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SOUTH CAROLINA EDUCATION OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
ASA Meeting
Minutes of the Meeting

March 28, 2022

Members Present (in-person or remote): Rep. Ray Felder; Barbara Hairfield (remote); Sen.
Greg Hembree; Sidney Locke (remote); and Dr. Patti Tate

EOC Staff Present: Matthew Ferguson; Hope Johnson-Jones; Dr. Rainey Knight; Dr. Matthew
Lavery, Dr. Jenny May; and Dana Yow,

Guest(s) Present: Dr. Glenn Carrozza, Wake County Public Schools (remote); Dr. Christy
Hovanetz, ExcelinEd (remote); Dr. David Mathis, SCDE

To begin the meeting, Mr. Ferguson introduced the new ASA chair, Dr. Patti Tate. Dr. Tate
thanked Mr. Ferguson and began the meeting with the approval of minutes from the prior ASA
meeting. All voted in favor and the minutes were approved. Next, Ms. Tate introduced Dr. Glenn
Carrozza, from Wake County Schools, who presented remotely on the lessons learned from Wake
County’s Year-Round Modified School Calendar.

Dr. Carrozza began by introducing the history of year-round schools in Wake County. They began
in 1999 as a choice for parents, as part of efforts to curb overcrowding. Beginning as a magnet
program in 2021, 61 schools ran on the year-round calendar, with four schools approved to phase
out. At its best, year-round schooling runs as a multi-track program.

According to Dr. Carrozza’s presentation, some of the benefits of year-round schooling include:
increasing student capacity, reducing burnout, and contributing to knowledge retention. However,
challenges of year-round schooling include the fact that year-round schooling is less accessible
for high-need families, meaning that optional year-round schooling leads to more segregated
schooling. Child-care costs are significantly higher for families. Because of remediation needs,
year-round schooling can contribute to principal and teacher burnout. Year-round schooling also
poses challenges to staff members with children and families whose children are not on the same
schooling schedule.

For year-round schooling to work, according to Dr. Carrozza, there are several necessary
collaborations that must be made: with local businesses, to provide opportunities for childcare
and transportation vendors to provide year-round service. Schools must collaborate with parents
to ensure they are prepared for the financial impact of year-round schooling. Schools must also
collaborate with local municipalities, as an example, sports and recreation schedules must be
revised to accommodate year-round schooling.

Dr. Carrozza then opened the floor to questions. Mr. Hembree thanked Dr. Carrozza and asked
if Wake County was able to measure any significant academic improvements from year-round
schooling. Dr. Carrozza said that measurement of this kind is difficult due to self-segregation of



students who are in year-round schooling and those who are not, noting the inaccessibility of year
round schooling to high-need families.

Ms. Felder asked if a modified year-round calendar would help with learning acceleration, as the
beginning of the school year would not focus as much on remediation time. Dr. Carrozza stated
that yes, you could imagine that, but once again, this is putting pressure on lower economic
families. Dr. Carrozza stated that he cannot stress enough the concerns of low-economic families
surrounding the barriers to year-round schooling.

Ms. Hairfield asked about summer attendance rate. Dr. Carrozza stated that there are definitely
more concerns in the beginning of the year for students who are not used to starting in July.
Additionally, because year-round calendar is opt-out and not all parents who seek a normal
calendar are able to secure it, some students are not sent to school because parents are holding
out for a normal academic calendar. However, Dr. Carrozza notes that these can be mediated if
year-round schooling is implemented at the district level. Additionally, Dr. Carrozza highlights that
Wake County is trying to move away from multi-track year-round schooling. Many low-economic
families try to move away, leading to segregation in housing. Additionally, schools on a year-
round schedule tend to get less experienced teachers.

Dr. Tate thanked Dr. Carrozza before introducing Dr. Hovanetz, presenting remotely on
accountability.

