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Terminology

Raw Score = This is the number of items correct out of the total number of items, including rubric
scores for essays.

Scaled Score = This is a 3-digit number that takes into account the difficulty of the questions and
are adjusted to ensure consistency across different test forms and years.

Achievement = Scaled scores fall in one of 4 achievement categories: Not Meeting Expectation
(NM), Partially Meeting Expectation (PM), Meeting Expectations (M) or Exceeding Expectations (E).
Proficiency = Students that meet or exceed expectation are considered proficient.

SGP (Student Growth Percentile) = The SGP score ranges from 1to 99 and represents a student’s
growth relative to other students with a similar test score history and focuses on the amount of
academic growth the student made compared to their peers. An SGP score of 50 indicates typical
or average growth, meaning the student grew at a rate similar to half of their peers. A score above
50 suggests the student grew faster than most of their peers, while a score below 50 means the
student’s growth was slower than average. The goal for an SGP is between 40 and 60.

DESE quide to understanding SGP



https://docs.google.com/document/d/1QIBNx5YiNN7Ej5hY-u_Mtv91A3ZXag7vhMH8UYQyf7o/edit?usp=sharing

More Than a Score:
A Guide to Student Growth
Percentiles (SGP)

Measures Growth, Not Just Achievement

SGP tracks a student's
progress from one year
to the next.

991

21-40:
Low Growth

How to Interpret SGP

Two Students, Same Score, Different Growth

MCAS Score:
Met Expectations

MCAS Score:
Met Expectations

SGP: 72
(High Growth)

SGP: 25
(Low Growth)

SGPs Range from 1 to 99

Academic Peers:

Students statewide with a
similar history of MCAS
test scores.

A higher number indicates
more growth compared to
academic peers.

61-80:
High
Growth
41-60:
Moderate
Growth

Simone
‘ f/ CAny Student Can Show High Growth)

Growth is possible regardless of a student's
achievement level (e.g., Meeting Expectations).

A NotebookLM
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Achievement: Comparable Districts

% Meet/Exceed by District - ELA Avg SGP by District - ELA
Previous Year @% M+E Previous Year @ Avg SGP
sudoury I 7% sudoury I 59
Acton-Boxborough _ 67% Acton-Boxborough _ 57
seimont | G9% seimont N 54
Concort. I 73% Concort. I 55
Lodngron N 75% Loxngton | 2
tincoin 57% tnconn [ 52
Necchar N 725% Neechar | ¢
Waytand - [ 73% Wayland - [ 56
welesey [ 75 wellesey I 57
weston I 7 weson N 55
winchester O 71 winchester | 5
0% 50% 100% 0 50 100

Overall achievement for SPS is the 5th highest score out of 11 comparable districts.
SPS has the 7th highest achievement score in the state.

Overall SGP for SPS is 3rd highest out of 11 comparable districts.

SPS has the 10th highest SGP score in the state.



@ ELA Results: Pre- and Post-Pandemic (3-8)

Comparison of ELA Achievement Grades 3-8
(Pre / Post-pandemic)
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ELA Results: Pre- and Post-Pandemic (3-8)

Average Scaled Score

Comparison of ELA Average Scaled Score Grades 3-8
(Pre / Post-pandemic)
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? ELA Results: Pre- and Post-Pandemic (3-8)

Comparison of ELA Mean SGP Grades 3-8 (Pre / Post-
pandemic)
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ELA Results

ELA All Students Achievement 2023-2025
2023 W 2024 W 2025 | State 2025
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ELA Achievement and Growth by Grade Level
G4 G5 @G6 @ G7 @ G8
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ELA Results

% Meets & Exceeds
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Longitudinal Achievement by Student Cohort
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ELA: Curriculum Analysis for Writing

This is the first year that essays were scored using an Al system. Trained readers scored and calibrated samples for each rubric

level. Those samples were fed to the Al system to establish an algorithm. 100% of the remaining students’ essays are scored
using Al, and human scorers provide a confirmation score for 10% of all samples. Several districts in MA received incorrect
scores and were delayed in receiving accurate data. Sudbury was not cited as one of those districts.

