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Todayos Agenda

1. Accountability in Service of the Whole School, the Whole Child,

and the Whole Community
2. Essential Understandingsof Ok | ahomaos School R

3. Commitment of the State Department to Respond and Support

Schools to Ensure Understanding and Transparency
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NMy responsibilirty 1 s to
t he needs of students. Th
new, more comprehensive vision for accountabillity.
Oljchiszilchampions and supports the breadth of
work happening in our schoolsSeIEEE s
accountability needs to help communities and
stakeholders better understand the great work our

educators are doing throu
I Joy Hofmeister
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supports the breadth of work happening in our schools so
that communities and stakeholders better understand the
great work our educators are doing throughout Oklahoma.
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supports the breadth of work happening in our schools so
that communities and stakeholders better understand the
great work our educators are doing throughout Oklahoma.
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External Accountability (XA AVARY-Y:IINRAY
REPORT

Executive Summary
The Oklahoma Legislature directed the Oklahoma State Board of Education (OSBE) to evaluate
Oklahoma’s current school and district accountability system and make recommendations for
its future. As a result, the Oklahoma State Department of Education (OSDE) held regional
meetings across the state and convened the Oklahoma Assessment and Accountability Task
Force to deliberate over the many technical, policy, and practical issues associated with
implementing an improved assessment system. The 95 Task Force members met four times
between August 4 and November 9, 2016. This report presents the results of those
deliberations in the form of recommendations from the OSDE to the OSBE.

Purpose of this Report
This report addresses the requirements stated in House Bill 3218, provisions required under the

Purpose of this Report

This report addresses the requirements stated in House Bill 3218, provisions required under the
federal legislation known as the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA), provides an overview of key
accountability concepts, describes the role of the Task Force,

presented in a separate report for assessment. This report focuses specifically on the

accountability requirements of HB 3218, which include: Prepared By:

Marianne Perie, Ph.D.
sessment and Accountability Research and Design,
University of Kansas

* A multi-measures approach to high school graduation;

* Adetermination of the performance level on the assessments at which students will be
provided remediation or intervention and the type of remediation or intervention to be
provided;

* A means for ensuring student accountability on the assessments, which may include
calculating assessment scores in the final or grade-point average of a student;

® Ways to make the school testing program more efficient; and

* A multi-measures approach to accountability.

ASSESSMENT SYSTEM AND ASSESSMENT REQUIREMENTS il



Accountability Task Force Report-1

Conclusion
The conversations that occurred among Task Force members, assessment and accountability
experts, and the OSDE resulted in a cohesive system developed with the goal of preparing
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meets the requnrements of both HB 3218 and ESSA. | developed,
iblish a system

that is reliable and valid and that Oklahoma stakeholders believe provides meaningful data to
differentiate among our schools. The Task Force will continue to meet as more data become
available to review the details of each measure and work on the accountability report card. The

consistent monitoring will help ensure the system is transparent and understandable to all
stakeholders.




Accountability Task Force Report-2

Conclusion
The conversations that occurred among Task Force members, assessment and accountability
experts, and the OSDE resulted in a cohesive system developed with the goal of preparing
students for college and careers. The system begins with a fairly simple list of indicators that
that is reliable and valid and that Oklahoma stakeholders believe provides meaningful data to

differentiate among our schools.
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differentiate among our schools. The Task Force will continue to meet as more data become
available to review the details of each measure and work on the accountability report card. The
consistent monitoring will help ensure the system is transparent and understandable to all
stakeholders.
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Accountability Task Force Report-2
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Conclusion
The conversations that occurred among Task Force members, assessment and accountability
experts, and the OSDE resulted in a cohesive system developed with the goal of preparing
students for college and careers. The system begins with a fairly simple list of indicators that
meets the requirements of both HB 3218 and ESSA. Other indicators could be developed,
validated, and added to the index over time. The first goal, however, is to establish a system
that is reliable and valid and that Oklahoma stakeholders believe provides meaningful data to

{the system is transparent and understandable | ™e

stakeholders.
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=« What results will be given to parents?

