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Data Management


	Data For Student Success
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	
D4SS is historical data, based on the time period in which students took the 
MEAP or MME.
	
Data Director or data warehouse data is current data, based on the most recent load (on a regular basis) of student information system data.


	       

	      
   

	
Student Information Systems


	


	



The purpose of this manual is to demonstrate how educators can utilize data warehousing, student management, local, state and outside resources for School Data Profile reporting.  The school improvement process, as defined by the Michigan Department of Education, requires reporting of such data.  This manual is meant to aide school improvement teams in their efforts in dynamic inquiry (data mining) from these sources.  It is not intended as a complete compendium of the vast resources available for school improvement reporting.  



 Macomb Intermediate School District 
44001 Garfield Road Clinton Township, MI 48038-1100 
www.misd.net 
Board of Education 
John A. Bozymowski, President Max D. McCullough, Vice President Charles C. Milonas, D.D.S., Treasurer Theresa J. Genest, Secretary Edward V. Farley, Trustee 
Michael R. DeVault, Superintendent 
MISSION 
Macomb Intermediate School District: 
Service, Support and Leadership 
VISION 
We are the Macomb Intermediate School District. 
We provide quality service to special education and general education students, instructional and technical support to school staff, and cutting-edge educational leadership in Macomb County. 
We are committed to all the students of Macomb County. To serve them well, we are resolute in involving parents, school personnel, and the community at large, including business, government, and civic organizations as active partners in planning, delivering and evaluating our services. 
We work directly with individuals with disabilities who reside in Macomb County School Districts. We serve students of all ages, from newborns to adults, meeting their unique learning needs and supporting their families all along the way. 
Within the twenty-one local districts and public charter schools, we focus our efforts on building capacity with school staff. Through quality training and instructional support, we increase their knowledge, skills and abilities so all students receive a rigorous and effective educational experience. 
We promote all aspects of the educational process through our development and support of technology. We provide training in the use of essential technology tools that enhance curricular, instructional and administrative services in our schools and, as a result, opportunities are expanded for all. 
We work collaboratively with colleges and universities and are leaders in state and national programs. We anticipate needs and opportunities, all with the single purpose of identifying, developing and implementing programs and practices that, through education, improve the quality of life in Macomb County. 

The Macomb Intermediate School District (MISD) is an Equal Opportunity Employer. It is the policy of the MISD that no person on the basis of race, creed, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, height, weight, marital status, or disability shall be discriminated against, excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination in any program or activity for which the MISD is responsible.  Inquiries regarding compliance with Section 504, Title IX, or the Americans with Disabilities Act may be directed to: Rosetta K. Mullen, Assistant Superintendent of Human Resources/Legal Affairs and Coordinator under Section 504, Macomb Intermediate School District, 44001 Garfield Road, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038-1100, (586) 228-3309. 
The MISD will provide, upon request with advance notice, appropriate auxiliary aids and services necessary to afford a qualified individual with a disability equal opportunity to participate in the services, programs and activities conducted by the MISD.  To request auxiliary aids or services, call 586/228-3309;  Text Telephone (TTY/TDD) 586/286-8040. 

Greetings School Improvement Teams and Administrators:
The purpose of this manual is to provide you with a variety of resources to complete your School Data Profile or school improvement reporting requirements.  Based on the data warehousing options available within the State of Michigan, educators have a variety of tools available for data inquiry and access.  Knowing where to find this data, or the data access points available to you are the key.  This manual is designed to show you examples of how you can access information within the Data For Student Success, Data Director, state resources, and student information systems. 
The state web portal for data mining is Data For Student Success (D4SS).  This FREE dynamic inquiry tool provides historical data on MEAP, MME, Mi-Access, CNA (School Process Profile) and PA25 data.  D4SS provides state, district, school and student level data in a historical context.  It has a variety of inquiry tools including:  

MEAP
MEAP Cohort Comparison
MEAP Strand, GLCE, and item analysis
MEAP students near proficiency
Student History
MME
MME standard analysis
MME students near proficiency
Mi-Access


