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Lena Manning, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Allendale County and as Guardian ad
Litem of

Courtney V , Courtney V , a minor, by and
through Lena Manning, as Guardian ad Litem,
William L Mills, individually, and as a Taxpayer
residing in Allendale County and as Guardian ad
Litem of Waylon P , Waylon P , a minor, by and
through William Mills,
as Guardian ad Litem, Betty Bagley, individually,
and as a taxpayer residing in Bamberg County
and as a parent and Guardian ad Litem of Tyler
B , Tyler B , a minor, by and through Betty
Bagley, as Guardian ad Litem, Evert Comer, Jr ,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Bamberg County and as parent and Guardian ad
Litem of Kimberly C , Kimberly C , a minor, by
and through Evert Comer, Jr , as Guardian ad
Litem, Maria Q Jameson, individually, and as a
taxpayer residing in Barnwell County, and as a
parent and Guardian ad Litem of Eleanor J ,
Eleanor J , a minor, by and through Maria Q
Jameson, as Guardian ad Litem, Victor M
Lancaster, Sr, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Barnwell County, and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Christie L , Christie L , a
minor, by and through Victor M Lancaster, Sr ,
as Guardian ad Litem, Dr Charles Clark,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Chesterfield County, and as parent and Guardian
ad Litem of Candace C , a minor, by and through
Dr Charles Clark, as Guardian
ad Litem, Colonel Larry Coker, individually, and
as a taxpayer residing in Clarendon County, and
as a parent and Guardian ad Litem of Come C ,
Come C , a minor, by and through Colonel Larry
Coker, as Guardian ad Litem, Pamela Williams,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in Dillon
County, and as parent and Guardian ad Litem of
Katisha W , Kathisha W , a minor, by and
through Pamela Williams as Guardian ad Litem,
Eddie Wright, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Florence County, and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Brandon F , Brandon F , a
minor, by and through Eddie Wright as Guardian
ad Litem, John Whiteside, individually, and as a



taxpayer residing in Florence County and as
Parent and Guardian ad Litem of Joel W , Joel
W , a minor, by and through John Whiteside as
Guardian ad Litem, Dr Francis Mills,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Hampton County and as a parent and Guardian ad
Litem ofAmy M , Amy M , a minor, by and
through Dr Francis Mills, as Guardian ad Litem,
Brenda Brooks, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Hampton County, and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Tynn B , Tynn B , a minor,
by and through Brenda
Brooks as Guardian ad Litem, Marva Tigner,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in Jasper
County, and as parent and Guardian ad Litem of
Bryan T and Bradley T , Bryan T , a minor, by
and through
Marva Tigner as Guardian ad Litem, Bradley T ,
a minor, by and through Marva Tigner as
Guardian ad Litem, Robert Ehsha Short,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Laurens County and as parent and Guardian ad
Litem of Robert B S , Robert B S ,
a minor, by and through Robert Ehsha Short, as
Guardian ad Litem, Dr Keith A Bndges,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Laurens County and as parent and Guardian ad
Litem of Jorgana Ranson B , Jorgana Ranson B ,
a minor, by and through Dr Keith A Bridges, as
Guardian ad Litem, Gail Y Harriott,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in Lee
County and as parent and Guardian ad Litem of
Rashade H , Rashade H , a minor, by and through
Gail Y Harriott, as Guardian ad Litem, Linda
Carraway, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Marion County, and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Kimberly W , Kimberly
W , a minor, by and through Linda Carraway as
Guardian ad Litem, Dr John Nobles,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Marlboro County and as parent and Guardian ad
Litem of Erin N , Erin N , a minor, by and
through Dr John Nobles, as Guardian ad
Litem, Patricia Hampton, individually, and as a
taxpayer residing in McCormick County and as
parent and Guardian ad Litem of Krystle H ,



Krystle H , a minor, by and through Patncia
Hampton, as Guardian
ad Litem, Bermce Profit, individually, as a
taxpayer residing in Orangeburg County and as
parent and Guardian ad Litem of Russell H ,
Russell H , a minor, by and through Bermce
Profit, as Guardian ad Litem, Matlin P Brown,
individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Orangeburg County and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Tanisha P B , Tanisha P
B , a minor, by and through Matlin P Brown, as
Guardian ad Litem, James Berry, individually,
and as a taxpayer residing in Orangeburg County
and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Dondrea B , Dondrea B , a
minor, by and through James Berry, as Guardian
ad Litem, Gerald Smith, individually, and as a
taxpayer residing in Orangeburg County and as
parent and Guardian ad Litem of Brenda S ,
Brenda S , a minor,
by and through Gerald Smith, as Guardian ad
Litem, Thomas Shealy, individually, and as a
taxpayer residing in Saluda County and as parent
and Guardian ad Litem of Thomas S , Jr ,
Thomas S , Jr , a minor,
by and through Thomas Shealy, as Guardian ad
Litem,

Of whom

Allendale County School District,
Dillon County School Distnct 2, Plaintiffs,
Florence County School Distnct 4,
Hampton County School District 2,
Jasper County School District,
Lee County School District,
Marion County School District 7,
Orangeburg School District 3,
Lena Manning, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Allendale County and as Guardian ad
Litem of Courtney V , Courtney V , a minor, by
and through Lena Manning, as Guardian ad
Litem, Pamela Williams, individually, and as a
taxpayer residing in Dillon County, and as parent
and Guardian ad Litem of Katisha W , Katisha
W , a minor, by and through Pamela Williams as



Guardian ad Litem, Eddie Wnght, individually,
and as a taxpayer residing in Florence County,
and as parent and Guardian ad Litem of Brandon
F , Brandon F , a minor, by and through Eddie
Wright as Guardian ad Litem, Brenda Brooks,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in
Hampton County, and as parent and Guardian ad
Litem of Tynn B , Tynn B , a minor, by and
through Brenda Brooks as Guardian ad Litem,
Marva Tigner, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Jasper County, and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Bryan T and Bradley T ,
Bryan T , a minor, by and through Marva Tigner
as Guardian ad Litem, Bradley T , a minor, by
and through Marva Tigner as Guardian ad Litem,
Gail Y Harriott, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing m Lee County and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem ofRashade H , Rashade H , a
minor, by and through Gail Y Harriott, as
Guardian ad Litem, Linda Carraway,
individually, and as a taxpayer residing in Marion
County, and as parent and Guardian ad Litem of
Kimberly W , Kimberly W , a minor, by and
through Linda Carraway as Guardian ad Litem,
Bermce Profit, individually, and as a taxpayer
residing in Orangeburg County and as parent and
Guardian ad Litem of Russell H , Russell H , a
minor, by and through Bermce Profit, as
Guardian ad Litem, are

Glenn F McConnell, as President Pro Tempore
of the Senate and as a representative of the South
Carolina Senate, Robert W Harrell, Jr , as
Speaker of the House of Representatives
and as a representative of the South Carolina
House of Representatives,

and

The State of South Carolina, Mark C Sanford, as
Governor of the State of

South Carolina,

Appellants-
Respondents,

Respondents-
Appellants,

Respondents

NELSON MULLINS RILEY & SCARBOROUGH LLP

CarlB Epps, III
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Laura Callaway Hart
Shelby K Leonardi
Elizabeth Scott Moise
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(803) 799-2000
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Elizabeth Van Doren

