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Developmental Observation:


Anna is a bright young girl that I have chosen to observe for my developmental observation project. She is 10 years old and is in 5th grade. She is in Piaget’s concrete operational stage of cognitive development and is learning about conservation and reversibility. In Erickson’s stages of psychosocial development, she is in stage four: Industry and Inferiority. She is learning to be independent and experiment with new things. She makes decisions based on the consequences and what pleases other people. She tries to impress others and looks for approval. She has a great memory and pays special attention to details. She loves to tell stories and they are interesting because she uses a lot of descriptive details. I have enjoyed observing and interacting with Anna for these many hours and have learned a lot about Anna’s development and learning strategies.

Cognitive Observation

Anna is ten years old and therefore I predicted she would be in Piaget’s concrete operational stage of cognitive development. I planned two Piagetian tasks that would test this. The first task I planned was to get two crackers that were the same size and break one of the crackers into four smaller pieces. Then asked her if the crackers were still the same size. The second task I planned was to lay out 20 necklaces and asked Anna to divide them up into groups based on their characteristics. Based on her age, I predicted she would say that the crackers were still the same size and she would be able to divide the necklaces in to many different groups. 

Anna acted just as I had predicted. I first showed her the two identical crackers and she said they were the same size. Then I broke one of them up and she still said they were the same size. Then I laid out about 20 necklaces and asked her to put them in groups. She asked me right away, “You mean like in colors?” I told her she could do it any way she wanted to. She divided them up into colors, including silver and gold. Then I asked her if there was another way she could group them. She started grouping them by texture such as shell or wood. 

Anna mastered the principle of identity because she knew that the cracker was the same size because nothing was added or taken away. She also mastered the test for classification because she was able to group necklaces into many different categories. She also displayed the characteristic of reversibility because she knew that there was more than one way to categorize the necklaces. 

Psychosocial Observation
For this observation, I paid close attention to Anna’s interaction with other people. These people were her parents, her two younger siblings, myself, and other college students on campus. Of Erikson’s eight stages of psychosocial development, I predicted Anna would be in the fourth stage: Industry vs. Inferiority. I guessed she would be in this stage because she is 10 years old and in 5th grade. She is still getting adjusted to the school learning environment where she must be responsible, learn new things, and face new challenges. 
 
It seems like Anna has good relationships with her parents and siblings. She is even friendly to people she doesn’t know very well. She has been friendly to me since I met her, and has let me observe her without knowing me very well. She cares what people think about her and she wants people to like her, similar to most people. She talked about her accomplishments, such as her ability to recite the 50 states in alphabetical order and that she memorized the ABCs backwards in preschool. 
 
Anna also acted independently and responsibly many times, and so I was correct in guessing she would be in the fourth stage of psychosocial development. For example, we ate dinner together in the cafeteria one evening and she acted like she was a college student in line. She got her food and then offered to pick out a table for us to sit at. She took initiative and didn’t depend upon me to do everything for her. When I was at her house she was hospitable and asked me if I wanted anything to eat. She took out a cake and cut a slice for me and she also cut a slice for her siblings when they came in the kitchen. 
 
Anna is responsible for her siblings, as well as herself. She carried her younger brother’s coat for him and helped her younger sister put on her seat belt when we got in the car. She teases her brother, which makes him mad sometimes, but all siblings do that. I can tell she loves and is a protective older sister by watching her interactions with them. 
 
I believe my prediction that Anna would be in the Industry vs. Inferiority stage is correct. She showed responsibility, a desire to learn new things, initiated activities, got along well with other people, and acted independently. 
Moral Development Observation

I presented Anna with two moral dilemmas and asked her what she would do if she ever found herself in these situations. The first moral dilemma I brought up was if she came to school one day and her best friend asked if she could copy her homework. The second moral dilemma I brought up was if her mom was sick and the only medicine that could help her cost a million dollars, and she did not have a million dollars. I asked her what she would do in both of these circumstances. For the first circumstance, I predicted she would be in stage 3 of Kohlberg’s moral reasoning. At ten years old, most girls would want to help their best friends with anything, and in this case it would be to copy her homework. For the second circumstance, I predicted she would be in stage 2 of Kohlberg’s moral reasoning because the situation involved her mother’s well being. I thought she would steal the million dollars or steal the medicine, anything to make her mother better. 