Dr. Hovanetz highlighted the need to give publicly transparent information to stakeholders and
accountability’s role in ensuring meaningful outcomes. Dr. Hovanetz gave a brief history of
accountability, as it is a relatively new field. There has been a shift to giving local control back in
exchange for meeting expectations of student outcomes. School accountability systems should
ultimately serve as a signal of school performance.

It is important to ensure that accountability is used to improve outcomes and that the data it
produces should inspire action to improve outcomes. Improvements can be seen with federal
accountability; No Child Left Behind improved student outcomes while narrowing achievement
gaps. Students of all demographics benefitted from No Child Left Behind, but waivered in
improvement with ESEA and ESSA.

On the state level, Florida’s rigorous accountability methods have significantly impacted
achievement while costing less per student. Mississippi went from one of the worst performing
states to being ranked highly, consistently. South Carolina, on the other hand, has a lower than
national average and wide achievement gaps.

Mr. Hembree asked how our accountability could be ranked. Dr. Hovanetz stated that there is
definitely an opportunity for improvement, transparency, rigor, expectation, and growth to
proficiency. Ms. Felder followed up on the data shown for Mississippi, with Dr. Hovanetz stating
that the Mississippi data shows the lowest performing students in each school.

Mr. Ferguson thanked Dr. Hovanetz and introduced Dr. Matthew Lavery, presenting on the staff
recommendation to move to an added-value growth model. Dr. Lavery highlighted that in the
current average growth model, 5 years of average growth did not provide the necessary
improvement to move to proficiency -- only 15% improved achievement level in ELA, while 32%
fall to a lower achievement level in math. Therefore, we are looking for a model with clear targets
where all students have the chance to do well.



It is the staff’'s recommendation to move to a criterion-referenced value-added model. Students in
grades 4-8 would have two individual growth targets based on prior years, a median annual target
and an added-value target. Meeting the median annual target would be worth one point, while
meeting added-value targets would be worth more based on expected gains.

This new growth model would be rolled out in three phases. In the first (FY 2021-22), the EOC
would define and collect report scores to internally build the new model, while reporting and
scoring the new model. In the second phase (FY 2022-23), the EOC would continue to report and
score the existing model, while reporting the new model, but not scoring it. In the third (FY 2023-
24), the EOC will report and score the new model.

Dr. Lavery then invited members to share their questions. Mr. Ferguson noted that this plan was
showed to the State Superintendent Molly Spearman, who is interested in going forward with it
and supported the move in theory.

Ms. Felder stated a concern that this model may affect where we move resources, and the neglect
of those students who are not succeeding. Ms. Felder stated that this would also be difficult on
teachers. Dr. Lavery noted that South Carolina uses growth for school accountability and not
teacher accountability. With a traditional norm-referenced model, there was no sense of knowing
how far students have to go. With a criterion-referenced value-added model, the magnitude of
growth needed for students to succeed is unignorably clear. On the school level, not the teacher
level, these changes can be achieved. Additionally, staff are considering implementation in ways
that account for demotivation and do not provide an “all or nothing” approach to success. Mr.
Ferguson stated that as a former classroom teacher, this model is beneficial because it does not
disguise the goal.

Ms. Felder stated that while it is nice to know where we need to be, it is important to know that
some students may never achieve ultimate success.

Mr. Ferguson noted that children with severe disabilities are not used for school accountability in
the current growth model and would not be included in the proposed one. Dr. Hovanetz also noted
the importance of not selling SC children short and that SC students can meet the proposed
targets. She stated the importance of setting aspirational goals and that while we aren’t meeting
these goals now, that is because these goals have not been set.

Mr. Hembree asked if other students are using a model similar to this. Dr. Lavery stated that a
small number of states are setting similarly intended goals. These targets are based on historical
gains that real students have had. Mr. Hembree then asked a question about scoring. Dr. Lavery
stated that data is from two years of growth, with Mr. Ferguson noting that this is set historically
rather than resetting every year, as it does now. Mr. Hembree clarified that even if median growth
is achieved, as in the current model, we may still backslide, which Dr. Lavery confirmed.

