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1998 Results of the Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery (CSAB)

Highlights

In Fall 1998, 81.2% of the first-

graders (43,568 of 53,640

students) met the readiness

standard on the CSAB, a larger
percentage than scored ready
last Fall. In Fall 1997, 79.6%
(43,550 of 54,716 students) met

the readiness standard.

The percentage of first-graders
meeting standard since Fall

1995 increased 9.3 percentage
points (71.9% in 1995, 81.2% in

1998).

Background

The Basic Skills Assessment
Legislation enacted in 1978 requires

that a readiness test be administered
to all public school students at the
beginning of Grade 1. The results of
the test are to be used by teachers to
plan an appropriate program for
each child.

The State Board of Education,
as required by legislation, set the
state standard for the CSAB. The
student who scores 88 out of a
possible 117 has met the state

standard. The CSAB was admin-
istered in the public schools for the
first time in Fall 1979.

The Cognitive Skills
Assessment Battery (CSAB)
measures student readiness to begin
the first-grade school curriculum.
State legislation requires that a

readiness test be administered to all
public school students at the
beginning of Grade 1. Legislation
also requires the results of the test to
be used to provide appropriate
activities for the first-grade student.
In addition, school districts must
advise parents of any student
assessed as not ready for first-grade
work to secure a complete physical
examination for that child.

Performance on the CSAB
provides information concerning the
degree of readiness at the time of
testing. The test results provide
information to help meet the needs
of each child. Student test scores
are not to be used to label or limit
the academic progress of any child.

The CSAB requires about 30
minutes to be administered indi-
vidually to each student. The test is
not timed, and each teacher is en-
couraged to use as much time as
necessary to obtain an accurate ,as-
sessment.

The testing instrument includes
items related to the following areas:
basic information; number knowl-
edge; information from pictures;
picture and story comprehension;
multiple directions; large muscle
coordination; auditory memory;
visual-motor coordination; sentence
recark-vocabulary; letter knowledge;
symbol, visual-auditory and auditory
discrimination; visual memory; and
response during assessment.

The South Carolina CSAB test
results for 1979 and 1988 through
1998 are presented below.
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DATA UPDATE - CSAB

Highlights.

Of the students tested at
the beginning of Grade 1 in
1998:

87.7% of white students
met the standard.

74.1% of African-
American students met the
standard.

77.8% of Asian-American
students met the standard.

58.5% of Hispanic students
met the standard.

70% of Native American
students met the standard.

Ethnicity

The percentage of white students assessed ready for first grade
increased by 1.2 percentage points, from 86.5% (25,432) in 1997 to
87.7% (25,359) in 1998. A total of 28,917 white students were
tested in 1998.

The percentage of African-American students assessed ready for
first grade increased by 2.4 percentage points, from 71.7% (17,215)
in 1997 to 74.1% (17,173) in 1998. A total of 23,183 African-
American students were tested in 1998.
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The percentage of Asian-American students assessed ready for first
grade decreased from 80.9% (334) in 1997 to 77.8% (351) in 1998.
A total of 451 Asian-American students were tested in 1998.

The percentage of Hispanic students assessed ready for first grade
decreased from 59.0% (428) in 1997 to 58.5% (473) in 1998. A
total of 808 Hispanic students were tested in 1998.

The percentage of Native American students assessed ready for first
grade decreased from 70.5% (47) in 1997 to 70% (70) in 1998. A
total of 100 Native American students were tested in 1998.

2 4
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Highlights

Of the .students tested at
the beginning of Grade 1 in
1998:

78.3% of male students
met the standard.

.'84.3%- of , female 7 stUdents
met the standar&

The percentage of ,stUdents
:Who inet --the

. ,

standard.
among repeaters_ and .non-r;,:,
repeaters .was 793%.
81.4%, respectively.:;-,

:

Gendei

The percentage of male students assessed ready for first grade in-
creased from 76.5% (21,619) in 1997 to 78.3% (21,436) in 1998, a
rise of 1.8 percentage points.