A Jackson Barnes
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(803) 929-1400

Attorneys for Respondents / Appellants Glenn F
McConnell and Robert William Harrell, Jr

J Emory Smith, Jr
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TABLE 81

PERCENT OF TEACHERS WHO ARE MALE, 2001-02*
BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

listed Alphabetically

Full-Time Equivalency ofTeaehora

Percent

District Total Male Male Rank

AbbevBe 274 8 520 189 20

Aiken 15319 2384 15 6 59

ABendale 1564 370 23 4 6

Anderson 1 4444 63.9 144 76

Anderson 2 212.6 310 146 72

Andersen 3 1634 275 16 8 44

Anderson 4 179.2 430 24 0 5

Anderson 5 764.0 122.0 160 53

Bamberg 1 125.8 24 6 195 15

Bamberg 2 94.0 21.0 22-3 8

Bamwei)19 757 15.7 207 12

Barnwell 29 720 90 12.5 85

Barnwell 45 1847 270 146 72

Beaufort 1.203.9 217 9 181 27

Berkeley 1 7397 3007 17.3 39

Calhoun 153.8 194 12 6 84

Charleston 30030 505.1 16 8 44

Cherokee 6065 112.5 18 5 23

Chester 4782 850 17 8 32

Chesterfield 5315 98.0 18 4 24

Ctarendon 1 995 17.5 17 6 37

Clarendon 2 2060 290 141 78

Clarendon 3 628 16 4 19 8 14

Colleton 443.3 78.3 17 7 34

Darlington B29.8 124.8 15 0 66

Dillon 1 59.2 18 3 30.9 1

DJton2 223 5 428 191 18

DrBonS 88.5 14.3 165 47

Dorchester 2 10700 165.0 15 4 63

Dorchester 4 177.8 313 17.B 31

Edgefield 284.0 40.0 14 1 78

Fairfield 282.0 634 224 7

Florence 1 9715 134 0 13 8 81

Florence 2 79.2 U» 150 66

Florence 3 2847 432 152 64

Florence 4 87 4 170 19 5 15

Florences 99.3 14 6 14 7 70

Georgetown 7795 1207 15 5 60

Greenvfile 3 979.2 6005 151 65

Greenwood SO 6133 810 132 83

Greenwood 51 855 14 0 16 4 48

Greenwood 52 1060 200 18 9 20

Hamptonl 193 7 350 181 27

Hampton 2 107 0 310 290 2
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District

Horry
Jasper
Kershaw

Lancaster

Laurens 55

Laurens 56

Lee

Lexington 1
Lexington 2
Lexington 3
Lexington 4
Lexington 5
McCormck

Manonl

Marion 2

Marion 7

Marlboro

Newberry

Oconee

Orangeburg 3
Orangeburg 4
Orangeburg 5
Pickens

Richland 1

Richland 2

Saluda

Spartanburg 1
Spartanburg 2
Spartanburg 3
Spartanburg4
Spartanburg 5
Spartanburg 6
Spartanburg7
Sumter 2

Sunder 17
Union

WBtomsburg
Yorkl

York 2
York 3
York 4

State Totals
District Uiilan

TABLE 81 (Continued)
PERCENT OF TEACHERS WHO ARE MALE, 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Hated Alphabetically

FuB-ThneEquivalency of Teacher*

Percent

Total Male Mai* Rank

19994 3603 180 30

1915 42 5 222 9

6155 101.0 16 4 48

7335 1185 161 50

402.8 645 161 50

23S4 335 14 4 76

2277 555 242 4

12687 2025 165 54

6681 1125 165 43

1552 282 182 25

2160 325 145 69

1,0676 1571 14 7 70

830 220 265 3

214 4 306 14 3 77

1430 24 0 16 8 44

783 150 192 17

3345 610 182 25

448.8 78.4 17 5 38

7571 152 7 202 13

262* 502 191 18

2815 445 155 55

6205 910 172 41

1,0588 1875 17 7 34

20507 3832 17 7 34

1212.1 2161 175 32

1661 301 181 27

313.7 534 17 0 42

472.6 645 137 82

2105 385 175 39

1763 284 181 50

417 7 68.0 15.8 55

621.0 985 15.8 55

6912 1011 146 72

610 5 1140 18.7 22

6191 877 15.8 55

3797 80JO 211 11

3975 855 215 10

3365 47.0 14 0 80

3665 570 155 60

9685 1502 155 60

3715 555 150 66

455915 76285 16.7

16.8
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TABLE 81 (Continued)
PERCENT OF TEACHERS WHO ARE MALE, 2001-02

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

District

DiBonl

Hampton 2
McCormick

Lee

Anderson 4

Allendale

Fairfield

Barnberg2
Jasper
Wtfemsburg

Umon

Bamwall19

Oconee

Clarendon 3

Bamberg 1
Florence 4

Manon7

DBon2
Orangeburg 3
AbbevOe

Greenwood 52
Sunder 2

Cherokee

Chesterfield

Lexmgton3
Marlboro

Beaufort

Hampton 1
Saluda

Horry
Dorchester4
Chester

RKhtand2
Colleton

Prions

Richland 1
Clarendon 1

Newberry
Berkeley
Spartanburg 3
Orangeburg 5
Spartanburg 1
Lexington 2
Anderson 3

Ranked Numerically

Full-Time Equivalency of Teachers

Percent

RankTotal Male

592 18 3 305 1

107 0 310 295 2

830 220 265 3

227 7 550 242 4

1792 430 245 5

1584 37 0 234 6

2828 634 224 7

945 210 223 8

1915 425 222 9

3978 855 215 10

3797 800 211 11

757 15 7 207 12

7571 152 7 202 13

825 16 4 198 14

1258 245 195 15

874 17 0 195 15

78 3 15 0 192 17

2235 428 191 18

2625 502 191 18

2745 520 185 20

108.0 200 185 20

6105 114 0 187 22

6065 112 5 185 23

5315 980 184 24

1552 28 2 182 25

3345 610 182 25

12095 217 9 181 27

193.7 35.0 181 27

168.1 301 181 27

19994 3605 18 0 30

1775 315 175 31

4782. 850 175 32

12121 2161 175 32

4433 783 17 7 34

10585 1875 17 7 34

20507 3832 17 7 34

995 17 5 17 6 37

4485 78 4 175 38

17392 3007 173 39

2196 380 173 39

5295 915 172 41

3137 534 170 42

6681 112 9 165 43

1634 275 165 44
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TABLE 81 (Continued)
PERCENT OF TEACHERS WHO ARE MALE, 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

