
  

 Strategic Spartanburg 
Community Indicators 

 
 

2008 
 
 

An Evaluation of Community Indicators Goal 1: 
The Status of Kindergarten Through High School 
Education in Spartanburg County 
 
 
 
 
 

www.strategicspartanburg.org
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

©2008, Metropolitan Studies Institute at USC Upstate 
 
 
 

http://www.strategicspartanburg.org/


 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

The University of South Carolina Upstate 
 
USC Upstate defines itself as a “metropolitan university.”  It is a member of the 
international Coalition of Urban and Metropolitan Universities; and, similar to the 
missions of its fellow members, USC Upstate regards its relationship to Spartanburg 
and Greenville and to the Upstate’s I-85 corridor communities as of fundamental 
importance to its purposes and future.   
 
Our recent establishment of “The Metropolitan Studies Institute” as a regional research 
enterprise is a direct expression of that relationship. 
 
As the fastest growing university in South Carolina over the past ten years reflecting the 
growth of the Upstate, and enrolling the second largest number of South Carolina 
students among the State’s ten comprehensive universities, USC Upstate aims to be 
regarded as one of the leading metropolitan universities in the Southeast. 
 
For more information, contact: 
John C. Stockwell, PhD 
Chancellor 
USC Upstate 
(864) 503-5200 
jstockwell@uscupstate.edu
 
 
 
 
 
The Metropolitan Studies Institute at USC Upstate 
 
The mission of the Metropolitan Studies Institute (MSI) is to support research efforts 
between USC Upstate and the community that enhance relationships, promote the 
reciprocal flow of information and ideas, assist community and economic development, 
and increase the strategic use of the University’s scholarship and outreach capabilities.    
The MSI engages in selected community-based research and assessment projects, 
most notably the Spartanburg Community Indicators Project, and partners with 
community agencies to undertake program evaluations, needs assessments, feasibility 
studies, and data management projects. 
 
For more information, contact: 
Kathleen Brady, PhD 
MSI Director 
(864) 503-5901 
kbrady@uscupstate.edu

mailto:jstockwell@uscupstate.edu
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Executive Summary 
 
In 2005, the Spartanburg County Foundation and the United Way of the Piedmont 
released Community Indicators VI: Strategic Spartanburg.   The sixth edition was a 
culmination of many hours of discussion and research which has resulted in a 
community-wide project focused on the quality of life for all citizens in our community.  
Transitioning the data collection and assessment component of the Community 
Indicators Project to the Metropolitan Studies Institute has allowed for a more 
comprehensive assessment of the status of each goal, via examination of a wider 
variety of indicators.  
 
Originally, the Community Indicators Project identified four indicators relative to goal 1, 
“Our children will excel academically.”  In the current iteration, indicators for goal 1 have 
been added or deleted from prior versions of the Community Indicators Project 
depending on the assessed strength, accessibility, or validity of the information they 
provide.  For example, the current list does not include Palmetto Achievement 
Challenge Test (PACT) scores as an indicator for goal 1 since this instrument is not 
expected to be used in the future and, therefore, does not allow for collection of 
longitudinal data.   However, this iteration does provide data for first time indicators 
including school readiness, attendance, school performance, graduation to post-
secondary school, additional teacher credentials, per pupil expenditure, school variety, 
and English as a second language instruction for a total of 17 indicators.  Additionally, 
goal 1 has been broadened in this report to state, “Our children will excel academically 
through the provision of quality education” in order to capture more fully the impact of 
the educational system on academic performance. 
 
Each indicator is thought by subject matter experts, namely the seven Spartanburg 
County School District Superintendents, to be a useful and valid reflection of goal 1, 
providing assessment of kindergarten through 12th grade education for Spartanburg 
County in as comprehensive fashion as possible.  Because community leaders from all 
sectors are in general agreement that education impacts every measure of community 
status, goal 1 has been selected as the inaugural topic for in-depth study of Community 
Indicators Project goals for 2008.   
 
This report provides an overview of the educational attainment and status of the 
education system for Spartanburg County’s children and youth.  A variety of sources of 
educational data were examined in order to obtain the broadest picture of the status of 
goal 1.  Original data sources were used for the most part and were obtained primarily 
from the S.C. Department of Education (unless otherwise noted).  Much of the 
information relative to individual school districts was found in 2007 Annual District 
Report Cards. 
 
For comparison purposes, school district data from communities with similar population 
demographics are supplied where possible.  Data were obtained from Greenville 
County, Richland County, and Charleston County, South Carolina, and, in some cases, 
from Mecklenburg County, North Carolina.  South Carolina state data and national data 
are provided where possible and as appropriate.   
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Results of indicator analyses reveal that Spartanburg County schools are doing very 
well on most measures when compared to S.C. peer counties.  Readiness, ACT and 
SAT scores, and graduation rates are highest, or among the highest, of any counties.  
However, Spartanburg county students fall below their peers in continuing their 
education in post secondary institutions, despite their demonstrated ability to succeed at 
this level.   
 

Goal 1 Indicator 

At or Above the Average 
of Comparable 
Counties/State* 

School Readiness  
Attendance  
Enrollment N/A 

HSAP Passage Rate  
SAT Scores  
ACT Scores  
AP Exams  
Gifted and Talented Programs  
Dropout Rates  
Graduation Rates  
Graduation to Post-Secondary Education No 
School Performance N/A 

Teacher Credentials  
Per Pupil Expenditure No 
English as a Second Language N/A 

Students with Disabilities N/A 

School Variety N/A 
*N/A ratings are for indicators where comparisons are irrelevant, or where valid comparative data 
are not available 
 
School quality measures, as reported in the annual district report cards, are not 
predictive of student success, nor are per pupil funding and differences in teacher 
certification.   Conversely, socio-economic status and race are predictors of lower test 
scores and lower graduation rates.  These predictors and discrepancies should be 
addressed in order to improve overall school, district, and county success in terms of 
educational status. 
 
Spartanburg County demographics indicate that the county has the lowest percentage 
of high school and college graduates for persons age 25 and over, as well as the lowest 
per capita and household median income among peer counties.  Degree attainment, in 
large part, drives per capita and family income, community economic development and 
quality of life.  Community Indicators Project stakeholders should capitalize on the 
success of Spartanburg County students and facilitate transition to the post-secondary 
level.    
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Strengths and Challenges 
 
Upon examination of the data for each indicator and other data relevant to the status of 
education for grades K-12 in Spartanburg County, there are a number of positive 
findings.  Primary among these are: 
 

• Spartanburg is above state and peer county average for kindergarteners’ 
readiness for first grade on all English-language arts measures. 

• Spartanburg is above state and peer county average for kindergarteners’ 
readiness for most mathematics measures. 

• Spartanburg is above state and peer county average for kindergarteners’ 
readiness for all personal and social development measures. 

• Spartanburg is lower than the state average for failure in the first three grades. 
• Spartanburg County composite for exit exam passage rates is higher than rates 

for comparison counties. 
• Average composite SAT and ACT scores for Spartanburg County exceed state 

average scores.  Of peer counties, Spartanburg composite scores are second 
(after Greenville). 

• Spartanburg’s 2007 composite SAT and ACT scores are higher than 2006 
composite scores. 

• Spartanburg County students scored highest among their counterparts on 2007 
AP exams. 

• Spartanburg County has had the lowest dropout rates among peer counties each 
year for the last four years. 

• Spartanburg has the highest high school graduation rate among all counties. 
• Spartanburg students have access to three high-performing vocational / technical 

centers. 
 
Assessment of the indicators also results in a number of negative findings.  These are: 
 

• Spartanburg has the lowest percentage of high school graduates by county 
population, age 25 and over, of any of the peer counties, the S.C. average and 
the U.S. average. 

• Spartanburg has the lowest percentage of residents holding bachelor’s degrees 
by county population than any of the peer counties, the S.C. average and the 
U.S. average. 

• Spartanburg County has the lowest median household income and the lowest 
per capita income of the peer counties, the S.C. average and the U.S. average. 

• There is disparity in school readiness by race and by gender on all 70 areas of 
measure. 

• Although three Spartanburg districts scored above the average national 2007 
SAT composite score, the Spartanburg County district average score was below 
the national average score. 

• No Spartanburg district scored at or above the national 2006 or 2007 ACT 
average composite score. 

• There is wide variance in exit exam passage rates and ACT / SAT scores by 
district in Spartanburg County. 
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• There is wide variance in dropout rates and graduation rates by district for 
Spartanburg County. 

• Dropout rates are not decreasing consistently in six of the seven Spartanburg 
districts. 

• Spartanburg County high school graduates enter college at a rate lower than 
their counterparts in two of three comparison counties. 

• Spartanburg high school graduates enter college at a rate lower than the state 
average. 

 
Several findings pertain to general strengths and challenges for S.C. which likely pertain 
to Spartanburg as well.  These include: 
 

• S.C. students take SAT and ACT exams at a rate greater than the national 
average. 