The percentage of female students assessed ready for first grade in-
creased from 82.9% (21,761) in 1997 to 84.3% (21,837) in 1998, a
rise of 1.4 percentage points. A total of 27,376 males and 25,889 fe-
males were tested in 1998.
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Repeater Status

In 1998, 7.7% (4,169) of the students in Grade 1 were repeaters, an
increase of 1.3 percentage points from the 1997 figure of 6.4%
(3,460). In 1997, the percentage of students who met the standard
among repeaters was 77.6% (2,714), and 79.7% (40,573) among non-
repeaters. Figures for the 1998 year indicate that 81.4% (39,713) of
the non-repeaters were assessed ready, 2.1 percentage points more
than repeaters (79.3%, 3,305). A total of 4,169 repeaters and 48,800
non-repeaters were tested.
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Highlights

Of the students tested at
the beginning of Grade 1 in
1998:

59.7% of disabled students
who were tested met the
standard.

73% of students who par-
ticipnted in free lunch pro-
grams met the stzadard.

82:2% of students who
received reduced-Price
lunches met the stindard.

89.4% of students who did
not -participate 'in free pr
reduced-price lunches met
the standard.

4

Disability Status

More than half (59.7%, 2,595) of 4,349 students with disabilities were
assessed ready for first grade in 1998, up 3.4 percentage points from the
1997 figure of 56.3% (3,376). In 1998, 83.1% (40,391) of non-disabled
students in South Carolina were assessed ready for first grade, up 1.5
percentage points from the 1997 figure of 81.6% (40,790).
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Lunch Status
Approximately 7 out of 10 (73%, 17,758) of the 24,317 students who
participated in free lunch programs were assessed ready for first grade in
1998, up by 2.5 percentage points from the 1997 percentage of 70.5%
(17,415). In 1998, the percentage who met the standard among students
who received reduced-price lunches was 82.2% (2,873). This figure is up
0.7 percentage points over that for 1997 (81.5%, 2,736). Among students
who received no free or reduced-price lunches, 89.4% (21,330) were
assessed ready for first grade in 1998. This figure is up 1.2 percentage points
from the 1997 percentage of 88.2% (22,122).
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Kindergarten Status

Highlights

,t e students tested at
the beginning of Grade 1 in

4998:

50.5% of students who did
,

not attend kindergarten
met the standard.

0.1%,,Of studenti Who atz-:
ended 'Public .kindergarten:

met ihe Simidard.:

91%-Of itUdenti enrolled in
mate ,'Iundergarten met
e 'standar

60.7%
'stUdelits met the:standar

The percentage of students assessed ready for first grade among those
who did not attend kindergarten decreased by 6.5 percentage points
from 57% (73) in 1997 to 50.5% (50) in 1998. The percentage of
students assessed ready for first grade among those who attended
public kindergartens increased by 1.8 percentage points from 78.9%
(38,553) in 1997 to 80.7% (39,079) in 1998. In 1998, 91% (3,453) of
the students enrolled at private kindergartens were assessed ready for
first grade. This percentage is up slightly from 1997 (89.4%, 3,969).
The percentage of students assessed ready for first grade among those
who attended Head Start decreased by 4.7 percentage points from
65.4% (85) in 1997 to 60.7% (51) in 1998.
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Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery
Percentage and number meeting standard

by pre-first grade experience
1997 and 1998

No Kindergarten Public
Kindergarten

Private
Kindergarten

1:11997 11998

Head Start

NOTE: The numbers of students coded as No Kindergarten and Head Start were small
(less than 100 students) compared to the total students and should be viewed
with caution.

