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Educational Improvement Goals  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Actions to Attain Educational Improvement Goals  

 

Educational Services Director 

The District employs an Educational Services Director who is responsible for the overall direction 

and coordination of educational improvement.  The Director implements a systemic process for 

collecting and analyzing achievement data in terms of longitudinal growth, gaps between groups 

and by individual student progress.  The Director further works to assure that school administrators 

and teachers participate in data analysis and are sufficiently informed to make educational 

Element 1: Achievement Status and Growth over Time for CSAP Reading, Writing, Math 

 

Goal 1A: Achievement Status 

By 2009, and each year thereafter, the District’s percent of students scoring proficient or advanced shall 

be sufficiently high to rank the District at or above the state’s 7

th

 percentile on CSAP Reading, Writing 

and Math assessments.  The assumption is made that the 75

th

 percentile will reflect statewide 

improvement each year.  Thus, to obtain the District’s goal, each school’s goal shall minimally be set 

to increase achievement status levels by 2% annually through 2012. 

 

Goal 1B: Median Student Achievement Growth Percentile 

By 2009, and each year thereafter, the District’s accreditation median growth percentile shall meet or 

exceed the state’s median growth percentile (50) as calculated for CSAP reading, writng and math 

assessments. 

 

Goal 1C: Student Achievement: Subjects 

For each of the District’s content standards not assessed by CSAP, a minimum of 90% of students 

(grades 3 through 12) each year shall demonstrate proficiency by attaining an A, B, or C grade in couses 

designed to address the standards.  The grade shall be based on performance on standards-based 

assessments as required by Policy 503.  

  

Element 2: Status and Growth Gaps for CSAP Reading, Writing, Math 

 

Goal 2A:  Status Gaps 

By 2009, and each year thereafter, the District shall have a gap of less than 10 percentage points for 

the percent proficient between (1) economically disadvantaged students (as determined by Free and 

Reduced Lunch eligibility) and those that are not economically disadvantaged and (2) between minority 

and white students as calculated for CSAP Reading, Writing, and Math assessments and as reported on 

the District’s Accreditation Achievement Report. 

 

Goal 2B: Growth Gaps 

By 2009, and each year thereafter, the District shall have a small percentile gap of less than 5 between 

(1) economically disadvantaged students (as determined by Free and Reduced Lunch eligibility) and 

those that are not economically disadvantaged and (2) between minority and white students as 

calculated for CSAP Reading, Writing, and Math assessments and as reported on the District’s 

Accreditation Achievement Report. 

 

 

 



improvement decisions.  The Director uses CEDAR Radar charts to examine curricular strengths 

and weaknesses with Curriculum Evaluation and Revision Committees.  The Director oversees 

teacher induction and coordinates staff development across school levels. 

 

Principals 

The Principal is the instructional leader for his/her school.  As the instructional leader, the 

Principal’s actions are keys to educational improvement and the attainment of the District goals.  

As educational improvement leaders, each Principal must: 

Promote a positive working and learning environment 

Review the District Educational Improvement Plan with teachers 

Set school achievement goals and objectives that support the District’s educational 

improvement goals and work with teachers and the School Advisory Counci l to develop an 

effective School Educational Improvement Plan 

Assure, through lesson plan review and monitoring, that the District’s standards based 

curriculum is the focus of instruction and that the defined essential learnings at each grade or for 

each course are taught 

Assure that each student has the educational experiences needed to achieve the adopted 

content standards 

Promote teacher use of research based/best practices for teaching students including methods 

for differentiating instruction, formative assessments and use of technology tools that enhance 

learning 

Assure that school/district summative standards-based assessments are administered and that 

achievement grades are based on student performance on these assessments.  

Organize services to assure that students demonstrating less than proficient achievement have 

opportunities to become proficient.  Such opportunities may include peer tutoring, additional 

course work in lieu of electives, after school classes, summer classes, online courses, Title I 

and other remedial services 

Provide teachers and School Advisory Councils feedback on goal attainment progress, obtain 

resources to bolster areas of weak improvement, design staff development based on 

achievement data, and modify programs, services and s taffing as necessary to maintain 

consistent progress to goal attainment 

 

School Educational Improvement Goals 

Each school‘s educational improvement goals must be based upon data analysis 5to determine 

student achievement strengths and weaknesses by level, subject, groups and individual student 

profiles.  The goals must be sufficiently high for the District to attain accreditation goals.  School 

plans should be finalized by September 1 and be based on assessment data received in August as 

well as previous patterns recorded in school data profiles.  Longitudinal data analysis is a key 

component to an effective improvement process.  