% of possible points

Grades 3-8 Writing Production

Il 2023 W 2024 W 2025 State

3 4 5 6
Grade Level

8th graders in Sudbury earned 59%.
Grade 8 in comparable districts:
Weston: 59%

Wellesley: 54%

Lexington: 60%

Concord: 63%




ELA: Curriculum Analysis for Writing

Cohort Achievement for Writing Production
2023 W 2024 W 2025
60
2
£ 40
s o 42
o 37
% 32
All cohorts increased or | g
maintained their achievement | < 20
score with the exception of our | ¢
current 8th grade. However,
the trend shows that our 8th 0
graders fare well year over year. Current 4th  Current 5th  Current 6th Current 7th  Current8th  Current 9th




District Summary: ELA

e All grades and all cohorts earned higher achievement scores from
last year.

e Overall achievement for SPS is the 5th highest score out of 11
comparable districts, and in the state.

e Eighth graders earned the 4th highest achievement score in the
state. Their overall achievement has surpassed pre-Covid levels.

e All schools and all grades meet or exceed growth expectations.

e Overall SGP for SPS is 3rd out of 11 comparable districts.

e SPS has the 7th highest SGP score in the state, surpassing our
pre-Covid level.




Impacts on Teaching and Learning

e We are in year one of a new ELA program implementation. Teaching has been
impacted by shifting away from a leveled/skill-based curriculum to a
knowledge-based curriculum. Reading, language skills, and writing are all incorporated
into the core lesson plans.

e We are shifting from a “mile wide and an inch deep” approach to an “inch wide and
mile deep” approach. Students spend more time with focus topics of study where
they read, think, write, and discuss their reading and writing on a daily basis. All
students are exposed to high-quality, complex literature with scaffolds in place to
ensure equitable access.

e This shift will have immediate impact. There are many factors outside of the curricular
content that affect impact which include: new routines and expectations, instructional
time and pacing; teacher learning curve, educator and student skill development, and
efficacy with assessment data to name a few. Many studies tell us the full impact of a
new program may take up to 3 years to come to fruition.

e Two grade 6 ELA teachers are currently piloting one EL module and are monitoring the
iImpact on teaching and learning to make informed decisions for the future. I
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The Civics MCAS has two parts:
e End-of-Course Test (multiple choice, etc. with data, sources, short passages)
e Performance Task (3 - 4 passages, sources, or data points with series of open response items)

e Achievement Data
e Curriculum Data
e Summary & Impact




Civics Results
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Civics Achievement 2025

District

State

Student Groups

Civics Achievement in Comparable Districts 2025

Sudbury 76
Acton-Boxborough 63
Belmont 81

Concord
Lexington
Lincoln
Needham
Wayland
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Weston

Winchester
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72

69
81
71
70
77
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For overall achievement, Sudbury earned the 5th highest score
in the state and the 3rd highest amongst comparable districts.




Civics:

Curriculum Analysis
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Civics Curriculum Analysis

B ECMS ® State

Domains of Standards

Areas of strength include the Constitution, amendments, and landmark
Supreme Court decisions, as well as structures of state and local government.
Areas for improvement include citizens' rights & responsibilities, as well as the
institutions of U.S. government.



Civics: Curriculum Analysis

Civics Achievement by Practice

B ECMS State
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Civic Practices




i'l District Summary: Civics & Government

e Overall achievement for SPS is the 3rd highest score out of 11
comparable districts.

e SPS earned the 5th highest achievement score in the state.

e Areas of strength include the Constitution, amendments, and landmark
Supreme Court decisions, as well as structures of state and local
government.

e Areas for improvement include citizens' rights & responsibilities, as well
as the institutions of U.S. government.

e Content knowledge and analyzing sources are areas of strength. Content

application and reasoning are areas of growth.
‘ <
!
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Impacts on Teaching and Learning

Teaching content in the context of the real world (when
appropriate) has shown to be one effective approach to
teaching and learning.

Analyzing primary and secondary sources continues to be a
foundational component of instruction starting in Kindergarten.
Educators will seek opportunities for building students'
knowledge around citizens'’ rights and institutions of the U.S.
government.

The Civic Action Project is likely to have had a large impact on
our high achievement for state and local government.




