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IX–J	 Know Before You Go—Empowering Stakeholders With 
	 Data They Can Use to Make Better-Informed Decisions...................................................Hoover

Bill Hurwitch, Maine Department of Education

4:15–5:15

Maine provides online public outcome reports to help students, guidance counselors, and other 
stakeholders make well-informed decisions about college and careers. This session will focus on 
data available on postsecondary and workforce outcomes from the Departments of Education and 
Labor as well as from Maine’s public two-year and four-year college and university systems.
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8:00–12:30	 Registration..................Registration A [Outside of Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (West)]

8:00–10:00	 Cyber Café..............................................................................................................Tyler

8:00–10:30	 Demonstrations..........................................................................Registration A Corridor

X–A	 Creating Rich School District Datasets 
	 Through Updated Surveying Methods...................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (East)

Kati Stratos and David Kowalski, School District of Philadelphia (Pennsylvania)

	 9:00–10:00

In years past, the School District of Philadelphia (SDP) has administered an annual districtwide 
parent and student survey using a paper-and-pencil-based system that was inconsistent and 
unreliable and that yielded low response rates. In 2013–14, the surveys were moved entirely 
online and now require a unique student ID in order for a parent or student to respond. This 
session will discuss these changes and how they have allowed existing family demographic and 
student performance data to be triangulated with survey response data on the back end, creating 
a more robust, high-quality dataset to inform school improvement efforts, program evaluation, 
and district decisionmaking.

X–B	 DC’s At-Risk Funding and Implications for 
	 Early Warning Systems.......................................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (North)

Alex Engler, District of Columbia Office of the State Superintendent of Education

9:00–10:00

In 2014–15, Washington, DC, will be allocating to schools an additional $2,079 for each student 
deemed “at-risk.” Learn about the factors currently used to determine risk for funding, the use 
of early warning system indicators to drive risk evaluation, and the corresponding efforts to 
better understand the impacts of poverty and socioeconomic status (SES) in a state that has 
fully embraced the community eligibility provision to expand access to free school lunch. This 
presentation will include analysis utilizing new indicators of SES and risk and linking them to such 
outcomes as attendance, DC CAS scores, SAT scores, discipline, and school disengagement.

X–C	 Using Data to Identify Indicators of College Readiness.........Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (West)

Vasuki Rethinam, Howard County Public School System (Maryland)

9:00–10:00

A large number of students are entering college underprepared for rigorous college-level work, 
leading to remedial course taking, delays in graduation, and dropping out of college. How can 

9:00–10:00     Concurrent Session X Presentations
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high schools help prepare students for college and career success? This session will demonstrate 
research on developing a statistical model to identify indicators of college readiness and fall 
college enrollment. This session will also highlight the strategies that a district and its schools use 
to leverage indicator data to promote students’ enrollment in rigorous coursework.

X–D	 Effective Strategies for Granting Statewide Longitudinal 
	 Data System (SLDS) Access to Outside Researchers.............Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (South)

	 Erica Orians, Utah Education Policy Center

9:00–10:00

Utah’s state longitudinal data system (SLDS), the Utah Data Alliance (UDA), offers researchers 
outside the partner agencies the opportunity to use SLDS data in a secure environment for 
research purposes. In order to extend these research opportunities to graduate students, faculty, 
and other researchers, the Utah Data Alliance has developed and implemented extensive policies 
and practices related to data access and security. This session will discuss the application process 
for outside researchers, procedures to secure data and access, researcher support, usage and 
issue tracking, and other protocols that could be adopted by other states.

X–E	 Teacher and Leader Evaluation Management System....................................................Wilson A

Irene Koffink and Ginny Clifford, New Hampshire Department of Education
Dean Hupp, Hupp Information Technologies

9:00–10:00

New Hampshire has been working on a data system to manage the evaluation of educators (both 
teachers and leaders). The system allows superintendents and principals to track evaluations, 
document evaluations in progress, capture professional development needs, track deadlines, 
and include teacher responses to the evaluation. The data system is flexible so that each school 
district can define an evaluation rubric (e.g., using the Charlotte Danielson or Marzano structure), 
identify and document “indicators of effectiveness” used as input for the evaluation, and allow 
for documents to capture classroom observations, student surveys, or peer feedback. The system 
captures all of this information, which is then used to complete an evaluation rubric. Join us for a 
demonstration of the pilot tool that New Hampshire schools will be using this fall. The tool is being 
developed by Hupp Information Technologies, and a representative from Hupp will participate in 
the presentation.

X–F	 The Future Is Here in Massachusetts With Actionable, Near-Real-Time, 
	 Event-Driven Data Integration Using Schools Interoperability Framework (SIF)..............Wilson B

William Holscher, Massachusetts Executive Office of Education (EOE)

9:00–10:00

The Massachusetts Executive Office of Education (EOE) delivered a near-real-time, event-driven 
data management and reporting system utilizing the School Interoperability Framework (SIF). The 
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state is replacing legacy periodic data collection and reporting with a new event-driven model that 
delivers actionable information to key stakeholders where and when needed. In this session, the 
Massachusetts SIF Program Manager will share the implementation strategy, tactical approach, 
and lessons learned while reviewing valuable tools and resources available to other states.