 

Data Profiles 

School and District data profiles will be maintained to provide a year-to-year “picture” of the results 

of this Educational Improvement Plan.  Data contained in the profiles will be reviewed, at least 

annually with teachers, School Advisory Councils, the District Accountability Committee and the 

Board of Education. 

 

Data Analysis 

Data analysis shall occur on an on-going basis as a means for updating educational goals and/or 

modifying strategies to attain these goals. 

  

 

 

 

 



Assessment Data 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The following charts show our district’s results from the various assessments.  

 

CSAP A 

Student population too small to publicly report (<16 students) 

 

CSAP Reading 

 All categories not shown, student population too small to publicly report (<16 students). 

 

 

Third Grade CSAP- Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 8.73% 18.30% 65.65% 6.94% 0.37% 

 2008 10.88% 18.38% 63.82% 6.51% 0.41% 

  2007 9.79% 18.62% 64.18% 6.92% 0.49% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 7.32% 86.59% 6.10% 0.00% 

 2008 2.38% 11.90% 73.81% 11.90% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 11.69% 71.43% 16.88% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 6.49% 88.31% 5.19% 0.00% 

 2008 1.33% 13.33% 72.00% 13.33% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 12.86% 70.00% 17.14% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 6.98% 90.70% 2.33% 0.00% 

 2008 4.76% 14.29% 71.43% 9.52% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 9.52% 71.43% 19.05% 0.00% 

Female 2009 0.00% 7.69% 82.05% 10.26% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 9.52% 76.19% 14.29% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 14.29% 71.43% 14.29% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Colorado’s state assessment system includes three different types of assessments to measure student 

achievement.  The main assessment used in the state is the CSAP, which assesses students in reading, 

writing and math state standards in grades 3 through 10.  The CSAP science assessment is also given in 

5

th

, 8

th

 and 10

th

 grade.  The second assessment available is for students in third and fourth grade who 

are receiving instruction in Spanish.  The Lectura is the Spanish reading version of the CSAP and the 

Escritura is the Spanish writing version of the CSAP. These assessments are scored with the following 

ratings: Unsatisfactory (student is not able to demonstrate the content standards), Partially Proficient 

(student is beginning to demonstrate knowledge on the standards), Proficient (student is capable of the 

meeting the standards), Advanced (student is above and beyond the standards), and No Score (the 

student was unable to complete the test, for a variety of reasons). The third assessment, the CSAPA 

(CSAP Alternate) is also available for students with the most significant cognitive disabilities to assess 

their reading, writing, math and science content knowledge.  Only about 1% of students in Colorado take 

the CSAPA.   



 

 

 

Fourth Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 12.68% 21.82% 58.59% 6.44% 0.47% 

 2008 10.25% 23.53% 61.70% 4.17% 0.36% 

  2007 13.41% 22.02% 57.74% 6.45% 0.38% 

District Average 2009 4.00% 14.67% 70.67% 10.67% 0.00% 

 2008 1.35% 10.81% 77.03% 10.81% 0.00% 

  2007 4.17% 9.72% 79.17% 6.94% 0.00% 

White 2009 2.99% 14.93% 71.64% 10.45% 0.00% 

 2008 1.52% 12.12% 74.24% 12.12% 0.00% 

  2007 3.08% 9.23% 81.54% 6.15% 0.00% 

Male 2009 7.89% 18.42% 71.05% 2.63% 0.00% 

 2008 2.44% 12.20% 75.61% 9.76% 0.00% 

  2007 2.56% 12.82% 74.36% 10.26% 0.00% 

Female 2009 0.00% 10.81% 70.27% 18.92% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 9.09% 78.79% 12.12% 0.00% 

  2007 6.06% 6.06% 84.85% 3.03% 0.00% 

 

 

 

Fifth Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 12.15% 18.80% 59.72% 8.94% 0.40% 

 2008 11.49% 17.91% 60.73% 9.48% 0.38% 

  2007 12.67% 18.34% 59.39% 9.17% 0.44% 

District Average 2009 1.25% 6.25% 73.75% 18.75% 0.00% 

 2008 2.78% 9.72% 73.61% 13.89% 0.00% 

  2007 1.27% 11.39% 65.82% 21.52% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 7.14% 75.71% 17.14% 0.00% 

 2008 3.03% 7.58% 75.76% 13.64% 0.00% 

  2007 1.41% 11.27% 63.38% 23.94% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 0.00% 85.00% 15.00% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 13.16% 76.32% 10.53% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 11.63% 69.77% 18.60% 0.00% 

