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I. Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide a comprehensive evaluation to determine the owverall
effectiveness of the South Carolina 21st CCLC subgrantees’ implementation of their 21st CCLC
programs and their progress towards achieving specific performance objectives, indicators and

measures.

The 21% Century Community Learning Centers (21% CCLC) Program is authorized under Title
Four, Part B of The Elementary and Secondary Education Act as amended by the No Child Left
Behind Act 2001. State educational agencies such as the South Carolina Department of
Education apply to the US Department of Education for 21% CCLC grants. In turn, local
education agencies, universities, faith based organizations, and nonprofit organizations may
apply to states for subgrants. Eligible organizations or consortium of two or more such agencies
organizations or entities can apply. The South Carolina Department of Education awarded 79
new or continuing subgrants for programs during the 2012-13 school year to 64 entities including
37 school districts, 1 university, 2 faith-based organizations and 24 community/non-profit
organizations. Collectively, subgrantees operated 171 centers or sites. However, Blueprint
Academy supplied only ‘“Partner Contribution” information; therefore it was not possible to
include it in the report’s analytics. See Appendix 1: South Carolina 21 CCLC Subgrantees and
Project Sites, for a full list included in this report.

Summary of Key Findings and Outcomes
Characteristics of South Carolina 21 CCLC students

1. South Carolina 21 CCLC programs served 14,456 students and 376 adults during the
2012 — 2013 school year.

2. South Carolina 21% CCLC’s served a diverse student population, 72% black, 6%
Hispanic, 19% white and the remaining 3% included all other groups.

3. South Carolina 21% CCLC student population was 49% males and 51% females.

4. Statewide, 14 % of all students have an Individualized Education Plan (IEP) compared
to 15.4 % of the 21% CCLC students.

5. Statewide 52% participated in the free and reduced lunch program compared to 90 %
of the 21% CCLC students.



6. South Carolina 21% CCLC sites served 53% elementary school students, 6% a

combination of elementary and middle school students, 29% middle school students, 5%

a combination of middle and high school students, 5% high school students, and 5% all

grades.

21CCLC Activities

1. The majority of South Carolina’s 21% CCLC activities related to academics
focused on increasing academic success including enrichment, remediation,
tutoring, supplemental education services, and homework help.

2. Activities summarized by the APR category show student activities vastly out-
numbered parent activities. Data indicated only 612 adults were enrolled in all
the program’s activitiecs with one site accounting for almost 50% (293) of the
total, and six sites accounting for the remaining 49%. According to the data in
AS21, (a commercially available on-line database used by all sub-grantees) only

376 parents participated in any activities.

Federal Teacher Survey Results: Based on the 4,900 teacher surveys completed and returned,

overall teachers believe that many regular program attendees have made improvements during

the school year. Specifically teachers believed that:

79 percent of students improved their overall academic performance
76 percent of students participate more in class

71 percent of students completed their homework more on time

74 percent completed homework to teachers’ satisfaction

74 percent of students come to school more motivated to learn

75 percent of students are more attentive

65 percent of students get along better with other students

66 percent of students behave better in class

66 percent the students attend class more regularly

77 percent of students volunteer more for work and responsibility



South Carolina 2Ist CCLC’s Five Focus Areas: When completing their applications,
subgrantees generated their own objectives and indicators based on the five focus areas listed
below. Data was collected and analyzed for each focus area. Sites reported their progress on
meeting their stated objectives. In order to summarize the outcomes for this report, each
objective was then categorized as relating to one of the five focus areas.

1. Academic Achievement

2. Attendance (in the regular school day)

3. Behavior (in the regular school day)

4. Family Literacy

5. Sustainability

1. Academic Achievement: Results show that:

A. 30 percent of the students improve their grades in math from the first marking period
to the last.

B. 27 percent of the students moved from not met to met or exemplary on the South
Carolina Math PASS assessment.

C. 29 percent of the students moved from not met to met or exemplary on the South
Carolina English/ Language Arts PASS assessment.

D. 30 percent of the students improved their grades in reading from the first marking
period to the last.

E. Results of outcomes reported by all sites show most sites have met their academic
achievement objectives or made progress in meeting the objectives.

F. Students who attended the South Carolina 21% CCLC programs 60 days more were
more likely to pass their standardized math and reading tests than those who attended
less than 60 days. The probability of this occurring by chance was calculated to be
less than 1%. This is a significant finding since it demonstrates the South Carolina
21 CCLC programs can have a profound effect on student outcomes on achievement
tests provided the participate regularly. A further comparison of the programs that
participated in the CIPAS process revealed that programs scoring in the top half of
the distribution (2.7 to 4) had 7% more students attend more than sixty days as
compared to the bottom half (1 to 2.6), 68.3% to 61.3%, respectively.



2. Attendance (in the regular school day)

A. Results based on the teacher survey show that 75 percent of students improved their
day school attendance, ranging from slight to moderate to significant improvement
since attending the 21 CCLC program.

B. Results of outcomes reported by all sites show most sites have met their attendance

objectives or have made progress in meeting the objectives.

3. Improved classroom behavior.

A. Results based on the teacher survey show that 66 percent of students improved their
classroom behavior, ranging from slight to moderate to significant improvement since
attending the 21* CCLC program.

B. Results based on the teacher survey show that 74 percent of the students improved
completing their homework to the teacher satisfaction, ranging from slight to
moderate to significant improvement since attending the 21 CCLC program.

C. Results based on the teacher survey show that 76 percent the students improved their
classroom participation, ranging from slight to moderate to significant improvement
since attending the 21% CCLC program.

D. Results of outcomes reported by all sites, most sites have met their attendance

objectives or made progress in meeting the objectives.

3. Family Literacy

A. Results of outcomes reported by all sites, most sites have met Family Literacy
objectives, or made progress in meeting the objectives.
B. However, only 609 adults were enrolled into AS21 and less than 400 appear as

actively participating

5. Sustainability
One of the expectations placed on subgrantees is to be able to sustain their program after their
21CCLC federal funds are no longer available.

A. Most subgrantees reported reaching their objectives for sustainability.



B. Cumulatively, the subgrantees reported $6.5 million in contributions from partner

organizations and other sources.



I1. Introduction

The 21st Century Community Learning Centers (21% CCLC) program subgrants are authorized
under Title IV, Part B, as amended, of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA).
Federal funds are allocated on a formula basis to the South Carolina Department of Education

(SCDE) to manage and monitor the competitive subgrant programs.

The federal authorizing statute and non-regulatory guidance define the purpose of the subgrant
program: (1) provide opportunities for academic enrichment, including providing tutorial
services to help students in high-poverty areas and those who attend low-performing schools
meet state and local student performance standards in core academic subjects such as reading,
math, and science; (2) offer students a broad array of additional services, programs, and
activities, such as youth development activities; drug and violence prevention programs;
counseling programs; art, music, and recreation programs; technology education programs; and
character education programs, that are designed to reinforce and complement the regular
academic program of participating students; and (3) offer families of students served by

community learning centers opportunities for literacy and related educational development.

A 21st Century Community Learning Center offers academic, artistic, and cultural enrichment
opportunities to students and their families during non-school hours (before or after school) or
periods when school is not in session (including holidays, weekends, or summer recess).
According to section 4201(b)(1) of the program statute, a community learning center assists
students in meeting state and local academic achievement standards in core academic subjects,
such as reading and mathematics, by providing the students with opportunities for academic
enrichment. Centers also provide students with a broad array of other activities (such as drug and
violence prevention, counseling, art, music, recreation, technology, and character education
programs) during periods when school is not in session. A 21st CCLC must also serve the
families of participating students (e.g., through family literacy programs).

A 21st CCLC can be located in an elementary or secondary school or other similarly accessible
facility.  Centers provide a range of high-quality services to support student learning and

development, including tutoring and mentoring, homework help, academic enrichment (such as



hands-on science or technology programs), and community service opportunities, as well as

music, arts, sports, and cultural activities.

Hours of Operation: Programs must operate at least four days per week for a minimum of 12
hours a week for no less than 15 weeks, excluding summer, during year one. In years two
through four, applicants must operate at least four days per week for a minimum of 12 hours a

week for no less than 30 weeks during the academic year, excluding summer.

Target Population: Programs must serve students who attend schools that receive, or are eligible
to receive, Title 1 school-wide assistance and at least 40 percent of the student population is

eligible to receive free or reduced-price lunch.

Programmatic Operation: The 21st CCLC services are to be provided outside the regular school
day or during periods when school is not in session (e.g., before school, after school, evenings,
weekends, holidays, or summer). The program may offer services to students during normal
school hours on days when school is not in session (e.g., school holidays or teacher professional

development days).

When completing their applications, subgrantees generated their own objectives and indicators
based on these five focus areas identified by the SCDE:

1. Academic Achievement

2. Attendance (in the regular school day)

3. Behavior (in the regular school day)

4. Family Literacy

5. Sustainability
They were also free to add additional objectives that would meet additional needs of their
specific community. Nutrition and Fitness, and General Enrichment objectives were added by
many subgrantees.
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I11. 21%'CCLC Evaluation Plan

In preparation for the 2012-13 school year, the South Carolina Department of Education’s
(SCDE) 21st Century Community Learning Center Office selected a new External Evaluation
vendor. The new vendor, 21% Century Grant Services, selected a data collection system, Cayen’s
After School 21 (AS21) for grantees, and implemented a continuous improvement process-
Continuous Improvement Process for After School (CIPAS). The evaluation plan was created
during the 2012-13 school year by the evaluation team that included 21% Century Grant

Services, Inc., Cayen Systems Inc. and South Carolina Department of Education staff members.
Training: Training on the new data collection and evaluation plan followed the timeline below:

January 2013: 21st Century Grant Services was awarded the data evaluation contract in
December 2012. Training on the new data collection system, Cayen Systems AS21, began
immediately in January of 2013. (SCDE had instructed grantees to keep track of their attendance
and other PPICs data in a spreadsheet or similar format until the new system could be
implemented).

Cayen Systems and 21st Century Grant Services provided four regional trainings across the state
for all 21% CCLC sub-grantees. Trainings were led by Cayen System’s lead trainer and an
associate trainer and attended by 21st Century Grant Services and SCDE staff. Each full-day
training was held in a central, regional location that provided computer access to all attending so
they could practice on the web-based data collection system, AS21, and ask questions. In
addition to the group trainings, additional customer support via telephone, e-messaging (e-mail,

text, chat) was and continues to be available to all grantees.

April 2013: With three months of experience entering data into AS21, SC 21st CCLC grantees
were next introduced to CIPAS (Continuous Improvement Process for After School). A training
was held for all grantees in Columbia, SC in conjunction with a required SCDE program
directors meeting. At this event, an effort was also made by 21st Century Grant Services to
update grantee contact information. The four hour training included information on using the
virtual CIPAS tool, theory and best practice of continuous improvement, and the history of

CIPAS as a continuous improvement system designed specifically for 21st Century Community
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Learning Center programs over ten years ago. Also covered were timelines for completion and
customer support information. 21st Century Grant Services and Cayen Systems staff were
available for support and troubleshooting. Over 100 hours were spent by 21st Century Grant
Services staff in the field alone, visiting grantees who needed one-on-one assistance and

providing assistance by telephone.

September 2013: During the implementation of AS21 as the new data collection system for
SCDE 21st CCLC grantees, as expected, there were several issues that rose to the surface as
needing immediate attention. Two of the biggest factors were timeliness of data entry and
completeness of all required data fields. Also, several capacity building needs for programs were
identified through an analysis of statewide CIPAS data. Inthe day long September 2013 training
hosted by 21st Century Grant Services, Cayen Systems staff spent the majority of the day
addressing two main issues; Why data collection is important and How to use AS21 as a tool to
collect that data. Additional time was spent on a review of how to use the AS21 tool (wireless
was available to all participants and the trainer used a live site for demonstration purposes) and
answering grantee questions. At the close of the session, CIPAS results were shared with

grantees and trends were identified and discussed.

Subgrantees began using AS21 online by registering perspective student and adult participant.
Once registered, student data was imported from district or state student information systems, or
input manually. Student information, including an accurate student ID, address information,
demographic, and other data was gathered. Grades and test scores were either imported from

other databases or entered manually.

Attendance by participant, activity, date of participation, and actual infout times were recorded
on an ongoing basis. Staff members and service providers were assigned to lead various activity
sessions by name on the attendance roster and related activity documents. Activities and sessions
were recorded by the centers at the organization/grantee level.

AS21 generated multiple summary and detail reports that were used in the analysis of the overall

program, subgrantee programs and specific sites. Each section of the federal 21st Century
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Community Learning Center Annual Performance Report (APR) was included and electronically
transferred from the AS21 system into the PPICS system. Funding sources and community
partners contributions were also recorded for each subgrantee.

For students who attended 30 days or more, one of their day school subject teachers were asked
to complete the Federal Teacher Survey. These surveys were uploaded into the AS21 and also
uploaded into PPICS.

Student data, subgrantee and site specific data was downloaded and imported to Excel for further
analysis. For example, student grades from the first to the last marking periods and PASS
assessment scores from the 2012 and 2013 school years were imported to determine changes

over time, and to correlate these academic variables with other measures.

Data Sources: Five data sources were used to inform analytical efforts relative to program

objective outcomes, and program effectiveness. These included:

1. Cayen AS21: South Carolina 21% CCLC sites entered data into the AS21 on student
demographics, student and parent attendance, activities offered, staff, student PASS
scores and grades in Mathematics and Language Arts, and the federal teacher survey.

2. The Profile and Performance Information Collection System (PPICS): The United
States Department of Education uses PPICS to compile and summarize data about the
states’ 21 CCLC grants. These data are derived from the Cayen AS21 system and then
uploaded into PPICS.

3. South Carolina Palmetto Assessment of State Standards (SCPASS)

Grades 3-8: Statewide PASS results were obtained from the following website:

http://ed.sc.gov/agency/programs-services/45/

4. National Center for Educational Statistics: Number of Limited English Proficient
students, number of students with IEP’s, and the Free and Reduced Lunch data were
obtained from the website: https://nces.ed.gov/

5. South Carolina 2013 Continuous Improvement Process for After School (CIPAS):
Fifty-three subgrantees participated in CIPAS. CIPAS was used to document what

program services are working well while identifying areas of improvement. In an effort

13


http://ed.sc.gov/agency/programs-services/45/
https://nces.ed.gov/

to show the relationships between both qualitative and quantitative data sores, some of

the CIPAS findings are included in a separate report.

Limitations of the Study: Accurately measuring the outcomes, impact, effectiveness and
efficacy of most education programs and treatments is limited by bias and random error.
Educational evaluations are typically based on observational data and not from randomized
controlled trials. South Carolina students were not randomly selected to be part of the programs,
but were either recommended by classroom teachers or self-selected, leading to participant bias.
Program leaders had various levels of training and expertise and treatment type and dosage
differs by site because each individual program had different goals and objectives.  Self report
bias is another factor because the study relies heavily on data reported by the programs’
personnel themselves. The biggest statistical limitation to the study is that complete data sets
were not available leading to multiple internal and external validity concerns. In the absence of
control groups such as matched pairs of students, i.e., from the same schools having the same
day school teachers being divided into two groups, one attending the after school program and
the other only attending during the day, it is not possible to separate the effects of the day school
program and the after school treatment. As aresult it is difficult to determine the effect size each

program has had on student performance and behavior.

Variation in how the data were reported resulted in discrepancies occurring when looking across
the data set since many sites did not record all of the required data. This is reflected in the
“Compliance” section of this report. Assessment of any of the individual programs was limited
by the data provided. This is expected to improve as program staff members gain additional
experience to more efficiently engage the AS21 system. Results of this report as an indicator of
successful implementation of the 21% CCLC programs can most effectively be used for

comparison overtime as the individual programs mature.
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IV. South Carolina 21 CCLC Student Characteristics

Student data was collected by 170 afterschool program sites and recorded in AS21. Demographic

information included gender, racial group, grade level, Individual Education Plans (IEP), LEP

status, Free and Reduced Lunch Program qualification, attendance, grade level, fall and spring

Mathematics and Language Arts grades for comparison and PASS scores from 2012 and 2013

for comparison. Appendix 1: Student Demographics by Site includes data summarized by site.

The number of students who attended 1-29 days, 30-59 days, 60-89 days, 90 days or more, and

number of regular attendees (students who attended at least 30 days during the school year) are

depicted in Figure 1 below:

Figure 1: Attendance of South Carolina 21° CCLC Students During the School Year

Number of | Number | Number of | Number of | Number of | Number of | Number of
Students of Students Students students students Regular
Enrolled Students who who who who Attendees

who attended 1- attended attended attended 90 | attended 30
attended 29 days 30-59 days | 60-89 days or more or more
one or days days
more
days (Percent)
15,757 14,082 2073 2367 3095 6547 12,009
(14.72%) (16.81%) (21.98%) (46.49%) (85.28%)

These are outstanding results that indicate the programs, in general, were able to retain 85.28%

of the students for at least 30 days, placing 12,009 students as Regular Attendees as defined by

the US Department of Education.

During the summer of 2012, there were 29 programs in operation and collectively they served

1,549 students.
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Students from all grades, Pre-K through 12 participated in the programs. The largest number of
students attending were in grades 2 through 8. High school student participants in grades 9
through 12 totaled 850. (See Figure 2.)

Figure 2: Attendance of South Carolina 21° CCLC Students by Grade Level

Grade | 1to29 | 30to59 | 60 to 89 90+ Total

Pre-K 1 0 1 10 12
K 30 20 40 108 198
1 49 65 157 383 654
2 102 106 217 536 961
3 217 272 460 1043 1992
4 236 273 439 1187 2135
5 243 256 472 1084 2055
6 241 233 295 570 1339
7 271 289 244 533 1337
8 200 199 156 425 980
9 138 136 95 74 443
10 77 78 41 34 230
11 41 42 18 14 115
12 12 26 7 17 62

Total 1858 1995 2642 6018 12513

Missing=1943

Characteristics of Students
Gender: The South Carolina 21% CCLC programs served 51% females and 49% males. This
minor difference in the number of female and male students served indicates the programs

appealed to both boys and girls almost equally.

Racial Groups: Of those students, whose race was reported (7,467), 72% were black and 6%
were Hispanic 19% white students and the remaining percentage of the population 3% included
all other groups. These results indicate that the programs served a diverse population of students.
(See Figure 3A)
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Figure 3 A: Racial Groups of the South Carolina 21°' CCLC Students

Race Black | White | Hispanic | Other | Asian | American Native Hawaiian
Indian and Pacific Islander

Number | 5409 | 1392 | 442 168 30 21 4

Percent | 72.44 | 18.64 | 5.92 225 | 040 |0.28 0.05

Grade Level of Students:

n=7467, Missing 6989

Most of the South Carolina 21% CCLC students attend elementary

schools. Individual sites serving only elementary students comprised 54% of the total, 6% served

both elementary and middle school students, 5%

both middle and high school students, 5% high

school students, and 2% served elementary, middle and high school students.

Figure 3B shows the number of South Carolina 21% CCLC students by grade level at the time of

their attendance.

Figure 3 B: The Number of South Carolina 21°' CCLC Students by Grade Level

Grade Number | Percent
Pre-K 12 0.09%
K 198 1.55%

1 664 5.18%

2 990 7.73%

3 2027 15.82%

4 2164 16.89%

5 2123 16.57%

6 1358 10.60%

7 1352 10.55%

8 1013 7.91%

9 455 3.55%

10 280 2.19%
11 115 0.90%
12 62 0.48%

n=12,813 Missing=1643

Students with an Individual Educational Plan: In South Carolina, 14% of all students
attending public schools have IEP’s. Based on 3,960 student records in AS21 that indicated

whether or not a participating student had an Individual Education Plan, the South Carolina 21%
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CCLC programs included at least 610 students (15.4%) with Individual Educational Plans (IEP).
However, since only 3,960 entries were made in AS21 for this parameter, the actual number of
students with IEP’s was likely under reported. Figure 4 compares the population of students with

IEP’s to those without IEP’s who participated in the 2012-13 school year.