Members moved to approve the recommendation, with all in favor.

Next, Dana Yow presented on proposed student success measures for accountability. Ms. Yow
introduced a proposed on-track measure for success. In high school, students who complete ninth
grade with six or more credits are considered on-track. This measure would be implemented
through a phase-in approach. Additionally, those who gain credits before ninth will bring those
credits with them.



Some of the advantages of an on-track measure include that students ending ninth grade on-
track were four times more likely to graduate. On-track status is more predictive of graduation
than race, poverty, test scores, etc. and the data is incredibly actionable.

It is the staff recommendation to use on-track measures for high school accountability, to be used
in determining indicator and overall ratings for these schools. All members voted in favor to move
forward with the staff recommendation. Mr. Hembree asked if this would require a change to state
law, with Ms. Yow clarifying that it would not. Mr. Ferguson also noted that some district staff
expressed concern that this might affect the grade reflected on school IDs, and clarified that this
measure would solely be used for accountability purposes.

Next, Ms. Yow presented on the Five-Year Student Success Indicator. The Accountability
Advisory Committee recommended the following revision to this indicator: Extended graduation
rate should be included, but should have less influence than the traditional four year rate, in order
to maintain on-time graduation as the primary goal, and extended graduation rate alone should
not decrease accountability scores. Mr. Hembree asked how this indicator would treat the GED.
Mr. Ferguson stated that this will be a success, not graduation measure, so it is a possibility that
GED can be included and counted within this measure. All members voted in favor of moving
forward with the recommendation.

Mr. Ferguson concluded the meeting with an executive director update, noting that the
Accountability Manual will be on track to be provided to schools prior to the beginning of the school
year. Mr. Ferguson stated that EOC staff are in the process of conducting regional meetings to
share National Student Clearinghouse data with district and school leaders and that a Charleston
date will be added as well. ELA and math standards will be up for review in the fall. Mr. Ferguson
thanked the subcommittee.

With that, Dr. Tate moved to adjourn the meeting, with all members voting in favor.



EDUCATION OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

Date: May 16, 2022

ACTION ITEM:
Educational Credit for Exceptional Needs Children (ECENC) Program Report

PURPOSE/AUTHORITY
Act 247, Section (E)(6)

Annually, the Education Oversight Committee shall issue a report to the General Assembly
documenting the impact of the Educational Credit for Exceptional Needs Children Program on
student achievement. In addition, the report must include information on individual schools if at
least fifty-one percent of the total enrolled students in the private school participated in the
Educational Credit for Exceptional Needs Children Program in the prior school year. The report
must be according to each participating private school, and for participating students, in which
there are at least thirty participating students who have scores for tests administered. If the
Education Oversight Committee determines that the thirty participating-student cell size may be
reduced without disclosing personally identifiable information of a participating student, the
Education Oversight Committee may reduce the participating-student cell size, but the cell size
may not be reduced to less than ten participating students.

CRITICAL FACTS
The report addresses the following:

o Information on the approval process, participation, and compliance for ECENC schools;

e Information about the process for collecting assessment results used to document the
impact of the ECENC program on student achievement; and

e Qualitative information from ECENC administrators from a sample of ECENC schools.

TIMELINE/REVIEW PROCESS
The FY2020-21 Educational Credit for Exceptional Needs Children Program Report was submitted to
the ASA Subcommittee May 16, 2022 for approval and later submission to the EOC website.

ECONOMIC IMPACT FOR EOC
There is no economic impact to the EOC producing this report.

