2025 COLORADO
ACADEMIC
PERFORMANCE DATA

A look at the Colorado School Performance Framework, state assessments,
and how we observe and understand academic performance and growth



Summary of Denver Public Schools 2025
Academic Performance

Gains Year Over Year

Performance improved statewide and
within DPS. DPS saw the gap with the state
close in some areas.

Achievement Gaps Remain Large

There are large, persistent achievement gapsin
DPS. Additionally, most student demographic
groups in DPS are outperformed by their peers
statewide.

Gains Across All Subgroups

Most student demographic groups within
DPS and the state saw growth in 2025,
both in terms of MGP and absolute
oroficiency.

White Students Still Excelling

DPS continues to see positive results for white
students compared to their statewide peers,
exacerbating the achievement gaps.




CMAS: Academic
Proficiency




Small increases in
2025 proficiency
over 2024

Proficiency rates remain below 2019
in literacy.

In 2025, DPS saw small increases in proficiency in
both ELA and math on CMAS compared to 2024.

DPS proficiency rates are still below 2019 in literacy,
demonstrating that students have not fully
recovered from the impacts of the pandemic nearly
five years later. However, they have surpassed 2019
levels in math.

These increases in 2025 were comparable to
iINncreases seen statewide in math, and slightly larger
in ELA (English Language Arts). In both subjects
DPS performance still lags behind the state.
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Students from low-
iIncome households
show improvement,
especially in math

Students from low-income households in DPS saw increases in
proficiency in 2025 when compared to 2024; this increase was
larger in math.

Performance in both subjects is still below 2019, though in math
this is by less than one percentage point.

Students from low-income households in DPS perform below
their peers statewide in both subjects but have narrowed the
gap in math considerable.
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Before looking at gaps
based on income, we

must consider shiftsin
number of students in
each group.
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The number of non-FRL students taking state assessment in
Denver increased considerably in 2025, both as an absolute
number and a percentage of total test takers.
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This is likely a result of the statewide Healthy School Meals for Al :
program which provides all students in participating Colorado

school districts receive free lunch, and while schools still rely on

the FRL application forms for federal funding, we know many

families may not be filling it out now.

Therefore, there are likely numerous students classified as non-
FRL in 2025 that previously would have qualified for free or
reduced-price lunch in prior years
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Large achievement
gaps remain based on
Income

Gaps narrowed but this was largely due to a
decline in performance amongst non low-
income students, likely a result of changing
identification requirements.

DPS's proficiency increasesin 2025 were not equitable across all
student demographic groups. Students from low-income
households had small increases.

Gaps between these groups were over 40 percentage pointsin
ELA and math. While these were smaller thanin 2024 this is
largely due to a declines in performance for non low-income
students..

Gaps by income were slightly larger in DPS than statewide, and
DPS students from low-income households were outperformed
by their peers statewide.
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Large achievement
gaps remain based on
race and ethnicity

However, students from all groups saw
increased performance in 2025.

Gaps between white students and Black and Latino students
were over 45 percentage points in ELA and math, similar to 2024

Gaps by race and ethnicity were larger in DPS than statewide,
and Black and Latino students were outperformed by their peers
statewide, while white students in DPS outperformed white
students statewide.
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Large achievement
gaps remain based on
race and ethnicity

However, students from all groups saw
increased performance in 2025.

Both Black and Latino students saw increases in performance in
both subjects in 2025, though still lag 2019 performance levels.

White students also saw increases and have surpassed 2019
performance levels.
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English Language
Learners (ELLs) in DPS
outperform peers
statewide

However, ELLs" academic performance continues
to decline.

ELLs in DPS outperformed ELLs statewide in both ELA and math.

However, ELLs in both DPS and the state have seen consistent
declines in their performance since 2019, and the gap between DPS

and the state is narrowing.

CMAS ELA Proficiency (ELL Students)

— 11.6 10.8 10 4
94 7.9 . — 1
' 69— 57
2019 2022 2023 2024 2025
—DPS —State
CMAS Math Proficiency (ELL Students)
13.3
\
8.9
6.4 6.5 6.3 6.5

2019 2022 2023 2024 2025

—DPS —State




CMAS: Academic
Growth




DPS students
showed more

Subiect DPS Median Growth
g rowth th an j Percentile (MGP)
pee I"S StateWIde CMAS: English Language Arts 55
(ELA)
In ELA and math, DPS students
made more progress than CMAS: Math -
students statewide. it

An MGP of 50 indicates students are making
the same amount of progress as comparable
peers across the state.