Figure 4: Population of South Carolina 21°' CCLC Students with IEP’s to those without

1IEP’s
IEP Number
NO 3350
Yes 610
Total 3960

Missing 10,496

Limited English Proficiency: Limited English Proficient (LEP) students comprise 5% of the
student population of South Carolina. The South Carolina 21 CCLC programs recorded serving
238 LEP students; however since only 4,073 entries were made in AS21 for this measure, the

actual number of LEP students was likely greatly under reported.

Students Qualifying in Free and Reduced Lunch Programs: The National School Lunch
Program is a federally assisted meal program operating in public and nonprofit private schools
and residential child care institutions. It provides nutritionally balanced, low-cost or free lunches
to children each school day. Eligibility is based on family income and size and is formulated
taking into account the official Poverty Level set forth by the federal government. It is a good

measure of where the students’ families stand in the income distribution.

In South Carolina statewide, 52% of the students qualified for free and reduced lunch compared
to 90 % of the South Carolina 21CCLC students whose free and reduced lunch status was
entered into AS21 ( 5,476 qualified versus 602 who did not qualify). Note well: no free or
reduced lunch status was entered for 8,378 students. However, based on the available data, it is
apparent that the subgrantees are primarily serving student and families with low incomes and
students attending Title 1 schools. (See Figure 5)
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Figure 5: South Carolina 21CCLC Students Qualifying in Free and Reduced Lunch

Programs
Free or Reduced Lunch Number Percent
Yes 5476 90.10
No 602 9.90

19




V. 21 CCLC Services and Participation

Subgrantees were allowed to use 215" CCLC funds to provide any of the following activities:
* Remedial education and academic enrichment learning programs, including additional
assistance to students to allow them to improve their academic achievement

» Mathematics and Science education

« Career exploration and readiness

* Arts and Music education

* Entrepreneurial education

« Tutoring and mentoring (including services provided by senior citizen volunteers)

* Language skills and academic achievement for limited English proficient students

* Nutrition, wellness, health, and recreation

* Telecommunications and technology education

* Expanded library service hours

« Parental involvement and family literacy for adults who are family members of participating
students

* Assistance to enable students who have been truant, suspended, or expelled to improve their
academic achievement

* Drug and violence prevention, counseling, and character education

« Readiness services to prepare prekindergarten students for success in school

Activities Grouped by Subject: Figure 6 reflects for each activity grouped by subject, the
number of activities, the number of participants, the number of service hours as reported within
the AS21 system. Participants were counted for each activity, so the number of participants in
any category is a duplicate count. For example, if a student participated in football and baseball,
he or she would be counted twice under the Health and Fitness category. The sum of all hours
participants attended any activity reflects the Service Hours for each category. Hours could be
duplicated if more than one subject was covered during the period. A full representation of

activities by subgrantee can be found in Appendix 3.
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Figure 6: Activities Grouped by Subject

Type of Activity Number of Activities | Number of Service Percent
Participants Hours of Total
(Duplicated) Hours
Arts and Music 177 11292 939,637 | 8.4%
Cultural/Social Studies 231 14284 1,017,007 | 9.1%
Entrepreneurial education 91 6445 590,135| 5.2%
program
Health and Nutrition 270 18103 1,376,820 | 12.3%
Mathematics Education 338 22417 2,035,468 | 18.2%
Reading/Literacy Education 303 20254 1,840,745 | 16.4%
Science Education 198 13146 1,102,521 | 9.8%
Telecommunications and 120 8118 746,790 | 6.6%
Technology Education
Other 317 21594 1,532,153 | 13.7%
Total 2045 135,653 11,181,275| 99.7%

The hours spent in activities related to Reading/Literacy, Mathematics and Science account for
44.4% of the total hours. This was expected since the first focus area objective was to improve
student academic achievement. However, there was a good mix of other activities including
many that were most likely of high interest to the student offered which may have had an impact
on the retention of students in the program. Many of the activities including Arts/Music,
Culture/Social Studies, Entrepreneurship, Telecommunications and Technology may not be

included in the day school activities in many of the schools the students attend.

To more accurately represent the total number of service hours (4,696,980) activities were placed
in each of the following categories: Academic Support, Core Academics, Learning Enrichment

or Recreation. (See Figure 6)

21




Figure 6: Summary by Type of Activity
Category Activity Count Participants Service Hours
Academic Supports 325 (33.44) 21969.00 1787788.7 (38.06)
Core Academics 101 (10.39) 6037.00 564114.72 (12.01)
Learning Enrichments 368 (37.86) 24813.00 1367444.87 (29.11)
Recreation 178 (18.31) 12088 977632 (20.81)
Totals 972 64,907.00 4,696,980.29

US Department of Education Annual Performance Report (APR): For reporting data into the
US Department of Education Annual Performance Report (APR), activities are grouped into 19
categories. The number of activities in each category was tabulated for each site. Figure 7.
summarizes the activities of all sites in all 19 categories including the number of activities and
percent each category represents of the total, the number of duplicated participants, the total

service hours and the percent of the total time spent on these activities.

Figure 7. US Department of Education Annual Performance Report (APR) Activities

APR Activity Category Number of Activities Participants Service Hours
(Duplicated)
Academic Enrichment Learning 466 (36.69%) 31601 2,398,817 (47.9%)
Program
Activity to Promote Youth 59 (4.68%) 4090 293997  (5.9%)
Leadership
Career/Job Training for Youth 12 (0.94%) 343 5,404 (0.1%)
Community Service/Service 18 (1.42%) 790 32,739 (0.07%)
Learning
Counseling or Character 8 (0.63%) 476 25,783 (0.5%)
Education
Drug/Substance Abuse Prevention 3 (0.24%) 55 2,279 (0.05%)
Drug/Violence Prevention, 17 (1.34%) 1270 54,303  (1.1%)
Counseling, Character Ed.
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Figure 7 continued

APR Activity Category Number of Activities Participants Service Hours
(Duplicated)
BExpanded Library Service Hours 1 (0.08%) 79 4,802 (0.1%)
Homework Help 124 (9.76%) 8714 587,874  (11.8)
Mentoring 14 (1.1%) 737 53,052 (1.1%)
Supplemental Education Services 25 (1.97%) 1618 99,246 (2.0%)
Recreational Activity 170 (13.39%) 12000 830,899 (16.6%)
Tutoring 30 (2.36%) 2136 205,713 (4.1%)
Violence Prevention 0 (0%) 0 0 (0%)
Other Youth Activity 102 (8.03%) 7257 323,155 (6.5%)
SUB-TOTAL Youth Activities 1,049 (98.26%) 71,166 4,920,063 (99.42%)
Promotion of Family Literacy 15 (1.18%) 765 9,557 (0.2%)
Promotion of Parent Involvement 5 (0.4%) 623 2236  (0.04%)
Career/Job Training for Adults 1 (0.08%) 171 5620  (0.1%)
Other Adult Activity 1 (0.08%) 100 12,023  (0.2%)
SUB-TOTAL Adult Activities 22 (1.74%) 1,659 29,436 (0.58%)
TOTAL (Youth + Adult) 1,071 72,825 4,949,499
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The APR report indicates 47.9 % of the service hours for Youth were spent in Academic
Enrichment Learning. This percentage matches well with the total hours spent in activities
related to Reading/Literacy, Mathematics and Science (44.4%) mentioned above. Activities to
Promote Youth Leadership, Homework Help, and Tutoring accounted for 21.8% of the hours
spent. Recreational and other Youth activities accounted for 23.1% of the time spent.
Supplemental Education Services accounted for 2.2% of the hours spent. All other youth

activities accounted for 8% of the hours spent.

The APR report indicates only 0.58 % of the service hours were spent in Adult activities. Family
Literacy activities, one of the Five Focus areas, had only 765 duplicated adult participants. These
findings indicate a low level parental involvement and engagement occurred. Contrary to this
finding, 89.1% of the programs indicated they met or made progress in reaching their Family

Literacy objectives. This is most likely due to the lack of data collected on adult participation.
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VI. South Carolina 21* CCLC Student Academic Performance Outcomes
To measure Student Academic Achievement two independent measures were used. PASS

Mathematics and Reading/Language Arts for 2012 and 2013 and Mathematics and Language
Arts report card grades from the first and last marking periods were compared.

PASS Mathematics and Reading/Language Arts scores: Figure 8 contains the outcome of the
2013 PASS English/Language Arts assessment based on the level of achievement of the South
Carolina 21% CCLC students whose scores were recorded in AS21. Figure 9 contains the
outcome of the 2013 PASS Mathematics assessment based on the level of achievement of the

South Carolina 21% CCLC students whose scores were recorded in AS21.

Figure 8: Levels of achievement on the 2013 PASS English/Language Arts Assessment

Level of Achievement Number of Students Percent
Not Met 3404 36.29%
Met 3946 42.07%
Exemplary 2030 21.64%
Met +Exemplary 5976 63.71

Figure 9: Levels of achievement on the 2013 PASS Mathematics Assessment

Level of Achievement Number of Students Percent
Not Met 4037 42.91%
Met 3745 39.81%
Exemplary 1626 17.28%
Met +Exemplary 5371 57.09%

The English/Language Arts PASS results for South Carolina 21% CCLC at all grade levels

indicate 63.7% passed. The Mathematic PASS results for South Carolina 21% CCLC at all grade
levels indicate 59.1% passed. PASS scores statewide by grade level were compared to those of
South Carolina 21% CCLC students from the 2013 administration of the assessments. Note well:

the South Carolina 21% CCLC scores were derived from 9,408 records.
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A comparison of 2013 English/Language Arts and Mathematics PASS assessment results by
grade level statewide to South Carolina 21% CCLC students was made. The results are reflected
in Figure 10.

Figure 10: Comparison of 2013 English/Language Arts and Mathematics PASS
Assessment Results by Grade Level Statewide to South Carolina 21°* CCLC Students
(SC 21% CCLC students = 8,726)

Grade Total Percentage of Students with Total Percentage of Students with
Level “Met” and “Exemplary” Scores In “Met” and Exemplary Scores In
English/Language Arts Mathe matics
Statewide SC 21 CCLC Statewide SC 21 CCLC
3 82.9% 72% 69.8% 51%
4 79.0% 63% 79.8% 64%
5 82.0% 68% 76.3% 61%
6 74.0% 59% 71.3% 56%
7 73.2% 58% 68.3% 50%
8 67.4% 50% 70.2% 55%

On average, across all grades on both the English/Language Arts and Mathematics PASS, South

Carolina 21* CCLC students scored lower than the state average.

To gain more insight into how South Carolina 21% CCLC students were impacted by their
participation in the after school programs, a comparison of how they performed on the 2012
PASS to the 2103 PASS for both English/Language Arts and Mathematics was made based on
the failure rate each year. The change in passing rate on the English/Language Arts and
Mathematics PASS from 2012 to 1013 is reflects in Figurell.
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Figure 11: Change in Passing Rate on the English/Language Arts and Mathematics PASS
from 2012 to 1013

Number of Number of | Difference Number of Number of Difference in
Students Students in passing Students Students passing rate
Failing Failing rate for Failing Failing Mathematics
the PASS the PASS English/ the the (Percent)
English/ English/ Language | Mathematics | Mathematics
Language Language Arts PASS in 2012 | PASS in 2013
Arts in 2012 | Arts in 2013 | (Percent)
2,965 2117 848 3,145 2,296 849
(+28.6%) (+27%)

These findings indicate that a significant number of South Carolina 21% CCLC students who
failed either or both the English/Language Arts and Mathematics PASS in 2012 were able to

increase their scores to passing in 2013, 28.6% and 26.7%, respectively. See Appendix 4 for

Grades and test scores by site.

Determining the Treatment Effect on PASS scores: A Chi square test was performed to

determine whether attending a South Carolina 21% CCLC had an effect on how students

performed on the PASS. The analysis was based on the number students who attended a South

Carolina 21% CCLC program greater than 60 days compared to less than 60 days. The results are

reflected in Figurel2.

Figure 12: Analysis of the Effect Attendance on PASS Outcomes

Days Same or Increase in Same or Met Met

Attended English/LA Grade Increase in Standards for | Standards for
Math Grade English/LA MATH PASS

PASS EXAM | EXAM

Attended <60 | 61.80% 60.04% 57.26% 66.50%

Days

Attended > 60 | 66.34% 67.52% 66.21% 75.68%

Days

Chi Square P- | <.0027 <.0001 <.0001 <.0001

Value
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It was found that students who attended the South Carolina 21% CCLC programs 60 days more
were more likely to pass their standardized math and reading tests than those who attended less
than 60 days. The probability of this occurring by chance was calculated to be less than 1%.
This is a significant finding since it demonstrates the South Carolina 21% CCLC programs can
have a profound effect on student outcomes on achievement tests provided the participate
regularly. A further comparison of the programs that participated in the CIPAS process revealed
that programs scoring in the top half of the distribution (2.7 to 4) had 7% more students attend
more than sixty days as compared to the bottom half (1 to 2.6), 68.3% to 61.3%, respectively.

Student Report Card Grades: South Carolina 21% CCLC students® day school grades in
Language Arts and Mathematics from the First Marking Period to the Last Marking Period were

entered in AS21 for comparison over time. Figures 13 and 14 reflect the results of this analysis.

Figure 13: Change in South Carolina 215 CCLC Students’ Language Arts Grades from
the First Marking Period to the Last Marking Period

Change Number of Students Percentage
Decrease 1667 35.06%
No Change 1663 34.97%
Increase 1425 29.97%

n=4,755

Based on the limited sample size (4,755), it can be concluded for those students whose Language
Arts grades were entered into AS21, over 65% of the South Carolina 21% CCLC students’ grades

remained the same or improved from the first marking period to the last marking period.

Figure 14: Change in South Carolina 21°' CCLC Students’ Mathematics Grades from the
First Marking Period to the Last Marking Period

Change Number Percentage
Decrease 1831 34.74%
No Change 1875 35.57%
Increase 1565 29.69%

n=>5.271
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Based on the limited sample size (5,271), it can be concluded for those students whose
Mathematics grades were entered into AS21, over 65% of the South Carolina 21 CCLC
students’ grades remained the same or improved from the first marking period to the last

marking period.
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VII. 21CCLC Teacher Survey Results

The Teacher Survey is a uniform instrument designed by the US Department of Education to be
used by all 21CCLC programs to report the beliefs of the day school teachers about the impact
the programs are having on regular student participants. Regular student attendees are defined as
those who attended at least 30 days during the academic year of the program. For elementary
school students, these surveys are to be completed by their classroom teacher. For middle and
high school students, their English (Language Arts) or Mathematics teacher should complete the
survey. Surveys should be completed toward the end of the academic year since teachers are
asked to assess changes in their students’ performance since they have attended the 21% CCLC
program. Survey results are loaded into the AS21 system by site personnel and then Cayen
Systems transfers them into the PPICS. In this way, the US Department of Education has a
“snapshot” of how teachers across the country feel about the impact the 21% CCLC programs are
having on regular student participants’ academic performance and other behaviors. See

Appendix 5 for a copy of the Federal Teacher Survey.

The total number of regular student attendees was 12,009; however the total number of Teacher
Surveys entered into AS21 by all subgrantees was only 4,772. Two sample sizes are reported
for each item: one for all the teachers who answered the item and a second for teachers who did
not mark "Did Not Need to Improve.” The percentage of students who "Did Not Need to
Improve" is based on the total number of surveys collected for the item, while the percentages
reported for the extent to which students improved are based on only those students who needed

to improve, excluding the students who "Did Not Need to Improve."
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1. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of turning in homework
on time? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3701)

Significant Decline

Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change

Slight Improvement

Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement

Teachers reported 57.33% of the students needing to improve their turning in of homework on
time improved. This can be a direct result of the extra homework help and tutoring South
Carolina 21% CCLC student received in the programs. Only 4.59% showed any decline in this

behavior.

2. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of completing homework
to your satisfaction? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3873)

Significant Decline

Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change

Slight Improvement

Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement

Teachers reported 77.38% of the students needing to improve completing their homework to
their teacher’s satisfaction improved. This is mostly due to the extra homework help and
tutoring they received in the program. Only 6.25% showed any decline in this behavior.
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3. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of participating in class?
(Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3918)

Significant Decline -h 0.36%

Moderate Decline . 0.82%

slight Decline [ 3.32%

Moderate Improvement - [ ——

Teachers reported 77.38% of the students needing to change their participation in class
improved. This is mostly due to the extra homework help, tutoring counseling and enrichment
activities in which they participated. Only 4.5% showed any decline in this behavior.

4. To what extent has your student changed their behaviors in terms of volunteering (e.g., for
extra credit or more responsibilities)? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3891)

Significant Decline
Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change 29.35%
Slight Improvement

Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement

Did not need to improve

Teachers reported 67.18% of the students needing to change their volunteering for extra credit or
more responsibility in class improved. Only 3.47% showed any decline in this behavior.
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5. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of attending class
regularly? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3094)

Significant Decline
Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change 28

Slight Improvement 19.20%

Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement 25.63%

Teachers reported 66.58% of the students needing to change their class attendance improved.
This may be attributable to the additional motivation they derived from a desire to participate the
after school activities. Only 5.01% showed any decline in class attendance.

6. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of being attentive in
class? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3924)

Significant Decline
Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change

Slight Improvement
Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement

Teachers reported 75.67% of the students needing to change their attentiveness in class
improved. This may be attributable to the additional motivation they derived from a desire to
participate the after school activities. Only 6.73% showed any decline in class attendance.
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7. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of behaving well in class?
(Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3541)

Significant Decline
Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change
Slight Improvement
Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement

Teachers reported 70.81% of the students needing to change their being well behaved in class
improved. This may be attributable to the additional opportunities to interact with others in
varied settings during the after school activities. Only 8.59% showed any decline in behaving
well in class attendance.

8. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of academic
performance? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=4110)

Significant Decline
Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change

Slight Improvement
Moderate Improvement

Significant Improvement

Teachers reported 79.49% of the students needing to change their academic performance
improved. This may be attributable to the additional instruction, tutoring and enrichment they
received during the after school activities. Only 5.72% showed any decline in academic
performance.
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9. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of coming to school
motivated to learn? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3833)

Significant Decline
Moderate Decline

Slight Decline

No Change 20.51%

Slight Improvement 24.92%

Moderate Improvement 24.73%

Significant Improvement 24.03%

Did not need to improve 21.789

Teachers reported 72.69 % of the students needing to change their coming to school motivated to
learn improved. This may be attributable to the additional motivation they derived from a desire
to participate the after school activities. Only 5.83 % showed any decline in motivation to learn.

10. To what extent has your student changed their behavior in terms of getting along with
other students? (Total n=4900; Needs to Improve n=3427)

Significant Decline h 0.73%

Moderate Decline - 1.49%

slight Decline [N 5.22%

Sight improvernent - | M

Moderate Improvement | —

Teachers reported 66.12% of the students needing to change their behavior in terms of getting
along with others improved. This may be attributable to the additional opportunities to interact

with others in varied settings during the after school activities. Only 7.44% showed any decline
in getting along with others.
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VII1. Compliance with 21% CCLC Data Reporting

In order to get an accurate assessment of the achievements and challenges of the South Carolina
21% CCLC programs, it was necessary for the subgrantees to input a great deal of student data
into the Cayen AS21 System. Twelve different subsets were examined for compliance with data
reporting: daily after school student attendance; Math grades first the first and last marking
period; English grades for the first and last marking periods; Math PASS scores; Reading PASS
scores; gender; grade; racial group; IEP status; LEP status; Teacher Survey; and Free and
Reduced Lunch status. Scoring was based on the following rubric: 0= provided no information;

0.5= provided 1-49% of information; 1= provided 50% or more of the information.