X–G	 Civil Rights Data 2014: Use Cases and Stakeholder Stories.............................................Wilson C

Melanie McCalmont, Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction
Abby Potts, U.S. Department of Education
Marlene Dorenkamp, Iowa Department of Education

9:00–10:00

Who uses the Civil Rights Data Collection (CRDC)? What decisions can it inform? This panel will 
tell stories from those who have used CRDC data in many fields of inquiry and discuss the benefits 
and limitations of its scope. Learn more about how the Office for Civil Rights and state education 
agencies are partnering to improve data quality that will make data inquiry, policy analysis, and 
school improvement more effective. An update of the upcoming 2014 CRDC survey will also be 
provided.

X–H	 Distance Learning Dataset Training System: An Online 
	 Guide to NCES Data Across the Education Spectrum....................................................... Harding

Andrew White, National Center for Education Statistics
Jennifer Nielsen, Manhattan Strategy Group

9:00–10:00

The Distance Learning Dataset Training (DLDT) System is a new approach to facilitating the use 
of education data. This session on the DLDT common modules offers an overview of NCES data 
systems; methods used to ensure consistent, reliable, complete, and accurate data collection and 
reporting; complex sampling designs and implications for micro-data users; and how to access 
publications, products, data tools, and public- and restricted-use datasets. Survey-specific modules 
present more detailed information about datasets from selected studies conducted by NCES. 
Currently, five sets of modules detailing nine NCES surveys are available. Module sets detailing 
additional survey and administrative datasets will be added annually.
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X–I	 Collaboration, Convergence, and Cost Containment—Using 
	 Common Education Data Standards (CEDS) and Ed-Fi to Drive 
	 Down Total Cost of Ownership While Accelerating Innovation and 
	 Delivering Longitudinal Data Solutions..........................................................................Coolidge

Patrick Bush, Delaware Department of Education
Christina Kucek, Pennsylvania Department of Education
Dean Folkers, Nebraska Department of Education
Troy Wheeler, Ed-Fi Alliance

9:00–10:00

This session will provide three state stories capitalizing on the convergence of Common Education 
Data Standards (CEDS) and how the adoption of the Ed-Fi technology suite speeds solution 
delivery, creates a conduit for state education agency collaboration, leverages interstate sharing, 
and promotes accelerated data conversations in a common language that wasn’t possible before.

X–J	 Disclosure Avoidance in Public Reporting: The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly!...................Hoover

Michael Hawes, U.S. Department of Education

9:00–10:00

Using examples from various state education agency websites, this session will provide an 
overview of a number of disclosure avoidance methods commonly used to protect privacy in 
public reporting of tabular data, and some common pitfalls and mistakes to avoid.

10:00–10:15     Break

10:15–11:15     Concurrent Session XI Presentations

XI–A	 Lessons Learned From One of the Largest PK–12 
	 Unique Identifier System Implementations...........................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (East)

Sharon Gaston and Mark Gentzel, Texas Education Agency
Juan Guerrero, eScholar LLC

10:15–11:15

One of the cornerstones of the Texas Student Data System is the implementation of eScholar Uniq-
ID, which provides a unique identifier for all staff and students in the state. During this session, 
representatives from the Texas Education Agency and eScholar will discuss the benefits, transition 
process, and the lessons learned from implementation, training, and deployment of a statewide 
identifier system for more than 14 million active/historical records of students and staff members. 
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The 2014 Texas award-winning “Best Application Serving the Public” was implemented within six 
months.

XI–B	 The Uses of School Health Data in DC.................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (North)

Ifedolapo Bamikole, District of Columbia Office of the State Superintendent of Education

10:15–11:15

Innovative health policy and programs such as the Healthy Schools Act are part of aggressive 
public health actions that DC’s leadership has taken in schools to address health issues. This has 
resulted in DC leading the nation in free school breakfast and being well on its way to better 
health and academic outcomes for DC students. With multiple implementation efforts, progress 
monitoring provides a unique data challenge in assessing outcomes alongside test scores, the 
Youth Risk Behavior Survey, School Health Profiles, and health-related information in the statewide 
longitudinal data system (SLDS). We plan to share how we utilize these multiple sources of data 
in evaluation.

XI–C	 My School Data—Making a Difference 
	 Through Data in Washington Schools..................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (West)

Carrie Retzer and Ken Mock, Washington School Information Processing Cooperative (WSIPC)

10:15–11:15

Washington School Information Processing Cooperative represents 295 districts in Washington 
State. To assist our districts with their data needs, we’ve developed a product called “My School 
Data,” powered by our longitudinal data warehouse. This data warehouse allows My School Data 
to show the history of students, regardless of which district in our state they have attended. 
In this session we will show how different “views” of data, including an Early Warning System 
for districts, schools, teachers, and students, can provide answers to educators’ questions. By 
knowing more about students, we can better target programs and interventions to help students 
be more successful.