90.29% of the first-graders in 1998 attended public kindergarten
compared to 89.8% in 1997; 7.07% attended private kindergarten in
1998 compared to 8.2% in 1997; 0.16% attended Head Start in 1998
and 0.24% in 1997; 0.22% in 1998 and 0.5% in 1997 attended other
programs; and 0.18% in 1998 and 0.2% in 1997 did not attend a pro-
gram. Information on the type of kindergarten attended by first-
graders reported as unknown or missing was 2.08% in 1998 and 1.1%
in 1997.

7
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Highlights

f,,,the students -tested, .a
.the beginning .-2.of Grade .1 In
1998:

'84% Of students .who at-
. tended half-day- prograMs,.
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Kindergarten Status

The percentage of students assessed ready for first grade among those
who attended half-day programs increased by 1.4 percentage points
from 82.6% (15,220) in 1997 to 84% (8,963) in 1998. The
percentage of students assessed ready for first grade among those
who attended full-day programs increased by 2.3 percentage points,
from 78.5% (26,538) in 1997 to 80.8% (32,544) in 1998. As in
previous years, full-day programs served more academically at-riSk
students than did half-day programs.
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NOTE: Program length was not reported for all students, and some students did
not attend a kindergarten program the previous year.

Information reported on kindergarten program length indicated that
19.9% of the first-graders in 1998 attended half-day programs as
compared to 34.2% in 1997, a decrease of 14.3 percentage points. In
1998, 75.1% attended full-day programs compared to 62.6% in 1997,
an increase-of 12.5 percentage points. The remaining first-grade stu-
dents (5.0% in 1998 and 3.2% in 1997) either did not attend a pro-
gram or the length of the program was unknown or missing.
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1998 Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery
Number of students and percentage of students scoring ready in the state

First-Graders
Half-Day Programs

No. Percent
Ready Ready

Full-Day Programs
No. Percent
Ready Ready

All Programs
No. Percent
Ready Ready

Free Lunch 1,909 68.7 15,207 73.9 17,529 73.1

Reduced-Price Lunch 434 81.9 2,325 82.4 2,834 82.1

No Free/Reduced-Price 6,348 90.2 14,039 89.6 21,077 89.4
Lunch

All Students 8,963 84.0 32,544 80.8 43,568 81.2
Note: The number of students ready in the above categories will not sum to the totals (All Students and All Programs due to missing data.

Several points should be considered when evaluating first-grade readiness based on kindergarten experience:

In June 1996, the General Assembly passed a law that gave school districts the option of offering full-day
kinderiarten programs, but only provided funding for about one-third of the eligible students. The intent of
the law was to serve first those children most educationally at-risk. In 1997, the General assembly provided
additional funding for two-thirds of the eligible students. The children being served were primarily from low-
socioeconomic families without some of the early education advantages that are often provided to children

with higher income levels. Children from low-socioeconomic families generally have greater learning

deficits to overcome. In 1998, the General Assembly funded full-day kindergarten program for all eligible

five-year-old students.

In 1998, 86 school districts reported first-graders with full-day or half-day kindergarten program experience.
Many school districts used federal funds (Title 1 Program for Educationally Deprived Children in School
Attendance Areas with High Concentration of Children from Low-Income Families) to extend their programs

to a full day. Full-day kindergarten programs appeared to continue to allow children with the greatest
academic needs the opportunity to be better prepared for first-grade instruction than they might have been
otherwise. The percentages of students who attended full-day programs in the free and reduced-price lunch
categories meeting the readiness standard were higher (5.2% and 0.5% respectively) than were the
percentage of students in half-day programs. The percentage of students who attended full-day programs in
the no free/reduced-price lunch category meeting the readiness standard was only slightly lower (0.6%) than

students in half-day programs.

Student readiness to begin the first grade continues to appear to be affected by socioeconomic conditions
within families, in that children from families with lower incomes (students eligible for free or reduced-price
lunches) assessed ready at lower rates (73.1% and 82.1% respectively) than children from families that were
able to pay for school lunches (89.4%). See the above table for readiness indicators for half-day programs,
full-day programs, and all programs.
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1998 Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Continue to offer full-day kindergarten programs for five-year olds in all 86 school districts and to provide
funding to reduce five-year-old kindergarten class size to a teacher-student ratio goal of 1:20.

