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spartanburg

community indicators

project

Inspiring dialogue, strategy and change.

What We Do:

The Spartanburg Community Indicators Project report progress of key issues that are the
clearest indicators of quality of life in Spartanpounty, South Carolina. Its goal is to report
on data and community initiatives to inspire diale@nd strategy that leads to change within the
community. The Project is a collaboration of Tiga&anburg County Foundation, United Way
of the Piedmont, Spartanburg County, and the Unityeof South Carolina Upstate and is
designed to bring together community organizatibusjnesses and individuals to improve the
quality of life in Spartanburg County. The Projees identified six main indicator areas
encompassing the factors affecting quality of Wieich are:

Our citizens will have access to living wage jobhd aur communities will be economically
viable.

Our children will excel academically and our citzewill demonstrate high levels of
baccalaureate degree attainment, rendering Spartatiie best educated county in the state.

Civic Health
Our citizens will have access to opportunitiesdieic engagement that promote community
well-being and an enriched quality of life.

Natural Environment
Our citizens will manage our natural resources\wag that will support current and future
generations.

Public Health
Our citizens will be increasingly healthy, demoastrg decreasing incidence and prevalence of
health risk factors and poor health outcomes.

Social Environment
Our community will be characterized by stable faesil low crime, affordable housing and
access to opportunity.

© 2014 Spartanburg Community Indicators Project

424 East Kennedy Street = Spartanburg, SC 29302 = 864-582-0138 = strategicspartanburg.org
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Measuring the status of education in a community is the first step in identifying the covariates and
predictors of community challenges such as low median income, stalled economic development, high
reliance on public and nonprofit welfare systems, high crime, and poor public health outcomes. Since
Spartanburg County experiences a disproportionate share of these challenges, measuring and
addressing education indicators is an immediate concern.

Spartanburg Academic Movement (SAM) is a coalition of community partners driven by a deep belief
that Spartanburg County’s economic vitality depends on raising the value we place on educational
achievement from levels sufficient for a textile economy to levels required by the knowledge economy -
an economy in which know-how and expertise have replaced the labor-intensive requirements of the
past. SAM has its roots in the College Hub, launched in 2010 by the Spartanburg County Foundation,
targeting the “40/30 Challenge” — 40% of adults holding baccalaureate degrees by 2030.

The leading indicators chosen for this report are those identified by SAM as the most robust measures of
the status of education in Spartanburg. SAM is committed to tracking these indicators consistently as
the data are updated. These metrics, which reflect cradle-to-college measures, are provided with
trajectories that ultimately result in the achievement of the “40/30 Challenge,” the ultimate target
metric of SAM — to elevate the county’s post-secondary degree attainment to 40% by 2030.

Secondary indicators are other measures of educational status - variables that have a direct impact on
education, are tangentially reflective of the state of education, or derive from the leading indicators.
Crosscutting indicators, those from other Community Indicators areas that have tangential or predictive
impact on education, are also provided. All data are from sources recognized by subject matter experts
as being valid and reliable. In order to provide context, most data are reported with appropriate
comparison data or trend data. Original sources are provided so that the reader can delve further into
the data as she or he wishes. Where valid and reliable data sources are limited, the data are likewise
limited. Any questions may be addressed to the authors of this study.

Note: The authors wish to thank Sheryl Booker, Glen Carson, and Brian Mallory for their contributions
to this document.
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Establishing the conditions that promote successful
educational achievement for children begins with
quality prenatal care and continues into the early

elementary school years. With a strong and
healthy beginning, children can more easily stay on
track to remain in school and graduate, pursue
post-secondary education and training, and
successfully transition to adulthood.
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Leading Indicators are key variables that reflect the state of education and that are useful predictors of
educational trends and outcomes. These indicators have been chosen by SAM as the most important
education metrics. They are: Kindergarten Readiness, Third Grade Language Arts, Third Grade Math,
Fifth Grade Language Arts, Eighth Grade Language Arts, Eighth Grade Math, High School Graduation, and
Postsecondary Completion.

Students who enter school unprepared often do not catch up. Problems in early childhood development
and insufficient readiness for school are the prelude to serious challenges lasting into adolescence and
young adulthood. Children’s early experiences prior to the kindergarten year greatly influence their
brain circuitry and lay a foundation for their future success in school. Indicators that children are not
prepared for school include the lack of basic skills such as color and shape recognition as well as lack of
fine motor skills required to hold a crayon, pencil or scissors. High-quality pre-kindergarten programs
for 3- and 4-year-olds can improve school readiness with the greatest gains accruing to the highest-risk
children.

The most recent national Kids Count data show that, for the 2009-2011 period, 54% of US children did
not attend preschool. This equated to 4,325,000 children but was a 2% improvement from 56% during
the prior period, 2005-2007. (Note that sample size issues require combined year estimates for this
measure). In 2009-2011, New Jersey at 38% had the lowest percentages of 3- and 4-year-olds not
enrolled in preschool. The state with the highest percentage was Nevada at 70%. South Carolina ranked
26 (#1 being the best) at 55%.

South Carolina 3- and 4-Year-Olds Not Attending Preschool

2005-2007 2006-2008 2007-2009 2008-2010 2009-2011
Number 68,000 61,000 61,000 61,000 63,000
Percent 59% 55% 54% 54% 55%

There are no Kids Count data available for South Carolina for school readiness since it is not measured
consistently throughout the state nor are there any consistent measures at the county level. South
Carolina has joined 9 other states to examine best practices in Kindergarten Entry Assessment and has
indicated a desire to implement a statewide assessment. Because school readiness is a core metric, the
Spartanburg Academic Movement (SAM) and the Mary Black Foundation are participating in the
statewide conversations to ensure that, in the future, there is a way to measure school readiness in
Spartanburg County.

Because high quality Pre-K programs can improve school readiness, subject matter experts are
promoting the need for universal access to them. Head Start and the expansion of state-funded
programs since the 1990s have greatly increased access to preschool. However, many children who are
at high risk cannot access Head Start and other programs because of limited funding.

0
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Numbers of South Carolina children who access Head Start programs are reported in the table below.
These include children in all three Head Start programs: Head Start, Early Head Start and
Migrant/Seasonal Head Start. The Early Head Start program serves children from birth to 3 years old,
including pregnant women who qualify. The Head Start program serves children ages 3 to 5 years.
Migrant/Seasonal Head Start serves children from birth to 5 years whose families earn their income
primarily from agricultural work.

{240K /Hi26iy1- ZKIERISY 9yR2EESR ty” 1SIR {lHii ti2301-Y &F
135 Dli2dzL) HANY HANG HAMA H/IMM H/IMH
<3 1,008 993 1,545 1,692 1,739
3 6,597 5,773 5,887 6,772 6,592
4 6,625 5,677 6,542 6,525 6,535
5+ 26 21 738 37 28
Total 14,256 12,464 14,712 15,026 14,894

*Includes children enrolled for any period of the year in any Head Start programs

Two nonprofit organizations provide Head Start programs in Spartanburg County: Spartanburg County
First Steps and Piedmont Community Actions. According to its website, First Steps’ Early Head Start
program LN20IRSE ljizl-fiie OKIEROINIST TI-Y'ite aSHdI0Sa 1-yR K2Y'S giail-iizy 2 mun OKMRISY I-yR LIISAY1-ya
62Y Sy ly {UIlyodi3 /24y08. In the 2012-2013 program year, 178 children at 100% of poverty, 13
pregnant women, 151 families and 16 children with disabilities were served through this program.
According to Piedmont Community Actions’ website, its Head Start program serves 570 low income
children in Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties.

Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data Book
http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI
DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf

First Steps Spartanburg: http://www.1steps.org/

Kids Count Data Center: http://www.datacenter.kidscount.org/data/customreports

Piedmont Community Actions: http://www.pcasp.org/head start program0.aspx

Proficiency in reading by the end of third grade is critical to a child’s educational development. Through
third grade, the focus is on learning to read. After that, children use reading as a tool to learn other
subjects. After third grade, school books themselves are no longer simple primers, but actual texts
containing subject material for children to master in order to move forward. If they cannot read with
fluency and proficiency at this point, they fall behind. The academic gap between these students and
proficient readers continues to grow with each succeeding academic year. According to the Annie E.
Casey Foundation, third graders who lack proficiency in reading are four times more likely to become
high school dropouts who, therefore, have reduced life-long earning potential and chances for success.

n
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The 2013 Kids Count data show that 68% of US fourth graders in public school were reading below
proficient levels in 2011, a slight improvement from 2005 when the figure was 70%. As with other
education measures, state differences are considerable. At 50%, Massachusetts had the lowest
percentage of public school students not reading on level at the end of third grade. At 79%, New
Mexico had the highest percentage.

There is wide disparity in this measure by race. More than 80% of African-American, American Indian
and Hispanic students were not reading on level by the end of third grade compared to 58% of non-
Hispanic whites. Although subject matter experts find these figures deeply troubling, third grade
reading proficiency has improved by 3 to 4 percentage points since 2005 for three of these four groups
(reading proficiency stayed the same for American Indian students). Even more than race,
socioeconomic status is highly correlated with reading proficiency at the end of third grade. Among low-
income students, 82% were not proficient in reading in 2011 compared with 52% of their higher-income
peers.

Results from the 2011 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) reading test showed that
34% of US public school students beginning fourth grade were reading “below basic” levels.
Massachusetts students fared best at 17% below basic and New Mexico students fared worst at 47%
below basic. South Carolina ranked 40 at 39% below basic.

The following data are reported by the SC Department of Education. Spartanburg County third graders
fare better than the state average in meeting state standards for third grade reading. Peer county data
are provided for comparison.

Percent of 3'Y Graders Testing Below State Standards in Reading*
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
South Carolina 13.3 22.0 19.3 20.0 19.7
Spartanburg 12.5 20.8 18.9 18.7 18.1
Greenville 12.4 21.7 16.6 16.3 16.7
Richland 13.0 23.6 19.2 21.4 23.8
Charleston 12.4 20.0 19.0 20.4 18.5

* The Basic Skills Assessment Program (BSAP) was administered from 1981 through 1998 to SC students in the 3",
6th, 8™ and 10th grades to determine student skills in reading, math, writing and science. In 1999, the BSAP was
replaced by the Palmetto Achievement Challenge Test (PACT), a standardized test given to students in grades 3
through 8 in the areas of math and language arts in an effort to measure student improvement in mastering more
rigorous classroom curriculum. The data for years 2009-2012 are based on the new PASS test which replaced
PACT.

The graphic below illustrates slight increases in third grade reading proficiency over the years 2010-
2013. The solid infill extending through 2030 illustrates the continuation of that modest upward trend.
Though this trend is positive, it is likely insufficient to yield the foundation required to achieve the long-
term results desired by the “40/30 Challenge.” The lightly shaded infill, which projects a steeper climb in
third grade reading in the next few years, represents SAM’s improvement goals in academic
achievement.
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Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data Book
http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI

DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf
Kids Count Data Center: http://www.datacenter.kidscount.org/data/customreports
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The end of third grade is also a pivotal point for math skills. According to the 2013 Kids Count data,
2011 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) results showed that Massachusetts students
scored best for math skills at the beginning of fourth grade — only 7% were below basic skill levels.
Nationally, 18% of students scored below basic skill levels. Mississippi fared worst at 28% below basic
skills, while 21% of South Carolina students scored below basic skill levels.

NAEP results for South Carolina public school students are fairly consistent over time for math

achievement.

{20iK /H2ty1- b 19t al-iK 10KISESY Syl [SStar ntk DNI-RS tdz0fi0 {0K22f {ldRSya
2003 2005 2007 2009 2011
Below basic 21% 19% 20% 22% 21%
At or above basic 79% 81% 80% 78% 79%
Below proficient 68% 64% 64% 66% 64%
At or above proficient 32% 36% 36% 34% 36%
C
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The following data are reported by the SC Department of Education. Spartanburg County third graders
fare better than the state average in meeting state standards for third grade math. Peer county data are
provided for comparison.

tSN0Sya 27 o' DII-RSNA ¢Sally3 . St2¢ {il-iS {ilI-yRIMIRA ly al-iKF
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
South Carolina 22.8 329 30.0 29.6 27.4
Spartanburg 19.7 31.0 25.8 25.0 24.7
Greenville 18.3 29.8 254 24.2 22.7
Richland 28.9 394 34.2 354 34.3
Charleston 22.2 29.8 29.8 30.3 26.0

F1a oliK NSI-Rly3 Y SI-adSal (KSAS RI-I- NSTS0G RIFFSISYT dSaiae . {1t &1-d dzaSR T2Y mpym 2 mppys £1/¢ NSLIE-OSR
Ve ly mipdde £1{{ ISLIE-OSR €1/¢ by Hng

The graphic below is problematic. It illustrates high variability in actual scores from 2010-2013,
reflecting the high variability that district superintendents report are often characteristic from class year
to class year even though one would expect this variability to mute when looking at data countywide
across seven districts. Nevertheless, the solid infill extending through 2030 illustrates the continuation
of the modest overall upward trend. Though this trend is positive, it is likely insufficient to yield the
foundation required to achieve the long-term results desired by the “40/30 Challenge.” The lightly
shaded infill, which projects a steeper climb in third grade language arts in the next few vyears,
characterizes the improvements in academic achievement goals of SAM.
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Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data Book

http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI
DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf

Kids Count Data Center: http://www.datacenter.kidscount.org/data/customreports
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According to the National PTA, based on the Common Core standards,

To prepare for bigger challenges in high school, eighth grade students must grapple with major
works of fiction and nonfiction that extend across cultures and centuries. As they work
diligently to understand precisely what an author or speaker is saying, students also must learn
to question an author’s or speaker’s assumptions and assess the accuracy of his or her claims.
They also must be able to report findings from their own research and analysis of sources in a
clear manner.

The graphic below illustrates notable increases in eighth grade reading proficiency in Spartanburg
County over the years 2010-2013. There was some loss in 2013. The solid infill extending through 2030
illustrates the continuation of this general trend upward. Though this trend is positive, it is likely that
during the years beyond 2020, the trend must continue upward as illustrated in the lightly shaded infill
in order to achieve the “40/30 Challenge” for SAM'’s baccalaureate degree attainment goal.

yiK DIIRS [I-y3dz1-3S 1iia

MNE 3

3100AAG]
National PTA, Parents’ Guide to Student Success: 8 Grade:
https://pta.org/files/8th%20Grade%20June20.pdf
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Subject matter experts agree that Competence in mathematics is essential for success in a workplace
which increasingly requires higher-level technical skills. According to the Annie E. Casey Foundation, the
influence of high school students’ math proficiency on later earnings has grown steadily over time and
students who master math fundamentals are more likely to complete college.

