrolled, as well as teacher perception of PA in
that center. The majority of intervention studies I saw would focus on teacher education
and modifying the curriculum to increase PA, but I felt they never really looked at the

reasons PA was low in the first place. I proposed to conduct a study with a 5-star
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childcare center in which I would collect quantitative data by accelerometer and
environmental assessment qualitative data teacher/director interviews.

Overall, the current study did find that PA levels are being reached for a majority
of the children in a school that has a positive environment and one with teachers/a
director that feels PA is important to have in the school day. As evident in the literature,
PA was achieved in highest rates during outside times, which was also true of the results
discovered in this study.”® Previous intervention studies have also discovered that when
environmental aspects of the childcare center were improved, so did rates of PA.%!1:13:21
This was shown in the current study by having a high environmental score as well as the
majority of children reaching their recommendation. Previous literature suggests that
many teachers feel PA is important, but have barriers such as equipment, time, weather,
or parental interference.'* Lastly, teachers in this study did not feel hindered by any
barriers; therefore this could have helped with more children achieving adequate PA
levels. This is all of practical importance for developing future interventions with
preschool children’s PA. It is necessary to examine environment, teacher motivation, and
policies in place in order to get an idea of what is affecting PA rates. Obese preschoolers
are 5 times more likely to become obese adults and live with life long healthcare
complications. Until effective interventions can be put into place at this age level,
children will continue to suffer from this epidemic.

My involvement with community nutrition research has really opened my eyes to
a whole new world. Community research is very unique, complex, and takes many

players in order to accomplish one goal. I have learned valuable skills and feel fortunate
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to have made connections in a community that one day I hope to work in. I have learned
that in community nutrition work, one has to be flexible, creative, and quick to make
important decisions. Often times, I made plans that [ knew would go flawlessly, only to
have to rework the entire project once again because one step did not work. This
experience has helped me grow as a scholar, researcher, and individual. I feel that
community nutrition not only teaches one how to develop research skills, but also teaches
important life lessons and character. I am thankful for the experiences this project has
given me as well as the connections I have made through this process. I feel my thesis
research has really enriched my experience in the masters program and has prepared me

well for becoming a registered dietitian practicing in the community setting.
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part of & research project that will belp assess how and whes cioldoen aee phyviocally active while
they ane in the childesrs center.

Why are vou asking my child?

You and your child is betng adked 10 particrpeie becanse yousr child 55 53-5 years old and snends
one of the clipible classrooms from one of the childeare cemters where deectors approved the
center's pamicipation in the shedy.

What will vou ask my child (o do il | sgree (o let him or ber be in e study ?

Your child will be agked o wiear an accelerometer, which 18 2 sl devace thet will delermmine
the percentage of time your child sperds a8 different intensises of phyvsacal actvaly dising ihe
ey, while st childeate on 4 separaie deve Your chald will wesr thes devaee for spproaissiely &
& hours/per observed dey while in histher regular childesre conters (31 will be pul on upon srrval
to childeare and taken off right before the child lesves childess et dav) The smmall deviee wall
be secured on & bisck flexible beli wath & soresl] boekle sl festrred srosrsl vour child®s wais
(mnder ar over clothes based on the child’s preferencs). Heapts sod werstil of vour child will akse
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be mensured by the principal investigator i sader 1o s2l the dovite g speaificelly Hiar your child
(eurrent heaght nnd weight b needed o do se). The weight ssd besght woll be mesured in e
privite bocathon ki the childeare center (of & corme of the classomm) Wb e provacy i
confidentiality, A portable medical scale snd & stadiometer (very stmiler o cgupenent wsed in
podiatrician offices) will be uwsead 1o messure vour child’s baght s waght. A sadiomeler & a
picee of medical equipment wsed for measuring busmen heaght. 1 is esaally constructed oul of a
ruler and o slading horizontn] headpiece. whaeh is adjusted to e oo top of the besd
Furthermare, your child as well as their overall scheol amd classsoom emvonment will be
observed by the principal mvestimior o note ends or habits tal may be affecting physacal
getivity dusing the day on 4 separate days.

What are the dangers to my child?