The highest total score possible was 12. Scores ranged from 2 to 12. Only 6 sites completed all
the data sets needed, scoring a 12; 25 scored from 10 to 11.5; 55 scored from 8 to 9.5; the
remaining 84 sites scored from 2to 7.5. To see a full list of Compliance Scores by Site see
Appendix 6.

It must be noted, programs who did not comply with the entry of the required data are

responsible for preventing a more accurate picture of the achievements of the South Carolina 21%
CCLC programs from being depicted in this report. Those programs that provided the most data
should be interviewed to determine how they were able to do so.
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IX. Subgrantees’ Levels of Success in Reaching Stated Objectives

Subgrantees proposed their own objectives and indicators based on the five focus areas contained
in the South Carolina Department of Education’s Request for Proposals: Academic

Achievement; Attendance (in the regular school day); Behavior (in the regular school day);
Family Literacy; and Sustainability. However, it was discovered that many programs proposed to
meet objectives that fit into two additional focuses, “Nutrition and Fitness”, and “General

Enrichment.” These were added to the analysis.

All programs were required to provide direct academic instruction and enrichment activities to
improve the academic performance of participating students and help them meet and exceed state
and local standards in core content areas such as reading, math, and science. Programs proposed
objectives to reflect positive impact on attendance and behavior during the regular school.
Family Literacy activities could only be offered to adult family members of students
participating in a 21" CCLC program including services to support parental involvement and to
advance the students’ academic achievement. All programs were required to develop and
implement a Sustainability plan to enable them to continue to operate by the end of their funding

period. See Appendix 7 for details on the contributions received by each subgrantee.

Figure 15 below reflects the progress of all programs in meeting their stated objectives.
Programs that recorded their progress selected one of the following descriptors: “Met”, “Made
Progress”, “Not Met”, “Unable to Measure”, or “Dropped”. Objectives without a descriptor

entered were coded as, “Not Recorded”.
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Figure 15: Progress Made Meeting Stated Objectives by Descriptor and Percent

Objective Met Made Not Unable to | Dropped Not Total
Focus Progress Met measure Recorded | Number
Academic 108 49 2 19 1 29 208
Achievement (51.9)% | (23.6)% | (1.0)% | (99.1)% (0.5)% (13.9)%
Attendance 61 21 0 9 1 20 112
(in the regular | (54.5)% | (18.8)% (0)% 8.0)% (1.0)% (17.8)%
school day);
Behavior 73 17 0 12 1 20 123
(in the regular | (59.3)% | (13.8)% (0)% (9.8)% (1.0)% (16.3)%
school day);
Family 86 39 2 8 1 18 154
Literacy (55.8)% | (23.3)% | (1.0)% (5.2)% (0.3)% (11.7)%
Sustainability 65 21 3 8 0 10 107
(60.7)% | (19.6)% | (0.3)% (7.5)% (0)% (9.3)%

Nutrition and 30 2 0 4 0 4 40
Health (75.00% | (5.0)% (0)% (10.0)% (0)% (10.0)%
General 43 5 0 3 0 4 55
Enrichment (78.2)% | (9.0)% (0)% (5.5)% (0)% (7.2)%
Total Number 466 154 7 63 4 105 799
and Percent of | (58.7%) | (19.4%) | (0.01%) (7.9%) (0.01%) (13.2%) (99.5%)*

Progress by
Descriptor

*Does not equal 100% due to rounding.

Collectively:

e 85.5% of the objectives
e 73.3% of the objectives

progress.

e 73.1% of the objectives

progress.

e 89.1% of the objectives
e 80.5% of the objectives
e 80.0% of the objectives

progress.

e 87.2% of the objectives

progress.

relating to Academic Achievement were met or made progress.

relating to improving day school attendance were met or made

relating to improving behavior in the day school were met or made

relating to Family Literacy were met or made progress.

relating to program Sustainability were met or made progress.

relating to improving Nutrition and Fitness were met or made

relating to improving day school attendance were met or made
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Based on these self-reported outcomes for progress on the stated objectives, 78.1% of the total
number of objectives were met or made progress toward reaching them. It is not possible to
ascertain the outcomes of 13.2% of the objectives since they were not recorded; however, based
on the available data, in general, the programs appear to have made progress on meeting their

stated objectives.
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X. Summary and Findings

The summary of findings and conclusions reflect what has been learned based on the review and
analysis of all of the available. To inform all stakeholders, the focus of the study was to uncover
how the South Carolina 21 CCLC programs statewide performed. Below are the key findings

and conclusions. Recommendations for improvement complete the study.

Summary of Key Findings

South Carolina 21* CCLC Student Characteristics

1. Student data was collected by all 170 afterschool program sites and recorded in AS21.

2. Over 85 % of the students attended for at least 30 days, placing 12,009 students as Regular
Attendees as defined by the US Department of Education. These are outstanding results that

indicate the programs are very effective in maintaining the interest of the students.

3. Students from all grades, Pre-K through 12 participated in the programs. The largest number
of students attended was in grades 2 through 8. High school student participants in grades 9
through 12 totaled 850.

4. The South Carolina 21* CCLC programs served 51% females and 49% males. This minor
difference in the number of female and male students served indicates the programs appealed to
both boys and girls almost equally.

5. Of those students, whose race was reported (7,467), 72% were black and 6% were Hispanic
19% white students and the remaining percentage of the population 3% included all other

groups. These results indicate that the programs served a diverse population of students.

6. Over 90 % of the South Carolina 21CCLC students qualify for free and reduced lunch status.

This indicated that the programs are serving high need students.
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South Carolina 21% CCLC Activities

7. The APR report indicates 48 % of the service hours for Youth were spent in Academic

Enrichment Learning.

8. Activities to Promote Youth Leadership, Homework Help, and Tutoring accounted for 22%

of the hours spent.
9. Recreational and other Youth activities accounted for 23 % of the time spent.
South Carolina 21% CCLC Student Academic Performance Outcomes

10. The English/Language Arts PASS results for South Carolina 21 CCLC at all grade levels
indicate 64% passed.

11. The Mathematic PASS results for South Carolina 21% CCLC at all grade levels indicate 59 %

passed.

12. A significant number of South Carolina 21* CCLC students who failed either or both the
English/Language Arts and Mathematics PASS in 2012 were able to increase their scores to
passing in 2013, 29% and 27%, respectively.

13. Students who attended the South Carolina 21 CCLC programs 60 days more were more
likely to pass their standardized math and reading tests than those who attended less than 60
days. The probability of this occurring by chance was calculated to be less than 1%. This is a
significant finding since it demonstrates the South Carolina 21% CCLC programs can have a
profound effect on student outcomes on achievement tests provided the participate regularly. A
further comparison of the programs that participated in the CIPAS process revealed that
programs scoring in the top half of the distribution (2.7 to 4) had 7% more students attend more

than sixty days as compared to the bottom half (1 to 2.6), 68.3% to 61.3%, respectively.

14. Over 65% of the South Carolina 21 CCLC students’ Language Arts grades remained the

same or improved from the first marking period to the last marking period.
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15. Over 65% of the South Carolina 21% CCLC students’ Mathematics grades remained the same

or improved from the first marking period to the last marking period.

Federal Teacher Survey Results

16. Teachers reported 57 % of the students needing to improve their turning in of homework on
time improved. This can be a direct result of the extra homework help and tutoring South
Carolina 21% CCLC student received in the programs. Only 4.59% showed any decline in this

behavior.

17. Teachers reported 77% of the students needing to improve completing their homework to
their teacher’s satisfaction improved. This is mostly due to the extra homework help and
tutoring they received in the program. Only 6% showed any decline in this behavior.

18. Teachers reported 77% of the students needing to change their participation in class
improved. This is mostly due to the extra homework help, tutoring counseling and enrichment

activities in which they participated. Less than 5% showed any decline in this behavior.

19. Teachers reported 67% of the students needing to change their volunteering for extra credit

or more responsibility in class improved. Less than 4% showed any decline in this behavior.

20. Teachers reported 67% of the students needing to change their class attendance improved.
This may be attributable to the additional motivation they derived from a desire to participate the

after school activities. Only 5% showed any decline in class attendance.
21. Teachers reported 76% of the students needing to change their attentiveness in class
improved. This may be attributable to the additional motivation they derived from a desire to

participate the after school activities. Less than 7% showed any decline in class attendance.

22. Teachers reported 71% of the students needing to change their being well behaved in class

improved. This may be attributable to the additional opportunities to interact with others in
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varied settings during the after school activities. Less than 9% showed any decline in behaving

well in class attendance.

23. Teachers reported 79% of the students needing to change their academic performance
improved. This may be attributable to the additional instruction, tutoring and enrichment they
received during the after school activities. Less than 6% showed any decline in academic

performance.

24. Teachers reported 72 % of the students needing to change their coming to school motivated
to learn improved. This may be attributable to the additional motivation they derived from a
desire to participate the after school activities. Less than 6 % showed any decline in motivation

to learn.
25. Teachers reported 66% of the students needing to change their behavior in terms of getting
along with others improved. This may be attributable to the additional opportunities to interact

with others in varied settings during the after school activities. Less than 8% showed any decline

in getting along with others.

Compliance with 21 CCLC Data Reporting

26. The highest total score possible was 12. Scores ranged from 2 to 12. Only 6 sites completed
all the data sets needed, scoring a 12; 25 scored from 10 to 11.5; 55 scored from 8 to 9.5; the
remaining 84 sites scored from 2 to 7.5. These scores are indicative of a serious problem many
sites had entering data into AS21.

Subgrantees’ Levels of Success in Reaching Stated Objectives

27. 86% of the objectives relating to Academic Achievement were met or made progress.

28. 73% of the objectives relating to improving day school attendance were met or made

progress.
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29. 73% of the objectives relating to improving behavior in the day school were met or made

progress.

30. 89% of the objectives relating to Family Literacy were met or made progress.

31. 81% of the objectives relating to program Sustainability were met or made progress.

32. 80% of the objectives relating to improving Nutrition and Fitness were met or made progress.

33. 87 % of the objectives relating to improving day school attendance were met or made

progress.

34. 78% of the total number of objectives were met or progress was made toward reaching them.
It is not possible to ascertain the outcomes of 13.2% of the objectives since they were not
recorded; however, based on the available data, in general, the programs appear to have made

progress on meeting their stated objectives.

Conclusions
1. South Carolina 21*CCLC’s are serving a large, diverse population of students, most of whom

are from low income and are members of racial minority groups.

2. Data strongly suggests that students who attended a South Carolina 21StCCLC for 60 or more
days were very likely to improve their English/Language Arts and Mathematics achievement as

measured by the PASS assessments for those subjects.

3. The main focus of the South Carolina 21StCCLC program is to offer students activities that
will directly enhance their academic achievement. The majority of activities provided by the
subgrantees at their sites were academic in nature. An array of other activities most likely had the

effect of motivating students to attend on a regular basis.
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4. Over 85 % of the students attended for at least 30 days, thus fulfilling the federal requirement

2

to be considered as “Regular Attendees.” This is a remarkable achievement.

5. The federal teacher surveys that were returned indicate for all behaviors queried, South
Carolina 21StCCLC students have made consistent and significant improvements. These
teachers provided independent opinions reflecting the change in behaviors of their students since

attending the 21CCLC programs.

6. Data collection and entry into AS21 was problematic. If more complete data was available

the assertions in this study could have been made with more confidence.

Recommendations

1. Clearly, additional training needs to be provided to those personnel who were unable to enter
data into the AS21 virtual database in sufficient quantities and with accuracy. This is the

greatest limitation on the veracity of this study.

2. Frequently monitor the inputting of data into AS21 and bring sanctions to bear on programs
that are not in compliance (See Appendix 6). More detailed data including all of the compliance

data by site is available, but was too voluminous to include in the study.
3. Goals, objectives and indicators should be set by the South Carolina Department of Education

and not left to the grantees to design. This will provide a means for more uniformly measuring

success in reaching expected outcomes.
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Appendix 1. South Carolina 215 CCLC Subgrantees and Sites
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Appendix 1. South Carolina 21°' CCLC Subgrantees and Sites

Subgrantee

Site

Academic Achievers

W.C. Sullivan Middle School

Aiken County Schools

North Aiken Elementary School

Anderson School District 2

Belton Elementary School

Belton Middle School

Honea Path Middle School

Marshall Primary School

Honea Path Elementary School

Wright Elementary School

Anderson School District 5

Nevitt Forest

New Prospect STEM Academy

Barnwell School District 19

Blackville-Hilda High School

Blackville-Hilda Junior High School

Macedonia Elementary School

Berkeley County School District

St. Stephen Elementary School

Bethlehem Christian Academy

Bethlehem Christian Academy

Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee Area

Hannah-Pamplico Elementary/Middle
School

Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate

O.P. Earle Elementary School

Pacolet Elementary School

Arcadia Elementary School

W. Herbert Chapman Elementary School

Cleveland Elementary School

Mary H. Wright Elementary School

Carver Middle School

Cowpens Elementary School

Chesnee Elementary School

Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate -
Lee/Pecan

B.D. Lee Elementary School

Pecan Street

Carolina Children's Home

Carolina Children's Home

Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center -
Kelly

Chameleon Learning Center

Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center

Chameleon Learning Center

Charleston County School District

Pinehurst Elementary

Edmund A. Burns Elementary School

Military Magnet Academy

North Charleston High School
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Lambs Elementary School

Sanders-Clyde Elementary/Middle School

Haut Gap Middle School

Clarendon County School District One

St Paul Elementary School

Clarendon County School District Two

Manning Primary

Clemson University

Cedar Grove Elementary School

La France Elementary School

Palmetto Elementary School

Pendleton Elementary School

Townville Elementary School

Spearman Elementary School

West Pelzer Elementary School

Clemson University Youth Learning
Institute

Youth Development Center

Youth Challenge Academy

St. James Santee Elementary School

Colleton County School District

Colleton County Middle School

Communities In Schools of Chester County,
Inc.

Chester Park Center of Literacy Through
Technology

Chester Park Elementary School of the Arts

Chester Park Elementary School of Inquiry

Communities in Schools of Greenville

Woodmont Middle School

Sue Cleveland Elementary School

Monaview Elementary School

Creative Advancement Centers

Creative Advancement Center

Dorchester County School District 2

Joseph R. Pye Elementary School

Alston Middle School

James H. Spann Elementary School

Dorchester County School District 4

St. George Middle School

Elite Educational Services

Savannah Grove Elementary School

Felton Laboratory School

Felton Laboratory School

Florence School District 1

Moore Intermediate School

Southside Middle School

Williams Middle School

Greenwood County School District 50

Merrywood Elementary School

Mathews Elementary School

Lakeview Elementary School

Eleanor S. Rice Elementary

Springfield Elementary School

Hampton County School District 1

Wade Hampton High School

Hampton County School District 2

Estill Elementary School

Horry County - Pee Dee

Pee Dee Elementary School
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Horry County - South Conway

South Conway Elementary School

I Can Kids, Inc.

Riverside Community Development Center

Jasper County School District

AGAPE

Boys and Girls Club (Jasper County)

Kershaw County

Baron DeKalb Elementary School

Lancaster County School District

Brooklyn Springs Elementary School

McDonald Green Elementary School

Clinton Elementary School

Kershaw Elementary School

North Elementary School

Laurens County School District 55

EB Morse Elementary School

Ford Elementary School

Laurens Elementary School

Laurens Middle School

Sanders Middle School

Laurens School District 56

Clinton High School

Lexington County School District 1

Pelion Elementary School

Forts Pond Elementary School

Lexington County School District 3

Batesburg-Leesville Elementary School

Batesburg-Leesville Primary School

Life Resource Center

Fairforest Middle School

Spartanburg High School Freshman
Academy

Marion School District 1

Johnakin Middle School

Marion Intermediate School

Marion School District 2

McCormick Elementary School

Palmetto Middle School

Marlboro County School District

Bennettsville Intermediate School

Blenheim Elementary School

Marlboro County High School

McColl Elementary/Middle School

Clio Elementary/Middle School

McCormick County School District

McCormick County School District PK-12
Complex

Old Macedonia Church

Douglas Elementary School

Open Arms Fellowship

Brunson Elementary School

Fennell Elementary School

Open Arms Fellowship Center

Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club

Elloree Elementary/Middle School

Holly Hill Roberts Middle School

Orangeburg Consolidated School District 5

Bethune-Bowman Elementary School

Dover Elementary School
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Marshal Elementary School

Mellichamp Elementary

North Middle/High School

Rivelon Elementary School

Whittaker Elementary Schools

Brookdale Elementary School

Sheridan Elementary School

Robert E. Howard Middle School

William J. Clark Middle School

Bethune-Bowman Middle/High School

Pickens County Schools

A.R. Lewis Elementary School

Pickens Middle School

Richland County Recreation Foundation John P. Thomas Elementary School
Richland County School District 1 - Gibbes | Heyward Gibbes Middle School
Richland County School District 1 - Perry W. A. Perry Middle School
Richland County School District 1 - Burton-

Pack Burton-Pack Elementary
Richland County School District 1 - Hyatt

Park Hyatt Park Elementary School
Richland County School District 1 - Sanders | Sanders Middle School

Richland County School District 1 - Keenan | Keenan High School

Richland County School District 1 -

Columbia Columbia High School

Richland County School District 1 - Alcorn | Alcorn Middle School

Richland County School District 2 L. W. Conder Elementary School

Killian Elementary School

Forest Lake Elementary School

Joseph Keels Elementary School

Longleaf Middle School

Bridge Creek Elementary School

Center for Accelerated Preparation

Windsor Elementary School

Salem Academy Project SOAR

Salem Academy

Save the Children - Lake City

Lake City Elementary School

Save the Children - Bishopville

Bishopville Primary School

School District 5-Lexington and Richland

Counties

H. E. Corley Elementary School

Seven Oaks Elementary School

Irmo Middle School

School District of Oconee County

Blue Ridge Elementary

Sumter County School District

Trinity Missionary Baptist Church

M.H. Newton Family Life Enrichment
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Center

Jehovah Christian and Academic School

North Hope Center

South Hope Center

The Assignment Agency

The Assignment Agency

Brookland Baptist Church

Bibleway Baptist Church

Upstate Circle of Friends

Lakeview Middle School

Williamsburg County School District

Williamsburg County Magnet School of the
Arts

Kingstree Junior High School

Kenneth Gardner Elementary School

W. M. Anderson Primary School

Williamsburg County School District -
Greeleyville

Greeleyville Elementary School

Williamsburg County School District -
Murray

C. E. Murray High School

Wings for Kids

James Simons Elementary School

North Charleston Elementary School

Chicora School of Communications

Memminger School of Global Studies

Mitchell Elementary School YWCA
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Appendix 2: Student Demographics by Site

School Year | AvgSchool Summer | AvgSummer | %Black | %Hispanic | % Male | % Free SPED
Students Year Students | Attendance or
Attendance Reduced
. Lunch