• ACT and SAT scores have been improving over the past four years in S.C. 
• S.C. students do not demonstrate readiness for college curricula, falling below 

the national average for this measure in all five categories of assessment. 
• Black / African-American students score significantly lower on college entrance 

exams than do their white and other race counterparts. 
• It does not appear that per pupil funding, school ratings or teacher certification 

status has any direct bearing on graduation rates in any of the S.C. counties 
examined. 

• Socio-economic status is the strongest predictor of graduation rate. 
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Demographic Profile 
 
Spartanburg County comprises 819 square miles in the northwest quadrant of South 
Carolina.  Its county seat, Spartanburg, is the most populous of the county’s cities and 
towns and is located centrally in the county.  Spartanburg County has grown in 
population consistently each year since 2000, as have comparison counties and the 
state average population.   
 
Spartanburg County is divided into seven public school districts, each with its own 
superintendent and school board.   
 
 

Table 1. Spartanburg County School Districts, 2007 

District Enrollment 
Location of 

District Office # Schools 

Spartanburg 1 4,866 Campobello 11 

Spartanburg 2 9,587 Boiling Springs 14 

Spartanburg 3 3,095 Glendale 8 

Spartanburg 4 3,033 Woodruff 4 

Spartanburg 5 7,019 Duncan 11 

Spartanburg 6 9,934 Roebuck 17 

Spartanburg 7 7,816 Spartanburg 5 

Total: 45,350 Total: 70 

 
 
Spartanburg County can be compared to demographically similar counties in South 
Carolina, including Greenville, Richland and Charleston.  It can also be compared on 
certain indicators to Mecklenburg County, North Carolina, which is 75 miles to the north 
along the I-85 corridor.   
 
The data in Table 2 demonstrate that, in terms of educational attainment, Spartanburg 
ranks lowest among all comparison counties, as well as the state and national 
averages, for high school and college completion.  Further, Spartanburg County has the 
lowest median household income and per capita income of all comparison counties, 
lower in fact than the S.C. and U.S. averages.  However, there is a higher percentage of 
families who fall below the poverty level in Greenville, Charleston, and S.C. on average.   
A higher percentage of individuals fall below the poverty level in Greenville, Richland, 
and Charleston.  There is also a higher percentage of individuals below the poverty line 
in the U.S. on average than in Spartanburg County.  Spartanburg County also has the 
highest median population age of all counties and the state and national averages. 
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Table 2.  Demographics of Comparable Cities 
(From the 2006 American Community Survey) 

  Spartanburg Greenville Richland Charleston Mecklenburg S.C. U.S. 

Average household  
size 2.46 2.48 2.36 2.33 2.41 2.52 2.61 

Percent high school  
graduates 79.3% 81.6% 87.4% 86.3% 87.8% 81.3% 84.1% 

Percent holding 
bachelor’s  
degrees 

19.2% 27.1% 35.5% 36.1% 38.1% 22.7% 27.0% 

Percent foreign 
born 5.0% 7.4% 4.6% 4.8% 12.7% 4.1% 12.5% 

# in labor force,  
age 16+ 64.8% 66.2% 68.3% 64.1% 73.9% 63.1% 65.0% 

Median household  
income * $39,694 $41,850 $45,370 $43,857 $51,945 $41,100 $48,451 

Per capita income * $21,610 $23,926 $23,730 $28,551 $30,556 $21,875 $25,267 

Families below  
poverty level 9.9% 10.8% 9.8% 12.9% 8.4% 11.9% 9.8% 

Individuals below  
poverty level 12.7% 13.6% 13.5% 18.1% 11.3% 15.7% 13.3% 

Median age 37.3 36.9 34.4 36.0 35.0 36.4 36.4 

White 75.7% 76.2% 48.6% 63.7% 60.1% 67.3% 73.9% 

Black or  
African-American 20.4% 18.0% 45.7% 31.9% 30.1% 28.6% 12.4% 

Hispanic or Latino 4.5% 6.2% 3.3% 3.3% 9.8% 3.4% 14.8% 

* in 2006 inflation adjusted dollars      
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Readiness, Attendance, and Enrollment 
 
Both school readiness for first grade and attendance have been demonstrated to be 
predictors of educational success.   
  
School Readiness 
 
Since 2001, the S.C. Readiness Assessment has been administered by kindergarten 
and first grade classroom teachers to assess students’ skills necessary for success in 
learning and, thereby, readiness to progress to first and second grades.  This 
assessment is an unobtrusive measure that relies on teacher observation and 
documentation of personal and social development, math and English/language arts 
knowledge, and skills tied to the state academic standards.   
 

Table 3 demonstrates that Spartanburg kindergarteners score consistently higher than 
their counterparts in other counties and higher than their S.C. counterparts on average 
in all but four categories for readiness.  Because Spartanburg County has the lowest 
percentage of children over-age for grade 3 (12.6%), readiness data reflected in Table 4 
are consistent with research findings that kindergartener readiness is a predictor of 
academic success in the early grades. 
 

Table 3. Kindergarten Assessment of  Readiness for First Grade by County, 2007 

  Spartanburg Greenville Richland Charleston 
S.C. 

Average 
English-Language Arts 

Communication 74.8% 70.1% 68.3% 71.9% 68.5% 
Reading 82.5% 80.8% 74.9% 77.8% 77.9% 
Writing 75.9% 73.2% 68.9% 73.1% 70.5% 

Mathematics 
Mathematical Processes 87.3% 85.6% 82.3% 83.3% 83.6% 
Number and Operations 74.6% 79.9% 71.5% 79.2% 78.0% 
Patterns, Relationships, and 
Functions 75.8% 73.9% 68.9% 73.9% 72.0% 

Geometry and Spatial 
Relations 81.4% 81.8% 77.3% 82.6% 79.0% 

Measurement 82.8% 82.6% 77.2% 81.2% 79.6% 
Data Collection and Probability 69.7% 66.7% 62.0% 70.5% 65.4% 

Personal and Social Development 
Self Concept 83.6% 83.8% 79.0% 81.2% 80.7% 
Self Control 88.2% 86.8% 82.3% 84.5% 84.3% 
Approaches to Learning 86.9% 84.4% 80.7% 82.8% 82.5% 
Interaction with Others 80.3% 75.9% 67.4% 77.0% 74.2% 
Social Problem Solving 78.0% 74.1% 63.5% 77.7% 72.0% 

S.C. Kids Count, 2007     
above the Spartanburg 
County rating 
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Table 4.  Readiness  Through Third Grade, S.C. Counties, 2007 

  Spartanburg Greenville Richland Charleston S.C.  
Children not consistently ready  
for first grade 21.4% 22.9% 22.9% 20.7% 24.2% 

Children failing first grade 3.2% 5.5% 4.8% 4.4% 5.4% 

Children failing second grade 1.5% 2.3% 2.1% 3.1% 2.5% 

Children failing third grade 1.2% 1.2% 1.5% 1.8% 1.7% 

Children over-age for third grade 12.6% 17.0% 12.7% 15.4% 16.3% 

S.C. Kids Count, 2007      
 
 
 
When readiness is considered by ethnicity, Spartanburg kindergarteners scored higher 
than the state average in 2007 on 66 of 70 areas of measure for preparedness for first 
grade.  (See Table 5)      
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Table 5. Spartanburg Kindergarteners' Readiness for First Grade 

  
White  
Male 

White  
Female 

African-
American/ 
Other Male 

African-
American/ 

Other Female Total 
ENGLISH/LANGUAGE ARTS 

Communication  
Spartanburg County 73.9% 86.3% 59.9% 72.8% 74.8% 

South Carolina 68.8% 79.7% 56.6% 68.7% 68.5% 
Reading      

Spartanburg County 79.8% 90.5% 69.9% 87.0% 82.5% 
South Carolina 75.8% 89.3% 65.2% 81.4% 77.9% 

Writing      
Spartanburg County 74.2% 86.9% 60.7% 76.6% 75.9% 

South Carolina 70.4% 82.8% 57.1% 71.6% 70.5% 
MATHEMATICS 

Mathematical Processes  
Spartanburg County 86.1% 94.0% 77.6% 88.5% 87.3% 

South Carolina 83.9% 91.6% 74.6% 84.2% 83.6% 
Number and Operations      

Spartanburg County 82.1% 85.6% 60.1% 76.1% 74.6% 
South Carolina 80.5% 88.9% 65.5% 78.2% 78.0% 

Patterns, Relationships, and Functions 
Spartanburg County 76.9% 86.6% 59.3% 72.9% 75.8% 

South Carolina 74.2% 84.2% 58.1% 71.1% 72.0% 
Geometry and Spatial Relations 

Spartanburg County 81.3% 89.9% 68.8% 80.5% 81.4% 
South Carolina 80.9% 88.6% 67.7% 78.4% 79.0% 

