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ELA 
Areas of strength in ELA in Lincoln School include the results for grades 4 and 8. In Gr. 4, the 
percentage of students scoring at A/P levels increases to 85% (from 74%). In Gr. 8, the 
percentage of students scoring at Advanced increases to 45% (from 37%).  
 
In grades 4, 7, and 8, not a single student scores at the W level. In grades 3, 5 and 6, only one 
or two students per grade score at the W level. In grades 7 and 8, every student except for 
one at each grade level scores A/P. 
 
Math 
Areas of strength in Math in Lincoln School include grades 3 and 8, with both showing an 
increase in the percentage of students scoring at the A level (from 67% to 75% in Gr. 3 and 
48% to 57% in Gr. 8).  In Gr. 4, 79% of students score at A/P (up from 62% the year before). 
The number of students scoring at W/NI in Gr. 4 is reduced by almost half.  
 
In grades 3, 4, 5, and 7, only one or two students per grade score at the W level in Math. 
 
Areas for further investigation at Lincoln School include Gr. 3 ELA, which shows a drop of 
four percentage points in the number of students scoring at A/P.  (The overall achievement 
level, however, remains high, with 81% of students in Gr. 3 scoring A/P.) Grades 5 and 6 
show small drops in Math, with dips of two to seven percentage points either in overall A/P 
levels or between A and P levels. Again, in both grades, scores remain generally high with 
over three-quarters of all students scoring A/P in Math.  
 
The cohort performance chart (Appendix C) shows that scores maintain a multiple-year 
trend of increasing achievement in the Lincoln School as students move up in grades. A 
comparison of Lincoln School MCAS scores to those in surrounding communities may be 
found in Appendix D. 
 
 

6-YEAR COMPARISON 
Comparison of students in Lincoln School at 
Proficient or Advanced in Gr. 8 (2016) compared 
to same cohort’s achievement in Gr. 3 (2011) 

 ELA Math 
 % A % P % NI % W % A % P % NI % W 

2010  
(Gr. 3) 19 60 19 2 32 49 17 2 

2016 
 (Gr. 8) 46 52 2 0 57 30 7 7 

 
 



















2 0 1 6 K Y M R e s u l t s : A p p e n d i c e s

Appendix A: Description of Key Yearly Measures

Appendix B; MCAS
2016 Performance Levels: District and Schools by Grade in ELA, Math

Appendix C: MCAS
2012-2016 Grade 8 Cohort Comparisons at Lincoln School by Grade in ELA, Math,
Science / Engineering

Appendix D: MCAS
Comparison to Surrounding Communities
2016 Proficient + Advanced and SGP for Lincoln School and Lexington

Appendix E: MCAS
2016 School Achievement and Growth (SGP): ELA and Math by grade level (4-8) and
school

Appendix F: Common Writing Assessment
2016, Grades 1-8 by school; depicted as percentage of students meeting end-of-year
benchmark

Appendix G: Fountas and Pinnell Reading Assessments (F&P)
2016, Grades 1-5 by school; depicted as percentage of students exceeding, meeting,
approaching, and not meeting expectations for time-dependent benchmarks

Appendix H: Student Interview Model in Math
2016, Grades K-3 by school; depicted as percentage of students meeting end-of-year
expectations

Appendix I: STAR Math
Longitudinal Student Performance, PARCC-Aligned Benchmarks, by Campus and Year
of Graduation, 2014-15 and 2015-16
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Appendix A
Descriptions of Key Yearly Measures

K e y L i t e r a c y A s s e s s m e n t s

1. MCAS, once per year
As the state's existing measure of academic achievement, MCAS provides a yearly snapshot of
our students' abilities in both reading and writing in grades 3-8. The data services provided by
the Department of Elementary and Secondary Education (DESE) allow the district to analyze
results in numerous ways, including growth scores over time. The English Language Arts
MCAS provides information about both reading and writing.
h t t p : / / w w w. d o e . m a s s . e d u / m c a s /

2. Common Writing Assessment, twice per year
The common writing assessment is a measure designed by educators within the Lincoln Public
Schools. For most grades, the writing prompts given in the fall and spring are identical. This
similarity allows for a clear analysis of the student's growth within one writing genre.
Classroom teachers implement the assessment in a group setting, and scoring takes place as a
collaborative process. The scoring criteria derive from the Six-Trait Writing Rubric, a guide
used widely across the country,
http:/ / educationnorthwest.org/ traits/ traits-rubrics

3. Fountas and Pinnell (F&P), twice per year
The Benchmark Assessment System, developed by Fountas and Pinnell (F&P) is designed to
give insight not only into a student's current levels of reading achievement, but also into the
specific reading strategies over which the student has control and does not yet have control.
There are two segments to the administration of F&P: oral reading and the comprehension
conversation. The student first reads aloud from a short text the assessor has selected. As the
student reads, the assessor records every vocalization made by the student. During the
comprehension conversation, the assessor invites the student to comment on the text and then
asks a series of prompts designed to elicit information about the student's understanding
within, beyond, and about the text.
A typical administration of F&P may include the use of two to five texts. After administration
of the first text, the assessor makes a determination as to which text should be read next:
students who score well initially will read a slightly more difficult text, and students who
struggle will read a slightly less challenging text. The assessment continues until the assessor
has obtained clear information about reading levels that may be considered instructional,
independent, and/or hard for the student. Every administration of F&P will include both
fi c t i o n a n d n o n - fi c t i o n t e x t s .

http: / / www.heinemann.com / fountasandpinnell /BAS2_Overview.aspx



K e y M a t h A s s e s s m e n t s

1. MCAS, once per year
The use of MCAS as a measure of achievement in mathematics parallels its use previously
described in literacy.
ht tp : / / www.doe.mass.edu/mcas/

2. Student Interview Model, 2-3 times per year
In grades K-3, teachers assess student understanding in math through a student interview
model. In grades K-2, we use Assessing Math Concepts, a student interview protocol created
by noted math educator Kathy Richardson, whose protocols allow assessors to probe forchildren's mathematical understandings via guided, standardized conversations. In grade 3,
the district has developed its own measure, one focused on multiplication, modeling it after the
Assessment Math Concepts/Kathy Richardson protocols.

The student interviews yield in-depth and nuanced information about student skills and
content knowledge. Similar to the Fountas and Pinnell assessment in reading, this model
requires the assessor to adapt the protocol depending on the performance of the child during
the interview. If a student completes one aspect of the math task with ease, for instance, the
assessor may opt to skip steps in the assessment sequence in order to probe at a more
sophisticated level. Scoring of the student interviews describe levels of facility with the
assessed concepts, with the descriptors "applies," "practice," and "instructional" used at
multiple points of each administration of the assessment
http: / / www.didax.com/KathyRichardson/

3. STAR Math, three times per year
After an extensive review of options, LPS selected STAR Math as a measure that would provide
information not only about individual student skills, but also an overall picture of achievement
in mathematics longitudinally through time. 2015-2016 marks the second year of full
implementation, with three cycles: at the beginning, middle, and end of the school year.
STAR Math is a brief online measure of student growth and achievement. Each administration
takes roughly thirty minutes for students to complete.

STAR Math is an adaptive assessment, meaning that the program adapts its level of challenge as
a student progresses through the test. When a student answers a question in geometry
correctly, for instance, the next question related to geometry will be slightly more difficult.