Il youe ehild Ands that the peeslerometer i Emeomionable, he cdastic baad may be adjustad in
oider to make 1 karger of smaller for optimal comfort. Also, the clald may wear thas over their
chothing so that the aceelerometer s not ucking or mublang e som. 11 e dekd exproises
detire o no lomger wear the aeselerometer, they will be allowad o remove iL

The Instinutionsl Review Board an the Unmverasty of Morth Casplemes st Groemsborn has
determined that participation mn this study poses mincmal risk W pericipensts

If you have questaons, want mone mfrmation or bave sugpestons, plesse coatect Moargan Jomss.
who may be reachad at 919-810-9333 or meponsd i@ s oo o Lesks Sheneer 405-762-9746

If you have amy concerns shout your rghts, bow you ere bemg trested, comcorms o complamis
about this project or benefis or fsks associated with being m thes sisly plesse comtact the Offee
of Research lntegrity at UNOG toll-free at (RS5}-251-232 1

Are there any benelits to society as a result of my child taking part in this research?

This sty may benefit society by providing a firther imderstsndmg of the oovonmenits] fastors
that may alfeet physical activity kevels and give better disecton for mfrtion educators awhen
designing future intervention studies. Also, physical setivity dats will proe fisther understendmg
bir how tnnch phyascal sctivity is achbeved while at school 0 preschoal 2ped Suldnen snd belp
mutritn eduvsstors determne & pattern of physacal sctivity.

Are there any benelits to my child as a resull of participation in fes research study ™
There are no dinsct benefits o participants m s sindy.

Will my child pet paid For Befngg in the study? Will it cost me asyvihing for my kid 1o be in
this study™®

There ane o costs b you Of paymeal o you of your child 2 2 sesalt of perbarpation o this
sludy,

How will my child’s information e kepl conlidential®

All callected ohservational eovironmental dats snd personal sdentifess wall be stored 102 bocked
ftle cabdrmet in the Pi's faculty advisor's offtoe or boratoey (311 Stone Bld o 307 Swone Bld )
All aceelerometer physical sctivaty dats will be omedistedy de-nlestifiod end stored oo 2

UHCE IRB
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compater under passwuord protection. The masier lisf of names with partcpent numbens willl be
slored sepuisly on g paasvord protecied leptop i the UMNOG box e it (ke can b shared
with memior. Participanis will ool be mentoned by name with deis sre drsemmmiod. “All
inforeation obtained i this study is steietly conlidentis] unless deselouse s peguired by baw *

What if sy chils wants to leave the stady or | want him/ e 0 beave e stedy?

You have the right o refuse o albow vour child o parbcipate or b withdses bam or her ol any
time, without penalty. If vour child does withdraw, it will et affect vou o vt child @ any
way. I you of your child ehooses lo withdraw, you may reguest that sy dats whach las been
callected be destroved unless it is in a de-sbentiBable state. The mvesigaion also have the mght
o stop vour child’s participation uf any bme. This could be bocasss vour child has had an
unexpecied resction. hes filed to follow nsiructions. or bocasss the oniire study has boen
stoppied, Choosing net o partbeipate or withdmweng fromm the stady will & oo way ailect wour
relaticnshap with of your child's relationshisp with vour childs leacher of the preschiol froin
which your ehild was recruited form.

What about new information’changes in the stds?
Il segnificant mew information relating @ the stady becomes avalable winch mey relaie 1o vour
willingness albow your child fo contines o pastscipate, this mformaton will be providad 1o vou.

Voluntary Consent by Participant:

By signing this comsent form, you &re agrecing that you kive reasd # or #f ks boen read 1o you,
you fully understand the contents of this doci=nent and consent o you cleld tskng part @ thas
stady. All of your questions conceming this ssdy have boim ssswerad. By sgamg this form,
woil ane agroeing that vou ace the legal pesent or gusedian of the chold who wiibes o participsie
i this study descirbed s you by

Dae:

Participant's Paremt/Lepa] Guandian's Signature
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APPENDIX C

TEACHER/DIRECTOR CONSENT FORM

UNIVERSITY OF NORTH CAROLINA AT GREENSIORD

CONSENT TO ACT AS A HUMAN PARTICIFANT

Project Tile: |
By

Pringipal Investigaior and Faculty Advisor {if spplcable): Prinespal levestspesor Slorgan Jooes; Faccity
Advisor: Lenka H. Shriver (PhiD) from (he Department of Mutrtion

Partictpatis's Meme:

Yohot are sume general things yuu sheuld koow abeut researcs sission

Yoz are being oaked o ke part in o research stody. Your purthciesion = the stady s valustary. Yoa
may chintse fal bo jain. or you may wtthidraw your comsees o be = S ey, for ey measn, withoas
penalty.