Measurement  
Spartanburg County 83.4% 91.7% 69.2% 81.4% 82.8% 

South Carolina 81.4% 89.3% 68.0% 79.4% 79.6% 
Data Collection and Probability 

Spartanburg County 73.3% 79.9% 54.3% 62.6% 69.7% 
South Carolina 71.6% 76.7% 52.0% 60.0% 65.4% 

PERSONAL AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT 
Self Concept  

Spartanburg County 85.8% 89.9% 73.1% 80.4% 83.6% 
South Carolina 84.5% 88.3% 71.2% 78.2% 80.7% 

Self Control  
Spartanburg County 90.6% 94.2% 78.3% 84.3% 88.2% 

South Carolina 87.7% 91.7% 75.0% 82.1% 84.3% 
Approaches to Learning  

Spartanburg County 90.4% 94.0% 74.3% 82.2% 86.9% 
South Carolina 86.8% 90.8% 72.3% 79.1% 82.5% 

Interaction with Others  
Spartanburg County 83.3% 88.3% 67.2% 75.1% 80.3% 

South Carolina 79.4% 84.0% 62.5% 70.0% 74.2% 
Social Problem Solving  

Spartanburg County 82.2% 88.0% 61.2% 71.5% 78.0% 
South Carolina 77.0% 83.1% 59.6% 67.3% 72.0% 

S.C. Kids Count, 2007    below S.C. average 



 
 
 

Attendance 
 
Reported student attendance rates by district for 2007 varied within 3.4 points from a 
high of 97.6% in Richland District 2 to a low of 94.2% in Spartanburg District 7.  This is 
not a significant point spread. 
 
 
Enrollment 
 
District enrollment varies within 
Spartanburg County from a low of 3,033 
in District 4 to a high of 9,934 in District 
6, reflecting the population demographics 
of district catchment areas.  Spartanburg, 
Richland and Charleston Counties are of 
similar size in terms of total student 
enrollment.  Greenville County, however, 
has significantly larger enrollment. 
 

Table 6.  Enrollment by District, 2007 
Spartanburg 1 4,866 
Spartanburg 2 9,587 
Spartanburg 3 3,095 
Spartanburg 4 3,033 
Spartanburg 5 7,019 
Spartanburg 6 9,934 
Spartanburg 7 7,816 

Spartanburg County 45,350 
Greenville County 67,966 

Richland 1 24,822 
Richland 2 22,590 

Richland County 47,412 
Charleston County 42,488  

 
 

Figure 1. Enrollment by County 
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Student Achievement 
 
 
Goal 1 indicators for student achievement are High School Assessment Program 
(HSAP) scores, SAT and ACT scores, AP Exam data and eligibility for Gifted and 
Talented programs.  Table 7 reflects the HSAP, SAT, and ACT scores and expands 
upon them for assessment of student achievement by district/county.  State and 
national data are offered for comparison where available. 
 
 

Table 7.  Student Achievement by District 
 (2007 with 2006 Comparison for SAT & ACT) 

SAT Average Composite ACT Average Composite 

  

2007 
HSAP 

Passage  
Rate 2007 2006 2007 2006 

Spartanburg 1 87.1% 1001 1017 19.9 19.9 
Spartanburg 2 93.3% 975 973 20.6 19.5 
Spartanburg 3 91.6% 961 974 19.5 18.9 
Spartanburg 4 94.9% 1018 975 20.3 19.8 
Spartanburg 5 89.2% 1009 1009 20.5 20.7 
Spartanburg 6 90.1% 1033 1034 21.0 20.4 
Spartanburg 7 91.6% 1020 998 20.7 20.1 
Spartanburg County 91.1% 1002 997 20.4 19.9 
Greenville County 87.9% 1013 1003 21.3 20.7 
Richland 1 85.3% 922 928 17.7 17.7 
Richland 2 94.6% 990 1014 20.7 20.6 
Richland County 90.0% 956 971 19.2 19.2 
Charleston County 85.6% 982 973 19.5 19.5 
S.C. Average  984 985 19.5 19.5 
National Average N/A 1017 1021 21.1 21.1 
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High School Assessment Program Passage Rate 
 
The High School Assessment Program (HSAP) is required by the S.C. Educational 
Accountability Act (EAA) of 1998 and is commonly known as the high school exit exam.  
Students are required to take the exit exam in 10th grade for the first time and are given 
five opportunities to pass in order to receive a diploma.  The 2007 state rate for passing 
on the first attempt (10th grade) was 71.1%, and all districts examined exceeded this 
percentage except Richland District 1.  District level passage rates for first attempt are 
reported in the Annual School District Report Card.   
 
HSAP data provided in Table 7 reflects passage rates for all students, regardless of 
grade level, who took the test by spring 2007.  A portion of students self-select out of 
taking the HSAP as a result of dropping out of school during the years intervening 
between 10th and spring of 12th grades.  The average score for Spartanburg County 
schools was higher on the HSAP exam by spring 2007 than the score for any other 
comparison county. 
 
Table 8 shows the district/county HSAP passage rates for select demographics by race, 
gender, and low socio-economic status (SES), as defined by eligibility for free or 
reduced lunch.  In every district, white students pass HSAP at rates higher than 
black/African-American students.  Hispanic students pass at rates higher than black 
students in every county but Charleston County.  In every district except Spartanburg 
Districts 3 and 4, females passed the exit exam at higher rates than males.  Among 
these demographics, low socio-economic status is the strongest predictor of non-
passage of the exit exam. 
 

Table 8.  2007 HSAP District Passage Rates 

  White 
Black/African-

American Hispanic Male Female Low SES 
Spartanburg 1 89.6% 74.4% N/A 85.4% 88.8% 72.7% 
Spartanburg 2 93.7% 90.1% 100.0% 90.6% 95.7% 87.6% 
Spartanburg 3 92.9% 87.5% N/A 92.3% 90.9% 85.7% 
Spartanburg 4 98.0% 87.0% N/A 95.2% 94.7% 93.1% 
Spartanburg 5 93.1% 78.9% 84.2% 88.4% 90.1% 82.4% 
Spartanburg 6  92.5% 85.2% 84.8% 88.2% 91.9% 81.3% 
Spartanburg 7 98.5% 87.8% N/A 88.8% 94.0% 90.0% 
Spartanburg County 94.0% 84.4% 89.7% 89.8% 92.3% 84.7% 
Greenville County 93.1% 75.6% 80.0% 86.2% 89.7% 76.1% 
Richland 1 96.7% 81.3% 90.2% 82.1% 88.1% 79.2% 
Richland 2 98.2% 92.0% 94.9% 93.1% 96.3% 89.6% 
Richland County 97.5% 86.7% 92.6% 87.6% 92.2% 84.4% 
Charleston County 95.1% 78.1% 86.7% 82.5% 88.4% 77.2% 

 
 



 
SAT Scores 
 
The Scholastic Assessment Test (SAT) 
provides colleges with information about how 
well students are prepared for college-level 
curriculum.  National scores reported are for 
seniors who anticipated graduating in 2007.  If 
a student took the SAT in his or her junior 
year, scores are not reported until the 
following year.  In 2007, 57% of graduating 
public school seniors in S.C. took the SAT; 
however, 62% (n= 24,081) of all S.C. public 
school students took the SAT as compared to 
48% nationwide (n= 1,494,531).  As shown in 
Table 9, in S.C., more white than black / 
African-American students and more females 
than males take the SAT.  National and state 
level data are available regarding 
demographics of SAT takers, however, county 
and district-level data are not available.    

 

Table 9.  S.C. SAT Takers by Race
and Gender, 2007 

 Male Female 

Black or AA 26.8% 
n= 7,530 

34.1% 
n= 8,934 

White 50.9% 
n= 11,896 

56.5% 
n= 12,232 

 
 
 
 

Figure 2. S.C. and National SAT takers by Gender, 2007 
 

S.C. Female
55%

S.C. Male
45%

U.S. Female
54%

U.S. Male
46%

 
 
Spartanburg County students scored higher on the composite SAT than Richland 
County and Charleston County students.  Spartanburg County schools scored lower 
than Greenville County schools by 11 points.  Of all 11 of the individual districts 
examined, only Spartanburg Districts 4, 6, and 7 scored above the national average 
SAT composite score of 1017 for 2007, with Landrum, Woodruff, Dorman and 
Spartanburg High Schools scoring above the national average.  Upon examination of 
district scores by county, no county scored above the national average; however, 
Spartanburg County and Greenville County scored above the state average.   
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Spartanburg County districts demonstrated an average increase in SAT composite 
scores of five points from 2006.  Spartanburg County Districts 1, 3, and 6 scored lower 
in 2007 than in 2006; Spartanburg County District 5 achieved the same score; and 
Spartanburg County Districts 2, 4, and 7 increased their scores. Greenville and 
Charleston districts increased average SAT composite scores in 2007 by 10 and 9 
points, respectively.  Both Richland districts demonstrated decreased scores for an 
average drop of 15 points from 2006 to 2007.   
 