XI–D	 Research Engine—Florida’s External 
	 Research Request Application............................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (South)

Andre Smith, Florida Department of Education

10:15–11:15

Florida’s Department of Education (FLDOE) is known as a national leader for its education data 
system. The system contains comprehensive data, spanning from prekindergarten to postsecondary 
education and workforce experiences. Built in 2003, the State Longitudinal Education Data System 
(SLDS) allows business and public users to request data dating from the early 1990s. These 
data are used in the development of comprehensive reports, analysis, and research pertaining 
to students within the Florida education system for the length of his or her learning career and 
beyond. This session will provide an overview of the FLDOE new user-friendly, web-based research 
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engine. Using the research engine, researchers are now able to systematically navigate through 
the data request process, monitor their status, and request anonymous student-level data from 
the department.

XI–E	 Who Moved My EDEN Queries: How to Make the Change From Manual Processes.......Wilson A

Joseph Cowan, Pennsylvania Department of Education
John Pagnotta, eScholar LLC

10:15–11:15

During the past three-plus years, the Pennsylvania Department of Education (PDE) has teamed 
with eScholar to use the data collected in the Pennsylvania Information Management System 
(PIMS), PDE’s statewide longitudinal data system (SLDS) data warehouse, to simplify and automate 
EDEN/EDFacts reporting. This session will cover the technologies used and the processes enacted 
to make this project successful.

XI–F	 Using Longitudinal Data to Guide Successful 
	 Student Transitions to Postsecondary Education...........................................................Wilson B

David Reeg, Minnesota Department of Education

10:15–11:15

As postsecondary education becomes increasingly important for the success of today’s students, 
longitudinal data linking K–12 and postsecondary education is essential for K–12 educational 
practices. Minnesota’s Statewide Longitudinal Education Data System (SLEDS) provides easy 
access to school-specific information about student choices and success in transitions from K–12 
to higher education. It provides critical evidence for evaluating the effectiveness of programs and 
designing targeted improvement strategies, particularly related to career and college readiness. 
We will demonstrate SLEDS and show you how to build the reports schools and policymakers 
want. View the power of this analytic tool to strengthen decisionmaking.

XI–G	 Ensuring Data Quality for Value-Added Measures.........................................................Wilson C

Mary Wolfson, Pittsburgh Public Schools (Pennsylvania)
Brian Gill and Matthew Johnson, Mathematica Policy Research

10:15–11:15

Since 2010, Pittsburgh Public Schools has worked collaboratively with Mathematica Policy 
Research to implement high-quality, value-added measures (VAMs) for teachers, teams, and 
schools. Although there is extensive research on the statistical characteristics of VAMs, districts 
and states have far less guidance about how to ensure the integrity of the underlying data—
which is essential for the validity of the VAMs and their credibility in the eyes of educators. This 
session will describe the data assurance process implemented in Pittsburgh, including establishing 
accurate teacher-student data linkages, providing an opportunity for appeals, and implementing 
revisions based on validated appeals.
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XI–H	 New Mexico’s “Enchanting” Evolution in Longitudinal Data Collection........................... Harding

Kathryn Cleary, New Mexico Public Education Department
Figen Bilir, eScholar LLC

10:15–11:15

In partnership, the New Mexico Public Education Agency (NMPED) and eScholar have worked 
on several statewide data initiatives, including implementing a district-facing data warehouse, 
establishing unique identifiers for students, and applying data-quality solutions. NMPED will 
discuss the progress it has made with its statewide data collections using a commercial, off-the-
shelf, and standards-aligned solution; enabling data collection from such diverse domains such as 
student, staff, and transportation; and the agency’s evolution of data reporting. Participants will 
learn how NMPED was able to achieve these accomplishments without support from any Race to 
the Top (RTTT) or statewide longitudinal data system (SLDS) grants.

XI–I	 Can Strategic Analytics Improve High School Graduation Rates in DC Schools?..............Coolidge

Celine Fejeran and Jeffrey Noel,
	 District of Columbia Office of the State Superintendent of Education 
Steve Cartwright, Tembo, Inc.

10:15–11:15

This session will explore the results from an unprecedented, year-long partnership among 
Washington, DC, education agencies, across traditional and charter schools, to study the high 
school outcomes of more than 10,000 public school students and create an enduring set of 
citywide strategies to increase secondary graduation rates. Discussants will share the project’s 
analytic roadmap, review the most compelling findings from their research, and discuss how the 
data are being used by school and district leaders to support students with varying levels of need 
through the completion of high school. Key analyses include a predictive, early warning model of 
high school completion; individual measures of schools’ “graduation value-added”; and a latent 
class cluster analysis of high school students’ disengagement patterns.