Research studies ame desigred 10 ohiain oew kmowledpe. This new eformreion sy beip peonle in the
futizre. There may cot be any direct berefit to you for bemg m e seweaes soaly. There also mey be
risks o being in resenrch studies. [ vou choose oot 1 be in the stady or v the sady befoee 2 s done,
it will not affect your relatonsiip with the resesrcher or the Universty of Nord: Cooims &2 Greessbore,
Dietail about s stucy are discussed o thes comsest form. [t o gt e yoo soderstend this
irformation so that you can make an informed chosoe about beny = S0 neweesct: sy

Yoz will be prven a copy af this consent forme. I you have any goesoons aboat e sody ot any tme,
ya shoald ask the researchers nemed m tis consent. forme Ther costact =frestoe & beiow.

What is the study abaut?

Yous pasticipation is volustery, We woeld hke to ovite you o e 2 pet of 2 reweescE: project St will tell
us moce informabon about percerved barriens. mowledge, md atsodes o caldeen piywice] actinvity while
im the childcare center,

Why are vou nsking me?

¥oua are being asked o participate became yoa 2ne o eacherteacksr reowest of 3-5 year old childrm ma.
childcare center al ooe af the selected ceniers whose direciors poovided permreaon for th siucy io be
camied . You are eligible to participme = ths sy i yon are the e wacher or wsching st 1=
o 3-5 year pld classroom, or if yoo 2me a dErector o2 one of the selecend cilderr ormers.

What will you ask me to do if | agree to be in the study?

If you are a teaches ar teackmg assisteot, yvou will be asked bo perocpete = 2 1-1.5 boor long dscosaon
[Facas groam) with fellow teachers &t your childeare cemter. I yoo 2or 2 ciideay orstey dowctor, you will
be asked o participate &= o 1-1.5 bour one-oo-one merview with e ey Tvestpenr. Regredless of
beicg a tracher/assistant ar direcior, you will be mked qrestions persaiey o woor feeimgs, atttodes eod
barriers relaied to children's physical activity witle in childoare. Yoo will alwe be ssied goestions
periaiming i how you feel you as a wcher'Sirector play & mle i Se o2kl s piyscal actvity mnd
knowledge that yoa have o regards o their piyscal activity. The oo oo setmg will foster heaine
thscosssan about the iopics and everyone”s opmioos and thosghts will be beerd Hyomae a
teachrer'ieacking assistant, you will z2lso be zsked to 2llow the proope] Svestyper mio yo czseoom i
cb=eve your doily schedile 2nd activibes 25 well = collect physel actvity dete o=y acorleometers on
the cizldren wha have pareninl oonsent for the sindy perticipetion. (femrvanoms? deme slsp collecend will
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ba lemaon plans, panemi and melT handbools, phryuical setivary traisey doremees e curriculam, snd
writien plysieal actvity policy documents. Aucelerometen e emal devions Bl caliect phyeleal ashonty
per second during the day. They are placed oo & fexibie belt and wors swesd e wand by childeen for
fi-H Bours/dey oft 4 separzte daye They will be placed sround the cides"s west ooos thed Evival I
dnyeare ard fernoved right befote thelr depariee that day. Pror o placisg the device o the child on the
first day of data collection, the child's hetght and weight will be meesse by e primary el gater w
the iznits can be Eedividualteed for mch child. A portable sweale ad a exSomeer will by oeod io mcasiss
height nnd weight in & privie part of the classroom {e.g., office) or sther incation of the childcane
comler [1.e., bised an the direcioc™s apmommedatios ). A sbometes ™ a oo of medaa] egemmes) used
for ioenmaring mas height. I iy usaally comtrucied eet of o nibar e 0 3Bding barinontal beadpaece,
which iz adjusied to rest on top of the bmd. The scelsromeiers crewe mesmal of w0 detactns for
trrnal petivites of e childen during the day

I there any nudin/video recording®

The fiwis groupsisterviews will be mido-neondad s qualisy comsal & well o = onler 1o trsnscrbe
doin. [ecaizee yinar voice will be potentially identifiable by thow who may beer e Spe, your
canfidentiality and safe stompe of the tapes =pe o described below.