District

Charleston

Marion 2

D3)on3

Greenwood 51

Kershaw

Lancaster

Laurens 55
Spartanburg 4
Anderson 5

Lexington 1
Orangeburg 4
Spartanburg 5
Spartanburg 6
Sumter 17

Aiken

Georgetown
York 2

York 3

Dorchester 2

F1orenoe3
GreenWe

DarBngton
Florence 2

York 4

Lexington 4
Florence5

Lexington 5
Anderson 2

Barnwell 45
Spartanburg 7
Anderson 1

Laurens 58
Marion t

Clarendon 2

Edgefield
Yorkl

Florencel
Spartanburg 2
Greenwood 50
CaBtoun

Bamwe"29

State Totals
District Median

Ranked numerically

Full-Time Equivalency of Teachers

Total

3.0030
143 0

865

855

6155

7335

4025

1783

7845

12687
2815

417 7

8210

6191

15319

7795

3668

9889

15700

2847

35792

8295
792

3718

2160

903

10676

212.8

1847
6912
4444

2354

2144

206.0

2840
3385

9715

472.6

6135

1535

725

455915

Mai*

5051

24 0

143

14 0

1010

118 0

645

28.4

1220

2020

446

660

980

97 7

238.4

1207

570

1502

1650

432

6005

124 8

119

558

320

14 6

1571

315

270

1011

639

338

305

295

405

47 0

1345

645

810

194

95

76285

165

165

16 5

164

164

161

161

161

160

155

158

158

158

158

15 6

15 5

155

16 5

154

152

151

155

155

15 0

145

14 7

14 7

145

145

145

144

14 4

143

141

141

14 0

138

13 7

132

128

12 5

18.7

f«5

See •References for Tables"
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Rank

47

48

48

50

50

50

53

54

55

55

55

55

59

60

60

60

63

64

65

66

66

66

69

70

70

72

72

72

76

75

77

78

78

80

81

82
83

84

85

TEX 13102

DEFJJ225-0238



TABLE 82

TEACHER TURNOVER RATE FROM 2000-01 TO 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

District Percent Rank District Percent Rank

Abbev3le 113 57 Horry 115 55

A*en 120 49 Jasper 208 8

Allendale 254 4 Kershaw 95 67

Anderson 1 12.5 43 Lancaster 102 62

Anderson 2 92 70 Laurens 55 17 3 16

Anderson 3 24 8 5 Laurens 56 122 45

Anderson 4 121 47 Lee 24 4 6

Anderson 5 13 0 34 Lexngton 1 82 76

Bamberg 1 5T 83 Lexington 2 192 11

Bamberg 2 263 2 Lexington 3 10 1 66

Bamweai9 171 17 Lexington 4 205 9

Bamwe"29 106 60 Lexington 5 12 5 43

Bamwe0 45 44 84 McCormiok 312 1

Beaufort 121 47 Marion 1 10 2 62

Berkeley 13 5 29 Marion 2 86 75

Calhoun 44 84 Manon7 17 4 lb

Charleston 16 0 21 Martooro 12 8 37

Cherokee 10 4 61 Newberry 16 4 19

Chester 99 67 Oconee 11 6 54

Chesterfield 90 72 Orangeburg 3 12 8 37

Clarendon 1 188 13 Orangeburg 4 116 54

Clarendon 2 162 20 Orangeburg 5 14 0 24

Clarendon 3 66 82 Pickens 73 80

Colleton 122 45 Fuchhndl 19 0 12

Darlington 13 5 29 Fbchland2 136 28

Ditcol 78 7B Saluda 225 7

DiSon2 77 79 Spartanburg t 118 51

D)0on3 133 33 Spartanburg 2 88 73

Dorchester 2 14 6 26 Spartanburg 3 13 5 29

Dorchester 4 135 27 Spartanburg 4 99 67

Edgefiekl 72 81 Spartanburg 5 107 59

Fakftetd 169 IB Spartanburg 6 125 37

Florence 1 12.7 40 Spartanburg 7 82 76

Florence 2 92 70 Sumter 2 12.8 42

Florence 3 156 22 Sumter 17 14 9 24

Florence 4 26.1 3 Union 88 73

Florences 178 14 WHamsburg 154 23

Georgetown 130 34 Yorkl 11 1 58

GreenvBta 134 32 York 2 12.0 49

Greenwood GO 115 51 York 3 127 40

Greenwood 51 193 10 York 4 102 62

Greenwood 52 102 62 State Total 10.4

Hampton 1 118 51 District thxtltn 12.3

Hampton 2 129 36
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TABLE 82 (Continued)
TEACHER TURNOVER RATE FROM 2000-01 TO 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

District Percent Rank District Percent Rank

McComwck 312 1 CoBeton t22 45

Bamberg 2 263 2 Laurens 56 122 45

Florence 4 261 3 Anderson 4 121 47

AtendaJe 254 4 Beaufort 121 47

Andersons 24 8 5 Alien 12 0 49

Lee 24 4 6 York 2 12 0 49

Saluda 225 7 Greenwood 50 118 51

Jnspftr 208 8 Hampton 1 115 51

Lexington 4 205 9 Spartanburg 1 115 51

Greenwood 51 193 10 Oconee 116 54

Lexington 2 192 11 Orangeburg 4 116 54

RicMandl 195 12 Horry 115 56

Clarendon 1 185 13 AbbevMe 113 57

Florences 176 14 Yorkl 111 58

Marion? 17.4 15 Spartanburg 5 107 59

Laurens 55 173 16 Barnwell 29 10 6 60

Bamwe"19 171 17 Cherokee 10 4 61

Fairfield 165 IB Greenwood 52 102 62

Newberry 164 19 Lancaster 102 62

Clarendon 2 162 20 Marion 1 102 62

Charleston 160 21 York 4 102 62

Florences 156 22 Lexingtons 101 66

WSBamsburg 154 23 Chester 95 67

Orangeburg 5 145 24 Kershaw 05 67

Sumter 17 148 24 Spartanburg 4 99 67

Dorchester 2 146 26 Anderson 2 92 70

Dorchester 4 13 B 27 Florence 2 92 70

Richland 2 138 28 Chesterfield 90 72

Berkeley 135 29 Spartanburg 2 86 73

Darttngton 135 29 Union 85 73

Spartanburg 3 135 29 Marion 2 85 75

GreenvRe 134 32 Lexington 1 82 76

Dfflon3 133 33 Spartanburg 7 82 76

Anderson 5 130 34 DBtonl 75 78

Georgetown 138 34 DOon2 77 79

Hampton 2 126 36 Pickens 73 80

Msriboro 126 37 Edgefield 72 81

Orangeburg 3 126 37 Clarendon 3 66 82

Spartanburg 8 125 37 Bamberg 1 57 83

Florence 1 127 40 Barnwell 45 44 84

York 3 12.7 40 Calhoun 44 84

Sumter 2 126 42 State Total 10.4

Anderson 1 125 43 Ofsfrfct Median 125

Lexington5 125 43

See References for Tables ••
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SECTION

FINANCES
State funds for fnnge benefits have been Issued directly tothe school districts since
1987-88 rather than being held at the State Department of Education as m prior
years This funding procedure was also followed for the 1981-62 school year
Consequently, the total fringe benefits are now indtided In the Cfx^tong funds ofthe
school districts

The pupH court used in the computation of expenditures and revenues per pupa Is
the 13Sday average daBy membership for kindergarten through grade twelve

Table 99 reflects the fiscal capacity as updated annually by the Sou* <^«5Hr*
Department of Revenue and Taxation. The fiscal capacity shown for each district in
this table is detwrnJned by the South Carolina Department of Revenue and
Taxation and Isthe sumof five different part* ortypes of fiscal capacity

218
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PSrt 1 is the adjusted assessed value of all owneroccupied residential
property which is 4 percent of the full market value