The online environment of the measure and its adaptive nature require that we make judgments
about the utility of the assessment only after the district has had significant experience with it.
http:/ / www.renaissance
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2016 Performance Levels:
District and Schools by Grade in ELA and Math



TMassacliuscUs Ocpartment ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n

School: Hanscom Primary
G r a d e : 0 3

English Language
A r t s

% S c h o o l % S l a t e

Student Group: All Students A d v a n c e d 1 2 1 3

1 0 0 % P r o fi d e n t 2 0 3 5 4 6 M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l
N e e d s 2 9 51 3 2 ■ A d v a n c e d
Improvement ■ P r o f i c i e n t

8 0 %
Warning/Fai l ing 7 1 2 9 ■ Needs Improvement
To t a l I n c l u d e d 6 7 ■ Waming/Failing

£ 6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

5 5 %

. 8 %

5 1 %

2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 • 2 0 1 5 2016

School ̂ D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l IDiStr iCt S t a t e School { D i s t r i c t S t a t e S d i o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 6 % 1 2 % 1 2 % 1 4 % 1 7 % 12% 1 0 % 2 4 % 1 1 % 2 % 1 3 %

P f o r i c i e n l 5 5 % 5 5 % 4 5 % 5 0 % 5 3 % 4 6 % 4 6 % 4 9 % 4 9 % 3 5 % 4 6 %

Needs Improvement 33% 1 2 6 % 3 6 % 2 9 % 2 5 % 3 3 % 3 7 % 2 4 % 3 2 % 5 1 % 3 2 %

Waming/Farl ing 6 % 6 % 8 % 7 % 4 % 10% 8 % 4 % 9 % 1 2 % 9 %

N Students 49 ! 1 2 5 70,499 5 8 1 2 6 68,263 5 2 1 2 7 24,217 5 7 1 3 4

C P I 83.7 i 8 7 . 2 8 3 . 3 8 4 . 5 8 8 . 7 8 2 . 6 7 8 . 8 8 8 . 0 8 3 . 4 7 6 . 8 8 4 . 9

M e d i a n S G P 1

Spring 2016 stale-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE; Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

f Massachusetts Ocpartincnt ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n

School: Hanscom Primary
G r a d e : 0 3

1 Mathematics N Included 1 % School 1 % D i s t r i c t % S l a t e

A d v a n c e d 1 0 1 8 4 5

Student Group: All Students ! P r o fi d e n t 1 9 3 3 2 6

1 0 0 % N e e d s
: Improvement

1 8 3 2 1 8 M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
' Waming/Failing

10

5 7
18]" 11 ■ P r o f i c i e n t

■ Needs improvement
8 0 % ■ Waming/Failing

£ 6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

4 1 % 4 1 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 1 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

S d i o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e , School District 1 S t a t e School Distridl S t a t e School 1 D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 4 0 % 4 4 % 3 1 % 1 26% 4 7 % 3 1 % 6 % 4 0 % 3 2 % 18% ! 4 5 %

P r o fi c i e n t 4 0 % 3 9 % 3 6 % Q_41% 3 0 % 3 8 % 3 7 % 3 1 % 3 9 % 3 3 % 2 6 %

Needs Improvement 1 9 % 1 3 % 2 2 % 2 8 % 1 8 % 2 1 % 4 1 % 2 1 % 1 8 % 3 2 % 1 8 %

Waming/Failing 2 % 4 % 1 1 % 5 % 5 % 1 1 % 1 6 % 7 % 1 1 % 1 8 % 1 1 %

N S t u d e n t s 4 8 1 2 6 70,581 5 8 1 2 5 68,218 5 1 1 2 6 24,152 5 7 1 3 5

c p r 9 1 . 7 9 3 . 5 8 4 . 3 8 4 . 9 89.8 8 5 . 1 7 1 . 1 8 5 . 7 8 5 . 4 7 8 . 9 8 7 . 8

M e d i a n S G P

Spring 2016 staieTevel results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students irt Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
NOTE; Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less ^an 10.



■^^Massachusetts Depanment ofWELEMENTARY & SECOND/\RY
H EDUCATION

School Achievement Distribution by Year
English Language Arts

District Lincoln
School; Hanscom Middle
G r a d e : 0 4

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

English Language
A r t s

N I n c l u d e d % S c h o o l % D i s l h c l

A d v a n c e d

P r o fi c i e n t

N e e d s

Improvement

Wamir^g/Fail ing

To t a l I n c l u d e d

3

21

i e

5

4 7

% S t a l e

1 0

6 2

2 4

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warn ing/Fai l ing

a 6 0 %

4 0 %

5 8 %

2 0 %

0 %
2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4

4 2 % 4 2 %

4 0 %

2 0 1 5

4 5 %

6 %

2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 ; 2016
School D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e 1 School DisWct

A d v a n c e d 4 % 8 % 1 0 % 0 % 1 0 % 1 3 % 6 % 1 2 % 1 1 % 6 % 1 0 %

P r o fi c i e n t S l % 5 5 % 4 3 % 5 8 % 5 2 % 4 1 % 4 2 % 47% 4 3 % 4 5 % 6 2 %

Needs Improvement 4 0 % 3 4 % 3 3 % 3 7 % 2 9 % 3 3 % 4 2 % 3 4 % 3 3 % 3 8 % 2 4 %

Waming/Fai l l r tg 4 % 3 % 1 3 % 5 % 9 % 1 3 % 1 0 % 7 % 1 4 % 1 1 % 4 %

N S t u d e n t s 4 5 1 1 7 70,605 3 8 11 3 68,980 4 8 11 5 24,006 4 7 1 1 9

C P I 8 2 . 2 8 4 . 6 7 8 . 9 8 4 . 2 8 5 . 8 7 9 . 1 7 7 . 6 8 2 . 6 7 8 . 5 7 6 . 6 8 7 . 4

M e d i a n S G P 49.0 5 2 . 5 4 9 . 0 4 1 . 0 4 4 . 0 4 9 . 0 3 7 . 0 4 5 . 0 5 0 . 0 )

Spring 2016 state-levet results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for studentgroupsof less than 10.

tMassachusells Department ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

D i s t r i c t ; L i n c o l n

S c h o o l : H a n s c o m M i d d l e
G r a d e : 0 4

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

Malhemalics | N Included | % School { % PIstrtcl | % State

I Proficient
i N e e d s
' Improvement

, Warning/Failing

To t a l I n c l u d e d

6

2 7 M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/flailing

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2016

School D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t S t a t e SdiOOl D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 24% 2 8 % 1 8 % 1 8 % 2 9 % 2 0 % 1 1 % 1 9 % 1 5 % 1 7 % 2 1 %

P r o fi c i e n t 4 2 % 3 6 % 3 4 % 3 1 % 3 2 % 3 2 % 2 2 % 2 9 % 2 9 % 1 2 % 3 7 %

Needs Improvement 3 1 % 3 4 % 3 8 % 4 6 % 3 2 % 3 6 % 6 0 % 4 5 % 4 0 % 5 6 % 3 6 %

Wamirtg/Fall ing 2 % 2 % 1 0 % 5 % 7 % 1 2 % 7 % 6 % 1 3 % 1 5 % 7 %

N S t u d e n t s 4 5 11 7 70,903 3 9 1 1 5 69,499 4 5 1 1 3 24,037 4 8 1 2 0

C P I 8 9 . 4 8 8 . 5 8 0 . 2 8 2 . 1 8 6 . 3 7 9 . 6 7 3 . 3 7 9 . 4 7 7 . 2 7 1 . 9 8 4 . 0

M e d i a n S G P 3 2 . 0 5 0 . 0 5 4 . 0 4 2 . 0 4 3 . 0 5 0 . 0 3 7 . 0 2 7 . 0 4 9 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated in the PARCC lest.
NOTE; Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.



tMassachusells Deparunenl ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t ; L i n c o l n
School: Hanscom Middle
G r a d e : 0 5

English Language
A r t s

N I n c l u d e d % S c h o o l % O i s l r i c l % S t a t e

Student Group: All Students A d v a n c e d 1 6 2 9 2 5

1 0 0 % P r o fi c i e n t 2 6 4 6 5 5 M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l
N e e d s

Improvement
12 21 15 ■ A d v a n c e d

■ Prof ic ient

8 0 %
Warning/Fai l ing

To t a l I n c l u d e d

2

5 6

4 4 '■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

i 2 6 0 %

w

5 5 4 0 %

5 2 %
5 5 %

2 0 %

0 %
HLliLlLliL

4 6 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2013 2 0 1 4

("state
2015 2 0 1 6

S c h o o l District I State School D i s t r i c t School D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t

A i l v a n c e d 2 1 % 28% 18% 3 3 % 3 2 % 1 18% 1 9 % 2 9 % 2 3 % 2 9 % 2 5 %

P r o fi c i e n t 5 2 % 5 3 % 4 7 % 3 8 % 4 3 % 4 6 % 5 5 % 4 9 % 4 8 % 4 6 % 5 6 %

Needs Improvement 2 3 % 1 7 % 2 4 % 2 7 % 2 3 % 2 6 % 1 0 % 1 2 % 2 0 % 2 1 % 1 5 %

