





Figure 4. Posted Speed Limits on Principle and Arterial Roadways
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Crash Analysis

Crash data was obtained from the MassDOT — Highway Division for the latest three available years
(2014, 2015, and 2016). Crash data is derived from the Registry of Motor Vehicles (RMV) Crash Data
System (CDS). The RMV Division of MassDOT obtains and compiles crash reports from local police, state
police, and other police agencies. The threshold for reporting is any crash involving an injury or fatality,
or damage to any one vehicle or personal property that exceeds $1,000. Crashes not in public ways or in
off-street parking lots are usually excluded from the data. Because comparing crash data by individual
years may distort analysis results, three years of data were analyzed to account for anomalies caused by
outside variables such as construction projects.

The crash data obtained from the CDS revealed that 799 crashes occurred within the Town of Sudbury
over the three-year period between 2014 to 2016. Crash severity statistics are presented below:

o 1 Fatality

e 386 Property Damage Only
e 407 Non-Fatal Injury

e 5 Unknown

The greatest number of crashes are concentrated on Boston Post Road, primarily at the intersection of
Boston Post Road and Union Avenue (see Figure 5). These crashes are mostly rear-end, property damage
only type collisions that are typical of areas with many or frequent signalized intersections. As discussed
above, this area of Boston Post Road has a concentration of four signalized intersections, many
commercial driveways, and high average daily traffic volumes (between 15,000 to 20,000 per day),
which contribute to elevated crash rates at this location. Union Avenue is also an arterial roadway that is
the primary north-south connection between the two state highways, Route 20 and Route 27.

There are other pockets of high crash activity including the intersection of Boston Post Road and
Goodman'’s Hill Road and the four-way intersection of Hudson, Concord, and Old Sudbury Roads. There
are many commercial driveways located in close proximity to the intersection of Goodman’s Hill Road
and Boston Post Road, as well as curves in the roadway that may contribute to the high crash activity at
this location.

The most recent available three-year crash records utilized in this report were for the years 2014, 2015,
and 2016. It is important to note that in 2016, the Town of Sudbury completed roadway redesign and
reconstruction at the intersection of Concord Road, Hudson Road, and Old Sudbury. Improvements to
this location were aimed at increasing the safety of the intersection for all users. Without more recent
crash data, it is unclear if a reduction in crashes at this location has occurred in the years since the
construction project was completed.
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Figure 5. Three-Year Vehicle Crash Activity in Sudbury (2014-2016)
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Historic Crash Activity

A review of historic crash data between 1990 and 2016 reveals crash volumes have decreased by a
significant amount. In 1990, there were 524 reported crashes in the Town of Sudbury and by 2016, this
number had decreased to 277 crashes. This is a nearly 50% reduction in crash incidences. The decrease
is consistent with neighboring towns such as Framingham, Concord, and Wayland. Marlborough was the
only neighboring community to see an increase in crash numbers. See below for crash volume changes

between 1990 and 2016.

Table 1. Comparison of Crash Volumes, Sudbury and Nearby Communities (1990-2016)

% Change in Crash

Community Volumes 1990 — 2016
Sudbury -47.1%
Marlborough +6.9%
Maynard -332%
Wayland -36.5%
Framingham -47.2%
Concord -44.0%

Source: MassDOT

Commuting Patterns

Sudbury residents are heavily reliant upon the
automobile to get to work. In 2017, approximately
82% of residents drove to work alone. Most
current commuting destination data from 2015
indicates the most common work destinations
were Boston, Waltham, Framingham, and
destinations within Sudbury. Additionally, there
were over 5,600 commuters into Sudbury, an
overwhelming majority of which are dependent
upon the automobile for travel. Nearly 7,300
Sudbury residents commuted out of town for work
daily. Figure 6 shows commuting data for 2011
and 2015. In 2011 (most historic numbers
available), the number of commuters into Sudbury
was over 6,100, while almost 6,500 residents
commuted away from Sudbury for work.

The 2015 commuter data also showed
approximately 760 Sudbury residents that both
lived and worked in Sudbury. This was an increase
from 2011, where 714 Sudbury residents both
lived and worked in the town.

