
 

 

A-F SCHOOL GRADING SYSTEM QUESTIONS 
 
1. Why is there no link to the student performance data included on the 
accountability website?   
  
Student performance data is available to districts on the website or in some cases is in 
the possession of districts. In addition to data available on the SDE site, it has been 
provided to districts from Pearson, the state’s testing vendor for the 2011-12 school 
year. Other data, not as readily available to districts and already in their possession, has 
been posted on the login website. At the time of the release of data, SDE examined the 
data and determined that districts had much of this data. In the future, as the A-F reform 
moves forward, the agency will make all of this data available on the websites. With this 
first year of the launch of the report cards, the release of the report cards is an event. In 
the future, with a more robust statewide data system, it will become an ongoing process 
throughout the year. 
 
2. When will AMO data be available to schools? 
 
Annual Measurable Objectives (AMO) is the measurement used under the terms of the 
ESEA waiver granted to Oklahoma for showing progress of each subgroup in reading 
language arts, math, graduation rate and attendance. This information is being 
completed and finalized and will be disseminated to districts in mid-October. 
 
8. What is the formula for determining average OPI growth for the State of 
Oklahoma? 
 
The average positive increase in OPI scores for FAY students with matched scores was 
determined for each of the following assessments: OCCT Grades 3-8 Reading, OCCT 
Grades 3-8 Math; EOI Algebra, EOI English II, OMAAP Grades 3-8 Reading, OMAAP 
Grades 3-8 Math, OMAAP Algebra I and OMAAP English II.  The actual OPI growth 
score was compared to the comparable state average score. 
 
9. Was the average OPI growth calculated for the State of Oklahoma using only 
students who had matched scores from last year and who showed positive 
growth rather than using the average growth across all populations? 
 
Yes. 
 
10. What is the rationale for using the method selected for calculating average 
OPI growth? 
 
The authors of the bill were very clear that legislative intent was to allow points to be 
given for growth if there was  a good amount of growth demonstrated.  Otherwise SDE 
would only be able to give growth points if students changed proficiency levels. 
 



 

 

11. When will “clear-cut guides and score sheets” be “publicly available for 
members of the public and all stakeholders to understand how and why grades 
were given, the implications of the grades, and the context behind the grades?” 
The Communications Toolkit did not include these pieces of information.  
 
A comprehensive A-F Report Card Guide was sent to school districts and posted online 
in April. Additionally, in April Assistant State Supt. Maridyth McBee held a detailed 
training seminar with more than 300 superintendents and their representatives present.  
 
This seminar video and the guide, as well as a data source guide, are online for public 
access. The technical guide contains detailed steps for the calculation of the overall 
school report card grade as well as a breakdown of each component of the report card. 
Districts are free to share this resource with the public, and it is available for public view 
on the SDE website: http://ok.gov/sde/sites/ok.gov.sde/files/A-FGuide.pdf 
 
The communications guide ( http://ok.gov/sde/sites/ok.gov.sde/files/A-
FDistCommToolkit.pdf )was intended as a resource for districts to prepare public 
relations efforts for their stakeholders about A-F. It was not intended as a technical 
guide to walk administrators through the fine-grained details of a report card. Neither 
was it intended to prescribe communications from districts to their own stakeholders. 
The communications toolkit is a high-level overview & includes summary documents for 
the general public. Similarly, the Raise the Grade Together Resource Guide 
(http://ok.gov/sde/sites/ok.gov.sde/files/Raise_the_Grade_Booklet.pdf) is a general 
strategic guide for districts, not a specific guide for an individual district. 
 
12. Why was the decision made to require a 3.75 overall GPA to receive an “A” 
rather than a figure which more closely reflects the public’s understanding of an 
A as 90 percent or higher? 
 
The 3.75 GPA was selected by the State Board of Education and lawmakers as they 
approved the A to F Report Card rule. 
 
14. Can you explain why the accountability system appears to be driven by 
percentages of poverty and minority enrollment in schools? 
  
The state’s A-F School Grading System is not determined by poverty or minority 
enrollment in schools. The ESEA designations of Focus schools do relate to subgroups 
of students, some of which include minority students. There are schools with high 
poverty levels and high minority groups with strong achievement. And there are other 
schools with similar demographics with low achievement. However, the SDE and other 
policymakers are aware that poverty levels and minority groups correlate to the 
achievement gap in our state and across the nation. Addressing these achievement 
gaps is and will remain an ongoing policy goal for the state. 
 