K’j , Mathematics

e Achievement Data
e Curriculum Data
e Summary & Impact




Achievement: Comparable Districts

Avg SGP by District - Math % Meet/Exceed by District - Math
Previous Year @Avg SGP Previous Year @ % M+E
subory N 59 sudbury N 73%
Acton-Boxborough [ ©S Acton-Boxborough _ 69%
seimont. | 49 semont N 7%
Concord | 49 Concord | 69%
Lesington N 59 Lexington | 757
tncoln” [ 57 Lol | 56%
Neecha [ 63 Needrar | 7%
wayiond N 55 wayiand |  75%
welesey [ 52 welesiey. [ 7%
wesor N 5 weston N 7%
Winchester _ 60 Winchester - 74%
0 50 100 0% 50% 100%

Overall achievement is 5th highest out of 11 comparable districts
SPS has the 8th highest achievement level in the state (average 73%)
Overall SGP for SPS is 3rd highest out of 11 comparable districts

SPS has the 16th highest SGP in the state (average 58.5)



Math Results: Pre- and Post- Pandemic (3-8

Comparison of Mathematics Achievement in Grades 3-8
(Pre- and Post- Pandemic)
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Math Results: Pre- and Post- Pandemic (3-8

MCAS in Grades 3-8 (Pre- and Post- Pandemic)
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Math Results: Pre- and Post- Pandemic (3-8

Comparison of Mean SGP on Mathematics MCAS in Grades
3-8 (Pre- and Post- Pandemic)
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Math Results

MATH All Students Achievement 2023-2025
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Math Results

Longitudinal Achievement by Student Cohort

2023 | 2024 B 2025
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Math Achievement and Growth by Grade Level
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Math Curriculum Analysis and Spotlight

Average Correct % by Standard - Math
State @ District

Expressions and Equations m
Geometry
Ratios and Proportional R...
Statistics and Probability m

The Number System

0% 50%

100%

Statistics and Probability - Statistical
Variability

Domains in Grade 6

Average % Correct Over Time - Math




6.SPA.1
08. Distinguish statistical questions from non-statistical questions.

20. Identify multiple statistical questions.

A student made a list of questions to gather data about a local movie theater. She will ask a sample of her classmates to
answer the questions. Which of the following are statistical questions?

Select the three statistical questions.

What is the address of the theater?

How many action movies did you watch last month?

At what time did the first movie begin last Saturday?

What is the total number of movies you saw at the theater last year?

What kind of snack did you buy the last time you went to the theater?




Math Summary

e We have been commended by the Commissioner of Education for reaching
our pre-pandemic levels in 3-8 MCAS Math. Our Achievement and Scaled
Scores match our 2019 rates and our SGP surpassed our 2019 rate.

e Our current 8th grade cohort increased their scores from 62% to 76%
Meeting or Exceeding Standards.

e GCrade 3, 6, and 8 all had increases of at least 7 percentage points from the
previous year.



Impact on Teaching & Learning

e Data discussions are taking place within schools, teams, and teachers.
e Continuing to increase fractions instruction in grade 3 - PD for that grade level in
January

e Some shifts in scope & sequence at Curtis to move content closer to the beginning of
the year and then reinforce it throughout. For example, Grade 6 moved their Statistics
Unit to the fall instead of in April. Additionally, Grade 7 moved their work with integers
to the beginning of the school year to help the transition of our students from 6th to
/th grade.

e Intervention support is available at each school through data meetings, IST, and the
intervention referral process at Curtis.
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- Science Technology and Engineeringgy

e Achievement Data
e Curriculum Data
e Summary & Impact




District achievement in STE - comparable districts

% Meet/Exceed by District - Science
Previous Year @ % M+E

sudbury [ 73%
Acton-Boxborough _ 70
seimont [ 7S
Concord N 75
Lexington - [ 76
el
Needham [ 7'
Wayiand - [ 77
Wellesiey N 76
Weston I 74
Winchester “ 77

0% 50% 100%

Grade 5 has the 8th highest achievement level in the state (average 79%)
Grade 8 has the 13th highest achievement level in the state (average 67%)




District achievement compared with pre-pandemic levels

Performance Levels Pre-Pandemic and Now - Science Change in *Meevixceed by Grade Level - Science
@ Not Meeting Partially Meeting @ Meeting @ Exceeding ®5 8
100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