Local data warehousing solutions, including Data Director, Pearson Inform/Benchmark, TetraData, ClassA, etc., are subscription based (FEE BASED).  These resources offer current data loaded by the consortium, district, school, or teacher based on student performance on national, state, and local assessments.  Custom reports can be created on any assessments loaded into the system, and queries/inquiries can be customized based on needs/wants.   The student profile reports created within a data warehouse provide demographic and performance data beyond the scope of what is available on the state (D4SS) site.  The inquiry tools available include:

MEAP
MEAP Cohort Comparison
MEAP Strand, GLCE, and item analysis
MEAP students near proficiency
Student History
MME
MME standard analysis
MME students near proficiency
Mi-Access
ELPA
DIBELS 
MLPP
ACT, PLAN, EXPLORE
SAT/PSAT
ITBS
TERANOVA
Local common, grade level, unit, mid-terms, finals, or teacher created assessments


We welcome your feedback and comments @ lasaro@misd.net or jpmoore@misd.net

Yours in education,

Lisa Asaro, Ed.S.						Jennifer Parker-Moore, Ed.D.


 (
All Schools are 
REQUIRED 
to complete
 
a 
School Data Profile.
)













 (
All school improvement processes (MDE, NCA, etc.) have annual reporting requirements.  
)












				
	Data For Student Success (D4SS)

    
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)





	STATE WEBSITE
State data loaded
Pre-Built reports
MEAP
MME
Mi-Access
CNA reporting
Student enrollment, enrollment subgroups, grade level, subgroup analysis
PA 25 reporting
Tabular, graph views
Used to compare local, district, ISD, and state data
Basic student level data
CANNOT LOAD DATA
http://www.data4ss.org




	LOCAL DATA WAREHOUSE
Load student information system data based on UIC and teacher employee number
Load assessment data
MEAP
MME
Mi-Access
ELPA
MLPP
DIBELS
Local common assessments
PLAN, EXPLORE, ACT
ITBS, TERANOVA, etc.
Pre-Built reports
Tabular, graph views
Custom reporting
Tabular, graph views
Create assessments, exams
Search state, national standards
Detailed student profile reports
Courses, transcripts, demographics
District benchmarks, standards, expectations
http://www.achievedata.com/school
(for “school” = insert school name, ex: Macomb)

	FREE
	SUBSCRIPTION BASED


 (
Refer to Page 1 of the School Data Profile
)
 (
What types of data can you gather for this profile?
 Check out the following data sources.
)

	Demographic or Contextual Data (Achievement Related Data)
Student subgroups
Enrollment
Attendance
Parent Involvement
Teaching Staff
Course enrollment patterns
Discipline referrals
Suspension rates
Alcohol-tobacco-drugs violations
Attendance rates
Parent participation
Homework completion rates
Participation extra-curriculars
Physical, mental, social and health
	Achievement/Student Outcome Data
Local assessments
State assessments
National assessments
State tests
ACT
SAT
PSAT
GPA
Dropout rates
College acceptance rates
	Process Data
Policies and procedures
School process rubrics (40 or 90) or SA/SAR (NCA)
Event occurred 
Who, what, when, where, why, how
What you did for whom
Ex: all 8th graders received violence prevention

	Perception Data
Survey data
Opinions
What others think of “us”
People act based on what they believe – how do they see you?



 (
All data based on fall MEAP or Spring MME submissions.
Other sources:  Total FTE’s
SRSD Latest Submission/Fall Count
, average class sizes.
) (
Refer to Page 2 of the School Data Profile
)

	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	CNA REPORT: STUDENT ENROLLMENT
	STUDENTS or DATA (GENERAL DEMOGRAPHICS)

	        
	       

	  
      
	

      





 (
Refer to Page 3 of the School Data Profile
)


 (
Subgroup analysis
 based on target
 
populations for multiple years.
Look for trends….
Other S
ources:
  
Total FTE’s
SRSD Latest Submission/Fall Count
MEAP
/MME
 Demographics three year trend analysis
.  
Contact your building principal for access to MEAP/MME Demographics, or a snapshot of how your school looked at MEAP/MME.  
)


School Data Profile Page 3 Continued – Enrollment and Demographics
	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	CNA REPORT: STUDENT ENROLLMENT
	STUDENTS or DATA (GENERAL DEMOGRAPHICS)

	  
	   