» What will be done with schoal-level

resulis?

) -
» How much emphasis should be placed ¢ I he g u I d I n g

status versus improvement?

- 4
As is recommended by the Education
Commission of the States’ recently publisk
report, the Oklahoma report card will be
ccountabilit

OSDE 8-Year Strategic Plan. Specifically, t -
following strategies are achieved through 1

system is tha
Enable educators to meaningfully use a I I st u d e nts
data from a high-quality assessment and

accountability system to increase student

can grow and

Provide district and school leaders with th

training and support needed to improve
instruction in their schools
o
Leverage technology systems and I m rove
governance collaboration to improve | |

access to data while protecting student
wing the OSDE and

easy to find, easy to understand and inclug
indicators essential for measuring school ¢

district performance.!

When developing the new A-F School
Card system, the indicators, calculation

and design elements were grounded in the

information, a

districts to make data-informed decisions
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Oklahoma Accountability Goals

AThe guiding principle of the new system is that all students can grow

and all schools can improve.

AAn accountability system should provide accessible, meaningful and

actionable information about public schools.

AAccountability should be integrated in a cycle of continuous

Improvement for schools, identifying what is working and what may be

Improved. engageok
ON THE ROAD
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ESSA-Required Indicators
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Annual state assessments (Achievement)
Graduation rates for high schools (Graduation)

Addi ti onal onacaldemtor f or el
schools (Growth)

English language proficiency for ELs (ELPA)

School quality indicator (Chronic Absenteeism for all
schools and Post-Secondary Opportunities for high schools

onl
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Elementary/Middle School Report Cards

Indicator Criteria Points Possible

Academic Achievement Grades3-8

Academic Growth Grade 48

ChronicAbsenteeism All Grades 10
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High School Report Cards

Indicator Criteria Points Possible

Academic Achievement Grade 11 Assessments

PostsecondarnyOpportunities Grade 11 and 12

Graduation 4t 5h and 6" Year Graduates

ChronicAbsenteeism All Grades 10
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u
l \ C ad e I I l I C = By 2030, the majority of all students Achievement gaps will be further
will be expected to achleve proficiency, illuminated through the use of multiple
u !11-,i“.'.7m-:', their readiness for the lénses to provide greater insight into
hallenges of college or career (i.e,, a scale the performance dispar between
chievemen

Use of priority grouping has two main purposes:

- To unmask historically underserved students
hidden by traditional reporting methods; and

- To champion equity and improvement for all
students by ensuring no student counts more
than another.

T
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Academic Achievement
APoints are earned under two categories:

APriority Student Groups and Proficiency of All Students

APriority Student Groups:
ARemoves fi-dowibit &l dumninates previously masked
trends

AProficiency of All Students:
AStudents scoring proficient or advanced

ARecognizes school-level improvement
engageok
OK THE ROAD
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Priority Student Groups on the Dashboard

STUDENT PERFORMANCE BY TARGET W B Fiters

View below to see the percentage of students from each priority group who met, exceeded or scored below their academic target. This measure of
performance accounts for 14/15ths of the indicator score.

I'v'le‘i: Target

100% —

B0 | .

60% -~ AMERICAN INDIAN

0% -

20% 4 ------ -

0% -

M Met Target Advanced Met Target Proficient B Met Target B Below Target

engageok
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API: Asian/Pacific Islander Econ Dis: Economically Disadvantaged EL: English Learner SWD: Students with Disabilities
Two or More: Two or More Races
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Priority Student Groups on the Dashboard

STUDENT PERFORMANCE BY TARGET

Filters

View below to see the percentage of students from each priority group who met, exceeded or scored below their academic target. This measure of
performance accounts for 14/15ths of the indicator score.