Figure 6 shows where Sudbury residents are
commuting for work, as well as where workers
into Sudbury are commuting from. There are

2011

2015
I £mployed in Sudbury and live outside
Employed and live in Sudbury
Live in Sudbury but Employed elsewhere
Source U.S. Census Bureau, Center for Economic Studies,

OntheMap tool

Figure 6. Commuters into and out of Sudbury (2011 and
2015)
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similarities between the two maps, but some differences as well. A greater number of Sudbury residents
commute to Boston and other major employment centers for work. Subury attracts more workers from
a neighboring towns such as Marlborough and Framingham.

Where Workers Live - 2015

-71.22753, 4216027 |

Source U.S. Census Bureau, Center for Economic Studies, OntheMap tool
Figure 7. Where Sudbury Residents Work and Where Workers in Sudbury Live (2015)

Jobs Counts by Places (Cities, CDPs, etc.)
Where Workers are Employed - All Jobs

2015
Count Share

All Places (Cities, CDPs, etc.) 8552 1000%
[JBoston city, MA 1,402 16.4%
[OWaltham city, MA 558 8.5%
[OFramingham CDP, MA 472 5.5%
, I Cambridge city, MA 418 4.9%
[JNewton city, MA 291 3.4%
[[Burlington CDP, MA 262 3.1%
[EMarlborough city, MA 223 26%
M Lexington CDP, MA 200 2.3%
[COWoburn city, MA 106 1.2%
[[IWatertown Town city, MA 103 1.2%
All Other Locations 4517 52 8%

Jobs Counts by Places (Cities, CDPs, etc.)
Where Workers Live - All Jobs

2015
Count Share

All Places (Cities, CDPs, etc.) 6,999 100.0%

[ IMarlborough city, MA 517 T.4%

/ []Framingham CDP, MA 483  6.9%
[CBoston city, MA 320 4.6%
B Worcester city, MA 190 2.7%
[JHudson CDP, MA 151 22%
[OMaynard CDP, MA 137  2.0%
B Waltham city, MA 132 1.9%

. ENewton city, MA a6 1.4%
[[ICambridge city, MA 67 1.0%
[CQuincy city, MA 67 1.0%
All Other Locations 4839 691%
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Scenic Roadways

Sudbury adopted a Scenic Roads Bylaw in 2003. The purpose of the bylaw is to protect the scenic quality
and character of Sudbury’s Town roads by establishing rules and regulations that govern modifications
within the public right of way. The bylaw governs the cutting or removal of trees, and the tearing down
or destruction of stone walls during repair, maintenance, reconstruction, paving, or other alterations of
roads that hold the scenic designation.

There are 32 roads in Sudbury that have been designated with the Scenic Roadway status. These roads
are rich in scenic value because of their stone walls, tree canopies, views of rivers, marshlands, mill
ponds, farmlands, and historic buildings. Many of the roads in town date back to the Colonial times,
some began as old Native American paths between encampments, and most of the designated roads
appear on the 1830 or 1875 street maps of Sudbury. The narrow width and curved routes of these
roadways are important characteristics for the town to preserve. As shown in Figure 8, Sudbury’s
Historic Districts are all located in areas where there are many scenic roadways.

Scenic roadways include:

e Bowditch Road
e Brimstone Lane

Mossman Road
Newbridge Road

e Candy Hill Road Old County Road

e C(Clark Road Old Framingham Road
e Concord Road Old Garrison Road

e Dakin Road Old Lancaster Road

e Dudley Road
e Dutton Road
e French Road
e Goodman’s Hill Road

Pantry Road
Peakham Road
Plympton Road
Powers Road

e Goodnow Road Rice Road

e Haynes Road Water Row

e King Philip Road Wayside Inn Road
e Lincoln Road Weir Hill Road

e Marlboro Road Willis Road

e Morse Road

Woodside Road
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Public Transportation

MBTA Rail

There is no direct Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority (MBTA) commuter rail service to
Sudbury. There is direct service to North Station, Boston on the Fitchburg Line at Lincoln Station,
Concord Station, West Concord Station, and the Kendall Green Station in Weston. There is also service
to South Station, Boston on the Framingham—Worcester Line in Framingham and Natick. There is a
commuter rail station in Framingham with access to the Framingham/Worcester Line. This line runs daily
between Worcester and South Station in Boston weekdays between 5:30 AM and 10:15 PM, and
weekends between 7:40 AM and 11:40 PM. Parking is available at the Framingham Station and bicycles
are allowed on trains. The closest MBTA subway stop is Riverside Station in Newton on the Green Line.
Travelers without vehicles who wish to take the train have limited options to get to nearby rail stations
such as the one located in Framingham. Rideshare services such as Uber or Lyft are often utilized.