       

	
	
 
     



	MEAP COHORT PROFICIENCY

	PRE-BUILT REPORTS:  PIVOT TABLE
        

	MEAP NEAR PROFICIENCY

	SHARED REPORTS:  BUBBLE REPORTS

  





 (
Refer to Page 4 of the School Data Profile
)

 (
CEPI:
 CENTER 
FOR  EDUCATIONAL
 PERFORMANCE INFORMATION
There are 37 reports and 30 REP fields reported by local districts.
)













Source of Data:
The Center for Educational Performance and Information (CEPI) manages the Michigan Education Information System (MEIS), the data collection and reporting system used by school districts to submit data to the state and by CEPI to combine, store, and report that data. http://www.michigan.gov/cepi/0,1607,7-113-28353-118970--,00.html

Additionally, School Profile Data can be obtained from human resources or central office administration/personnel.  REP data or data from the employee database (AS400) can provide this information.  
 (
Surveys can be obtained from a variety of sources, and some can be created online.
) (
Refer to Page 5 of the School Data Profile
)


Sources of Data: 
Conference/Open House sign-in
Parent volunteers
Web site communication/blogging posts
Check out Survey Monkey or Zoomerang for a free web tool that will allow you to create online surveys.  
Involved parents in the district/building school improvement team

                

 (
Refer to Page 6 of the School Data Profile
) (
Staff Brainstorming:
Based on the findings, chart areas of concern.
What are
 str
engths
 and/or w
eaknesses?
) (
Refer to Page 7 of the School Data Profile
)
 (
This table provides 
annual 
targets for your school improvement teams to use in planning and data mining.
 
)


Source of Data: 
Current information for AYP targets can be found at
 http://www.michigan.gov/mde/0,1607,7-140-22709_22875---,00.html







 (
Refer to Page 8 of the School Data Profile
) (
Data comparison between local, district, county/ISD, and state averages.
)
School Data Profile Page 8 Continued – MEAP Data
	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	MEAP INQUIRY/MEAP PROFICIENCY


	MEAP PERCENT PROFICIENT



	

MEAP PROFICIENCY - Switch to tabular results



	MEAP PERCENT PROFICIENT - Add student groups



MEAP PERCENT PROFICIENT – Tabular results



 

School Data Profile Page 8 Continued - MME Data
	Data For Student Success
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	MME PERCENT PROFICIENT

	MME PERCENT PROFICIENT




	


	MME PERCENT PROFICIENT – Add student groups

   

	MME PROFICIENCY – Switch to tabular results 
	MME PERCENT PROFICIENT – Tabular results
    



 (
Refer to Page 9 of the School Data Profile
)
 (
An item analysis provides information on areas of strength and weakness.  Are there areas that need more curricular or instructional emphasis?
)

School Data Profile Page 9 Continued - MEAP Data
	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	MEAP INQUIRIES: COMPARATIVE ITEM ANALYSIS


	            



	

Click on the local data for details.
    










	

Reports down to the student level and 
Performance on GLCEs







School Data Profile Page9 Continued - MME Data

	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	
MME INQUIRIES – STANDARD ANALYSIS

    [image: ]
	[image: ]
                  [image: ]

	
Click on local data for details.

    [image: ]
	
Reports down to the student level and performance on HSCEs

     [image: ]



 (
Graphical and Tabular results are available in both Data Director and Data 
For
 Student Success.  This is available for both MEAP and MME.
) (
Refer to Page 10 of the School Data Profile
)[image: School Data Profile_Page_10.jpg]
Reports down to the student level and performance on GLCEs or HSCEs.  See previous pages for examples of:
	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	MEAP INQUIRY – COMPARATIVE ITEM ANALYSIS
[image: ]
	MEAP GLCE AND STRAND ANALYSIS

[image: ]

	MME INQUIRY – STANDARD ANALYSIS
[image: ]
	MME STANDARD ANALYSIS

[image: ]



 (
Consider performance in each of the four content areas (math, science, social studies, 
language
 arts).
) (
Refer to Page 11 of the School Data Profile
)[image: School Data Profile_Page_11.jpg]


















 (
Refer to Page 11 of the School Data Profile
)