Female 2009 2.50% 12.50% 62.50% 22.50% 0.00% 

 2008 5.88% 5.88% 70.59% 17.65% 0.00% 

  2007 2.78% 11.11% 61.11% 25.00% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Sixth Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 9.23% 18.51% 59.68% 12.10% 0.49% 

 2008 9.10% 19.20% 59.06% 12.08% 0.56% 

  2007 10.26% 18.96% 58.51% 11.60% 0.67% 

District Average 2009 2.56% 11.54% 70.51% 14.10% 1.28% 

 2008 4.60% 16.09% 68.97% 10.34% 0.00% 

  2007 1.11% 14.44% 73.33% 11.11% 0.00% 

White 2009 2.94% 11.76% 70.59% 13.24% 1.47% 

 2008 3.80% 17.72% 68.35% 10.13% 0.00% 

  2007 1.28% 16.67% 71.79% 10.26% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 14.63% 70.73% 14.63% 0.00% 

 2008 4.44% 15.56% 73.33% 6.67% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 14.58% 77.08% 8.33% 0.00% 

Female 2009 5.41% 8.11% 70.27% 13.51% 2.70% 

 2008 4.76% 16.67% 64.29% 14.29% 0.00% 

  2007 2.38% 14.29% 69.05% 14.29% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Seventh Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 11.84% 20.38% 58.57% 8.58% 0.62% 

 2008 11.86% 22.00% 56.16% 9.29% 0.69% 

  2007 13.00% 20.97% 56.80% 8.53% 0.69% 

District Average 2009 3.57% 9.52% 69.05% 17.86% 0.00% 

 2008 1.25% 27.50% 61.25% 10.00% 0.00% 

  2007 5.00% 15.00% 68.00% 11.00% 1.00% 

White 2009 2.63% 9.21% 69.74% 18.42% 0.00% 

 2008 1.45% 27.54% 60.87% 10.14% 0.00% 

  2007 3.49% 13.95% 68.60% 12.79% 1.16% 

Male 2009 2.27% 9.09% 77.27% 11.36% 0.00% 

 2008 2.27% 34.09% 61.36% 2.27% 0.00% 

  2007 8.16% 14.29% 65.31% 10.20% 2.04% 

Female 2009 5.00% 10.00% 60.00% 25.00% 0.00% 



 2008 0.00% 19.44% 61.11% 19.44% 0.00% 

  2007 1.96% 15.69% 70.59% 11.76% 0.00% 

 

 

 

Eighth Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 10.95% 23.75% 57.42% 7.05% 0.83% 

 2008 10.89% 21.02% 57.43% 9.64% 1.02% 

  2007 12.20% 23.55% 55.30% 7.94% 1.01% 

District Average 2009 5.13% 21.79% 65.38% 7.69% 0.00% 

 2008 7.55% 16.04% 62.26% 14.15% 0.00% 

  2007 4.92% 21.31% 64.75% 9.02% 0.00% 

White 2009 4.35% 24.64% 63.77% 7.25% 0.00% 

 2008 6.67% 16.67% 60.00% 16.67% 0.00% 

  2007 2.68% 22.32% 66.96% 8.04% 0.00% 

Male 2009 6.52% 26.09% 67.39% 0.00% 0.00% 

 2008 11.11% 20.37% 55.56% 12.96% 0.00% 

  2007 6.67% 30.00% 60.00% 3.33% 0.00% 

Female 2009 3.13% 15.63% 62.50% 18.75% 0.00% 

 2008 3.85% 11.54% 69.23% 15.38% 0.00% 

  2007 3.23% 12.90% 69.35% 14.52% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ninth Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 7.31% 23.63% 63.63% 3.29% 2.15% 

 2008 8.65% 22.88% 59.96% 6.14% 2.37% 

  2007 7.80% 23.54% 62.43% 3.86% 2.38% 

District Average 2009 2.11% 27.37% 66.32% 4.21% 0.00% 

 2008 4.17% 16.67% 67.50% 11.67% 0.00% 

  2007 1.60% 18.40% 75.20% 2.40% 2.40% 

White 2009 2.38% 26.19% 66.67% 4.76% 0.00% 

 2008 1.80% 15.32% 71.17% 11.71% 0.00% 

  2007 1.72% 18.97% 75.00% 2.59% 1.72% 

Male 2009 3.85% 34.62% 59.62% 1.92% 0.00% 



 2008 6.15% 15.38% 73.85% 4.62% 0.00% 

  2007 1.61% 20.97% 70.97% 3.23% 3.23% 

Female 2009 0.00% 18.60% 74.42% 6.98% 0.00% 

 2008 1.82% 18.18% 60.00% 20.00% 0.00% 

  2007 1.59% 15.87% 79.37% 1.59% 1.59% 

 

 