Part 2 Is the assessed value of agricultural property as determined
through applying a 4 percent or 6 percent assessment ratio according to
use

Part 3 is the adjusted assessed valueof afl the other real property such
as commercial property rental homes vacation homes and so on. with the
assessment rate set at 6 percent of the full market value

Part 4 is the total assessed value of al the tocaUy assessed personal
propertysuch as personalautomobiles boats airplanes and so on

Part. 5 rs the total assessed value of property under the jurisdiction of the
South Carolina Department of Revenue and Taxation. The types of property
included in part 5 are utilities Inventory lock-In fees mlieuof tax payments
manufacturers and business personal property carlmes airlines railroads
pipelines and so on

Adjusted assessed value, referenced aboveinparts1 and 3 isdetermined
annually bythe South Carolina Department ofRevenue and Taxation The
assessed value is adjusted for each distnct to reflect fair market value as
determined by a sate-appratsal ratio study involving sales data for the two
most current years The sum of these five fiscal capacity parts forany given
school distnct divided by the derived fiscal capacity for the state produces
the index oftaxpaymg ab&ity commonly referred to as the "abBity Index for
a given district (see table 102)
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The funding index used by the South Carolina Department of Education is
presented again this year in Table 103 Thi3 index used inconjunction with thebase
student cost and the weighted membership determines the funding under the
Education Finance Act The funding index for 2001-02 Is based on property values
as of December 31 1998

The ability index calculated by the South Carolina Department of Revenue and
Taxation Is based on property values asof December 31,2001 Taxeffort for 2001-
02 is presented in Table 102 along with the abiBty Index

Current operating expenditures reported in this pubBcatJon (tables 88 and 104)
include the totals for distnct and school leadership instruction and instructional
support building upkeep and maintenance. pupO food services, traroportabon
safety and business services Expenditures for capital projects and debt service
(tables 115 and 116) are not included in the tables reflecting current operafjng
expenditures

See Appendix A for a complete fisting of school distnct audft accounts used in the
computation of revenues and InSite1" categones used in the computation of
expenditures
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TABLES)

SALARY SCHEDULES FORTEACHERS VWTM A BACHELOR'S DEGREE
AND ZERO YEARS OP EXPERIENCE. 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

District

Abbeville

Aiken

Allendale

Anderson 1

Anderson 2

Andersons

Anderson 4

Anderson 5

Bamberg 1
Bamberg 2
Barnwell 16

BarnweB29

Barnwell 45

Beaufort

Berkeley
Calhoun

Charleston

Cherokee

Chester

Chesterfield

Clarendon 1

Clarendon 2

Clarendon 3

CoBeton

Danlngton
DSIon 1

Dillon 2

DSIon 3

Dorchester 2
Dorchester 4

Edgefield
Fairfield

Florence 1
Florence 2

Florence 3
Florence 4
Florence 5
Georgetown
GreenvDe

Greenwood 50
Greenwood 51
Greenwood 52
Hampton 1

Salary

$26684
30 017

25784

27 828
27325
27 514

27 702

28043
25 939

26084

25,164

26443

27 702

28 604

26 598

26 947

26 793

27 610

27 576

26 443

25 884

25 784

25 384

22 885

23 356

22.256
22.255

22.255
23 803

23604

24 005

24 035

22 505
22 630

22756
22.285
23005

23420
24 059

23321
22.455
23811

26.184

Listed Alphabetically

Rank

51

1

72

17

36

31

22

12

70

66

62

56

22

2

53

39

46

25

29

56

71

72

81

77

52

82

62

82

48

47

41

30
81

78

40

58

68

60

21

37

63

13

63

District

Hampton 2
Horry

Kershaw

Lancaster

Laurens 65

Laurens 56

Lee

Lexington 1
Lexington 2
Lexington 3
Lexington4
Lexington 5
Mccormick

Marlon 1

Marion 2

Marion 7

Marlboro

Newberry

Oconee
Orangeburg 3
Orangeburg 4
Orangeburg 5
Pickens

Richland 1

Richland 2

Saluda

Spartanburg 1
Spartanburg 2
Spartanburg 3
Spartanburg 4
Spartanburg 5
Spartanburg 6
Spartanburg?
Sumter 2

Sumter 17

Union

Wftarnsourg
Yorfcl

York 2

York 3

York 4

State Minimum

District afeoVan

221

REC038562

Rank_Satary_
128347 39

27^77 33

26387 45

26994 41

27199 38

27.353 35

26382 44

25484 79

27 420 32

27 739 19

26500 56

26696 46

27354 15

26384 59

26034 68

25 684 76

25484 79

26184 63

26 660 54

27 725 20

27 610 25

27610 25

27 610 25

27375 34

27 777 18

28 024 14

25782 74

28*06 5

28.206 5

28.206 5

28.208 5

28.206 5

28,206 5

28.208 5

26384 66

28191 62

28388 43

25688 75

27 702 22

28458 3

28362 4

27691 16

$25,184
S26.6M
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District

Aiken

Beaufort

York 2

York 3

Spartanburg 1
Spartanburg 2
Spartanburg 3
Spartanburg 4

Spartanburg 5
Spartanburg 6
Spartanburg 7
AndenonS

Greenwood 52

Richland 2

Lexington 5
York 4

Anderson 1

Richland 1

Lexington 2
Oconee
Greenvito

Anderson 4

Barnwell 46

Yorkl

Cherokee

Orengeburg3
Orangeburg 4
Orangeburg 5
Chester
Fairfield

Anderson 3

Lexington 1
Horry
Pickens

Laurens 55

Anderson 2

Greenwood 50
Lancaster

Cefnoun

Hampton 2
Edgefield
Kershaw

Union

TABLE 83 (Continued)
SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A BACHELOR'S DEGREE

AND ZERO YEARS OF EXPERENCE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Salary
$30 017
2S.604

28.458

28362
28.206
28.206
28 208

28.208

28.206
28,206
28.206
26.043
23 811

28 024

27 954

27 891

27 82B

27 777

27 739

27 725

24 059

27 702

27 702

27 702

27 610

27 610

27310
27310
27376
24335
27314

27420
27377
27375

27353
27325

23321
27199

26347
26 947

24005

26934

Ranked Numeric*By

Rank

1

2

3

4

5

5

5

5

5

5

5

12

13

14

15

IB

17

IB

19

20

21

22

22

22

25

25

25

25

29

30

31

32
33

34

35

36

37

38

39

39

41

41

43

District

Laurens 56

Jasper

Charleston

Dorchester 4
Dorchester 2

Florence3

Lexington 4
Abbevae

Darlington
Berkeley
Newberry
Lexington 3
Bamwel29

Chesterfield

Florence 4

McCormk*

Georgetown
Florence!