ACTION REQUEST

X For approval [ ] For information

ACTION TAKEN

[ ] Approved [ ] Amended
[ ] Not Approved [1 Action deferred (explain)






EDUCATIONAL CREDIT FOR
EXCEPTIONAL NEEDS CHILDREN
(ECENC) PROGRAM REPORT:

FY 20-21
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KEY FACTS OF EDUCATIONAL CREDIT FOR
EXCEPTIONAL NEEDS CHILDREN CEGENC) PROGRAM

$3,218,117 Total ECENC Grant Funds
998 ECENC Student Grants

125 Approved ECENC Schools

-I-Iz Approved ECENC Schools
Receiving ECENC Grants

KEY FACT 1. ECENC APPROVED SCHOOLS ARE LOCATED IN
EACH OF THE FIVE CENTER FOR EDUCATOR RECRUITMENT,
RETENTION AND ADVANCEMENT (CERRA) REGIONS OF SOUTH
CAROLINA.

e The Upstate, Region 1, has 33 approved schools and 451 ECENC
student recipients with $1,565,570 in grants received, for an
average grant amount of $3,471.

e The Savannah River Basin, Region 2, has 7 approved schools and
33 student recipients with $48,900 in grants received, for an
average grant amount of $1,482.

e The Midlands, Region 3, has 25 approved schools and 227
student recipients with $761,630 in grants received, for an
average grant amount of $3,355.

e The Pee Dee, Region 4, has 13 approved schools and 32 student
recipients with $199,708 in grants received, for an average grant
amount of $6,241.

e The Lowcountry, Region 5, has 47 approved schools and 255
student recipients with $642,309 in grants received, for an
average grant amount of $2,519.



KEY FACTS

KEY FACT 2. EACH ECENC APPROVED SCHOOL REPRESENTS
ONE OR MORE OF THE INDEPENDENT ACCREDITING

ASSOCIATIONS.

e South Carolina Independent School Association (SCISA):
o 79 ECENC schools
e Southern Association of Colleges and Schools (SACS):
o 28 ECENC schools
e South Carolina Association of Christian Schools (SCACS):
o 23 ECENC schools
e Palmetto Association of Independent School Accreditation (PAIS):
o 16 ECENC schools

KEY FACT 3. NEARLY HALF (49%) OF ECENC SCHOLARSHIP
RECIPIENTS ARE FROM HOUSEHOLDS EARNING $100,000 OR
MORE ANNUALLY. SEE SCDOR REPORT IN APPENDIX E

e Nearly half (49%) of ECENC Scholarship Recipients are from
households earning $100,000 or more annually;

e Nearly a third (32%) of ECENC recipients are from households
earning between $50,000 - $100,000 annually; and

e Less than a fifth (18%) of ECENC recipients are from households
earning $50,000 or less annually.

KEY FACT 4. ANALYSIS OF THE IMPACT OF ECENC PROGRAM
ON STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT AND STUDENT ACADEMIC
GROWTH IS LIMITED DUE TO LACK OF STUDENT LEVEL DATA.

e ECENC schools are no longer required to provided individual
student test scores for students who received an ECENC grant
to determine whether students participating in the program
have experienced measurable improvement.



RECOMMENDATIONS

CONVENE THE EOC ADVISORY
COMMITTEE FOR ECENC
PROGRAM REVIEW AND

RECOMMENDATIONS.
Act 247, Section F(2)(b) provides that

the EOC shall establish an advisory
committee for the ECENC program.
This advisory committee has not
convened recently, and the
recommendation is for the advisory
committee to meet and consider
overall program improvement.

SOUTH CAROLINA STATE
SUMMATIVE ASSESSMENTS
SHOULD BE MADE AVAILABLE
FOR ADMINISTRATION TO SOUTH
CAROLINA STUDENTS IN PRIVATE

SCHOOLS.
South Carolina students in private

schools are not currently allowed the
opportunity to participate in South
Carolina state assessments (i.e.,
SCREADY and EOCEP).