According to the latest Kids Count data, 66% of public school eighth graders nationwide scored below
proficient math levels in 2011 on the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) compared
with 72% in 2005. At 49%, Massachusetts had the lowest percentage of public school eighth graders not
proficient in math in 2011. Mississippi had the highest rate at 81%. At the below basic level,
Massachusetts ranked first with just 14% of eighth graders scoring below basic standards. Mississippi
ranked last with 42% of eighth graders scoring below basic. South Carolina ranked 36% with 30% of
eighth graders scoring below basic.

As with other measures mentioned above, there is marked difference in eighth grade math proficiency
by race. In 2011, 57% of non-Hispanic white eighth graders scored below the proficient level while 80%
of Hispanics, 83% of American Indians and 87% of blacks scored below the proficient level. Although
these scores are very low, achievement actually improved for all racial and ethnic groups from 2005 to
2011, including a 7% improvement for Hispanics. Once again, income is a strong correlate with
achievement as 81% of low-income eighth graders were not proficient in math compared with 53% of
higher-income eighth graders.

The following data are reported by the SC Department of Education. Spartanburg County eighth graders
fare better than the state average in meeting state standards for eighth grade math. Peer county data
are provided for comparison.

tSN0Sya 27 yiK DII-RSNA ¢Salty3a . St2& {il-iS {ilI-yRIMIRA ly al-iKF
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
South Carolina 29.0 37.3 36.6 30.5 31.4
Spartanburg 23.8 30.1 31.6 24.8 25.6
Greenville 27.0 36.9 35.5 30.2 29.9
Richland 30.8 43.0 39.8 34.9 39.4
Charleston 28.6 36.2 34.9 30.9 32.1

F1a oK 20KSN {7 Y SI-ad0Sar (1KSaS RI01- NSFESOG RIFFSISY (Sadd . {1t &l-a ¢aSR Fi2Y mpym (2 mpdy? t1/¢ NSLE-OSR
Ve ly mipdde £1{{ NSLIE-OSR €1/¢ by nang
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The graphic below illustrates notable increases with some variability in eighth grade math county wide
over the years 2010-2013. The solid infill extending through 2030 illustrates the continuation of this
general trend upward. Though this trend is positive, it is likely that during the years beyond 2020, the
trend must continue upward as illustrated in the lightly shaded infill in order to achieve the “40/30
Challenge” for baccalaureate degree attainment goal of SAM.
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Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data Book

http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI
DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf

Kids Count Data Center: http://www.datacenter.kidscount.org/data/customreports
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Students who graduate from high school on time are more likely to continue to post-secondary
education, are more employable, and have higher incomes than students who fail to graduate.
According to the Annie E. Casey Foundation, median annual earnings in 2011 for workers without a high
school diploma were $18,800 (70% of those with a high school diploma and just 39% of the median
earnings of workers with a bachelor’s degree). Further, high school graduates have better health
outcomes and are less likely to engage in risky behaviors.

According to the US Department of Education, roughly 871,000 US high school students (22%) in the
2009-2010 school year did not graduate on time (in 4 years). However, this is an improvement from
2005-2006 when 27% did not graduate on time. Vermont and Wisconsin ranked best among states with
9% of students not graduating on time. Nevada ranked last with 42% of students not graduating on
time. South Carolina ranked 47 with 32% of students not graduating on time.

On this measure, too, there is significant disparity by race. In 2009-2010, 17% of non-Hispanic white
students did not graduate from high school on time. The rate for African Americans was twice as high.

According to US Department of Education data, on time graduation rates in South Carolina have
improved over the past several years as indicated in the table below.

{200K /Hi2thy1- 113K {0K22f {iizRSyid b2l Dill-RdzI-ity3 2y ¢hYS
I-4 wSLI2UGSR o8 (KS *{ 5SLIMIGY Syt 27 9Rd01-ik2y”

2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010
Percent 41% 38% 34% 32%
Number 24,484 21,439 20,160 18,891

According to the SC Department of Education, state graduation rates are much higher than those
reported by the US Department of Education. This can be accounted for by differences in formulas used
to calculate this measure.

Direct comparability of high school graduation rates from state to state is challenging given that
graduation requirements differ from state to state. South Carolina’s graduation requirements, for
example, are more stringent than most, so the state doesn’t fare as well in national reports though its
students must complete more rigorous requirements to graduate. It should be further noted that the
National Governors’ Conference is developing measures that are more directly comparable from state to
state. Consequently, this may be the last {LIHilyodi3 /2Y Y dylie LyRiOI-i20& t12:500 wSLI2Ul with high
school graduation numbers differentially reported statewide versus nationally.

6610 {0K22f DII-RazI-ii2y wi-iST {7 1yR {LIHI1-yod3 /20yt
I-4 wSLI2WGSR 68 (KS {7 5SLIMIGY Syt 2T 9Ri0I-ii2y

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
{UHIG1-yD6Ia /2dyG8 | Tcom TYOT Tpto TTON Thop yHo0
South Carolina 73.3 73.7 72.0 73.5 74.9 77.5

¢KS FNIMIKIO 052 Xitdzainl-iSa tyOuSI-aSa ty” KIFK a0K22f l-Razl-i2y NI-iSa 2050 (KS &SHIA Hamn
ISYR LGRS ¢K203K (KA GNISYR K& LI28NGST A & ©11SE@ UKI-0 Razity3 dKS &S1Hia 6S&2yR HnHAl iKS
MM
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Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data Book
http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI
DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf

Kids Count Data Center: http://www.datacenter.kidscount.org/data/customreports

US Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data, State
Dropout and Completion Data: http://nces.ed.gov/ccd/drpcompstatelvl.asp

MH
ORGOIdI2Yy wHamn YURIEGS



OTO00Z3AATTAAOU #1 I DIAETT

Spartanburg Academic Movement (SAM) is rooted in the College Hub launched in 2010 by the
Spartanburg County Foundation to meet the “40/30 Challenge” — 40% of adults holding baccalaureate
degrees by 2030. Thus, although SAM is now focused with equal emphasis on all core indicators from
school readiness through postsecondary completion, the “40/30 Challenge” remains the gold standard.

The latest single-year Census data (2012) show that 20.5% of Spartanburg County adults, age 25 and
over, hold bachelor’s degrees or above. This is lower than the state rate of 25.1% and the US rate of
29.1%. Peer Counties are all higher in population post-secondary completion with Charleston County at
38.5%, Greenville County at 32.3%, and Richland County at 37.4%.

Currently, 18.8% of Spartanburg County adults lack a high school diploma or equivalency. Another
31.5% hold high school degrees but no advanced certificates or degrees. To achieve the “40/30
Challenge,” there must be substantial improvements in some combination of the following:

1) Climbing pre-K through 12 achievement scores leading to increased high school graduation rates

2) Adults with some post-secondary experience returning to complete degrees

3) A reduction of out-migrating degree holders

4) An increase of in-migrating degree holders

SAM anticipates a far steeper rise through a combination of these factors between the present and 2030
(lightly shaded infill) than might be predicted based on static 2010-2011 data (darker infill).
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US Census, American Fact Finder: http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
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Secondary indicators are other variables that reflect the educational issues and educational status of the
community, have a direct impact on education, or derive from the leading indicators.

$OTPTO0 2A0A

High school dropouts are at significantly higher risk than high school graduates for a number of negative
life outcomes. Dropouts typically earn less than their peers with more education. In fact, US Census
data show that in 2009, adults age 25 and older who had dropped out of school or had not acquired a
GED earned up to 41% less than those who had completed high school or had a GED. The gap is wider
between high school dropouts and people with bachelor's degrees. In 2009, male and female college
graduates had median earnings of $57,714 and $39,263 respectively, while male and female high school
dropouts had median earnings of $21,629 and $13,943, respectively.