Sumter 17
Greenwood 51

Hampton 1
Meriboro

Bamberg 2
Sumter 2

Florences

Marlon 1

Bamberg 1
Clarendonl

ABendat*

laarenaon^

Saluda

Wcsarmburg
Marion 2
CoBeton

Florence 2

Lee

Marlon 7

Clarendons
BernweHB

Dtlonl
DSIon 2

Dillon 3

St>t> Mniniufn
m ii e. • .11 M. itle i

Rank

$28382
26367 45

26.793 46

23304 47

23303 48

22756 49

26696 49

28684 51

23358 52

26596 53

26369 54

26300 55

26443 56

26443 56

22355 56

26384 59

23420 60

22506 61

26,191 62

22456 63

26.184 63

26.184 63

26.064 66

26.084 66

23 0OS 68

26034 68

25.939 70

25384 71

25.764 72

26.764 72

28.782 74

25.688 76

25.684 78

22 685 77

22330 78

25464 79

25.464 79

25384 81

26.184 82

223SS 82

22355 82

22355 82

$25,184
fMjt$4

I

"^See "References for Tables

222 TEX 13109

DEFJJ225-0245

REC038563



TABLE 64

SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A MASTER'S DEGREE
AND ZERO YEARS OF EXPERIENCE. 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

UstedAlphabsttcatly

District Salary Rank District Salary Rank

Abbevae $30 336 54 Hampton 2 (30355 38

Aiken 34 560 1 Horry 31346 34

Allendale 29436 74 Jasper 30 691 43

Anderson 1 31864 17 Kershaw 30338 40

Anderson 2 31387 35 Lancaster 31 143 37

Anderson 3 31503 33 Laurens 56 31383 36

Anderson 4 31720 22 Laurens 56 30 760 42

AndersonS 32.106 12 Lee 29136 79

Bamberg 1 29700 68 Lexngton 1 31781 19

Bamberg 2 29736 67 Lexngton2 31398 29

Barnwell 19 28 836 82 Lexington 3 30153 57

Barnwell 29 30378 55 Lexington 4 30 566 49

Barnwell 45 31720 22 Lexkigton 5 32308 15

Beaufort 32 752 2 McCormck 30 036 60

Berkeley 30453 52 Manon 1 29 686 69

Calhoun 30355 38 Marlon 2 29 368 76

Charleston 30679 44 Marion 7 29136 79

Cherokee 31613 28 Mariboro 29 836 64

Chester 31375 30 Newberry 30 422 53

Chesterfield 30378 55 Oconee 31745 20

Clarendon 1 29636 71 Orangeburg 3 31614 25

Clarendon 2 29 536 72 Orangeburg 4 31614 25

Clarendon 3 29 036 81 Orangeburg? 31614 25

CoBeton 29 328 77 Pickens 31555 31

Darlington 30480 51 Richland 1 31804 18

DStonl 28 836 82 Richtand2 32 042 14

DBon2 28 836 82 Saluda 29497 73

DBon3 28336 82 Spartanburg 1 32366 5

Dorchester 2 30677 45 Spartanburg 2 32306 5

Dorchester 4 30677 45 Spartanburg 3 32306 5

Edgeflekt 30586 48 Spartanburg 4 32396 5

Fairfield 31318 32 Spartanburg 5 32306 5

Florence 1 29886 62 Spartanburg 6 32396 5

Florence 2 29361 78 Spartanburg 7 32396 5

Florence3 30366 49 Sumter 2 29 866 63

Florence 4 30361 59 Sumter 17 29 989 61

Florence 5 29686 69 Union 30 613 47

Georgetown 30149 58 WMernsburg 29 413 75

GreenvOe 31739 21 Ycrkl 31720 22

Greenwood 50 30 806 41 York 2 32 586 3

Greenwood 51 29 836 64 York 3 32.475 4

Greenwood 52 32,087 13 York 4 31336 16

Hampton 1 29 836 64 State Minimum

District IMtan

$28336
$30,991
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TABLE 84 (Continued)
SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A MASTER'S DEGREE

AND ZERO YEARS OF EXPERIENCE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked NumericsBy

District Salary Rank District Salary Rank

Aiken $34 560 1 Charleston 530679 44

Beaufort 32.752 2 Dorchester 2 30677 45

York 2 32588 3 Dorchester4 30677 46

York 3 32 475 4 UMon 30613 47

Spartanburg 1 32396 5 Edgefield 30 586 48

Spartanburg 2 32396 5 F1orenoe3 30566 49

Spartanburg 3 32398 5 Lexington 4 30 566 49

Spartanburg 4 32396 5 DarBngton 30480 51

Spartanburg 5 32396 5 Berkeley 30453 52

Spartanburg 6 32396 5 Newberry 30422 53

Spartanburg 7 32398 5 AbbevB* 30336 54

Andersons 32.106 12 Bamwen29 30378 55

Greenwood 52 32 087 13 Chesterfield 30378 65

Richland 2 32.042 14 Lexkigton 3 30163 57

Loodngton 5 32 008 15 Georgetown 30149 58

York 4 31938 16 Florence 4 30001 59

Anderson 1 31864 17 McCormick 30 036 60

Richland 1 31304 18 Sumter 17 29 989 61

Lexington 1 31781 19 Florence 1 29 686 62

Oconee 31745 20 Sumter 2 29 888 63

GreenvOe 31738 21 Greenwood 51 29338 64

Anderson 4 31720 22 It, II. .1 >ll •! 4rtSrnprOfi 1 29336 64

BernweB45 31720 22 Marlboro 29336 84

Yorfcl 31720 22 Bamberg 2 29736 67

Orangeburg 3 31614 25 Bamberg 1 29 700 68

Orangeburg 4 31614 25 Florence5 29 688 69

Orangeburg 5 31614 25 Manonl 29688 69

Cherokee 31313 28 Clarendon 1 29636 71

Lexington 2 31396 29 Clarendon 2 29336 72

Chester 31376 30 Saluda 29/497 73

Pickens 31355 31 Aeandale 29/436 74

FakfleM 31318 32 WMamsburg 29/413 75

Andersons 31303 33 Marion 2 29366 76

Horry 31346 34 Ceseton 29328 77

Anderson 2 31387 35 Florence 2 29361 78

Laurens 55 31383 36 Lee 29136 79

Lancaster 31 143 37 Marion 7 29.136 79

Catwun 30355 38 Clarendons 29038 81

Hampton 2 30355 38 BamweMO 26336 82

Kershew 30338 40 D»on1 28336 82

Greenwood 50 30308 41 D6on2 26336 82

Laurens 56 30 780 42 DBon3 28636 62

Jasper 30 691 43 State Minimum

District UmBan
$28338
S3o,m

•See"Referencesfor Tables"
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TABLE 85

SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A BACHELOR'S DEGREE PLUS
EIGHTEEN HOURS AND TEN YEARS OF EXPERIENCE. 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