Tenth Grade CSAP – Reading* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 6.88% 20.64% 59.95% 9.51% 3.02% 

 2008 9.86% 20.85% 55.22% 10.85% 3.22% 

  2007 8.43% 19.45% 60.10% 9.01% 3.01% 

District Average 2009 4.31% 12.93% 70.69% 12.07% 0.00% 

 2008 2.86% 19.05% 64.76% 12.38% 0.95% 

  2007 0.82% 15.57% 69.67% 9.02% 4.92% 

White 2009 1.85% 13.89% 73.15% 11.11% 0.00% 

 2008 3.06% 20.41% 62.24% 13.27% 1.02% 

  2007 0.93% 12.96% 72.22% 8.33% 5.56% 

Male 2009 5.26% 17.54% 73.68% 3.51% 0.00% 

 2008 3.85% 19.23% 65.38% 9.62% 1.92% 

  2007 1.45% 20.29% 63.77% 8.70% 5.80% 

Female 2009 3.39% 8.47% 67.80% 20.34% 0.00% 

 2008 1.89% 18.87% 64.15% 15.09% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 9.43% 77.36% 9.43% 3.77% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CSAP Writing 

All categories not shown, student population too small to publicly report (<16 students). 

 

Third Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 5.76% 40.37% 44.47% 9.16% 0.24% 

 2008 6.68% 42.93% 39.73% 10.39% 0.27% 

  2007 5.59% 39.79% 45.58% 8.74% 0.30% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 29.27% 46.34% 24.39% 0.00% 

 2008 2.44% 19.51% 51.22% 26.83% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 14.29% 64.94% 20.78% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 29.87% 45.45% 24.68% 0.00% 

 2008 2.78% 20.83% 50.00% 26.39% 0.00% 



  2007 0.00% 15.71% 62.86% 21.43% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 31.82% 50.00% 18.18% 0.00% 

 2008 4.55% 29.55% 50.00% 15.91% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 11.90% 69.05% 19.05% 0.00% 

Female 2009 0.00% 26.32% 42.11% 31.58% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 7.89% 52.63% 39.47% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 17.14% 60.00% 22.86% 0.00% 

 

Fourth Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 8.13% 40.84% 41.85% 8.67% 0.51% 

 2008 6.72% 41.05% 42.51% 9.25% 0.47% 

  2007 8.42% 42.44% 41.13% 7.62% 0.38% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 37.33% 49.33% 13.33% 0.00% 

 2008 2.70% 25.68% 59.46% 12.16% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 34.72% 47.22% 18.06% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 37.31% 49.25% 13.43% 0.00% 

 2008 3.03% 27.27% 59.09% 10.61% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 33.85% 47.69% 18.46% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 52.63% 42.11% 5.26% 0.00% 

 2008 4.88% 21.95% 68.29% 4.88% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 43.59% 35.90% 20.51% 0.00% 

Female 2009 0.00% 21.62% 56.76% 21.62% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 30.30% 48.48% 21.21% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 24.24% 60.61% 15.15% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fifth Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 4.86% 36.75% 48.08% 9.93% 0.38% 

 2008 5.50% 34.84% 47.49% 11.79% 0.38% 

  2007 5.00% 37.46% 47.32% 9.77% 0.45% 

District Average 2009 1.25% 5.00% 77.50% 16.25% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 18.06% 59.72% 22.22% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 25.32% 50.63% 24.05% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 5.71% 80.00% 14.29% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 16.67% 60.61% 22.73% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 23.94% 52.11% 23.94% 0.00% 



Male 2009 0.00% 5.00% 85.00% 10.00% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 23.68% 55.26% 21.05% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 34.88% 48.84% 16.28% 0.00% 

Female 2009 2.50% 5.00% 70.00% 22.50% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 11.76% 64.71% 23.53% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 13.89% 52.78% 33.33% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

Sixth Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 4.14% 34.18% 50.48% 10.32% 0.89% 

 2008 5.02% 34.90% 49.19% 10.39% 0.50% 

  2007 4.79% 34.53% 48.88% 11.23% 0.57% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 35.90% 50.00% 14.10% 0.00% 

 2008 1.16% 30.23% 55.81% 12.79% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 23.33% 57.78% 18.89% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 36.76% 48.53% 14.71% 0.00% 

 2008 1.28% 30.77% 53.85% 14.10% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 24.36% 56.41% 19.23% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 46.34% 39.02% 14.63% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 40.00% 51.11% 8.89% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 27.08% 60.42% 12.50% 0.00% 