2. Expand programs for four-year-olds, providing additional funding to serve more eligible students and
providing for extended day.

3. Continue the alignment of the curriculum with the standards in kindergarten through grade 3, along with
identification of appropriate teaching strategies.

4. Continue professional development training opportunities for early childhood educators, especially
teachers and teaching assistants of four- and five-year-olds.

5. Grant school districts the flexibility to develop localized early childhood initiatives and training,
interfacing and collaborating with local groups like the United Way's Success By Six, Head Start and local
childcare providers.

6. Provide funding to expand family literacy efforts and continue providing technical assistance to local
educators working with family literacy programs.

7. Continue programs in family math and science training provided through South Carolina's 13 regional
Math-Science Hubs.

8. Continue receiving input from early childhood educators in school districts on early childhood updates,
concerns and needs (i.e., screening instruments, program/student assessments, on-going/continuous
assessments, alignment of curriculum to standards, parenting and parent education/involvement, etc.).

9. Strengthen parental assistance programs by providing additional funding for educational opportunities for
parents, home visits, and parent training focusing on brain development in young children (birth age 3).
Continue to support parents by providing a foundation for them for the important role they must play in
their child's education, especially from birth to age six.

10. Continue to provide technical assistance to school districts in supporting early childhood teachers as they
align their curricula with the standards and implement their programs to provide the needed foundation for
both student and school success.

10
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1998 Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery
Number of students tested and percentage of students ready by district

District
No.