CREATE INFORMATIONAL
MATERIAL TO CLARIFY THE
ROLES OF VARIOUS
ORGANIZATIONS RESPONSIBLE
FOR ECENC PROGRAM

ADMINISTRATION.
ECENC approved schools interviewed

for this report have requested materials
to clarify which organizations (i.e., EOC,
Exceptional SC, and DOR) are
responsible for the various functions
(i.e., school approval, student approval,
grant funding) of the ECENC program
administration.




THE ECENC

REPORT

The following is a report from the South Carolina Education Oversight
Committee pursuant to Act 247 of 2018.

Act 247, Section (E)(6)

Annually, the Education Oversight Committee shall issue a report
to the General Assembly documenting the impact of the
Educational Credit for Exceptional Needs Children Program on
student achievement. In addition, the report must include
information on individual schools if at least fifty-one percent of
the total enrolled students in the private school participated in
the Educational Credit for Exceptional Needs Children Program in
the prior school year. The report must be according to each
participating private school, and for participating students, in
which there are at least thirty participating students who have
scores for tests administered. If the Education Oversight
Committee determines that the thirty participating-student cell
size may be reduced without disclosing personally identifiable
information of a participating student, the Education Oversight
Committee may reduce the participating-student cell size, but
the cell size may not be reduced to less than ten participating
students.

This report seeks to provide the following about the Educational Credit
for Exceptional Needs Children (ECENC):

l.Information on the approval process, participation, and compliance
for ECENC schools;

2.Information about the process for collecting assessment results used
to document the impact of the ECENC program on student
achievement; and

3.Qualitative information from ECENC administrators from a sample of
ECENC schools.



This report is the fourth annual report on the impact of the ECENC
program as required by Act 247 of 2018. This law defines qualifying
students and eligible schools for participation in the ECENC
program.

A qualifying student means a student who is an exceptional needs
child, a South Carolina resident, and who is eligible to be enrolled
in a South Carolina secondary or elementary public school at the
kindergarten or later year level for the applicable school year.

GCrants may be awarded in an amount not exceeding eleven
thousand dollars or the total annual cost of tuition, whichever is
less, to a qualifying student at an eligible school. A qualifying
student receiving a grant may not be charged tuition by an eligible
school in an amount greater than the student would be charged if
the student was not a qualifying student.

An eligible school, as approved by the Education Oversight
Committee, is an independent school including those religious in
nature, other than a public school, at which the compulsory
attendance requirements may be met that:

e offers a general education to primary or secondary school
students;

e does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, or national
origin;

e is located in this State;

e has an educational curriculum that includes courses set forth in
the state's diploma requirements, graduation certificate
requirements for special needs children, and where the students
attending are administered national achievement or state
standardized tests, or both, at progressive grade levels to
determine student progress;

e has school facilities that are subject to applicable federal, state,
and local laws;

e is a member in good standing of the Southern Association of
Colleges and Schools, the South Carolina Association of Christian
Schools, the South Carolina Independent Schools Association, or
Palmetto Association of Independent Schools; and

e provides a specially designed program or learning resource center
to provide needed accommodations based on the needs of
exceptional needs students or provides onsite educational
services or supports to meet the needs of exceptional needs
students, or is a school specifically existing to meet the needs of
only exceptional needs students with documented disabilities.



ECENC SCHOOL APPROVAL TIMELINE

The following was the process and timeline used by the Education
Oversight Committee to determine school eligibility in the ECENC
Program for School Year 2020-21. Each school, new or recurring, was
required to comply with the same Program Standards and Reporting
Requirements.

January 2, 2021

1.Notification by email to schools currently in good standing with
the ECENC Program in the 2019-20 school year that the
application process is open. The Application to Participate in the
ECENC Program for 2020-21 is available on the EOC’'s website that
will connect to the ECENC Manual for SY2020-21 that is to be
used as a guide to the Application Process and all Documents
that must be completed, signed, attached and returned to the
EOC.

2.Publication on the EOC’'s website of the completed applications
of schools meeting the standards and reporting requirements for
SY2019-20.