In addition to the economic value of a high school credential, there is significant social value. Dropouts
are more likely than high school graduates to end up in prison, to rely on government assistance, and to
have poorer health outcomes. Dropouts are also more likely to have children who fail to complete high
school.

The table below reports various statistics for US dropouts according to the latest Education Week
Children Trends database.

Total number of high school dropouts annually 3,030,000
Mumber of high school students who drop out each day 8,300
Percent of Americans with a high school diploma 853 %
Percent of all drop outs that happen in the ninth-grade 36 %
Percent of students who repeat the ninth-grade that go on to graduate 15%
Percent of students in the largest 50 U.S. cities that graduate High School 59 %
Percent of US crimes that committed by a high school dropout 75%
Amount of money a high school graduate will earn more than a drop out $260,000
Percent of black drop outs that have spent time in prisen 60 %
Percentage of Hispanic dropouts that were due to a pregnancy 1%
Percent of US jobs a high scheol dropout is net eligible for 90 %

Mational Rate 81%
Male 9.1%
Female 7%
African American 96 %
Hispanic 17.6 %
White 52%
Asian American 21%
Foreign Born 20.7 %
Children of Foreign Born 13%
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There are several ways to calculate dropout rates, although the 2010-2011 school year is the first in
which states, districts, and schools were required to report their high school graduation rates based on a
common method in which cohorts of students entering ninth grade are tracked through graduation. In
the 2011-2012 year, the four-year adjusted cohort rate will be used for federal accountability under the
No Child Left Behind law. Depending on the formula chosen, dropout rates may differ vastly.
Historically, this has caused problems when comparing one state to another and has resulted in
accusations that the problem is underreported.

According the National Center for Education Statistics, the dropout rate declined from 12% in 1990 to
7% in 2011. Rates declined for whites from 9% to 5%, for blacks from 13% to 7%, and for Hispanics from
32% to 14%. Still, roughly 1 million students drop out each year.

According to the SC Department of Education, the annual dropout rate for Spartanburg County students
has hovered around 3% for the last several years, not significantly different from the state rate.

Sli2LI2dzi wi-iSFI {2d0K Z12Ey1- 1-yR {LHii1-yDd3 /2dzyi@

2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
Spartanburg County 3.6% 3.4% 3.2% 3.0% 3.1%
South Carolina 3.8% 3.9% 3.4% 2.9% 2.8%

* This indicator is calculated as percent of the number of dropouts in grades 9-12 out of the total
enrollment for grades 9-12. The annual data collection process employed in South Carolina reports
students who leave school during a twelve-month period including those who leave over the summer.
The process allows those who re-enroll during the collection period and remain in school to be excluded
from the count. Percentages are calculated from district tables with dropout data from SC Department of
Education.

It should be noted that the graduation rate (page 11) and the dropout rate together do not equate to
100% due to the different variables included in the formulas for calculating each measure.

According to the US Census 2007-2011 combined year estimates, there are 6.1% of Spartanburg County
residents age 16-19 who are not enrolled in school and are not high school graduates. This measure,
then, assumes that 6.1% of high school aged residents in Spartanburg County have dropped out of
school.

3100AAO]

Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data Book
http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI
DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf

Education Week Children Trends database: http://www.edweek.org/ew/issues/dropouts/

Kids Count Data Center: http://www.datacenter.kidscount.org/data/customreports

National Center for Education Statistics: https://nces.ed.gov/fastfacts/display.asp?id=16
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College enrollment is the first step to college completion. Spartanburg County high schools report that
between 49% (Byrnes High School) and 86% (Boiling Springs High School) of 2008 Spartanburg County
high school graduates entered college. Four of the nine Spartanburg County high schools had higher
percentages of college enrollment than the state average. Of these students, 22% to 44% went to four-

year colleges.

The vast majority went to in-state institutions.

enrollment pattern differences by high school.

The data below reflect significant

tSI0SYaI-3S HammmHamH 113K {0K22 /2 Y LIESHSIA 9yN2EESR ty HAMHTHAMO
/2(t53S CISAKY Iy /f1-33S4 68 113K {0K22( {LIMIi1-yddzi3 /2dyhe
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Chapman | Landrum Boiling Chesnee | Broome {/
(1) (1) Springs (2) (2) (3)
9yUSISR CISAKY Iy /148 |  63.3% 59.4% 86.2% 65.1% 62.9% 67.0%
F maSHi 28.6% 37.5% 41.5% 22.5% 22.0% 39.0%
F HI&SIHI 5.5% 3.1% 7.2% 5.4% 8.6% 4.9%
F ¢SOKyI0I£ RSNSS 29.1% 18.8% 37.6% 37.2% 32.3% 23.5%
F hynail-is 96.8% 94.7% 90.6% 97.6% 96.6% 91.6%
F 2dzin2¥radl-iS 3.2% 5.3% 9.4% 2.4% 3.4% 9.4%
¢SOKyA01-€ OSHIFION-GS 1.0% 9.4% 0.4% 2.3% 3.8% 2.5%
hiiKSI) d0K22¢ 0.5% 0.8% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6%
DIHyFdzt 9Y'Lf28Y Syl 1.5% 23.4% 4.1% 25.6% 16.7% 12.1%
1Y'SR 21054 7.5% 3.9% 2.6% 1.6% 2.7% 4.3%
hiKSW 1-001d1iiSa 26.1% 3.1% 6.3% 5.44% 14.0% 12.7%
Woodruff (4) | Byrnes (5) Dorman (6) | Spartanburg {/
(7)
9SSR CIISAKY Iy /f1-43 69.4% 48.6% 79.6% 80.1% 67.0%
F ineSIHi 40.1% 30.4% 43.8% 43.4% 39.0%
F HI&SHI 8.3% 8.0% 7.1% 10.4% 4.9%
F ¢SOKyI0I£ RSNSS 21.0% 10.1% 28.7% 26.2% 23.5%
F hymail-iS 96.3% 92.2% 93.1% 84.0% 91.6%
F 2uin2¥radl-iS 3.7% 7.8% 6.9% 16.0% 9.4%
¢SOKyI0I-£ OSNIAFIOI-S 4.5% 10.4% 0.4% 0.0% 2.5%
hikS\ 30K22¢ 0.0% 0.4% 1.9% 0.0% 0.6%
DIHyTit 9Y Lf28Y Syl 15.3% 20.9% 4.1% 12.6% 12.1%
1Y SR C2110S4 1.9% 0.6% 4.9% 4.6% 4.3%
hikSN 1-00ighi1Sa 8.9% 19.0% 9.1% 2.7% 12.7%
MC




According to the SC Commission on Higher Education, post-secondary enrollment for college freshmen
increased by 19.1% from 2003 to 2012 when all the state’s institutions are combined. The table below
provides enrollment data by institutional category and for institutions within Spartanburg County.