XI–J	 Equity, Inclusion, and Opportunity: Addressing Success Gaps in Our Schools...................Hoover

Tom Munk, Westat

10:15–11:15

This session introduces a research-based guidance document and self-assessment rubric designed 
by the Office of Special Education Program’s (OSEP) Disproportionality Priority Team to help districts 
and schools identify the root causes of “success gaps” (in, for example, test scores, suspension 
or graduation rates, or course credits) for some groups of students, thereby helping schools to 
improve and equalize results for all students. These tools will be particularly helpful to districts 
and schools that have been selected for attention by states because of identified success gaps.
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11:15–11:30     Break

11:30–12:30     Concurrent Session XII Presentations

XII–A	 Assessing Education and Employment Outcomes of 
	 Career and Technical Education (CTE) Graduates...................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (East)	

Carol Jenner and Tim Norris, Washington State Office of Financial Management

11:30–12:30

Comprehensive P–20W data systems provide a rich source of information that can be used to 
examine the postsecondary education and employment outcomes of high school career and 
technical education (CTE) program completers. State and district CTE administrators have requested 
a variety of outcome measures for CTE graduates, including postsecondary enrollment, credential 
attainment, employment, and employment characteristics (e.g., industry of employment, full-
time/part-time status, earnings). This information is used for mandatory reporting, program 
evaluation, and planning. The presenters will discuss (1) how CTE-related data are handled in the 
Education Research and Data Center’s P–20W “PRO” data model; (2) education and employment 
data sources; and (3) the development of feedback information for local CTE administrators.

XII–B	 Using Statewide Longitudinal Data System 
	 (SLDS) Data to Demonstrate the Impact of 
	 Effective Teachers in Tennessee..........................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (North)

Nathaniel Schwartz, Tennessee Department of Education
David Silver, Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation 
Karen Levesque, RTI International

11:30–12:30

This session presents the results of an analysis of the impact of effective teachers on student 
learning in Tennessee. The analysis was conducted using the Evaluation Engine, which transforms 
state longitudinal data into a powerful tool for obtaining quick-turnaround, quasi-experimental 
results of the impact of education interventions, while protecting the confidentiality of underlying 
student data. Presenters will discuss the study results and the potential of statewide longitudinal 
data system (SLDS) data for making rigorous research more accessible and less costly for state and 
local practitioners, researchers, and policymakers.
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XII–C	 Inclusive State Data Systems: Policy and Practice................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (West)

Rachel Zinn, Workforce Data Quality Campaign
Catherine Imperatore, Association for Career and Technical Education (ACTE)
Tim Harmon, Center for Law and Social Policy
Bryan Wilson, National Skills Coalition

11:30–12:30

Many states are expanding their data systems to capture a broader range of students, programs, 
and outcomes. This session will outline a blueprint for more inclusive state data systems and 
provide examples of federal and state policies that support cross-program data linkages. Speakers 
will explain how inclusive data systems can be used to measure the attainment and value of 
credentials, including certifications awarded by industry; assess progress through career pathways; 
and create tools to show policymakers the results of their investments across the education and 
workforce spectrum.

XII–D	 Postsecondary Success: Technical Considerations for 
	 Linking National Student Clearinghouse (NSC) 
	 Data to District Data ..........................................................Thurgood Marshall Ballroom (South)

Michael Tith and Anya Dudek, Center for Education Policy Research at Harvard University
Brandi Bakshi and Jeffrey Davis, Nassau Board of Cooperative Educational Services (New York)
Monica Martinez, Elizabeth Public Schools (New Jersey)

11:30–12:30

Educational agencies have made great strides in improving the quality of student achievement 
data to more effectively understand postsecondary success. Agencies have started to use National 
Student Clearinghouse (NSC) data that allows them to tackle key college readiness questions.  
Using their own agencies’ data, Nassau Board of Cooperative Educational Services (BOCES) and 
EPS have utilized the SDP Toolkit to answer key questions about student high school completion, 
what it means to be on-track to graduate, and postsecondary enrollment and persistence. This 
session will provide an overview of the SDP Toolkit while also demonstrating the applicability of 
this resource to analysts in education agencies working on postsecondary success initiatives.

XII–E	 Arizona Ready-for-Rigor Data Dashboard: 
	 Ongoing Use in a PK–12 Educational Environment.........................................................Wilson A

Ann Nielsen, Barnaby Wasson, Kelly Morris, Veronica Malone, Robert Morse, and Angelia Linder
Arizona State University

11:30–12:30

This session will describe the dashboards Arizona has created dashboards to support teacher- 
effectiveness assessment efforts during preservice and inservice activities. Arizona State University’s 
(ASU) iTeachAZ Data Dashboard is a tool created to support teacher candidate achievement. It 
provides an online environment where teacher candidate performance data is securely reported 
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and visualized to all stakeholders. The dashboard displays data collected by student teaching 
supervisors from walkthroughs, performance assessments, notebook checks, progress reports, 
and attendance. The dashboard is changing the way the Teachers College uses data to support 
and measure student success.  The session also will describe the Arizona Ready-for-Rigor (AZRfR) 
Data Dashboard, which was developed to provide school leaders and teachers access to data 
that  supports improving teacher effectiveness. The AZRfR Data Dashboard is a tool to store and 
capture student-to-teacher roster connections; student demographic, achievement, and growth 
data; and teacher professional development in relation to student data. This presentation will 
review the latest advancements in the project structure, Year 4 successes and additions, analytics 
of end users, and next steps in relation to this data.