Tested
Percent
Ready District

No.
Tested

Percent
Ready District

No.
Tested

Percent
Ready

Abbeville 296 79.7 Edgefield 367 83.4 Marion 4 39 76.9

Aiken 2,100 77.2 Fairfield 293 78.8 Marlboro 472 86.7

Allendale 173 70.5 Florence 1 1,158 83.2 Newberry 496 83.3

Anderson 1 552 90.4 Florence 2 96 88.5 Oconee 840 77.6

Anderson 2 295 86.8 Florence 3 346 87.9 Orangeburg 3 310 80.6

Anderson 3 236 76.7 F . nce 4 68 76.5 Orangeburg 4 332 87.0

Anderson 4 208 86.5 Florence 5 121 74.4 Orangeburg 5 670 84.2

Anderson 5 924 78.8 Georgetown 810 91.2 Pickens 1,332 80.3

Bamberg 1 151 93.4 Greenville 4,941 80.6 Richland 1 2,249 79.0

Bamberg 2 105 90.5 Greenwood 50 714 79.0 Richland 2 1,191 82.3

Barnwell 19 66 84.8 Greenwood 51 110 81.8 Saluda 196 60.2

Barnwell 29 101 80.2 Greenwood 52 121 82.6 Spartanburg 1 327 77.4

Bamwell 45 234 91.9 Hampton 1 223 81.6 Spartanburg 2 562 83.1

Beaufort 1,246 82.3 Hampton 2 150 72.7 Spartanburg 3 239 85.4

Berkeley 2,020 77.6 Horry 2,165 76.4 Spartanburg 4 273 75.5

Calhoun 178 79.2 Jasper 229 65.1 Spartanburg 5 439 91.1

Charleston 3,695 78.2 Kershaw 726 90.9 Spartanburg 6 717 93.3

Cherokee 743 79.8 Lancaster 894 83.0 Spartanburg 7 758 73.1

'Chester 622 79.6 Laurens 55 473 80.1 Sumter 2 843 72.7

Chesterfield 661 88.4 Laurens 56 266 77.8 Sumter 17 776 81.6

Clarendon 1 103 77.7 Lee 298 73.2 Union 429 73.0

Clarendon 2 279 79.2 Lexington 1 1,386 88.0 Williamsburg 588 83.5

Clarendon 3 99 81.8 Lexington 2 747 84.1 York 1 405 82.0

Colleton 579 70.6 Lexington 3 194 85.1 York 2 370 90.3

Darlington 925 86.7 Lexington 4 261 76.2 York 3 1,131 85.1

Dillon 1 75 80.0 Lexington 5 1,040 87.1 York 4 397 84.9

Dillon 2 330 73.3 McCormick 98 91.8 Felton Lab 37 97.3

Dillon 3 114 78.9 Marion 1 239 90.8

Dorchester 2 1,164 82.3 Marion 2 167 79.0

Dorchester 4 197 82.7 Marion 3 50 78.0 State 53,640 81.2
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1998 Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery

Demographic Data
Number of students tested and percentage of students ready by race/ethnicity, gender, and

district

District Number Tested
African-American

Females Males
Whites

Females Males

Abbeville 296 77.9 70.8 94.7 80.7

Aiken 2,100 66.8 63.7 86.9 83.1

Allendale 173 74.7 64.7 77.8 100.0

Anderson 1 552 60.0 69.2 93.3 90.4

Anderson 2 295 82.9 76.5 95.3 83.9

Anderson 3 236 65.0 50.0 84.7 74.5

Anderson 4 208 88.0 70.8 96.2 81.0

Anderson 5 924 66.7 65.0 91.3 85.3

Bamberg 1 151 93.9 93.8 100.0 85.2

Bamberg 2 105 95.2 92.2 66.7 100.0

Bamwell 19 66 88.9 84.0 100.0 66.7

Barnwell 29 101 80.8 72.2 93.8 86.4

Barnwell 45 234 90.2 86.0 95.9 93.0

Beaufort 1,246 82.8 72.8 93.7 89.1

Berkeley 2,020 71.6 64.0 86.1 79.6

Calhoun 178 73.6 69.6 93.1 100.0

Charleston 3,695 77.6 65.4 92.7 87.4

Cherokee 743 77.5 57.9 89.9 80.8

Chester 622 78.7 69.0 88.9 85.6

Chesterfield 661 81.7 82.6 96.4 90.8

Clarendon 1 103 90.9 67.9 - 100.0

Clarendon 2 279 78.5 74.2 89.5 93.8

Clarendon 3 99 75.0 68.2 85.7 90.3

Colleton 579 67.8 67.9 78.9 74.8

Darlington 925 85.1 82.8 96.4 87.0

Dillon 1 75 62.5 84.6 89.5 81.8

Dillon 2 330 73.7 67.0 88.2 78.8

Dillon 3 114 71.4 71.0 95.0 83.9

Dorchester 2 1,164 77.0 70.6 88.4 83.1

Dorchester 4 197 82.9 81.3 90.0 82.9

Edgefield 367 78.0 70.7 94.1 88.9

12
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1998 Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery

Demographic Data
Number of students tested and percentage of students ready by race/ethnicity, gender, and

district (continued)