Warning/Falling 4 % 2 % 1 0 % 2 % 2 % 1 0 % 1 7 % 9 % 9 % 4 % 4 %

N S t u d e n t s 5 2 1 2 1 70,879 4 5 1 1 2 69,826 4 2 1 2 0 24,893 56 1 2 3

CPI S 8 . 9 9 3 . 2 8 4 . 7 9 0 . 0 9 1 . 5 8 4 . 5 86.9 90.8 8 7 . 3 9 1 . 1 9 2 . 3

M e d i a n 5 G P 6 3 . 0 6 6 . 0 5 2 . 0 8 2 . 0 6 8 . 0 5 0 . 0 6 6 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

tMassachusells Department ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

D i s t r i c t : L i n c o l n

S c h o o l : H a n s c o m M i d d l e
G r a d e : 0 5

Mathematics N I n c l u d e d % S d i o o i % D l s t d c l % S l a t e

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

A d v a n c e d

P r o fi c i e n t

N e e d s

Improvement

Warning/Fal l ing

To t a l I n c l u d e d

3 3

3 6

2 2 M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t

■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

6 0 %

4 0 % 3 7 %

2 0 %

0 %

o A o / 3 6 %

i L M i i t i
2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

School D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l ! D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 3 7 % 4 7 % 2 8 % 3 4 % 3 9 % 30% 3 0 % 4 1 % 3 5 % 33% ! 3 4 %

P r o fi c i e n t 2 9 % 2 8 % 3 3 % 3 2 % 3 9 % 3 0 % 3 2 % 3 1 % 3 2 % 3 6 % 3 8 %

Needs Improvement 2 1 % 1 8 % 2 5 % 2 7 % 1 7 % 2 4 % 2 8 % 1 9 % 2 1 % 2 2 % 2 1 %

Wamlng/Fail ing 1 3 % 7 % 1 4 % 7 % 5 % 1 5 % 1 0 % 8 % 1 2 % 9% 1 7 %

N S t u d e n t s 5 2 1 2 3 70,926 4 4 1 1 3 69,839 4 0 11 8 24,893 5 5 1 2 3

C P I 6 2 . 2 88.6 8 0 . 6 8 8 . 1 9 1 . 2 8 0 . 4 8 4 . 4 8 8 . 6 8 3 . 6 8 6 . 4 8 8 . 2

M e d i a n S G P 5 5 . 0 6 3 . 0 5 4 . 0 5 1 . 0 5 5 . 0 5 0 . 0 6 6 . 5 5 8 . 5 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 stale-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,



tMassachusells Deparlmenl ofELEMENTARY & SECONUYRY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t : L i n c o l n

School: Hanscom Middle
G r a d e : 0 6

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

English Language
A r t s

N i n c l u d e d % S c h o o l % D i s t r i c t % S t a l e

A d v a n c e d 8 2 2 2 6

P r o fi c i e n t 2 3 6 4 6 7

N e e d s

improvement
4 11 1 0 -

Warning/Fai l ing 1 3 6

To l a l I n c l u d e d 3 6

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t

■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

6 4 %

6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

1 1 %

3 %

2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

S c h o o l D l s ^ c t S t i t e S c h o o l District State S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 2 6 % 2 1 % 1 6 % 2 9 % 2 6 % 1 6 % 2 4 % 25% 1 9 % 2 2 % 2 6 %

P r o fi c i e n t 6 2 % 6 9 % 5 1 % 5 0 % 5 7 % 5 2 % 6 1 % 59% 5 2 % 6 4 % S 7 %

Needs Improvement 9 % 7 % 23% 1 8 % 13% 2 3 % 7 % 1 2 % 1 9 % 1 1 % 1 0 %

Waming/Faii ing 3 % 3 % 1 0 % 4 % 3 % 9 % 7 % 4 % 1 0 % 3 % 6 %

N Students 3 4 9 0 71,602 5 6 1 2 7 69,579 4 1 1 1 0 24,086 3 6 1 1 0

C P ! 9 4 . 9 9 5 . 6 6 5 . 1 9 2 . 0 9 3 . 9 8 5 . 8 9 5 . 7 9 5 . 7 8 6 . 6 9 4 . 4 9 3 . 6

M e d i a n S G P 7 3 . 0 6 5 . 0 5 2 . 0 7 8 . 0 5 9 , 0 5 0 . 0 5 8 . 0 5 3 . 5 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-ievei results in grades 3-6 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,

tMassadiusctts Deparlment ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

Distr ict Lincoln
S c h o o l : H a n s c o m M i d d l e
G r a d e : 0 6

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

1 Mathematics N Included % S c h o o l % OislricI 1 % Stale
. Advanced 5 14 2 4

P r o fi c i e n t 1 6 44 3 9

N e e d s

improvement

1 5 4 2 2 8

Warning/Failing 0 9

Total Included 3 6

MCAS Ach ievement Leve l
■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

1 2 6 0 %
c
o

• D

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

School D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o c 4 District]" State School]" D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 2 9 % 3 0 % 2 5 % 2 9 % 38% [ 29% 23% 1 3 2 % 3 0 % 14% 2 4 %

P r o fi c i e n t 3 5 % 3 9 % 3 5 % 2 9 % 2 8 % 3 1 % 23% ; 3 5 % 3 2 % 4 4 % 3 9 %

Needs Improvement 2 6 % 2 5 % 2 4 % 2 9 % 2 3 % 2 5 % 36% 1 2 5 % 2 4 % 4 2 % 2 8 %

WamingyFailing 9 % 5 % 1 5 % 1 4 % 10%"' 15% 1 8 % 7 % 1 4 % 0 % 9 %

N S h j d e n t s 3 4 9 2 71,642 5 6 1 2 8 6 9 , 8 5 1 3 9 1 0 8 24,058 3 6 1 1 3

C P l 8 3 . 1 8 5 . 9 8 0 . 3 7 9 . 9 8 3 . 8 8 0 . 2 76.3 1 8 6 . 1 8 1 , 5 81.9 8 4 . 3

M e d i a n S G P 2 8 . 0 4 1 . 0 5 0 . 0 4 0 . 0 4 2 . 0 5 0 . 0 3 3 . 0 • 3 3 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-ievei results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10,



tMnssachusetls Department ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

District Lincoln
School: Hanscom Middle
G r a d e : 0 7

English Language
A r t s

N I n c l u d e d % S c h o o l % D i s t n c t % Stale

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

£ 6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

7 3 %

A d v a n c e d 11 2 6 2 5

P r o fi c i e n t 2 4 5 7 6 7

N e e d s

Improvement

Warning/Fai l ing

To t a l I n c l u d e d

4

3

4 2

7 4 %

1 0

7

4

4

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warn ing/Fal l ing

5 7 %

4 7 %

J 27%

I 0%.
2 0 1 3

2 ^ 1
H b h ^ 1 1

ilHBii II 1 0 % 7 %

2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 8

2 0 1 3 1 2 0 1 4
4

2 0 1 5 2016

School D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t State S c h o o l District S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a r K e d 0 % 1 8 % 12% 1 3 3 % 1 8 % 1 1 % 3 % 1 6 % 9 % 2 6 % 2 5 %

P r o fi c i e n t 7 3 % 6 1 % 5 9 % 4 7 % 6 7 % 6 1 % 7 4 % 7 0 % 6 0 % 57% 6 7 %

Needs Improvement 2 7 % 1 8 % 22% ' 1 4 % 1 3 % 2 1 % 1 7 % 1 2 % 2 3 % 1 0 % 4 %

Warning/Falling 0 % 3 % 7 % 6 % 2 % 7 % 6 % 3 % 8 % 7 % 4 %

N S t u d e n t s 4 4 11 9 71,699 3 6 93 70,612 3 5 1 0 3 24,816 4 2 11 6

C P I 9 2 . 6 9 2 . 6 88.4 . 9 2 . 4 9 4 . 4 8 8 . 3 9 0 . 0 9 4 . 2 8 7 . 0 9 1 . 7 96.2

Median SGP 4 3 . 0 5 2 . 0 4 8 . 0 6 6 . 0 4 9 . 0 5 0 . 0 4 4 . 5 5 3 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

t Massachusetts Department ofELEMENTARY & SECONDLY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distr ibution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

Disl i ic t L incoln
S c h o o l : H a n s c o m M i d d l e
G r a d e : 0 7

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

Mathemat ics N I n c l u d e d % S c h o o l % District 1 % State
A d v a n c e d 4 1 0 27 ,

P r o fi c i e n t 1 9 4 5 4 6

N e e d s

Improvement
1 2 2 9 1 9

Warning/Failing 7 1 7 6 '