District Salary Rank District Salary Rank

AbbevOe $34 743 56 Hampton 2 $35 571 37

After. 36 786 15 Horry 36135 32

ABendaie 33843 74 Jasper 35304 45

Anderson 1 36734 16 Kershaw 35 555 39

Anderson 2 36069 34 Lancaster 35902 36

Anderson 3 38318 29 Laurens 55 36026 35

Anderson 4 36 567 20 Laurens 56 35484 40

Anderson 5 37 016 11 Lee 33.543 79

Bamberg 1 34340 66 Lexington 1 36074 33

Bamberg 2 34143 67 Lexington 2 36.177 30

BemweB19 33343 82 Lexington 3 34 622 58

Barnwel29 34 906 54 Lexmgton4 35338 46

Bamwel45 36 567 20 Lexington 5 36 900 12

Beaufort 37 757 1 McCormick 34 442 60

Berkeley 35106 50 Merloni 34 093 68

Calhoun 35 570 38 Marlon 2 33 743 76

Charleston 35367 42 Manon 7 33 543 79

Cherokee 36 445 23 Mariboro 34343 63

Chester 36401 27 Newberry 35.071 51

Chesterfield 34305 54 Oconee 36 598 18

Clarendon 1 33393 71 Orangeburg 3 36 444 24

Clarendon 2 33393 73 Orangeburg 4 36 444 24

Clarendon3 33443 81 Orangeburg 5 36 444 24

Colleton 33312 75 Pickens 36 454 41

Dsrfington 35138 48 Richland 1 36 665 17

DUonl 33343 82 RicMand 2 36 805 14

DBon2 33343 82 Saluda 34 005 70

DdonS 33343 82 Spartanburg 1 37332 4

Dorchester 2 35365 44 Spartanburg 2 37332 4

Dorchester 4 35366 43 Spartanburg 3 37332 4

Edgefield 34393 52 Spartanburg 4 37332 4

Fairfield 38.335 28 Spartanburg 5 37332 4

Florence 1 34393 62 Spartanburg 6 37332 4

Florence 2 33.643 78 Spartanburg 7 37332 4

Florence 3 35338 46 Sumter 2 34 431 61

Florence 4 33.743 76 Sumter 17 34 573 59

F1orence5 34 093 68 Union 35108 49

Georgetown 34392 57 WMiemsburg 33 908 72

GreenvBe 38,568 19 Yorkl 38367 20

Greenwood 50 34917 53 York 2 37 566 2

Greenwood 51 34343 63 York 3 37 436 3

Greenwood 52 38137 31 York 4 36 817 13

Hampton 1 34343 63 Stat* Minimum

District U*Bmn

$33343
S3XM0
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TABLE 86 (Continued)
SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A BACHELOR'S DEGREE PLUS

EIGHTEEN HOURS AND TEN YEARS OF EXPERIENCE. 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Salary

Ranked Numerically

District Rank District Salary Rank

Beaufort $37 757 1 Dorchester 2 $35365 44

York 2 37366 2 Jasper 35304 45

York 3 37/438 3 Florences 35338 46

Spartanburg 1 37332 4 Lexington 4 35338 46

Spartanburg 2 37332 4 Darikigton 35,138 48

Spartanburg 3 37332 4 Union 36,108 49

Spartanburg 4 37332 4 DnfUjnjy 35106 SO

Spartanburg 5 37332 4 Newberry 35071 51

Spartanburg 6 37332 4 Edgefield 34 993 52

Spartanburg 7 37332 4 Greenwood 60 34 917 S3

Anderson 5 37 016 11 Barnwell 29 34 905 54

LexkiQton 5 36900 12 Chesterfield 34905 54

York 4 36317 13 AbbevMe 34 743 56

Richland 2 36305 14 Georgetown 34 692 57

Afcen 36 788 15 Lexington 3 34 622 58

Anderson 1 36 734 16 Sumter 17 34 573 59

Richland 1 36665 17 McCormick 34 442 60

Oconee 36 598 18 Sumter 2 34 431 61

GreenvOe 38,588 19 Florence 1 34393 62

Anderson 4 36367 20 Greenwood 51 34343 63

BamweB45 36367 20 Hampton 1 34343 63

Yerkl 38367 20 Marlboro 34343 63

Cherokee 38.445 23 Bamberg 1 34340 66

Orangeburg 3 36.444 24 Bamberg 2 34 143 87

Orangeburg 4 36,444 24 Florence 6 34 093 68

Orangeburg 5 36444 24 Marion 1 34 093 68

Chester 36401 27 Saluda 34305
33393

70

71Feirflekl 38 335 28 Clarendon I

Andersons 36318 29 WBamsburg 33308 72

uodngwnc 38.177 30 Clarendon 2 33393 73

Greenwood 52 38.137 SI Alendole 33343 74

Hony 36,135 32 Coteton 33312 75

Lexington 1 36.074 33 Florence 4 33743 78

Anderson 2 36069 34 Marion 2 33 743 76

Laurens 55 38026 35 Florence 2 33643 78

Lancaster 35902 38 Lee 33 543 79

Hampton 2 35 571 37 Marion 7 33 543 79

CaBioun 35370 38 Clarendon 3 33.443 61

Kershaw 35355 39 Parnwellft 33343 82

Laurens 56 35/484 40 Dfcnt 33343 82

Pickens 35454 41 DBon2 33343 82

Charleston 35367 42 Dfton3 33343 82

Dorchester 4 35366 43 State Minimum $33343
*3S3»f

•See "References I

226 TEX 13113

DEF_3225-0249

REC038567



TABLE 86

SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A MASTER'S DEGREE PLUS
SEVENTEEN YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 2001-02"

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

District

Abbeville

Aiken

Allendale

Anderson 1

Anderson 2

Andersons

Anderson 4

Anderson 5

Bamberg 1
Bamberg 2
BamweS19

BarnweB26

BamwelI45

Beaufort

Berkeley
Calhoun

Charleston

Cherokee

Chester

Chesterfield

Clarendon 1

Ctaiendon 2

Clarendon 3

CoBeton

Darlington
DMonl

DIDon2

DBIcn3

Dorchester 2

Dorehes1er4

Edgefield
Fairfield

Florence 1
Florence 2

Florence 3

Florence 4

Florences
Georgetown
GreenvBle

Greenwood 50
Greenwood 51
Greenwood 52
Hampton 1

Sslary

$43179
46124

42370
46055

45222

45 534

45847

46410

42928

42 579

41679

43 763

45847

47 339

44 016

44 597

44 342

45693

45639

43 763

42 479

42.379
41879

42 391

44 055

41679

41879

41879

44 340

44 340

43 429

45 555

42 889

42104

44180

42 179

42.529

43 469

45 874

43 460

42 679

44307
42 679

Rank

59

15

75

16

34

31

21

11

61

66

82

51

21

1

49

39

42

27

28

51

72

74

81

73

48

52

52

52

43

43

56

30

63

78

45

76

69

54

20

55

64

37

64

District

Hampton 2
Horry
Jasper
Kershaw

Lancaster

Laurens 55

Laurens 56

Lee

Lexington 1
Lexington 2
Lexington 3
Lexington 4
Lexington 5
McCormick

Marlon 1

Mamn2

Marion 7

Martooro

Newberry
Oconee

Orangeburg 3
Orangeburg 4
Orangeburg 5
Pickens

Richland 1

Rtcrtend2

Saluda
Spartanburg 1
Spartanburg 2
Spartanburg 3
Spartenburg 4
Spartanburg 5
Spartanburg 6
Spartanburg 7
Sumter 2
Sumter 17

Union

WRBamsburg
Yorkl

York 2

York 3

York 4

State Mmimum

District Utxiimn

Salary
$44398
45333

44137

44 574

45013

45105

44/489
41979

45315
45 585

43306
44180

46364
42.879

42 529

42179

41379
42 679

43972

45883

45694

45.694
45.604
46 046

45372
46321
46634

46.660
46,680
46.681
46.680
46380
46360
48680

43169

43346
43713

42 513

45347
47 099

46 939

46160

$413T9
$44342

Rank

38

32

47

40

36

35

41

7B

33

29

58
45

12

62

69

76

79

64

50
19

24

24

24

17

18

13

67

5

5

4

5

5

5

5

60

57

53

71

21

2

3

14
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TABLE 88 (Continued)
SALARY SCHEDULES FOR TEACHERS WITH A MASTERY DEGREE PLUS