XII–F	 ISLE ODS—Data Collection in the Cloud.........................................................................Wilson B

Jim Peterson, Bloomington School District 87 (Illinois)
Aziz Elia, CPSI, Ltd.

11:30–12:30

Bloomington District 87 is part of a 35-district Illinois Race to the Top Phase 3 grant pilot that 
is collecting data and using validation toolsets to accomplish its goals. The objective is to allow 
educators access to data, resources, and tools that will enhance student performance. The project 
incorporates real-time Extract, Transform, and Load (ETL) and validation options to provide data 
to a central, cloud-based data store available for Illinois school districts to allow interoperability 
among student data, student achievement, and learning. Bloomington District 87 will explain 
their current status in deployment and present the dashboard in the deployment, including 
the dashboard developed by Illinois Interactive Report Card (IIRC), their vision of the real-time 
architecture using Schools Interoperability Framework (SIF), and the underlying data center 
“infrastructure as a service” (IaaS)/“software as a service” (SaaS)—called IlliniCloud.

XII–G	 A Review of State Approaches to Individuals 
	 With Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) Coordinated 
	 Early Intervening Services Reporting.............................................................................Wilson C

Dave Phillips, WestEd
Jody Fields, University of Arkansas at Little Rock
Chris Thacker, University of Kentucky

11:30–12:30

The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) allows, and sometimes requires, local 
educational agencies (LEAs) to use funds provided under Part B of the IDEA for Coordinated Early 
Intervening Services (CEIS) for nonspecial education students. There are multiple data collection 
and reporting requirements associated with the use of these funds for CEIS, and staff from the 
IDEA Data Center will review how a diverse subset of states and their local education agencies 
(LEAs) are working to meet those requirements. Both aggregate and student-level reporting 
approaches will be reviewed.
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XII–H	 Public Data Reporting Tools That Enable 
	 District and School Comparison and Trend Analysis........................................................ Harding

Lien Hoang and Sarah Carleton
Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

11:30–12:30

The Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education developed a set of 
District Analysis and Review Tools (DARTs), which turn the department’s vast amount of data into 
valuable and easily consumable information. These publicly available, Excel-based DARTs offer 
snapshots of district/school performance, allowing users to easily track select data elements 
over time and make meaningful comparisons to the state or to comparable organizations. This 
session will provide an overview of the DARTs and the “comparables selection” algorithm, and it 
will highlight some of the unique indicators developed in the areas of staffing and finance, English 
language learners, and students’ success after high school.

XII–I	 Feel the Power of Your Common Education Data 
	 Standards (CEDS) Data: Actualize It With Schools 
	 Interoperability Framework (SIF)...................................................................................Coolidge

Vicente Paredes, SIF Association
Jim Goodell, Quality Information Partners, Inc.
Aaron Harte, Houghton Mifflin Harcourt (HMH)

11:30–12:30

This session will explain how to implement Common Education Data Standards (CEDS) data 
elements using the SIF data model. The Schools Interoperability Framework (SIF) Data Model, 
Version 3, includes the complete set of CEDS data elements. The SIF CEDS objects may be used 
as stand-alone elements or may be used to extend regular SIF objects where CEDS elements are 
needed. We will cover important issues in creating a physical model using CEDS; for example, 
where to create a repeating element and how to ensure the normalization of data. eXtensible 
Markup Language (XML) examples will demonstrate how SIF data structures can contain CEDS 
elements.
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XII–J	 The Evolution of the Ed-Fi Ecosystem—How Free and 
	 Fee Assets Will Support Your Enterprise Architecture......................................................Hoover
	
	 Christian Heneghan, South Carolina Department of Education

Matt Betts, Level Data

	 11:30–12:30

This presentation will detail South Carolina’s next-generation plan to leverage both free and fee 
assets to improve the quality, availability, timeliness, and use of education data. Come learn how 
Ed-Fi, Common Education Data Standards (CEDS), master data management techniques, and 
managed integration services (Level Data) can be used to deliver better data, better service, and 
lower operational costs. If you have ever been frustrated by efforts to coordinate your state and 
local education agency data collection and reporting activities, then this presentation will be of 
interest to you.
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EDFacts and Common Core of Data (CCD) Nonfiscal Coordinators’ Training Overview

Time & Room Topic Attendance
Wednesday, July 30, 2014

1:15–2:15
 Thurgood Marshall 

Ballroom

2014 NCES STATS-DC Data Conference 
Opening Plenary Session

2:30–3:20 2014 NCES STATS-DC Data Conference
Concurrent Sessions

3:30–5:20
Thurgood Marshall 

Ballroom (East)

EDFacts and Common Core of Data (CCD) Nonfiscal 
Coordinators’ Training

EDFacts General Session

Overview of Changes for EDFacts and Common 
Core of Data (CCD) Reporting for SY 2014–15

