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Elementary and Middle School Total Rating 

% of Category % of Overall Rating 

Achievement 
(40%) 

ELA Achievement 12/36= 33.3% 33.3% of 40%= 13.33% 

Math Achievement 12/36= 33.3% 33.3% of 40%= 13.33% 

Science Achievement 12/36= 33.3% 33.3% of 40%= 13.33% 

Growth 
(60%) 

ELA Growth 11/26= 42.3% 42.3% of 60%= 25.38% 

Math Growth 11/26= 42.3% 42.3% of 60%= 25.38% 

ELP 4/26= 15.4% 15.4% of 60%= 9.24% 

● % of overall rating may vary slightly depending on n size of disaggregated groups 



COLORAOO _,,_.,_ 2025 Preliminary School Performance Framework 

9624: Willow Creek Elementary School I 0130: Cherry Creek 5 Grade Le11els: E • (1 Year) 

Plan Type Official Rating based on SINGLE-YEAR SPF Report 
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ELA Achievement = 12 Points possible 
● 8 for All Students 
● 1 for FRL Eligible 
● 1 for Minority (Non-White) 
● 1 for MLs (NEP, LEP, FEP-M) 
● 1 for Students with Disabilities 
● 1 bonus point for READ 

Elementary ELA Achievement 

Percentile Scaled Score Cut Point Rating 
Points for 

“All Students” 
Points for Each 

Disaggregated Group 
0- 14th Below 722.3 Does Not Meet 2 0.25 

15th- 49th 722.3 Approaching 4 0.5 

50th- 84th 739.5 Meets 6 0.75 

85th- 99th 755.9 Exceeds 8 1 

Elementary ELA Achievement (13.3% of SPF Rating) 

ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

CMAS-&!gl ~ Ext'.ffd~ 

27 77.1% 717.5 0.0010 

23 92.0'lio 742-3 56 0.75/1 M ts 

88 92.9'11, 76Ll 92 1.00,/1 Ex!Mds 

28 96.8'11, 746.2 65 0.7511 Meets 

24 73.5'1/, 719.0 8 0.2511 OaasNotMeat 



Elementary Math Achievement 

Percentile Scaled Score Cut Point Rating 
Points for

 “All Students” 
Points for Each 

Disaggregated Group 

0- 14th Below 719.1 Does Not Meet 2 0.25 

15th- 49th 719.1 Approaching 4 0.5 

50th- 84th 734.3 Meets 6 0.75 

85th- 99th 751.9 Exceeds 8 1 

Elementary Math Achievement (13.3% of SPF Rating) 

Math Achievement = 12 Points possible 
● 8 for All Students 
● 1 for FRL Eligible 
● 1 for Minority (Non-White) 
● 1 for MLs (NEP, LEP, FEP-M) 
● 1 for Students with 

Disabilities 

ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

Ex s 
23 92.<m 743. 69 M 

88 759.2 93 Extffd~ 
28 757.7 2 Exeffd~ 

23 720..3 17 



Elementary Science Achievement 

Percentile Scaled Score Cut Point Rating Points for All Students 
Points for Each 

Disaggregated Group 

0- 14th Below 717.9 Does Not Meet 2 0.25 

15th- 49th 717.9 Approaching 4 0.5 

50th- 84th 736.9 Meets 6 0.75 

85th- 99th 753.2 Exceeds 8 1 

Elementary Science Achievement (13.3% of SPF Rating) 

Science Achievement= 12 Points possible 
● 8 for All Students 
● 1 for FRL Eligible 
● 1 for Minority (Non-White) 
● 1 for MLs (NEP, LEP, FEP-M) 
● 1 for Students with Disabilities 

ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

n<16 

26 
n<16 

n<16 

93.1'16 762.7 96 1.00,1 

0.00,0 

0.00 0 

E.x s 



Elementary Achievement Points & Percent  (40% of SPF Rating) 
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