To t a l I n c l u d e d 4 2

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Falling

£ 6 0 %

4 5 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

1 4 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2016

School D i s t r i c t S t a t e 1 School District 1 S t a t e S c h o o l District 1 State S c h o o l District

A d v a n c e d 1 6 % 3 3 % 1 9 % 1 4 % 26% ! 1 7 % 1 8 % 3 S % 2 0 % 1 0 % 2 7 %

P r o fi c i e n t 2 7 % 3 3 % 3 3 % 3 3 % 3 5 % 3 3 % 4 1 % 3 8 % 3 0 % 4 5 % 4 6 %

Needs Improvement 4 1 % 2 4 % 2 7 % 3 6 % 2 7 % 2 6 % 2 4 % 1 7 % 2 6 % 2 9 % 1 9 %

Warning/Failing 1 6 % 1 1 % 2 1 % 1 7 % 1 2 % 2 4 % 1 8 % 1 0 % 2 3 % 1 7 % 8 %

N S t u d e n t s 44 11 9 72,021 3 6 9 5 70,978 3 4 1 0 2 24,863 4 2 11 8

C P I 7 1 . 6 8 2 . 1 7 4 . 4 7 2 . 2 8 0 . 3 7 2 . 5 7 7 . 9 8 6 . 0 7 3 . 0 7 6 . 8 8 7 . 7

M e d i a n S G P 5 1 . 0 6 4 . 0 4 6 . 0 2 6 . 0 6 0 . 0 5 0 . 0 5 5 , 5 7 1 . 5 5 1 . 0

Spring 2016 stale-level results In grades 3-B ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculaled for student groups of less than 10.



tMassachusetls Departmenl ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n

School; Hanscom Middle
G r a d e ; 0 8

Student Group: Ail Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %
7 3 %

English Language
A r t s

N I n c l u d e d % School % D i s t r i c t % S t a t e

A d v a n c e d 1 5 3 8 4 2

P r o fi c i e n t 2 2 5 5 5 3

N e e d s 2 5 3

improvement
Warning/Fai l ing 1 2 2

Total included 4 0

6 0 %

4 0 %

6 1 %

2 0 % 1 7 %

0 %

5 5 %

4 4 % 4 7 %

1 7 % n

7 %
2 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2014 , 1 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

Sd ioo l D i s t r i c t State S c h o o l CKstr ic t State 1 School, District S t a t e School t District

Advanced 1 7 % 3 1 % 2 0 % 1 7 % 3 1 % 14% 1 4 4 % 4 0 % 2 6 % 38% ! 4 2 %

Proficient 6 1 % 6 2 % 5 8 % 7 3 % 6 3 % 65% 1 4 7 % 5 6 % 5 4 % 55% 1 5 3 %

Needs Improvement 1 9 % 7 % 15% 1 0 % 6 % 14% 1 2 % 1 % 1 4 % 5 % 3 %

Waming/Fall ing 3 % 1 % 7 % 0 % 1 % 8 % 7 % 3 % 6 % 2% 1 2 %

N S t u d e n t s 3 6 1 2 1 72,194 4 8 1 2 1 70,999 4 5 1 0 1 24,627 4 0 1 0 2

C P I 91.7 9 7 . 3 9 0 . 1 9 6 . 9 9 7 . 7 9 0 . 2 9 4 . 4 9 7 . 5 9 1 . 4 96.9 1 9 7 . 5

Median SGP 5 3 . 5 6 7 . 5 50.0 5 9 . 0 6 7 . 5 5 0 . 0 4 7 . 5 6 3 . 5 S0.Q

tMassachusells Dcparlment ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

MCAS Ach ievement Leve l
■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs improvement
■ Warning/Failing

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC lest.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups ot less than 10.

D i s t r i c t ; L i n c o l n

S c h o o l ; H a n s c o m M i d d l e
G r a d e ; 0 8

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

M a t h e m a t i c s N I n c l u d e d % S c h o o l % D i s t r i c t % State 1
A d v a n c e d 7 1 8 4 2

P r o fi c i e n t 1 2 31 3 0

N e e d s

Improvement
1 5 3 8 1 9

Waming/Fai l ing 5 1 3 1 0

To t a l I n c l u d e d 3 9

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ Prof ic ient
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

1 2 6 0 %
c
0 1
■ a
3

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e School District

Advanced 1 1 % 2 7 % 2 2 % 2 9 % 3 4 % 1 9 % 2 2 % 3 4 % 2 9 % 1 8 % 4 2 %

P r o fi c i e n t 2 6 % 4 0 % 3 2 % 2 2 % 3 3 % 3 3 % 2 9 % 2 9 % 3 1 % 3 1 % 3 0 %

Needs Improvement 3 4 % 2 0 % 2 5 % 3 5 % 2 3 % 2 9 % 3 8 % 2 9 % 2 3 % 3 8 % 1 9 %

Waming/Fal l ing 2 9 % 1 2 % 2 0 % 1 4 % 1 0 % 1 9 % 1 1 % 7 % 1 7 % 1 3 % 1 0 %

N Students 3 5 1 2 1 72,196 4 9 1 2 4 71,296 4 5 1 0 2 24,594 3 9 1 0 1

C P I 6 5 . 0 8 3 . 5 7 6 . 0 7 5 . 0 8 3 . 5 7 4 . 7 7 6 . 7 8 3 . 8 7 8 . 7 7 3 . 7 8 4 . 9

M e d i a n S G P 4 3 . 0 5 4 . 5 5 0 . 0 6 3 . 0 6 1 . 0 5 0 . 0 4 5 . 0 5 5 . 0 SO.O

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 El^ and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
N O T E : A c h i e v e m e n t l e v e l o e r c e n t a o e s a r e n o t c a l c u l a t e d f o r s t u d e n t o r o u o s o fl e s s t h a n 1 0 .



TMassacJiiisells Deparimeni of n- »• f i • iELEMENTARY & SECONDARY School Achievement Distribution by Year D'stnct Linco n
E D U C A T I O N E n g l i s h L a n g u a g e A r t s o T ' "

Engllsli Language
A r t s

N Included % School % Distr ict % State

Student Group: All Students A d v a n c e d 1 6 2 3 1 3

1 0 0 % Profic ien t 4 0 5 8 46

N e e d s

Improvement
1 2 1 7 32

8 0 %
Warning/Failing 1 1 9 - 1
Tota l Inc luded 6 9

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

3 6 0 % 5 9 % 6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

■1 2 2 % 2 2 % | ^ H
S H i l l I H 1 6 %l I L I I I . 2 %

5 8 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 f t i s 2 0 1 6

School D I s t n c t State S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 1 8 % 1 2 % 1 2 % 2 2 % 1 7 % 1 2 % 3 6 % 2 4 % 1 1 % 2 3 % 1 3 %

P r o fi c l a i t 5 9 % 5 5 % 4 5 % 6 0 % 5 3 % 4 6 % 4 9 % 4 9 % 4 9 % 5 8 % 4 6 %

Needs Improvement 22% 2 6 % 3 6 % 1 6 % 2 5 % 3 3 % 1 3 % 2 4 % 3 2 % 1 7 % 32%

Wamlng/F^IOng 1 % 6 % 8 % 2 % 4 % 1 0 % 1% 4 % 9 % 1 % 9 %

N S t u d e n t s 6 8 1 2 5 70,499 6 3 1 2 6 68,283 6 7 1 2 7 24,217 6 9 1 3 4

CPl 91.5 8 7 . 2 8 3 . 3 9 4 . 8 8 8 . 7 8 2 . 6 95.1 8 8 . 0 8 3 . 4 9 3 . 8 8 4 . 9

Median SGP

Spring 2016 stale-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Massachusetts Department of— S c h o o l A c h i e v e m e n t D i s t r i b u t i o n b y Y e a r

M a t h e m a t i c s
ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

M a t h e m a t i c s N Included % School % DIstnct 1 '% slate ;

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

A d v a n c e d 51 7 5 45 j
Profic ien t 11 16 2 6 :

N e e d s

Improvement
4 6 18 •

Warning/Falling 2 3 11

8 0 %

B 6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

7 1 %

5 0 %

2 1 %

I
2 0 1 3

5 %

2 0 1 4

3 % 3 %

D i s t r i c t ; L i n c o l n
S c h o o l : L i n c o l n S c h o o l
G r a d e : 0 3

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

H Advanced
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2013 2 0 1 4 201S 2 0 1 6

S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e School ( District S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 5 0 % 4 4 % 3 1 % 7 1 % 4 7 % 3 1 % 67% ! 4 0 % 3 2 % 7 5 % 4 5 %

P r o fi c i e n t 4 3 % 3 9 % 3 6 % 2 1 % 3 0 % 3 8 % 2 5 % 3 1 % 3 9 % 16% 2 6 %

Needs Improvement 7 % 1 3 % 2 2 % 5 % 1 8 % 2 1 % 7 % 2 1 % 1 8 % 6 % 1 8 %

Waming/Fal l ing 0 % 4 % 1 1 % 3 % 5 % 1 1 % 0 % 7 % 11% 3 % 11%

N Students 68 1 2 6 70,581 6 2 1 2 5 68,218 6 7 1 2 6 24,152 6 8 1 3 5

C P I 9 7 . 4 9 3 . 5 8 4 . 3 9 6 . 4 8 9 . 8 8 5 . 1 97.0} 8 5 . 7 8 5 . 4 9 6 . 3 8 7 . 8

M e d i a n S G P - i - '
Spring 2016 state-level results In grades 3-8 El^ end Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts partlc'pated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: A^ievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.