District Number Tested
African-American

Females Males
Whites

Females Males

Fairfield 293 82.7 73.7 78.6 84.0

Florence 1 1,158 80.0 77.7 91.8 86.1

Florence 2 96 88.0 76.7 100.0 94.7

Florence 3 346 87.5 81.4 98.3 94.8

Florence 4 68 88.5 65.5 80.0 66.7

Florence 5 121 47.6 56.5 86.1 89.7

Georgetown 810 89.4 89.2 95.6 93.4

Greenville 4,941 69.8 65.2 90.9 84.9

Greenwood 50 714 77.6 67.2 90.6 82.1

Greenwood 51 110 61.1 70.0 91.2 85.1

Greenwood 52 121 80.0 75.0 82.4 86.5

Hampton 1 223 81.5 72.2 89.6 83.6

Hampton 2 150 78.9 65.8 100.0 100.0

Horry 2,165 66.9 51.4 88.8 81.6

Jasper 229 69.1 56.5 80.0 83.3

Kershaw 726 87.0 84.5 95.9 91.1

Lancaster 894 84.1 72.0 87.3 86.1

Laurens 55 473 81.9 59.7 88.8 82.2

Laurens 56 266 75.0 71.7 84.4 77.8

Lee 298 75.9 69.6 85.7 72.7

Lexington 1 1,386 81.0 61.0 92.0 86.6

Lexington 2 747 79.8 65.8 92.3 87.1

, Lexington 3 194 83.7 77.8 95.7 85.7

Lexington 4 261 50.0 63.3 84.7 76.6

Lexington 5 1,040 81.3 66.9 93.2 90.0

McCormick 98 97.7 84.1 100.0 100.0

Marion 1 239 90.6 86.7 100.0 94.3

Marion 2 167 76.8 74.1 91.7 88.9

Marion 3 50 70.8 84.0 - 100.0

Marion 4 39 81.3 69.2 100.0 87.5

13
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1998 Cognitive Skills Assessment Battery

Demographic Data
Number of students tested and percentage of students ready by race/ethnicity, gender, and

district (continued)

District Number Tested
African-American

Females Males
Whites

Females Males

Marlboro 472 91.4 80.7 90.1 88.9

Newberry 496 82.8 75.2 93.3 91.7

Oconee 840 58.1 69.8 85.6 77.9

Orangeburg 3 310 85.1 73.5 90.0 93.3

Orangeburg 4 332 87.2 79.4 93.5 89.5

Orangeburg 5 670 86.8 81.2 86.7 81.1

Pickens 1,332 74.5 57.9 86.6 78.4

Richland 1 2,249 79.8 72.9 94.3 88.5

Richland 2 1,191 78.2 72.1 93.3 87.6

Saluda 196 47.8 33.3 82.6 80.4

Spartanburg 1 327 69.6 44.8 85.9 78.9

Spartanburg 2 562 81.5 66.0 88.5 84.2

Spartanburg 3 239 78.3 50.0 93.1 90.9 .

Spartanburg 4 273 68.8 60.0 83.8 73.4

Spartanburg 5 439 89.8 91.8 97.4 86.3

Spartanburg 6 717 85.3 83.5 98.2 96.4

Spartanburg 7 758 71.9 58.6 96.4 84.1

Sumter 2 843 71.0 63.4 84.1 77.9

Sumter 17 776 76.8 76.1 91.2 91.4

Union 429 64.9 60.0 83.3 82.1

Williamsburg 588 88.2 80.5 73.9 78.8

York 1 405 74.1 64.8 90.7 84.0

York 2 370 73.9 78.6 92.5 93.7

York 3 1,131 81.0 71.4 93.5 92.2

York 4 397 55.6 60.0 91.1 87.6

Felton Lab 37 94.1 100.0 - 100.0

State 53,640 77.8 70.5 90.5 85.2
,
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Full-Day Kindergarten Programs Retrospective
In 1995, no funds were provided for public full-day kindergarten programs. In 1996, one-third of the

eligible students were funded. In 1997, two-thirds of the eligible students wt funded. In 1998, the General
Assembly funded all eligible five-year-olds. A review of the state data from 19. .:, and 1998 indicates an increase
of 9.3 percentage points in the number of students assessed as ready for first grade (71.9 % in 1995 to 81.2% in
1998). Several factors may have contributed to the increase, including state-funded full-day kindergarten
programs, kindergarten teacher training, and parenting and family literacy centers.

In 1995, the percent ready for students who attended a full-day program was 68.9% (14,200 of 20,720)
and who attended a half-day program was 74.4% (23,614 of 31,724). In 1998, the percent ready for students who
attended a full-day program was 80.8% (32,544 of 40,266) and who attended a half-day program was 84% (8,963
of 10,667). The percentage of students who attended a full-day program and who were assessed as ready has
increased 11.9 percentage points since 1995. The percentage of students who attended a half-day program and
who were assessed as ready has increased 9.6 percentage points since 1995.