93.1 
16 

TOTA 

62.7 

56 
92 

65 

2 

17 

97 

96 

Exe s 
Exe s 

A proachin9 

Exe s 

Exe s 
0.00 0 

0.00 0 

31.00 33 Ex s 



Growth 

Percentile Rating 
Points for 

“All Students” 
Points for Each 

Disaggregated Group 

0- 34 Does Not Meet 2 0.25 

35- 49 Approaching 4 0.5 

50- 64 Meets 6 0.75 

65- 99 Exceeds 8 1 

Elementary Academic Growth (60% of Rating) 

ELA Growth = 12 Points possible 
● 8 for All Students 
● 1 for FRL Eligible 
● 1 for Minority (Non-White) 
● 1 for MLs (NEP, LEP, FEP-M) 
● 1 for Students with Disabilities 

Math Growth = 12 Points possible 
● 8 for All Students 
● 1 for FRL Eligible 
● 1 for Minority (Non-White) 
● 1 for MLs (NEP, LEP, FEP-M) 
● 1 for Students with Disabilities 

ELP Growth (WIDA ACCESS) 
● 2 for MGP 
● 2 for % on Track 

ACADEMIC GROWTH 

CMAS - Engl sh 151 62.0 6_00/8 M ts 

Lo.nguag Art~ 
n< 20 0.00.10 

inorityStud nts S7 62.0 0.75,11 M ts 

t lingu I Leam ;, 20 55.S 0.75/1 M ts 

IS n< 20 0.00!0 

CMAS-Math 150 66.0 8_00,18 Ett s 

~-,'lleduced-Price Lunch EJi9 n< 20 0.00,.0 

inorityStud ts 57 64.0 0.75/1 M ts 

u t lingual lA!amen n<20 0.0010 

IS n<20 0.00,10 

Engli.t, Lit gu n<20 0-00,10 
Proricil!fl<y 

On Track to El Proficiency n<20 0_00,10 

TOTAL 16.25 19 Meets 



I Notice, I Wonder 
A structure for analyzing data descriptively and inferentially. “I notice” statements are grounded in evidence from the data. “I 
wonder” statements are not conclusions about the data but questions/inferences generated by the data. 

I notice… 
● Example: 

○ I notice that 75% of students are in the No Risk category while 10% of students are in the High Risk category 
● Non-Example: 

○ I notice that the students did well in reading and math. 

I wonder… 
● Example: 

○ I wonder which specific skills within General Math students already know and which they need more support 
with. I wonder what other data could give me this information. 

● Non-Example: 
○ I wonder why our students did poorly on the open response items. 



3rd Grade ELA 

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

Accountability 
Rating 

Meets Exceeds Exceeds Meets 

32.5% 
(n = 27) 

14.6% 
(n = 12) 20.2% 

(n = 18) 
13.3% 13.3% 13.4% 

(n = 11) (n = 11) 10.1% 
(n = 10) 

{1.4~ 

764.7 
7 7.2 753.5 

756.2 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



4th Grade ELA 

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

Accountability 
Rating 

Meets Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

20.3% 
(n = 14) 24.4% 

(n = 22) 

759.1 761.5 

34.5% 
(n = 30) 

753_3.....,,_..-------------15 .1 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



4th Grade ELA Growth 

Median Growth 
Percentile (MGP) 

Accountability 
Rating 

Approaching Meets Meets Meets 

64.0 61.5 ___.,. __________ _ 
53.0 

42.0 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



5th Grade ELA 

Accountability 
Rating

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

17.7% 9.6% 
(~-:5 ) <!.1~ 
n=2) n=4 

780.1 
nJ.2 773.3 

773.8 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



5th Grade ELA Growth 

Median Growth 
Percentile (MGP) 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

90.5••-----=~·~------
87.0 ◄75.0 

2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



3rd Grade Math 

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

33.7% 20.2% 
23.7% 

(n = 28) (n = 17) 
21.3% (n = 18) 
(n = 19) 

17.9% 
10.8% (n = 15) (!/JI (lft) 4.8% 

n=1 

759. 
753.1 

758.2 
753.0 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



4th Grade Math 

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Meets Exceeds Exceeds 

31.4% 
(n = 22) 

