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OBJECTIVES

• Provide an overview of the 2026 unofficial CAASPP results, 
including five-year district, school, and grade-level achievement 
trends in English Language Arts, Mathematics, and Science.

• Explore subgroup level data to evaluate achievement of 
English Learners, SED (socioeconomically disadvantaged), and 
SWD (students with disabilities).

• Discuss implications of the assessment results for district 
priorities, instructional improvement efforts, and future 
planning.

Working together for excellence!
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2026 CAASPP TESTING POPULATION
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99.6%
Testing Rate
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LEGEND:  RFEP (Reclassified Fluent English Proficient), SED (Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 
Students),  SWD (Students with Disabilities), GATE (Gifted and Talented Education)

PGE (Parent/Guardian Exemption), NTE (Not Tested due to Emergency)

NOT 
TESTED: 
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District Interpretation Guide: 
Year-to-Year Changes in Proficiency

This guide applies only to district-wide testing population.

Expected 
Variation
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Percent of students meeting or exceeding standard



KEY INSIGHTS

• ELA remains strong but continues to fluctuate, indicating an 
opportunity to strengthen consistency across years. 

• Math demonstrates the clearest sustained upward trajectory, 
suggesting that instructional systems are becoming 
increasingly effective and stable. 

• Science is relatively steady, with modest improvement over 
the five-year period.
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PLC Focus: From Cohort-Dependent Results to 
Predictable Success
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Average scale score shows consistent year 
to year growth. 

2529

2539
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Percent of students meeting or exceeding standard
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Key Insights
Grade 3 has demonstrated the 
strongest upward momentum. 

Upper middle grades (Grades 
6 - 7) continue to be the 
district's strongest performers. 

Grades 5 and 8 warrant closer 
examination. 

Grade 3 improved from 60.5% 
(2024) to 69.3% (2025) and 
70.9% (2026)—a gain of more 
than 10 percentage points over 
three years. This suggests that 
foundational literacy efforts in the 
primary grades are translating into 
stronger achievement as students 
enter CAASPP testing.

Grades 6 and 7 have consistently 
maintained proficiency rates 
between 76% and 81% across all 
three years, with Grade 7 reaching 
its highest performance in 2026 
(79.7%). Their stability suggests 
that instructional practices at these 
grade levels are producing 
consistently strong outcomes.

Both grades show a downward 
trend over the three-year period:

• Grade 5: 74.2% → 72.1% 
→ 65.6% 
• Grade 8: 81.7% → 77.8% 
→ 74.1% 

While these grades continue to 
perform above many statewide 
averages, the decline raises 
important questions about 
curriculum alignment, instructional 
practices, student transitions, or 
cohort-specific needs. 
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Percent of students meeting or exceeding standard
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Percent of students meeting or exceeding standard



SUBGROUP ANALYSIS
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OVERALL: KEY INSIGHTS
1. Based on ELA Scale Score data, student learning is moving in the 

right direction, even when proficiency rates fluctuate. (ELA: +46 
points and Math: +60 points). 

2. Performance remains strong, but there are grade level transitions 
that prove challenging. 

3. Early literacy is paying dividends. Mathematics deserves closer 
attention in the intermediate grades.

4. EUSD schools continue to improve—but variability in performance 
continue to exist. Maidu manifested the highest growth! 

5. There is great opportunity for growth in Science K-5.
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NEXT STEPS: STRATEGIC PRIORITIES 
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VERTICAL 
ALIGNMENT & 
CROSS-GRADE 

COLLABORATION

TARGETED 
PROFESSIONAL 

LEARNING

USE DFP (Distance 
from Proficiency) 
DATA FOR EARLY 
INTERVENTION
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