School Data Profile Page 11 Continued – Core Performance

	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	MEAP INQUIRY – PROFICIENCY by tabular results

[image: ]



	MEAP PERCENT PROFICIENT
(This is a much easier report for grade level and subject, but must “modify report” to get percentages)

[image: ]

	CNA Report

[image: ]
	
    [image: ]




 (
Cohorts
 are grades or groups of students, such as students from a grade level and their test scores for the past three years.
Limited Cohorts
 would include only students that meet the criteria (such as all of the students who have tested at this school all three years).
Year to Year
 comparisons include the same 
test  grade
 (ex: grade 4), and three years of test data (2006-2007, 2007-2008, and 2008-2009).
) (
Refer to Page 12 of the School Data Profile
)[image: School Data Profile_Page_12.jpg]


School Data Profile Page 12 Continued - Tracking Groupings of Students 
	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	
[image: ]






[image: ]
	MEAP Percent Proficient Trend Analysis Report
[image: ]
Or MEAP PIVOT TABLE
[image: ]
      [image: ]


 (
Refer to Page 13 of the School Data Profile
) (
Data analysis and reflection.
)[image: School Data Profile_Page_13.jpg]
 (
Perform trend analysis for three years in e
ach of the four content areas (M
ath, 
S
cience,
 Social Studies and Language A
rts).
) (
Refer to Page 14 of the School Data Profile
)
	Data For Student Success (D4SS):
PA 25 REPORT, COMBINED, each subject independently

	


      [image: ]


	



 [image: ]



 (
Refer to Page 15 of the School Data Profile
) (
Data analysis and reflection.
)

Sources of Data:
Special Education Director
MSDS submissions (3x per year) or ROSES (current)
http://www.michigan.gov/cepi/0,1607,7-113-986_50502---,00.html
http://www.misd.net/roses/Background/WhatIsROSES.htm
MI-CIS (1x per year by Dec. 1st)
https://www.micis.org/
MEAP demographics/Mi-Access demographics
CIMS – II 
http://www.cenmi.org/cims/Home.aspx
Trend analysis
General education vs. Resource 
Mainstreaming vs. Independent program
Course analysis
Student demographics from student management system

 (
Refer to Page 16 of the School Data Profile
)

















 (
Review
 of
 special populations
’ performance on MEAP, MEAP Access, 
MI
-Access
.
)



 (
There are three levels of participation for the Mi-Access:  Participation, Supported Independence, and Functional Independence.  Students who score high on the Functional Independence level should be considered for a higher level test (first MEAP-Access, then MEAP).    
)




 (
Mi-Access has three levels of proficiency:  Surpassed, Attained, Emerging Toward.
)














 (
Refer to Page 17 of the School Data Profile
)








 (
Review special populations.
)













	Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	MI-ACCESS




	ASSESSMENTS – MI-ACCESS

      



 (
Refer to Page 18 of the School Data Profile
)
 (
MEAP/MME 
Performance Indicators
1 = Advanced
2 = Proficient
3 = Partially Proficient
4 = Not Proficient
) (
Students are expected to make 100 points of gains on each year’s test, representing a year’s growth.  
Cut Scores
 
are the lowest possible score a student can achieve to receive a Proficient (2) rating.  Cut scores 
increase by 100 with each grade, beginning at 300 for the 3
rd
 grade test
, 400 for the 4
th
 grade test, and so on
.   
Examples:  
For 
8
th
 grade
 MEAP
, the cu
t score is 800 for a Proficiency of
 2.  
The 11
th
 grade MME uses the same scoring system, with 1100 being the cut score.  
)

 (
Refer to Page 19 of the School Data Profile
) (
Review 
of Curriculum and Instruction to assist 
special populations.
)

	 (
Refer to Page 20 of the School Data Profile
)Data For Student Success (D4SS)
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	

Not yet available in D4SS.
	ASSESSMENTS – ELPA

  



 (
Refer to Page 21 of the School Data Profile
) (
Review student information system data.
)

	Source:  Student Information System
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	
Gains/Loss report in student information system.