16. What is an acceptable timeline for school districts to get accurate and timely 
information from the State Department of Education during the data review 



 

 

period? There are ongoing issues caused by understaffing in the Office of 
Accountability, errors in the calculations, and changing formulas.  
  
The OSDE has received volumes of corrections that have needed to be made from 
districts because data was either not supplied when first due or incorrect data. Because 
of the detailed nature of questions from districts, it is imperative that Accountability and 
Assessment staff be the ones to answer. This has resulted in some districts having to 
wait for a response. While many state agencies perenially may wish for additional staff, 
staffing levels in the SDE’s Accountability and Assessments are the same as they have 
been for some time, with most staff the division having worked for both the past and 
current State Superintendent. All data requests and questions will be handled before 
final grades are released.  
 
ESEA WAIVER DESIGNATION QUESTIONS 
 
3. Will schools which receive notification of new designations as a result of other 
schools’ successful appeals have the same 30-day appeal window? 
  
The 30-day time period currently running from August 28 through September 27 is a 
data verification window. This time period is designed to allow districts to review data 
related to their A-F school sites grades. As a separate matter, schools will have 10 days 
to appeal their ESEA waiver designation after all corrections and refinements have been 
to data. No school will be added to a designation list based on another school’s appeal. 
  
4. Please provide a list, by school and district, of all those schools which exceed 
the state average for one of the three subgroups considered in the Focus School 
designation who did not meet the N>25 test. 
 
Testing results for small numbers of students from year to year are typically volatile and 
are not considered statistically significant under professional standards. Therefore, they 
are not included in the Focus School designation. We will provide the number of schools 
that met this criteria. 
 
5. Why are small schools exempt from accountability for subgroup performance 
as well as from the interventions which could help improve student achievement 
and performance?  
  
Small schools are encouraged to make the same interventions for their students when 
appropriate. However, they are not required to do so under the terms of the ESEA 
waiver granted by the federal government. Additionally, as mentioned above, testing 
results for small numbers of students from year to year are typically volatile and are not 
considered statistically significant under professional standards. 
 
6. How can schools verify their Focus or Priority School designation without 
knowing their own scores, their rank within the division, and the ranks of all other 
eligible schools within the division? 



 

 

  
First, it is important to distinguish between the state-level A-F Grading System and 
designations (such as Priority and Focus) that fall under the ESEA Flexibility Waiver. 
They are two separate processes. This is an important separation, because as an 
example, a school could receive a “C” state-level report card grade and also fall under 
Priority designation, if they are in the bottom five percent of reading and math scores for 
their grades span. The “C” grade does not have a direct link to the Priority designation. 
There are some correlations between grades received under Oklahoma’s A-F School 
Grading System and some designations under the ESEA Flexibility Waiver, because 
both processes stem from similar data. Second, SDE staff has indicated that it will be 
able to provide this information in a secure format to districts through the accountability 
login-required website. 
 
7. What is the definition of “low-performing” student? Who is eligible for school 
choice? 
 
Low-Performing should be defined at the local level. It is assumed that students who 
have test scores of unsatisfactory or limited knowledge would be included in the 
definition of Low-Performing. Students who do not have test scores, such as students in 
grades pre-K-2, might have other indicators, including literacy assessments. Any low-
performing student attending a Title I Priority of Focus school is eligible for school 
choice. Schools may prioritize students if they do not have enough funding to provide 
transportation for all eligible students interested in transferring. 
 
13. Why wasn’t individual student growth considered in the calculation of Focus, 
Targeted Intervention, and Priority School designation? 
  
The definitions of Priority, Targeted Intervention and Focus are about school 
performance and/or subgroups of students in a school. The calculations do not allow for 
individual student growth but do take into consideration overall school improvement 
over a number of years. 
 
15. Have any deadlines related to the school improvement process been changed 
since they were originally communicated in August? If so, when will districts be 
notified in writing of all new deadlines? 
  
Schools were notified on Sept. 20 that they would have an additional window of 10 days 
after all corrections have been made to appeal school status designations. This will 
adjust the school improvement deadlines and will give schools additional time they did 
not have before. New deadlines will be sent to all schools that receive a school status 
designation. 
 
 


