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● T¥n¨f ¢¥zavfwÝaY¦fd b©¥¥nb©v©w Yxd bzxd©b¨ ¦¨Ykk ¨¥Ynxnxl ¨mY¨ kzb©¦f¦ 
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4A!=Í 6w¢¥z®f Yxd fxmYxbf kYbnvn¨nf¦ ¨z b¥fY¨f af¦¨ 
fx®n¥zxwfx¨ kz¥ ¦Ykf vfY¥xnxlÎ

• N¢dY¨f =zxlÝKYxlf 3Ybnvn¨nf¦ HvYx ã,A.ä

• *zx¨nx©f ¨z ¢¥nz¥n¨n´f Yxd ¢vYx xf¯ ¢¥ztfb¨¦ k¥zw !¥bmn¨fb¨ zk 
Kfbz¥d

• .°fb©¨f azY¥dÐ¦ ®n¦nzx zx ¦Y¨fvvn¨f ¨¥Yx¦¢z¥¨Y¨nzx kYbnvn¨±

• *zx¨nx©f ¨z fxmYxbf ¦fb©¥n¨± wfY¦©¥f¦ nx ¨mf dn¦¨¥nb¨Ì 
bzw¢vf¨f nx¦¨YvvY¨nzx zk ¦Ykf¨± ®f¦¨na©vf¦

• *zw¢vf¨f dfbzwwn¦¦nzxnxl zk zvd ¦f¯f¥ ¢vYx¨
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4A!=Í 6dfx¨nk± Yxd nw¢vfwfx¨ ¥f®fx©fÝlfxf¥Y¨nxl fxdfY®z¥¦ 
kz¥ ¨mf dn¦¨¥nb¨ Yxd Ydd¥f¦¦ ¨¥Yx¦¢z¥¨Y¨nzx ¢f¥¦zxxfv ¦mz¥¨Ylf¦

• *¥fY¨f bYw¢Ynlx ¨z Y¨¨¥Yb¨ a©¦ d¥n®f¥¦ Yxd wfbmYxnb¦ ¨z ¯z¥u 
nx z©¥ dn¦¨¥nb¨

• H©¥¦©f Yv¨f¥xY¨f ¥f®fx©f ¦z©¥bf¦

• 6w¢vfwfx¨ dzb©wfx¨ Y¥bmn®Yv ¦±¦¨fw
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4A!=Í *zx¨nx©f fkkz¥¨¦ ¨z¯Y¥d ¨¥Yx¦¢Y¥fxb± Yxd z¢fxxf¦¦ ¯n¨m 
¢©avnb Yxd ¢Y¥fx¨¦Î

• 6xb¥fY¦f ¢©avnbY¨nzx zk dn¦¨¥nb¨ fxdfY®z¥¦ Yxd ¦¨©dfx¨ Ybmnf®fwfx¨ nx 

YbYdfwnb¦Ë f°¨¥YÝb©¥¥nb©vY¥ Y¥fY¦ Yxd Y¨mvf¨nb¦

• M¥Ynx ¦¨Ykk ¨z ©¨nvn´f dn¦¨¥nb¨ xf¯¦ kffd¦ ¨z mnlmvnlm¨ ¦bmzzvÝaY¦fd 

Ybbzw¢vn¦mwfx¨¦ Yxd nxkz¥wY¨nzx ð b¥fY¨f ¦©¦¨YnxYavf ¦±¦¨fw kz¥ ¦bmzzv¦ ¨z 

¦©awn¨ xf¯¦

• *zx¨nx©f ¨z ¥fknxf ¯fa¦n¨f kfY¨©¥f¦ Yxd ¦¨¥©b¨©¥f ð bzx¨nx©f ¨z ¨¥Ynx ¦¨Ykk

• =Y©xbm !v©wxn !¦¦zbnY¨nzx ¯fa¦n¨f

• L©¢¢z¥¨ nxkz¥wY¨nzxYv bYw¢Ynlx ¥flY¥dnxl ¦¢fbnYv ¤©f¦¨nzx nx ?z®fwaf¥

• *Yw¢Ynlx ¨z Y¨¨¥Yb¨ a©¦ d¥n®f¥¦ Yxd wfbmYxnb¦ ¨z ¯z¥u nx ;Ybu¦zx



Student Population Changes Over Last Decade

Subgroup June 2008 June 2018

Total Students 9,657 8,196

Subgroup Number of 
Students

Percentage of 
Total Student 

Population

Number of 
Students

Percentage of Total 
Student Population

Asian 244 2.5% 246 3.0%

Black 594 6.2% 486 5.9%

Hispanic 568 5.8% 1,124 13.7%

White 8,218 85.1% 6,206 75.7%

Economically Disadvantaged 977 10.1% 1,812 22.1%

Special Education 1,533 15.9% 1,333 16.3%

English Language Learner 57 0.6% 168 2.1%

Time in District Less than 1 
Year 122 1.3% 151 1.8%
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High School Performance



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   
2016  - 2018  PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

PERCENTAGE SCORING “4” or Better 
JACKSON MEMORIAL

English Language Arts Mathematics

2016 2017 2018 2016 2017 2018

Grade 9 53% 52% 57% Algebra 1 35% 35% 34%

Grade 10 45% 42% 37% Geometry 20% 29% 30%

Grade 11 19% 20% 23% Algebra 2 29% 32% 23%

10

ELA District Average State Average

Grade 9 53% 54%

Grade 10 42% 49%

Grade 11 24% 37%

Math District Average State Average

Algebra 1 49% 45%

Geometry 28% 29%

Algebra 2 23% 28%



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   
2016  - 2018  PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