What are the risks to me?
IF 2y of the questiors from foces grsaps or miterviews. make you oomforiabie, yoo may choose 1o oot
respond.

“The Instibmional Review Board ot the University of Norik Carolzs 52 Goeesshoro fom detemimed that
el 1 phr ch s detinal il b aidh -

If yorn heve guestions, want more mfommatkm: or have soggestior, pieese cortec: Monees Jones who may be
wﬂdn?]ﬁ]ﬁﬂ]]] or mejonestiGurcy edu or Lenke Soiver #05- T62-9T46

EF yora have oy concemns aboot your ghis, bow vou e beng Seded . oonorrss o compiainty aboat Bas
prigect ar benefits or riskes assoczaied with beng = this study plcess comtact e (6For of Resesch
Emiegrity ot UMNCEE toll-free 21 (855)-251-2351

Are there any benefits to society a5 a resalt of me taking part in this reseanch™

¥ i responses are importact becaase they will kelp nutrition edocators =y well = polcy meiesy betier
understand wiat barriers teaches ae focicg mn e cleswoom: and belp Sem dvorver ways i ovenooone
them. Alsa, your peroeved role n physical actrvity will allow metoos scresery gt min hew ben
design EmieTventions m onder fo fit teacher oewriy and whedolng demoeyiy. Pyl acthvaty dete will be
uxed in coder bo determmine bamens tEat yoe 2 teachers Bee 2 well = Saoover 2 gt of physical
activity amang preschoo] children while af school.

Are there any benefits to me for taking part in this resenrch stmdy ™
There are pa divect berefits to particpants in this shady.

Will [ get paid for being in the study? Wil it cost me anything™
There zne no costs o you ar poyments made for particheting o S sty
Haow will vou keep my information confidectinl
All idertifiable information such ax name will be kept W 2 inched filr i mode of 2 locksd office an
UMNCG campaos. Information will be onmediatety deidentified and » erticipest e will be 2scigned
to you Andio recordings will be downlosded immeiEsely follvesy e o o el s oo 2
URCG IRB
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prisward prebated campuier. Onee (nfematan b seneribad o = docrosic fom, ol dats will be ko
o) & pasdswird-protecind compuer, The master lin of nams Somsecteng v b partcinan numher will by
kefit on a passvwand protected UNCG laptop o e UNOG box s e e can b dbawd with mesios.

¥ ous will not be mentioned by name with data are Gweminabed. AL sformries oo in iz sbady i

siricily comfidential sless divclonire s reguired by law,

What if | want to leave the viady?

“You kaive the right to refiae io participale of o wiibdaw at ooy S, withot pemalsy. T vou do
withdemw, i will oot affect you i ety way, 1 you chooss o withdew, e oy nogeest thai sy of v
daia which has been collected be destroyed unless £ s i 0 de-hdessfable st The Svessipaion alsa
have the mght 1o xiop vour participation of sy Sme. This could e e you ke bl an utespecied
peactini, of hive filed o follow Snlnations, of becmme the enthne sy b baes stopped ™

Whad abeui pew information'changes in the stedy?
“IT nigtsificant new information relating (o the sudy bocomes pvaslsble witic® may oolse @0 your
willingriess to cosittuie o participate, this isformation wiil be provided @ e~

V¥oluntury Consent by Parthbcipani:

By signing ts consent form you are agreeing that you read. or i s e need i wou_ and you fully
uncerstend the contents of this document acd are openly willing oo w e part &= this stady. All of
are I8 years of age or older and are agreeicg o panicipete, or have S =vidal ecified ahove oy a
particzpent participate, m s stucy described & yoa by =

Sigrature: Chie:
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APPENDIX D

RECRUITMENT FLYER

We invite your child participate in a
research study about children’s physical
activity patterns while in childcare.

Your child can participate If thev are 3-5 years old and aitemsd onse of the participating childcars
CEMLErs.

