Donna Spiker & Kathleen Hebbeler, SRI International
2017 OSEP Leadership Conference | Arlington, Virginia | July 2017

%& Building Effective Early Childhood Data Systems
Dady

The Center for IDEA
Early Childhood Data Systems

What is the DaSy framework? Why are state data systems What are the DaSy framework

- important? subcomponents?
3% Component of the L —

ECTA System =

Framework for Early High-Quadty More powerful and

Intervention (El) and gtene higher quality data on 1: Purpose and Vision (PV)

Early Childhood G enen e programs, personnel, Defines the mission and goals of the

Special Education services, and children data system(s) serving Part C and

Section 619.

(ECSE)

and families Policymakers, state

Improve the quality of
early learning
programs and services

agency staff, local
program staff, and
others use data to
iImprove programs

Improve outcomes for

children and families
2: Data Governance and

Management (DG)

Data Governance includes the overall
management of the availability, usability,
integrity, quality, and security of data. It is
both an organizational process and a

3 |ldentifies what
constitutes a high

quality data system
for El and ECSE.

Improved state
capacity to meet
federal reporting

requirements and ask _ | | | |
and answer policy and A high-quality system provides data for multiple purposes:

orogrammatic % Accountability — Federal and state reporting

guestions % Program improvement — ldentifying strengths and weaknesses and structure.
What is the purpose of the DaSy improving results |
o % Program operations — Day-to-day management and operation of program
framework” activities 3: Stakeholder Engagement (SE)

The use of a collaborative process to
gather a wide range of input from
Subcomponent stakeholders at every level of an

1 organization or system.

The DaSy framework is intended to enhance the
capacity of El and ECSE state staff to

% understand the characteristics of a good state How iIs the DaSy framework

Framework

data systerrj so they (?a.n | structured?
3 lead or actively participate in state data
system development efforts so they can : :
Y . P Y . Each of the framework’s six subcomponents t t 4: System Design and Development
¥ use their state data systems to comply with . AN Quality Quality (SD)
IDEA federal reporting requirements and contains one or more quality indicators and et T | |
multiple elements of quality. The quality 11 19 The functional and technical

answer important program and policy questions,

which wil | system, and the elements describe how that development and implementation of a
3 enable states to build better systems of quality is achieved. Element B Element B Element data system is then based on those

services and programs that will improve requirements.
t for child ith disabilliti d thei o o o !
outcomes for children with disabilities and their Quality Quality Quality

families. 1.1a 1.1b 1.2a

indicators describe what quality is in a data requirements for a data system, and the

5: Data Use (DU)

The ongoing use of quality Part C and
Part B 619 data for program
accountability, program improvement,

Self-Assessment Tool

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N CP QR S T U VYV X Y Z AL AB AC A AE AF AG  AAM
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