Female 2009 0.00% 24.32% 62.16% 13.51% 0.00% 

 2008 2.44% 19.51% 60.98% 17.07% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 19.05% 54.76% 26.19% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Seventh Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 2.83% 34.67% 47.44% 14.43% 0.62% 

 2008 4.65% 36.87% 45.64% 12.18% 0.66% 

  2007 3.47% 35.64% 45.60% 14.59% 0.69% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 25.00% 46.43% 28.57% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 26.25% 53.75% 20.00% 0.00% 



  2007 2.00% 24.00% 55.00% 16.00% 3.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 26.32% 46.05% 27.63% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 26.09% 56.52% 17.39% 0.00% 

  2007 2.33% 19.77% 58.14% 16.28% 3.49% 

Male 2009 0.00% 27.27% 63.64% 9.09% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 34.09% 54.55% 11.36% 0.00% 

  2007 4.08% 30.61% 51.02% 10.20% 4.08% 

Female 2009 0.00% 22.50% 27.50% 50.00% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 16.67% 52.78% 30.56% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 17.65% 58.82% 21.57% 1.96% 

 

 

Eighth Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 3.10% 43.32% 44.27% 8.48% 0.83% 

 2008 4.95% 41.20% 42.42% 10.48% 0.95% 

  2007 4.38% 43.59% 41.79% 9.24% 0.99% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 34.62% 52.56% 11.54% 1.28% 

 2008 2.83% 34.91% 46.23% 16.04% 0.00% 

  2007 0.81% 26.83% 54.47% 17.07% 0.81% 

White 2009 0.00% 36.23% 50.72% 11.59% 1.45% 

 2008 2.22% 34.44% 45.56% 17.78% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 25.66% 56.64% 16.81% 0.88% 

Male 2009 0.00% 43.48% 50.00% 4.35% 2.17% 

 2008 5.56% 48.15% 35.19% 11.11% 0.00% 

  2007 1.64% 32.79% 57.38% 6.56% 1.64% 

Female 2009 0.00% 21.88% 56.25% 21.88% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 21.15% 57.69% 21.15% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 20.97% 51.61% 27.42% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ninth Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 4.31% 42.16% 43.60% 7.79% 2.15% 

 2008 5.44% 43.44% 41.85% 7.02% 2.25% 



  2007 4.57% 43.64% 41.92% 7.48% 2.38% 

District Average 2009 4.21% 37.89% 48.42% 9.47% 0.00% 

 2008 1.67% 35.83% 45.83% 16.67% 0.00% 

  2007 0.80% 42.40% 46.40% 8.00% 2.40% 

White 2009 3.57% 38.10% 47.62% 10.71% 0.00% 

 2008 1.80% 33.33% 48.65% 16.22% 0.00% 

  2007 0.86% 43.10% 45.69% 8.62% 1.72% 

Male 2009 6.69% 46.15% 42.31% 5.77% 0.00% 

 2008 3.08% 47.69% 43.08% 6.15% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 54.84% 37.10% 4.84% 3.23% 

Female 2009 2.33% 27.91% 55.81% 13.95% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 21.82% 49.09% 29.09% 0.00% 

  2007 1.59% 30.16% 55.56% 11.11% 1.59% 

 

Tenth Grade CSAP – Writing* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 6.69% 41.17% 41.44% 7.81% 2.88% 

 2008 9.71% 39.84% 39.35% 7.87% 3.22% 

  2007 7.01% 39.45% 42.61% 7.92% 3.02% 

District Average 2009 4.31% 27.59% 50.86% 17.24% 0.00% 

 2008 2.86% 37.14% 47.62% 11.43% 0.95% 

  2007 1.64% 33.61% 54.92% 4.92% 4.92% 

White 2009 2.78% 28.70% 51.85% 16.67% 0.00% 

 2008 3.06% 39.80% 43.88% 12.24% 1.02% 

  2007 0.93% 33.33% 56.48% 3.70% 5.56% 

Male 2009 7.02% 31.58% 52.63% 8.77% 0.00% 

 2008 3.85% 44.23% 42.31% 7.69% 1.92% 

  2007 2.90% 44.93% 43.48% 2.90% 5.80% 

Female 2009 1.69% 23.73% 49.15% 25.42% 0.00% 

 2008 1.89% 30.19% 52.83% 15.09% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 18.87% 69.81% 7.55% 3.77% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CSAP Math 

 

All categories not shown, student population too small to publicly report (<16 students). 