100

90
80 .
70 .
60 -
50
40 -
30
20 .
10 -

0

State percent ready of full-day and half-day kindergarten
programs, 1995 to 1998

74.4
68.5

72.4
79.2 78.5 82.6 80.8 84.0

1995 1996 1997 1998

0 Full-day Half-day

NOTE: The full-day kindergarten programs population demographics and socioeconomic status (lunch status) in
1995,1996, 1997,und 1998 are not significantly different.
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DATA UPDATE - CSAB

FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN RETROSPECTIVE

Percentages of students ready by district from 1995 to 1998 and

percentage points difference between 1995 and 1998

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Difference
Between

District 1995 1996 1997 1998 1995 and 1998

Abbeville 68.8 69.8 75.9 79.7 10.9

Aiken 66.4 69.9 74.9 77.2 10.8

Allendale 68.4 64.8 72.0 70.5 2.1

Anderson 1 84.8 85.7 87.7 90.4 5.6

Anderson 2 71.2 69.6 79.8 86.8 15.6

Anderson 3 68.8 72.7 74.3 76.7 7.9

Anderson 4 77.5 77.9 78.9 86.5 9.0

Anderson 5 72.2 73.3 77.0 78.8 6.6

Bamberg 1 79.5 87.0 87.5 93.4 13.9

Bamberg 2 65.1 76.7 87.2 90.5 25.4

Barnwell 19 61.0 63.4 73.0 84.8 23.8

Barnwell 29 94.7 90.7 86.0 80.2 -14.5

Barnwell 45 79.8 86.2 90.2 91.9 12.1

Beaufort 77.3 80.6 79.9 82.3 5.0

Berkeley 69.6 75.5 77.6 77.6 8.0

Calhoun 72.0 85.4 78.5 79.2 7.2

Charleston 69.0 73.2 76.6 78.2 9.2

Cherokee 78.9 78.2 78.2 79.8 0.9

Chester 67.4 70.6 79.3 79.6 12.2

Chesterfield 79.0 79.2 82.7 88.4 9.4

Clarendon 1 63.4 72.5 83.7 77.7 14.3

Clarendon 2 82.3 76.1 87.0 79.2 -3.1

Clarendon 3 71.4 61.6 76.5 81.8 10.4

Colleton 60.6 67.8 72.3 70.6 10.0

Darlington 58.2 73.1 80.1 86.7 28.5

Dillon 1 68.9 63.5 75.6-
.

80.0 11.1
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DATA UPDATE - CSAB

FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN RETROSPECTIVE

Percentages of students ready by district from 1995 to 1998 and

percentage points difference between 1995 and 1998 (continued)