+2%

0%
2019 2025 2019 2025

Overall growth compared with 2019 is approximately +3%



Grade 5

Curriculum Focus

Average Correct %

State @ District

Earth and Space Science

Life Science

Physical Science

Technology/Engineering

by Standard - Science

70%

69%

68%

77%

0% 50% 100%

Grade 8

Average Correct % by Standard - Science

State @ District

Earth and Space Science
Life Science
Physical Science
Technology/Engineering

0% 50% 100%




zy" District Summary and Impact on Learning for Science

e SPS students outperformed students in the Commonwealth.

e We have met or exceeded pre-pandemic achievement levels.

e [tem analysis: The questions with the greatest inconsistency in
scores focused on using science practices, problem solving and
constructing responses with evidence.

e MCAS is undergoing significant changes and scores in coming years
will likely reflect a time of “calibration”.

e Review and revision of K-5 curriculum as well as 3 year
iImplementation of Open Sci Ed curriculum in grades 6-8 is aimed to
address inconsistency in scores and the changing focus at the state

level. /,
e
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Appendix

e Accountability Data by School
e Accountability Data by Subgroup
e Subgroup Data




School Accountability Percentiles

School Accountability Information t the Data

[ e

Ephraim Curtis Middle Not requinng assistance or iIntervention gs  +1
General John Nixon Elementary Not requinng assstance of iIntervention a7 +1
Israel Lonng School Not requinng assstance of intervention 83 -3
Josiah Haynes Not requinng assstance of intervention 97 +5

Peter Noyes Not requinng assistance of intervention 95 46




SPS: District-Based Accountability

Annual criterion-referenced target percentage

Weight

Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage
(2024 x 40%) + (2025 x 60%)

Meeting or exceeding targets

2025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets
Indicator All Students Lowest Performing Students

(Non-high school grades)

Accountability:

English language arts 4 4 - 4 4
achievement
P ro g re S S Achievement Mathematics achievement = - 3 4
Science achievement 4 4 -
TOW a r d Achievement total 12 12 60.0 7 8 67.5
English language arts growth 3 4 - 3 -
Growth Mathematics growth 3 4 - 4 4
Improvement - § 5 S 5 225
Four-year cohort graduation - -
rate
Ta rg et S High school completion Extended engagement rate - -
Annual dropout rate - =
High school completion total - - - - - -
Progress toward attaining English language  English language proficiency 3 4 10.0 - - -
proficiency total
Chronic absenteeism 4 - - 3 -
Additional indicators ’;‘g;'“;‘gf:'f”““e"“’”‘
Additional indicators total 4 4 10.0 3 4 10.0
Weighted total 9.1 9.6 - 6.6 7.6
Percentage of possible points 95% - 87%
2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 91%




School-based Accountability: Curtis

Annual cienon-referenced target percentage 769 88%
Weight 40% 509¢
Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage 83%

(2024 x 409%) + (2025 x 609¢)

Meetng or exceeding targets

P0O25 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward

All Students Lowest Performing Students
(Non-high school grades) (Non-high school grades)
Points Total possible Points Total possible | Weight
points earned points %%
English language arts 2 B - 4 4 -
achsevement

Achievement Mathematcs achievement - 4 - 3 4
Science achevement 3 - -
Achievement total 1n 12 675 8 675
Enghsh language arts growth 3 4 3 4
Growth Mathemanics growth 3 4 - 4 4
Growth total 6 8 225 7 8 225
Four-year cohort graduatiorn
rate
High school completion Extended engagement rate
Annual dropout rate
High school completion total - - - - - -
Progress toward attaining English language  English language proficiency - - - - - -
proficlency total
Chronic absenteesm 3 - 3 4
Advanced Coursewo
Adation indicators .
Additional Indicators total 3 B 100 3 R 100
Weighted total 9.1 10.3 6.6 76
Percentage of possible paints B88% - 87%

2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 88%




School-based Accountability: Haynes

Annual creenon-referenced target percentage 89¥ 1008
Weight 40 609
Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage 96%

(2024 x 40%) + (2025 x 6096)

Meeting or exceeding targets

025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets

Indicator All Students Lowest Performing Students
(Non-high school grades) (Non-high school grades)
Points Total possible Points Total possible
earned points points