EDFacts and CCD Reporting Issues, including:
•	 EDFacts/NCES Merge
•	 Data Collection Changes for SY 2014–15                                         
•	 Missing/Not Applicable/Zero Reporting                               
•	 EDFacts Data Usage from ED Perspective                                   
•	 Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR), 

Migrant, and Coordinated Data Quality Review            
•	 Technical Support and System Updates  

Mandatory for sponsored 
EDFacts/CCD Nonfiscal 
Coordinators

Thursday, July 31, 2014
9:00–10:30

Thurgood Marshall 
Ballroom (East)

EDFacts and Common Core of Data (CCD) Nonfiscal 
Coordinators’ Working Sessions:                                                                                                                
•	 Local Education Agency (LEA) Membership and 

CCD Reporting Issues
•	 CCD Data Management System

Mandatory for sponsored 
EDFacts/CCD Nonfiscal 
Coordinators

10:30–10:45 Break

10:45–12:30
Thurgood Marshall 

Ballroom (East)

EDFacts and Common Core of Data (CCD) Nonfiscal 
Coordinators’ Working Sessions:      
•	 Highly Qualified Teacher Data                       

Mandatory for sponsored 
EDFacts/CCD Nonfiscal 
Coordinators
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John Q. Easton
Director of the Institute of Education Sciences
U.S. Department of Education
 
John Q. Easton is Director of the Institute of Education Sciences (IES), where he started his six-year term 
on June 1, 2009. Dr. Easton comes to IES from Chicago, where most recently he was Executive Director 
of the Consortium on Chicago School Research at the University of Chicago. Dr. Easton was affiliated with 
the consortium since its inception in 1990, and became its Deputy Director in 1997. Dr. Easton also served 
a term (2003–07) on the National Assessment Governing Board, which sets policies for the National 
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP). Dr. Easton holds a doctorate in measurement, evaluation, and 
statistical analysis from the University of Chicago; a master’s degree from Western Washington University; 
and a bachelor’s degree from Hobart College. He is the author or coauthor of numerous reports and 
articles and two books:  Charting Chicago School Reform: Democratic Localism as a Lever for Change, 
published by Westview Press in 1999 and Organizing Schools for Improvement: Lessons from Chicago, 
published by the University of Chicago Press in 2010.

Catherine E. Lhamon
Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights
U.S. Department of Education
 
Catherine E. Lhamon is the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights at the U.S. Department of Education. Ms. 
Lhamon’s 17-year track record of success has earned her repeated accolades as one of California’s top 
women lawyers, and as an Attorney of the Year for Civil Rights in 2004 by California Lawyer. She was 
also named one of California’s Top 20 Lawyers Under 40 in 2007. Immediately prior to coming to the 
Department of Education, Ms. Lhamon was the Director of Impact Litigation at Public Counsel, which is the 
nation’s largest pro bono law firm. Before coming to Public Counsel, Ms. Lhamon practiced for a decade 
at the ACLU of Southern California, ultimately as Assistant Legal Director. Before then, Ms. Lhamon was 
a teaching fellow and supervising attorney in the Appellate Litigation Program at Georgetown University 
Law Center after clerking for the Honorable William A. Norris on the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit. She received her J.D. from Yale Law School, where she was The Outstanding Woman Law 
Graduate, and graduated summa cum laude from Amherst College. 
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CaseNEX-DataCation

Peter Bencivenga

With so many data points available in a school district, how do seasoned educators make the most of their 
data? This demonstration will show why, for a product to succeed, it needs to work within (not above) 
the workflow of a teacher’s busy schedule. DataCation tools maximize student and teacher learning 
through the use of formative and performance assessments, teacher-led inquiry, and ongoing professional 
development. Track student progress toward Common Core exams and allow teachers to use actionable 
data in all decisions. Discover how DataCation helps unlock accurate, actionable, and interconnected data 
to improve outcomes in your school.

CPSI, Ltd.

Gay Sherman, Aziz Elia, and Michelle Elia

CPSI, Ltd.—Create a Dynamic Standards-Based Longitudinal Data System (LDS). In longitudinal data 
collection and analysis, better data collections mean better reporting and making better decisions. 
Gathering and collecting data in near real time with extensive data validation gives you confidence in 
the consistency of your data, while standardization is the key to data governance. The CPSI xDStudio 
Enterprise solution provides a standardized data model for reporting, ETL (extraction, transformation, and 
load) functions, complete information access, operational and transactional data systems, longitudinal 
data systems, and complete ad-hoc reporting tools. Why wait for reporting time? Address and resolve data 
inconsistencies in real time.

eScholar LLC

Shawn Bay, Wolf Boehme, and Nisa Torres

eScholar—Personalized Education Starts at eScholar. eScholar is the nation’s leading innovator in using 
data to support personalized education. Our award-winning solutions simplify reporting, streamline data 
management, and transform the way educators use data to help pre–K to postsecondary students achieve 
their own individual success. eScholar delivers data warehouse, student and staff identifier management, 
and collaborative goal-planning solutions, which enable 13 education agencies and more than 5,000 
districts to better serve the needs of more than 20 million students across the nation. Visit us at www.
escholar.com and follow us on Twitter @eScholar
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ESP Solutions Group

