
The DAC and DAC-Accreditation Subcommittee would like to submit the following brief report 

for your consideration as a read-ahead in preparation for the October 3rd Work Session.  This report 

covers some of the preliminary observations and response to the 2017-18 State CMAS Test Scores.  

In developing this report for the BOE, the DAC wanted to be completely objective, unbiased, and 

equitable.  The goal was to present the entire unvarnished data to the BOE, so as to come up with 

a best strategic, future course of action that would benefit our students, schools, and district. 

Observations: 

Overall, School District 11 performed better in the 2017-18 CMAS Tests as compared to the 

preceding year.  The District Performance Framework improved to 52.9% of points earned and the 

District met the 95 % participate rate (prior year DPF was 47.7% and D11 was cited for low 

participation).  That is a 5.2 % increase in DPF points earned.  That places School District 11 at 

the 144th position out of 178 Colorado school districts (Last year School District 11 finished 158th 

out of 178). 

The district went from 10 schools on the clock (Priority Improvement or Turnaround) to only 3 

schools at Priority Improvement (0 at Turnaround).  The three Priority Improvement schools are 

Galileo, Jack Swigert, and Mitchell. 

The Median Growth Percentiles (MGPs) in both Math and ELA indicated improvement across 

nearly all grades and subgroups (MGP for all students in ELA went up from 43 % in 2017 to 49 

% in 2018; MGP for all students in Math went up from 42% in 2017 to 47% in 2018). 

In general, District 11 elementary schools posted strong scores in both academic achievement and 

growth, receiving a rating of Accreditation with 61.6% of points earned.  Chipeta, Columbia, 

Academy ACL, Bristol, Scott, Steele, Stratton, and Taylor are the top performing D11 elementary 

schools.  The above-mentioned schools were able to post strong scores in both academic 

achievement and growth, thereby laying a dynamic and positive academic framework which can 

hopefully be scaled and emulated at other D11 elementary schools.  Coincidentally, most of these 

schools are over the projected student enrollment numbers for the current academic year, lending 

credence to the theory that SPF and overall student achievement data go in hand in hand with 

enrollment numbers.  The DAC wants to particularly applaud high FRL schools such as Columbia, 

Henry, Bristol, Taylor, Penrose and Edison for posting robust SPF scores and not letting high FRL 

numbers serve as an impediment to student achievement. 

CMAS Data from the last three years indicate that Audubon, Keller, Martinez, Wilson, and West 

Elementary Schools are exhibiting considerable concerns as far as academic scores.  It is the 

opinion of the DAC that these schools would benefit this year from proactive early intervention as 

far as additional resources to reverse this downward trend (resources and guidance like what ACT 

schools receive). 

Buena Vista, Fremont, Midland, Adams, Queen Palmer, Twain, and McAuliffe are schools that 

are of concern (some more than the other).  Some of these schools have rebounded to some extent 

this past academic year but must demonstrate sustained durability over a period of time. 



Overall, the subgroups “Students with Disabilities” and “English Language Learners” posted the 

lowest scale scores as far as academic achievement in D11 elementary schools. 

The overall performance of District 11 Middle Schools is average at best, receiving a rating of 

Improvement with 50.5% of points earned.  Holmes Middle School has posted consistent steady 

scores as far as both academic achievement and growth over the past three years and could be 

considered the top performing D11 Middle School.  The data from Russell is inconsistent (better 

scores in ELA, but math scores are less than adequate).  North and West Middle Schools rebounded 

well this year and must continue to sustain that upward trend.  Jenkins is of mild concern showing 

some downward trend in both SPF and growth scores.  Mann and Sabin posted improved scores 

but should continue to receive additional support and resources.  Swigert and Galileo are schools 

of HIGH CONCERN.  Both are in Year 2 of Priority Improvement and are trending in downward 

direction as far as academics.  These schools will fall under Performance Watch when the new 

House Bill 18-1355 takes effect next academic year and as such are subject to potential statutory 

actions. 

In general, CMAS test data indicated that District 11 Middle Schools are not performing 

adequately in Math and Science.  The Subgroups “Students with Disabilities” and “English 

Language Learners” posted very low academic achievement scores (less than 10 percentile rank). 

District 11 High Schools received a rating of Improvement with 51.3% of points earned in the 

DPF.  Palmer, Coronado, and Doherty are exhibiting steady positive trend with a few concerns 

among certain subgroups.  Mitchell is a school of HIGH CONCERN.  Mitchell is in Year 3 of 

Priority Improvement and is trending in a downward direction as far as academics.  Mitchell will 

fall under Performance Watch when the new House Bill 18-1355 takes effect next academic year 

and as such will be immediately subject to potential statutory actions. 

In general, CMAS test data indicates that District 11 High Schools are not performing adequately 

in Science in all subgroups.  Mean scale scores also indicate that academic achievement is less 

than desirable in both math and evidence-based reading & writing. 

Suggestions: 

Mr. Jeremy Koselak and the team at ALL have developed a comprehensive plan of improvement 

for ACT schools.  It is the fervent opinion of the DAC that BOE support the development and 

implementation of a similar approach at all District 11 schools.  It may be necessary to scale this 

approach to a few more D11 schools before a full-scale implementation at all schools. 

In the development of the last UDIP, Mr. David Engstrom proposed a series of new, aligned district 

benchmark assessments using a schedule of assessed standards for ELA and Math.  The DAC 

strongly concurs that these Galileo K-12 revised assessments would provide better data that would 

proactively benefit our schools and district. 

Overall, there is a need for increased focus and rigor at our Middle and High Schools.  All areas 

of improvement should be further studied, but math and science are particular areas of concern 



The science CMAS test results are concerning and inconsistent.  There is a demonstrated need to 

examine the instructional approach at our schools.  It may be advisable to look at the currency and 

alignment of curriculum.  It may also be necessary to study if the current science kits need to be 

updated or modified to match the curriculum at our elementary schools. 

Galileo K-12 assessments do not test the student’s writing abilities.  A consistent and definitive 

approach to gauge a student’s growth and progress as far as writing abilities must be developed. 

Several of our schools are performing exceeding well and are reasons for celebration.  Some of 

these schools have been able to overcome high FRL numbers and post consistent, sustained, high 

academic scores.  It is necessary to model the approaches of these successful schools by capturing 

their overall school academic culture and transferring it through our district. 

 

 