English language arts = - - < <
achsevement
Achlevement Mathemancs achievement - - - -
Science achievement 2 4 - -
Achievement total 12 12 675 8 8 675
English language arts growth 4 4 4 4
Growth Mathemancs growth 4 4 4 4
Growth total 8 8 225 8 8 225
Four-year cohort graduation - - -
rate
High school completion Extended engagement rate -
Annual dropout rate - - =
High school completion total - - - - - -
Progress toward attaining English language  English language proficiency - - - - - -
proficiency total
Chromsc absente 2 2 4 4
Adaiona nccators e — |
Additional indicators total S 4 100 - 4 100
Weighted total 103 10.3 7.6 76
Percentage of possible points 1004 - 1009

2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 100%




School-based Accountability: Loring

Annual ctenon-reterenced target percentage B0% 60
Weight 40% 605
Cumulative Criterlon-referenced target percentage 68%

(2024 x 409%) + (2025 x 6096)

Substanbal progress toward targets

025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets

Indicator All Students Lowest Performing Students
(Non-high school grades) (Non-high school grades)

Total possible | Weight Points Total possible | Weight
points earned points %

age arns 0 4 - - <

English langu
achsevement

Achievement Mathematics achievement 3 4 3 -
Science achevement 0 4 - -
Achievement total 3 12 675 7 8 675
English language arts growth 3 2 - 3 4
Growth Mathematics growth 3 4 3 4
Growth total 6 8 225 6 8 225
Four-year cohort graduation
rate
High school completion Extended engagement rate
Annual dropout rate
High school completion total - - . - - -
Progress toward attaining English language  English language proficiency - - - - - -
proficlency total
Chronic absenteesm 3 3 3 4
A Eicature ,-f’ {p.‘ ‘e:xi:‘nc oursework
Additional indicators total 3 4 100 3 4 100
Weighted total 3.7 103 6.4 7.6
Percentage of possible points 36% 84

2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 60%




School-based Accountability: Nixon

Annual critenon-reterenced target percentage 93% 899%
Weight 40% 809
Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage 90%

Meeting or exceeding targets

PO25 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets

All Students Lowest Performing Students
(Non-high school grades) (Non-high school grades)
Points Total possible Po possible eight
earned points %
4

English language arts 2 2 - 3 -
acheevement

Achlevement Mathemancs achievement 4 4 3 4
Science achievement - 3
Achievement total 12 12 675 6 8 675
English language arts growth 3 4 3 <

Growth Mathemancs growth 4 4 - 4 4
Growth total 7 8 225 7 8 225
Four-year cohort graduation - - - - - -
rate

High school completion Extended engagement rate - - - - - -
Annual dropout rate - - - - - =
High school completion total - - - - - -

Progress toward attaining English language  English language proficiency - - - - - -
proficiency total

Chromc absenteesm 2 2 - 4 4

Advanced coursework
Additional Indicators completion

Additional Indicators total 4 B 100 4 4 100
Weighted total 101 10.3 6.0 7.6
Percentage of possible points 983 - 79%

2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 89%




School-based Accountability: Noyes

Annual cenon-reterenced target percentage B7T% 87%
Weight 40 509¢
Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage a7

(2024 x 4096) + (2025 x 609)

Meeting or exceeding targets
1025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward Improvement targets

All Students Lowest Performing Students
(Non-high school grades) (Non-high school grades)

| et e
& points earned points
English language arts < - - 3 <
achsevement
Achlevement Mathematcs achievement - - 3 -
Science achievement 4 4 - X .
Achlevement total 12 12 675 6 8 675
English language arts growth 4 4 3 4
Growth Mathemancs growth 3 4 - 3 -
Growth total 7 8 225 6 8 225
Four-year cohort graduation - - -
rate
High school completion Extended engagement rate -
Annual dropout rate - -
High school completion total - - . - - -
Progress toward attaining English language  English language proficiency - - - - - -
proficlency total
Chromnec absent 4 4 3 4
Addnional idicators e
Additional Indicators total B B 10.0 3 4 100
Weighted total 10.1 103 - 5.7 7.6
Percentage of possible points 98% 75

2025 Annual critenion-referenced target percentage 87%




Subgroup-based Accountability: Students with Disabilities

Students with Disabilites v

Overall progress toward improvement targets

Annual craenon-referenced target percentage T2 759
Weight 409 609¢
Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage 74%

(2024 x 4096) + (2025 x 6096)

Substanbal progress toward targets

2025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets

Students with Disabilities Student Group
(Non-high school grades)
Total possible points
3 4 -