Site by Subgrantee
Academic Achievers

108 41.93 62.04% | 16.67% 50.93% | >50% 0.00%
W.C. Sullivan Middle School Mis
Aiken County Schools
North Aiken Elementary School 144 75.93 43 11.7 No Info | No Info 49.35% | NoInfo No Info
Anderson School District 2
Belton E|ementary$choo| 55 100.6 No Info No Info 49.06% No Info No Info
Belton Middle School 53 54.96 No Info | No Info 38.30% | NolInfo No Info
Honea Path E|ementary School 61 129.64 No Info No Info 51.79% | No Info No Info
Honea Path Middle School 51 65.04 No Info | No Info 60.78% | No Info No Info
Marshall Primary School 78 87.36 No Info | No Info 51.43% | No Info No Info
Wright Elementary School 51 124.1 No Info | No Info 50.98% | NoInfo No Info
Anderson School District 5
Nevitt Forest 147 109.91 59 14 No Info | No Info 42.18% | No Info No Info
New Prospect STEM Academy 139 80.12 49.64% | 7.19% 58.27% | 91.41% 18.71%
Barnwell School District19
Blackville-Hilda High School 16 92.75 No Info | No Info 50.00% | No Info No Info
Blackville-Hilda Junior High School 44 34.84 No Info [ No Info 50.00% | NoInfo No Info
Macedonia Elementary School 54 25.44 No Info [ No Info 48.15% | NoInfo No Info
Berkeley County School District
St. Stephen Elementary School 100 67.98 76.04% | 0.00% 41.05% | 97.89% 1.52%
Bethlehem Christian Academy

81 173 >50% >50% Mis | 35.80% | NoInfo 0.00%
Bethlehem Christian Academy Mis
Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee
Area
Hannah-Pamplico Elementary/Middle | 136 114.56 >50% >50% Mis | 57.35% | >50% No Info
School Mis Mis
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate
Arcadia E|ementary School 237 125.43 129 24.1 16.99% | 57.52% 51.05% | 98.69% 11.76%
Carver Middle School 111 89.79 95.50% | 0.90% 38.74% | 89.19% 14.41%
Chesnee E|ementary$choo| 125 146.32 15.20% 7.20% 57.60% 59.68% 16.80%
Cleveland E|ementary$choo| 150 119.8 110 10.9 94.67% | 3.33% 53.33% | 92.47% 8.67%
Cowpens E|ementary School 111 102.77 17.12% 9.91% 60.36% 86.49% 27.03%
Mary HWr|ght E|ementary School 177 114.92 74 21.28 97.18% | 0.56% 49.15% | 98.30% 5.11%
0.P. Earle Elementary School 172 123.09 88 17.92 6.40% 4.65% 51.16% | 67.27% 8.93%
PacoletElementary School 155 143.93 64 22.28 12.90% | 2.58% 43.23% | 54.19% 12.90%
W. HerbertChapman Elementary 122 130.24 33 20 75.00% | 9.17% 52.50% | 94.50% 4.92%
School
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate -
Lee/Pecan
B.D. Lee ElementarySchool 128 76.56 96.20% | 1.27% 36.72% | 89.87% 2.53%
Pecan Street 156 112.56 50 23.24 93.52% | 1.85% 47.44% | 100.00% | 17.59%
Carolina Children's Home
Carolina Children's Home 57 86.07 61.40% | 0.00% 40.35% | NoInfo 80.70%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning
Center

28 73.39 100.00 | 0.00% 52.17% | 100.00% | No Info
Chameleon Leaming Center %

89 82.81 >50% >50% Mis | 46.77% | >50% No Info
Chameleon Leaming Center Mis Mis

Charleston County School District
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Edmund A. Burns Elementary School 78 67.92 No Info No Info 41.54% | No Info No Info
Haut Gap Middle School 45 43.44 61.36% | 9.09% 70.45% | 97.56% No Info
Lambs Elementary School 73 71.23 No Info No Info 48.21% | No Info No Info
Military Magnet Academy 125 40.96 No Info | No Info 53.54% | No Info No Info

47 41.21 >50% >50% Mis | >50% No Info No Info
North Charleston High School Mis Mis
Pinehurst Elementary 63 96.67 No Info | No Info No Info | No Info No Info
Sanders-Clyde Elementary/Middle 57 30.09 94.74% | 2.63% 48.98% | 100.00% | No Info
School
Clarendon County School District One

61 39.48 94.64% | 1.79% 57.38% | 89.29% >50%
St Paul Elementary School Mis
Clarendon County School District Two
Manning Pr|mary 84 71.77 80.25% | 3.70% 55.95% | 89.47% No Info
Clemson University
Cedar Grove E|ementary5choo| 37 106.24 8.11% 32.43% 54.05% 78.38% 0.00%
La France Elementary School 50 99.48 40.00% | 2.00% 48.00% | 76.00% 0.00%
Palmetto E|ementary School 62 102.52 16.13% | 9.68% 64.52% | 80.65% 0.00%
Pendleton Elementary School 63 87.3 39.68% | 0.00% 42.86% | 85.71% 0.00%
Spearman Elementary School 56 99.2 16.07% | 10.71% 62.50% | 100.00% | 0.00%
Townville Elementary School 43 81.63 9.30% 0.00% 55.81% | 74.42% 0.00%
West Pe|zerE|ementary School 46 123.13 6.52% 17.39% 58.70% 73.91% 0.00%
Clemson University Youth Learning
Institute

88 323 >50% >50% Mis | 52.27% | No Info No Info
St. James Santee ElementarySchool Mis
Youth Cha”enge Academy 172 29.53 63.37% | 2.91% 87.21% | 100.00% | No Info
Youth Devek)pment Center 82 56.73 63.41% | 6.10% 52.44% | 100.00% | No Info
Colleton County School District
Colleton County Middle School 161 37.37 86.36% | 0.00% 47.45% | 92.08% 10.34%
Communities In Schools of Chester
County, Inc.
ChesterPark Center of Literacy 48 78.44 87.23% | 4.26% 41.67% | 85.42% 10.42%
Through Technology
ChesterPark Elementary School of 40 67.08 82.14% | 0.00% 45.00% | 92.86% 21.43%
Inquiry
ChesterPark Elementary Schoolof the | 36 63.64 89.29% | 0.00% 55.56% | 92.86% 17.86%
Arts
Communities in Schools of Greenville
Monaview Elementary School 55 62.85 4.35% 84.78% 51.85% | 96.15% 0.00%
Sue Cleveland Elementary School 52 60.71 47.06% | 1.96% 38.46% | 90.20% 23.08%

37 101.95 59.46% | 10.81% 51.35% | 94.59% >50%
Woodmont Middle School Mis
Creative Advancement Centers

133 118.47 >50% >50% Mis | 51.88% | >50% >50%
Creative Advancement Center Mis Mis Mis
Dorchester County School District 2

92 39.08 >50% >50% Mis | 40.22% | >50% >50%
Alston Middle School Mis Mis Mis

86 62.31 >50% >50% Mis | 50.00% | >50% >50%
James H.Spann Elementary School Mis Mis Mis

49 92.61 78.38% | 0.00% 65.31% | 78.38% >50%
Joseph R. Pye Elementary School Mis
Dorchester County School District 4
St. George Middle School 123 109.66 55 15.4 91.06% | 0.00% 47.15% | 87.80% 14.63%
Elite Educational Services
Savannah Grove Elementary School 47 91.49 No Info >50% Mis 0.00% No Info No Info
Felton Laboratory School

277 99.94 98.20% | 0.00% 48.78% | >50% >50%

Felton Laboratory School
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Mis Mis
Florence School District 1
Moore Intermediate School 40 88.15 No Info [ No Info 52.50% | NoInfo No Info
Southside Middle School 47 93.83 No Info | No Info 48.94% | No Info No Info
76 44.66 >50% >50% Mis | 57.89% | No Info No Info
Williams Middle School Mis
Greenwood County School District 50
EleanorS. Rice Elementary 35 51.46 No Info | No Info No Info | No Info No Info
39 57.41 No Info | No Info >50% No Info No Info
Lakeview Elementary School Mis
Mathews E|ementary School 119 67.37 No Info No Info 63.21% No Info No Info
96 75.44 No Info [ No Info >50% No Info No Info
Merrywood Elementary School Mis
43 55.56 No Info | No Info >50% No Info No Info
Springfield Elementary School Mis
Hampton County School District 1
113 63.31 >50% >50% Mis | 49.56% | >50% No Info
Wade Hampton High School Mis Mis
Hampton County School District 2
66 54.62 93.85% | 6.15% 42.42% | >50% 1.82%
Estill ElementarySchool Mis
Horry County - Pee Dee
132 93.33 >50% >50% Mis | 43.75% | No Info >50%
Pee Dee Elementary School Mis Mis
Horry County - South Conway
South Conway Elementary School 83 122.98 No Info No Info 36.00% | NoInfo 18.18%
1 Can Kids, Inc.
Riverside Community Development 85 95 100.00 | 0.00% 45.88% | 98.81% No Info
Center %
Jasper County School District
AGAPE 61 32.75 65.12% | 27.91% 50.82% | No Info No Info
85 30.56 >50% >50% Mis | 58.82% | No Info No Info
Boys and Girls Club (Jasper County) Mis
Kershaw County
147 109.22 >50% >50% Mis | 45.52% | No Info No Info
Baron DeKalb Elementary School Mis
Lancaster County School District
Brook]yn Springs E|ementary5choo| 52 69.37 No Info No Info 56.86% | No Info No Info
Clinton Elementary School 46 100.39 No Info [ No Info 54.35% | NolInfo No Info
41 66.78 >50% >50% Mis | 36.59% | NoInfo No Info
Kershaw Elementary School Mis
McDonald Green E|ementary School 65 88.15 No Info No Info 43.08% No Info No Info
34 105.26 >50% >50% Mis | 47.06% | No Info No Info
North ElementarySchool Mis
Laurens County School District 55
EB Morse ElementarySchool 42 69.26 80.95% | 2.38% 42.86% | 92.86% 21.43%
Ford Elemenatry School 47 63.04 39.47% | 26.32% 40.43% | 97.30% 18.92%
Laurens Elementary School 43 74.21 76.74% | 11.63% 51.22% | 93.02% 11.63%
35 64.51 >50% >50% Mis | 39.39% | >50% >50%
Laurens Middle School Mis Mis Mis
33 44.21 58.82% | 5.88% 53.33% | >50% >50%
Sanders Middle School Mis Mis
Laurens School District 56
Clinton High School 119 19.65 87.07% | 1.72% 44.54% | NolInfo | Nolnfo
Lexington County School District 1
Forts Pond Elementary School 34 44 .35 6.90% 17.24% 61.76% | 89.66% No Info
Pelion Elementary School 64 47.98 8.16% 30.61% 51.56% | 91.84% No Info
Lexington County School District3
144 74.7 23 6.17 >50% >50% Mis | 52.08% | >50% >50%

Batesburg-Leesville Elementary
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School Mis Mis Mis
Batesburg-Leesville Primary School 102 80.14 65.69% | 11.76% 51.96% | 90.10% | 20.41%
Life Resource Center
121 82.8 >50% >50% Mis | 51.32% | NoInfo No Info
Fairforest Middle School Mis
Spartanburg High School Freshman 152 50.79 >50% >50% Mis | >50% No Info No Info
Academy Mis Mis
Marion School District 1
Johnakin Middle School 42 73.43 No Info | No Info 42.86% | NoInfo No Info
18 77.83 No Info | No Info >50% No Info No Info
Marion Intermediate School Mis
Marion School District 2
20 108.3 >50% >50% Mis 38.89% | >50% No Info
McCormick Elementary School Mis Mis
Palmetto Middle School 18 104.5 No Info [ No Info 33.33% | NolInfo No Info
Marlboro County School District
94 68.9 95.74% | 0.00% 38.30% | NolInfo >50%
Bennettsville Intermediate School Mis
132 80.61 No Info | No Info >50% No Info No Info
Blenheim Elementary School Mis
68 132.07 >50% >50% Mis 50.00% | No Info No Info
Clio Elementary/Middle School Mis
Marlboro CountyHigh School 105 61.22 No Info | No Info 52.83% | NolInfo No Info
85 115.58 No Info | No Info >50% No Info No Info
McColl Elementary/Middle School Mis
McCormick CountySchool District
McCormick CountySchool District PK- | 234 41 91.30% | 0.00% 53.22% | >50% No Info
12 Complex Mis
Old Macedonia Church
Douglas Elementary School 76 86.55 No Info No Info 47.37% | No Info No Info
Open Arms Fellowship
51 83.89 25 30.84 >50% >50% Mis | 46.34% | NoInfo No Info
Brunson Elementary School Mis
Fennell Elementary School 45 72.83 25 30.4 83.78% | 0.00% 48.84% | 96.97% No Info
154 71.16 83 29.73 >50% >50% Mis 47.14% | >50% No Info
Open Arms Fellowship Center Mis Mis
Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club
Elloree Elementary/Middle School 112 71.55 55 25.84 95.24% | 1.59% 46.36% | 100.00% | No Info
Holly Hill Roberts Middle School 84 72.95 84 14.04 93.83% | 0.00% 46.99% | 95.65% No Info
Orangeburg Consolidated School
District 5
Bethune-Bowman ElementarySchool | 28 139.21 94.74% | 5.26% 35.71% | No Info No Info
22 93.14 100.00 | 0.00% 27.27% | 83.33% No Info
Bethune-Bowman Middle/High School %
Brookdale Elementary School 24 89.96 No Info [ NoInfo 50.00% | No Info No Info
22 77.64 4.55% >50% Mis 59.09% | >50% >50%
Dover Elementary School Mis Mis
25 112.84 100.00 | 0.00% 24.00% | No Info No Info
Marshal ElementarySchool %
20 113.9 100.00 | 0.00% 30.00% | NoInfo No Info
Mellichamp Elementary %
North Middle/High School 22 52.73 76.19% | 0.00% 40.91% | 100.00% | 45.00%
24 148.87 100.00 | 0.00% 37.50% | 93.33% No Info
Rivelon Elementary School %
22 116.05 100.00 | 0.00% 22.73% | No Info No Info
Robert E. Howard Middle School %
Sheridan Elementary School 22 101.23 No Info [ NoInfo 31.82% | NolInfo No Info
21 115.1 100.00 | 0.00% 55.00% | No Info No Info
Whittaker Elementary Schools %
23 131.35 >50% >50% Mis | 34.78% | >50% >50%
William J. Clark Middle School Mis Mis Mis
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Pickens County Schools

A.R. Lewis Elementary School 85 127 49.41% | No Info No Info No Info No Info
Pickens Middle School 89 63 56.18% | 5.36% 5.36% 100% 1.79%
Richland County Recreation
Foundation

49 77.16 100.00 | 0.00% 32.65% | 100.00% | >50%
John P. Thomas Elementary School % Mis
Richland County School District1 -
Alcorn

253 128.54 42 9.9 >50% >50% Mis | 42.29% | No Info No Info
Alcorn Middle School Mis
Richland County School District1 -
Burton-Pack

103 82.98 >50% >50% Mis | 47.57% | No Info No Info
Burton-Pack Elementary Mis
Richland County School District1 -
Columbia

106 41.86 15 7.87 90.36% | 3.61% 60.38% | 73.17% >50%
Columbia High School Mis
Richland County School District1 -
Gibbes

199 67.14 >50% >50% Mis | 47.24% | No Info No Info
Heyward Gibbes Middle School Mis
Richland County School District1 -
Hyatt Park

159 69.96 100.00 | 0.00% 50.00% | 100.00% | No Info
Hyatt Park Elementary School %
Richland County School District1 -
Keenan
Keenan High School 123 61.06 42 9.24 99.17% | 0.00% 56.10% | 86.18% | NoInfo
Richland County School District1 -
Perry

154 115.56 103 14.59 >50% >50% Mis | 42.86% | No Info No Info
W. A. Perry Middle School Mis
Richland County School District1 -
Sanders
Sanders Middle School 160 42.3 80 11.08 97.50% | 1.88% 47.10% | 84.62% 10.90%
Richland County School District2

88 58.24 81.82% | 12.50% 50.00% | 100.00% | >50%
Bridge Creek Elementary School Mis

51 98.73 78.00% | 14.00% 66.67% | 82.00% >50%
Center for Accelerated Preparation Mis
Forest Lake Elementary School 80 81.15 26 13.88 95.00% | 1.25% 33.75% | 95.00% | 20.00%

130 81.98 >50% >50% Mis | 49.23% | >50% >50%
Joseph Keels Elementary School Mis Mis Mis
Killian Elementary School 97 72.38 36.49% | 2.70% 44.33% | No Info 0.00%

112 92.58 >50% >50% Mis | 45.54% | No Info >50%
L. W. Conder Elementary School Mis Mis

156 81.28 84.95% | 4.30% 50.64% | >50% >50%
Longleaf Middle School Mis Mis
Windsor Elementary School 91 55.81 82.26% | 0.00% 49.45% | No Info 8.06%
Salem Academy Project SOAR

64 147.67 67.92% | 5.66% 54.69% | 98.11% >50%
Salem Academy Mis
Save the Children - Bishopville
Bishopvi”e Primary School 148 82.7 80 21.73 94.53% | 3.91% 47.62% | No Info No Info
Save the Children - Lake City
Lake City E|ementary5choo| 230 116.93 100 25.81 93.13% | 5.34% 48.70% | 99.23% No Info
School District 5-Lexington and
Richland Counties

58 95.59 60.71% | 7.14% 51.72% | >50% >50%
H. E. Corley Elementary School Mis Mis
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89 89.33 78.33% | 3.33% 56.18% | >50% >50%
Irmo Middle School Mis Mis

70 87.46 87.14% | 2.86% 51.43% | 84.06% >50%
Seven Oaks Elementary School Mis
School District of Oconee County

111 49.66 61 18.69 13.51% | 4.50% 44.76% | >50% >50%
Blue Ridge Elementary Mis Mis
Sumter County School District
Jehovah Christianand Academic 31 60.84 No Info [ No Info No Info | NoInfo No Info
School
M.H. Newton Family Life Enrichment 62 140.61 >50% >50% Mis | >50% >50% >50%
Center Mis Mis Mis Mis

40 80.6 >50% >50% Mis 33.33% | >50% >50%
North Hope Center Mis Mis Mis

58 71.81 24.14% | 0.00% >50% >50% >50%
South Hope Center Mis Mis Mis
Trinity Missionary Baptist Church 88 141.76 No Info | No Info 55.38% | NoInfo No Info
The Assignment Agency

20 74.7 100.00 | 0.00% 65.00% | 100.00% | 12.50%
Bibleway Baptist Church %
BrooklandBa ptistchurch 104 93.03 66.35% | 0.00% 50.96% | No Info No Info

22 165.64 >50% >50% Mis | 40.00% | No Info No Info
The AssignmentAgency Mis
Upstate Circle of Friends
Lakeview Middle School 63 84.25 No Info | No Info 41.27% | No Info No Info
Williamsburg County School District

111 106.35 >50% >50% Mis | 35.78% | >50% No Info
Kenneth Gardner Elementary School Mis Mis
Kingstree Junior H|gh School 103 130.57 98.04% | 0.98% 41.75% | 89.66% 5.43%

100 82.37 100.00 | 0.00% 41.41% | NoInfo No Info
W. M. Anderson Primary School %
Williamsburg County Magnet School 80 128.65 93.75% | 0.00% 52.50% | 93.75% >50%
of the Arts Mis
Williamsburg County School District -
Greeleyville
Greeleyville Elementary School 57 72.47 No Info [ No Info 43.86% | NolInfo No Info
Williamsburg County School District -
Murray

138 31.12 100.00 | 0.00% 47.10% | 92.03% No Info
C. E. Murray High School %
Wings for Kids
Chicora School of Communications 117 78.45 No Info [ No Info 44.74% | No Info No Info

59 135.07 >50% >50% Mis | 50.00% | No Info No Info
James Simons Elementary School Mis

