CDE MEETING AGENDA

COLORADO
Department of Education FOUNDATIONS

VISION
All students graduate ready for
college and careers, and prepared to be

productive citizens of Colorado.

MISSION

Ensuring equity and opportunity for
every student, every step of the way.

Meeting Logistics & Desired Outcomes

Meeting: ESSA Committee of Practitioners
Date & Time: Thursday, November3,2022; 10:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.
Location: Daniels Fund, 101 Monroe Street, Denver, Colorado 80206

Meeting Leads: Amy Beruan (Elected Co-Chair), Joey Willett (Elected Co-Chair)
Shannon Wilson and Rachel Temple (CDE Leads)

Objective: To allow the Colorado Department of Education the opportunity to provide updates to and elicit
recommendations from the Colorado Committee of Practitioners regarding relevant and timely issues
related to CDE’s responsibilities underthe Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESSA).

Agreed Upon Norms:
0 Be presentandengage fully.
Let everyone have avoice and be heard! Don’ttalk overeach other.
When not talking, turn off mic on your computer/phone to minimize background noise.
Begin and end meetings ontime. Stick to times allotted for topics, to the extent possible, or develop
nextsteps for moving the work forward if running out of time.
Use time productively.
Assume positive intentand ask for clarification when somethinglands wrong.
Come prepared.
The chair of the meeting should enforce the norms.

O O O

O O O O

Attendees: Clint Allison, Cassandra Berry, Amy Beruan, Kristin Duncan, Megan Eikleberry, Sandy Gecewicz, Shineth
Cunanan Gonzales, Laura Gorman, Ryan Hartgerink, Stephanie Hund, Alan Nall, Sandra Rahe, Marcie Robidart, Christy
Sinner, Mitzi Swiatkowski, Cheryl Taylor, Toni Vaeth, and Joey Willett.



Agendaltems and Next Steps

Headline
Time Agenda ltem Summary/Notes

Presenters
e Quick Introductions
® Representation Map
e CoP memberswill vote on the

Welcome .

Committee Business approva! ofthe mlputesfrom ® September2022 Meeting Minutes are
10:00-10:15 the previous meetingand approved.

Shannon, Rachel

review the agendaforthe
meeting.

® Revisit normsto ensure on track
with expectations /
commitments

Revisit Bylaws
Discussion
10:15-10:45
Amy, Joey

Feedback Needed

e Review currentbylaws
e Discuss needed changes

e Voteonneededchanges

Guiding Questions: What bylaw changes
or additions will help our group function
more effectively?

Presentation Highlights:

Members are asked to provide
feedback onthe bylaws by November
17. We will revisit and vote on the
updated version at the March
meeting.

Feedback from CoP Members:

CoPis not representative of the State;
we are |-70-centric from Ft Collins to
Pueblo. Additional outreach needed.
Recommendation to contact Darcy in
Family School Partnership and Dale at
Southeast BOCES.

School boards and teacher/paras are
difficult to recruit; they are saturated
and it’s difficult to pull them away
fromdirect support.

Requestthat CDE share a recruitment
flyerthat explains the committee and
membership needs.

o0 CoPResponse:Arecruitment
email was sentin August. CDE
will provide a resource to be
shared with interested parties.

3.3: Membershipis approved by a
majority vote of members present. If
avoteis needed between meetings, a
special short meeting will be held (~15
minutes). As this is an unscheduled
meeting, it will not be counted against
membersif they are unable to attend.
3.4: Members unable to participate
for half of the meetings scheduled for
the year may have their membership
revisited and possibly terminated by a



https://docs.google.com/document/d/15p8vCLICYa5rgAp_nnLoAypsrReV4inO/edit?usp=sharing&ouid=107254663237895735462&rtpof=true&sd=true

Headline
Time
Presenters

Agenda ltem

Summary/Notes

majority vote of the committee at the
final meeting of the year.

4.2: Omit “vote by proxy shall be
permissible, and, when necessary, this
may be conducted through email or
phone.”

6.3: Recommendations thatthe
officers/chairs terms be staggered.

Upcoming
Consolidated
Applications

10:45-11:30
Laura, Delilah

Feedback Needed

e Comparisonbetween 22-23
application and applications for
upcomingyears

® Provide rationale forthe
differences

e |dentifyanyconcernsforthe
field thatneedto be addressed
during Spring trainings.

Guiding Questions: What are the areas
to consider regarding technical
assistance to the field regarding the
transitional application?