As shown in Table 10, S.C. students’ scores by race are consistent with national trends.  
White students scored higher that both black/African-American students and students of 
other races (including Hispanics, Asians and Pacific Islanders) in all three test 
categories.  Black / African-American students scored lower than other students by race 
in all three test categories: 
 
 

Table 10. SAT Scores by Race / Ethnicity, 2007 
  South Carolina National 

  
Black/African-

American White Other 
Black/African-

American White Other 
Reading 419 513 484 433 527 484 
Math 427 521 497 429 534 510 
Writing 409 501 470 425 518 479 

 
 
Although fewer males take the SAT nationally and in S.C., state and national results 
show that males consistently outscore females in reading and math, both in S.C. and 
nationally, while females outscore males in writing. 
 
 
 Table 11.  SAT Scores By Gender, 2007 

  
 

South Carolina National 
  Male Female Male Female 

Reading 490 487 504 502 
Math 514 483 533 499 
Writing 469 482 489 500 
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ACT Scores 
 
The ACT is the predominant college entrance exam in half of the states, while the SAT 
dominates the other half.  The ACT is a test of curriculum-based and classroom-based 
achievement, while the SAT is an implied learning test that measures how students 
think based on their experiences both in and out of the classroom setting.  All S.C. 
colleges and universities accept either test for admission. 
 
Five of seven Spartanburg County school districts, Greenville District and Charleston 
District increased their composite ACT scores in 2007 and Richland districts maintained 
the same average score.  No district examined met the national average ACT score; 
however, Spartanburg County and Greenville District scored higher than the state 
average and Charleston District met the state average. 
 
Although the SAT is the most popular college entrance exam in S.C., student 
participation in ACT testing is growing.  In fact there was a 13% increase in students 
taking the ACT from 2006 to 2007.  The number of test takers rose in S.C. by 25% over 
the last four years.  Although increase in numbers of test takers is usually accompanied 
by decreased scores, S.C. scores have improved for four consecutive years, as 
indicated in Table 12. 
 
 

Table 12.  South Carolina and National ACT Subject Area & Composite Scores – 
Five-Year Trend 

 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 

State  18.7 18.8 18.8 18.9 19.0 
English 

National 20.3 20.4 20.4 20.6 20.7 

State 19.0 19.1 19.3 19.6 19.8 
Math  

National 20.6 20.7 20.7 20.8 21.0 

State 19.4 19.4 19.6 19.7 19.8 
Reading 

National 21.2 21.3 21.3 21.4 21.5 

State  19.2 19.3 19.3 19.4 19.5 
Science 

National 20.8 20.9 20.9 20.9 21.0 

State 19.2 19.3 19.4 19.5 19.6 
Composite 

National 20.8 20.9 20.9 21.1 21.2 
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While average composite scores for S.C. white students increased one-tenth of a point 
in 2007, black/African-American students’ average scores fell one-tenth of a point.  Male 
students outperformed females nationally, but not in S.C. where females scored one-
tenth of a point higher on average. 
 
National ACT data for 2006 indicates that of the 39% of S.C. graduates who were 
tested: 

• 65% were taking advanced math 
• 39% took physics 
• 57% were ready for college English composition 
• 32% were ready for college algebra 
• 41% were ready for college social science 
• 17% were ready for college biology 
• 13% were ready for all four curricula 

 
Although average readiness scores increased from 2006, Table 13 shows that S.C. 
average readiness remained below U.S. average.  Further, black / African-American 
students in S.C. scored lower in every subject area than their white and other race 
counterparts. 
 
 
 

Table 13. Percent of Students Ready for College by Subject Area 
2007 ACT Test Takers 

S.C. by Ethnicity 
  

  
Black/African-

American  White  Other 
  
S.C. Average 

  
U.S. Average 

English 28% 75% 64% 58% 69% 

Math 10% 47% 40% 34% 43% 

Reading 16% 55% 51% 41% 53% 

Science 3% 28% 22% 19% 28% 

All Four 2% 22% 17% 15% 23% 

 
 



 
 
AP Exams 
 
There were 1,024 Spartanburg County students who chose to take Advanced 
Placement exams in 2007.  A number of these students chose to take exams in multiple 
areas for a total of 1,883 exams given.  As indicated in Table 14, in 2007, 55.32% of 
these students scored at the 3, 4, or 5 levels necessary to earn credit or advanced 
standing at most colleges and universities.  Spartanburg students scored higher than 
their counterparts in Greenville, Richland and Charleston districts.   The number of 
exams given was proportional by county to student enrollment.   
 
 

Table 14.  S.C. Advanced Placement Exams, 2007 

  

 
 # AP 

Exams  
Taken 

% Scoring 
3 to 5 

Spartanburg (districts average) 
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 1883 55.3% 

Greenville 
 

4952 45.5% 

Richland (districts average) 

 
 2230 44.2% 

Charleston 
 
 1788 29.3% 
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Gifted and Talented Programs 
 
Legislation in S.C. mandates that students eligible for Gifted and Talented programs be 
identified starting in grade two.  These students “demonstrate high performance ability 
or potential in academic and/or artistic areas and therefore require an educational 
program beyond that normally provided by the general school program in order to 
achieve their potential” (South Carolina Code § 43-220).  Legislation further mandates 
that these students be served through specialized curriculum offerings modified and 
adapted to meet their unique learning styles, learning rates, interests, abilities and 
needs. 
 
In 2005-2006, approximately 19% of S.C. students were served in Gifted and Talented 
programs.  In 2006-2007, approximately 15% of students in Spartanburg, Richland and 
Charleston districts were eligible for participation in Gifted and Talented curriculum 
programs.  Approximately 18% were eligible in the Greenville district. 
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Dropout and Graduation 
 
Dropout and graduation rates of student cohorts are measured by the S.C. Department 
of Education (S.C. DOE) annually.  Graduation rates by school and district are reported 
in the annual school and district report cards.  The S.C. DOE keeps dropout data in the 
form of “School Dropout Listings”, reported longitudinally for four consecutive school 
years.   
 
Dropout rates are a measure of academic progression of a group of students from one 
period of time to the next.  Graduation rates are a measure of the success of those 
students in attaining the academic goal of graduation.  Both dropout and graduation 
rates are affected by student characteristics, choices and behaviors, as well as by 
institutional characteristics and programs. 
 
High School Dropout Rates 
 
As evidenced by these charts, Spartanburg has a lower composite dropout rate than 
Greenville, Richland composite, and Charleston, averaged over the 2002-2005 school 
years.  Of all districts, only Spartanburg District 1 evidenced an annual decrease in 
dropout rate since 2002.  Generally, dropout rates fluctuated from year to year in most 
districts.  Spartanburg Districts 3 and 4 evidenced the steadiest rate of retention over 
the four years.   
 

Table 15.  Dropout Rate* by District—Four-Year Average 

  2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 2004-2005 4 year 
average 

Spartanburg 1 2.3 1.7 1.0 0.8 1.5 

Spartanburg 2 3.9 4.3 2.3 3.0 3.4 

Spartanburg 3 1.0 1.1 0.8 0.9 1.0 

Spartanburg 4 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.4 

Spartanburg 5 2.7 1.0 2.4 4.2 2.6 

Spartanburg 6 1.8 3.2 2.7 3.9 2.9 

Spartanburg 7 3.8 2.6 4.8 3.0 3.6 

Spartanburg County 2.3 2.1 2.1 2.3 2.2 

Greenville County 2.6 2.5 2.6 4.7 3.1 

Richland 1 3.2 2.6 3.6 4.4 3.5 

Richland 2 2.6 4.1 4.3 2.3 3.3 

Richland County 2.9 3.4 4.0 3.4 3.4 

Charleston County 3.2 4.0 5.0 4.2 4.1 

4-County Average 2.7 3.0 3.4 3.6 3.2 

S.C. total 3.3 3.3 3.4 3.3 3.3 
*Dropout rates are a percentage of total grades 9-12 enrollment. 



 
 
  

Figure 3. Dropout Rate Trend by County 
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4-County Average
 

 
 
 
 

 



 
Graduation Rates (including GED) 
 
Although the formula used to calculate graduation rates for S.C. schools is unclear and 
high school graduation rates are calculated differently from state to state, Table 16 data 
are useful for comparison purposes.  Graduation rates by county place Spartanburg 
ahead of the other comparison counties at 76.1%, followed by Richland at 71.1%, 
Greenville at 69.6%, and Charleston at 61.3%.  Of the seven Spartanburg districts, 
District 4 had the highest graduation rate at 89.4% and District 5 had the lowest at 
70.2%.  The 2007 state graduation rate was 70.9% 
 
It should be noted that there is significant controversy surrounding dropout and 
graduation rates.  Intuitively, the above reported dropout rate and graduation rate for 
each district is nonsensical in that, added together, they do not equate to 100%.  
Dropout rates range from less than 1% to less than 5% by district, whereas graduation 
rates range from 61% to 89%.  Clearly, non-graduates are classified in ways other than 
as dropouts. 
  

