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	Colorado Department of Education EDAC Committee

October 6th 2017
8:30 AM – 12:00 PM

Colorado Department of Education
201 East Colfax Ave
Denver, CO 80203

	

	Meeting called by:
	Educational Data Advisory Committee

	Type of meeting:
	Scheduled Data Review Meeting

	Facilitator:
	Jan Rose Petro

	Note taker:
	Dennis St. Hilaire

	Timekeeper:
	Dennis St. Hilaire

	

	Attendees:
	David Schneiderman
John McKay
Ruth Grinderland
Mike Porter
Tammy Johnson
Rick Tanski
Jan Petro
Norm Alerta
Janet Dinnen
Marcia Bohannon
Dennis St. Hilaire


	

	
	Agenda topics

	General Business
· September Meeting Minutes - Approved
· EDAC Credit Renewal
· Data Pipeline Advisory Committee – No concerns
· IMS Budget Request- IMS is asking for 2.5 million for software/hardware and replacement of legacy systems plus 3 FTE.  Of these changes, CDE would like to invest in a secure transfer for PII between districts and wants to do a study to determine feasibility of a statewide student information system especially supported the cross LEA PII system and statewide SIS. CDE would like enhanced reporting for districts and parents, along with upgrade RITS and EDIS systems members. 
· EMAIL Reviews Approved
· OFP-142 ESSA Application for School Improvement – Approved, Kim Burnham will present a follow-up at the November EDAC meeting.
· Parent Notification Letter Follow-up – No approval, Lisa Medler sent out letter to district without EDAC approving.  The Cherry Creek representative said that the changes Lisa made resulted in a better letter when the districts received it.  The letter was more about asking to share successes.  We should make a note of that this was not approved in our EDAC report to the legislature.  District representatives on EDAC had some concerns about not following protocol.  Jan will bring EDAC’s concerns on this to the higher ups at CDE.
Update Approval

· OPR-101 Colorado School Counselor Corps Grant Program Development Year Grantee Report – Jan Petro had a concern about what will grantees be asked to provide as part of the grant.  The reporting requirements need to be incorporated in RFP. – Approval pending per Jan Petro review. (Note: Eva Pugh agreed to include reporting requirements as part of the RFP in the future)
· DPS-102 HB-1345 BOCES Funding Summary of Measurable Student Outcomes – Approved a member commented how this collection was user-friendly. 


	30 Minutes
	Rulemaking Process Discussion
	Melissa Bloom

	Discussion:  Melissa provided a PowerPoint on how the Rulemaking process works in Colorado with the Legislature and the State Board of Education.  Melissa reminded EDAC that guidance is not law when CDE puts together guidance documents to districts. In the rulemaking the state board will work with certain stakeholder groups.  State board will need to give public notice if they are going to open rulemaking process.  Usually it is 20 days before rules can be put into effect.  There is a committee in Legal Services that reviews rules and can overturn rules if it is found to overreach laws.  CDE does not want to run into issues and state board does not want to overstep when interpreting state statute.  State board will not generally conflict with legislature in the Rulemaking process.  EDAC usually gets the proposed rules during the public comment period.  When statutes sunset rules remain.  Melissa will provide the 2017-18 regulatory agenda for the state board for the next EDAC meeting.

	30 Minutes
	DMC-122A  Student Registration/Personal Needs Profile Field Definitions Administration CMAS
	Jasmine Carey

	Overview:  This collection serves as the pre-identification/label collections for the CMAS assessments. CDE pulls student demographic data from CDE’s student interchange and uploads it to Pearson Access Next (PANext). Within PANext, districts have the opportunity to update student demographic information before testing, and to precode additional information for testing such as information about the accommodations a student needs in order to access the assessment. This data is used to populate the Student Biographical Data review (SBD), and is used in state and federal reports by many departments across CDE (e.g. Assessment Unit and Accountability and Data Analysis Unit). Reports that use the data include: EdFacts Reports and District and School Performance Frameworks. The data are also reported on the CDE website on the Assessment Unit webpage, School View, and CEDAR. These data are also used in assessment reports (e.g. school, district and student) that are provided by the assessment vendor to the districts.