Joshua Goodman, Glynn Ligon, Steve King, and James Rife

ESP Solutions Group is solely focused on improving the quality of education data. Our team of education 
experts originally pioneered the concept of “data-driven decisionmaking” (D3M) and now partners to 
optimize the management of data within state agencies. ESP Solutions Group has advised school districts, 
all 52 state education agencies, and the U.S. Department of Education on the practice of P–20W data 
management. ESP Solutions Group is comprised of nationally recognized experts in implementing the data 
and technology requirements of state accountability systems, No Child Left Behind (NCLB), EDEN/EDFacts, 
and the Schools Interoperability Framework (SIF), as well as the National Education Data Model (NEDM), 
Ed-Fi, and the Common Education Data Standards (CEDS). ESP’s collective expertise is represented in its 
optimal reference guides (downloads are available at http://www.espsolutionsgroup.com/library/). To 
learn more, please visit www.espsolutionsgroup.com.

FindTheBest

Allen Kim and Bob Goldman

This demonstration will be delivered through a live demo of the website as well as a PowerPoint presentation. 
The content is comprised of four major sections: the historical landscape of New York City’s high school 
admissions process, New York City’s Department of Education’s decision to open its data through an API 
portal, the implementation process and final outcome of the open data policy, and the future of open 
data. Through this presentation, we hope to highlight how students, parents, and teachers have benefited 
from the partnership with New York City and what the future holds for the state of education and open 
data policy.

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt (HMH)

Jennifer Lally Sargeant, Zach Tussing, Stuart Trafford, and Dave Bargeron

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt’s (HMH) edFusion. By taking a partner-centric approach with customers, the 
HMH team helps education entities deliver on their vision of integrated content and data environments. 
Our work includes data use for reporting and analytics, enterprise reporting (including growth model, 
at-risk management, RTI programs, digital libraries, and allowing business users to create their own 
reports), standards usage, secure portals, standards management, classroom tools, and entire statewide 
longitudinal data systems (SLDSs). By working with us, your organization can put the power of data and 
digital tools at your educators’ fingertips.
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Infinite Campus

Joe Fox

Infinite Campus provides a statewide data collection solution that collects, certifies, and transforms data 
into a standardized data set for reporting and analysis; realizes efficiencies by publishing data to districts; 
and improves district data quality via electronic student data record transfers. Infinite Campus delivers a 
proven, comprehensive state solution that includes unique student and staff ID assignments, a student 
locator, enrollment overlap detection, data integration services, district-to-district record transfers, 
standard reports, ad-hoc reports, common course numbering, state-defined data elements, final grade 
reporting, 21st Century Schools, longitudinal economic indicator, robust limited-English-proficient (LEP) 
tracking, and teacher-student data linkage. Our five statewide initiatives give us unique insights into the 
complexities and subtleties of planning and managing statewide data collection.

Manhattan Strategy Group

Jennifer Nielsen and Bill Murphy, Manhattan Strategy Group
Missy Cross, Windwalker Corporation 

See the new Distance Learning Dataset Training (DLDT) System, an online guide to NCES data across the 
education spectrum. DLDT common modules offer an overview of NCES data systems; methods used 
to ensure consistent, reliable, complete, and accurate data collection and reporting; complex sampling 
designs and implications for micro-data users; and strategies for accessing publications, products, data 
tools, and public- and restricted-use datasets. Survey-specific modules present more detailed information 
about selected studies conducted by NCES. Currently, five sets of modules detailing nine NCES surveys are 
available. Module sets detailing additional surveys and administrative data will be added annually.

PITSS America LLC

Martin Disterheft, Joel Bell, and Wes Oliver

Learn how the Mississippi Department of Education (MDE) deployed a new evaluation system for use 
statewide using ADF Fusion and ADF Mobile. The solution developed for MDE enables principals, educators, 
and district administrators to conduct teacher evaluations on their PC, iPad, iPhone, and Android phones. 
The mobile application features an offline mode, a user interface driven by server-side configuration, and 
reference documentation for the entire teacher evaluation process. Learn how the solution was developed, 
what sort of support and management is involved with an application of this scale, and the long-term 
educational evaluation roadmap the platform enables.
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SAS

Wes Rehm, Karen Patch, Wes Avett, Rob Harper, Scott MacConnell, and Emily Baranello

Your Day Made Easier: Bring your Data to Life with SAS. SAS helps state education agencies track student 
progress and trends longitudinally from data such as attendance, test scores, and demographics. SAS 
enables states to merge vast amounts of student data from the disconnected levels of education—
culminating in the development of a data-rich, state-specific longitudinal data system that integrates 
relevant data about a student’s education, from preschool through graduate school or workforce entry.  