107 79.34 100.00 | 0.00% 47.66% | 97.06% >50%
Memminger School of Global Studies % Mis
North Charleston Elementary School 137 143.09 No Info [ No Info 56.52% | No Info No Info
YWCA of Greater Charleston

>50%

Mitchell Elementary School YWCA 146 60.59 97.67% 0.00% | 47.26% | No Info Mis
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Appendix 3. Activity Report by Subgrantee

Academic Support

Activity Senvice
Subgrantee Count Participants | Hours Percentage
Academic Achievers 1 91 1,048.00 35.89%
Aiken County Schools 1 137 8,856.10 37.99%
Anderson School District 2 17 731 31,558.93 44.31%
Anderson School District 5 2 264 33,247.41 23.82%
Barnwell School District 19 2 32 1,337.50 31.89%
Berkeley County School District 2 194 4,201.00 25.23%
Bethlehem Christian Academy 1 81 34,020.00 71.68%
Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee Area 3 405 59,505.75 42.95%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate 8 1113 110,631.00 25.64%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate - Lee/Pecan 4 374 24,785.25 44.46%
Carolina Children's Home 0.00%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center 2 56 5,137.50 45.45%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center - Kelly 2 178 18,425.00 45.45%
Charleston County School District 12 874 43,796.25 56.44%
Clarendon County School District One 0.00%
Clarendon County School District Two 26 2002 91,091.00 75.98%
Clemson University 17 630 39,868.50 43.34%
Clemson University Youth Learning Institute 4 217 4,751.50 11.37%
Colleton County School District 0.00%
Communities In Schools of Chester County, Inc. 9 372 114,059.00 30.16%
Communities in Schools of Greenville 9 236 11,976.73 44.36%
Creative Advancement Centers 1 133 47,277.00 100.00%
Dorchester County School District 2 3 228 43,455.00 100.00%
Dorchester County School District 4 2 244 12,655.68 31.49%
Elite Educational Services 5 188 4,268.00 71.66%
Felton Laboratory School 2 222 43,227.00 79.84%
Florence School District 1 9 395 16,172.40 57.49%
Greenwood County School District 50 13 732 57,323.50 57.76%
Hampton County School District 1 4 319 5,707.78 37.25%
Hampton County School District 2 1 68 1,631.50 24.62%
Horry County - Pee Dee 3 396 25,845.00
Horry County - South Conway 1 83 28,074.75 100.00%
| Can Kids, Inc. 4 340 13,582.78 52.82%
Jasper County School District 3 207 8,252.34 63.45%
Kershaw County 7 539 88,643.00 38.66%
Lancaster County School District 5 235 14,874.00 24.59%
Laurens County School District 55 5 200 5,895.00 7.26%
Laurens School District 56 1 13 404 8.03%
Lexington County School District 1 2 126 135 2.59%
Lexington County School District 3 1 102 13,530.84 24.75%
Life Resource Center 5 530 22,639.75 46.28%
Marion School District 1 2 60 4,485.00 100.00%
Marion School District 2 1 45 2,330.50 54.12%
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Marlboro County School District 17 1413 235,620.14 54.92%
McCormick County School District 5 544 5,431.50 23.65%
Old Macedonia Church 1 76 3,187.00 94.32%
Open Arms Fellowship 6 177 10,457.50 18.02%
Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club 2 196 37,053.75 39.54%
Orangeburg Consolidated School District 5 12 275 23,816.00 33.63%
Pickens County Schools 2 165 20,261.00 53.72%
Richland County Recreation Foundation 4 189 6,602.00 59.49%
Richland County School District 1 - Alcorn 2 464 43,308.00 26.96%
Richland County School District 1 - Burton-Pack 1 103 11,535.00 43.17%
Richland County School District 1 - Columbia 1 91 3,711.00 43.18%
Richland County School District 1 - Gibbes 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Hyatt Park 4 338 22,300.00 66.72%
Richland County School District 1 - Keenan 2 61 109 7.91%
Richland County School District 1 - Perry 2 227 38,275.50 100.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Sanders 1 49 3,466.00 30.48%
Richland County School District 2 11 1061 78,932.75 45.13%
Salem Academy Project SOAR 1 64 7,622.25 37.12%
Save the Children - Bishopville 1 30 180 0.64%
Save the Children - Lake City 0.00%
School District 5-Lexington and Richland

Counties 16 869 22,723.08 54.74%
School District of Oconee County 10 505 9,004.37 66.63%
Sumter County School District 0.00%
The Assignment Agency 3 148 25,285.32 66.72%
Upstate Circle of Friends 1 63 10,616.00 100.00%
Williamsburg County School District 12 1054 59,652.50 31.22%
Williamsburg County School District -

Greeleyville 1 58 1,652.80 100.00%
Williamsburg County School District - Murray 2 135 145.5 14.74%
Wings for Kids 0.00%
YWCA of Greater Charleston 3 222 | 8,134.50 41.94%
AcademicSupports

Totals

Activity Count 325 33.44%

Participants 21969 33.85%

Service Hours 1,787,788.70 | 38.06%
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Activity Report by Subgrantee: Core Academics

Core Academics

Senice
Subgrantee Count Participants | Hours Percentage
Academic Achievers 0.00%
Aiken County Schools 2 266 5,360.25 22.99%
Anderson School District 2 10 234 3,586.42 5.04%
Anderson School District 5 0.00%
Barnwell School District 19 0.00%
Berkeley County School District 0.00%
Bethlehem Christian Academy 0.00%
Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee Area 1 136 44,025.00 31.77%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate 0.00%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate - Lee/Pecan 0.00%
Carolina Children's Home 2 114 8,684.84 41.01%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center 0.00%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center - Kelly 0.00%
Charleston County School District 3 128 3,072.00 3.96%
Clarendon County School District One 3 159 4,928.50 71.68%
Clarendon County School District Two 1 11 44 0.04%
Clemson University 1 56 4,569.00 4.97%
Clemson University Youth Learning Institute 5 364 21,583.50 51.64%
Colleton County School District 0.00%
Communities In Schools of Chester County, Inc. 0.00%
Communities in Schools of Greenville 3 134 3,044.25 11.27%
Creative Advancement Centers 0.00%
Dorchester County School District 2 0.00%
Dorchester County School District 4 1 122 7,691.38 19.14%
Elite Educational Services 0.00%
Felton Laboratory School 0.00%
Florence School District 1 0.00%
Greenwood County School District 50 3 117 21,786.00 21.95%
Hampton County School District 1 2 82 2,478.38 16.18%
Hampton County School District 2 0.00%
Horry County - Pee Dee #VALUE!
Horry County - South Conway 0.00%
| Can Kids, Inc. 2 170 5,756.79 22.39%
Jasper County School District 0.00%
Kershaw County 0.00%
Lancaster County School District 3 140 27,105.75 44.82%
Laurens County School District 55 5 200 25,144.11 30.96%
Laurens School District 56 0.00%
Lexington County School District 1 2 98 4,944.00 94.79%
Lexington County School District 3 1 141 19,093.32 34.93%
Life Resource Center 2 273 21,652.00 44.26%
Marion School District 1 0.00%
Marion School District 2 0.00%
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Marlboro County School District 2 100 13,617.59 3.17%
McCormick County School District 5 630 6,948.86 30.25%
Old Macedonia Church 2 26 192 5.68%
Open Arms Fellowship 7 296 18,028.00 31.07%
Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club 0.00%
Orangeburg Consolidated School District 5 12 275 26,881.25 37.96%
Pickens County Schools 2 141 11,046.50 29.29%
Richland County Recreation Foundation 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Alcorn 1 232 24,902.00 15.50%
Richland County School District 1 - Burton-Pack 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Columbia 1 91 3,176.00 36.96%
Richland County School District 1 - Gibbes 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Hyatt Park 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Keenan 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Perry 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Sanders 0.00%
Richland County School District 2 2 167 10,770.00 6.16%
Salem Academy Project SOAR 0.00%
Save the Children - Bishopville 1 113 27,735.00 99.36%
Save the Children - Lake City 1 198 69,459.00 100.00%
School District 5-Lexington and Richland

Counties 4 169 2,304.03 5.55%
School District of Oconee County 0.00%
Sumter County School District 5 279 68,090.00 29.16%
The Assignment Agency 0.00%
Upstate Circle of Friends 0.00%
Williamsburg County School District 3 298 42,430.00 22.20%
Williamsburg County School District -

Greeleyville 0.00%
Williamsburg County School District - Murray 0.00%
Wings for Kids 0.00%
YWCA of Greater Charleston 1 77 3,985.00 20.54%
Core Academics

Totals

Activity Count 101 10.39%

Participants 6037 9.30%

Service Hours 564,114.72 | 12.01%
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Activity Report by Subgrantee: Learning Enrichment

Learning Enrichment

Subgrantee Count Participants | Service Hours | Percentage
Academic Achievers 1 107 1,872.00 64.11%
Aiken County Schools 3 476 5,644.25 24.21%
Anderson School District 2 24 1102 31,860.50 44.73%
Anderson School District 5 18 1851 80,786.14 57.89%
Barnwell School District 19 4 148 2,856.80 68.11%
Berkeley County School District 10 330 8,324.00 50.00%
Bethlehem Christian Academy 0.00%
Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee Area 6 750 29,749.00 21.47%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate 36 4879 218,092.50 50.54%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate - Lee/Pecan 6 561 14,925.00 26.77%
Carolina Children's Home 8 363 12,490.16 58.99%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center 1 28 3,082.50 27.27%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center - Kelly 1 89 11,055.00 27.27%
Charleston County School District 9 623 17,909.46 23.08%
Clarendon County School District One 0.00%
Clarendon County School District Two 2 161 6,738.50 5.62%
Clemson University 9 453 14,202.25 15.44%
Clemson University Youth Learning Institute 7 775 13,275.50 31.76%
Colleton County School District 0.00%
Communities In Schools of Chester County, Inc. 9 372 67,625.00 17.88%
Communities in Schools of Greenville 21 668 8,689.92 32.18%
Creative Advancement Centers 0.00%
Dorchester County School District 2 0.00%
Dorchester County School District 4 2 240 9,716.53 24.18%
Elite Educational Services 8 186 1,688.00 28.34%
Felton Laboratory School 3 233 6,401.00 11.82%
Florence School District 1 9 324 11,960.20 42.51%
Greenwood County School District 50 1 34 754.5 0.76%
Hampton County School District 1 3 129 4,796.22 31.30%
Hampton County School District 2 5 190 2,751.00 41.51%
1.00 Senice
Horry County - Pee Dee 1 1 Participant | Hour #VALUE!
Horry County - South Conway 0.00%
| Can Kids, Inc. 2 170 6,373.38 24.79%
Jasper County School District 1 85 4,754.34 36.55%
Kershaw County 4 306 54,636.71 23.83%
Lancaster County School District 2 98 18,499.50 30.59%
Laurens County School District 55 13 532 50,184.94 61.79%
Laurens School District 56 4 147 4,628.00 91.97%
Lexington County School District 1 1 63 81.5 1.56%
Lexington County School District 3 4 377 13,813.29 25.27%
Life Resource Center 2 299 2,117.25 4.33%
Marion School District 1 0.00%
Marion School District 2 0.00%
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Marlboro County School District 3 331 36,528.34 8.51%
McCormick County School District 3 257 8,459.25 36.83%
Old Macedonia Church 0.00%
Open Arms Fellowship 15 841 26,549.75 45.75%
Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club 2 196 56,657.50 60.46%
Orangeburg Consolidated School District 5 12 276 9,876.50 13.95%
Pickens County Schools 6 126 2,582.89 6.85%
Richland County Recreation Foundation 5 237 3,701.25 33.35%
Richland County School District 1 - Alcorn 2 272 90,096.00 56.09%
Richland County School District 1 - Burton-Pack 1 103 15,186.00 56.83%
Richland County School District 1 - Columbia 5 196 1,706.50 19.86%
Richland County School District 1 - Gibbes 4 386 24,910.00 100.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Hyatt Park 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Keenan 4 119 1,268.25 92.09%
Richland County School District 1 - Perry 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Sanders 2 155 6,864.00 60.35%
Richland County School District 2 15 1084 49,260.75 28.16%
Salem Academy Project SOAR 1 64 7,748.25 37.73%
Save the Children - Bishopville 0.00%
Save the Children - Lake City 0.00%
School District 5-Lexington and Richland

Counties 12 594 9,651.35 23.25%
School District of Oconee County 4 211 4,149.98 30.71%
Sumter County School District 10 558 97,365.00 41.69%
The Assignment Agency 4 74 7,313.47 19.30%
Upstate Circle of Friends 0.00%
Williamsburg County School District 10 850 28,012.50 14.66%
Williamsburg County School District - Greeleyville 0.00%
Williamsburg County School District - Murray 2 110 120 12.16%
Wings for Kids 4 420 131,710.50 100.00%
YWCA of Greater Charleston 2 204 5,392.00 27.80%
Learning Enrichments

Totals

Activity Count 368 37.86%

Participants 24813 38.23%

Service Hours 1,367,444.87 | 29.11%
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Activity Report by Subgrantee: Recreation

Recreation
Service
Subgrantee Count | Participants Hours Percentage
Academic Achievers 0.00%
Aiken County Schools 1 133 3,453.71 14.81%
Anderson School District 2 5 281 4,215.50 5.92%
Anderson School District 5 7 751 25,527.40 18.29%
Barnwell School District 19 0.00%
Berkeley County School District 3 122 4,123.00 24.77%
Bethlehem Christian Academy 2 162 13,444.00 28.32%
Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee Area 1 136 5,276.25 3.81%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate 9 1221 102,774.75 23.82%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate - Lee/Pecan 2 187 16,036.00 28.77%
Carolina Children's Home 0.00%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center 1 28 3,082.50 27.27%
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Center - Kelly 1 89 11,055.00 27.27%
Charleston County School District 4 308 12,815.00 16.52%
Clarendon County School District One 2 79 1,947.50 28.32%
Clarendon County School District Two 7 539 22,022.00 18.37%
Clemson University 7 357 33,358.00 36.26%
Clemson University Youth Learning Institute 5 176 2,189.00 5.24%
161
Colleton County School District 1 (Duplicated) 16,065.39 100.00%
Communities In Schools of Chester County, Inc. 9 372 196,508.00 51.96%
Communities in Schools of Greenville 4 249 3,291.00 12.19%
Creative Advancement Centers 0.00%
Dorchester County School District 2 0.00%
Dorchester County School District 4 1 122 10,126.50 25.20%
Elite Educational Services 0.00%
Felton Laboratory School 1 111 4,516.00 8.34%
Florence School District 1 0.00%
Greenwood County School District 50 5 301 19,376.00 19.52%
Hampton County School District 1 1 27 2,339.55 15.27%
Hampton County School District 2 9 266 2,245.00 33.87%
Horry County - Pee Dee 0.00%
Horry County - South Conway 0.00%
I Can Kids, Inc. 0.00%
Jasper County School District 0.00%
Kershaw County 5 395 86,028.42 37.52%
Lancaster County School District 0.00%
Laurens County School District 55 0.00%
Laurens School District 56 0.00%
Lexington County School District 1 1 63 55 1.05%
Lexington County School District 3 2 243 8,229.00 15.05%
Life Resource Center 1 121 2,514.00 5.14%
Marion School District 1 0.00%
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Marion School District 2 1 19 1,976.00 45.88%
Marlboro County School District 13 1157 143,285.13 33.40%
McCormick County School District 1 124 2,128.68 9.27%
Old Macedonia Church 0.00%
Open Arms Fellowship 5 160 2,990.88 5.15%
Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club 0.00%
Orangeburg Consolidated School District 5 11 252 10,250.25 14.47%
Pickens County Schools 7 259 3,827.23 10.15%
Richland County Recreation Foundation 1 49 794 7.15%
Richland County School District 1 - Alcorn 1 91 2,310.00 1.44%
Richland County School District 1 - Burton-Pack 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Columbia 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Gibbes 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Hyatt Park 1 159 11,123.00 33.28%
Richland County School District 1 - Keenan 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Perry 0.00%
Richland County School District 1 - Sanders 1 107 1,043.00 9.17%
Richland County School District 2 14 998 35,944.90 20.55%
Salem Academy Project SOAR 1 64 5,165.50 25.15%
Save the Children - Bishopville 0.00%
Save the Children - Lake City 0.00%
School District 5-Lexington and Richland

Counties 5 297 6,832.98 16.46%
School District of Oconee County 1 61 359.12 2.66%
Sumter County School District 5 279 68,090.00 29.16%
The Assignment Agency 1 22 5,298.00 13.98%
Upstate Circle of Friends 0.00%
Williamsburg County School District 10 936 60,993.39 31.92%
Williamsburg County School District - Greeleyville 0.00%
Williamsburg County School District - Murray 1 138 721.31 73.10%
Wings for Kids 0.00%
YWCA of Greater Charleston 1 77 1,885.00 9.72%
Recreation

Totals

Activity Count 178 18.31%

Participants 12088 18.62%

Service Hours 977632 | 20.81%
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Appendix 4. Grades and Test Scores by Site
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Appendix 4. Grades and Test Scores by Site