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Difference
Between

District 1995 1996 1997 1998 1995 and 1998

Dillon 2 68.8 64.4 71.8 73.3 4.5

Dillon 3 85.2 77.0 72.8 78.9 -6.3

Dorchester 2 68.5 79.1 79.0 82.3 13.8

Dorchester 4 63.4 59.2 88.7 82.7 19.3

Edgefield 74.2 79.1 81.9 83.4 9.2

Fairfield 73.1 70.6 78.2 78.8 5.7

Florence 1 69.7 73.6 81.9 83.2 13.5

Florence 2 67.1 85.5 69.9 88.5 21.4

Florence 3 54.2 83.0 90.4 87.9 33.7

Florence 4 59.5 44.9 81.6 76.5 17.0

Florence 5 64.7 77.2 75.8 74.4 9.7

Georgetown 78.5 84.2 87.4 91.2 12.7

Greenville 72.8 76.7 79.9 80.6 7.8

Greenwood 5 68.7 72.7 71.5 79.0 10.3

Greenwood 51 76.3 82.1 80.0 81.8 5.5

Greenwood 52 85.0 92.2 81.4 82.6 -2.4

Hampton 1 73.6 75.4 83.4 81.6 8.0

Hampton 2 67.5 67.2 72.3 72.7 5.2

Horry 72.3 72.5 77.4 76.4 4.1

Jasper 68.7 65.5 59.3 65.1 -3.6

Kershaw 74.9 76.8 88.4 90.9 16.0

Lancaster 75.3 76.7 82.0 83.0 7.7

Laurens 55 74.0 75.6 78.1 80.1 6.1

Laurens 56 65.9 64.7 77.2 77.8 11.9

Lee 62.6 66.3 69.2 73.2 10.6

17
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DATA UPDATE - CSAB

FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN RETROSPECTIVE

Percentages of students ready by district from 1995 to 1998 and

percentage points difference between 1995 and 1998 (continued)

District

Percent
Ready
1995

Percent
Ready
1996

Percent
Ready
1997

Percent
Ready
1998

Difference
Between
1995 and 1998

Lexington 1 80.3 83.4 83.8 88.0 7.7

Lexington 2 64.1 70.1 78.4 84.1 20.0

Lexington 3 63.3 72.4 73.0 85.1 21.8

Lexington 4 62.8 76.2 73.5 76.2 13.4

Lexington 5 85.6 88.0 87.4 87.1 1.5

McCormick 64.9 75.0 80.3 91.8 26.9

Marion 1 * 65.4 90.8

Marion 2 63.5 73.1 70.2 79.0 15.5

Marion 3 62.3 86.0 80.9 78.0 15.7

Marion 4 90.9 75.0 94.9 76.9 -14.0

Marlboro 66.5 75.4 74.9 86.7 20.2

Newberry 78.1 80.1 82.3 83.3 5.2

Oconee 66.5 75.8 74.5 77.6 11.1

Orangeburg 3 ** 70.1 74.7 87.8 80.6 10.5

Orangeburg 4 ** 82.0 78.5 87.4 87.0 5.0

Orangeburg 5 ** 73.4 77.8 85.0 84.2 10.8

Pickens 77.5 78.0 80.3 80.3 2.8

Richland 1 67.4 72.3 76.9 79.0 11.6

Richland 2 77.2 76.3 80.3 82.3 5.1

Saluda 71.2 72.0 59.6 60.2 -11.0

Spartanburg 1 77.6 80.5 80.5 77.4 -0.2

Spartanburg 2 78.3 78.0 82.8 83.1 4.8

Spartanburg 3 82.3 79.6 87.0 85.4 3.1

Spartanburg 4 80.6 78.1 83.2 75.5 -5.1

Spartanburg 5 80.4 76.2 88.1 91.1 10.7

Exempt from testing in 1995 and 1996 as participants of the 12-school Project.
** Data for 1995 and 1996 reflect the consolidated district composition established in the1997-98 school year.
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DATA UPDATE - CSAB

FULL-DAY KINDERGARTEN RETROSPECTIVE
Percentages of students ready by district from 1995 to 1998 and

percentage points difference between 1995 and 1998 (continued)

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Percent
Ready

Difference
Between

District 1995 1996 1997 1998 1995 and 1998

Spartanburg 6 90.5 89.2 92.0 93.3 2.8

Spartanburg 7 74.5 75.4 74.7 73.1 -1.4

Sumter 2 62.6 69.7 80.3 72.7 10.1

Sumter 17 62.6 69.1 77.4 81.6 19.0

Union 71.2 74.9 73.0 73.0 1.8

Williamsburg 58.8 80.7 80.0 83.5 24.7

York 1 72.3 73.2 80.9 82.0 9.7

York 2 80.7 84.1 91.5 90.3 9.6

York 3 72.0 78.4 83.8 85.1 13.1

York 4 78.1 86.0 84.7 84.9 6.8

Felton Lab 90.3 96.7 96.2 97.3 7.0

State 71.9 75.8 79.6 81.2 9.3
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