For the first dilemma, Anna answered right away that she would let her best friend copy her homework. I then asked her if she would do the same thing if someone she didn’t know very well asked to copy her homework. She said, “Of course not. I don’t even know that person. I wouldn’t give him my homework.” Her response goes along with my prediction because I said she would be in stage 3, and she was. She would give her homework to her best friend because she cares about what her best friend thinks of her, and she would want to please her friend. Anna would not give her homework to a stranger because she does not care what that person thinks of her and her goal is not to please that person. 

For the second dilemma, my predictions were incorrect. I predicted she would be in stage 2 of Kohlberg’s moral reasoning, and steal the medicine or money, to satisfy her mom’s need. When I asked her what she would do if she was in this situation, she said she would take out a loan or try to borrow the million dollars from relatives. I then asked her if she would ever consider stealing, but she shook her head right away. She said she would never steal because it was a lot of money and if she got caught she would go to jail for a long time. It was very apparent that she was afraid of going to jail. Her response proves that she is in stage 1 of Kohlberg’s moral reasoning because she wanted to avoid the punishment for stealing. 

Behavioral Learning Observation

One example of operant conditioning that I noticed with Anna is when we were in the game room on campus. We were playing foosball together while some college boys were playing ping pong close by. While we were playing, a ping pong ball flew over and landed underneath our foosball table. Anna stopped the game and reached down to get the ball for the college boy. She threw it to him and he said, “Thank you so much.” I looked at Anna and noticed she was smiling. I told her that getting the ball for him was a nice thing to do. A couple minutes later a similar thing happened. We were playing and then all of a sudden I see Anna on her stomach, reaching under the drink machine. The same boy was standing right behind her so I guessed she was getting the ping pong ball for him again. This time though, the ball went underneath the drink machine a couple feet away from the table. She went out of her way to get it for him. The antecedent for this example was the ping pong ball flying off the table and the consequence of Anna getting the ball for the boy was his and my approval. 

The second example of operant conditioning occurred when Anna and I were playing basketball. We were having fun teasing each other and messing around, not playing seriously at all. Then Anna pretended to throw the ball at my face, which was about 2 feet away. I screamed and jumped back. Then I realized she was just kidding and we both started laughing. Anna did it several other times after that because she knew that I would react to it and that it would make us both laugh. The antecedent was us goofing around and the consequence of her pretending to throw the ball at my face was my surprise reaction and laughter. 

Information Processing Observation

I asked Anna many kinds of questions to see how well her memory had developed in certain areas. Sometimes I did not even have to ask her questions because she would start telling me a story from the past. She told many stories in her communication with me. She talked a lot about her family, so that was a test of her episodic memory. One story she told me was about the time her family was helping her father at his job. Her father cut down trees and her family was there picking up debris on the ground. To start off her story she gave the background. And then she described in detail about the tree falling- denting her car and its branches hitting her mom. She described the reactions of all that were present. Anna has excellent episodic memory because she can recall many facts and details about past experiences.  

Anna seems to have good semantic memory as well. I asked her what her favorite song was and she started quoting the lyrics to Love Song. Without asking her any questions, she described the plot of the song and how the lyrics displayed that meaning. I had never understood the lyrics and Anna did a great job of explaining to me what the song meant. I asked her what her favorite Bible verse was and she quoted John 3:16 without any hesitation. It is evident that Anna has good semantic memory because she can recall information as well as the meanings behind them.

These exercizes showed me that Anna has good long term memory but I wasn’t sure about her short term memory so we played a couple games that tested this. First, I asked her what her home phone number was and she told me right away. Then I told her what my phone number was and she tried to memorize it. It took her about four tries to say the number right. Next we played a game that I found online that tested for short term memory. It displayed 22 images at the same time for 30 seconds. After the 30 seconds, the images disappeared and Anna wrote down as many images as she could remember. She remembered five of the 22 images. 