Third Grade CSAP- Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 



State Average 2009 7.26% 23.43% 42.67% 26.41% 0.24% 

 2008 7.99% 22.04% 39.84% 29.81% 0.32% 

  2007 7.39% 24.02% 42.97% 25.33% 0.29% 

District Average 2009 0.00% 8.64% 44.44% 46.91% 0.00% 

 2008 2.44% 9.76% 35.37% 52.44% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 1.30% 24.68% 74.03% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 9.21% 46.05% 44.74% 0.00% 

 2008 2.78% 6.94% 38.89% 51.39% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 1.43% 25.71% 72.86% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 6.98% 48.84% 44.19% 0.00% 

 2008 2.27% 11.36% 27.27% 59.09% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 0.00% 19.05% 80.95% 0.00% 

Female 2009 0.00% 10.53% 39.47% 50.00% 0.00% 

 2008 2.63% 7.89% 44.74% 44.74% 0.00% 

  2007 0.00% 2.86% 31.43% 65.71% 0.00% 

 

Fourth Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 8.69% 20.67% 42.63% 27.68% 0.33% 

 2008 8.83% 22.50% 42.29% 26.06% 0.32% 

  2007 8.58% 20.57% 43.27% 27.31% 0.27% 

District Average 2009 2.63% 14.47% 46.05% 36.84% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 13.51% 47.30% 39.19% 0.00% 

  2007 4.11% 15.07% 46.58% 34.25% 0.00% 

White 2009 2.94% 13.24% 48.53% 35.29% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 15.15% 48.48% 36.36% 0.00% 

  2007 4.55% 13.64% 46.97% 34.85% 0.00% 

Male 2009 2.56% 17.95% 46.15% 33.33% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 9.76% 41.46% 48.78% 0.00% 

  2007 2.56% 10.26% 46.15% 41.03% 0.00% 

Female 2009 2.70% 10.81% 45.95% 40.54% 0.00% 

 2008 0.00% 18.18% 54.55% 27.27% 0.00% 

  2007 5.88% 20.59% 47.06% 26.47% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Fifth Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 



State Average 2009 11.31% 25.19% 35.18% 28.02% 0.30% 

 2008 8.38% 26.16% 37.23% 27.96% 0.27% 

  2007 10.61% 24.25% 35.18% 29.56% 0.39% 

District Average 2009 1.27% 12.66% 39.24% 46.84% 0.00% 

 2008 2.78% 27.78% 38.89% 30.56% 0.00% 

  2007 2.53% 16.46% 37.97% 43.04% 0.00% 

White 2009 0.00% 13.04% 40.58% 46.38% 0.00% 

 2008 1.52% 25.76% 40.91% 31.82% 0.00% 

  2007 2.82% 15.49% 39.44% 42.25% 0.00% 

Male 2009 0.00% 10.00% 25.00% 65.00% 0.00% 

 2008 2.63% 23.68% 39.47% 34.21% 0.00% 

  2007 2.33% 16.28% 39.53% 41.86% 0.00% 

Female 2009 2.56% 15.38% 53.85% 28.21% 0.00% 

 2008 2.94% 32.35% 38.24% 26.47% 0.00% 

  2007 2.78% 16.67% 36.11% 44.44% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

Sixth Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 12.34% 24.75% 35.51% 27.04% 0.36% 

 2008 12.78% 25.81% 36.61% 24.42% 0.38% 

  2007 12.87% 26.49% 35.35% 24.83% 0.46% 

District Average 2009 8.97% 26.92% 34.62% 29.49% 0.00% 

 2008 8.05% 22.99% 35.63% 33.33% 0.00% 

  2007 2.22% 27.78% 43.33% 26.67% 0.00% 

White 2009 5.88% 27.94% 35.29% 30.88% 0.00% 

 2008 8.86% 22.78% 36.71% 31.65% 0.00% 

  2007 1.30% 27.27% 45.45% 25.97% 0.00% 

Male 2009 7.32% 19.51% 39.02% 34.15% 0.00% 

 2008 8.89% 20.00% 40.00% 31.11% 0.00% 

  2007 2.08% 25.00% 45.83% 27.08% 0.00% 

Female 2009 10.81% 35.14% 29.73% 24.32% 0.00% 

 2008 7.14% 26.19% 30.95% 35.71% 0.00% 

  2007 2.38% 30.95% 40.48% 26.19% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Seventh Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 13.46% 31.69% 30.59% 23.62% 0.63% 