Massndiuselts Depanment of
WELEMENTARY & SECONDARY
1\ EDUCATION

School Achievement Distribution by Year
English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n
School: Lincoln School
G r a d e : 0 4

English Language
A r t s

N Included % Schoo l

£ 6 0 %

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

6 1 %

% O l s l r l c t % S t a l e

Student Group: All Students A d v a n c e d 9 1 3 1 0

1 0 0 % Profic ien t 4 8 7 2 6 2

N e e d s 1 0 1 5 24

improvement

8 0 % WamingfFailing
Tota l Inc luded

0

67

- 4

7 2 %

1 3 % 1 5 %

I 0 %

MCAS Ach ievement Leve l
■ A d v a n c e d
■ Prof ic ient
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4
•

2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

School D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l District J State S c h o o l D i s t r i c t State S c h o o L D i s t r i c t

A d v a r K e d 1 0 % 8 % 1 0 % 16% 1 0 % 1 3 % 1 7 % 1 2 % 1 1 % 1 3 % 1 0 %

P r o fi c i e n t 6 1 % 5 6 % 4 3 % 5 1 % 5 2 % 4 1 % 5 7 % 4 7 % 4 3 % 7 2 % 6 2 %

Needs Improvement 2 8 % 3 4 % 3 3 % 2 7 % 2 9 % 3 3 % 2 5 % 3 4 % 3 3 % 1 5 % 2 4 %

Warning/Failing 1 % 3 % 1 3 % 6 % 9 % 1 3 % 2 % 7 % 1 4 % 0 % 4 %

N S t u d e n t s 6 9 1 1 7 70,605 70 1 1 3 68,980 6 0 1 1 5 24,006 6 7 1 1 9

C P I 8 7 . 7 8 4 . 6 7 8 . 9 8 6 . 1 8 5 . 8 7 9 , 1 9 0 . 0 8 2 . 6 7 8 . 5 9 4 . 0 8 7 . 4

Median SGP 56.0 5 2 . 5 4 9 . 0 4 5 . 0 4 4 . 0 4 9 . 0 4 8 . 0 4 5 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE; Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

Massachusetts Department of
WELEMENTARY & SECONDLY
11 EDUCATION

School Achievement Distribution by Year
M a t h e m a t i c s

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n
School: Lincoln School

G r a d e : 0 4

M a t h e m a t i c s N Included % School % Distr ict % State

Student Group: All Students
A d v a n c e d , 6 24 2 1

3 7 5 5 3 7 -!
1 0 0 %

N e e d s
Improvement

1 3 1 9 3 6 - '

Warning/Failing 1 1 7

8 0 % Total Included 6 7

MCAS Ach ievement Leve l
■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
M Warning/Fai l ing

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

S c h o o l District i State School ' D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a n ^ 3 2 % 2 8 % 1 8 % 3 7 % 2 9 % 2 0 % 2 7 % 1 9 % 1 9 % 2 4 % 2 1 %

P r o fi c i e n t 3 3 % 3 6 % 3 4 % 3 4 % 3 2 % 3 2 % 3 5 % 2 9 % 2 9 % 5 5 % 3 7 %

Needs Improvement 3 3 % 3 4 % 3 8 % 2 6 % 3 2 % 3 6 % 3 5 % 4 5 % 4 0 % 1 9 % 3 6 %

Warning/Fai l ing 1 % 2 % 1 0 % 3 % 7 % 1 2 % 3 % 6 % 1 3 % 1 % 7 %

N S t u d e n t s 6 9 11 7 70,903 7 0 1 1 5 69,499 6 0 1 1 3 24,037 6 7 1 2 0

C P I 8 8 . 8 8 8 . 5 8 0 . 2 89.3 8 6 . 3 7 9 . 6 8 5 . 8 7 9 . 4 7 7 . 2 9 3 . 3 8 4 . 0

M e d i a n S G P 5 2 . 0 5 0 . 0 5 4 . 0 4 3 . 0 4 3 . 0 5 0 . 0 2 6 . 0 2 7 . 0 4 9 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.



fMassachusells Departmenl of n- . • » t • iELEMENTARY & SECONDARY School Achievement Distribution by Year o!?^f ,' , c h i
EDUCATION Eng l i sh Language A r t s

English Language
A r t s

N Included % School % D i s t r i c t % State

Student Group: All Students A d v a n c e d 15 2 5 2 5

1 0 0 % P r o fi c i e n t 4 1 6 7 5 6 -

N e e d s 3 5 15 ,

Improvement

8 0 % Waming/Failing
T o t a l I n d u d e d

2

6 1

3 4
-

S 6 0 %
c
<i>

T J
3

<j>
^ 4 0 %

2 0 %

5 4 %

0 %

1 1 %

0 %

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Waming/Failing

3 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2015 2 0 1 6

School D i s t r i c t S t a l e S c h o o l District 1 State S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 3 5 % 2 8 % 1 8 % 3 3 % 3 2 % 1 8 % 3 7 % 2 9 % 2 3 % 25% 2 5 %

Prorclent 5 4 % 5 3 % 4 7 % 4 8 % 4 3 % 4 6 % 5 0 % 4 9 % 4 8 % 6 7 % 5 6 %

Needs Improvement 1 1 % 1 7 % 2 4 % 1 8 % 2 3 % 2 6 % 1 2 % 1 2 % 2 0 % 5 % 1 5 %

Waming/Failing 0 % 2 % 1 0 % 2 % 2 % 1 0 % 1 % 9 % 9 % 3 % 4 %

N S t u d e n t s 6 3 1 2 1 70,879 6 1 1 1 2 69,826 6 8 1 2 0 24,893 6 1 1 2 3

C P I % . 8 9 3 . 2 8 4 . 7 9 3 . 9 9 1 . 5 8 4 . 5 9 5 . 2 9 0 . 8 8 7 . 3 9 5 . 5 9 2 . 3

Median SGP 7 1 . 0 6 6 . 0 5 2 . 0 5 6 . 0 6 8 . 0 5 0 . 0 6 5 . 0 6 6 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

tMassacliusctts Departmenl of * . . niofrirt-1 innoinELEMENTARY & SECONDARY Schoo l Ach ievement D is t r ibu t ion by Year ,
E D U C A T I O N M a t h e n r a t i c s

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

M a t h e m a t i c s

A d v a n c e d

Profic ien t

N e e d s

Improvement
! Waming/Failing

To t a l I n d u d e d

N Induded | % School 1 % Distrid % State
24 ; 39 1 34 1~ 2 6 i 4 3

16

3 8

21
M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Waming /Fa i l i ng

1 2 6 0 %

4 0 %

5 9 %

2 0 %

0 %

1 0 %

2 %

4 9 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2016

S d K w l D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t State S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

Advanced 5 9 % 4 7 % 2 8 % 4 3 % 3 9 % 3 0 % 4 9 % 4 1 % 3 5 % 3 9 % 3 4 %

P r o fi d e n t 2 4 % 2 8 % 3 3 % 4 6 % 3 9 % 3 0 % 3 5 % 3 1 % 3 2 % 4 3 % 3 8 %

Needs Improvement 1 7 % 1 8 % 2 5 % 1 0 % 1 7 % 2 4 % 1 3 % 1 9 % 2 1 % 1 6 % 2 1 %

Waming/Fail ing 0 % 7 % 1 4 % 2 % 5 % 1 5 % 3 % 8 % 1 2 % 2 % 7 %

N S t u d e n t s 6 3 1 2 3 70,926 6 1 11 3 69,839 6 8 l i s 24,893 6 1 1 2 3

C P I 9 4 . 0 8 8 . 6 8 0 . 6 9 5 . 1 9 1 . 2 8 0 . 4 9 3 , 0 6 8 . 6 8 3 . 6 9 3 . 4 8 8 . 2

M e d i a n S G P 6 5 . 0 6 3 . 0 5 4 , 0 5 6 . 5 5 5 . 0 5 0 . 0 5 4 , 0 5 8 . 5 5 0 , 0

Spring 2016 state-level results In grades 3-8 EtJ>i and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts partidpated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated lor student groups of less than 10.