Enghsh language arts achievement

Mathematics achievement 3 4
Achlevement
Science achesevement 3 <
Achievement total 9 12 675
English language arts growth 3 <
Growth Mathematics growth 3 4
Growth total 6 8 225
Four-year cohort graduation rate
Extended engagement rate
High school completion —
Annual dropout rate - -
High school completion total - - -
Progress toward attaining English language proficiency English language proficiency total - - -
Chrorec absenteessm 3 4
Additional Indicators Advanced coursework completon
Additional indicators total 3 4 10.0
Weighted total 7.7 10.3
Percentage of possible points TS5

2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 75%




Subgroup-based Accountability: Low Income

[Low Income v|

Overall progress toward improvement targets

Annual crienon-referenced target percentage 57% 74%
Weight 40% 5096
Cumulative Criterlon-referenced target percentage 67%

(2024 x 40%) + (2025 x 609¢)

Substantal progress toward targets

2025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets

Indicator Low Income Student Group
(Non-high school grades)
Total possible points | Weight % |
= 4 -

Enghish language arns achievement 3
Mathematics achievement 4 2 -
Achievement
Science achwevement 2 4
Achievement total 9 12 675
Enghish language arts growth 2 4
Growth Mathemancs growth 3 4
Growth total 5 8 225
Four-year cohort graduation rate
Extended engagement rate -
High school completion
Annual dropout rate - -
High school completion total - - -
Progress toward attaining English language proficiency English language proficiency total - - -
Chromec absenteessm N <
Additional Indicators Advanced coursework completon - -
Additional indicators total 4 4 100
Weighted total 76 10.3
Percentage of possible points 74% -

2025 Annual critenon-referenced target percentage 74%




Subgroup-based Accountability: EL / Former EL

|English Learners and Former English Leamers v |

Overall progress toward improvement targets

Annual craenon-referenced target percentage 33% 51%
Weight 409 509
Cumulative Criterion-referenced target percentage 44%

(2024 x 40%) « (2025 x 609%)

Moderate progress toward targets

2025 Points awarded

2025 Progress toward improvement targets

English Learners and Former English Learners Student Group
{Non-high school grades)
Total possible points | _Weight % |
4 £

Engish language ars achievement 0
Mathematics achievement 2 4
MRS —G Science achievement 3 2
Achievement total 5 12 60.0
Engish language arts growth 3 2
Growth Mathematics growth 3 4 -
Growth total 6 8 200
Four-year cohort graduation rate - -
Extended engagement rate - -
High school completion —
Annual dropout rate - - -
High school completion total - - -
Progress toward attaining English language proficiency  English language proficiency total 3 a 100
Chronic absenteeism 4 4
Additional indicators Advanced coursework completon - - -
Additional indicators total 4 4 100
Weighted total 49 9.6
Percentage of possible points 51%

2025 Annual criterion-referenced target percentage 51%




ELA Results by Subgroup .-~ = = = == 7T 577
The greatest gaps in achievement lie with our - 3 : E T
students with disabilities (39 pts.)
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achievement since last year. One cohort (current | = s [ e | w | aw  m
G7) is recovering from a large decrease when “ » o |m m  a s o
they were in grade 5. romr g e o ' ) _
SGP: For cohorts of students with disabilities, all : : T I . '
but our current 6th graders increased their SGP ‘ z ‘ EHEE IR
from the previous year, and SPS earned the 3rd
highest SGP out of 11 comparable districts. _

~ 2




' ELA Results: SWD Cohort

Meets/Exceeds by Subgroup (SWD) 2025
SWD'25 [ Non'25

100

% of Students

36 " 35
) I 29 I 28
0
G3 G4 G5 G6

G7 G8

In Sudbury, students
with disabilities have
the 2nd highest
achievement level out
of 11 comparable
districts.

This group shows a pattern of decreased achievement
through elementary school then increased achievement
through middle school.

By cohort, all groups improved their overall achievement
since last year. One cohort (current G7) is recovering
from a large decrease when they were in grade 5.