Presentation Highlights:

Afterreview of the current
application, it was decided that CDE
will needto collect a response from
LEAs on the following questions:

o Module A
CrossProgram 3.3 & 4.1
Title I, Part A 5-5.5
Title | Targeted Supportand
Improvement Page
Title ID 2.2 & 3.1
Title I, Part A
Title 1

o TitlelV
Questionsthatare not required will be
visible; LEAs can opt to provide a
response oruse the pre-populated
text.
CDE has received a monitoring report
from USDE with a corrective action,
which may require thatan additional
guestion be added to the application.

O O O

O oo

Feedback from CoP Members:

What is done with the answers
provided by LEAs? Additional support
is requested from CDE to ensure the
necessary changes are being
addressed.

Will we runinto back-to-back years of
year 1 as we transition to the new
platform?

O CDE Response: This upcoming
yearis considered a
transitionary year(year4).
We will start the next 3-year
cycle in the new platform.

Requestthat CDE provide in-person
trainings when we transition to the
new platform.




Headline
Time
Presenters

Agenda ltem

Summary/Notes

ESSER
Reporting
Template

11:30-12:00
Tina,

Mackenzie,
Matt

Feedback
Needed

e Share potential data collection
tool

e Gatherfeedbackabouttool

e Determine if additional
resources are needed to assist
LEAs in completing tool

Guiding Questions: What resources
could help support LEAs in
collecting/reporting this information?

Which format would be betterfor LEAs
to use to submitinformation?

What's your preferred communication
strategy from CDE on this data
collection?

Presentation Highlights:

The USDE has been authorized by
Congressto collect data from ESSER |,
II, and Il (and other ESSER award)
granteesincluding but not limited to
the uses and impact of funds.
CDE is able to use the ESSER I, II, and
Il applications to provide the vast
majority of requested data with the
exception of the following data points:
0 How students with poor
attendance or participation
have beenre-engaged.
0 How school levelallocations
were determined
O LEA and school-level
participation in ESSER
activities
The USDE requires that data be
reported at the district level. Surveys
will be sentout to LEAs yearly to
collect data.
Members are asked to provide
feedback onthe survey template and
provide feedback onthe
trainings/resources, communications,
and timelines within the next 2 weeks.

Feedback from CoP Members:

When will this be reported?

O CDE Response: 2022-2023
data will be collected at the
end of the year (summer).

Will data be shared with CoP?

O CDEResponse:The aggregate
leveldata will be made
publicly available afterit has
been submitted to USDEand
each ESSER fund has ended.

Will there be separate data collections
for ESSER and ELO?

O CDE Response:The collection
applies to all ESSER I, Il, and I,
including 90% and state set
aside activities.

Confusion on numbers, forexample
“what is the capacity of the program?”
That is a scary numberfora district. If
all studentsare reported, the figure



https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1tnlr_W_ro2ufTvGow8k5NhZATUD3b2pnELAIA6G1V3k/edit?usp=sharing
https://jamboard.google.com/d/1WMOnWBNab-zKy1zCUyyNlYvKJuwoRIvtayspdCM5fXc/edit?usp=sharing
https://jamboard.google.com/d/1WMOnWBNab-zKy1zCUyyNlYvKJuwoRIvtayspdCM5fXc/edit?usp=sharing

Headline
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Presenters

Agenda ltem

Summary/Notes

could be 50,000, whereas only 1,000
students may have participated.

| would assume charter schools would
also needto attestto this information.
As an LEA we would need to gather
fromthem, correct?

O CDEResponse:LEAsreporton
how all ESSER funds were
used, including Charter
schools. Anexceltemplate
has been developedtoallow
individual sites to gather
information, which can then
be rolled up into the final
survey submitted to CDE.

Is there a separate collection for each
program? Requestfor CDE to provide
all applicable grant codes on the
instruction form.

O CDE Response:CDEcurrently
doesnothave a separate
collection for the 90% and
10%.

If the data is aggregated, how will the
SEA pull the data apart?

O CDEResponse: It maybe
beneficialto have toggle
functionality built in which
would allow LEAs toselect the
applicable program. LEAs will
needtoreport on how
competitive and formula
fundswere used.

Will it be by particular grant codes?
Helpfuladdition to this page would be
including the yearyou're capturing
information for.

What if a charterlimited who was
eligible but the district provided forall
students?

Right up frontyou should put this is a
22-23 year collection.

Google formsis a one-time signin, not
a great idea fora bunch of data
reporting.

Ifthe Exceltemplate is available, do
we needto use Google? The Excel
template is a more district friendly
tool for data collection.




Headline
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Are we reporting info for all subgroups
oris it specific to Special Education?

| was wonderingabout nsizes for
many of the rural districts.

o CDEResponse: AminimumN
size does notapply to Federal
reporting; N size compression
applies to public reporting.

Recommendation that CDE provide a
short video/training for LEAs.
What is the reportingtimeline?