Most student
groups in DPS
showed more
growth than their
peer statewide.

They were still outperformed by
comparison groups within DPS.

Most DPS student demographic groups saw
more growth than those same student groups
statewide (i.e., DPS FRL students saw more
growth than FRL students statewide).

However, most traditionally underserved groups
in DPS saw less growth than their comparison
groups which could lead to widening gaps over
time (i.e., DPS FRL students saw less growth
than DPS Non-FRL students.)
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PSAT & SAT:
Performance
Overview




Improved
proficiency rates
on SAT

Proficiency rates still lag the state
overall.

DPS saw substantially improved proficiency rates on
the 11t grade SAT in both Literacy and math.

Performance is still below the state, but this gap
closed considerable in math.
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Large achievement
gaps remain by income

Math performance for all groups does
outpace state peers.

DPS continues to have large achievement gaps when students
from low-income households to those not.

In math, despite large gaps, both groups in DPS do outpace their
statewide peers.

Students from low-income households did see substantive
performance increase in both subjects this year; this increase was
6 percentage pointsin ELA and 4 in math.
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Large achievement
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All groups saw some
improvement in 2025

All student groups saw increases in proficiency ratesin 2025.

Latino students saw the largest improvements in both subjects-4.7
percentage pointsin ELA and 5.1in math.
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DPS high school
students showed
growth on par with
their peers statewide

Subgroup growth varied for DPS high
school students.

An MGP of 50 indicates students are making the same
amount of progress as comparable peers across the state.

In PSAT and SAT literacy and math, DPS students showed
growth comparable their peers statewide.

Additionally, many student demographic groups (e.qg.,
based on income, race or ethnicity) in DPS had low growth
on the PSAT and SAT, which could create widening gaps.
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Performance
By School Type




C MAS E LA SCO res When looking solely at overall proficiency rates,

innovation zone schools outperform all other school

va ry by SCh OOI governance types in ELA.
g Ove r n a n Ce type However, when looking at subgroup performance we

see that this trend varies. Charter schools
outperform all school types with Black students by a

Autonomous schools have hlgher large margin. Innovation Zone one and charter
proﬁuency rates for most schools outperform with Latino students and FRL
traditionally underserved student students as well.
groups.
2025 CMAS ELA Proficiency By Governance
90% 0(y83 A)
o 68%
. 959%
45% 88 429,
40% 35% 35%
(o) o)
(o) 19(y0
20% 17 A) 140/
11%12% 9% 9% 9% 9% ’
0 All Students Black Students Latino Students White Students FRL Students ELL Students SPED Students
B Charter ®Innovation ™ Zone District-Managed




CMAS Math scores
vary by school
governance type

Autonomous schools have higher

proficiency rates for most
traditionally underserved student as well.
groups.

When looking solely at overall proficiency rates,
innovation zone schools outperform all other school
governance types by a large margin in math.

However, when looking at subgroup performance we
see that this trend varies. Charter schools
outperform all school types with Black students by a
large margin. Innovation Zone and charter schools
outperform with Latino students and FRL students
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AcCross
governance
types there are
schools with
strong growth.

In ELA, district-managed schools had the
smallest percentage of schools with MGP over
50 at 54% while innovation Zone schools had the
highest at 63%.

In math, innovation schools had the highest
percentage of schools with an MGP over 50 at
65%.
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Charter school
performance

increased in
2025.

In ELA, charter schools and innovation schools
both saw significant increases in proficiency.

In math, charters saw an increase of over 4
percentage points.
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SAT performance
also varies by

g r n a n C E ¢ DPS 2025 PSAT/SAT Performance By Governance

70.0%

60.0% 58OOA)

54.1%

49.3%

ELA

m Charter ®Innovation m District-Managed

50.0%

40.0%

34.7% 35.8%

I : I

Math

District-managed schools were the highest
performing on PSAT and SAT. However, charter
and innovation schools serve higher percentages
of students from traditionally underserved

groups that likely contribute to these results.

20.0%

Additionally, many of the highest performing
high schools are charter schools.




Strong outliers
Rocky

exist across Mountain Prep ll DCIS Baker
school Creekside

governance
type

There are schools across
governance types serving large
numbers of students from low-
income households and

delivering strong results for DSST GVR

these students.
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