SE\(ENTTiN YEARS OF EXPERIENCE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

District
Beaufort

York 2

York 3

Spartanburg 3
Spartanburg 1
Spartanburg 2
Spartanburg 4
Spartanburg 5
Spartanburg 6
Spartanburg 7
Andersons

Lexington 5
Richland 2

York 4

Aften

Anderson 1

Pickens

Richland 1

Oconee

GreenvMe

Anderson 4

Bamwel46

Yorkl
Orangeburg 3
Orangeburg 4
Orangeburg 5
Cherokee

Chester
Lexington 2
FsMleld

Andersons

Horry
Lexington 1
Anderson 2

Laurens 55
Lancaster

Greenwood 52
Hampton 2
Calhoun

Kershaw

Laurens 56
Charleston
Dorchester 2

Salary

$47 339

47399
48339

46381
46360
48360
46680

46680

46380
46360

46,410
46364

46321
48160

46124

46,055
46 049

45372
45.883
45.674
45347
45347

45.847
45694

45694

45694

45393
45339

45365
46356
45334

45333
45315
45322
45105

45013

Ranked NurnerteafcV

Rank

1

2

3

4

5

5

5

6

5
5

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

21

21

24

24

24

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

District

Dorchester 4

Florence 3

Lexington 4
Jesper
Darfingtoft

Berkeley
Newberry
Barnwel29

Chesterfield
DBonl

DBon2
DBonS

Union

Georgetown
Greenwood SO

EdgefWd
Sumter 17
Lexington 3
Abbevflk)
Sumtar2

Bernbergl

Florence 1
Greenwood 51
Hampton 1
Mariboro

Saluda
Bamberg 2
Florences

Marion 1

Wenwfcuro

Clarendon 1

Coastal
Ct8rowton2

ABendate
Florence 4

S**ery
$44340

Rank

44180 45

44160 45

44137 47

44355 48

44.016 49

43372 50

43763 51

43,763 51

41379 , 52

41379 52

41379 52

43713 53

43/169 54

43/460 55

43/429 56

43346 57

43308 68

43.179 59

43.169 60

42328 61

42379 62

42369 63

42370 64

42379 64

42379 64

48634 67

42379 66

42329 69

42320 69

42313 71

42/479, 72

42391 73

42379 74

42370 75

42.170 76

42,179 76

42.104 78

41979 79

41379 79

41379 81

41679 82

$41379
$44M2

44307 37 Marion 2

44 598 38 Florence 2

44 597 39 Lee

44 574 40 Marlon 7

44469 41 Ctarertdon3

44 342 42 BamweHO

44 340 43 Stele MkiftniSTn
0ft*fctMec8an 4

•See "References forTables."
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TABLE 87

AVERAGE TOTAL CONTRACTED SALARY FOR CLASSROOM TEACHERS 200VO2*
BY DISTRICT

District

Abbeville

Aiken

Allendale

Anderson 1

Anderson 2

Anderson 3

Anderson 4

Anderson 5
Bamberg 1
Bamberg 2
Bamwel19

Bamwefi29

Bemwe8 45

Beaufort

Berkeley
Calhoun

Charleston

Cherokee

Chester

Chesterfield
Clarendon 1

Clarendon 2

Clarendon 3
Coieton

Darfaglon
DSIon I

DSIon 2

Dilon3

Dorchester 2

Dorchester 4

&JceftekJ
Fairfieid
Ftorencel

Florence 2
FtorenoeS

Florence 4

Florences

Georgetown
Greenvtte

Greenwood 50
Greenwood 51
Greenwood 52
Hampton 1

Listed AlehabetteeUy

Average
Salary Rank District

$38,100 58 Hampton 2

40366 34 Horry

37 737 62 Jasper

39850 36 Kershaw

40186 31 Lancaster

38027 59 Laurens 55

40J371 26 Laurens 56

40413 29 Lee

39338 44 Lexington 1
38 071 79 Lexington 2
35700 82 Lexington3
36375 78 Lexington 4
41724 9 Lexingtons
40581 24 McCormick

38 827 52 Marfan 1

42121 5 Manon2

39 067 47 Manon7

40681 22 Marlboro

40010 35 Newberry

39361 41 Oconee

37488 65 Orangeburg 3
38316 56 Orangeburg 4

37 773 61 Orangeburg 5
36.542 76 Pkfcene

39339 42 Rfchtandl

38 724 74 Rkhtand2

37334 68 Sakxla

36 631 75 Spartanburg 1

39316 45 Spartanburg 2
39 796 39 Spartanburg 3
38369 54 Spartanburg 4
40490 27 Spartanburg 5
38,703 53 SpertanburgS
37062 71 Spartanburg 7
38,166 57 Sumter 2

37125 70 Sumter 17

39705 40 Union

39099 46 Wasarnsburg

40116 32 Yorkl

38339 50 York 2

35 802 81 York 3

39 018 48 York 4

37190 69 State Average

District Medlsri

Average
Salary

$38533
41008

33056

39848

40095

38 830

40352
37388
41678

41412

39350
34 148

41668

36 087

37 556

36 865

33 352

38 912

37 463

40578

41067

40429

41309
40304
40 730

40335

36311
41 180

41381
44191

41377
41326
43460

43 600

38305
38015

39318
37 716

41315

42487

41345
40 622

$39323
S39JS0

Rank

55

18

85

37

33

51

30

67

10

13

43

83

11

77

64

72

84

49

66

25

15

26

12

19

21

20

80

14

6

1

6

16

3

2

73

60

38

63

17

4

7

23
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TABLE 87<ContJnued)
AVERAGETOTAL «)f4TRACTED SALARY FORCLASSROOM TEACHERS 2001-62*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Average Average