CKISS | SIHI 9ym26tY Syt 68 113KSI 9Rd0I-i2y LyAldzii2y ¢&LIS
2010 2011 2012 |, O/E’)i'sr;goelz

wSASHIOK Lyailidzit2ya 201 pMIcny POIOMO priTYT HHOg] 2
USC Upstate 5,492 5,493 5,561 23.4%
/2YLNSKSyaIds (SI-0Kly3 lyaiiinii2ya i2i1€ | pmipdH PHIHCH PHIHTC OS2
HTeSHI wSIi2y1t /1Y LizaSa 2F §{/ (2ilf | nincn ning nioTc ople:
Spartanburg Community College 5,871 6,008 6,036 46.4%
¢SOKyA0I /265354 (201 BTINHA thylomy dTIpyn HOOE >
Converse College 1,269 1,297 1,094 -34.2%
Wofford College 1,541 1,568 1,619 39.9%
LyRSLISYRSYl {Syn2il Lyaiiidzir2ya (201 ofInne o(lohn oylnyp chyz
Spartanburg Methodist College 790 803 811 10.0%
LyRSLISYRSYi ¢&2 | SHI Lyalilidzii2ya TN Y10 YMM M0ET 3
DIl-yR {21 HMPIOM( HyInag HAYIOM( | MOGWO&;>

By institution type, technical colleges demonstrated the greatest increase in enrollment from 2003 to
2012. Independent Senior Institutions demonstrated the lowest increase in enrollment. Of the
institutions located in Spartanburg County, Wofford, Spartanburg Community College, and USC Upstate
had higher enrollment growth than the sectors to which they belong and higher growth than the total
for all institutions.

SC Commission on Higher Education Data Center: https://info.che.sc.gov/reports/cgi-
bin/cognosisapi.dll?b_action=xts.run&m=portal/cc.xts&m tab=iB6EB2264A00D4AB5AEB8D44218EC693
8&m folder=i28B7FE018F8D400EBOCF918DF8ED29F9&m folder2=m-

SC Department of Education: https://ed.sc.gov/#

If college enrollment is the first step to the baccalaureate degree, freshman retention is the second step.
The freshmen retention rate is a measure of whether freshmen thrive on a particular college campus
and proceed to their sophomore year. The strongest predictor for college completion is first-year
student retention. That is, if students matriculate into their sophomore year, they are at significantly
increased likelihood of graduation. As many as one in three students at 4-year institutions will not
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return to college after their freshman year for various reasons including family issues, financial
difficulties, and academic problems. Since the greatest amount of student attrition occurs between the
first and second year of college, the freshman retention rate is ultimately the best predictor of the
college graduation rate for the freshman cohort.

Generally, the more selective the institution, the higher its freshman retention rate. In 2012, freshman
retention at institutions offering baccalaureate degrees ranged from 90.0% at highly selective
institutions to 57.4% at open institutions. In addition, three other primary variables impact this rate —
affordability of the institution, adequate preparation for college-level work, and engagement in campus
life. Data from the college testing service, ACT, found that the 2012 average national freshman
retention rates by type of institution were:

e 55.0% for two-year public colleges

* 58.0% for two-year private colleges

*  64.9% for BA/BS public institutions

e 67.3% for BA/BS private institutions

*  65.8% for all schools

The latest freshmen retention rates for first-time, full-time, degree-seeking freshmen at public
institutions are noted in the table below. Spartanburg Community College had a higher rate than the
sector average while USC Upstate did not. However, four-year institutions have higher retention rates
than two year institutions, as reflected in the USC Upstate and Spartanburg Community College rates.

tSN0SYAI-3S CdzttneAy ST ChlidlninY St 5SANSSH{SSy3 CISAKY Sy wSiil-lySR
M2Y CIf Hamm (2 CIE HamHL {/ tdzof0 Lyallidii2ya

wSASHIOK Lyaliidzii2ya

Clemson University 91.3%
USC Columbia 87.2%
6201t wSASHIOK Lyaliiaiizya yYy2

/2YLNSKSyaIdS ¢SI-0KiyA Lyaliltiizya

The Citadel 83.4%
Coastal Carolina University 59.9%
College of Charleston 81.4%
Francis Marion University 65.2%
Lander University 60.8%
SC State University 61.3%
USC Aiken 67.5%
USC Beaufort 50.0%
USC Upstate 66.3%
Winthrop University 72.8%
¢201€ /2 Y LNSKSyadS ¢SI-0Khy3 Lyaitidin2ya cyly'z
My
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Aiken 53.1%
Greenville 49.2%
Horry-Georgetown 49.4%
Midlands 51.8%
Piedmont 59.1%
Spartanburg Community College 58.1%
Tri-County 40.3%
Trident 49.5%
¢201€ ¢SOKyI01-€ /265354 nydy'

The latest freshmen retention rates for first-time, full-time, degree-seeking freshmen at independent
(private) institutions are noted in the table below. Independent institutions generally have higher
retention rates than public institutions. Wofford College and Converse College had higher rates than
their sector average. Spartanburg Methodist is the only two-year independent institution in the state.

tSUOSYiI-AS Cazttnehy St Chialniny St 5S3MSST{SSy3 CliSaKY Sy wSiil-tySR
W2Y CIHt namm (2 CI-EE namnl {7/ LyRSLISYRSy LyAlidzii2ya oy hyOfizaidSo

LyRSLISYRSyt {Syr2il Lyailidzii2ya

Allen University 60.9%
Anderson University 77.5%
Benedict College 56.8%
Bob Jones University 82.8%
Charleston Southern University 56.3%
Claflin College 71.3%
Coker College 68.6%
Columbia College 59.6%
Columbia International University 76.9%
Converse College 76.8%
Erskine College 62.6%
Furman University 87.6%
Limestone College 55.1%
Morris College 40.5%
Newberry College 67.0%
North Greenville University 68.6%
Presbyterian College 86.1%
South University 35.7%
Southern Wesleyan University 62.8%
Voorhees College 46.0%
Wofford College 89.0%
¢201 LyRILISYRSYT {3yl Lyaliiaiizya conp:
LyRSLISYRSYA ¢@2n, SIH Lyaiitidzii2ya

Spartanburg Methodist College ‘ 59.1%
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ACT: http://www.act.org/research/policymakers/reports/retain.html

The Admission Center, National Collegiate Retention and Persistence to Degree Rates:
http://www.act.org/research/policymakers/pdf/retain 2013.pdf

SC Commission on Higher Education 2012 Statistical Abstract:
http://www.che.sc.gov/CHE Docs/finance/abstract/Abstract-2012-webaa.pdf

In addition to the economic and social benefits of higher education to the individual, a well-educated
populace results in increased tax revenues that flow back to the community. For example, the
Commonwealth of Virginia found in a 2009 study that for every dollar spent on higher education, more
than $13 (2007 dollars) in job-creating economic activity is realized.

In South Carolina, all of the public and private colleges and universities use the same process to
calculate a graduation rate for full-time, first-time college students. The same methods are used by the
National Center for Education Statistics (NCES). Data collected by the NCES for the purpose of
identifying graduation rates and transfer-out rates of full-time, first-time certificate or degree-seeking
undergraduate students is known as the Graduation Rate Survey (GRS) and is a component of the
Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS). Although the best available, this method of
calculating graduation rates is imperfect — the first-time, full-time traditional college student represents
only about one-fourth of today’s college students.

Graduation rate data reported by the NCES IPEDS Data Center and the SC Commission on Higher
Education are listed in the table below. Data for the four-year institutions reflect the 2007 cohort of
freshmen Bachelor’s degree seekers who graduate by 2012-2013 and data for two-year institutions
reflect Associate’s degree or certificate-seeking undergraduates. Generally, private institutions and
four-year institutions have higher graduation rates.

In Spartanburg County, USC Upstate, the only 4-year public institution, confers the greatest number of
degrees and Wofford College has the highest graduation rate.