Please call Morgan Jones (UNCG) at (919) 810-9333

Y our child will be asked to wear an accelerometer, whinch is a small device that will
determine the percentage of ime your child spends at different miensties of physical
activity during the day, while at childcare, on 2 separate days. The small device wall be
secured on a black fAexible belt with a small buckle and fastened around your child's

waist (under or over clothes based on the child’s preference). Hoight and weaght of your
child will also be messured in order to set the deviee up specifically for your chald.

Thank you for your consideration!
Morgan Jones & Lenka Shriver, PhD
Department of Nutrition, UNCG
Phone: (919) 810-9333
Email: mejones2@uncg.edu

Approvod IRB
11423 /15
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APPENDIX E

INTERVIEW GUIDE

Focus Group/Interview Script
(focus groups with teachers/teaching assistants; interviews with childcare center

directors)

Questions relating to teacher role in child’s physical activity- personal/cognitive
construct
1. What types of physical activity is most popular among children in your
classroom/childcare center? [ice breaker question]
2. What are your feelings on physical activity needing to be accomplished in school
vs at home?
3. What role do you feel you have as a teacher/childcare director, if any, for children
in your classroom in terms of getting enough physical activity during the day?
4. What are some things that you do in order to ensure that the children are getting
physical activity while at school?
5. How important do you feel physical activity is for these young children?
6. How important do you feel that adequate physical activity plays into preventing
chronic disease at this age?
7. How much activity do you think children at this age (3-5 years) should get on a
daily or weekly basis?
a. How much activity do you think is feasible for children to get while they
are in the classroom?
8. How can you tell if children are physically active at a moderate ort vigorous
intensity?
9. How do you feel about your own physical activity level? Would you like to
change anything about how physically active you are personally?
a. Follow up questions: Why or why not?
b. In what ways do you see physical activity promoting your health or
wellbeing?

Questions relating to teacher/director behavior in order to enhance child physical
activity- behavior construct
1. What are some examples of physical activity that you do with children in your
class/center?
2. What do you find is the most important way to get your children physically
active?
3. What do you do on days when you can’t take the children in your
classroom/center outside?

&9



What do you (or your teachers) typically do while children are physically active
or are doing active play?

What typically prevents you/your teachers from getting children moving around
and active?

Questions relating to barriers teachers/childcare center director feel that they are facing
to ensuring adequate physical activity- environmental

1.

2.

3.

What are some of the things that you feel hinder you from providing the children
with physical activity opportunities in your classroom/center?

What are some of the things that the school (or you as the director) could provide
that would make this (physical activity) easier?

Are there specific barriers that currently exist at your schools that make it difficult
for children to get enough physical activity?

What type of support (or lack of support) do you feel you get from parents in
terms of physical activity and/or health? What kinds of support would you like to
see parents provide for you in terms of physical activity for children in your
classroom/center?

What are some reasons children and/or parents give you for not wanting to do
physical activity, if any?

If you could change anything in your childcare center/classroom to increase
physical activity, what would you like to change and how would that help?
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APPENDIX F

EPAO PHYSICAL ACTIVITY SECTION

EPAD ObServaton

30, Drid stalf sit with children during hunch?

Oyes < 30a. Did stall corsurme the same food as children? & Oiyes  Ona
O no

31, Did stalff eat and/or drink kess healtny foods in frort of children?

gm_’in.mrrmﬂm? 01 O2 O3 D& 0Os Gﬁ‘m
O ne
O did not observe staff cating

32, Did staff talk with chilcren about healtty foods?
Qvyes < 37a. How many separate tmes did you chsere =2 @iiong o chilomn
abaut heslthy foods?
Cno Ot O2 O3 0= 0Os Dﬁ-‘m
33, Was any formal nutbrition education for children obsereed?
Oyes Qo

PHySICAL Actadly - CHLA Bedayers

34, How many mirates of totad acthve play time
wias phsersed (Indudes Incioar, cutdoar,
giructured ard umstractured]?

L[]

fy g

35, W structured pirysical sctivity abseraed?
O
Clyes &

352 How
WO 02 03 04 05 Oete

+
™ e (1] [
structures PA phepred:
ity

I5e. Was the structired PA optional for children? Olpes O

8ol I
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EPAQ ObServiton

J&. D you observe sy cultoor acthe play?

Oyes % Ja Howmanytmesdn? 01 O2 O3 O 0Os m

Qe G 360 Was ik dun tn weather
(hoa hat, too cold,
rairvsnow |7

Dyes Oro O unsure

37, How many botal minutes of autdoor acthe play
{etructuned ard urstructured ) was ckserwed?

