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Session Goals 

Overview of 
Major Content 
Changes 
• New Items 
• Revise Items 
• Dropped Items 

Understanding
how CRDC 
data is used 
• Uses of 2011-12 
• Planned uses for 

2013-14 

 What to expect 
in the coming 
months 
• Key Dates 

TA and 
Resources 
• Resources 

available now 
• Upcoming TA 

Changes to the 
Submission 
System 
• Lesson Learned 
• Changes Made 



Proposed Changes: 60-day Public 
Comment Period 



Proposed Changes: 30-day Public 
Comment Period 



Content Changes 
• Key New Items for the 2013-14 CRDC:  

• Chronic Absenteeism 
• Dual Enrollment (Yes/No) 
• Credit Recovery (Yes/No) 
• School Security Staff (Yes/No) 
• Distance Education (Yes/No) 
• Civil Rights Coordinators 
• Cost/Free Daily Length for Preschool and Kindergarten 
• Justice Facility Questions 

• Changes to Items Previously Collected 
• Important Substantive Revisions:  

• Part 1 Enrollment and Part 2 “Passing” 
• Preschool Ages (3-5 year olds) 
• Combining AP Items (some + all; foreign language +other) 

• Dropped Items:  
• Ability Grouping 
• Students awaiting special education evaluation 

• New Optional Items for 2013-14 (required in 2015-16) 



Understanding how CRDC data is used 
• Office for Civil Rights –  

• Complaints 
• Compliance Reviews 
• Technical Assistance 

• Office for English Language Acquisition 
• Technical Assistance 
• Program Evaluations 

• Teacher Equity Initiative 
 



How is CRDC Data Used? 





What to expect in the coming months? 
• Ongoing Now: Contact information updates and directory 

validation  
• August: Pilot of the new submission system  
• October: Collection tool opens to school districts for 

reporting 2013-14 data 
• January: Due date of January 14 at the earliest.  The due 

date will be set at least 75 days from the opening of the 
submission system.    



TA and Resources 



School Directory Validation 



New CRDC Resources 



2013-14 Redesign 
• Purpose:  Better understand how LEAs collect, store, and 

report CRDC Data 
• What’s happened? 

• 15 Site Visits 
• 20 Interviews 

• Recommendations for 2013-14 
• Recommendations for 2015-16 and beyond 

 



2013-14 Lessons Learned 
Key Lessons Learned 
• CRDC data may be stored in separate 

systems, maintained by different offices 
within an LEA.  

• Data elements gathered through 
decentralized systems represent a greater 
share of the reporting burden. 

• The flat file submission format particularly 
challenging due to concatenating every 
Part 1 or Part 2 variable. 

• Some LEAs print out excel tables and 
hand-key information into the user 
interface. 

• Some CRDC definitions and instructions 
lack the clarity necessary for LEAs to 
accurately include or exclude students.   

• Some LEAs are unaware of definitions, tip 
sheets, FAQs.   

Changes to the CRDC System 
• Better align the tool with the way LEAs 

collect, store, and report CRDC data.  
• Make the CRDC submission system 

“modular” where groups of questions can 
be sent out for completion. 

• Revise the flat file format to align with SIS 
system output.  

• Allow files to contain as few or as many 
columns of data together in any order. 

• Better support hand-keying data.   
• Provide the ability to answer all questions 

for a school AND the ability to toggle 
between schools for a specific question.  

• Embed relevant information for questions 
in the user interface, such as definitions  
and applicable FAQs on the data entry 
screen.   

• Refine instructions and definitions to 
increase clarity. 



2013-14 Lessons Learned 
Key Lessons Learned 
• Error reports were challenging to 

interpret and over-whelming to LEAs.   
• One data element could trigger 

hundreds of errors. 

• SEAs often play an active role during 
the data collection, distributing 
information through established 
channels, offering TA, and a few even 
provide CRDC data already collected by 
the SEA. 

• OCR communications about the CRDC 
sometimes don’t make it to the intended 
recipient.   

• LEAs also have to craft their own 
communication tools to describe the 
purpose and importance of the CRDC to 
others in the agency. 

Changes to the CRDC System 
• Make the error reports actionable with 

clear resolution pathways.   
• Create pre-set “reason codes” to explain 

plausible cases where an error or 
warning may be triggered. 

• Design the submission system to better 
support the work of SEAs in the CRDC 
process.  Allow SEAs to pre-populate 
data through an online portal, give SEAs 
information about primary points of 
contact.  

• Leverage existing communication 
channels where possible.   

• Create a communications packet for 
LEAs to use to request data, explain the 
CRDC, and communicate the 
importance of the data collection. 



On the Horizon 
• Vendor Engagement: 2015-16 CRDC 
• Common Education Data Standards Mapping 
• Create a consistent core set of consistent CRDC items 

that will remain unchanged across multiple survey 
administrations  

• Optimal time to complete the CRDC 
• State-specific LEA liaisons 



Questions? 
Ross Santy 

ross.santy@ed.gov 
 

Abby Potts 
abby.potts@ed.gov 

 
Rebecca Fitch 

rebecca.fitch@ed.gov 
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