DUI-Rez-ii2y wliS 1§ mpiz 27 9ELISOUSR ¢1Y'S IyR
bdzY oSl 21 5531SSa T G IHIRSR 6€ Lyaulidzui2y ¢eLisS
2012 Graduation Rate* | Degrees** awarded 2012-2013
wSASHIOK Lyaiidzil2ya TCORT MOIHNP
USC Upstate 37.5% 1,132
/2YLNSKSyaIdsS (SI-0Kly3 hyaiiidilzyd | pnosiz MATHMA
HIRSHI wSI2y1- /1Y LizaSa 27 1{/ MPOES 2 ngT
Spartanburg Community College 13.2% 779
¢SOKyA0I /25354 MMOE] 2 MTIO(H
Converse College 54% 336
Wofford College 84% 391
HJ1
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LyRSLISYRSy/i {Syr2\l Lyadzii2ya Gy1-014E1-6tS yIMpH
Spartanburg Methodist College 38% 202
LyRSLISYRSYL ¢ &2 | SHI Lyaiiiziizya 0y H/TH
Dll-yR {201 Gzy1-911-6tS ngicpy

** for 2006 freshmen cohort for 4-year institutions and 2009 cohort for 2-year institutions
*includes all levels of degrees — certificates, Associate’s, Bachelor’s, and graduate/professional degrees

National Center on Education Statistics, IPEDS Data Center: http://nces.ed.gov/ipeds/datacenter/

SC Commission on Higher Education, South Carolina higher education statistical abstract 2012 (2012):
http://www.che.sc.gov/CHE Docs/finance/abstract/Abstract-2012-webaa.pdf

University of Virginia, UVA Today. (2009, Octoberit /2205l /7Syt ditRe &K263 Y 1221 S02y2 Y10 1Y L0
2F KIIKSI SRaz01-ii2y. Retrieved June 1, 2010 from
http://www.virginia.edu/uvatoday/newsRelease.php?id=9909

If communities are to improve competitiveness in the knowledge-based economy, well-educated
workers must be available to current and potential employers. Economic development in the age of the
knowledge economy hinges on a critical need for college graduates. The return on investment in higher
education is college graduates in the community, so retention of these graduates is essential if
communities are to gain economic ground.

As reported in the 2011 Community Indicators update on ¢KS {il-ida 27 9Rd0I-ii2y” Iy {LIMIll-yodi3

/20y(8, the first state-level migration study of public college and university graduates in South Carolina,

including four-year, two-year, community and technical colleges, was published in November 2007 by

the SC Commission on Higher Education. This study tracked graduates using Division of Motor Vehicles

records and found that, of 2001-2002 public college and university graduates (as of 2007):

*  68% remained in SC

*  79% of “native” SC graduates remained in SC

*  71% of female graduates and 65% of male graduates remained in SC

*  67% of graduates who received Palmetto Fellow Scholarships and 77% of LIFE Scholarship recipients
remained in SC

e Graduates tend to locate in the larger counties in the Upstate, Midlands and Lowcountry of SC

e Blacks are most likely to remain in SC followed by whites and then by Hispanics

This study also found that graduates earning certificates, diplomas or associate’s degrees are more likely
to remain in SC than those earning bachelor’s degrees. Bachelor’s degree recipients are more likely to
remain than master’s degree recipients, and master’s degree recipients are more likely to remain than
doctoral degree recipients. Compared to a 1996-1997 cohort, there was no significant difference in
findings.
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When disaggregated by institution, the data indicate that, for all degree recipients, greater proportions
of graduates from USC Upstate remain in SC than graduates of its comparable institutions, The Citadel
and College of Charleston. Further, greater proportions of Spartanburg Community College graduates
remain in SC than graduates of Greenville Technical College and Midlands Technical College, its
comparable institutions.

This study has not been updated since reported in the 2011 Spartanburg Community Indicators update.
For further data on this metric reported in 2011, see the Spartanburg Community Indicators Project
website, sourced below.

Spartanburg Community Indicators Project: http://www.strategicspartanburg.org/

In 2012-13, the average cost of annual tuition in the United States ranged from $3,131 for public two-
year institutions (community colleges) to $29,056 for private four-year institutions. Private colleges
increased their tuition by an average of 3.9% in 2012-13, the smallest rise in four decades, according to
the National Association of Independent Colleges and Universities. The most expensive university, in
terms of tuition and fees alone, is currently Columbia University at $47,246 per year. Prices for tuition
and fees at public, four-year universities more than doubled between 1990-1991 and 2009-2010, rising
by 112.5%, while prices of two-year colleges rose 71%.

Public institutions do not receive funding directly from the federal government, relying instead on state
appropriations. However, state support for public colleges and universities has fallen by about 26% per
full-time student since the early 1990s, causing institutions to shift costs to students in the form of
higher tuition. In 2011, for the first time, American public universities took in more revenue from tuition
than from state funding.

The table below demonstrates that, by sector, the state’s research institutions (Clemson University,
University of South Carolina, and the Medical University of South Carolina) have the highest tuition,
followed by the comprehensive teaching institutions (e.g. USC Upstate), two-year regional campuses,
and technical/community colleges. Tuition at private institutions is significantly higher.

¢azidn2y 1yR wSljdSR C5Sa 1210 (KS 10I-RSYH0 | SHI HAMHTHAMO
120 CazttninyS LyR{il-iS 1 yRSUANI-RazI-S {idzRSyta
HJIMHTH/IMO
wSESIMIOK LyAlidzir2ya 1-0S01-3S bMMIpYM
USC Upstate $9,722
/2YLNSKSyaIds (SI1-0Kly3 hyaiaizya 1-40S01-3S Phlypp
HTESHI WSR2y /1Y LizaSa 2F §{/ 19SI-3S bciHyn
Spartanburg Community College $3,820
¢SOKyI01-€ /25353 13SN1-3S PoICH(
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Converse College $27,276
Wofford College $33,395
Spartanburg Methodist College $14,310

To offset the cost of post-secondary education, the state awards several grants and scholarships to
students. In 2012, the total amount awarded was $156,084,128. However, subject matter experts
agree that financial aid has failed to keep pace with escalating costs, forcing students and their families
to rely on financing strategies that reduce their odds of completing school. Further, financial aid awards
are frequently cut when the student fails to maintain a required grade point average, resulting in
increased likelihood that the student will drop out.

DIll-yTa IyR {O0K261MaKILA 1 SIHIRSR (12 {/ {ldzRSya

2010 2011 2012

Number Amount Number Amount Number Amount

LIFE Scholarship 32,128 $83,186,845 32,605 $85,581,803 33,589 $88,700,645

Palmetto Fellows 6,123 $24,735,626 6,411 $26,073,118 6,668 $27,244,465

Need Based

Grants 28,390 $13,142,478 26,244 $11,239,348 28,620 $13,484,420

Hope Scholarships 2,844 $3,970,092 2,855 $3,968,531 2,927 $4,091,314

Lottery Tuition

. 27,662 $18,466,638 28,123 $18,690,769 28,778 $22,563,284
Assistance

201 @TIMNT | PMnolpaMIyT® | ¢ciHoy | PmnpipToipcy | MANIpYH | PMpcinyniMHy

As reported in the Chronicle of Higher Education, after falling nearly 11% since the 2008 fiscal year, state
appropriations for higher education are on the rise in most states. Nevertheless, the long-term effects
of budget cuts stemming from the economic downturn still could take years to mitigate. There was a
9.7% increase in state appropriations for higher education in SC from FY2012 to FY2013. However, there
was a 22.2% decrease over the 5-year period FY2008 to FY2013. The state’s closest neighbors, North
Carolina and Georgia, experienced increases of 4.5% and 4.6% from FY2012 to FY2013, respectively.
Over the five year period, North Carolina increased higher education expenditures by 6.6%, but Georgia
decreased by 6.8%. These data are important given the fact that South Carolina’s closest neighbors
have greater investment in preparing a 214 century workforce and are, therefore, expected to realize a
greater gain in jobs and economic development.