                

                                   
                      
	DATA – Use of demographic fields in various reports
[image: ]



 (
Special Programs and Counseling Services
) (
Refer to Page 22 of the School Data Profile
)[image: ]


Sources of Data:
Student information system
School Counselors
Career counseling services
Special programs
Early childhood programs
Career Technical Education
College, advanced placement
Other programs 
 (
Refer to Page 23 of the School Data Profile
) (
Subgroup Analysis
)[image: ]

	Source:  Student Information System
	Data Director (Data Warehouse)

	

     
 
               

            
	DATA – Use of demographic fields in various reports

         [image: ]


 (
Refer to Page 24 of the School Data Profile
) (
Student Information Systems, Counselors, and various other data points provide data for these required elements.
)[image: ]
 (
What do stakeholders think of us?
 What School and Community Information
 is available to us?
 
) (
Refer to Page 25 of the School Data Profile
)Sources of Data: 
Conference/Open House sign-in
Web site communication/blogging posts
Check out Survey Monkey or Zoomerang for a free web tool that will allow you to create online surveys.  
Involved parents in the district/building school improvement team
            

School and Community Information:
School matters
http://www.schoolmatters.com/schools.aspx/q/page=fnd\

National Center for Education Statistics (Institute of Education Sciences)
http://nces.ed.gov/surveys/sdds/acs05/index.aspx
 (
Refer to Page 2
6
 of the School Data Profile
)
 (
Evaluation of Professional Development 
)

Sources of Data:
Curriculum director planned activities
Human resources and staff professional development hours/logs
Professional development calendar
School calendar
Personnel Skilled in Technology Assessment
Check out the REMC ToolKit for the state assessment available for all districts to use to find out staff proficiency in technology, as well as what they would like to see for professional development in this area.
http://www.remctoolkit.org/Personnel+Technology+Assessment
Staff surveys of needs/wants
 (
Needs and wants for Professional Development
) (
Refer to Page 2
7
 of the School Data Profile
)


 (
Acceptable Use Policies, Internet Safety, staff and student assessments and the school’s Technology Plan provide data here.      
) (
Refer to Page 2
8
 of the School Data Profile
)Sources of Data:
Personnel Skilled in Technology Assessment
Check out the REMC ToolKit for the state assessment available for all districts to use to find out staff proficiency in technology, as well as what they would like to see for professional development in this area.
http://www.remctoolkit.org/Personnel+Technology+Assessment
8th grade Technology Assessment
Check out the REMC ToolKit for the state assessment available for all districts to use with 8th graders to determine technology proficiency
http://www.remctoolkit.org/8th+Grade+Technology+Integration
School Technology Planning
Technology planning is federally mandated for local school agencies seeking technology funding from federal programs, including the Universal Service Fund (E-Rate) and No Child Left Behind legislation (Ed-Tech Guide). As a result, technology plans must meet federally established criteria and be approved by the state. Your district should have their technology plan on file. Many have posted on their school website.  
http://techplan.org/
Check with your library media specialist or technology director for details about your district’s implementation of technology

Reference Page

	Pearson
3075 W. Ray Road
Suite 200
Mailstop 315
Chandler, AZ  85226
	Data Director
Riverside Publishing
2700 Little Mountain Drive
Suite F-106
San Bernardino, CA  92405



	Data for Student Success 
Michigan Department of Education
Center for Educational Performance and Information
www.data4ss.org 
	Jennifer Parker-Moore, Ed.D.
Interactive Learning Consultant
Department of Instructional Technology
Macomb Intermediate School District
44001 Garfield Rd.
Clinton Township, MI  48038


	Kristina Martin
Director
Department of Management Technology
Macomb Intermediate School District
44001 Garfield Rd.
Clinton Township, MI  48038
	Lisa Guzzardo Asaro, Ed.S.
School Improvement Consultant
Department of Consultant Services
Macomb Intermediate School District
44001 Garfield Rd.
Clinton Township, MI  48038

	
Mike Oswalt
Assistant Superintendent
Regional Technology Services
Calhoun Intermediate School District
17111 G Drive North
Marshall, MI  49068
	
Mark Cummins
Assistant Superintendent – Technology/CIO
Macomb Intermediate School District
44001 Garfield Rd.
Clinton Township, MI  48038

	
Mary Gehrig
Assistant Superintendent of Curriculum,
Instruction and Assessment
Calhoun Intermediate School District
17111 G Drive North
Marshall, MI  49068

