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For many, the pressure to collect more and more data and to manage

and store that data longitudinally has, and will continue to result in

data overload and data exhaustion. Feeling “Data Rich and Information
Poor®" is all too common.

Measuring the impact that school improvement
Initiatives, interventions, and programs have on
student outcomes requires moving beyond merely
reporting standardized test scores

More sophisticated approaches are motivated by the strategic intentions
of school boards and leadership to document return on investment
(ROI), increase quality and optimize resource allocation. The school

improvement app helps school districts increase educational quality by
aligning resources toward what is proven to drive student success.

Create custom student groups

Calculate effect sizes for school improvement initiatives,
programs, and interventions

Track longitudinal achievement by student groups
Automate personalized projections for students
Standardize aggregate achievement metrics

|dentify students for special programming



ANALYTICS: School Improvement
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