Table 16.  Graduation Rate by District, 2007 

Spartanburg 1 81.3% 
Spartanburg 2 76.5% 
Spartanburg 3 76.5% 
Spartanburg 4 89.4% 
Spartanburg 5 70.2% 
Spartanburg 6 73.1% 
Spartanburg 7 65.8% 

Spartanburg  76.1% 

Greenville  69.6% Greenville  69.6% 
Richland 1 66.1% 
Richland 2 76.0% Richland  71.1% 
Charleston  61.3% Charleston  61.3% 

 
Figure 4. Graduation Rate by County 
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Because states report graduation rates based on varying formulas, they are not 
comparable.  In 2006, the Manhattan Institute for Policy Research calculated state 
graduation rates by applying the same formula to each state’s enrollment and diploma 
data.  These data were reported consistently to the National Center for Educational 
Statistics using uniform federal guidelines.   This study, which controlled for multiple 
intervening variables, found that South Carolina’s graduation rate was last among states 
at 54% (excluding Hawaii which was not included in the study due to insufficient data).  
There is, therefore, a marked discrepancy between the reported state graduation rate of 
70.9% as reported by the S.C. Department of Education, and the 54% rate as reported 
by the Manhattan Institute. 
 
Graduation rates by select demographics, as indicated in Table 17, reveal that the point 
spread by race is much narrower in Spartanburg County than in other counties.  Among 
Spartanburg districts, District 7 had the widest point spread in graduation rate between 
white students and black / African-American students.  In Spartanburg Districts 3 and 5, 
graduation rates are higher for blacks than for whites.  Females graduate at higher rates 
than males in every district.  Low socio-economic status is clearly the strongest 
predictor of low graduation rate. 
 
 

Table 17.  Graduation Rate by Select Demographics, 2007 

  White 
Black/African-

American Hispanic Male  Female 
Low 
SES 

Spartanburg 1 83.2% 82.1% N/A 79.7% 82.7% 64.4% 
Spartanburg 2 77.6% 77.2% 80.0% 70.1% 83.7% 66.0% 
Spartanburg 3 77.1% 77.4% N/A 74.5% 78.2% 69.1% 
Spartanburg 4 91.5% 85.4% N/A 84.1% 94.5% 82.5% 
Spartanburg 5 70.4% 72.1% 60.0% 68.8% 73.2% 63.2% 
Spartanburg 6  78.3% 67.1% 60.5% 68.5% 79.3% 54.5% 
Spartanburg 7 79.4% 59.0% N/A 59.8% 71.6% 59.6% 
Spartanburg County 79.6% 74.3% 66.8% 72.2% 80.5% 65.6% 
Greenville County 77.4% 55.3% 55.2% 66.2% 73.7% 52.4% 
Richland 1 82.4% 61.2% 66.7% 57.8% 73.7% 56.3% 
Richland 2 83.8% 72.1% 74.5% 72.9% 80.2% 63.5% 
Richland County 83.1% 66.7% 70.6% 65.4% 77.0% 59.9% 
Charleston County 77.0% 51.8% 47.4% 54.0% 69.5% 53.4% 
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Graduation to Post-Secondary Education 
 
Although graduation data indicate that students in Spartanburg are doing well compared 
to their peers, the same does not hold true for higher education.  Students in 
Spartanburg and Charleston Counties fell below the state average for percentage 
entering college, although their peers in Greenville and Richland Counties entered 
college at rates above the state average.  
 
In 2006-2007, a total of 38,141 S.C. students completed high school.  By self-report of 
those completers during their senior year of high school, 24,997 (65.5%) entered a 
college freshman class.  Of that number, 40.8% entered a 4-year college, 3.6% entered 
a 2-year college, and 21.1% entered a technical college.  Of the colleges chosen, 
90.7% were in-state and 9.3% were out-of-state.   
 
Of Spartanburg districts, only students in Districts 6 and 7 entered college at rates 
above the state average (89.7% and 74.1%, respectively).  Further, only students in 
Districts 6 and 7 entered 4-year colleges at rates above the state average and only 
students in District 6 entered technical colleges at rates above the state average.   
 
 

Table 18.  2005-2006 Spartanburg County High School Completers by District 
Enrolled in 2006-2007 College Freshman Class 

 District 1 District 2 District 3 District 4 District 5 District 6 District 7 Sptbg. 
County 

Total High School  
Completers 247 488 200 145 349 590 382 2401 

Total Completers 
Who Entered  
Freshman Class 

153 
(61.9%) 

256 
(52.5%) 

102 
(51.0%) 

81 
(55.9%) 

135 
(38.7%) 

529 
(89.7%) 

283 
(74.1%) 

1539 
(64.1%) 

Entering 4-year 
college 

75 
(49.0%) 

176 
(68.8%) 

58 
(56.9%) 

49 
(60.5%) 

102 
(75.6%) 

294 
(55.6%) 

184 
(65.0%) 

938 
(61.0%) 

Entering 2-year 
college 

19 
(12.4%) 

23 
(9.0%) 

15 
(14.7%) 

12 
(14.81%) 

15 
(11.1%) 

30 
(5.7%) 

19 
(6.7%) 

133 
(8.6%) 

Entering 
Technical college 

59 
(38.6%) 

57 
(22.3%) 

29 
(28.4%) 

20 
(24.7%) 

18 
(13.3%) 

205 
(38.8%) 

80 
(28.3%) 

468 
(30.4%) 

Entering In-state 
colleges 

143 
(93.5%) 

240 
(93.8%) 

93 
(91.2%) 

79 
(97.5%) 

123 
(91.1%) 

490 
(92.6%) 

238 
(84.1%) 

1406 
(91.4%) 

Entering Out-of-
state college 

10 
(6.5%) 

16 
(6.3%) 

9 
(8.8%) 

2 
(2.5%) 

12 
(8.9%) 

39 
(7.4%) 

45 
(15.9%) 

133 
(8.6%) 
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Comparatively, data reported in Table 19 demonstrate that students in Greenville 
County and Richland Districts 1 and 2 entered college at rates above the state average, 
and they entered 4-year colleges and technical colleges at rates above the state 
average as well.    Conversely, below average percentages of students in Spartanburg 
County (all districts combined) and Charleston County entered college, 4-year colleges 
and technical colleges. 
 
 

Table 19.  Percentage of 2006 S.C. Graduates Entering College 

  4  year 2 year Technical Total 

Greenville 
County 48.3% 3.4% 23.4% 75.1% 

Richland 1 43.6% 3.1% 23.2% 69.9% 

Richland 2 48.4% 0.1% 21.0% 69.5% 

Charleston 
County 46.7% 1.3% 20.7% 68.7% 

Spartanburg 
County 
(Composite) 

39.1% 5.5% 19.5% 64.1% 

S.C. Average 40.8% 3.6% 21.1% 65.5% 
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School Data 
 
The goal of the S.C. State Department of Education is that South Carolina’s student 
achievement will be ranked in the top half of the states nationally by 2010.  To achieve 
this goal, S.C. must become one of the fastest-improving systems in the country.  
Schools and districts are rated yearly for overall performance and for rate of 
improvement. 
  
School Performance 
 
As stipulated by the U.S. Department of Education, Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) is 
a measure that requires students to meet targets for attendance, graduation, 
English/language arts proficiency, and mathematics proficiency.  AYP is also applied to 
subgroups by race/ethnicity, subsidized meals, disability, and limited English 
proficiency.  None of the districts examined made Adequate Yearly Progress in 2007; 
however, the ratings system is considered to be fraught with internal and external 
validity issues.  Schools and districts are also given “Absolute Ratings” and 
“Improvement Ratings” yearly. Again, there is state and national controversy in terms of 
application of ratings and how they are calculated and interpreted. 
 
Teacher Credentials 
 
Teacher Credentials, an indicator for Goal 1, includes a variety of measures that relate 
to teacher quality.  The district rates for each of these are listed in Table 20. 