The SAS demo will showcase how states can do the following:

•	 Integrate data, improve data quality, and manage metadata
•	 Use analytics to identify current and future trends for better decisionmaking
•	 Equip all decisionmakers with secure self-service reporting

Thinkgate

Jeff Skene

In this interactive demonstration, Jeff Skene will show how Thinkgate’s solutions can be used to bring 
the instructional lifecycle full circle, starting with assessment creation and administration and ending 
with instructional improvement through assessment analytics, curriculum resources, and administrator 
feedback. The demo will emphasize on the data provided through Thinkgate’s solutions and how that data 
can be used to personalize instruction. In learning how data and technology allows them to gather and 
connect information, participants will leave empowered to make instruction more effective and personal.
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Common Core of Data (CCD)
I-A/II-A
II-J
V-C
VI-F
VII-E
VIII-G
IX-C

Data Collection
I-A/II-A
I-H
II-C
II-G
II-J
III-F
III-G
III-J
IV-B
IV-D
IV-E
V-H
VI-B
VI-F
VII-B
VII-D
VII-E
VIII-B
VIII-C
VIII-D
VIII-E
VIII-G
VIII-H
VIII-J
IX-A
IX-D
IX-E
X-A
X-E
X-G
XI-A
XI-B
XI-E
XI-H
XI-I
XII-D
XII-E
XII-F
XII-G

Data Collection (continued)
XII-J

Data Linking Beyond K–12
I-F
I-H
I-I
II-D
II-H
II-I
III-C
III-D
III-F 
III-G
III-I
IV-B
IV-F
V-B
V-E
V-G
VI-J
VII-F
VII-J
VIII-D
VIII-I
VIII-J
IX-B
IX-D
IX-G
IX-J
X-A
X-C
XI-F
XI-I
XII-A
XII-C
XII-D

Data Management
I-H
I-J
II-G
III-C
III-F
III-G
III-J
IV-D
IV-E
V-B
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Data Management (continued) 
V-E
VII-B
VII-D
VII-E
VII-F
VII-H
VII-I
VII-J
VIII-A
VIII-B
VIII-C
VIII-G
VIII-H
VIII-I
IX-B
IX-E
X-I
XI-B
XI-E
XI-F
XI-H
XI-I
XII-A
XII-D
XII-E
XII-I
XII-J

Data Privacy
I-F
I-H
I-I
III-C
III-G
III-J
IV-J
V-B
V-E
VI-I
VII-A
VII-D
VII-J
VIII-B
VIII-C
VIII-I
IX-F
X-D
X-J

Data Quality
I-A/II-A
I-E
I-H
I-J
II-C
II-G
II-J
III-C
III-G
III-J
IV-B
IV-D
IV-E
V-B
V-J
VI-F
VI-H
VII-B
VII-D
VII-J
VIII-B
VIII-C
VIII-G
VIII-H
VIII-J
IX-C
IX-E
IX-F
X-A
X-G
X-I
XI-E
XI-G
XI-H
XII-B
XII-D
XII-E
XII-F
XII-G
XII-J

Data Standards
I-H
III-C
III-E
III-G
III-H
III-J
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Data Standards (continued) 
V-B
VI-E
VII-D
VII-E
VII-I
VIII-C
VIII-G
VIII-H
VIII-I
IX-C
IX-E
IX-I
X-I
XI-E
XI-H
XII-D 
XII-E
XII-F
XII-I
XII-J

Data Use (Analytical)
I-A/II-A
I-E
I-H
I-I
II-C
II-D
II-E
II-H
III-C
III-F
III-G
III-H
III-I
IV-E
IV-F
IV-H
V-B
V-C
V-D
V-G
V-H
VI-D
VI-G
VI-H
VI-J
VII-B

Data Use (Analytical) (continued) 
VII-D
VII-E
VII-F
VII-G
VIII-A
VIII-B
VIII-C
VIII-D
VIII-G
VIII-I
IX-B
IX-C
IX-F
IX-G
IX-H
IX-I
IX-J
X-A
X-B
X-C
X-D
X-G
X-H
X-I
XI-B
XI-C
XI-F
XI-I
XI-J
XII-A
XII-B
XII-C
XII-D
XII-E
XII-H
XII-J

Data Use (Instructional)
I-G
II-B/III-B
III-C
III-E
III-F
III-G
IV-E
IV-H
IV-I
V-B
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Data Use (Instructional) (continued) 
V-F
V-I
VI-D
VI-E
VI-F
VI-H
VII-G
VIII-A
VIII-B
VIII-D
VIII-F
VIII-G
VIII-J
IX-E
IX-F
X-B
X-H
X-I
XI-B
XI-C
XI-I
XII-B
XII-E
XII-H
XII-I

Fiscal Data
I-A/II-A
I-H
II-J
IV-C
V-C
VI-C
VII-C
VIII-C
XII-G
XII-H

Other
II-C
II-F
III-G
III-H
III-I
III-J
IV-G
IV-I
V-E

Other (continued) 
V-I
VI-F
VI-G
VII-E
VIII-E
IX-A
IX-F
X-F
XI-A
XI-D
XI-E
XI-I