February 28, 2021

1.The Application to Participate and Document A - Statement of
Services must be submitted to the EOC by February 28, 2021 to be
approved for participation in the program for SY2020-21.

2.The EOC will publish a list on our website of schools meeting the
standards and reporting requirements for participation in the
ECENC program for SY2020-21.

June 30, 2021

1.Document B - Grants Received must be completed, signed and
returned to the EOC by June 30, 2021 containing information on
the number of students (K-12) that were enrolled in the entire
school in 2020-21 and information on grants received in 2020-21.
No personally identifiable information of students should be
submitted.




September 1, 2021

1.Document C - School-Level Assessment Results must be provided
directly to the EOC with the NAME of each national achievement
test administered and the scale scores/percentile
rankings/stanines/grade equivalents for ELA (Reading) and
Mathematics. This information must be reported by grade level
for classes with 10 or more students of all grades tested and
attached by September 1, 2021. No personally identifiable
information of teachers or students should be submitted.

2."*Document C - Individual Student Assessment Results must be
provided to the SC Revenue and Fiscal Affairs Office (RFA) by
September 1, 2021. Students who received grants in SY2020-21
must have their individual assessment results, received from the
testing vendor, uploaded to the secure portal AFTER RFA has
entered a fully executable MOU with the school. The school
should contact RFA to see if a 5-year MOU was signed before
submitting Individual Assessment Results. **

3.Document C - Information on Staff Responsible for the
submission of School-Level Assessment Results and Individual
Student Assessment Results must be provided to the EOC by
September 1, 2020. Document C must be completed, signed and
returned at that time.

November 15, 2021

1.A “copy of a compilation, review, or compliance audit of the
organization’s financial statements as relating to the grants
received, conducted by a certified public accounting firm” must
be received by the EOC no later than November 15, 2021. No
personally identifiable information of students should be
submitted.

**The requirement to submit Individual Student Assessment results
was eliminated from the requirements of Act 247. Therefore, schools
were not required to complete this portion of the school eligibility
process.**



ECENC SCHOOL ELIGIBILITY

KEY FINDING
There were 125 eligible ECENC schools serving 998 eligible

ECENC students.

KEY FINDING
ECENC approved schools are located in each of the five Center

for Educator Recruitment, Retention, and Advancement
(CERRA) regions of South Carolina.

There were 125 eligible schools approved for participation in the
ECENC program in 2020-21. 139 schools were approved for ECENC
participation in 2019-20, reflecting a decline of 14 approved schools
between the years.

Of the 125 schools approved to receive ECENC dollars, 112 schools
received ECENC grant funding between $700 and $544,335.

There were 13 schools that did not have any students who received
grants. In the 2020-21 school year, all schools who applied to be an
approved school met the criteria for approval.

ECENC Grants by CERRA Region

451 grant
1565570 tota
$3.471.33 per student

13 schools
32 grants
$199,708 tota
$6,240.88 per student

4T sor

. 125 schoals i
Statewide 998 grants $642,309.37 1012
$3,218,117.37 tota $2,518.86 por student

$3,224.57 per student




ECENC SCHOOL ELIGIBILITY

KEY FINDING
Each ECENC Approved Schools represents one or more of the

independent accrediting associations for private schools.

All of the approved ECENC schools were verified as being current
members in good standing in at least one of the private school
accrediting organizations. Some of the ECENC schools are in good
standing with more than one of the accrediting organizations.

e South Carolina Independent School Association (SCISA):
o 79 ECENC schools
e Southern Association of Colleges and Schools (SACS):
o 28 ECENC schools
e South Carolina Association of Christian Schools (SCACS):
o 23 ECENC schools
e Palmetto Association of Independent School Accreditation
(PAIS):
© 16 ECENC schools
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ECENC STUDENT PARTIGIPATION DATA

Exceptional SC provided data on
students rising Kindergarten
through grade 12 who applied for
and those who received grants in
the 2020-21 school year. For the
2020-21 school year, 2,257 students
applied for funding and 1,054, or
approximately 47%, received grants.
There was a great difference by
grade level between applicants and
funded students with a range of 3%
to 87% between Kindergarten and
twelfth grade. This difference may
be explained by the fact that
students who have previously
received ECENC grants receive
priority in the awarding of grants in
subsequent years. For the number
of applications, approvals, and
percentages by grade level, see the
appendix.