 

Table 20.  Teacher Data by District, 2007 

 

% of 
teachers  

with 
advanced  
degrees 

% change in 
teachers with 

advanced 
degrees  

from 2006 

% of teachers 
with 

provisional  
certification 

% of classes  
taught by 

highly  
qualified 
teachers 

Professional
development
days/teacher 

Spartanburg 1 58.9% -1.8% 2.9% 99.8% 17.6 
Spartanburg 2 61.4% 3.4% 1.5% 96.1% 15.2 
Spartanburg 3 67.6% 4.6% 2.7% 99.5% 14.1 
Spartanburg 4 61.7% -3.3% 2.0% 98.0% 12.7 
Spartanburg 5 65.2% 4.6% 1.7% 99.6% 18.5 
Spartanburg 6 66.3% 2.8% 1.6% 91.6% 12.2 
Spartanburg 7 65.9% 1.8% 2.7% 96.3% 16.5 
Greenville County 54.4% -0.1% 3.7% 97.6% 15.7 
Richland 1 60.7% 2.7% 9.6% 92.7% 15.5 
Richland 2 67.0% 1.2% 5.3% 99.2% 14.8 
Charleston County 54.1% 1.3% 5.5% 93.3% 16.3 
 
In addition, there are 305 nationally certified teachers who teach in Spartanburg public 
schools.  This is the lowest number among comparison counties, as there are 354 
nationally certified teachers in Charleston, 409 in Greenville and 647 in Richland. 



 
Per Pupil Expenditure 
 
As indicated in Table 21, per pupil funding for 2007 varies from $10,854 in Richland 
District 1 to $6,563 in Spartanburg District 2, with median expenditure of $7,941 for 
Spartanburg District 1.  Of the Spartanburg districts, only District 7 and District 3 were 
above average for comparable districts in per pupil expenditure.   
 
Table 21.  Per Pupil Expenditure, 

2007 
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(Ranked highest to lowest by district) 
Figure 5. Per Pupil Expenditure, 2007 
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It does not appear that per pupil expenditure is correlated with graduation rate.  For 
example, although Richland District 1 spends the most per pupil, it is ranked 9th for 
graduation rate.  Conversely, Spartanburg District 2 spends the least per pupil but is 
tied with Spartanburg District 3 (which spends the third highest per pupil) for the third 
highest graduation rate.  Spartanburg District 4 ranks second lowest in per pupil 
expenditure but has the highest graduation rate.  

 
Figure 6. Graduation Rate and Per Pupil Expenditure by District, 2007 
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English as a Second Language 
 
Public school instruction to children who are not 
native speakers of English is an increasing 
challenge in S.C.  It is unclear how education 
outcomes, in terms of test scores, graduation 
rates and graduation to post secondary 
institutions, will be affected as these children 
come of age in the next few years.  
 
There are currently 12,133 students receiving 
specialized English as a Second Language 
(ESL) instruction in S.C. public schools.  The 
preponderance of these students is at the 
elementary and middle school levels.  As these 
students matriculate to the secondary school 
level, increased instruction will be required in 
order to render them proficient in subject matter 
unique to the high school grades.   
 
Among Spartanburg districts, the challenge is 
especially apparent in District 6.  Among S.C. 
counties, Greenville faces the greatest 
challenge in terms of numbers of ESL students.  

Table 22. English as a Second  
Language Students 

(as of April 2008) 

District Number 
% of 

Enrollment

Spartanburg 1 228 4.7% 

Spartanburg 2 930 9.7% 

Spartanburg 3 91 2.9% 

Spartanburg 4 80 2.6% 

Spartanburg 5 297 4.2% 

Spartanburg 6 935 9.4% 

Spartanburg 7 347 4.4% 

Spartanburg 
County 2908 6.4% 

Richland 1 525 2.1% 

Richland 2 1315 5.8% 

Richland County 1840 3.9% 

Greenville County 5321 7.8% 

Charleston County 2064 4.9%  
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Students with Disabilities 
 
All school districts are mandated to provide 
services to children with disabilities under 
the federal Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act (IDEA).  The IDEA mandates 
that states and public agencies provide 
early intervention, special education, and 
related services to students.  Schools 
receive additional per pupil funding for 
students with disabilities.  District report 
cards reveal that, among peer districts, 
Spartanburg Districts 1 and 3 have the 
highest proportion of students with 
disabilities.  However, when averaged by 
county, Greenville serves the most students 
with disabilities, followed by Spartanburg, 
Richland, and Charleston. 
 

Table 23.  Percent of Students 
with Disabilities 

District 
% of 

Enrollment 
Spartanburg 1 12.2% 
Spartanburg 2 6.3% 
Spartanburg 3 11.6% 
Spartanburg 4 7.1% 
Spartanburg 5 10.3% 
Spartanburg 6 8.4% 
Spartanburg 7 9.8% 
Spartanburg County 9.4% 
Richland 1 9.4% 
Richland 2 7.3% 
Richland County 8.4% 
Greenville County 11.0% 
Charleston County 7.5%  

 
 
 
School Variety 
 
In addition to district public schools, there are 16 private schools in Spartanburg County 
that currently enroll 1,656 students.   
 
Spartanburg is the home of the S.C. School for the Deaf and the Blind, which currently 
enrolls 301 students from around the state.  The School for the Deaf and the Blind 
achieved “excellent” status for both absolute and improvement ratings in 2007.   
 
Spartanburg County districts co-administer three vocational / technical centers in the 
county—HB Swofford Career Center (Districts 1 and 2), RD Anderson Applied 
Technology Center (Districts 4, 5, and 6), and Daniel Morgan Technical Center (Districts 
3 and 7).  A total of 3,298 district students take classes at these centers.  Each of the 
centers earned either “excellent” or “good” in 2007 for both absolute and improvement 
ratings. 
 
There are currently no public charter schools in Spartanburg County. 
 
 
 
 



 
 

Conclusions 
 
The data indicate that Spartanburg County students are doing very well, compared to 
their peers in other similar counties, in terms of academic achievement and graduation.  
However, they do not continue this success by enrolling in post-secondary institutions.  
In fact, the composite rate for Spartanburg students entering college is below the state 
average, even though students in Districts 6 and 7 exceed the state average. 
 

 

Figure 7. Graduation Rate and College Entrance by County 
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Further examination of the data reveals that, even though Spartanburg County has the 
highest graduation rate and lowest dropout rate as a percentage of total high school 
enrollment, its adult population also has the lowest percentage of high school graduates 
and persons holding bachelor’s degrees among peer counties.  This seeming paradox 
may be explained by the fact that Spartanburg County has the lowest per capita and 
median household incomes among peer counties, as well as the highest median age of 
residents.  This suggests that the availability of low wage jobs in Spartanburg attracts 
workers with low educational attainment to the County.  Conversely, and in a more 
positive light, it may be that the graduation rate has begun to increase as a result of the 
change in the general economy from a manufacturing base to a knowledge base.  
Students may be more motivated to stay in school and graduate in order to obtain more 
sustainable jobs, given the exodus in recent years of textile and manufacturing jobs 
from the area.   If this is the case, the question becomes whether the trend toward 
increasing educational achievement may be expected to continue into post-secondary 
institutions in the coming years.  
 
Since low socio-economic status is the strongest predictor of high school dropout rates, 
Spartanburg County continues to be at risk for this indicator given the fact that the 
county has the lowest per capita and median household income among peer counties.   
 
It is clear that Spartanburg County schools are doing as well as, or better than, schools 
in peer counties on most measures.  However, there are some discrepancies among 
Spartanburg districts that beg further examination, especially the discrepancy in dropout 
rates by district.  It is imperative that accurate dropout data be obtained if preventive 
initiatives are to be successful.  If graduation rates are increasing, dropout rates should 
be decreasing, demonstrating a clear inverse relationship.   
 
Although Spartanburg students do quite well academically within S.C., they do not do 
well when compared to national standards.  In order to compete in a global 
environment, strategies must be identified to address this. Racial disparities should be 
fully assessed and strategies implemented to improve educational attainment for black / 
African-American and low socio-economic status students since, by demographic, 
achievement and graduation rates are lowest in these categories.  Any measures of 
academic success within the state must have the highest level of external validity, 
rendering them generalizable to the national student population so that discrepancies 
are not engendered between S.C. internal measures and national measures.  
 
Clearly, evidence suggests that Spartanburg County students have the demonstrated 
ability to achieve academically, and this should be parlayed into success at the post- 
secondary level.  Students must be encouraged to continue to the post-secondary level, 
and the transition from high school to college must be facilitated in the most efficacious 
manner.  As educational attainment increases, living-wage jobs that support the 
knowledge-based economy will proliferate in Spartanburg County, per capita and 
median household income will increase, and quality of life will continue to grow. 
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Appendices 
 

Goal 1 Indicators 
 

Because Spartanburg is a dynamic community, the issues that impact the growth, 
health and quality of life for its citizens are in flux.  Since the 2005 iteration of the 
Community Indicators VI report was presented to the community, it has become 
necessary or beneficial to change a number of the indicators for various goals.  The 
subject matter experts who have advised on these changes were the Spartanburg 
County School District Superintendents.  The rationale for changes in indicators for 
Goal 1 of the Community Indicators Project is provided below.  A number of indicators 
were added to provide a more comprehensive picture of the status of kindergarten–12th 
grade education in Spartanburg County.  In the current iteration, demographic data by 
race and gender were included for a number of indicators, and peer county data were 
provided for comparison for most indicators. 
 