MBTA Bus

Sudbury has limited transit services available to residents. Beginning in July 2019, fixed bus route service
operated by the MBTA will begin along Boston Post Road (Route 20). This route will connect Sudbury to
the neighboring towns of Marlborough and Wayland.

With an aging population, Sudbury residents face challenges associated with access to medical
appointments and other services, which are increasingly vital to elderly residents. Additionally, Sudbury
has needs other than senior travel service. These include disabled residents and those without access to
a vehicle. Between the hours of 8:30 AM to 4:00 PM, Monday through Friday, wheelchair accessible van
service is provided by the Sudbury Senior Center. This is available to seniors and residents with
disabilities. The van travels anywhere throughout Sudbury but will also take patrons a mile over the
border within neighboring towns. Sudbury also received a grant for a shuttle bus that operates on
Tuesday and Thursdays between 4:00 PM and 7:00 PM. This shuttle is open to residents over 60 and
those with disabilities. The shuttle provides service to three housing developments in Sudbury and
operates along Boston Post Road (Route 20) between Marlborough and Wayland.

Cavalier Coach Corporation

The Cavalier Coach Corporation previously ran a bus on weekdays only from Northborough to Boston,
one trip in each direction, but the service was canceled fifteen years ago. Cavalier Coach Corporation
now operates as a private motor coach company that can be chartered for events, etc.

FISH of Sudbury

Friends In Service Helping (FISH) of Sudbury is a volunteer organization providing transportation for
residents to medical appointments in the MetroWest area and Boston. FISH is available to all Sudbury
residents and operates five days a week. It has approximately 75 active drivers, serving around 150
Sudbury residents. FISH typically receives 60 requests per month and is often at or over capacity. It is
looking to recruit younger volunteer drivers, as many existing volunteers are aging. FISH is operated out
of the Sudbury Senior Center and advertisements for the program are posted in the Senior Center
Newsletter.
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Infrastructure

Walkways

Sudbury has over 36 miles of walkways along its public roads (Figure 9). All new subdivisions require the
construction of walkways within the subdivision or along the adjacent public ways leading to the
subdivision. In some instances, developers may contribute to a Town walkway fund for construction of
walkways in underserved areas of town. Although recent development has increased traffic on
Sudbury’s roads, walkway construction has not kept pace with this growth and many of the older,
established neighborhoods are in need of walkways. At the same time, budgetary constraints have
eliminated the annual appropriation for walkway construction and maintenance. Sudbury’s Department
of Public Works maintains and clears all walkways after winter storms. They also repair and replace
broken sidewalks.

Despite budget constraints, Sudbury has been active in working towards expanding pedestrian
infrastructure. In 2000, the Sudbury Walkway Committee identified an additional 16 miles of high
priority walkways needed to improve safety. The Town has made some progress towards that objective
having constructed walkways on local roads such as Maynard Road, but many other roads identified by
the Committee still lack walkways. There are many gaps and “missing links” in the walkway network,
particularly along Peakham Road. Walkway easement issues have made it challenging to connect some
locations. Sudbury has many narrow, winding roads, many of which have trees lining the edge of
pavement. This lack of space makes it difficult to manage traffic and equally challenging to
accommodate bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure.

Boston Post Road (Route 20) is the main commercial corridor in Sudbury, with many shops, restaurants,
and businesses. This roadway serves both regional and local traffic. Although Route 20 has many
destinations that residents may wish to visit on foot, the corridor is very uncomfortable for pedestrians.
Destinations are disconnected, and high speeds and congestion make it challenging for pedestrian
travel.

Sudbury Master Plan — Baseline Report June 10, 2018
DRAFT TRANSPORTATION 14



\ PROY Jalseoue pigy

Thls map was developed using multlple suurces of mformatlon ‘The
information is meant for planning purposes enly and should not be i
Fused for englneenng and survey practloes e

SUDBURY’S WALKWAY NETWORK

Existing Walkways

Walkways in Progress

Walkway Inferest Areas

!'h.'; s Planned Cross Town Recreation Trail

Figure 9. Sudbury’s Walking Network

[ . /
%q""t?usﬂ B

Lincoln Road

yoN
=

'Date 4121’2019

Data sources: MassGIS Town of Sudbury

June 10, 2018
15

Sudbury Master Plan — Baseline Report
DRAFT TRANSPORTATION



Greenways

Sudbury is located along the Bay Circuit Trail system, which will eventually create a continuous trail
system in a semi-circular arc around the suburbs of Boston from the North Shore to the South Shore.
The trail system is being created by members of various environmental organizations across the
Commonwealth with the cooperation of local landowners. As shown in Figure 10, the proposed trail
meanders through Sudbury in the southern portion of the town, crossing the Sudbury River.