The South Carolina Department of
Revenue issued a report on January
15, 2022 in which they report
Exceptional SC awarded 1,054
scholarship recipients for the 2020-
21 school year, most of which went
to students who previously received
an ECENC scholarship.

See Appendix for full
South Carolina
Revenue.

report by
Department of

KEY FINDING

Students in all grades, K
through 12th, received
funding through the
ECENC program, with the
highest percentage of
approved students from
each grade level being in
12th grade.

KEY FINDING

Of the 2,257 of students
who applied, 47% or 1,054
received some level of
funding, the average
amount across schools
and age groups being
$3,225.

1



ECENC STUDENT PARTIGIPATION DATA

Count of Children by Grade (K-12) who Applied for and Received

Grants from Exceptional SC

Percent

. . of
Crade Level Applied | Funded Students
Funded

i &,
“H D2 370
Total 2257 1,054 46.70%
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ECENC STUDENT AGHIEVEMENT DATA

Historically, ECENC funded students’ scores
were submitted as a measurement of
academic growth, and now the school level
assessment data from the previous
academic year is submitted as a
mechanism of compliance with the ECENC
school approval process. This change
provides an additional compliance measure
and changes how the assessment data can
be analyzed to answer the evaluation
guestions and meet the requirement to
evaluate the impact of the ECENC
program.

The South Carolina Department of
Education (SCDE) has interpreted the
Education Accountability Act to prohibit
private school students from taking state
summative assessments which include,

KEY FINDING

Analysis of impact of
ECENC program on
student achievement and
student growth is limited
by lack of student level
data.

RECOMMENDATION
South Carolina state
summative assessments
should be made available
for administration to

but are not limited to, SC READY in grades
3 through 8, and end of course South Carolina students
assessments in Algebra 1, English 2, Biology in private schools.

and US History and the Constitution.

Instead, private schools have the flexibility

to choose a nationally normed assessment

to measure student performance.

Schools that administer national assessments typically select an assessment or
assessments that measure reading or English Language Arts (ELA) competencies
and mathematics competencies. Examples of assessments that are used in
elementary and middle school grades are measures of academic progress (MAP)
and the lowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS). All schools administered assessments or had
valid reasons for not administering assessments (i.e., COVID-19 school closures,
supply chain issues accessing assessments in time to administer them etc.).

The most commonly used nationally normed assessments for ECENC approved
private schools in the 2020-21 school year include: PSAT, SAT, ACT, MAP and the
Stanford 10, which is similar to previous years. See appendix for a compendium of
assessments used by approved schools.
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Act 247 requires an evaluation of the ECENC program’s impact on
student achievement where a majority of students enrolled in the
school (51% or more of students) received a grant from Exceptional
SC. In the 2020-21 school year, three schools had the majority of
students accessing ECENC funds:

School Percentage Total Average | Assessment(s)
of Students | Amount per | Amount Used
funded School per grant
through

ECENC

Because an amendment to Act 247 eliminated access to scores by
individual students funded through ECENC dollars, progress
individual students have made cannot be discerned from this data.
See appendix for school, subject and grade level average scores for
Reading and Math.

For more details about the assessments administered by

Camperdown Academy, Hope Christian Academy, and The Chandler
School, see Appendix B.
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ECENC SCHOOL SITE VISITS

For the first time, a qualitative data collection was included as a part of the
ECENC report. To ensure a representative group was included for qualitative
data collection, the following selection process was dev