	Discussion: This collection focuses on the accommodation needs for students.  Since this collection is now going through a new vendor there are new changes.  Jasmine Carey went through the file changes in her presentation. Jan Petro could not find what assisted technology changed to.  Jasmine said that closed captioning was removed to get away from that.  Lots of removals from last year.  Jan wants PARCC updated on the documents.  The Poudre representative wanted the crosswalk updated in the assessment documentation to reflect IEPs and E

	Conclusion:  Approved

	30 Minutes
	DMC-122B Student Registration/Personal Needs Profile Field Definitions Administration CoAlt Science and Social Studies
	Jasmine Carry

	Overview:  This collection serves as the pre-identification/label collections for the CoAlt assessments. CDE pulls student demographic data from CDE’s student interchange and uploads it to Pearson Access Next (PANext). Within PANext, districts have the opportunity to update student demographic information before testing, and to precode additional information for testing. This data is used to populate the Student Biographical Data review (SBD), and is used in state and federal reports by many departments across CDE (e.g. Assessment Unit and Accountability and Data Analysis Unit). Reports that use the data include: EdFacts Reports and District and School Performance Frameworks. The data are also reported on the CDE website on the Assessment Unit webpage, School View, and CEDAR. These data are also used in assessment reports (e.g. school, district and student) that are provided by the assessment vendor to the districts. 

	Discussion: The changes were similar as DMC-122A.  The most significant of the changes were removing filler fields at the end of the file layout.  There were some last minute file alignment changes.  This collection changed number to DMC-122B to align with the SBD that it is related to.

	Conclusions:  Approved

	30 Minutes
	DPSE-112 Foster Care informational Survey
	Kristin Myers

	Overview: The Foster Care Education Program at the Colorado Department of Education developed a survey that is designed to: (1) update current CWEL contact information, (2) assess the potential challenges districts are facing in the second year of ESSA implementation, and (3) provide CWEL’s the opportunity to request additional support/training in ESSA implementation. 

Federal and State statute requires each school district to designate a single point of contact for students in the Foster Care system. The demographics portion of this survey will serve as the official contact update. CWEL contact information is shared on the CDE website in accordance with the Every Student Succeeds Act and C.R.S. 22-32-138, and with community partners in human services, stakeholders, and with other educators. 

	Discussion: Most districts work with the Foster Care Education Program often.  One question was if this collection assumed that this is done by someone who has completed this survey before?  Kristin indicated that she thought that is was done by personnel who had done the before.  EDAC would like question 7 linked to CDE webpage listing what expectations are.  Question 8 resources can be interpreted in a number of ways, finance etc. EDAC asked if it could be qualified.  One suggestion was, maybe leave it open-ended.  EDAC asked to leave it up to Kristin to match what her needs are in the survey.  This survey is being distributed by email.  Maybe remove CWEL from Directory.  Question 5 clarification on need timeframe by week? Month? Year?  Is per year?  Jan had some concerns with field order for yes/no/maybe questions 6, 9, 10 may be a bit misleading in terms of which respondents should provide optional suggestions.  The survey is done on qualtrex.  

	Conclusions: Approved

	30 Minutes
	CGA-235 ESSA Application for School Improvement
	Kim Burnham

	Overview: With the passage of the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA), Colorado is taking the opportunity to change the way school improvement (1003a) funds are awarded to LEAs.  Rather than multiple applications on separate timelines, CDE is now streamlining school improvement opportunities into a single application and using a "needs-based approach" to award services and funding.

	Discussion: All of the ESSA grants will be in one budget application.  There will be lots of people working on this grant from CDE. In the future it will likely add other grants into this application in the future. EDAC asked to bring survey to COP.  EDAC was not ready to approve at the meeting and asked to do an email approval once the application was complete.
Here were some of the concerns: 

I would like clarification included in the application that while LEAs are submitting on behalf of their schools, the evaluation process is school-specific, so one school within the LEA may be awarded and another may not. That might help address concerns/questions for LEAs on whether to include all eligible schools in the application and how that would affect the evaluation process/likelihood of the LEA receiving the grant.