	
Judith Pritchett, Ph.D.
Chief Academic Officer
Macomb Intermediate School District
44001 Garfield Rd.
Clinton Township, MI  48038

	Tom Juett
Data Coach
Macomb Intermediate School District
44001 Garfield Rd.
Clinton Township, MI  48038
	Beth Brophy
School Improvement Consultant
Calhoun Intermediate School District
17111 G Drive North
Marshall, MI  49068

	Scott Felkey
School Improvement Consultant
Oakland Schools
2111 Pontiac Lake Road
Waterford, MI 48328-2736
	Tim Hall
School Data Consultant
Calhoun Intermediate School District
1711 G Drive North
Marshall, MI  49068
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Enrollment and Graduation Data

Year:
# # Students in
# of Students course/grade || Early HS # of # of # promoted
Grade || Students || enrolled acceleration graduation || Retentions || Dropout to next

ina grade
Young 5's
program

K

1

2

3

a4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

Number of Students enrolled in Extended Learning Opportunities
And Information about Educational Development Plans (EDP)
Year:

Number of | # Enrolled in | # Enrolled in # of # of Students in Number of
Students Advanced International Students in CTE/Vocational Students who have
in Building | Placement Baccalaureate Dual Classes approved/reviewed
by grade Classes Courses Enrollment EDP on file*

o EDP must be developed for all 8" graders, and reviewed
annually in grades 9-12 to ensure that course selections align
with the plans.
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Sub Group Analysis

Year:

# # of # of Unduplicated
Group Students Absences Suspension # of Counts

>10 | <10 || In | out* || EXPulsions I T Guex
* *

SES
Race/Ethnicity
Disabilities
LEP
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Year:

Mobility

# of # of # of # promoted
Group Students Retention || Dropout to next Entering Leaving
s grade

SES
Race/ Ethnicit
y
Disabilities
LEP
Homeless
Migrant
Gender
Male
Female
Totals

Duplicate these sample charts for multiple years
Using data about the school’s mobility, attendance patterns, suspension, expulsion,
retention rates, dropout rates, graduation rates, and extended learning opportunities:

1. What are the student mobility rates for the school and for each identified sub-
group?

2. Has the mobility rate changed over time?
3. What percentage of students has been in the school since the first day of school?
4. What are the differences in achievement between students who have been in the

school since the first day of school and those students who moved in during the
school year?

23
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Using information gathered about how students in the school are doing on skills that are
tested on the MEAP/MME, discuss the following:

Ne

What skill area(s) is the school doing well or?
When comparing the schiool with the district and state, which skills would the staff

idertify as a challenge area for the school?

When reviewing the district curriculum, where are these skills taught?
When reviewing the school instructional program, are these skills being taught at the

appropriate grade level?

How can this information be used for curriculum, instructional and remediation

purposes?
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1. What additional data sources (other than MEAP/MME) were used to inform decision
making about student achievement? Examples include: formative tests, other forms of
norm/criterion referenced tests, end of course exams, MI-Access, ELPA (English
Language Proficiency Assessment), curriculum based measures, etc.

Name and Type of Measurement Instrument Grade level Assessed Subject Area Assessed
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Using the information gathered about the school’s instructional
program, discuss the following:

1. What data/information (other than MEAP/GLCE or MME/HSCE) does the school use to
measure student achievement at each grade level?

2. What are the criteria for student success at each grade level?
3. How has student achievement changed over the last 3 years?

4. What examples of outcome indicators have been developed for analysis of writing,
reading, science, math, and social studies?

5. What examples of demographic indicators have been developed for analysis of writing,
reading, science, math, and social studies?

6. What process indicators have been developed for analysis of writing, reading, science,
math, and social studies?

7. Which grade level(s) is not meeting the criteria for grade level proficiency and would be
identified as a challenge area by the staff?

8. For any grade level identified as a challenge, after reviewing the data and information,
what has the staff determined to be a leading cause for any challenge identified?

9. For any grade level identified as a challenge area, what impact, if any, could teacher

absences that resulted in significant interruption in instruction be a factor. (Be sure to
track teacher absences back to prior grades).
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