TMassachusGlts Department ofELEMENTARY & SECOND^VRY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

Distr ict Lincoln
S c h o o l : L i n c o l n S c h o o l

G r a d e ; 0 6

English Language
A r t s

N included % Schoo l % District

Student Group: All Students A d v a n c e d 2 1 3 2 2 6

1 0 0 % Profic ien t 3 8 5 8 57

N e e d s 4 6 10

Improvement

8 0 % Warning/Falling 2 3 6

7 2 % Tota l Inc luded 6 5

% s t a t e

6 0 %

4 0 %

6 4 %

2 0 % 1 9 %

0 % 11

6 8 % 5 8 %

2 5 % m 2

I Br 9% I
1 4 %

0 %
3 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

School

2 0 1 3

D i s t r i c t
f —

S t a t e School I

2 0 1 4

D i s t r i c t '
...J

S t a t e
I •

School

2 0 1 5

District
r ' * *

S t a t e

2 C

S c h o o l

1 6

D i s t r i c t

Advanced 1 9 % 2 1 % 1 6 % 25% ! 2 6 % 1 6 % 2 8 % 2 5 % 1 9 % 3 2 % 2 6 %

P r o fi c i e n t 7 2 % 6 9 % 5 1 % 64% 1 5 7 % 5 2 % 5 8 % 5 9 % 5 2 % 5 8 % 5 7 %

Needs Improvement 6 % 7 % 2 3 % 9% I 13% 2 3 % 1 4 % 1 2 % 1 9 % 6 % 10%

Waming/Failirtg 4 % 3 % 1 0 % 2% 1 3 % 9 % 0 % 4 % 1 0 % 3 % 6 %

N S t u d e n t s 5 4 9 0 71,602 6 4 1 2 7 69,579 6 5 1 1 0 24,086 65 1 1 0

C P I 9 5 . 8 9 5 . 6 8 5 . 1 9 6 , 5 9 3 . 9 8 5 . 8 9 5 . 8 95.7 8 6 . 6 9 5 . 4 9 3 . 6

M e d i a n S G P 6 2 . 5 6 5 . 0 5 2 . 0 4 9 . 5 5 9 . 0 50.0 5 4 , 0 5 3 . 5 5 0 . 0

t
Massachuseils Department of
ELENtENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

l U I C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
t^OTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.

D i s t r i c t : L i n c o l n

S c h o o l : L i n c o l n S c h o o l
G r a d e : 0 6

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

M a t h e m a t i c s

A d v a n c e d

N Included | % School | % Distrld % Stale
2 2 3 4 24

P r o fi c i e n t ; 2 7 4 2 3 9

N e e d s 12 1 8 2 8

I m p r o v e m e n t i

Warning/Fai l ing | 4 6 9

Tota l Inc luded 65

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t

■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

12 60%

4 0 %

2 0 %

0 %

5 0 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 1 2 0 1 6

Schooly D i s t r i c t S t a t e S c h o o l District ^ State S c h o o l D i s t r i c t State t School D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 33% 1 3 0 % 2 5 % 5 0 % 3 8 % 2 9 % 3 8 % 3 2 % 30% 1 3 4 % 2 4 %

P r o fi c i e n t 43% I 3 9 % 3 5 % 2 7 % 2 8 % 3 1 % 4 5 % 3 5 % 32% : 4 2 % 3 9 %

Needs Improvement 2 2 % 2 5 % 2 4 % 2 0 % 2 3 % 2 5 % 1 7 % 2S%~I 2 4 % 1 8 % 2 8 %

Warning/Falling 2 % 5 % 1 5 % 3 % 1 0 % 1 5 % 0 % 7 % 14% 1 6 % 9 %

N S t u d e n t s 5 4 9 2 71,642 64 1 2 8 69,851 6 5 1 0 8 24,058 6 5 11 3

C P I 89.8 1 8 5 . 9 8 0 . 3 8 9 . 5 8 3 . 8 8 0 . 2 9 2 . 7 8 6 . 1 8 1 . 5 8 9 . 2 8 4 . 3

Median SCP 4 2 . 0 4 1 . 0 5 0 . 0 4 5 , 0 4 2 . 0 5 0 . 0 3 5 . 0 3 3 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 stale-level results in grades 3-8 EtĴ  and Matfiemalics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level oercentaoes are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.



Massachusetts Deparlmont of
ELEMENTARY & SECOND/VRY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n

School; Lincoln School
G r a d e : 0 7

English Language
A r t s N Included % School % Distn'cl % Slate -

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %
6 2 %

J 2 6 0 %
c
o ;
■ a
3

w

^ 4 0 %

2 0 %

5 6 %

0 %

1 3 %
1 0 %

1 %

A d v a n c e d

Profic ien t

N e e d s

Improvement

Warning/Failing
Tota l Inc luded

16 2 5 25 ! -

5 2 7 3 6 7

1 ' 1 4 -

0 ■
~ r 4 1

71

7 0 %

8 %

0 %

2 4 %

I L I
2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5

» 1 % n o A
2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4
0 -

2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

S c h o o l D i s t r i c t S t a t e School 1 D i s t r i c t S t a t e School { District S t a t e School D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 3 0 % 1 8 % 1 2 % 1 0 % 1 8 % 1 1 % 2 4 % 1 6 % 9 % 2 5 % 2 5 %

P r o fi c i e n t 56% 6 1 % 5 9 % 8 2 % 6 7 % 6 1 % 7 0 % 7 0 % 6 0 % 7 3 % 6 7 %

Needs Improvement 1 3 % 1 8 % 2 2 % 8 % 1 3 % 2 1 % 6 % 1 2 % 2 3 % 1 % 4 %

V/arning/Failing 1 % 3 % 7 % 0 % 2 % 7 % 0 % 3 % 8 % 0 % 4 %

N S t u d e n t s 7 0 1 1 9 71,699 5 1 9 3 70,612 63 1 0 3 24,816 7 1 1 1 8

CP! 9 5 , 4 9 2 . 6 8 8 . 4 9 7 . 5 9 4 . 4 8 8 . 3 9 8 . 0 94.2 8 7 , 0 99.6 96.2

Median S6P 5 7 . 0 5 2 . 0 4 8 . 0 4 6 . 0 4 9 . 0 5 0 . 0 6 1 . 0 5 3 . 0 5 0 , 0

t
Massachusetts Oeparimenl of
ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

Spring 2016 stale-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Maltiematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participaled in the PARCC lesl.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calcuiated for student groups of less than 10.

D i s t r i c t : L i n c o l n

School: Lincoln School
G r a d e : 0 7

M a t h e m a t i c s

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

N Included I % School I % Disln'ct

A d v a n c e d ; 27 1 39 1 2 7

Profic ien t 33 1 4 7 ' 4 6

N e e d s

Improvement j
9 1 13 1

1
1 9

Waming/Faiiing | 1 1 j 8

Tota l inc luded 70

% Stale

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

m 6 0 %
c

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

School] District! State School. D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t State (School D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 46% I 3 3 % 1 9 % 3 8 % 2 6 % 1 7 % 4 6 % 3 5 % 2 0 % 39% 2 7 %

P r o fi c i e n t 3 7 % 3 3 % 3 3 % 4 0 % 3 5 % 3 3 % 3 8 % 3 8 % 3 0 % 4 7 % 4 6 %

Needs Improvement 13% 2 4 % 27% 1 5 % 2 7 % 2 6 % 1 1 % 1 7 % 2 6 % 1 3 % 19%

Warning/Failing 4% 1 1 1 % 2 1 % 6 % 1 2 % 2 4 % 5 % 1 0 % 2 3 % 1 % 8 %

N S t u d e n t s 7 0 1 1 9 72,021 5 2 9 5 70,978 6 3 1 0 2 24,863 7 0 1 1 8

C P I 9 1 . 8 8 2 . 1 7 4 . 4 9 0 . 9 8 0 . 3 7 2 . 5 9 2 . 5 8 6 . 0 7 3 . 0 9 5 . 0 8 7 . 7

M e d i a n S G P 7 5 . 0 6 4 . 0 4 6 . 0 7 1 . 5 6 0 . 0 5 0 . 0 7 7 . 0 7 1 . 5 5 1 . 0

Spring 2016 stale-level results In grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participaled in the PARCC test.
NOTE: Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.