Indicators for Goal 1 
Community Indicators VI Current Iteration 

Palmetto Achievement  
Challenge Test (PACT) scores 

removed:  poor indicator of  
student performance.  PACT to be restructured. 

High school retention rates maintained as "dropout rate" 

Gifted and Talented eligible students maintained   

Advanced Placement exams maintained 

  added:  school readiness 

 added:  attendance rate 

 added:  enrollment by district 

 added:  HSAP (high school exit exam) passage rate 

 added from goal 2:  SAT scores 

 added from goal 2:  ACT scores 

 added from goal 2:  high school graduates as  
"graduation rate" 

 added:  graduation to post-secondary institutions 

  added: school performance 

  

added:  teacher credentials including teachers with 
advanced degrees, "highly qualified" designation, 
professional development days, and provisional 
certification. 

  added:  per pupil expenditure 

  added:  English as a Second Language instruction 

  added:  students with disabilities 

  added:  school variety 
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Spartanburg County School District Initiatives 
 
In the research and development of this report, input was sought from the seven 
Spartanburg County School District Superintendents.  As subject matter experts, the 
Superintendents provided feedback on initiatives being undertaken in Spartanburg 
Districts 3, 5, and 6 to address some of the issues discussed in this report.  Each school 
district is actively addressing challenges through a wide variety of programs and 
interventions.   
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INTERVENTIONS AND RECOVERY PROGRAMS  
IN KINDERGARTEN THROUGH GRADE 12 

Spartanburg County District 5 
 

• Flexible grouping in reading by text levels K-6th grade 
• Using MAP data to identify RIT groups for placement in reading and math  
• Before and after school programs 
• Success Maker Labs 
• Administration of classroom assessments such as Developmental Reading 

Assessment and running records 
• Early intervention classes for three and four year old students 
• 4K programs at every school, serving 40 students at each site; full day programs 

for Title I schools 
• Parent educators at each elementary school to serve at-risk families of children 

birth to three years old 
• Collaboration with the MTCC to serve families and children birth to three years 

old through ‘This is my Child’ (for teenage students at middle schools and Byrnes 
High School), Even Start grant, and early Head Start 

• Extensive training for K-8th grade teachers and administrators in Learning 
Focused strategies to improve teaching practices which results in improved 
student achievement 

• A-team interventions: 
 Conducted at the school level, K-12, for children who are falling behind 

academically or who experience difficulty with age appropriate social skills 
 Classroom instruction modified 
 Literacy tutoring provided 
 Behavior Intervention Plans developed, addressing positive rewards as well 

as consequences for non-compliance 
• Special education services (IDEA): 

 Provided for children who qualify as disabled, when documented 
academic/behavioral interventions have not been successful 

 Most services provided in the mainstream environment 
• 504 Plans (Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973) 

 Accommodations in the regular ed classroom for children with disabilities who 
do not qualify for special education services 

• Middle-to-High School Transition Facilitator  
• Service learning opportunities  
• Mentors and reading/lunch buddies 
• Shadowing opportunities  
• Internship opportunities  
• WorkKeys Assessments 
• Key Train 
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• Individual Graduation Plan (Career Academies, Career Clusters, Career Majors) 
and conferences  

• Career interest inventories to help guide students in school/career choices  
• Nova Net for credit recovery during the school day and after school at no cost; 

summer school course recovery for a fee 
• Virtual school for new credits and recovery during the regular school year and 

summer school at no cost 
• Fresh Start at RDA for credit recovery and new credits 
• Internal tracking to keep district records of transfer students in order to avoid 

them counting as dropouts four years later 
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EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION INITIATIVES 

Spartanburg County District 3 
 

1. Therapeutic Behavioral Services is a Medicaid funded program that serves three-
year-old children who are potentially at risk for language, concept, social, or motor 
delays. A home visitor sets up goals with each family to assist them with parenting 
skills, completing a high school education, or furthering their work skills. Parent and 
Child Together Time (PACT) is held at the school once each month providing 
workshops that teach parents learning activities to use at home with their children. 

 
2. Full Day Four Year Old Kindergarten Programs are offered to children who are 

developmentally delayed in language, motor skills, social-emotional development 
and/or intellectual development. In addition, these children come from homes with 
poverty level income, high school or less education of the parent(s), and/or single 
parent status. By offering the full day program we are providing quality educational 
programs in a positive learning environment with the goal to decrease the gaps for 
these children entering the 5 year old kindergarten program the next school year. 

 
3. Parenting and Family Literacy Services provide parenting, early childhood, and 

adult education/literacy programs. Parent as Teachers is a model program that 
uses the Parents as Teachers (PAT) curriculum and provides home visits to 
identified at risk families who have children ages birth to three years. The intent is to 
teach parents how to work with their children in important areas. We believe the 
expansion of this program will greatly reduce the number of at risk students entering 
school. We further believe that this program will lead the way in helping at risk 
families understand the importance of education for their children. 

 
4. Write From the Beginning is a developmental writing program for kindergarten 

through fifth grade students. Teachers build upon and extend instruction of the 
previous grade level instruction. This program focuses on the essential skills for 
successful writing achievement. 

 
5. The Cunningham Reading Model consists of four blocks: guided reading, self-

selected reading, writing, and working with words. These four blocks represent the 
different approaches to teaching children to read. Doing all of the blocks allows 
children that do not learn in the same ways or at the same levels to be successful in 
reading and writing.  

 
6. The Measures of Academic Progress (MAP) provides frequent diagnostic 

assessment of reading and language skills in grades K-10. 
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7. The Des Cartes Continuum of Learning allows teachers to form flexible focus 
groups based on RIT scores to target individual student strengths and weaknesses 
in reading and language usage. 

 
8. The Compass Odyssey Program provides online reading and math software that is 

aligned with individual student RIT scores. Teachers can monitor each student’s 
progress and also assign remedial or enrichment assignments if necessary. 

 
9. The Imagination Library is a non-profit organization that provides a book free each 

month to all children birth to five years old. Our goal is to increase the number of 
children receiving these books as we know that placing books in homes increases 
language skills and the likelihood that children will be successful readers in school. 
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DROPOUT PREVENTION STRATEGIES 
Spartanburg County District 3 

 
1. Trained Reading Coaches are assigned to each elementary school and work with 

struggling readers as well as provide staff development to teachers. 
 
2. Extended Day Academic Assistance Services are available for our students in 

grades six through eight. Funded by 21st Century grant programs our after school 
programs operate three or four afternoons per week offering extra academic time on 
grade level standards by our teachers. In addition, the different after school 
programs focus on areas such as arts education, health and fitness, character 
education, etc. The four elementary schools have extended their instructional day by 
15 minutes to provide differentiated instruction designed to address the deficiencies 
identified by the Measures of Academic Progress (MAP).  

 
3. The Accelerated Learning Program (ALP) allows the recovery of high school 

credits allowing students to get back on their appropriate grade level and graduate 
with their class. 

 
4. The Academic Reinforcement Center (ARC) offers immediate intervention for 

students who are experiencing difficulties in their appropriate grade level allowing 
them to graduate with their class.  

 
5. The High School 8 Program is designed to help students who normally would have 

been retained at the 8th grade level be successful with the transition to 9th grade. 
Extra class time is provided for math and English. 

 
6. Project Success is an intervention program established to assist students who are 

over-age for grade level, potential dropouts or out of school youth 14-20 in earning a 
diploma or GED.  A partnership with Workforce Investment Board offers academic 
employment and life skills assistance. Technology based learning allows flexible 
schedules, accommodates individual progression, and encourages personal 
responsibility.  

 
7. The Behavioral Adjustment Sessions (BAS) serve as an alternative discipline 

program that does not require students to be suspended on school days. 
 
8. 9th Grade Transition Program helps 9th grade students be successful in the high 

school program of study. The program is an eight period, year-long course schedule 
with a separate 9th grade lunch and a central location of classes in the front of the 
building.  
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9. The Victory Diploma Program provides opportunities for students with special 
needs to learn functional academic, personal, social and occupational skills that will 
prepare them for lifelong independent living, productive employment, and 
responsible citizenship.  
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DHS COLLEGE INITIATIVES FOR PARENTS/STUDENTS 
GUIDANCE: COLLEGE INITIATIVES FOR PARENTS/STUDENTS 

Spartanburg County District 6 
 

Senior/Counselor Interviews 
 Senior Planning Handbook distributed 
 
Senior Parent Night 
 College application process/financial aid overview 
 
Ed-Op Program 
 
Career Quest 
 
Financial Aid Night 
 Financial aid materials distributed/guest speakers 
 
Junior Parent Night 
 PSAT Interpretation/College selection process 
 
Junior Shadowing Experiences 
 250 students shadow in careers throughout the Spartanburg community and 

learn about educational opportunities  
 
Senior Exit Interview 
 Seniors complete exit interview and college application process 
 
Goldenrod Opportunity Bulletin  
 Scholarships and opportunities for students in grades 10 through 12 distributed 

throughout the school year 
 
Phonemaster-  

Continuous updates to parents regarding upcoming events and reminders of 
informative sessions, scholarship deadlines, etc... 