O CDEResponse: CDEwill report
the data at the end of the
2022-2023 calendar year.

Intensive lift for districts, not a minor
ask. Evenfor rural districts, this is big
and will impact work significantly. The
soonerinfois shared with field, the
better.

It is one thing to get the template out,
but we need clarification on points
brought up today. This will likely land
on the shoulders of the people who
completed the ESSER applications.

Stronger Connections
Grant
12:00-12:30
Tammy, Evita, Nathan

Feedback Needed

e Statusupdate

e Collect feedback onrisk factors
to be used in definition of high-
need LEA

Guiding Questions:

How broad should the eligibility criteria
be?

What risk factors should Colorado
considerin ourstate’s definition of
high-need LEA?

Presentation Highlights:

Colorado has received $9.35 million in

fundingunderSCG. CDE will award no

lessthan 95% of allocated fundsto

“high need LEAs”.

Fundsshould be in line with allowable

usesunderTitle IV, Activities to

Support Safe and Healthy Students.

ED does not provide a formal

definition of “high-need LEAs”

howeverencourages Statesto

consider poverty rate and one or more

additional criteria:

O High student-to-mental health
professional ratios
o High rates of chronic

absenteeism, exclusionary
discipline, or referralsto the
juvenile justice system,
bullying and harassment,
community and school
violence or substance abuse




Headline
Time
Presenters

Agenda ltem

Summary/Notes

o0 Where studentsrecently
experienced anaturaldisaster
or traumatic event

e Membersare asked to provide
feedback on what Colorado’s
definition of “high-need LEA” should
include; how grant funds should be
allocated to participating LEAs; how
much time should be provided to LEAs
to complete and submit the
application; and preferences onthe
acceptable start date (22-23 or 23-24).

Feedback from CoP Members:

e Typically, competitive grants will allow
Chartersto apply. Itis not equitable
for a Charterschool to get the same
amountas a district.

e s this a one-time application or would
they apply eachyear? If Prop FF
passes what the FRL would look like in
the upcoming years.

O CDEResponse:ltis a one-time
application. Funds could be
disbursed overl, 2, or 3 years.
(22-23, 23-24, 24-25)

e |[fit is a competitive grant, non-public
school allocations should not fall on
the district,

e The definition of LEA matters, is it LEA
school levelor district level?

Lunch
12:30-1:00

Update on State
Accountability
1:00-1:30
Lisa Medler

Informational

e Provide an update on State
Accountability school year
processfor the 2022-2023
school year, and introduce
anticipated changes (e.g., new
metrics) in future years.

Guiding Questions:

What would be most helpfulto hear
abouttoday? Here are some starters
possible topics: 2022 framework trends,
assignment of Insufficient State Data,
implications forsites on performance

Presentation Highlights:

e SB22-137 restarted the framework
calculations fall 2022, using 2019
statewide performance indicator
targets. The growth participation rate
was added to the framework reports.

e |Insufficient State Data ratings are
assigned when the state does not
have enough datato assign a rating or
plan type. Reasonsinclude:

o Small tested population (1-
yearv. 3-yearframeworks)

o0 Nostudentsatgrade levels
tested for State Assessments



https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1NHYKenm555uU7U6wQqSr83H7ZbyR9oBJUrPqtwu4B9I/viewform?edit_requested=true
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watch, participation in state and in
federalaccountability, upcoming
metrics within the frameworks,
available supports and resources

0 In 2022, no achievement,
growth, or postsecondary
workforce readiness data

0 For multilevelschools, this
also applies if one or more
elementary, middle, or high
school levels do not have
reportable data for
achievementorgrowth

O In 2022, less than 25% total
participation in English
language arts and math

o0 In 2022, AECs are eligible to
receive an ISDrating

Performance Frameworks have been
delayed due to coding errors related
to participation codes and students
who otherwise would not have
receiveda score. The errorsdid not
impact studentscores and overall
performance framework results. The
requirement willresume forthe 2023
frameworks.

The 2022 frameworks were based on
1 year of available assessment date.
In 2022, 2 years will be available; in
2024, we will go back to havingboth 1
yearand 3-year versions of the
framework available.

Feedback from CoP Members:

In 2022, is the participation in English
language arts and math less than 25%
of students statewide?

O CDEResponse:ltis less than
25% of the total testing
population. The systemalso
anticipates requestto
reconsideras an option.

What if district participation continues
to decrease? Whatis the States plan?

O CDEResponse:Thisis a
concern of policy makers. The
State Board is having
conversations about whatis in
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their control and what they

can do.
e Willit bethe same grade levelsfor
science?

o We arerequiredto test
science once in elementary,
once in middle, and once in
high school.