.̂ ^Massachusolts Department ofWELEMENTARY & SECONDARY
H EDUCATION

School Achievement Distribution by Year
English Language Arts

D i s t r i c t ; L i n c o l n
School: Lincoln School
G r a d e : 0 8

Englisti Language
A r t s

N I n c l u d e d % Schoo l % D i s t r i c t % S t a t e

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

8 0 %

A d v a n c e d

Profic ien t

N e e d s
ImprovemenI

4 6

5 2

4 2

5 3

B 6 0 %

4 0 %

6 1 %

2 0 %

0 %

Wamlng/Failing
Tola ! Inc luded

5 4 %

6 1

0 % 0 %

2 0 1 3

3SL 1%

2 0 1 4

0 % 0 %

2 0 1 5

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4

Schô
2 0 1 5 2 0 1 6

School D i s t r i c t 'state S c h o o l D i s t r i c t State D i s t r i c t S t a t e School D i s t r i c t

A d v a n c e d 3 9 % 3 1 % 2 0 % 4 2 % 3 1 % 1 4 % 37% j 4 0 % 2 6 % 4 6 % 4 2 %

Proficient 6 1 % 6 2 % 5 8 % 5 4 % 6 3 % 6 5 % 63% ! 5 6 % 5 4 % 5 2 % 5 3 %

Needs Improvement 0 % 7 % 1 5 % 3 % 6 % 1 4 % 0% 1 1 % 1 4 % 2 % 3 %

Waming/Faliirtg 0 % 1 % 7 % 1 % 1 % 8 % 0% { 3 % 6 % 0 % 2 %

N Students 8 0 1 2 1 72,194 69 1 2 1 70,999 5 2 1 0 1 24,627 6 1 1 0 2

C P I 1 0 0 . 0 9 7 . 3 90.1 9 8 . 2 9 7 . 7 90.2 1 0 0 . 0 9 7 . 5 9 1 . 4 9 9 . 2 9 7 . 5

M e d i a n S G P 7 0 . 0 6 7 . 5 5 0 . 0 6 8 . 0 6 7 . 5 5 0 . 0 6 9 . 0 6 3 . 5 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 stale-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated In the PARCC test.
NOTE; Achievement level percentages are not calculated (or student groups of less than 10.

t Massachusetts Department ofELEMENTARY & SECONDARY

E D U C A T I O N
School Achievement Distribution by Year

M a t h e m a t i c s

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ P r o f i c i e n t
■ Needs Improvement
■ Warning/Failing

D i s t r i c t L i n c o l n

S c h o o l : L i n c o l n S c h o o l
G r a d e : 0 8

Student Group: All Students
1 0 0 %

6 0 %

Mathematics ''̂ n̂d̂ ied } % School } % District % State
Advanced

Profic ien t

N e e d s

improvement

Warning/Failing
Tota l Inc luded

3 5

18

4

4

6 1

5 7

3 0

7

42 I
30 '

1 9

10

M C A S A c h i e v e m e n t L e v e l

■ A d v a n c e d
■ Prof ic ient
■ Needs Improvement
■ Waming/Failing

1 2 6 0 % 5 7 %

4 8 %

4 0 % 3 6 % ;

2 0 %

0 %

1 4 %

3 9 %
4 2 %

2 % 3 %

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4

7 % 7 %

2 0 1 6

2 0 1 3 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 5 1 2 0 1 6

School District 1 S t a t e S c h o o l District̂ S t a t e School 1 DiStricTj S t a t e S c h o o l D i s t r i c t

A d v a r K e d 3 6 % 27% 1 2 2 % 3 9 % 34% i 1 9 % 48% 1 34% 1 29% 1 5 7 % 4 2 %

P r o fi c i e n t 4 8 % 40% ' 3 2 % 4 2 % 3 3 % 3 3 % 3 3 % 2 9 % 31% [ 3 0 % 3 0 %

Needs Improvement 1 4 % 2 0 % 2 5 % 1 6 % 2 3 % 2 9 % 1 7 % 2 9 % 2 3 % 7 % 1 9 %

Warning/Falling 2 % 1 2 % 2 0 % 3 % 1 0 % 1 9 % 2 % 7% r 1 7 % 7 % 1 0 %

N S t u d e n t s 8 0 121 72,196 6 9 1 2 4 71,296 5 2 1 0 2 24,594 6 1 1 0 1

C P I 9 3 . 8 8 3 . 5 7 6 . 0 9 1 . 7 8 3 . 5 7 4 . 7 9 2 . 8 8 3 . 8 . 7 8 . 7 9 3 . 4 8 4 . 9

Median SGP 5 9 . 0 5 4 . 5 5 0 . 0 5 6 . 0 6 1 . 0 5 0 . 0 5 8 . 0 5 5 . 0 5 0 . 0

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students In Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.
NOTE; Achievement level percentages are not calculated for student groups of less than 10.



Appendix C
MCAS Resu l t s

2012-2016 Cohort Comparisons at Lincoln School in
ELA, Math, and Science/Engineering



Appendix C

5-Year MCAS Cohort Comparison
Lincoln School, 2012-2016

e n t 1
1̂

 % Needs Improvement i % Warning
: 2 fiTTBE3EI 2 0 1 6 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 3 2 0 1 2 2 0 1 6 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 3 2 0 1 2

9 —

J 5 9 5 7 m m m■ i 6 l 2 2 2 1 2 1 1

: "6 i 6 7 ■15; ' 25 ' 2 7 2 8 1 9 ! 0 2 6 1 0

5 4 6 2 ■ 5 . 1 2 1 8 . 11 1 2 3 1 2 0 4

■ 7 2 ■ 4 2 6 . 1 4 , 9 6 1 0 1 ■ 3" 0 2 ■ 4 . 1

5 6 1
^ 1

; 6 6 1 6 8 1 3 f 10 i 0 0.._. 0 1 1

1 5 2 2 0 3 0 i ^ 0 0 1 0 0

% Advanced p " " % Proficient
115 2014 2013 2012 fj2016 " 201S_ _ 2014 201

' 1 6

i % Needs Improvement | % Warning
IL2016 2 0 1 s 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 3 2012 \ 2 0 1 6 2 0 1 5 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 3 2 0 1 2

' ■ t 5 1 7 16 3 3 0 1

1 9 3 5 • ; 2 6 3 3 24^. 1 3 3 1 . 0
f 16 13 10 { 17 2 3 2 0 1 5

* — - —

1 8 ; 17 ^ 20 2 2 14 j 6 0 3 2 7

13 1 3 i 34 1 1 5 " 6 4 r 'd 1

i "7 1 17 16 IL 1-1 ' . 6 7 1 2 3 1 2 ] ■4

^ Sol
2 0 1 6

% A d v a n c e d
2 0 1 5 2 0 1 4 ~ 2 0 1 3 2 0 1 2 Boî % P r o fi c i e n t

J>2015' 20142T"2013^

" N e e d s I m p r o v e m e n t

$2^ 2015 2014 2013 .2012 1 2 0 1 6

% Warning
2 0 1 5 2 0 1 4 2 0 1 3 2012 :

j Gr. 5 2 3 2 5 3 9 5 2 : 3 4
t

5 6 1 51 3 9 4 5 2 0 2 4 ■ 2 1 . 19 ̂ 2̂0 2 0 0 0 1 ^ 1

1 Stale 1 6 1 6 0 2 0 2 2 3 1 3 5 3 3 3 1 3 0 3 8 3 7 ^ 34 36 ^ 3 4 1 4 13 13 1 2 1 4

Gr. 8 2 6 ! 4 2 3 9 21 5 2 - 67 ' 5 1 6 1 5 7 2 0 2 7 2 1 2 8 1 2 2
' 2 '

4 2 9

S la te 6 j 3 i 4 4 5 3 5 3 9 3 8 3 5 3 8 4 0 4 0 4 1 43 i 38 1 9 i IS 1 8 1 8 2 0



Appendix D
MCAS Resu l t s

2016 Comparison of Gr. 8 Performance to Surrounding Communities:
Profic ient + Advanced and SGP

for Lincoln School, Hanscom Middle School,
Lincoln Public Schools, and Lexington Public Schools



Appendix D
MCAS, Spring 2016: Comparison to Other Communities

Please note that two different cohorts of eighth grade students are represented by the 2015 and
2016 statistics below. Districts without scores for 2016 are those that participated in PARCC.