 
Family Fridays 
 Information about the college application process, college selection, financial aid, 

access to internet sites, etc... 
 
Four-Year Plans 
 Electronic Individual Graduation Plans (IGPs) are completed during registration 

process at all grade levels. 
 
SAT/ACT prep 
 SAT prep daily in all college preparatory, honors and AP English classes 
 
Career Development Facilitators  

CDFs monitor student academic performance with IGPs 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Metropolitan Studies Institute                                   A12                              Goal 1: Education K-12 Indicators 

LITERACY DROPOUT INITIATIVES 
Spartanburg County District 6 

 
To continue to meet the needs of all students, we have implemented and continue to 
utilize the following data-driven and research-based initiatives: 
 

• Provide Language Enrichment and Acceleration Program (LEAP) for all 
students in grades kindergarten and 1 and for Limited English Proficient (LEP) 
students in grades K through 5, with teachers who are Reading Recovery® 
trained. Students receive intense individualized reading instruction daily. 
 

• Implement the SRA Corrective Reading component, McGraw-Hill, at the high 
school freshman campus for the lowest performing readers. This is a semester 
course that concentrates on building the students’ reading skills before taking 
English 1. 
 

• Implement Corrective Reading component in two middle schools-one school in 
self-contained special education and the other in the after-school program. 
 

• Create seven sections of single-gender English classes for the Corrective 
Reading component at DFC as research-based data cites higher achievement 
gains using this strategy. 
 

• Implement class-size reduction in the single-gender classes to enhance 
instructional practices based on students’ needs. 
 

• Implement the SRA Corrective Reading Comprehension component at the 
high school freshman campus, 2008-2009, to continue to address the literacy 
needs of struggling students. 
 

• Utilize Choices, Attitude, and Values for Success (CAVS) time at the high 
school freshman campus. Students receive tutoring in a subject area and/or read 
novels and keep a journal of their readings.  
 

• Utilize Getting Ready, Real, Relevant at Dorman High School (GRAD) to 
provide students with a supportive, positive relationship with a small group of 
students and an adult. The group stays together for three years as they build 
academic skills, develop career objectives, and make plans for post-secondary 
education. 
 

• Utilize Compass Learning Odyssey Software (grades Pre-K through 8), for all 
students.  The software includes English/language arts (ELA) and other core 
subject areas, as well as an English Language Learners (ELL) component which 
won the 1995 CODIE Award for Best Software for ELLs.  
 

• Utilize SuccessMaker software for the highest poverty school to meet the ELA 
student needs.  
 

• Designate an ELA K-12 Coordinator to provide vertical articulation between 
grade levels. 
 



 

Metropolitan Studies Institute                                   A13                              Goal 1: Education K-12 Indicators 

• Employ a district Staff Development Director to assure that the needs of all 
students are met by providing meaningful and on-going learning opportunities for 
all subject area teachers.  
 

• Employ an elementary/middle school literacy coach to provide staff 
development for teachers to better serve LEP students in English/language arts 
(ELA), to provide training in Sheltered Instruction Observation Protocol (SIOP) 
model to assist teachers in scaffolding instruction and making content 
comprehensible for ELL students. Teachers and parents receive a Literacy 
Newsletter each 6 weeks in English and Spanish. 
 

• Employ a high school literacy coach to assist secondary teachers with 
professional development on best classroom practices, assist with students’ 
HSAP, implement English modules, and conduct assessments. Teachers receive 
a monthly Literacy Newsletter with best practice strategies.  
 

• Employ a Parent/Literacy District Coordinator who bridges the home-school 
connections and provides in-home ELA parent trainings and in-school 
opportunities to assist parents. 
 

• Provide Double-block English/language arts and math in grades 6 through 10 
for identified students. 
 

• Offer additional high school courses for ESOL students. 
 

• Utilize NovaNet (grades 9-12) as a remediation and Carnegie Unit recovery 
program.  It has been implemented at Dorman High School, DFC, and the 
Spartanburg County Alternative School. 
 

• Utilize ACCESS: Building Literacy Through Learning, a standards-based 
language arts program for English learners in grades 9-12, that is engaging, 
high-interest, and content area specific, at the Dorman Freshman Campus. 
 

• Employ Instructional Computer Lab Managers in all 14 schools to provide all 
students with remediation and enrichment in a variety of software and computer 
applications to improve achievement in ELA and other subjects. 
 

• Utilize Measures of Academic Progress (MAP), a computerized, nationally-
normed test that provides diagnostic and prescriptive information for students in 
reading, language usage, and math for grades K through 10. 
 

• Utilize TestView Software which allows teachers an at-a-glance look at student 
achievement and assists with generating Academic Assistance Agreements 
between students, parents, and teachers. 
 

• Provide funds for extensive school level staff development to meet areas of 
identified academic needs in their respective strategic plans. 
 

• Provide funds for district English/language arts initiatives to bring nationally-
known authors to the district.  
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• Provide professional development for all district staff to address the needs of 
ELLs in grades K-12.  
 

• Offered School District 6 Summer Institutes to provide authentic professional 
development opportunities for all district employees. 
 

• Employ highly-qualified, certified staff and highly-qualified paraprofessionals in 
all schools.  
 

• Provide additional ESOL teachers and supplies/materials to schools to assist 
with the growing population of ELLs. 
 

• Utilize TransAct, translation library software, and the NCLB Parent Notification 
Center, allowing schools to send forms, invitations, and notices to families in 
their own language. 
 

• Utilize Rosetta Stone, as well as continuing remediation and preparation for 
end-of-course tests in English 1 and HSAP, for ESOL students. 
 

• Implement and train in Thinking Maps, a graphic organizer of information that is 
crucial for skills in reading, language, and writing. 
 

• Offer and encourage all students at the four highest poverty schools to attend a 
free after-school program until 6:30pm daily. Includes a nutritious snack, two 
hours of teacher-directed instruction, a nurse on site, and transportation.  
 

• Offer, and encourage, all students at our three highest poverty schools to attend 
a free summer school from 7:30am-5:00pm daily. Includes free breakfast, free 
lunch, snacks, a nurse on site, four hours of teacher instruction, field 
experiences, visual and performing arts activities, and transportation. 
 

• Offer child care at five elementary schools until 6:00 pm daily for the students’ 
after-school safety, completion of homework, and reinforcement of academic 
skills. 
 

• Provide instructional tutors in non-Title One schools to build the reading skills 
and/or provide remediation for students. 
 

• Monitor student academic performance toward graduation by Career 
Development Facilitators (CDFs) in grades 8-12 where career opportunities are 
provided and individualized education plans are developed. 
 

• Participate in a truancy court to address students’ lack of educational time and 
get them reinstated to school. 
 

• Partner closely with the Spartanburg County Alternative School’s instructional 
program through NovaNet, CompassLearning Software, professional 
development opportunities, courses, and instructional coaches. 
 

• Offer Fresh Start for middle and high school students who have been expelled 
from the Alternative school so that they receive instruction towards a diploma. 
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• Employ an Academic/Career Counselor to monitor the progress and 
performance of the young men in the Boys Home and to assist the students with 
academics and their pathway to graduation. 
 

• Reduce class size in all grades/subjects to better serve students. 
 

• Provide full-time (kindergarten) and part-time (grade 1) instructional aides to 
assist with the developmentally appropriate strategies and skills for children ages 
five and six. 
 

• Equip all media centers and classrooms with books, Accelerated Reading 
Program technology, and programs that assist students with developing reading 
skills.  
 

• Participate in conferences, courses, Summer Leadership, Upstate 
Consortium at Furman University, and district initiatives to keep 
administrators informed of current practices in literacy. 
 

• Offer a free Master’s degree to teachers in subject areas such as literacy and 
language. 
 

• Join the High Schools That Work network and participate in the research-based 
model of high school redesign. 
 

• Utilize Hampton-Brown’s Avenues program for ESOL teachers of students in 
grades one through five. This program provides content-based instruction that 
builds academic language proficiency.   
 

• Provide Pearson Longman Shining Star and ACCESS Newcomers at the 
middle school level. With the extensive materials available in these programs for 
vocabulary development and skills practice, teachers will be able to focus on the 
delivery of instruction and the development of clear and direct reading strategies 
for ESOL students.  
 

• Participate in the Scholar’s Academy at USC Upstate which is early college 
admission.  
 

• Participate in the Spartanburg Community College LINK Program which is 
also early college admission for the 2008-2009 school year.  
 

• Partner with R.D. Anderson Career and Technology Center to provide over 
900 students the opportunity to attend Dorman while building career skills. 
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