ESEA State Plan
1:30-2:30
Nazie

Feedback Needed

e Provide arecap of the decision
items neededinorderfor us to
revise our ESSA State Plan.

e There are 3typesof decision
items going to the State Board
of Education and thento U.S.
Department of Education:

O Addressingthe impact
of assessment gapsdue
to the pandemic

o Addressingthe long-
term plans on the SQSS
indicator

o Addressing changes
needed due to changes
in State Accountability

Guiding Questions:
What are CoP recommendations onthe

needed revisions to the ESSA State
Plan?

Presentation Highlights:

e 2022-23 schools identified for Support
and Improvement:

o State Accountability: 146 on
performance watch only; not
ESSAidentified

O ESSAldentification: 251 ESSA
identified only; not on
performance watch

O 156 both State and ESSA
identified.

e ESSArequirementsthatdo not align
with state:

o Identification of high schools
based on grad rate only

O Useof grad rate evenfor AECs

o Identification based on
student group performance

o Identification of schools that
only serve K-2

0 Usingas manyyearsof data
neededtoinclude all schools

o Feedbackfromstakeholders, shared
with the State Board of Education:

o0 Keepchronic absenteeism

o0 Addstudentgrowthto
standard

o Addstudent, educator, and/or
parent ratings of school
climate or safety

e CoPwill reconvene virtually December
8 (2 hours) to continue ESSA State
Plan conversations.

e Membersare asked to provide input.
CDE will use the feedbacktocreate
options for public comment posting
(mid-November- mid-December).



https://docs.google.com/document/d/1I3UjNN6jcnje_PNihAB-mFQjhUdNBRzW39Z3sPMP9WM/edit?usp=sharing
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Poverty data quality is a concern. We
will revisit the topic at the March CoP
meeting.

CoP Feedback:

Keepingas 3 years, are youincluding
those in the 5%7?

O CDE Response: We originally
identified the lowest 5% based
on the year’s performance,
howeverasthe amount of
schools identified has
exponentially grown, it has
exceeded our capacity to
supportthe schools. We are
proposingthat the plan be
revised to only identify up to
the lowest 5%.

What would be the result of
establishinga 5% cap? We had 2
schools identified this year for CS
lowest 5%. With the recommended
changes, fast forward a year, would
those school still be identified?

O CDE Response: Calculations
would be run everyyear. If
they are reidentified, it would
impact their eligibility to exit,
resetting the 3-year clock.
With a cap, we would not add
any new schools until some of
the schools have exited.

The downside is that lower performing
schools may not be identified and
included in the supports and services
if the cap hasbeenreached.

In the CS hold category, would people
have the same UIP requirements? lam
not in favor of a systemwhere you are
identified for 1 year, but it takes 3
yearsto get out.

Are we able to see the number of
schools that would be currently
identified, to see the impact on
currentidentifications?

O CDEResponse: Basedon
today’s suggestions, we can
bring data points back for
consideration.




Headline
Time Agenda Item Summary/Notes
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® SPFsare at a 60/40 split between
growth and achievement. Anytime
that type of change happensin the
landscape, it changesthe norm.

e Canthere be multiple poverty
measures?

e Can we breakup the poverty data
collected at office hours?

O CDE Response: The office
hours data collection was
informal; we did not collect
district identifiers. It would
be beneficialfor BOCES
representatives to partner
with CDE to gauge how the
systemimpacts smaller
districts.

e |[stherearequirementinstatute that
poverty databe a single year of data?

O CDE: Statue indicates that it is
the most recentyear of
poverty available at the LEA.

e Recommendationthat we work with
CDE’s nutrition team on alternate
poverty measures.

e 50% of our district is on federal
installation. We have no idea of the
potentialimpact of other measures.

Presentation Highlights:

e Upcomingtopics:
O ESSER funding cliffs

[ J . .
FPSU Updates What is currently happeningin o Resource Allocation Review
2:30-2:50 the Federal Programs and Manual
Nazie Suppqrts Unit . 0 Monitoring self-assessment
e Whatis upcoming between now
. . results - use results to
Informational and the next meeting

enhance guidance, TA, and
trainings: what would CoP
recommend based on
identified trends

Final Thoughts,

Discussion, Closing Next Meeting: December 8, 10:00-12:00,
2:50-3:00 virtual

Rachel, Shannon

Feel free to share youragenda topicsubmissions through the submissionrequest form. Please let us know if you have any
questions.



https://app.smartsheet.com/b/form/80d4a142008c43ef9fd51be7e7e25346
https://app.smartsheet.com/b/form/80d4a142008c43ef9fd51be7e7e25346