Bicycle Infrastructure

Sudbury has very little bicycle infrastructure. There are no dedicated bicycle lanes on local roads in
town. Cyclists are allowed to use walkways, but this has the potential to create a conflict with
pedestrians. Furthermore, cyclists may be riding on walkways opposite to traffic flow, which may create
unsafe conditions between drivers and cyclists. State roadways in Sudbury have bicycle detection
pavement marking signals at intersections. These indicators show where cyclists should position
themselves in the roadway to trigger a green light to proceed through the intersection.

Trails

The Bruce Freeman Rail Trail (BFRT) follows the 25-mile route of the abandoned New Haven Railroad
Framingham and Lowell line, and, once open in town, will be accessible to non-motorized uses such as
cycling, jogging, walking, and cross-country skiing. It will run through the communities of Lowell,
Chelmsford, Westford, Carlisle, Acton, Concord, Sudbury, and Framingham. Construction of the BFRT
has already begun in the towns of Lowell, Chelmsford, Westford, Carlisle, Acton, and Concord. Sudbury
is working towards 25% design of 4.5 miles of trail in town. Construction is expected to begin in 2022.

The BFRT will be an asset to Sudbury because it will connect many of Sudbury’s cultural and historic
resources, and open space parcels. It will also connect commercial areas, residential areas, and schools,
and offer a robust off-road travel network throughout Sudbury. It is anticipated the Department of
Public Works will need an additional two staff members to maintain the trail.

The Mass Central Rail Trail (MCRT) will also pass through Sudbury. This east-west trail will travel 104
miles between Boston and Northampton, and connect 24 communities. Currently, 47 miles of the trail
are open, primarily in and around the terminuses of Boston and Northampton. Construction has not
started on the Sudbury segment. The route will traverse the southern end of Sudbury, between its
border with Wayland and Hudson. The MCRT will cross the BFRT near Union Avenue and Boston Post
Road.

Challenges associated with the rail trails include maintenance costs and establishing safe crossings
where the trails intersect with existing roadways. Signal improvements may be necessary at some
intersections, particularly the intersection of Peakham Road and Hudson Road. This intersection will
become signalized as part of the BFRT construction, although many believe this location has warranted a
signal for quite some time.
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Parking

Municipal parking in Sudbury is available at the Sudbury Town Hall parking lot, located between the
Town Hall and the Noyes School. Parking for commercial businesses and plazas is generally off-street,
surface parking that is privately owned and serves the adjacent businesses. There is no dedicated
parking enforcement in Sudbury. According to the Liveable Sudbury Community Needs Assessment,
completed in January of 2019, satisfaction with parking is relatively high amongst Sudbury residents,
with 86% of survey respondents indicating they were satisfied or very satisfied with parking availability.

Roadway Improvements
e A road safety audit was conducted in 2015 that focused on the intersection of Boston Post Road
(Route 20) and Landham Road. These roads intersect to form a three-way unsignalized
intersection. Plans for converting this location to a signalized intersection are completed.
MassDOT is expected to begin construction in late 2019 or early 2020.

e In 2016, the Town of Sudbury completed a roadway redesign and reconstruction at the
intersection of Concord Road, Hudson Road, and Old Sudbury Road in its Town Center.
Improvements to this location were aimed at increasing the safety of the intersection for
automobiles, pedestrians, and bicyclists. Other objectives of the construction project included
improving traffic flow through the center without increasing speeds. Doing so protects the
existing scale and character of the center, and its role as a civic location.