 2008 18.29% 35.00% 27.82% 18.37% 0.52% 

  2007 14.29% 34.69% 29.54% 20.94% 0.54% 

District Average 2009 4.76% 26.19% 27.38% 41.67% 0.00% 

 2008 6.17% 32.10% 32.10% 29.63% 0.00% 

  2007 11.00% 34.00% 28.00% 26.00% 1.00% 

White 2009 5.19% 27.27% 27.27% 40.26% 0.00% 

 2008 2.86% 35.71% 34.29% 27.14% 0.00% 

  2007 10.47% 31.40% 30.23% 26.74% 1.16% 

Male 2009 4.55% 27.27% 36.36% 31.82% 0.00% 

 2008 9.09% 29.55% 43.18% 18.18% 0.00% 

  2007 18.37% 32.65% 22.45% 24.49% 2.04% 

Female 2009 5.00% 25.00% 17.50% 52.50% 0.00% 

 2008 2.70% 35.14% 18.92% 43.24% 0.00% 

  2007 3.92% 35.29% 33.33% 27.45% 0.00% 

 

Eighth Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 18.56% 30.77% 31.07% 18.86% 0.74% 

 2008 22.76% 29.50% 26.52% 20.41% 0.81% 

  2007 22.28% 31.03% 28.76% 17.00% 0.93% 

District Average 2009 7.69% 30.77% 33.33% 28.21% 0.00% 

 2008 20.75% 26.42% 23.58% 29.25% 0.00% 

  2007 13.82% 23.58% 36.59% 26.02% 0.00% 

White 2009 7.25% 33.33% 33.33% 26.09% 0.00% 

 2008 17.78% 25.56% 25.56% 31.11% 0.00% 

  2007 11.50% 24.78% 37.17% 26.55% 0.00% 

Male 2009 11.11% 24.44% 37.78% 26.67% 0.00% 

 2008 25.93% 20.37% 22.22% 31.48% 0.00% 

  2007 9.84% 32.79% 31.15% 26.23% 0.00% 

Female 2009 3.03% 39.39% 27.27% 30.30% 0.00% 

 2008 15.38% 32.69% 25.00% 26.92% 0.00% 

  2007 17.74% 14.52% 41.94% 25.81% 0.00% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Ninth Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 34.59% 28.52% 23.21% 11.73% 1.94% 

 2008 30.44% 29.83% 24.48% 13.32% 1.92% 

  2007 33.28% 29.63% 23.76% 11.38% 1.95% 

District Average 2009 36.84% 17.89% 18.95% 26.32% 0.00% 

 2008 16.67% 28.33% 31.67% 23.33% 0.00% 

  2007 21.43% 30.95% 20.63% 23.02% 3.97% 

White 2009 34.52% 17.86% 21.43% 26.19% 0.00% 

 2008 13.51% 30.63% 32.43% 23.42% 0.00% 

  2007 22.41% 30.17% 20.69% 24.14% 2.59% 

Male 2009 42.31% 17.31% 15.38% 25.00% 0.00% 

 2008 18.46% 32.31% 29.23% 20.00% 0.00% 

  2007 22.22% 23.81% 23.81% 23.81% 6.35% 

Female 2009 30.23% 18.60% 23.26% 27.91% 0.00% 

 2008 14.55% 23.64% 34.55% 27.27% 0.00% 

  2007 20.63% 38.10% 17.46% 22.22% 1.59% 

 

 

Tenth Grade CSAP – Math* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 32.15% 34.72% 24.98% 5.46% 2.69% 

 2008 31.99% 34.88% 25.39% 4.98% 2.75% 

  2007 32.79% 34.19% 25.40% 5.05% 2.56% 

District Average 2009 15.52% 35.34% 39.66% 9.48% 0.00% 

 2008 20.00% 36.19% 33.33% 10.48% 0.00% 

  2007 18.85% 35.25% 31.97% 9.84% 4.10% 

White 2009 12.96% 36.11% 42.59% 8.33% 0.00% 

 2008 20.41% 32.65% 35.71% 11.22% 0.00% 

  2007 18.52% 35.19% 33.33% 8.33% 4.63% 

Male 2009 14.04% 35.09% 40.35% 10.53% 0.00% 

 2008 15.38% 40.38% 30.77% 13.46% 0.00% 

  2007 20.29% 31.88% 30.43% 13.04% 4.35% 

Female 2009 16.95% 35.59% 38.98% 8.47% 0.00% 

 2008 24.53% 32.08% 35.85% 7.55% 0.00% 

  2007 16.98% 39.62% 33.96% 5.66% 3.77% 

 

 

 

 



 

CSAP Science  

Please note: in 2007 the Colorado State Board of Education adopted new model content standards for 

science.  The 2008 and 2009 CSAP Science results are not comparable to earlier results because they test 

new standards. 

 All categories not show, student population too small to publicly report (<16 students). 