Ma'i Target

100% -

1

80% f-------

0% - oo
20%
0% -

W Below Target  26%
] Population Percentage 38.6%

B Met Target Advanced

Met Target Proficient B Met Target B Below Target

ok
Econ Dis: Economically Disadvantaged EL: English Learner SWD: Students with Disabilities engage 3

API: Asian/Pacific Islander

Two or More: Two or More Races
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Priority Student Groups on the Dashboard

W Met Target Advanced 7%
" Met Target Proficient | 24% |
"M Met Target 3% |
M Below Target 6%
 Population Percentage  38.6% | engage
- OK THE ROAD
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Academic Achievement in Single Sign On-1
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ELA SCORE

ELA FAY PARTICIPATION

Participation Numerator
School 451
¥ Priorty Student Groups
MAX VALUE

ELA ACHIEVEMENT

Achievement Numerator *

¥ Performance 31225
Proficiency 241.00
TOTAL

Denominator Participation Pct

Denominator *  Adjustment

100

+ view points

Adjustment Min Size Met

0 Y
0

0

Weight Wat Score  Points

14 64 62
1 3.56
15 68.19 14.04
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Academic Achievement in Single Sign On-1

ELA FAY PARTICIPATION

Participation Numerator Denominator
School 451 454

» Priority Student Groups
MAX VALUE

ELA ACHIEVEMENT
Achievement

Numerator* Denominator **

» Performance 312.25 451
Proficiency 241.00 451 »-
TOTAL SHSEST
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Academic Achievement in Single Sign On-2

ELA FAY PARTICIPATION

Participation Numerator  Denominator
School 454

» Priority Student Groups
MAX VALUE

ELA ACHIEVEMENT

Achievement Numerator* Denominator **
» Performance 312.25 451

Proficiency 241.00 451 |
TOTAL engage:

OR THE ROAD
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Participation on State Assessments

GA\COMP\EDINELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 196....XML

33 ESEA OF 1965 Sec. 1111

(E) ANNUAL MEASUREMENT OF ACHIEVEMENT.—(i) An-

measure the achievement of not less than 95 per-

cent of all students, and 95 percent of all students in each
subgroup of students,

gt; all such students i th sup, the case may
; or
(IT) the number of students participating in the
assessments.
(iii) Provide a clear and understandable explanation of
how the State will factor the requirement of clause (i) of

this subparagraph into the statewide accountability sys-
tem.

24 o . -
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Participation on State Assessments

mamsare the achievement of not less than 95 per-
cent oients, and 95 percent of all students in each
subgroup or students,
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Participation of All Students

* School did not meet federally | STl
mandated 95% participation. engageok
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Participation of All Students

PARTICIPATION

Subject Numerator Denominator Participation Pct Deduction
All 410 463 66.55 ™ g

engageok
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Full Academic Year Participation-1

GNCOMPAEDINELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT OF 196.... XMI

33 ESEA OF 1965 Sec. 1111

include in the denominator the greater of—
(I) 95 percent of all such students, or 95 percent
of all such students in the subgroup, as the case may

be; or
(IT) the number of students participating in the
assessments.

(II) the number of students participating in the
assessments.

(111) Provide a clear and understandable explanation of
how the State will factor the requirement of clause (1) of
this subparagraph into the statewide accountability sys-
tem.

engageok
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Full Academic Year Participation-2

B ELA SCORE 100
+ view points
ELA FAY PARTICIPATION
Participation Numerator Denominator Particination B Adjustment Min Size Met
School 124 146 64 93 15 Y
» Priority Student Groups 17
MAX VALUE = 17

I engageok
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Full Academic Year Participation-3

ELA FAY PARTICIPATION
Participation Numerator Denominator
» Priority Student Groups
MAX VALUE
ELA ACHIEVEMENT
Achievement Numerator* Denominator** || Adjustment
» Performance 79.30 141 17
Proficiency 99.00 141 17
TOTAL
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Participation on State Assessments-4

||
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