Key Takeaways
e Traffic congestion is a growing issue in Sudbury, particularly on the state routes near the Town
Center. Congestion is a result of both local and regional traffic trips.

e Crash activity is heavily concentrated around locations with signalized intersections and high
traffic volumes.

e The Town of Sudbury is making strides to increase its transportation options for those who do
not have access to personal vehicles. Despite the increase in shuttle and rideshare services,
more route options and service hours are needed to keep up with the growing demand.

e Sudbury has a robust walkway network and improvements are being made, but gaps exist. The
nature of Sudbury’s roads, which are winding, narrow, and tree-lined, make it difficult to add
some of the missing connections.

e The walking and biking network will be expanded in the future through the BFRT and proposed
MCRT. These will be major transportation and recreation assets to the town.
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Community Profile

Examining the Sudbury’s population provides us with a snapshot of where we are today and where
we’ve been as residents. While demographics are continually changing, analyzing patterns over time
helps us understand how Sudbury has changed and what it might look like in the future. From this
understanding, we can plan for needs around housing, recreation, transportation, and other aspects of
our community that impact quality of life.

Unless otherwise noted, data presented are from the U.S. Census Bureau’s Decennial Census from 1990
to 2010 and American Community Survey (ACS) Five-Year Estimates published in 2017 (estimates for the
years 2013 to 2017).! The Decennial Census is conducted once every 10 years to provide an official
count of the entire U.S. population and housing to Congress. The ACS is conducted every year to provide
up-to-date information about the social and economic needs of communities. The ACS collects data
from a sample of the population rather than from the whole population. Data are published as one-,
three-, or five-year estimates depending on the size of the state, county, or place.

1 https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/about.html
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Total Population

Sudbury experienced dramatic growth between 1990 and 2000 when the population increased 17%
from 14,358 to 16,841. It slowed to 5% in the next decade, and in 2017, the population was estimated to
be 18,697, another increase of 6%.

Recent population projections developed by the University of Massachusetts Donahue Institute (UMDI)
and the Metropolitan Area Planning Council (MAPC) for the Massachusetts Department of
Transportation (MassDOT)? forecast a consistent growth rate for Sudbury through 2040 (Figure 1).

25,000
20,183
20,000 19,373
18,599
17,659
16,841
15,000 14,358
10,000
5,000
0
Census 1990 Census 2000 Census 2010 2020 2030 2040

Source: Data for Socio-Economic Projections for 2020 Regional Transportation Plans, prepared by UMDI and MAPC for
MassDOT, 2018
Figure 1. Population Projections for Sudbury to 2040

Changes in population for other communities in the region varied between 1990 and 2000. Like
Sudbury, neighboring towns of Acton, Marlborough, and Stow all experienced growth of more than 20%
during this time (Figure 2). Concord, Framingham, Hudson, and Wayland saw a small percentage change,
and Lincoln and Maynard experienced population loss.

2 Socio-Economic Projections for 2020 Regional Transportation Plans available at
https://www.mass.gov/lists/socio-economic-projections-for-2020-regional-transportation-plans
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Source: US Census 1990, 2000, and 2010
Figure 2: Regional Comparison, Population Change (1990-2010)

Age

Equally important as overall population growth is the change of a population within different age
groups. People at various points in their lives have different preferences and needs for housing, parks,
public health services, transportation, and employment. Understanding how age groups are shifting can
help to predict these needs into the future.

Like so many other communities across the U.S., Sudbury has an aging population. The median age of
residents rose significantly from 39 years in 2000 to 44 in 2017. This is comparable to most of Sudbury’s
neighbors, with the exception of Framingham, which maintains a median age under 40 years (Table 1).

Table 1: Median Age Regional Comparison (2000-2017)

2000 2010 2017 Change in years

Sudbury 39 43 44 5

Acton 38 42 44 6

Concord 42 47 47 5

Framingham 36 38 38 2
Sudbury Master Plan — Baseline Report Draft June 10, 2019
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2000 2010 2017 Change in years
Hudson 37 41 44 7
Lincoln 35 43 41 6
Marlborough 36 39 40 4
Maynard 38 44 44 6
Stow 39 44 44 5
Wayland 41 45 44 3
Middlesex County 36 39 39 3
Massachusetts 37 39 39 2

Source: US Census 2000 and 2010, 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates

The increase in median age is a result of a growing population that is 55 years and older. Since 2000,
Sudbury’s younger residents (under 19 years) and those between the ages of 34 and 55 years have
always represented the largest portions of the Town’s population, each about one third (Figure 3).
However, as shown in Table 2, from 2000 to 2017, there were slight shifts, where the younger group
saw little growth (2%) and residents between 35 and 54 years decreased (-8%). While still a smaller
portion of the Town’s total population, around 15%, the percentage of older residents has increased. As
shown in Table 2, residents between the ages of 65 and 84 experienced the most growth of all age
groups from 2000 to 2017 with an increase of 78%, with those 55 to 64 years not far behind with 72%.
Residents 85 years and older grew by one third.