. 'Was drinking veater for children awailable outdoors?
Oyes  Ono O nooutdoor time observed <) 382, Oid you soe 3 driniang fountain () O
locates i the uttoo ey arcat
3. While putdoors, did you witness teachers prompting chilcren to Srink waler?
Qe Qoo O nooutdoor time absered

sedentaly Actnibes - Cad

44, Did you chserve chilgren seated for mone than 30 minutes at a See (eeciesing map ang meal times )7

Clyes G 08 How many imesfdn? D1 Q2 O3 O« Os m
Oro

40b. How mary bolal minutes
al seabed activity {masority
of the class seated) was
obsenmd ¥

Tof _I

92



EPAQ ObServiabon

41, Was a TV present In the room? Opws Ora

43, ‘Was TV viewing obsoroed?

Oves =B 420 Totsl minuses TV .

WIS Dn:

Cno

43h. Was it on during Ol yes = 5 1. Fyes, how many meals?

Qe

42c. Was the TV wsec only for viewing
revcatonal progrars? -

43, Was a VCR/DVD present in Ows Ore
the roam?
44 Was there & vides game Oys One

syshim present in he room?

45, Was a romputnr present in the Oyws Oro
rocim fior use by children?

46, Was vided game or compuber garme playing abserved?

Oves = 450 Towal mumber of minutes comeuter vides
Omo Gare playing was abseryed:

4k, Was it being used for educational
purposes anky?
46c. How many total children parfiopated in

compuben/vides game playing during
the entire day?

01 01 Olermom

Cima
-
Ows Ome
F i

i of 21
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EPAD OhServiton

PHuSIcIL oty - STAFF Fesinnals

47,

5L

Sef®

. Did staff jain in acthe play?

Did o obserse rsiricling aclive play &8 punishment?
Oyes P 478 Howmanytimesidn? Q1 Q2 03 O4 Os
O ma

Oyes<p 482 Howmanytimesiday? ©O1 02 03 O4 Os
Oma

. Hawi many positive statements were made aboul pirvaical sciivity (... Good Urow!, Running & funl, | ke

thee way vou threw that Balll?
o1 D2 031 Oa 0Os5

. D staff provicle promipts to Increase physical actity (e.g., Can you jumg highar?, Can you hop

on one foat?)?
Ovyes P 502 Howmanytimesiday? O1 O2 03 O« Qs

Cimn

Did staff pronide prompls. (o decrease pinvsical actiily [a.q., Siow dowsl, Gve & & resl! Dol

climb an the slidet 7

Oyes P 5la. Howmanytimesiday? O1 02 031 04 0Os m
Cra

. ‘Ware any formal physcal ecucation lessons for childnen obseresd™ Ows Om

. Werg any extra-curricular (spedal] physical acinity programs peosiced o chilideen on 3 fior basis

(9., Tumbling Tots, Tumilke Bus)?

O
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EPAD ORSefvabon
Centel EnyiionMest
&4, Where were soda and other vending machines locatec?
on e oe s & ™ PSSR O
fut nok the entrance . .
R francls bars, preties, suls]? Oima
) aut of sight of parents and kics

O ne wending machines on sie

Plaazn indicabe whire these pieces of physical activity eouipment (both fard ang portabie ) wene

l
|
i
P

55, Fixed Play Equipment

}
i

wtisers  arsant
2. halancing surfaces (alance beams, boards, etx) O o O O
b. baskettall hoop (] O o o)
. dimbing structures (jungle gyms, lacders, etc.) O O O o
d. merry-ga-round o o o o
e pool 8] o] o Q
f. sardbon O o O O
9. see-sw O o O O
h. slides O O O 0
I. swinging equipment (swings, rope, etc.) O o 0O Q
j. tricycle track 0 O O O
k. tunnek O O O O

0 af 21 J
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EPAD ObServabon

|

OOGGGGGGGGGII

56, Portabin Play Equipment

1!

ooﬂnoonoﬂoah

2. ball play equpment

b. elimibing structures (lacders, jumble gyrrs, oie.]