Gr. 8 Ach ievement

E L A
% P + A

2 0 1 6 2 0 1 5

Bed fo rd —
—

Concord — —

Lexington 9 4 9 5

LPS: Distr ict 9 5 9 6

L P S : H M S 93 91

LPS: Lincoln School 9 8 1 0 0

Sudbury —
—

Wayland ~ —

W e s t o n ~ —

P rofic ien t o r Advanced

M a t h
% P + A

2 0 1 6 2 0 1 5

G r . 8 G r o w t h Median Student Growth Percentile (SGP)'
E L A

2 0 1 6
N students

M a t h
2 0 1 6

N students

Bed fo rd

Concord

Lexington
Lincoln Public Schools

LPS: Hanscom Middle
School

LPS: Lincoln School

5 8 5 0 4 5 6 5 0 506 6 5

7 3 8 4 6 4 4 5 83 5 5

7 4 2 4 4 8 2 5 2 3 4 5

7 4 5 9 6 9 6 2 5 9 5 8

Sudbury
Wayland
W e s t o n - ! ~ — —

*From MA DESE: Spring 2016 state-level achievement and growth results in grades 3-8 ELA and
Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC
test. Lincoln Public Schools places less emphasis in the analysis of SGP scores for the spring
2016 MCAS, as DESE has tabulated these scores by combining both the MCAS and PARCC
student populations and converting the MCAS scores using a concordance table.

S o u r c e : M a s s a c h u s e t t s D E S E w e b s i t e Lincoln Publ ic Schoois October, 2016



Appendix E
MCAS Resu l t s

2016 Student Growth Percentiles (SGP): ELA and Math
by Grade Level 4-8, Hanscom Middle School and Lincoln School



,^^Massachusetts Department ofW ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY
\ EDUCATION

Spring 2016 MCAS School Growth Distribution
M a t h e m a t i c s

D i s t r i c t ; L i n c o l n

Subject: Mathematics

Growth Distribution by Grade

Grade 04 - Hanscom M idd le 13% 5%

G r a d e 0 5 - H a n s c o m M i d d l e 5 % 1 0 % 1 5 %

3 2 % 2 4 % 2 6 %

3 6 % 3 3 % I

G r o w t h P e r c e n t i l e

Very Low— L o w

■ M o d e r a t e
■ High
■ Very High

Grade 06 - Hanscom Midd le 1 2 % 3 8 % 8 % 2 5 % 1 7 %

Grade 07 - Hanscom Midd le 1 0 % 2 4 % 2 1 % 3 1 % 1 4 %

Grade 08 - Hanscom Midd le 3 9 % 3 5 % 1 7 % 9 % fl /o

0 % 2 0 % 4 0 % 6 0 % 8 0 % 1 0 0 %

P e r c e n t o f S t u d e n t s
Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Very Very N S t u d e n t s % P r o fi c i e n t N Students
L o w L o w M o d e r a t e H i g h High Median SGP (SGP) or Higher (Ach. Level)

Grade 04 - Hanscom Midd le 5 2 1 2 9 10 6 0 . 5 3 8 2 9 4 8

Grade 05 - Hanscom Midd le 2 4 6 1 4 13 7 2 . 0 3 9 6 9 5 5

Grade 06 - Hanscom Midd le 3 9 2 6 4 3 9 . 0 2 4 5 8 3 6

Grade 07 - Hanscom Midd le 3 7 6 9 4 5 6 . 0 2 9 5 5 4 2

Grade 08 - Hanscom Middle 9 8 4 2 0 2 5 . 0 2 3 4 9 3 9

Spring 2016 state-level resuits in grades 3-8 ELA and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.

R e p o r t D a t e : O c t o b e r 7 , 2 0 1 6 M a s s a c h u s e t t s D e p a r t m e n t o f E l e m e n t a r y a n d S e c o n d a r y E d u c a t i o n
Edwin Analytics

Report: GR402
Page 1 of 1



f
Massachusetts Department of
ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY Spr ing 2016 MCAS School Growth Dist r ibut ion Dist r ic t : L incoln

E D U C A T I O N S u b j e c t : E n g l i s h L a n g u a g e A r t s

Growth Distribution by Grade
G r o w t h P e r c e n t i l e

Grade 04 - Lincoln School 2 1 % 3 0 % 1 3 % 1 8 % 1 8 %
Very Low~ L o w

p ■ Mode ra te
■ High

Grade 05 - Lincoln School 1 9 % 2 2 % 1 9 % 1 9 % 2 1 %

t : ■ V e r y H i g h

Grade 06 - Lincoln School 1 9 % 1 4 % 2 1 % 2 5 % 2 1 %

Grade 07 - Lincoln School 6 % 8 % 2 1 % 2 7 % 3 8 %

Grade 08 - Lincoln School 1 2 % 7 % 1 0 % 3 4 % 3 7 7 o

0 % 2 0 % 4 0 % 6 0 % 8 0 % 1 0 0 %
P e r c e n t o f S t u d e n t s

Vertical lines at 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% and 100% represent the Statewide distribution for very low, low, moderate, high and very high growth.

Ve r y
L o w L o w M o d e r a t e

V e r y N S t u d e n t s
H i g h H i g h M e d i a n S G P ( S G P )

% P r o fi c i e n t N S t u d e n t s
or Higher (Ach. Level)

Grade 04 - Lincoln School 1 3 1 8 6 1 1 1 1 4 0 . 0 6 1 8 5 6 7

Grade 05 - Lincoln School 11 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 2 5 1 . 0 5 8 9 2 6 1

Grade 06 - Lincoln School 1 2 9 1 3 1 6 1 3 5 8 . 0 6 3 9 1 6 5

Grade 07 - L incoln School 4 5 1 4 1 8 2 5 7 0 . 5 6 6 9 9 7 1

Grade 08 - L incoln School 7 4 6 2 0 2 2 7 4 . 0 5 9 9 8 6 1

Spring 2016 state-level results in grades 3-8 EI_A and Mathematics are not reported because most students in Massachusetts participated in the PARCC test.

R e p o r t D a t e : O c t o b e r 7 , 2 0 1 6 M a s s a c h u s e t t s D e p a r t m e n t o f E l e m e n t a r y a n d S e c o n d a r y E d u c a t i o n R e p o r t : G R 4 0 2
E d w i n A n a l y t i c s P a g e 1 o f 1



Appendix F
Common Writing Assessment

2015-16 Grades 1-8 by school;
depicted as percentage of students meeting end-of-year benchmark
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2015-2016 Lincoln Grade 6 Writing Assessnnent
% of Assessed Students Meeting Benchmark
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Appendix G
Fountas & Pinnell Reading Assessment

2015-16 Grades 1-8 by school;
depicted as percentage of students exceeding, meeting,

approaching, and not meeting expectations
for time-dependent benchmarks







Appendix H
Student interview Model, Math

2015-16 Grades K-3 by school;
depicted as percentage of students meeting end-of-year benchmarks
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Gr. 1 Math Interview Assessment, 2015-16
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Gr. 2 Math Interview Assessment, 2015-16
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G r. 3 M a t h I n t e r v i e w A s s e s s m e n t , 2 0 1 5 - 1 6
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Appendix I
S TA R M a t h

Longitudinal Student Performance, PARCC-Aligned Benchmarks,
by Campus and Year of Graduation, 2014-15 and 2015-16



Longitudinal Student Performance, STAR Math MCAS-Aligned Benchmarks
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Longitudinal Student Performance, STAR Math MCAS-Aligned Benchmarks

Lincoln School YOG 2016 (N=57)
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