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

38%

34% 34%
31% 31%
9%
I 7% 8%

19 and 20-34 35-54
younger

34%

m 2000 m2010

13%

10%

55-64

2017

14%

11%
9%

1% 2% 2%
[ 1|

65-84 85 and older

Source: US Census 2000 and 2010, 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates

Figure 3. Distribution of Age Groups in the Population (2000-2017)
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Table 2. Sudbury Population by Age (2000 to 2017)

Actual Percentage

Change Change

2000-2017 2000-2017

19 years and younger 5,712 5,961 5,808 96 2%
20-34 years 1,521 1,160 1,405 -116 -8%
35-54 years 6,327 6,087 5,827 -500 -8%
55-64 years 1,628 2,296 2,804 1,176 72%
65-84 years 1,439 1,860 2,569 1,130 79%
85 years and older 214 295 284 70 33%
TOTAL 16,841 17,659 18,697 1,856 11%

Source: US Census 2000 and 2010, 2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates (2013-2017)

These trends indicate that the town’s older population will continue to grow. UMDI’s 2015 population
projections by age showed that residents 65 to 84 years could double, and those 85 years and older
could quadruple (Table 3. Projected Growth of Population Ages 65 and older in Sudbury, 2020 and
2030). These figures would raise the proportion of older residents to rival other age groups and increase
the need for senior services. When counting individuals (as opposed to percentages) the largest increase
by far between 200 and 2017 is with Asian residents. The census estimates this population grew by over
1,200 individuals during that time.

Table 3. Projected Growth of Population Ages 65 and older in Sudbury, 2020 and 2030

2020 2030 Change % Change

2010 (projected) (projected) 2010-2030 2010-2030

65-84 years 1,860 2,761 3,707 1,847 99%
85 years and older 295 594 835 540 183%

Source: UMDI, Long-term Population Projections for Massachusetts Regions and Municipalities, 2015

Race & Ethnicity

In 2017, the two largest racial groups in Sudbury were white at 86% and Asian at 10%. While the Town
of Sudbury is predominately a white community (Table 4), the population of non-white residents has
been growing at a faster percentage rate (Figure 4). Statistically the largest growing groups from 2000 to
2017 are American Indian and Alaska Native at 240%; however, these small numbers can be within the
margin of error for the 2017 estimates. The number of residents identifying themselves as some Other
Race and Asian increased by 215% and 200%, respectively.
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Table 4: Race and Ethnicity of Sudbury Residents (2000-2017)

% Change
Race/Ethnicity 2000-2017
One race 16,679 99% 17,343 98% 18,271 98% 10%
White 15,870 94% 16,036 91% 16,105 86% 1%
Black or African American 134 1% 149 1% 147 1% 10%
Amerllcan Indian and Alaska 5 0% 9 0% 17 0% 240%
Native
Asian 626 4% 1,041 6% 1,879 10% 200%
Native Hawaiian and other Pacific 5 0% 9 0% 0 0% -100%
Islander
Some other race 39 0% 99 1% 123 1% 215%
Two or more races 162 1% 316 2% 426 2% 163%
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 208 1% 350 2% 336 2% 62%

Source: MAPC, US Census 2000 and 2010, 2013-2017 ACS 5_VYear Estimates

18%
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2000* 2010 2017

Source: US Census 2000, 2010, and 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates
*The difference of total population Not Hispanic or Latino and Not Hispanic or Latino White alone
Figure 4: Percentage of Non-White Alone, Two or More Races, or Hispanic or Latino in Sudbury (2000-2017)

Figure 5 shows the increase in minority residents between 2000 and 2017 in Sudbury and surrounding
communities. Comparing Sudbury’s racial composition to its neighboring communities, the Town is less
diverse than Concord and Wayland, and about the same as Hudson.
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Figure 5: Comparison Non-White Alone and Hispanic or Latino (2000-2017)

Education

32%
31%

Sudbury is a well-educated community. In 2017, nearly 80% of the population age 25 years and older
was estimated to have a bachelor’s degree or higher (Table 5). Over the same period of time, those with
a graduate or professional degree increased 10% (from 32% to 42%). The percentage of people with only
a high school diploma stayed the same. Compared to its neighbors, Sudbury residents were only second

to Wayland (83%) for with a percentage of higher education degrees (Table 6).