PERCENTAGE SCORING “4” or Better 
JACKSON LIBERTY

English Language Arts Mathematics

2016 2017 2018 2016 2017 2018

Grade 9 41% 40% 45% Algebra 1 19 Grade 9 M ' Grade 9 41% ₭ 40% m ̾ 40% Grade 9 ₭ tU Grade 9 41% tU ₭ 41% ̾ 41% tU ₭ tU ₭ U U ҏ 7 (S Ⱦ (S (S Ⱦ (S (S Ⱦ (S (S Ⱦ (S (S Ⱦ (S Ⱦ (S Ⱦ (S Ⱦ (S Ⱦ (S Ⱦ (S Ⱦ (S S 1%
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Middle School Performance



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   
2016  - 2018  PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

PERCENTAGE SCORING “4” or Better 
CARL W. GOETZ MIDDLE SCHOOL

English Language Arts Mathematics

2016 2017 2018 2016 2017 2018



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   



PARCC 
2016 - 2018
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Elementary School 
Performance



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   
2016  - 2018  PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

3rd Grade
PERCENTAGE SCORING “4” or Better 

English Language Arts Mathematics

School 2016 2017 2018 2016 2017 2018

Crawford-
Rodriguez 45% 42% 39% 44% 53% 42%

Elms S S 



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   
2016  - 2018  PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

4th Grade
PERCENTAGE SCORING “4” or Better 

English Language Arts Mathematics

School



COMPARISON OF JACKSON TOWNSHIP SCHOOL DISTRICT’S   
2016  - 2018  PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

5th Grade
PERCENTAGE SCORING “4” or Better 

English Language Arts Mathematics

School 2016 2017 2018 2016 2017 2018

Crawford-
Rodriguez 40% 62% 46% 45% 58% 47%

Elms 65% 75% 65% 76% 78% 80%

Johnson 65% 59% 62% 51% 61% 63%

Holman 43% 57% 54% 30% 46% 44%

Switlik 42% 57% 58% 46% 59% 59%

Rosenauer 51% 52% 54% 50% 54% 63%

18

2018 District Average for ELA = 56%
2018 State Average for ELA = 58%

2018 District Average for Math = 58%
2018 State Average for Math = 49%





% of Students either “Meeting’’ or “Exceeding’’ Expectations (>=4) 20

Three-Year Comparison by Cohort

English Language Arts
2016

Grade 9
2017

Grade 10
2018

Grade 11

Jackson Memorial HS 53% 42% 23%

Jackson Liberty HS 41% 48% 26%

Mathematics
2016

Algebra 1
2017

Geometry
2018

Algebra 2

Jackson Memorial HS 35% 29% 23%

Jackson Liberty HS 19% 15% 22%



% of Students either “Meeting’’ or “Exceeding’’ Expectations (>=4) 21

Three-Year Comparison by Cohort

English Language Arts
2016

Grade 6
2017

Grade 7
2018

Grade 8

Goetz Middle School 68% 72% 73%

McAuliffe Middle School 49% 62% 58%

Mathematics

2016
Grade 6

2017
Grade 7

2018
Grade 8, Algebra 
1, and Geometry

Goetz Middle School 57% 49% 57%

McAuliffe Middle School 45% 44% 52%



% of Students either “Meeting’’ or “Exceeding’’ Expectations (>=4)
22

Three-Year Comparison by Cohort - Literacy

2016
Grade 3

2017
Grade 4

2018
Grade 5

Crawford-Rodriguez 45% 58% 47%

Elms 52% 64% 65%

Johnson 60% 60% 62%

Holman 37% 44% 54%

Switlik 48% 45% 58%

Rosenauer 68% 57% 54%
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Three-Year Comparison by Cohort - 
Mathematics

2016
Grade 3

2017
Grade 4

2018
Grade 5

Crawford-Rodriguez 44% 52% 48%

Elms 72% 60% 80%

Johnson 62% 72% 63%

Holman 43% 51% 44%

Switlik 46% 54% 59%

Rosenauer 61% 68% 63%

% of Students either “Meeting’’ or “Exceeding’’ Expectations (>=4)



What’s New and 
Improved for 2018-2019?

Curriculum Updates in K-12
Media and Technology Classes; 

Envision Math Implementation at the 
Secondary Level

Cultivating a Generation of Responsible and  
Respectful Children Growing Up in a Diverse World 

(Pilot Responsive Classroom Model)

Training for Problem-Based 
Learning Models across content 

areas in HS

School-Designed Extended Day Programs for Struggling Learners

Flexible Scheduling for 
More Efficient Use of 

Resources - Middle 
School Schedule Review

Ensuring A Safe and Secure 
Learning Environment

Pilot Year:  OCC Dual Credit 
Classes in both High Schools

Expanding Full Inclusion Model to Grade 3



What’s Ahead for 2019?

Curriculum Revision
Secondary ELA
Secondary SS
K-12 Guidance

High School Schedule Review

Implementation:   Problem-Based 
Curriculum Across the Content 

Areas in HS

Expansion of PreSchool Programs in 
Community School

Full Implementation:  
Responsive Classroom 
program in the Middle 

Schools 

Continued focus on Social Emotional 
Learning within the schools and 

school community

Curriculum Audit
ELA K-5