 

Fifth Grade CSAP – Science* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 14.73% 40.17% 32.00% 12.76% 0.34% 

 2008 15.44% 40.67% 32.97% 10.63% 0.30% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

District Average 2009 2.53% 20.25% 49.37% 27.85% 0.00% 

 2008 2.78% 33.33% 52.78% 11.11% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

White 2009 1.45% 21.74% 52.17% 24.64% 0.00% 

 2008 3.03% 31.82% 54.55% 10.61% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

Male 2009 0.00% 20.00% 50.00% 30.00% 0.00% 

 2008 2.63% 28.95% 50.00% 18.42% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

Female 2009 5.13% 20.51% 48.72% 25.64% 0.00% 

 2008 2.94% 38.24% 55.88% 2.94% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

 

Eighth Grade CSAP – Science* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 23.15% 27.14% 40.60% 8.28% 0.82% 

 2008 24.92% 27.77% 39.34% 7.13% 0.84% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

District Average 2009 14.10% 25.64% 50.00% 10.26% 0.00% 

 2008 15.09% 29.25% 42.45% 13.21% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

White 2009 14.49% 26.09% 50.72% 8.70% 0.00% 

 2008 14.44% 26.67% 44.44% 14.44% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

Male 2009 15.56% 22.22% 53.33% 8.89% 0.00% 

 2008 14.81% 31.48% 33.33% 20.37% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

Female 2009 12.12% 30.30% 45.45% 12.12% 0.00% 

 2008 15.38% 26.92% 51.92% 5.77% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Tenth Grade CSAP – Science* 

Disaggregated Groups Year  % Unsatisfactory % Partially Proficient % Proficient % Advanced % No Score 

State Average 2009 25.80% 21.64% 42.98% 6.78% 2.80% 

 2008 26.80% 23.10% 41.40% 5.89% 2.81% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

District Average 2009 11.21% 27.59% 56.03% 5.17% 0.00% 

 2008 21.90% 26.67% 48.57% 2.86% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

White 2009 8.33% 27.78% 60.19% 3.70% 0.00% 

 2008 22.45% 26.53% 47.96% 3.06% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

Male 2009 8.77% 28.07% 56.14% 7.02% 0.00% 

 2008 19.23% 26.92% 48.08% 5.77% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

Female 2009 13.56% 27.12% 55.93% 3.39% 0.00% 

 2008 24.53% 26.42% 49.06% 0.00% 0.00% 

  2007 NA NA NA NA NA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CSAP Growth Data 

Platte Canyon 1 

District Growth Summary  

A three-year summary of student growth using the 

Colorado Growth Model 

District growth rates are determined by combining 

growth percentiles from individual stu dents. Growth 

rates for individual students are calculated by 

comparing their Colorado Student Assessment Program 

(CSAP) scores in reading, writing, and mathematics 

over consecutive years. 

These individual growth scores are combined into a 

single number: t he district’s median growth percentile. 

Higher growth districts can be distinguished from lower 

growth districts by comparing median growth 

percentiles.  

Higher median growth percentiles indicate higher 

growth rates for students in those districts, regardle ss of 

the district’s achievement. For example, a low -

achieving district can show high growth rates or a high -

achieving district can show low growth rates.  The 

growth model determines the percentage of students in 

each district growing at a sufficient rate  to catch up, 

keep up or move up through achievement levels —and 

those that are not growing fast enough. 

This summary presents all results for three consecutive 

years, making it easy to see if there is a trend in the 

data, and how this trend might be changi ng. In some 

cases it is useful to compare one group with another, 

such as boys versus girls, to see if a gap exists in the 

growth rates for different sub-populations at the school, 

district, or state level.  

 

 

 

 

The state median growth percentile for any gr ade is 

50*. Districts or other groups with medians less than 50 

are growing at a slower rate than the state. Districts and 

grade levels with numbers at or  

above 50—colored green in the table for easy 

reference—are growing as fast or at a faster rate than 

the state. Districts are only accountable for results from 

the same group of students as defined  

by the federal Adequate Yearly Progress system.  

District totals are based only on those grades with 

growth data.  District totals in this report reflect all 

grades in the district.  All medians and percentages are 

rounded to whole numbers. 



Missing data in the table reflect fewer than 20 students 

in the group; their data cannot be shown to ensure 

adequate protection of their privacy. 

FRL = Free/Reduced Lunch eligi ble, or students of 

poverty. 

IEP = Individualized Education Plan, or Special 

Education students. 

ELL = English Language Learners, or students whose 

first language is not English.  

Note that percentages in the catch up/keep up/move up 

calculations do not add up to 100, either within or 

across categories. For additional definitions and details 

go to http://www.schoolview.org/performance.asp 

*In rare cases state median growth percentiles vary 

slightly. For ease of interpretation these variations from 

50 are not displayed in this report.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CSAP Growth Data continued 