Another point of concern is parity in state funding for institutions within South Carolina. As evidenced in
the chart below, there is wide variance in state appropriations per full time student among institutions
in the same sector. The chart illustrates that the average appropriation in the teaching sector per full-
time student is $2,905. Two institutions are funded at significantly higher than the average and three
(including USC Upstate) are funded at levels significantly below the average.
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The College Board: http://www.collegeboard.org/ and https://bigfuture.collegeboard.org/pay-for-
college/college-costs/college-costs-fags

Derochers, D.M., Lenihan, C.M., & Wellman, J.V. (2010). ¢\ISyRa ty"/2{53S {LISyRiy3 mpdymHany?
Retrieved January 8, 2014 from http://www.deltacostproject.org/resources/pdf/Trends-in-College-
Spending-98-08.pdf

Inside Higher Ed. (October 5, 2012). tild1-iS /2S3S ¢dzli2y L) 68 otdf> I {Y I-Sai wias ty'nn , SI-IE
Retrieved January 8, 2014 from http://www.insidehighered.com/quicktakes/2012/10/05/private-
college-tuition-39-smallest-rise-40-years

Kelderman, E. (January 21, 2013). “State Spending on Higher Education Rebounds in Most States After
Years of Decline”. ¢KS /KI2y10fS 27 113KSI 9R&0I-i12yh Retrieved January 8, 2014 from
http://chronicle.com/article/State-Spending-on-Higher/136745/

Lewin, T. (January 24, 2011). Public Universities Relying More on Tuition Than State Money", ¢KS bS&
L2071 ¢1Y'Sa Retrieved January 8, 2014 from
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/24/education/24tuition.html|

Luzer, D. (April 13, 2012). "Can We Make College Cheaper?". 2I-3Kly3i2y a2yl Retrieved January 8,
2014 from

http://www.washingtonmonthly.com/college guide/blog/can we make college cheaper.php

National Center on Education Statistics, IPEDS Data Center: http://nces.ed.gov/ipeds/datacenter/

SC Commission on Higher Education, South Carolina higher education statistical abstract 2012 (2012):
http://www.che.sc.gov/CHE Docs/finance/abstract/Abstract-2012-webaa.pdf
Sheehy, K. (February 12, 2013). "10 Most Expensive Private Colleges and Universities". 1¢{t bSgi
22|k wSLI2Ui0 Retrieved January 8, 2014 from http://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/the-
short-list-college/articles/2013/09/10/10-most-least-expensive-private-colleges-and-universities
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Crosscutting indicators are indicators in more than one community indicators area. Typically, they are
leading indicators in a different area but have tangential or predictive impact on education.

More than one in five US children lives below the federal poverty level. Among the world’s 35 richest
countries, the United States ranks second highest in child poverty. There is a strong correlation between
education and poverty. Children growing up in poverty complete less schooling, work less and earn less
as adults, are more likely to receive public assistance, and have poorer health. Boys growing up in
poverty are more likely to be arrested as adults and girls growing up in poverty are more likely to give
birth as teenagers. Researchers have estimated that the costs associated with child poverty total about
$500 billion per year - 4% of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) - and the poverty rate is increasing.

The data show that, as educational attainment increases, socioeconomic status increases. However,
economically disadvantaged children are less likely to have good educational outcomes, continuing the
cycle of poverty. Children living in poverty have higher absenteeism and lower test scores. Although
the achievement gap between black and white students has narrowed considerably over the past four
decades, the gap by income has steadily increased. In fact, the achievement gap between the poor and
the non-poor is twice as large as the achievement gap between black and white students. The cognitive
performance of toddlers, elementary and middle school students, and college-bound seniors shows
substantial differences by income and/or poverty status.

Poverty is both a predictor of low educational attainment and an outcome of low educational
attainment.

According to t20Sli@ I'yR 9Ru0I-ii2y? ClyRlya (KS =218 C2UGHMIRI a report released in 2013 by the
Educational Testing Service, "While education has been envisioned as the great equalizer, this promise
has been more myth than reality." The authors make several recommendations to improve educational
outcomes for poor students including more and equitable funding for public schools, expanding access
to high-quality preschool education, reducing segregation by income and race/ethnicity, and recognizing
the critical importance of high-quality teachers.

According to US Census data for 2012, about 48.7 million people (15.9% of the US population) had
income below the poverty level. Between 2010 and 2011, the number of people with income below the
poverty level increased by 2.2 million. In 2012, 20.0% of all Spartanburg County residents (56,212
individuals) lived below the Federal Poverty Level (FPL) and 28.6% of the county’s children (19,696
individuals under age 18) lived below the FPL. Poverty has increased annually in Spartanburg County
since 2007.
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As compared to peer counties, the state and the nation, Spartanburg County has the highest poverty
rate for all residents and, with the exception of Charleston County, for children.
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Educational Testing Service (2013). t20Sli@ I-yR 9Ra0I-ii2y7 ClyRiy3 (KS =18 C2IgHIR
http://www.ets.org/s/research/pdf/poverty and education report.pdf
US Census, American Fact Finder: http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
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Income is highly positively correlated with educational attainment. On the average, people with more
education have higher incomes. Regardless of the geography — the county, the state, or the nation —
this relationship holds true.
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*Earnings are reported in 2012 inflation-adjusted dollars

The per capita income in Spartanburg for 2012 is $20,012. This is lower than the US ($27,319), SC
(523,396) and peer counties (Charleston = $29,590, Greenville = $26,302, Richland = $24,938). These
data mirror the educational attainment for each of these geographies.

{24205y
US Census, American Fact Finder: http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml

STATDITUTAT0

As with income, unemployment is highly correlated with educational attainment, although the
correlation is negative. That is, the more education one has, the less likely one is to be unemployed.
The table below demonstrates this relationship for Spartanburg County residents age 25-64 for the
latest available Census year. Regardless of the geography chosen, the correlation is clear.
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Most of the new jobs that will be created over the next decade will require some post-secondary
education, training or certification. Therefore, the unemployment rate for individuals without post-
secondary credentials will continue to grow.

{2d20054Y

Annie E. Casey Foundation, 2013 Kids Count Data book
http://www.aecf.org/~/media/Pubs/Initiatives/KIDS%20COUNT/123/2013KIDSCOUNTDataBook/2013KI
DSCOUNTDataBookr.pdf

US Census, American Fact Finder: http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
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Births to mothers with less than a high school education is a closely tracked statistic that crosscuts both
public health and education because it is one of the strongest predictors of a child’s failure to graduate
from high school. Given the data above, it follows that a higher percentage of Spartanburg County
mothers, compared to the state average, have less than a high school education.

tSN0SYT 27 . MiKa (2 a2iKSiE MK [Sad ¢KIy I- 113K {0K22f 9Rd:0I-ii2y

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Spartanburg 26.5% 25.8% 25.9% 25.8% 22.5% 23.5% 20.6%
SC Average 23.9% 23.2% 23.0% 21.8% 20.7% 19.5% 18.2%

3100AAG]
Kids Count Data Center: http://datacenter.kidscount.org
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The University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute uses the population health model below to rank
the health of communities. It demonstrates that health outcomes, morbidity (illness) and mortality
(death), are determined by four factors: health behaviors (30%), clinical care (20%), social and economic
factors (40%), and physical environment (10%) and by the policies and programs impacting those
factors. Notably, of these, social and economic factors exert the greatest influence on health outcomes
and education is primary among these factors.