33.3% 
(n = 30) 24.7% 

(n = 18) 

11.0% 
(n =8) 

753.4 

24.1% 
(n = 21) 

752.1--------------752.2 
747.3 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



4th Grade Math Growth 

Median Growth 
Percentile (MGP) 

Accountability 
Rating 

Meets Meets Meets 

54.o-------------ss.o 
50.0 

2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



5th Grade Math 

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

22.2% 14.7% 
(n = 18) 10.8% 22.3% (n = 10) 

(n = 8) (n = 21) 
8.1% 13.2% 

!- 6.4% 
(n =9) (n =6) 

767.6 
763.5 767.3 

766.4 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



5th Grade Math Growth 

Median Growth 
Percentile (MGP) 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2024-25 



5th Grade Science 

Accountability 
Rating 

Exceeds Exceeds Exceeds 

Benchmark 
Levels 

Mean Scaled 
Score 

22.6% 22.1% 

16.7% 
(n = 21) (n = 15) 

(n = 12) 
4.2% 8.6% 8.8% 
(n = 3) (n =8) (n =6) 

762.0 764.5 
76 .2 



ELA Benchmark Levels: Disaggregated 
Asian students 

Black students 

Hispanidlalino students 

White students 

2+ students 

In Program MLs (NEP & 
LEP) 

Non-MLs 

Students in Special 
Education 

Students not in Special 
Education 
Students in Gifted and 
Talented 
Students not in Gifted and 
Talented 
students Eligible for Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
Students not Eligible Free 
and Reduced Lunch 

Female students 

Male students 
12.9"4 

(N • 13) 

21.9% 
= 43) 

19.1% 
= 22) 

26.1% 
(N = 6) 

---- ----



Math Benchmark Levels: Disaggregated 
Asian students 

Black students 

Hispanidlatino students 

White students 

2+ students 

In Program MLs (NEP & 
LEP) 

Non-MLs 

Students in Special 
Education 

Students not in Special 
Education 

Students in Gifted and 
Talented 
Students not in Gifted and 
Talented 
Students El1gfble for Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
Students not Eligible Free 
and Reduced Lunch 

Female students 

Male students 



Science Benchmark Levels: Disaggregated 
Asian students 

Hispanidlalino students 
40.0% 

= 2) 

White students 8.1% 24.3% 
=3) (N = Q) 

2+ students 15.4% 
=2) 

In Program Mls (NEP & 33.3% 
LEP) (N•1) 

Non-MLs 8.11% 24 1% 
(N =5) = 4) 

students in Special 
Education 

Students not in Special 
Education 
Students in Gifted and 
Talented 
Students not in Gifted and 
Talented 
Students Efigible for Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
students not Eligible Free 
and Reduced Lunch 

Female students 
10.3% 3.8% 
(N •3) = 4) 

Male students 
0.4% 

•3) 



ELA MGP: Disaggregated 
Asian students 162.0 

Black students 37.5 

Hispanic/Latino students 159.5 

White students 62.0 

2+ students 164.0 

In Program Mls (NEP & 
54.0 LEP) 

Non-MLs 64.0 

Students in Special 64.0 
Education 

Students not in Special 61.5 
Education 

students in Gifted and 
Talented 

69.5 

Students not in Gifted and 61.0 
Talented 
Students Eligible for Free 61.0 and Reduced Lunch 
students not Eligible Free 

62.0 and Reduced Lunch 

Female students 61.0 

Male students 64.0 



Math MGP: Disaggregated 
-

Asian students 164.0 
-

Black students 60.5 

Hispanic/Latino students j 57.5 

White students 67.0 

2+ students , 72.5 
--

In Program Mls (NEP & 
LEP) 57.0 

Non-Mls 67.0 

students in Special 71.0 
Education 

Students not in Special 64.0 
Education 
Students in Gifted and 

74.5 Talented 
Students not in Gifted and 60.5 
Talented 
Students Efigible for Free 57.0 
and Reduced Lunch 
Students not Eligible Free 
and Reduced Lunch 

67.0 
-

Female students 62.0 

Male students 69.0 
-
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