€ Moor plxy equiprment (tumibing mats, carpet, squares, ete )
d. jumging play equipment (Jump mpes, fula hoops)

. parachute

f. push/pul tovs [wagon, scoobers, ebe )

Q. rdirg oys (ricydes, cars, ebe)

h. mcking & teasting toys (rockong horse, sit-respin, gtc.}

I, sandfwater play tays (butkets, scoops, shovels, #i0.)

0O 0O 00 0 0o 0 00 0}

i siides

GDDDODDGDDDil

k. twirling pley equipment (ribbors, scarves, batons, ete) O

57. Wat gubdoor running space |
O unotstructed with plenty of space for groups games: fag, res rower, oic)
O sorre abatruction, but space was adequate for individual dlay (rarning, skinping, etz )
) plenity of space for play, but ststructed with play eguipment
O} little rurning space or completely cbetncted

S8 Did staff limit or restrict outdoor play anes I 3 way that substansaly afect actve play
{more than 13 of total play space or quipment 7

Owsd ™ wwmwassssm 01 02 O3 O« Os m

O

11 af 21 J
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EPAD ObServabon

50. Was indoor play space suitable for . . .

2 quiel play (cassrooem is small ang net & ket of o for Frowesent]
O limited movement/some active play (able 10 transiocate by walking, spping, hopping, jumping, etc.)
O &l activities (pasiy sbke to perform ail gross motor activites)

&) Were any posters, pictunes or displayed books about physical activity presect in the obsenvation mom?

Oyes P o Howmany werepresent? 01 O2 O3 Qs mm

Dino

&1, Were any posters, pichunss or displayed books about nutrition presert e T cbservation room?

Oyes P 6la. Howmany werepresent? 01 02 03 04 Dsm
D
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PL ENVITONMent
20. Did you review any documantation of safety checks?

Cyes F  a [ yos, Frequency of checks:

Qe O orily when installed O oree & wesky
) orce a year O other <3
O oree & ot

Center PHySiciL Actaily Poucy

1. Does the center have written policy on physical activity®

Cyes <% a2, [f yos, what areas of NAP SACT are covered? [Mark af that appiy. |

Om O Active play and inactive Sme O Supporting PA
) i docurrets 2TV e and TV vipvsing ) P petucabon
received from center () Py environment

Gecbon % Trawg & Cumcum leveq
Mutribon Educabos Fof Cuidies, Paemts asd {IFF

22. Does the center provide nutrition training for staff?
Oyes 5 B, IF yesi, hiow often?
O O 2times/year or mare O 1 Greefyear O hess than 1 timeysar

U_“;Lﬁ“ﬂ“;;f B IF yes, whal wes the contert of the trainings?

panier

18af 21
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13, Does the center have a decemented nutrition curmiculum for kids?

Chyes P o 1 yos, what was the combent of the ourmiculen?
Ora

24, Does the center have documentation of parent Rutrition education fworkshop materials?

Clyes <P a. [f yos, what was the content of the education workehops?
i

PyscaL Actwity Educabon Fof CHidies. Paremts asd 55T

25. Doas the center provide physical activity training for staff?
Oyes P a 1f yes, how cften?
Ora O 2 times/year or more. O] Brrefymar (D) b e 1 Girnesyear
G'“'“‘:'“‘“‘“_u: b 1f yes, what was the conbent of the tremings?

TR

26. Does the center have a documented physical activity curriculum fior idds?

Oyes Jp & IFyes, what was the content of the curmicuhes?
Chra

20af 21
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27. Doas the center have documentation of physical activity education | woricshop materials?

Dyes =P a If yos, what was the content of the workshops?
Cira

Pigase use the following citation when referencing this instrument:
Ball 5C, Benjamin 5E, Males DP, Marks 1, McWillams CP, Ward DS, 2005. The Emvircrrment and

Policy Assessment ang Dbservation (EPADT) child care nuintion and physcal actikity instrament.
Cenber Tor Heakh Pramoticn and Disease Prevention, University of Noeth Canoling &2 (hapel Hill

Please use Hwe fallowing citation wihen referencing instrument profoool’ and
interobserver agresmeant:

Ward 05, Habes 0, Hawerly K, Marks ], Bergamin 5E, Ball 5C, Trost 5. An estrument o amsess the
chesogenic ervirgrment of child care centers. Am J Health Behawior. 2008 Jub-Aoc: TH 43806,
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