As a final test of her short term memory, I laid out 10 items on the floor and asked her to memorize what she saw in 10 seconds. Then I asked her to close her eyes and I took four of the items away. When she opened her eyes, I asked her what was missing. She identified two of the four items that were missing. I played the same memory games with Anna and scored the same or poorer than her. To test her memory and attention to details, half way through the night I went out of the room and changed my shirt to see if she would notice. As soon as I came back in the room, Anna commented that I had changed my shirt. Anna has surprisingly good, long term memory and her short term memory appears to be about average.

Results, Discussion, and Conclusions

Anna is only ten years old, and is therefore still developing physically, mentally and emotionally. According to Piaget’s stages of cognitive development, she is in the concrete operational stage. She has mastered the principles of identity, classification, and reversibility. She thinks things through but has not yet reached the level of abstract, critical thinking. According to Erickson’s stages of psychosocial development, Anna is in the Industry vs. Inferiority stage. She has to face the challenges of school, not only academically but socially as well. She is still learning to appreciate school and meet good friends, but she seems to have adjusted to the academic part well. Based off of the two moral dilemmas I presented to Anna, her response indicated that she makes decisions based off of the punishment she will receive and what makes other people happy. She is still in the process of learning that decisions should not be made based on whether the consequences of her actions are good or bad. She is also still learning that the right choices are not always going to make people happy. At this stage in life, she wants to please others, so it is hard for her to make to make the right choice when it conflicts with what her peers think is acceptable. 

Anna is still learning how to think abstractly and scientifically. In a couple of years she will be in Piaget’s formal operational stage of cognitive development. When I observed Anna for signs of operant conditioning, I noticed she responded to the reactions of others. She repeated an action when she saw she made someone happy or laugh. She may have also repeated her actions for attention, which is not uncommon for children to do. Anna has great long term memory, but struggles like most people, with short term memory. Her episodic memory is great because she loves to tell stories and her semantic memory is fine as well. Anna is mature for her age, but she still has much learning to do. 

Anna is in the concrete operational stage of cognitive development, so this needs to be considered by her teacher. Her teacher should use many concrete visual aids when trying to explain a confusing concept. Also, Anna should be given the opportunity to test and try hands on activities when at all possible. Anna has yet to master abstract thinking, so her teacher needs to make sure her lessons are clear and well organized. When trying to explain complex ideas to Anna, she should start with basic examples that she is familiar with first. 

Anna is also in the Industry vs. Inferiority stage of psychosocial development. This means she is trying to gain recognition and acceptance from others by trying new things and experiments with new skills. Her teacher needs to be encouraging and supportive. She also needs to give Anna space when she is trying new things because this will give her a sense of independence and self-efficacy. The teacher also needs to be sure Anna is doing her homework and doing required assignments because she wants to learn, and not because she is afraid of punishment. Based on Anna’s moral reasoning, she tends to do things because she wants rewards or is afraid of punishment. Anna needs to learn to have intrinsic motivation instead of extrinsic motivation. 

Response

This project was a lot of work but it was work that was enjoyable and beneficial. It was interesting observing my child and looking for certain traits and behavior that I would have otherwise neglected. Writing this paper was very helpful in understanding the various theories we were learning in class. I enjoyed coming up with ideas to test which of the stages of the different theories Anna was in. Of all the parts of this project, I enjoyed the cognitive observation the most. I had heard a lot about Piaget’s stages of cognitive development, but this project gave me a new view on it. It was helpful for my own learning to come up with activities to test what stage Anna was in. 

I am more aware now of how different students in one classroom can be, even if they are in the same grade level. Students have different ways of learning, ways of determining what is right and wrong, and interacting with their surroundings. It is very important for teachers to know their students, so that they may understand how they can best teach each individual in the classroom. I would not change the project because I feel like it was specific enough to give me some direction, but gave me enough independence to try new things and learn on my own. 