Subgrantee Name Site Math % Passed Language % Passed
Grades: % Math PASS Arts Grades: | Language
No change % No Arts PASS
or increase change or
increase
AcademicAchievers W.C. Sullivan Middle School No Info 68% No Info 76%
Aiken CountySchools North Aiken Elementary School 54% 49% 39% 56%
Anderson School District 2 Belton ElementarySchool 62% 76% 68% 80%
Anderson School District 2 Belton Middle School 65% 66% 67% 52%
Anderson School District 2 Honea Path Elementary School 77% 58% 51% > 50% Mis
Anderson School District 2 Honea Path Middle School 71% 53% 65% 47%
Anderson School District 2 MarshallPrimary School 53% No Info 69% No Info
Anderson School District 2 Wright Elementary School 70% 83% 77% 100%
Anderson School District 5 Nevitt Forest 79% 60% 83% 69%
Anderson School District 5 New Prospect STEM Academy 63% 63% 68% 59%
Barnwell School District 19 Blackville-Hilda High School 75% No Info 63% No Info
Barnwell School District 19 Blackville-Hilda Junior High > 50% Mis 43% > 50% Mis 52%
School
Barnwell School District 19 Macedonia Elementary School 60% 42% 90% 54%
Berkeley CountySchool District St.Stephen Elementary School 83% 66% 73% 77%
Bethlehem Christian Academy Bethlehem Christian Academy No Info 58% No Info 83%
Boys andGirls Club of the Pee Dee Area | Hannah-Pamplico No Info 69% No Info 69%
Elementary/Middle School
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate Arcadia Elementary School No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate Carver Middle School No Info 52% No Info 57%
Boys andGirls Club of the Upstate Chesnee Elementary School 89% 76% 76% 77%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate Cleveland Elementary School No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
Boys andGirls Club of the Upstate Cowpens Elementary School > 50% Mis 56% No Info 60%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate MaryH. Wright Elementary No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
School
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate O.P. Earle ElementarySchool No Info 95% No Info 96%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate Pacolet Elementary School 77% 72% No Info 82%
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate W.HerbertChapman Elementary | No Info 58% No Info 81%
School
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate - B.D.Lee ElementarySchool 78% 66% 75% >50% Mis
Lee/Pecan
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate - Pecan Street 72% 37% 64% > 50% Mis
Lee/Pecan
Carolina Children's Home Carolina Children's Home >50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis >50% Mis
ChameleonInspirations Learning Chameleon Learning Center No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
Center
Chameleon Inspirations Learning Chameleon Learning Center 75% 71% 53% 84%
Center-Kelly
Charleston County School District Edmund A. Burns Elementary > 50% Mis > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
School
Charleston County School District Haut Gap Middle School > 50% Mis 46% No Info 49%
Charleston County School District Lambs ElementarySchool 71% 54% No Info 61%
Charleston County School District Military Magnet Academy > 50% Mis 62% No Info 68%
Charleston CountySchool District North Charleston High School No Info No Info No Info No Info
Charleston County School District Pinehurst Elementary > 50% Mis 59% No Info 52%
Charleston County School District Sanders-Clyde > 50% Mis 72% No Info 61%
Elementary/Middle School
Clarendon CountySchool District One St Paul ElementarySchool No Info 69% No Info 80%
Clarendon County School District Two ManningPrimary No Info 58% No Info 83%
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Clemson University Cedar Grove Elementary School 78% 89% 72% 81%
Clemson University La France Elementary School 53% 64% 80% 72%
Clemson University Palmetto Elementary School 78% 77% 70% 84%
Clemson University Pendleton Elementary School 64% 67% 71% 78%
Clemson University Spearman Elementary School 77% 75% 56% 87%
Clemson University Townville Elementary School 73% 73% 68% 83%
Clemson University West Pelzer Elementary School 63% 85% 71% 78%
Clemson University Youth Learning St.James Santee Elementary No Info 29% No Info 42%
Institute School
Clemson University Youth Learning Youth Challenge Academy No Info No Info No Info No Info
Institute
Clemson University Youth Learning Youth Development Center No Info No Info No Info No Info
Institute
Colleton County School District Colleton County MiddleSchool 43% 41% 46% 43%
Communities In Schools of Chester Chester Park Center of Literacy 56% 53% 73% 68%
County, Inc. Through Technology
Communities In Schools of Chester Chester Park Elementary School 85% 45% 83% 64%
County, Inc. of Inquiry
Communities In Schools of Chester Chester Park Elementary School 64% 40% 75% 46%
County, Inc. ofthe Arts
Communities in Schoolsof Greenville Monaview ElementarySchool No Info 84% No Info 78%
Communities in Schoolsof Greenville Sue Cleveland ElementarySchool | No Info 52% No Info 72%
Communities in Schoolsof Greenville Woodmont Middle School No Info 65% No Info 73%
Creative Advancement Centers Creative Advancement Center 70% > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis
Dorchester CountySchool District 2 Alston Middle School No Info 67% No Info 68%
Dorchester CountySchool District 2 James H.Spann Elementary No Info 62% No Info 60%
School
Dorchester CountySchool District 2 JosephR.Pye ElementarySchool | NoInfo 53% No Info 56%
Dorchester CountySchool District 4 St. George Middle School 70% 51% 83% 54%
Elite EducationalServices Savannah Grove Elementary No Info 71% No Info 87%
School
Felton LaboratorySchool Felton LaboratorySchool No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
Florence School District 1 Moore Intermediate School 74% 59% 67% 68%
Florence School District 1 Southside Middle School 52% 51% 54% 56%
Florence School District 1 Williams Middle School 47% 49% 50% 47%
Greenwood County School District 50 EleanorS. Rice Elementary 95% 39% 50% 46%
Greenwood County School District 50 Lakeview Elementary School 85% 50% 95% 57%
Greenwood County School District 50 Mathews Elementary School 63% 43% 79% 54%
Greenwood County School District 50 Merrywood Elementary School 75% 58% 73% 64%
Greenwood County School District 50 Springfield ElementarySchool 52% 50% 78% 50%
Hampton County School District 1 Wade Hampton High School No Info No Info No Info No Info
Hampton County School District 2 Estill Elementary School No Info > 50% Mis No Info 44%
HorryCounty-Pee Dee Pee Dee ElementarySchool > 50% Mis 58% > 50% Mis 62%
Horry County-South Conway South ConwayElementarySchool | No Info 85% No Info 78%
| Can Kids, Inc. Riverside Community No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
Development Center
Jasper CountySchool District AGAPE 77% > 50% Mis 74% > 50% Mis
Jasper CountySchool District Boys and Girls Club (Jasper 71% 35% 81% 35%
County)
Kershaw County Baron DeKalb ElementarySchool | No Info 91% No Info 94%
Lancaster County School District Brooklyn Springs Elementary 63% 61% 63% 70%
School
Lancaster County School District Clinton Elementary School 42% 67% 65% 60%
Lancaster County School District Kershaw Elementary School 49% 28% 77% 55%
Lancaster County School District McDonald Green Elementary 63% 80% 48% 73%

School
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Lancaster County School District North Elementary School 62% 79% 68% 63%

Laurens CountySchool District 55 EB Morse Elementary School No Info 58% No Info 48%

Laurens CountySchool District 55 Ford ElemenatrySchool No Info 33% No Info 56%

Laurens CountySchool District 55 Laurens ElementarySchool No Info 54% No Info 69%

Laurens CountySchool District 55 Laurens Middle School No Info 61% No Info 54%

Laurens CountySchool District 55 Sanders Middle School No Info 58% No Info 52%

Laurens School District 56 Clinton High School 64% >50% Mis 56% > 50% Mis

Lexington County School District 1 Forts Pond Elementary School > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis

Lexington CountySchool District 1 Pelion ElementarySchool > 50% Mis > 50% Mis 27% > 50% Mis

Lexington CountySchool District 3 Batesburg-Leesville Elementary No Info 64% No Info 63%
School

Lexington County School District 3 Batesburg-Leesville Primary No Info No Info No Info No Info
School

Life Resource Center Fairforest Middle School No Info 59% No Info 65%

Life Resource Center Spartanburg High School No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis
Freshman Academy

Marion School District 1 Johnakin Middle School No Info 54% No Info 49%

Marion School District 1 Marion Intermediate School No Info No Info No Info No Info

Marion School District 2 McCormick Elementary School No Info 40% No Info 70%

Marion School District 2 Palmetto Middle School No Info 39% No Info 56%

Marlboro County School District BennettsvilleIntermediate School | No Info 44% No Info 56%

Marlboro County School District Blenheim Elementary School No Info 42% No Info 45%

Marlboro County School District Clio Elementary/Middle School No Info 49% No Info 56%

Marlboro County School District Marlboro County High School No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis

Marlboro County School District McColl Elementary/Middle No Info 46% No Info 43%
School

McCormick CountySchool District McCormick CountySchool District | 63% 43% 66% 57%
PK-12 Complex

Old Macedonia Church Douglas Elementary School 70% No Info 75% No Info

Open Arms Fellowship Brunson Elementary School No Info 70% No Info 85%

Open Arms Fellowship Fennell Elementary School No Info 60% No Info 64%

Open Arms Fellowship Open Arms Fellowship Center No Info 61% No Info 61%

Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club Elloree Elementary/Middle No Info 40% No Info 51%
School

Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls Club Holly Hill Roberts Middle School No Info 54% No Info 35%

Orangeburg Consolidated School Bethune-Bowman Elementary 46% >50% Mis 48% > 50% Mis

District5 School

Orangeburg Consolidated School Bethune-Bowman Middle/High 67% 63% 43% 63%

District5 School

Orangeburg Consolidated School Brookdale Elementary School 75% 50% 79% 54%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School DoverElementarySchool 85% 72% 75% 72%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Marshal Elementary School 50% 46% 63% 50%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Mellichamp Elementary 58% 60% 16% 65%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School North Middle/High School 55% 26% 68% 53%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Rivelon ElementarySchool 67% 78% 71% 78%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Robert E. Howard Middle School 86% 50% 50% 70%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Sheridan ElementarySchool 50% 72% 77% 91%

District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Whittaker Elementary Schools 48% 85% 52% 90%
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District5

Orangeburg Consolidated School William J. Clark Middle School 73% 50% 63% 70%

District5

Pickens County Schools A.R.Lewis ElementarySchool 80.77% No Info 63.46% No Info

Pickens County Schools Pickens Middle School 60% No Info 74.42% No Info

Richland County Recreation Foundation | John P. Thomas Elementary No Info 43% No Info 64%
School

Richland CountySchool District 1 - Alcorn Middle School No Info 56% No Info 58%

Alcorn

Richland CountySchool District1 - Burton-Pack Elementary No Info 65% No Info 80%

Burton-Pack

Richland CountySchool District1 - Columbia High School 40% No Info 47% No Info

Columbia

Richland County School District1 - Heyward Gibbes Middle School No Info 48% No Info 48%

Gibbes

Richland CountySchool District1 - Hyatt Park Elementary School 64% 35% 66% 47%

Hyatt Park

Richland County School District 1 - Keenan High School No Info No Info No Info No Info

Keenan

Richland CountySchool District 1 - W.A. Perry Middle School No Info 59% No Info 63%

Perry

Richland CountySchool District1 - Sanders Middle School No Info 47% No Info 64%

Sanders

Richland County School District 2 Bridge Creek ElementarySchool > 50% Mis 58% > 50% Mis 59%

Richland County School District 2 CenterforAccelerated 44% > 50% Mis 36% > 50% Mis
Preparation

Richland CountySchool District 2 Forest Lake ElementarySchool >50% Mis 42% >50% Mis 57%

Richland County School District 2 JosephKeels Elementary School > 50% Mis 33% >50% Mis 54%

Richland CountySchool District 2 Killian Elementary School >50% Mis >50% Mis >50% Mis >50% Mis

Richland CountySchool District 2 L. W.Conder Elementary School No Info 50% No Info 58%

Richland CountySchool District 2 LongleafMiddle School > 50% Mis 41% >50% Mis 55%

Richland CountySchool District 2 Windsor Elementary School >50% Mis 45% >50% Mis 64%

Salem Academy Project SOAR Salem Academy No Info 45% No Info 85%

Save the Children - Bishopville Bishopville Primary School No Info 38% No Info 67%

Save the Children - Lake City Lake City Elementary School >50% Mis 52% >50% Mis 63%

School District 5-Lexingtonand H.E. CorleyElementary School 53% 61% 49% 61%

Richland Counties

School District 5-Lexingtonand Irmo Middle School 42% 72% 56% 63%

Richland Counties

School District 5-Lexingtonand Seven Oaks Elementary School 62% 74% 63% 79%

Richland Counties

School District of Oconee County Blue Ridge Elementary 70% 52% 71% 65%

Sumter CountySchool District Jehovah Christianand Academic No Info 63% No Info 73%
School

Sumter CountySchool District M.H. Newton Family Life > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis
Enrichment Center

Sumter CountySchool District North Hope Center > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis

Sumter CountySchool District South Hope Center > 50% Mis 68% > 50% Mis 68%

Sumter CountySchool District Trinity Missionary Baptist Church | >50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis

The Assignment Agency BiblewayBaptist Church No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis

The Assignment Agency Brookland Baptist Church No Info 58% No Info 63%

The Assignment Agency The Assignment Agency No Info 88% No Info 88%

Upstate Circle of Friends Lakeview Middle School No Info 43% No Info 57%

Williamsburg County School District Kenneth Gardner Elementary 53% 71% 63% 79%
School

Williamsburg County School District Kingstree Junior High School 61% 66% 49% 64%
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Williamsburg County School District W. M. Anderson Primary School 71% No Info 55% No Info

Williamsburg County School District Williamsburg County Magnet No Info 58% No Info 63%
School of the Arts

Williamsburg County School District - Greeleyville Elementary School 73% 42% 76% 58%

Greeleyville

Williamsburg County School District - C. E. MurrayHigh School 61% 48% 84% 58%

Murray

Wings for Kids Chicora School of > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis > 50% Mis
Communications

Wings forKids James Simons ElementarySchool | 68% 56% No Info 74%

Wings forKids Me mminger School of Global > 50% Mis >50% Mis No Info >50% Mis
Studies

Wings forKids North Charleston Elementary 65% 60% No Info 66%
School

YWCA of Greater Charleston Mitchell Elementary School No Info > 50% Mis No Info > 50% Mis

YWCA
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Appendix 5: Federal Teacher Survey

2lst CELE Annval Performance Report (APR) - Teacher Survey

Teacher Survey—21st Century Community Learning Centers (215t CCLCs)

Mame of student:
Grade'school:
Subject taught (if middle or high schoo)

o what axbent has your studant A{:[:Bptatll& Lavel DTFUI"K:“DH'HQ KMot Demonstratad Eﬂ”f In School Year — ||T||:|[D\'E’|TIB|'|1 ‘Warranted
changad thelr behavior interma of: | oy s waea | Signincant Maderate slight Slight Woderats significant
to ||'|'Ipﬂ:l'l'9 Impr{wamant ||T|FITENB|T|G|'|': ||'|'|F|TDW|'|'QFI1 Ho Change Decling Decline Dacline
Turn ng In hisfher homesork an ime. D D D D D D D D
gﬂ:ﬁ;lhﬂmm". &0 your D D D D D D D D
Partizpaling in Class. O O | O O O O O
ﬁco‘;m-::;%.;?";:}r exira cfedt ar D D D D D D D D
Atteneing oiass regulary. O O O | | | (| O
Being attentive In dass | | | O | | | O
Behaving wel In class. O O (| Od | | O O
Acagemlc Ffmmm D D D D D D D D
Coming fo school motivated bo kearm. O O O | O O O O
Getiing along weell witn ofher studants. D D D D D D D D
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Appendix 6. Compliance Scores Data Entry into AS21 for All Sites

Compliance
Subgrantee Site Score
Academic Achievers W.C. Sullivan Middle School 9
Aiken County Schools North Aiken Elementary School 7
Anderson School District 2 Belton Elementary School 7
Anderson School District 2 Marshall Primary School 5
Anderson School District 2 Honea Path Elementary School 6.5
Anderson School District 2 Wright Elementary School 7
Anderson School District 5 Nevitt Forest 7
Barnwell School District 19 Blackville-Hilda High School 5
Blackville-Hilda Junior High
Barnwell School District 19 School 6
Barnwell School District 19 Macedonia Elementary School 7
Berkeley County School District St. Stephen Elementary School 12
Bethlehem Christian Academy Bethlehem Christian Academy 6.5
Boys and Girls Club of the Pee Dee | Hannah-Pamplico
Area Elementary/Middle School 6
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | O.P. Earle Elementary School 9
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | Pacolet Elementary School 10
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate
- Lee/Pecan B.D. Lee Elementary School 10.5
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | Arcadia Elementary School 8
W. Herbert Chapman Elementary
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | School 9
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | Cleveland Elementary School 8
Mary H. Wright Elementary
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | School 7
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate
- Lee/Pecan Pecan Street 9.5
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | Carver Middle School 8
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | Cowpens Elementary School 8.5
Boys and Girls Club of the Upstate | Chesnee Elementary School 10
Carolina Children's Home Carolina Children's Home 8
Chameleon Inspirations Learning
Center - Kelly Chameleon Learning Center 9
Charleston County School District Pinehurst Elementary 5
Edmund A. Burns Elementary
Charleston County School District School 5.5
Charleston County School District Military Magnet Academy 6
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Charleston County School District North Charleston High School 3.5

Charleston County School District Lambs Elementary School 7
Sanders-Clyde Elementary/Middle

Charleston County School District School 8.5

Charleston County School District Haut Gap Middle School 8.5

Clarendon County School District

One St Paul Elementary School 7.5

Clarendon County School District

Two Manning Primary 8

Clemson University La France Elementary School 11

Clemson University Pendleton Elementary School 12

Clemson University Townville Elementary School 12

Clemson University Spearman Elementary School 11

Clemson University West Pelzer Elementary School 11

Clemson University Youth

Learning Institute Youth Development Center 6

Clemson University Youth

Learning Institute Youth Challenge Academy 4

Clemson University Youth St. James Santee Elementary

Learning Institute School 55

Colleton County School District Colleton County Middle School 11.5

Communities In Schools of Chester | Chester Park Center of Literacy

County, Inc. Through Technology 11

Communities In Schools of Chester | Chester Park Elementary School

County, Inc. of the Arts 11

Communities In Schools of Chester | Chester Park Elementary School

County, Inc. of Inquiry 11

Communities in Schools of

Greenville Woodmont Middle School 8.5

Communities in Schools of

Greenville Sue Cleveland Elementary School 9.5

Communities in Schools of

Greenville Monaview Elementary School 10

Creative Advancement Centers Creative Advancement Center 9

Dorchester County School District

2 Joseph R. Pye Elementary School 8.5

Dorchester County School District

2 Alston Middle School 7.5

Dorchester County School District | James H. Spann Elementary

2 School 7.5

Dorchester County School District

4 St. George Middle School 12
Savannah Grove Elementary

Elite Educational Services School 6
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Felton Laboratory School Felton Laboratory School 6.5

Florence School District 1 Moore Intermediate School 8

Florence School District 1 Southside Middle School 8

Florence School District 1 Williams Middle School 8

Greenwood County School District

50 Merrywood Elementary School 6.5

Greenwood County School District

50 Mathews Elementary School 7

Greenwood County School District

50 Lakeview Elementary School 6.5

Greenwood County School District

50 Eleanor S. Rice Elementary 5

Greenwood County School District

50 Springfield Elementary School 5

Hampton County School District 1 | Wade Hampton High School 4

Hampton County School District 2 | Estill Elementary School 8.5

Horry County - Pee Dee Pee Dee Elementary School 8

Horry County - South Conway South Conway Elementary School 6.5
Riverside Community

I Can Kids, Inc. Development Center 7.5

Kershaw County Baron DeKalb Elementary School 55
Brooklyn Springs Elementary

Lancaster County School District School 8
McDonald Green Elementary

Lancaster County School District School 8

Lancaster County School District Clinton Elementary School 8

Lancaster County School District Kershaw Elementary School 8.5

Lancaster County School District North Elementary School 8.5

Laurens County School District 55 | EB Morse Elementary School 10

Laurens County School District 55 | Ford Elemenatry School 9.5

Laurens County School District 55 | Laurens Elementary School 8.5

Laurens County School District 55 | Laurens Middle School 8.5

Laurens County School District 55 | Sanders Middle School 8.5

Laurens School District 56 Clinton High School 7.5

Lexington County School District 1 | Pelion Elementary School 8

Lexington County School District 1 | Forts Pond Elementary School 7.5
Batesburg-Leesville Elementary

Lexington County School District 3 | School 8
Batesburg-Leesville Primary

Lexington County School District 3 | School 8

Life Resource Center Fairforest Middle School 6.5
Spartanburg High School

Life Resource Center Freshman Academy 5
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Marion School District 1 Johnakin Middle School 5

Marion School District 1 Marion Intermediate School 2

Marion School District 2 McCormick Elementary School 6

Marion School District 2 Palmetto Middle School 5

Marlboro County School District Bennettsville Intermediate School 7

Marlboro County School District Blenheim Elementary School 55

Marlboro County School District Marlboro County High School 4.5
McColl Elementary/Middle

Marlboro County School District School 5

Marlboro County School District Clio Elementary/Middle School 6.5
McCormick County School

McCormick County School District | District PK-12 Complex 8.5

Old Macedonia Church Douglas Elementary School 4.5

Open Arms Fellowship Open Arms Fellowship Center 6.5

Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls

Club Elloree Elementary/Middle School 7.5

Orangeburg Consolidated School Bethune-Bowman Elementary

District 5 School 8

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Dover Elementary School 10.5

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Marshal Elementary School 9

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Rivelon Elementary School 10

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Whittaker Elementary Schools 9

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Brookdale Elementary School 8

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Sheridan Elementary School 8

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Robert E. Howard Middle School 10

Orangeburg Consolidated School Bethune-Bowman Middle/High

District 5 School 11

Pickens County Schools A.R. Lewis Elementary School 11

Pickens County Schools Pickens Middle School 10.5

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 North Middle/High School 7

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 William J. Clark Middle School 9