% Meet/Exceed by District - ELA

Previous Year @% M+E

Sudbury _
Acton-Boxborough —
Belmont _
Concord |
Lexington _
Lincoln _
Needham —
wayland |
Wellesley _
weston
Winchester —%
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100%

Meets/Exceeds by Cohort: SWD
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ELA SGP: SWD Cohort

SGP Comparison for SWD
M SWD'25 W Non-SWD 25

SGP By SWD Cohort
W 2023 W 2024 W 2025
80

G4 G5 G6 G7 G8

60
Students with disabilities show a similar growth 57 57

pattern as their peers. Grades 5 & 6 are within the
expected growth range, and grades 4, 7, and 8
exceed growth expectations.

40

20

By cohort, all but our current 6th graders increased
their SGP from the preViOUS year, Current G5 Current G6 Current G7 Current G8 Current G9
I ST A




Math Results by Subgroup

Our largest gap in achievement is between Students
with Disabilities and Students without Disabilities.
(49 point difference)

The growth rate for Students with Disabilities is high,
as is our average growth rate for Students without
Disabilities. (55 SGP v. 60 SGP respectively)

Please note: Students with Disabilities within
Sudbury have achievement levels that tied for the
highest (with Needham) within our comparable
districts.

SGPs for all subgroups listed are 50 or higher. They
range from 50-64. Average growth between
subgroups is fairly similar and all of our students (on
average) are showing strong growth.

Grades 3-8 - Mathematics

Gerder

Title | Staten
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e Meeting

w Paruaty
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% Meet/Exceed by District - Math

Math Results by Subgroup: SWD e

Meets/Exceeds by Subgroup (SWD) 2025
SWD'25 M Non'25
100

92
- - = = 85
50
39 M 39 38
33

25 28

0

G3 G4 G5 G6 G7

% of Students

G8

Sudbury - |
In SUdburyl Acton-Boxborough _
students with Beimont |
disabilities have the Concord |
h|ghest Lexington _
achievement level Lincoln -
Needham _
out of 11
ble Wayland - |
Compara Wellesley _
S

districts, tied with

Needham.

Weston

Winchester “%

0% 50%

Achievement levels within this subgroup have remained fairly stable
throughout the grade levels, with the exception of the decrease
between grade 4 and 5.

By cohort, all groups have shown inconsistent achievement scores.
We have not seen a pattern within their scores.
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% of Students w/ Disabilities

Current G4 Current G5 Current G6 Current G7 Current G8 Current G9

100%

Meets/Exceeds by Cohort: SWD
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~ Ly



Math SGP by Subgroup: SWD

SGP for Students: SWD in 2025

B swD'25 Non '25
80
‘ 71
- 66
59 58
52 54 51 50
40 44
SWD SGP Cohort Data

<0 W 2023 W 2024 W 2025

80
0
G4 G5 G6 7 G8
60
59
Students with disabilities show a similar growth pattern as their %2

40

SGP

peers. Grades 4, 5, 6, and 8 are within the expected growth range of
40-60. Grade 7 exceeded growth expectations, with and average

SGP of 64. In Grade 8, the average SGP for the SWD subgroup was 20
higher than the average growth for those student who are not in the
subgroup. 0

Current G5 Current G6 Current G7 Current G8 Current G9

By cohort, our current 8th graders increased their SGP from the
previous year, with a 29 point jump.

Cohort
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STE achievement for SWD - Comparable Districts

% Meet/Exceed by District - Science E'St"d 2021 ADee €03 :2024. 2025

Previous Year @% M+E @ Sudbury 38% 44% 36% 35% 43%

@ State 15% 15% 14% 15% 15% 4
sudoury N  43%

Acton-Boxborough S 35 (+] Acton-Boxborough 29% 31% 31% 33% 35%
Beimont | 31 [+] Belmont 38% 35% 35% 48% 31%
Concord - | 38 @ Concord 36% 38% 36% 40% 38%
tedington [ 39 i Lexington 39% 36% 37% 40% 39%
Lincoln - 35

1 1 H 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Needham | 34 # Lincoln 21% 40% 21% 18% 35%
Wayland _ 43 +] Needham 28% 22% 21% 28% 34%
Wellesley 34 @ Wayland 2% 36% 49% 39% 43%
Weston - 38 @ Wellesley 40% 32% 48% 38% 34%
Winchester “ 42
# Weston 37% 42% 38% 42% 38%
% % 100%
0 o % @ Winchester 39% 36% 45% 52% 42%

Overall achievement for students with disabilities is at the highest level compared with 11 districts.