I would like to see language on pages 77 and 80 that no staff or student PII is requested or required in the evaluation process.  Looks like data for a few of the grants is collected in a survey evaluation format, again page 77 and 80.  I did not see that evaluation; perhaps that needs to come to EDAC for approval prior to the July 1 collection. (Presenter agreed to bring)
EDAC asked for the data reporting requirements be appended to the application.

	Conclusions:  Approved via email 10/13/2017

	30 Minutes
	AUD-105 Notification Letter of Pupil Enrollment on the Count Day or in the Five Days Preceding the Count Day
	Rebecca McRee

	Overview:  Provides information concerning a student's status between school districts.

	Discussion:  This is done between districts already.  PII Statement added to Audit site.

	Conclusion: Remove from EDAC (Closed)

	30 Minutes
	AUD-101 Pupils in Detention Centers as of the Official Count Day
	Rebecca McRee

	Overview:  Provides information concerning a student's status between school districts for students in Detention Centers.

	Discussion: This is a Mandatory collection because it impacts funding.  Some of the districts did not like this collection and felt that it added a burden without benefit.  PII Statement was added to the documents to prevent unsecured information being transferred between LEAs.  Rebecca agreed to work with LEAs to create a new process for this next year.

	Conclusion:  Approved

	30 Minutes
	AUD-103 Certification of Eligibility for Counting New Enrollees on Alternative Count Day
	Rebecca McRee

	Overview: Provides information concerning a student's status between school districts.

	Discussion: This is done between districts already.  PII Statement added to Audit site.

	Conclusions:  Remove from EDAC (Closed)

	30 Minutes
	EDAC-101 EDAC Data Burden Collection
	Dennis St. Hilaire

	Overview: Educational data is imperative to increase and support student learning and success.  Data is a valuable asset to the mission of education.  Recognizing the significance of data, the 2015-16 annual report of the Education Data Advisory Committee (EDAC) made a legislative recommendation to carefully weigh the benefit/value of new data reporting requirements, in addition to data burden, to local education agencies (LEAs) as well as to the state.  A collection in which districts spend an inordinate amount of time and receive little to no useful information in return is strongly discouraged.  Additionally, local resources are tighter than ever due to the continuing budgetary stabilization factor.   Data collection efforts are pulling precious resources away from classroom instruction.  Monies spent on collection and reporting detract from students.  

	Discussion: This collection is not yet complete and EDAC made lots of recommendations to improve the survey.  Denver’s representative volunteered to get feedback from the Data Pipeline Users Group.  A complete survey will be presented in November.

	Conclusions: Survey is not complete.  Will seek approval in November.

	30 Minutes
	Educator Shortage
	

	Discussion: Send out as soon as possible. 

	30 Minutes
	OPS-103 Principal Preparation Program Quality Survey
	Mary Bivens

	Overview:  In accordance with Colorado state Statute"… The state board shall direct the department to survey the superintendents of the school districts of the state who employ principals who hold a principal authorization or an initial principal license or who obtain a professional principal license without first holding an initial license and who are in their first three years of employment as a principal.  The department shall base the survey on the performance-based principal licensure standards adopted by the state board.  The department shall design the survey to solicit information by which to measure quality and effectiveness of principal preparation programs and other alternative forms of principal preparation and to solicit information from superintendents concerning the principal licensure standards… The state board shall submit annually to the education committees of the house of representative and the senate a written summary report of the results of the survey.

	Discussion:  This collection should be voluntary.  Educator Licensing unit does not feel this collection is necessary since principal evaluation submitted through Human Resources encompass each of the seven Colorado principal quality standards.  It was requested to remove the collection from statute but the legislature pushed back and said that CDE needs to collect this information.  This survey needs to be added to the EDAC Data Burden Survey.  EDAC agreed to include this recommendation within its 2017-18 annual report.

	Conclusion:  Approved
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