Richland County Recreation John P. Thomas Elementary

Foundation School 8

Richland County School District 1 -

Gibbes Heyward Gibbes Middle School 55
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Richland County School District 1 -

Perry W. A. Perry Middle School 6.5

Richland County School District 1 -

Burton-Pack Burton-Pack Elementary 6.5

Richland County School District 1 -

Hyatt Park Hyatt Park Elementary School 9.5

Richland County School District 1 -

Sanders Sanders Middle School 9.5

Richland County School District 1 -

Keenan Keenan High School 5

Richland County School District 1 -

Columbia Columbia High School 8

Richland County School District 1 -

Alcorn Alcorn Middle School 55

Richland County School District 2 | L. W. Conder Elementary School 6.5

Richland County School District 2 | Killian Elementary School 8

Richland County School District 2 | Forest Lake Elementary School 10.5

Richland County School District 2 | Longleaf Middle School 10

Richland County School District 2 | Bridge Creek Elementary School 9.5

Richland County School District 2 | Center for Accelerated Preparation 9.5

Richland County School District 2 | Windsor Elementary School 8

Salem Academy Project SOAR Salem Academy 9.5

Save the Children - Lake City Lake City Elementary School 7.5

Save the Children - Bishopville Bishopville Primary School 6

School District 5-Lexington and

Richland Counties H. E. Corley Elementary School 10

School District 5-Lexington and

Richland Counties Seven Oaks Elementary School 11

School District 5-Lexington and

Richland Counties Irmo Middle School 10.5

School District of Oconee County Blue Ridge Elementary 10

Sumter County School District Trinity Missionary Baptist Church 5
M.H. Newton Family Life

Sumter County School District Enrichment Center 55
Jehovah Christian and Academic

Sumter County School District School 3

Sumter County School District North Hope Center 6.5

The Assignment Agency The Assignment Agency 5.5

The Assignment Agency Brookland Baptist Church 7

The Assignment Agency Bibleway Baptist Church 7

Upstate Circle of Friends Lakeview Middle School 5

Williamsburg County School Williamsburg County Magnet

District School of the Arts 9

Williamsburg County School Kingstree Junior High School 11
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District

Williamsburg County School

Kenneth Gardner Elementary

District School 8

Williamsburg County School

District W. M. Anderson Primary School 7.5

Wings for Kids James Simons Elementary School 7.5
North Charleston Elementary

Wings for Kids School 7
Chicora School of

Wings for Kids Communications 55
Memminger School of Global

Wings for Kids Studies 8
Mitchell Elementary School

YWCA of Greater Charleston YWCA 6

Clemson University Cedar Grove Elementary School 12

Chameleon Inspirations Learning

Center Chameleon Learning Center 55

Sumter County School District South Hope Center 8

Anderson School District 2 Belton Middle School 7

Anderson School District 2 Honea Path Middle School 7

Orangeburg Consolidated School

District 5 Mellichamp Elementary 9

Anderson School District 5 New Prospect STEM Academy 11

Clemson University Palmetto Elementary School 12

Open Arms Fellowship Brunson Elementary School 6.5

Open Arms Fellowship Fennell Elementary School 7

Richland County School District 2 | Joseph Keels Elementary School 7.5

Williamsburg County School

District - Murray C. E. Murray High School 9

Williamsburg County School

District - Greeleyville Greeleyville Elementary School 7

Orangeburg Area Boys & Girls

Club Holly Hill Roberts Middle School 7.5

Jasper County School District AGAPE 7
Boys and Girls Club (Jasper

Jasper County School District County) 8
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Appendix 7: South Carolina 21°' CCLC APR Summary

APR Summary hitps: //scas2].cayen-server.net/ Aplus/rpt APR Summary.asp
APR Summary
All Districts
Funding Source: All APR Funding Sources
APR Funding Sources: State 21st Century CLC
Date Run: Friday, February 14, 2014 at 10:51:16 AM ()
District Site APR APR Reporting Period Staff Community Objectives  |Activities|
Funding Collaborations
Source [Symmer  [School Year [APR [Current |Prior Entered |[APR|Fur Partners{Total Entered
Set Up? 'Year |School School Info(Source Dollars
Year Year
A ) 20122013 [2011-2012
lAcademic W.C. Sullivan 5/5/2012-7 |8/1/2012-5
rchiovers  [Middle School |85 |aja01> | |/a/h013 2013 school School 1 1 2 $66,431.00[5 5 3
‘ear Year
F i 20122013
niken County[North Aiken 6/11/2012-69/10/2012-5 }
el Homentaey School |88 [/bg/3012.  |for20a3 2013 322?0' 20112012 (14 14 |14 13 $82,721.00[8 8 7
iAnderson 2011-2012
school elon Hemenfaryvee. |- %lzziggu—e 2013 [2012-2013 [school |12 12 |12 5 $74,100.00|6 3 G5
District 2 Year
) 20112012
Belton Middle 8/21/2012-6
Yes |- 2013 [2012-2013 |school 13 11 |10 a $62,850.00[6 5 5
School /6/2013 o
20112012
Honea Path 8f21/2012-6
Yes |- 2013 |2012-2013 |School 1 10 |10 4 $71,300.00(6 5 11
Elementary School /6/2013 Year
3011-2012
Honea Path 8/21/2012-6
¢ Yes |- 2013 [2012-2013 |School 12 10 |10 5 $77,300.00(6 5 8
Middle School /6/2013 Viar
) 2011-2012
oISl PAMERE yes e 77//2215?2'6 2013 [2012-2013 [school |7 6 |6 3 $64,100.00(6 5 5
Year
" 20112012
‘é‘l’gggtnmry&hool Yes |- 77//2215?2'6 2013 [2012-2013 [school |17 12 |17 3 $70,800.00(6 5 11
Year
Anderson 20122013 20112012
School Nevitt Forest  [Yes /62/31143?52 9 %gﬁgﬁ 5 12013 |school  |School |64 64 |64 3 $15,000.00(6 3 13
District 5 Year Year
20122013 [2011-2012
New Prospect 6/4/2012-8 |8/21/2012-6
o e [em [t [is 2013 |school School 45 a5 |as 4 $14,500.00(6 5 17
Year Year
Bamwell T 20122013 [2011-2012
Blackville-Hilda 6/4/2012-6 |9/4/2012-5
School s Yes 2013 |school School 2 2 |2 4 $125.00/6 5 3
Dictoct 1o [High School /14/2012  |j9/2013 il E- ke
P 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Blackville-Hilda 6/4/2012-6 |9/4/2012-5
o it ool |15 |iasors ” lorois 2013 |school school 5 5 |s 4 $125.00/6 5 3
Year Year
; 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Macedonia 6/4/2012-6 |9/4/2012-5
Blomentry school |85 [Mais01s * |joe013 2013 |school School 5 5 |5 4 $125.00/6 5 5
Year Year
Berkeley
20122013 [2011-2012
County St. Stephen 6/1/2012-7 |1/7/2013-4
School Hementary School %8 /312012 * |f26/2013 2015 |School - {echool 126 26 |0 0 $0.005 0 15
District
Bethlehem 20112012
Christian  [Bethlehem  es | %}%igu‘ﬁ 2013 [2012-2013 |school |7 7 |7 4 5125,600.00]3 1 7
iAcademy Y Year
Blueprint Blueprint 3 : 2012-2013 (2011-2012
Leadership |Leadership [Yes %iﬁgg 7 %i{ég}g 3 2013 |School School o] 0 0 1 %$20,000.00|7 [s) 0
|Academy IAcademy Year Year
Boys and .
; Hannah-Pamplico 2011-2012
Cirds Club of |Aomentary/Middie|ves |- %}¢§81§7 2013 |2012-2013 |School |18 18 |18 16 5136,587.00|5 5 10
Area School Year
Boys and . 2012-2013
: Arcadia 6/4/2012-7 |8/20/2012-5 I
Girls Club of [EENIR o tool[fes  [Ho/2012 * |/aofs013 - [2013 |School 2011-2012 [0 o |o 9 $105,250.00|5 5 9
ithe Upstate Year
: 20122013
Canertidde:  yeq lﬁzlgﬁgg Z %g%ggéz 5 l2013 [school  |2011-2012 |10 10 |10 5 5106,350.00|5 5 3
Year
20122013
Chesnee 6/11/2012-7(8/20/2012-5 y
Elementary School Y85 [136/2012 /3012015~ [2013 YSgl;?ol 2011-2012 |9 9 |0 8 $120,100.00|5 5 6
20122013
Cleveland 5/29/2012-7(8/20/2012-5 }
Blomaniary school[2° |1er/vot2 |soraots. ~ [2013 zgz:ol 2011-2012 |5 5 |5 5 $105,860.00/6 5 o
20122013
Cowpens 6/4/2012-6 (9/4/2012-5 :
ety school[T85  [ha012 * |rsarsois ~ [2013 \zgz:ol 2011-2012 |6 s |6 3 4103,645.00|5 2 6
) 20122013
Mary H. Wright 5/29/2012-7(8/20/2012-5 ;
Bomontary snool 78S Ao fsora.  |rsofsors. ~ [2013 %g?ol 2011-2012 |6 6 |6 16 $131,700.00/6 5 o
2012-2013
0.P. Earle 6/4/2012-7 |8/20/2012-5 B
Hlomontary school 25 |faofz01s ~ |rsofs01s ~ [2013 ‘zg?ol 2011-2012 |6 6 |6 3 $103,183.00|5 5 o
20122013
Pacolet 6/4/2012-7 |8/20/2012-5 y
Homentary school 85 |/aofa01s ~ |fsofs015 ~ [2013 szg?ol 2011-2012 |6 5 |6 15 $114,093.00|5 5 o
W. Herbert 20122013
Chapman ves /52@%%‘32’7 73/,3%3‘;;2'5 2013 [School  [2011-2012 |6 s |6 13 $120,900.00|5 5 o
Elementary School Year
Boys and
Girls Club of [B.D. Lee 6/4/2012-6 |1/3/2013-5 ’ y
o Uretate [Homentary School Y85 [1afs01z. — |foafaots ~ [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |7 7|7 4 $107,150.00|5 5 5
- Lee/Pecan
1of6 2/14/2014 11:52 AM

84



APR Summary hitps: //scas21.cayen-server.net/ Aplus/rpt APR Summary.asp
6/4/2012-8 |8/20/2012-5 g ,
Pecan Street [Yes /372012 12812013 2013 |2012-2013 |2011-2012 |6 5 5 5 $3,000.00(6 6 i
Carolina : 2011-2012
. . Carolina 6/4/2012-8 |8{20/2012-6 _
Children's Children's Home [Yes /10/2012 /772013 2013 |2012-2013 |School i5 15 (15 4 $45,033.00(6 6 9
Home Year
Chameleon
PR 2012-2013 (2011-2012
Inspirations |[Chameleon B 9f17/2012-5
Leaming Leaming Center Yes /3172013 2013 |School School 3 3 3 1 $200.00(6 6 4
Year Year
Center
Chameleon
Inspirations i 2012-2013 (2011-2012
leaming  [cameleon o lves |- %/1275212 5 12013 |schooi  |school 5 5 s 4 $850.00[5 5 4
Center - 9 year year
Kelly
Charleston
2012-2013 (2011-2012
County Edmupd Az Burme: v, L 917/2012-4 19013 |school  |School |15 15 |15 4 $69,500.00/5 5 4
School Elementary School /972013
e Year Year
District
" 2012-2013 (2011-2012
uiCean Middle |yog | /15%3%3'5 2013 [School  |School |15 15 |15 5 $20,000.00[7 7 4
Year Year
2012-2013 (2011-2012
Lambs Elementary L 9f17/2012-5
School Yes /2442013 2013 |School School i1 11 (11 4 $86,622.00{10 10 4
Year Year
i 2012-2013 (2011-2012
lilitary Magnet  1yes |- PAIAA2 Y 013 [school  |school |8 s |8 4 $38,000.00[10 10 4
Y Year Year
2012-2013 (2011-2012
North Charleston 10/8/2012-5
; Yes = 2013 |School School 3 3 3 1 $12,000.00{10 10 4
High School /20/2013 Yoar Yoar
5 2012-2013 (2011-2012
pinehuet Yes |- %/1275?2-4 2013 [school  [school |10 10 |10 4 $69,500.00|5 5 4
i Year Year
Sanders-Clyde 1/28/2013-5 2012-2013 (2011-2012
Elementary/Middle|Yes e /3172013 2013 |School School 10 4 6 6 $20,000.00|7 7 4
School Year Year
Clarendon
2011-2012
County St Paul B 1/7/2013-5 i
School Elementary School Yes /3012013 2013 |2012-2013 s(e:l;(:ol e 6 6 1 $75.00[114 14 6
District One
Clarendon 2011-2012
County < < 6/10/2012-7|8/1/2012-6 5
School Manning Primary [Yes /31/2012 1772013 2013 |2012-2013 \S,xe:Z?ol 4 4 |4 2 %$30,000.00{11 11 36
District Two
Clemson Cedar Grove B 9/10/2012-4 5 _
University Elementary School [Yes /2512013 2013 |2012-2013 (2011-2012 |22 22 |13 3 $15,761.00{7 7 3
La France 9/10/2012-4
Elementary School [Yes - /25/2013 2013 |2012-2013 (2011-2012 (34 34 |22 3 $15,761.00{7 7 4
Palmetto C 0/10/2012-4 B ,
Hementary School Yes /25/2013 2013 |12012-2013 (2011-2012 {19 19 (14 3 $15,761.00{7 7 4
Pendleton B 9/10/2012-4 2 _
Hementary School Yes /25/2013 2013 |12012-2013 (2011-2012 (38 30 |22 4 $19,211.00{7 7 4
Spearman B 9/10/2012-4 i %
Elementary School Yes /25/2013 2013 |2012-2013 (2011-2012 {43 43 |32 4 $16,561.00[9 9 5
[Townville B 9/10/2012-4 o _
Elementary School [Yes /2512013 2013 |2012-2013 (2011-2012 |31 31 |18 3 %$15,761.00(7 7 4
West Pelzer B 9/10/2012-4 0 ~
Elementary School Yes /2512013 2013 |2012-2013 (2011-2012 {40 39 |24 3 $15,761.00[9 9 5
Clemson
University Lincoln 2 - 2012-2013 (2011-2012
iYouth Middle-High No %ﬂ%gg Z %,i;%g}% 5 2013 |school School [o] 0 0 3 $1,800.00{3 t& 0
Leaming School year Year
Institute
2012-2013 (2011-2012
St. James Santee 6/1/2012-8 |9/24/2012-5
Elementary School [Yes /10/2012 /31/2013 2013 |school School 1 1 1 2 $1,000.00[3 3 18
year Year
2012-2013 (2011-2012
'Youth Challenge 6/14/2012-7|7/9/2012-6
Academy Yes /872012 /1242013 2013 |school School 3 8 1 2 $45,225.00{12 12 11
year Year
'Youth 8/6/2012-5 2012-2013 (2011-2012
Development IYes - /3172013 2013 |school School 4 4 4 5 $34,250.00(12 12 o
Center year Year
gﬁgn Colleton County 6/4/2012-6 |9/4/2012-5 20112012
School Middle School Yes /29/2012 71772013 2013 |2012-2013 \S’xe:ggol 15 13 1 5 $2 56,000.00(16 13 2
District
Communities [Chester Park
In Schools of [Center of Literacy B 9f17/2012-4 . _
Chester hroudh [Yes 12512013 2013 |2012-2013 |2011-2012 |4 4 4 6 $103,500.00|5 5 kel
County, Inc. |Technology
Chester Park
Elementary School[Yes |- 917120124 15013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a 3 5103,500.00]5 5 s
© /25/2013
of Inquiry
Chester Park
Elementary School [Yes = 917 /20104 2013 |2012-2013 |2011-2012 |4 4 4 6 $103,500.00(5 5 7
/25/2013
of the Arts
Communities K 2012-2013 (2011-2012
A Monaview N 1/2/2013-5
in Scho_ols of Hlementary School Yes 1972013 2013 |School School 15 1 1 14 $25,958.00|7 7 19
Greenville Year Year
2012-2013 (2011-2012
Sue Cleveland 9/10/2012-5
[Yes = 2013 |School School 14 14 |8 21 %$46,860.00(7 7 18
Elementary School /972013 Vear Vair
" 2012-2013 (2011-2012
Woodmont Middle lyee: [ %/1;5?2—5 2013 [School  |School |8 4 |3 15 $43,075.00[11 11 13
Year Year
Creative Creative 6/1/2012-8 |0/4/2012-5
iAdvancement{Advancement [Yes 2013 |2012/2013 |2011-2012 |6 5 6 2 $73,536.00[6 6 1
Centers Center /31/2012 /31/2013