Mortality ( length of life ) 50%

Morbidity ( quality of life ) 50%

Tobacco use

|

Diet & exercise
Alcohol use

Sexual activity

Access to care

Quality of care

Health Factors Education
Employment
Income

Family & social support

Community safety

Environmental quality

Policies and Programs

Built environment

A

County Health Rankings model ©2012 UWPHI
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Socioeconomic predictors of health persist across all diseases with few exceptions, continue through the
lifespan, and extend across numerous risk factors for disease. Socio-economic status includes financial,
occupational and educational influences. Of these influences, education is the strongest and most
consistent predictor of health. Studies reported in the related literature confirm that, when the relative
impact of each dimension of socioeconomic status is quantified, it is education that is the strongest
predictor of health rather than income, occupation, or a composite of dimensions. Hypotheses suggest
that education facilitates the acquisition of positive social, psychological, and economic skills and assets
that have health impacts beyond those realized through income alone. These assets include positive
attitudes about health, access to preventive health services, membership in peer groups that promote
positive health behaviors, and higher self-esteem and self-efficacy.

Spartanburg County is at greater risk for poor health outcomes due to the low population educational
attainment.

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute County
Health Rankings: http://www.countyhealthrankings.org

Winkleby, M.A., Jatulis, D.E., Fank, E., & Fortmann, S.P. (1992). Socioeconomic status and health: How
education, income, and occupation contribute to risk factors for cardiovascular disease. !YSNJ)\OI-)/
W2d0y1-€ 2 6080 1SIHKI yH, 816-820.

Lower birth weight increases a child’s likelihood of having a school-age learning disability, being enrolled
in special education classes, having a lower 1Q, and dropping out of high school. In addition to incurring
a long-term disadvantage to peers in the areas of cognitive and educational performance, being born
with a low birth weight also incurs significant economic costs, including higher medical expenditures,
special education and social service expenses, and decreased productivity in adulthood.

The percentage of Spartanburg County babies born with low birth weight continues to mirror the state
average. There has been no significant change in this statistic over the last six years of data reporting.
South Carolina has a consistently higher rate of babies born with low birth weight than the national
average.
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As compared to peer counties, Spartanburg has a higher percentage than Charleston and Greenville of
babies born with low birth weight in 2011, but a lower percentage than Richland. Richland is the one
peer county that is above the 9.9% state average on this measure.
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Child Trends Data Bank: http://www.childtrends.org/?indicators=low-and-very-low-birthweight-infants
Kids Count Data Center: http://datacenter.kidscount.org

SC Budget and Control Board, Office of Research and Statistics. (2013). Health and demographics [Data
file]. Available from Office of Research and Statistics Web site: http://ors.sc.gov/hd/default.php

SC Department of Health and Environmental Control, My Health and Environment — Environmental
Public Health Tracking: http://www.scdhec.gov/administration/epht/VitalStats.htm

SC Department of Health and Environmental Control, South Carolina Community Assessment Network.

http://scangis.dhec.sc.gov/scan/index.aspx
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Rates of health insurance coverage in a community speak not only to the health status of that
community, but also to its economic and educational status. High quality and well-paying jobs typically
include health insurance coverage. In communities where the educational attainment of the workforce
is lower, the proportion of high quality jobs is lower.

The latest Census data show that in 2012, 18.2% of all Spartanburg County residents (51,913 individuals)
were uninsured. For this measure, however, it is preferable to examine a combined three year average
to control for outlying economic fluctuations and to obtain a larger sample size. Thus, when the 2010-
2012 data are examined, the uninsured rate for all Spartanburg residents is 17.9%. This is higher than all
peer counties, the state average, and the national average.

When sorted by educational attainment, it becomes clear that educational attainment is strongly
correlated with insurance coverage status — the more educated people are, the more likely it is that they
are insured.
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US Census, American Fact Finder: http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
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The work of Spartanburg Academic Movement (SAM) is to advance academic achievement county wide,
cradle to career, by measuring accomplishment at critical educational milestones, setting targets, and
supporting collaborative action networks in their pursuit.

In March 2014, SAM published a document entitled “SAM Preface.” It is based upon the data and
explanations provided by the leading, secondary, and crosscutting indicators addressed in this report.

With “SAM Preface,” one additional leading indicator is likely to be launched: post-secondary
enrollment and persistence, combining some of the secondary indicators presented in this SCIP report.
Additional crosscutting indicators may also be incorporated including ethnicity.

In successive months of March each year, SAM anticipates publishing “SAM Chapter One,” “SAM
chapter Two,” etc. while extending and reporting on three-year attainment goals for each of the
indicators. Collaborative action networks will be assembled across the County to identify best practices
in pursuit of these targets.

In this manner, SAM and SCIP will continue to work in partnership on the education agenda: SCIP
measuring progress at three year intervals and SAM annually setting goals, forming networks, pursuing
best practices, and moving the needle forward.

1 &O00EAO0 7 TOA AATO0 31—

SAM is an “all-in” partnership of education, business, government, foundation, community, and faith
leaders across Spartanburg County in pursuit of high levels of educational achievement by...

¢ Measuring academic accomplishments that matter — cradle to career

¢ Setting achievement targets that escalate annually

¢ Aligning networks in pursuit of these targets

¢ Encouraging and reporting progress with persistent regularity

SAM'’s vision for Spartanburg County: a culture that values educational achievement and a highly
competitive economy that demonstrates that value.

The Spartanburg Academic Movement has received certification as an “emerging partnership” in the
StriveTogether Network, a national cradle-to-career education movement. (www.strivetogether.org)

The Network is a movement focused on the success of every child from cradle to career. It helps
communities create the infrastructure to unite schools, corporations, non-profits, churches,
foundations, and governmental sectors around shared goals and measures of academic achievement
across all stages from school readiness to post-secondary completion. Since its inception in Cincinnati
and Northern Kentucky in 2006, communities in several states have launched cradle-to-career
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improvement approaches including Portland, Dallas, Richmond, Seattle, Milwaukee, Minneapolis/St.
Paul, Albuquerque, and now Spartanburg County.

In receiving notice of “emerging certification,” the Spartanburg Academic Movement was also informed
that it has reached half the benchmarks required to achieve the Network’s higher certification as a
“sustaining partner,” a certification SAM expects to attain during 2014.

SAM is a movement ... an academic movement ... a movement on behalf of educational achievement
across Spartanburg County, South Carolina. It is a movement driven by a deep belief that Spartanburg
County’s economic vitality depends on raising the value placed on educational achievement to levels
well above the demands that were sufficient for a textile economy to levels required by the knowledge
economy .. an economy in which know-how and expertise have replaced the labor-intensive
requirements of the past.

Two out of every three jobs in the knowledge economy will require a post-secondary credential. High
school graduation can no longer be the end of the education journey. Too few are persuaded of this
new reality, but it is here ... and it is real.

SAM is a commitment to a future in which all must be partners ... schools, colleges, families,
communities, businesses, foundations, faith communities, social service agencies ... all!
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SPARTANBURG
ACADEMIC MOVEMENT
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Inspiring dialogue, strategy and change.
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THE SPARTANBURG COUNTY FOUNDATION  United Way
Your Community Foundation of the P|edmont
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University of South Carolina Upstate

424 East Kennedy Street = Spartanburg, SC 29302 = 864-582-0138 = strategicspartanburg.org