Table 5: Educational Attainment of Residents (Aged 25 Years and Older) in Sudbury (2000-2017)

35%

Change

2000 2010 2017 2000-2017

Less than 9th grade 8% 1% 1% -8%

9th to 12th grade, no diploma 3% 2% 0% -3%

High school graduate (includes equivalency) 9% 8% 9% 0%

Some college, no degree 10% 10% 8% -2%

Associate degree 6% 1% 3% -2%

Bachelor's degree 34% 35% 36% 2%

Graduate or professional degree 32% 39% 42% 10%

Source: US Census 2000, 2006-2010 ACS 5-Year Estimates, and 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates

Sudbury Master Plan — Baseline Report Draft June 10, 2019

COMMUNITY PROFILE

7



Table 6: Regional Educational Attainment (2017)

High school
9th to 12th graduate Some

Less than grade, no (includes college, no Associate Bachelor's  Graduate or

9th grade diploma equivalency) degree degree degree higher
Sudbury 1% 0% 9% 8% 3% 36% 42%
Acton 2% 1% 7% 9% 5% 33% 44%
Concord 2% 3% 13% 7% 4% 29% 42%
Framingham 6% 5% 24% 14% 5% 27% 20%
Hudson 6% 3% 26% 15% 10% 25% 15%
Lincoln 1% 0% 5% 12% 6% 29% 47%
Marlborough 5% 4% 29% 15% 8% 23% 16%
Maynard 1% 2% 23% 16% 7% 25% 25%
Stow 0% 0% 13% 10% 8% 35% 34%
Wayland 1% 1% 6% 7% 3% 36% 47%
gj:ijsex 4% 5% 20% 13% 6% 27% 27%
Massachusetts 5% 5% 25% 16% 8% 23% 19%

Source: US Census 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates

Household Income

Between 2000 and 2017 the median household income in Sudbury increased by an estimated 44%;
however, when adjusted using the Consumer Price Index to show 2017 dollars, the rise in income
decreased a household’s buying power for goods and services by 2% (Table 6). Incomes in Sudbury have
decreased similarly to the Commonwealth, whereas Middlesex County as a whole saw a 3% increase.
Compared to its neighbors, in 2017, median household and family incomes were only lower than
Wayland (Figure 6).

Table 7: Change in Median Household Income (2000-2017)

% Change
2000 2000 2000-2017
(1999 dollars) (2017 dollars*) 2017 (2017 dollars*)
Sudbury $118,579 $175,262 $170,945 -2%
Middlesex Co $60,821 $89,895 $92,878 3%
Massachusetts $50,502 $74,643 $74,167 -1%

* Based on US Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Price Index (CPI) inflation calculator
Source: US Census 2000, 2006-2010 ACS 5-Year Estimates, and 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates
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Figure 6: Median Household and Family Incomes of Sudbury and Its Neighbors (2017)

Household Characteristics

The household composition in Sudbury has not drastically changed in the last 20 years; however, what
has changed, shown in Table 8, is the percent of family households with their own children under 18
years. This household composition decreased slightly from 51% in 2010 to 46% in 2017. Another notable
change was the percentage of households with individuals living alone that were 65 years and older,
which increased from 6% in 2000 to 8% in 2017.

Table 8: Household Composition in Sudbury (2000-2017)

2000 2010 2017

Total households 5,504 5,771 6,226
Family households (families) 86% 86% 87%
With own children under 18 years 51% 50% 46%
Married-couple family 79% 77% 80%
Nonfamily households 14% 14% 13%
Householder living alone 11% 12% 11%
Householder 65 years and over 6% 7% 8%
Average household size 3.0 3.0 3.0
Average family size 33 33 3.2

Source: US Census 2000, 2010, and 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year Estimates
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Summary of Key Findings

While school age children under the age of 19 and adults between the ages of 35 and 54 remain
the largest portions of the Town’s population, their growth was relatively flat over the past two
decades.

The number of households with children also decreased.

Population growth was primarily from residents 65 years and older. An increase in this age
group is also reflected in an increase in the number of older residents living alone.

This trend is seen not only in Sudbury, but also the region and throughout the Commonwealth’s
suburban and rural communities.

People of color remain a relatively small portion of the Town’s population, but the number has
more than doubled in the past 20 years.

Residents with more advanced education degrees increased.

While household incomes are increasing, so is the cost of living and the buying power of
residents has remained flat over the past 20 years.
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