20f6
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Dorchester
) 2011-2012
County Alston Middle 6/10/2012-7(9/19/2012-5
School School Yes /112012 |j30/2013  [2913 Schoel |6 5 |6 $3,200.00 1
District 2
20112012
lames H. Spann 6/10/2012-7(9/26/2012-5
Elementary School | [/10/2012  |3072013 2013 school |6 s e $3,200.00 i
3011-2012
lloseph R. Pye . 9f26/2012-5
ety etisol|Tes horeois  [2013 \zl;?ol 10 10 |10 $3,200.00) 2
River Oaks Middle [No - - [ 0 [s] $0. 00 0
Dorchester
. 2011-2012
County St. George Middle 6/4/2012-6 |9/4/2012-5 ¥
[t et Yes Motz - |payaots 2013 [2012-2013 \Sf;g?ol 13 10 |13 $8,500.00) 8
District 4
Flite 2012-2013 [2011-2012
: Savannah Grove 6/4/2012-6 |8/20/2012-5
Educational Yes 2013 |School School 16 14 (14 $3,000.00 13
Services Elementary School /29/2012 /10/2013 vear Yoar
Felton 3012-2013
Laboratory  [Felbon Laboratory \ye,  [6/3/2003-7 |9/3/2043-5 o014 9013-0014 [School |30 20 |20 $17,350.00 3
ey 00l /11/2013  |j1/2014 ek
Florence Moore 2012-2013 (2011-2012
school Intermediate  [Yes lﬁzfgﬁggﬁ 73/,/255?2'5 2013 [school  [school |13 13 |13 $23,900.00 4
District 1 School Year Year
A 20122013 20112012
Southside Middle 6/4/2011-6 |8/20{2012-5
sl Yes  [Hal012  |fiopa013  [PO13 \s{g;?ol %Z?OI 6 6 |6 $13,200.00 6
= : 20122013 [2011-2012
Williams Middle 6/4/2011-6 |8/20/2012-5
s Yes  [Bajp012  |f3ro013 2013 \?gl;?ol \%{e:l;?ol 13 13 |13 $13,200.00 8
Greenwood
; 2011-2012
County Eleanor S. Rice n 1/7/2013-4 ¥
Mt Epadarak Yes 5e013  [2013 [2012-2013 scel;?ol 16 16 |16 $32,000.00 4
District 50
) 2011-2012
Lakeview n 1/7/2013-4 -
Homontary school |72 Hes01s — [2013 [2012-2013 \S,xég?ol 18 18 |18 $32,000.00 4
20112012
Mathews ] 9/10/2012-5 g
Hementary School |75 b3/0015  [2013 [2012-2013 scel;?ol 26 26 |17 $117,000.00) 5
20112012
Merrywood B 9/10/2012-5 2
Homentary School 725 h3a013 | [2013 [2012-2013 sgl;?ol 1 11 w0 $117,000.00) 5
- 20112012
Springfield B 1/7/2013-4 ”
Eamentany School |72 har0ts | [2013 [2012-2013 \%{e:l;?ol 26 26 |13 $32,000.00 4
Hampton
2011-2012
County \Wade Hampton B 0/10/2012-5 .
o High Schoo! Yes 2013 2013 |2012-2013 \ZZ?OI 27 27 |15 $39,300.00 8
District 1
Hampton
County Estill Elementary
School School s 3 B o L 2009 =
District 2
Horry County [Pee Dee _ 8f22/2012-6 2 B
oee boe |Hemantary school|YeS 72013 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 [24 24 |24 $2,300.00) 4
Horry County 20122013 |2011-2012
" South Conway 6/1/2012-7 |9/17/2012-5
CDS::JS; Elemeniany &hool Y88 [12012 . |/i0/a015  [013 ?g;?ol \ZZ?OI 18 18 |14 $2,000.00) 1
Riverside
: ; 2012-2013
I Can Kids, [Community n 8/20/2012-6 ~
by L Yes ofols © [2013 ‘zgﬁol 2011-2012 |20 19 |17 $5,500.00) 7
Center
lasper
2012-2013 [2011-2012
County 6/1/2012-7 |9/10/2012-3
S AGAPE ves (A0 |fiasots o [2013 \Zg(:ol zl;?m 2 2 |2 $30,000.00 o
District
Boys and Girls B B 20122013 [2011-2012
Club (Jasper es  [0/1/2012-7 |0/10/2012-3 |45 |eonool  |school |4 4 |a 5110,000.00) 2
County) /31/2012 /14/2013 Year Year
; 20122013 [2011-2012
Hardeeville 6/1/2012-7 |8/1/2012-5
Hementary School"® /312012~ |/31/2005 ~ [2013 |Sehool - {&chool 0 o 0 #0:00 0
Hardeeville 20122013 [2011-2012
Micdle/High No 6/1/2012-7 18/1/2012-5 |15 1gno0l  |school |0 o o $0.00 o
School /31/2012 /31/2013 Year Year
} 20122013 [2011-2012
Ridgeland 6/1/2012-7 [8/1/2012-5
Elementary N /312012 |/3172013  [PO18 322?0' \2220' 12 G #0090 i
; " 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Ridgeland High 6/1/2012-7 |8/1/2012-5
School No; J31/2012  |yaaje013 (P01 [School - echool o 0 10 #0100 0
) ) 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Ridgeland Middle 6/1/2012-7 |8/1/2012-5
school fie /3172012 |f3j2003 (2013 (School - jSchool 0 o [ $0.00 Iy
2012-2013 [2011-2012
Baron Dekalb g | H2012-5 o013 [school  [school |15 15 |13 $7,200.00 18
County Elementary School /3/2013 vear Year
Lancaster
; 2011-2012
County Brooklyn Springs 6/4/2012-8 |8/20/2012-5 ¥
o Bomenry conoollfes  [Plorzots - |psivots | [2013 [2012-2013 sg;?ol 10 10 |10 $5,500.00) 2
District
] 20112012
Clinton 6/4/2012-8 [8/20/2012-5 .
Honentary school|["®5  |s1ai201s ~ |fsiivots ~ [2013 [2012-2013 zl;?ol s |6 $4,000.00 2
20112012
Kershaw 6/4/2012-8 |8/20/2012-5 g
Romentary school |85 [Tlais01 - |reafsors. ~ [2013 [2012-2013 zl;?ol o o |o $4,000.00 2
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20112012
McDonald Green 6/4/2012-8 |8/20{2012-5 .
Hementary School 25 |/19/2015  |/51/9013  [2013 [2012-2013 \S’xe:g?ol 1 1|11 2 $4,000.00(9 o
20112012
North Elementary 6/4/2012-8 |8/20/2012-5 g
sy Yes oS0t - |faifools 2013 [2012-2013 \%{e:l;?ol 21 21 |21 2 $4,000.005 2
Laurens
2011-2012
County EB Morse B 8/27/2012-4 v
o Hlarmania s school 728 oaots | [2013 [2012-2013 sgr;?ol 16 16 |16 4 $7,960.00[5 5
District 55
3011-2012
Ford Elemenatry B 8f27/2012-4 g
il Yes rorso1s | [2013 [2012-2013 sgg?ol 14 14 |14 4 47,960.005 5
3011-2012
Laurens B 8f27/2012-4 5
Elomentary school |5 oo [2013 [2012-2013 s;l;?ol 14 14 |14 4 $7,960.00[5 s
; 20112012
Laurens Middle B 8/27/2012-4 r
it Yes orhols - [2013 [2012-2013 \Zg?m 7 7|7 4 $7,960.005 4
) 20112012
Sanders Middle B 8/27[2012-4 e
Foihin Yes orsots - [2013 20122013 sgr;?ol 10 10 |10 4 $7,960.00(5 4
Laurens . i e 2011-2012
School c"ﬁ;gl” High Yes |- /1%/1256%212 312013 |2012-2013 |School 16 16 |18 1 $1,500.00[3 5
District 56 Year
o Jrorts fond 1/7/2013-5
unty on _ - ¥ ¥
it Homentary School |72 572013 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |7 7|7 11 $30,217.00f6 5
District 1
Pelion Elementary 1/7/2013-5
echosi Yes |- 515013 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 (14 14 |14 11 $30,217.00[6 5
Lexington
Batesburg- = i 2012-2013
g’ﬁ;‘gl" Leesville Yes /6{1/143?;2 6%}%%“ 5 12013 [school 2011-2012 |34 34 |33 8 $9,875.00[8 5
District 3 Elementary School Year
Batesburg- . . 20132014 [2012-2013
Leesville Primary [Yes %}%iglz 7 %};ﬁgu 6 12013 [school  |school |18 18 |18 5 52,400.00[7 4
Schoo Year Year
hool
Life Resource|Fairforest Middle B 9/10/2012-5 . _
Poike b o Yes o0 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 (14 14 |14 7 $43,507.00[5 5
Spartanburg High .
School Freshman [Yes |- %}%igu 5 12013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |11 1 |10 5 $15,347.00[5 5
|Academy
Marion " .
school Johnakin Middle o | 942012-5 1013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |17 17 |17 1 $25,000.00(6 a
ke School /1742013
istrict 1
Marion
Intermediate Yes |- /9{#38%75 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 (13 13 |12 2 $33,250.00[6 2
School
Marion ; 20112012
McCormick 9f24/2012-5
School Yes |- 2013 [2012-2013 |school 1 1 | 1 $500.007 5
District 2 Elementary School /1772013 Year
Mullins High B 5
s No o o o 0 $0.007 o
Palmetto Middle i 0724720125 §
Pl Yes i7/o015.  [2013 [2012-2013 o o |o 1 $2,500.00(7 5
Marlboro -
Bennettsville 2012-2013 [2011-2012
oounty Intermediate  [Yes |- /93/,1%3%2—5 2013 [School  |school |2 2 |2 2 $50,000.00{14 7
District School Year Year
A 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Bennettsville 6/1/2012-7 |8/1/2012-5
Ml Sehool  |Te5 [Phii01s | |isireots - [2013 ‘zg?ol s;l;?ol o o o 2 $50,000.00{14 o
i 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Blenheim L 8/21/2012-6
Blementary School |72 2015 [2013 EZZ?OI \S’x;g?ol 1 1|1 3 $92,816.00{14 7
Clio 20122013 |2011-2012
Elementary/Middle[Yes |- 7@%‘%2’6 2013 [school  |school |8 s s 2 $64,924.00[15 i
School Year Year
20122013 20112012
Marlboro County B 9/10/2012-5
Hibh Scroa Yes hagsois - [2013 ?c;;?ol \%cel;?ol 12 1 2 $61,407.00[7 5
McColl 9/19/2012-5 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Hementary/Middle[Yes |- oago013  [2013 |School School 16 16 |18 2 $89,820.00[15 7
hool Year Year
McCormick =
McCormick County i 5 2012-2013 (2011-2012
R School District  [Yes lﬁ,ﬁﬁgg ’ %é%ggéz 6 2013 [school  |school |28 21 |19 1 $500.00j0 15
S PK-12 Complex Year Year
District
old
o Douglas B 9/10/2012-5 s s
Enﬁﬁdhoma Flampntary school |72 o3io013 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |17 17 |15 1 $1,000.00(5 13
Open Arms  [Brunson 6/4/2012-7 |9/4/2012-5 i _
e e el Pt iets 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 (8 2 |2 7 $25,150.00[7 14
Fennel| 6/4/2012-7 |9/4/2012-5 y B
ementary School |28 |/htia012  |7ife013 2013 |2012-2013 |2011-2012 (8 s |8 4 $22,150.00{7 13
Open Ams 6/4/2012-7 |9/4j2012-5 . B
Ellowehip Center [188  [/4112012 * |71/5013 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 (11 i1 |10 8 $46,300.00[7 22
Orangeburg |Elloree % 3
|Area Boys & [Elementary/Middle|Yes ﬂ‘s‘ggg 7 %iﬁs‘l’éz 5 12013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |15 15 |15 4 $11,800.00[5 6
Girls Club School
Holly Hill Roberts 6/4/2012-7 |8/27/2012-5 } B
Middle School - 188 [Mla/3012 © |/s1/5013  [2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |13 13 13 4 $11,800.00{5 6
Orangeburg
Consolidated |Bethune-Bowman 9/4/2012-4
Fipkass Hementary School 188 | 0013 | [2013 [2012:2013 [2011-2012 (3 3 |3 4 $3,000.005 4
District 5
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Bethune-Bowman
Middle /High Yes |- %gﬁgg"‘ 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a 4 43,000,004 4 4
School
Brookdale _ 9/6{2012-4 . R
Dty school[Tes o0ty [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a a $3,000.00/4 4 4
Dover Hementary R 9/4f2012-4 » _
st Yes olaots | [2013 [2012-2018 |2011-2012 |3 s |3 a $3,000.00[5 Y 4
[Marshal 07420124
Hementary School|Y68 | o013 | [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a 4 $3,000.00(5 5 4
Mellichamp B 0/4f2012-4 = %
Hermertony Yes hora015  [2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |3 3 |3 4 $3,000.00[5 5 4
North Middle/High i 0/4/2012-4 } ,
Pl Yes hora015 (2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |1 1 4 $3,000.00/4 4 4
Rivelon a 9/4/2012-4 ” g
Blomentary School |75 iajaots | [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a 4 $3,000.005 5 4
Robert E. Howard i 974/2012-4 r 3
il schoart™ [ves sora0ts | [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |1 1 4 4$3,000.00/4 4 4
Sheridan i 0/d4/2012-4 § B
ey School [7eS ora01s  [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a a $3,000.00(4 4 4
W hittaker
Hlementary Yes |- 9420124 15013 50122013 [2011-2012 |4 4 |a 4 53,000.00[5 5 4
/30/2013
Schools
William 1. Clark i 9/d4/2012-4 X 5
M ek es hora0ts | [2013 [2012-2013 20112012 |2 2 |2 4 $3,000.00(4 4 4
Pickens ) 2012-2013 [2011-2012
County e R %}%iglz's 2013 [school  |school |9 9 o B $29,050.00(5 5 4
Schools Y year Year
: ) 20122013 [2011-2012
Pickens Middle B 0/10/2012-5
it Yes 12013 2013 |school School 1 1 | 9 $29,050.00[5 L 13
year Year
Richland
County ilohn P. Thomas B 8/20/2012-10 2 _
hocroation  [Hommentary Sehool T3 P afaons. | [[2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |5 5 |5 7 $12.00[33 33 10
Foundation
Thomas ES No - B [ o [0 0 $0.00[0 ] o
Richland
Gounty i . . 2012-2013 [2011-2012
school gé%:‘l Middle Yes ﬂ;g%g;z 9 /9&%3(1%2 4 15013 |school school 24 20 |20 11 $27,380.00|6 6 6
District 1 - Year Year
JAlcom
Richland
County i 3,
School Euiton:Pack Yes |- 9/11/2012-4 1513 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 [34 34 |32 5 $30,650.00(6 5 2
Rt Elementary /2542013
istrict 1 -
Burton-Pack
Richland
County - E . 2012-2013 [2011-2012
School Columbia HIgh' e %‘;ﬁgg 7 %iﬁgg 5 12013 |school  |school |12 1|11 s $28,460.00[9 B 12
District 1 - Year Year
Columbia
Richland
County y } ; 20122013 [2011-2012
School H?g&’rar&ﬁ'bﬁes es f{jﬁgﬁ 6 /9?{;}?{3(1%2 4 15013 |school  |school |18 18 |10 5 $24,900.00[0 o 4
District 1 - eee 00| Year Year
Gibbes
Richland
County 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Hyatt Park A 8/25/2012-4
school e niany School 78S ehots 2013 |sehool  [school |20 20 |20 3 $255,775.00/6 5 s
District 1 - Year Year
Hyatt Park
Richland
ohoo! kacnan High Ves  [0f4/2012-6 |8/20/2013-5 1515 150152013 [2011-2012 |7 7 |7 2 $2,000.00(6 5 o
£hon hool /28/2012 (/3042013 R
District 1 -
Keenan
Richland
County ) 2011-2012
Sanders Middle 6/4/2012-6 |9/10/2012-4 g
school R, ves o012 C [/sioots | [2013 [2013-2014 |School 10 10 |10 1 $4,050.00(8 7 4
District 1 - Year
Sanders
Richland
County Bridge Creek B 1/7/2013-4 o _
[t Entasy Schoo |76 oeia01s  [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 [24 24 |24 1 $49,525.00(5 5 8
District 2
Center for
Accelerated es |- /9{3;?{3‘122'5 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |8 s |8 1 $16,000.00(8 8 4
Prepamation
Forest Lake 6/4/2012-7 |8/22/2012-6 3§ B
Erementary School 88 [i2/3012 | |frrabas 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 (37 37 |17 2 $20,000.00{5 5 8
lloseph Keels B 9/6/2012-4 = _
Flomenta 1y school |15 haia01s | [2013[2012-2013 [2011-2012 |5 3 |3 5 $9,000.005 5 12
Killian Elementary 6/11/20127(9/17/2012 5 § B
Sy Yes | noiz  |ji7/s015  |2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |30 30 |28 1 $26,000.00[7 7 8
L. W. Conder i 9/17/2012-4 g} ,
Eiameniary School 78S aihons | [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |18 18 |18 3 $9,830.00/6 5 6
Longleaf Middle _ 9/17/2012-5 i R
o Yes 7ih013  [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |25 25 |25 2 $29,600.00[5 5 3
Windsor 6/11/20127|10/2/2012-5 5 B
Bomeniary school|™®5 [71ors012.  |/3bao1s 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |26 1 1 $70,000.00[5 5 2
Salem orai2012:5 20112012
lAcademy Salem Academy  [Yes = /1012013 2013 |2012-2013 |School 4 4 4 2 4$39,000.00(6 6 6
Project SOAR| Year
e [Bishopuille v, 0/18/2012-8/8/20/2012-6 1513 |5012-2013 [2011-2012 |8 s |s 3 5183,199.0014 14 3
oo [Pimary School  |"9% |12/2012  |/6/2013 s
Bishopyville
Save the s
§ _ |ake city 6/11/2012-78/20/2012-5 g }
(L:Zt.lu(lgrceingy Homentary School|[T25 | /51/2003 |faaga015 2013 [2012-2013 (2011-2012 |27 27 |26 2 $1,000.00[14 14 2
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School
District
atic H. E. Corley i 9/10/2012-5 . y
5-Lexington |G F Corley | fves oy [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |6 s |6 $88,240.00(6 3 12
land Richland
Counties
;’L‘go'r"dd'e Yes |- ?{é%ggz'5 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |10 2 |1 $88,240.00[8 s 13
Seven Oaks B 9/10/2012-5 i %
Bty sctioal|1e8 a0ty [2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |23 23 |5 $88,240.00[6 5 11
School
District of  [Blue Ridge 6/10/2013-7|9/3/2013-5 ’ }
et Hlormaniary ves | arots |0t 2014 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |9 9 |2 $1,250.00[5 o o
County
Sumter .
lehovah Christian r
Cotmty and Academic Yes s 9/3/2012-5 1,113 15012-2013 [2011-2012 |2 2 |2 $36,000.00|7 7 4
School el /3112013
District
M.H. Newton .
Family Life Yes |- %iﬁgg > |2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |13 13 (12 $36,000.00[9 o 5
Enrichment Center|
torth Hope Yes |- %‘l‘ﬁgg’5 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |6 6 |6 $36,000.00[7 7 4
?::Iterope es |- /1?/’%]/,23135 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |6 6 |6 $36,000.00[7 7 4
Trinity Missionary 9/3/2012-5
Bantat ot [res | aaots . [2013 [2012-2013 |2011-2012 |8 s |8 $36,000.00[0 o 4
The ; ]
pssignment |Bibleway Baptist |y /63{}215‘2’12’8 7{/2%@12—6 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |2 2 |2 $500.007 7 3
iAgency
gh"ilorgf”d Baptist |y.g 2 ;3{/2%%12—6 2013 |2012-2013 [2011-2012 |12 12 |12 $7,000.00[7 7 1
The Assignment B 8/20/2012-6 T _
W Yes s 2013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |3 3 |1 $550.00[7 7 5
Upstate i : 5
Circle of  |akeviow Middle o | %3%3‘1’;2 5 12013 [2012-2013 [2011-2012 |7 7 |7 $54,625.00[3 3 >
Friends
Williamsburg
2011-2012
County Kenneth Gardner 6/4/2012-6 |9/10/2012-5 2
el Momentary sool[fes | Hai0is - /5013 [2013 [2012-2013 \zl;?ol 22 21 |21 $33,000.00(5 5 11
District
) ) 20112012
Kingstree Junior _ 8/20/2012-6 ’
e o Yes 52013 2013 (2012-2013 [school o 7 o $4,200.00[7 6 8
20112012
W. M. Anderson 6/20/2012-6(8/20/2012-6 g
el R e e 2013 [2012-2013 \S,xe:g(:ol 13 13 |11 $33,000.00[5 o o
Williamsburg ] 20112012
County Magnet  [Yes |- ?{é%g‘l’éz 5 12013 [2012-2013 [School 14 14 |14 $33,000.00(8 5 5
School of the Arts Year
Wwilliamsburg
County . 2011-2012
Greeleyville 1/8/2013-5
School Yes |- 2013 [2012-2013 |School 1 o o $32,000.00[1 o 1
District - Elementary School /30/2013 Yoar
Greele yville
Williamsburg
County y y 2011-2012
School C.\5 Muray High lyes |- 75%%212 5 |13 School |11 1|1 $30,000.00{5 o 3
District - Year
Murray
- ] 20112012
\Wings for Chicora School of _ 1/2/2013-5 2
WL o e [Yes a0ty | [2013 [2012-2013 [school 13 13 |10 $4,160.00(8 8 1
) 2011-2012
llames Simons 8/27/2012-5
Hemontany School['es | [pajoots . [2013 20122013 [school 7 7 |4 $55,354.00[10 10 1
Memminger 3 2011-2012
School of Global [Yes |- %iﬁg%z 5 12013 |2012-2013 |school 13 13 |13 $35,066.00[12 12 1
Studies Year
20112012
gl‘;ﬁlgg’r';essgﬁgol es |- %iﬁg‘l’gﬁ 2013 [2012-2013 [School |17 17 |17 $66,072.00[7 7 1
Year
YWCAof  [Mitchell 2012-2013 [2011-2012
Greater Elementary School [Yes /63{1;%337 ?7//1255?2’6 2013 [school  |school |10 10 |10 $38,650.00[7 7 7
Charleston  |YWCA Year Year
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