District Salary Rank District Salary Rank

Spartanburg 3 $44181 1 Bamberg 1 $39338 44

Spartanburg 7 43.500 2 Dorchester 2 39316 45

Spartanburg 6 43460 3 Georgetown 39096 46

York 2 42.487 4 Charleston 39067 47

Calhoun 42121 5 Greenwood 52 39018 48

Spartanburg 2 41961 6 Marlboro 36312 49

York 3 41945 7 Greenwood 50 38B39 50

Spartanburg 4 41877 8 Laurens 56 38330 61

BarrmeB45 41724 9 Berkeley 38.627 52

Lexington 1 41678 10 Florence 1 38.703 53

Leodngton 5 41668 11 Edgefield 38 669 54

Orengebuig 5 41609 12 Hampton 2 38333 55

Lexington 2 41412 13 Ctarendon2 38.518 68

Spartanburg 1 41180 14 Florences 38166 57

Orangeburg 3 41067 15 AbbevsTe 38.100 58

Spartanburg 5 41326 16 Anderson 3 38 027 59

Yorkl 41315 17 Sumter 17 38 015 60

Horry 41006 18 Clarendon 3 37 773 61

Pickens 40304 19 Atendaie 37 737 62

Richland 2 40335 20
••••Ml • • - » ., a.
WBtanttDUrQ 37 716 63

Richland 1 40 730 21 Merloni 37 556 64

Cherokee 40381 22 Oarendonl 37 488 65

York 4 40622 23 Newberry 37 463 68

Beaufort 40381 24 Lee 37388 67

Oconee 40576 25 DSon2 37334 68

Anderson 4 40671 26 Hampton 1 37 190 69

Fairfield 40490 27 Florence 4 37 125 70

Orangeburg 4 40429 28 Florence 2 37082 71

Anderson 5 40413 29 Marlon 2 36 665 72

Laurens 56 40352 30 Sumter 2 36306 73

Andwson2 40188 SI Dftont 36 724 74

GieenvMe 40118 32 C*o»3 36631 76

Lancaster 40395 33 Cceeton 36342 76

Aiken 40368 34 McCormick 36367 77

Chester 40010 35 Bamwet29 36376 78

Anderson 1 39350 36 Bamberg 2 36 071 79

Kershaw 39348 37 Saluda 38311 80

Union 39318 38 Greenwood 51 35 802 81

Dorchester 4 39796 39 BarnweBIO 35700 62

Florer>ce5 39.705 40 Lexlngton4 34 146 83

Chesterfiekl 39361 41 Marlon 7 33352 84

Darlington
Lexington 3

39339
39350

42

43

1 Jasper
1 State Average
1 District Medteft

33056

$39323

$39369

85

230 TEX 13117

DEFJJ225-0253

REC038571



TABLE 88

PER CAPITACURRENTOPERATINO EXPENDITURES FOR PUBUCELEMENTARY
AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS 2001-02*

BY COUNTY

Listed AlphabetJesBy

Population Current
Julyl 2002 Operating

County (Provisional} Expenditures Per Capita Rank
Abbeville 26422 127126356 $1027 40
Aiken 145376 152 772393 1052 37
ABendals 10949 18 885 772 1725 1
Anderson 170 578 1B9329 485 1 111 34
Bamberg 16 314 23 602330 1459 5
Barnwell 23407 34379 038 1464 4

Beaufort 127 977 133 950 056 1047 38

Berkeley 145374 178 687 726 131B 22

Calhoun 15366 17 562 997 1143 33
Charleston 316359 308 491344 975 42

Cherokee 53 524 82 399323 1 166 32

Chester 34312 46 785388 1368 9
Chesterfield 43306 55 448150 1383 12

Clarendon 32,695 41 296 170 1355 13

Colleton 38 804 46 774 517 1205 25

Darfington 67 931 82 741343 1318 21

Dillon 30 914 39 729360 1385 11

Dorchester 100833 124 876 167 1238 16

Edgefield 24 668 30370144 1317 23
Fairfield 24003 34 391300 1433 7

Florence 127337 155079375 1319 20
Georgetown 68363 84365 465 1461 6

GreenviBe 391334 380313 119 971 43

Greenwood 67 461 60759364 1197 28
Hampton 21316 32300 953 1515 3

Horry 206039 213 695216 1037 39

Jasper 20 969 22197384 1059 38
Kershaw 53 630 64 384 932 1301 26

Lancaster 62320 74 139321 1192 29
Laurens 70 508 64362 447 913 44

Lee 20450 25346 999 1249 16
Lexington 222397 346352340 1653 2

McCormick 10318 10366352 985 41

Marion 34 964 47464 498 1358 10
Marlboro 28662 34370 476 1316 24

Newberry 36897 45 065159 1322 19

Oconee 67 816 81317100 1300 27

Orangeburg 91 190 126359349 1 391 6

Pickens 113 097 103363345 911 45
Richland 329 086 362397119 1 101 35

Saluda 19247 17147353 891 46

Spartanburg 259 322 303 868381 1 172 30

Sumter 105198 123160 138 1171 31

Union 29482 38327372 1353 14

Waiamsburg 36.491 45300327 1350 15

York 173.755 215351278 1339 17

State Total 4107183 $4 744302323 $1155
County Median $1Jt10
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TABLE 88 (ContlrHwd)
PER CAPITA CURRENT OPERATINGEXPENDITURES FOR PUBUC ELEMENTARY

AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS 2001-02*

BY COUNTY

Ranked Numerically

Population Current

Jutyl 2002 Operating

County (Prov Istonal) Expenditures Per Capita Rank

ABendalo 10349 18.885.772 $1725 1

Lexington 222397 346 052 840 1353 2

Hampton 21316 32300953 1315 3

Bamwefl 23407 34379038 1464 4

Bamberg 16314 23802330 1459 5

Georgetown 58363 84 565465 1451 6

Fairfield 24303 34 391300 1433 7

Orangeburg 91 190 126650.949 1391 8

Chester 34312 46.785088 1368 9

Marlon 34 964 47 464 498 1356 10

oaon 30314 39729980 1385 11

Chesterfield 43306 55448150 1383 12

Clarendon 32 895 41396 170 1355 13

Union 29/482 36 927872 1353 14

WtSameburg 36491 45 600027 1350 15

Lee 20450 25346 999 1249 18

York 173755 215351378 1339 17

Dorchester 100833 124378 167 1338 18

Newberry 36397 45065.159 1322 19

Florence 127337 155 079 075 1319 20

Darlington 67331 62.741343 1218 21

Berkeley 145374 176387 726 1318 22

Edgefield 24 888 30270.144 1317 23

Ivtadboro 28682 34370 476 1316 24

Corteton 38304 48 774317 1305 25

Kershaw 53630 64384332 1301 26

Oconee 67318 81317 100 1300 27

Greenwood 67461 80759364 1197 28

Lancaster 62320 74139321 1192 29

Spartanburg 259322 303368381 1172 30

Sumter 105,198 123,t60 138 1171 31

Cherokee 53324 62299323 1166 32

Cstnoun 15,366 17362397 1143 33

Anderson 170378 189329/485 1111 34

Richland 329086 362397119 1101 35

Jasper 20.969 22197364 1059 36

Atom 145378 152 772393 1052 37

Beaufort 127377 133950056 1047 38

Horry 206339 213395216 1037 39

Abbeville 28 422 $27128358 1027 40

McCormick 10318 10066352 985 41

Charleston 316 559 308401344 975 42

GreenvBe 391334 380013119 971 43

Laurens 70308 64392.447 913 44

Pickens 113097 103.063,045 911 45

Saluda 19347 17147353 891 46

State Total 4107183 $4,744,302323 $1155

County Median ♦13*6

•See "References for Tables.
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TABLE 89

REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL SOURCES
(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed AlphabettcaUy

Local 2001-A2ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupa Rank

Abbeville $8365 352 3709 $2328 42

Aken 43788 885 23384 1333 64

Aftendeto 4 844 016 1822 2659 27

Anderson 1 17 851496 7 512 2376 37

Anderson 2 8953300 3589 2495 33

Andersons 5087 901 2 572 1978 57

Anderson 4 9 335 524 2 679 3485 12

Anderson 5 29358464 11 118 2632 29

Bamberg! 2 960 665 1671 1772 69

Bamberg 2 2790 731 1063 2 625 30

Bamwefll9 1832 520 97B 1872 63

Barnwell 29 1912 556 947 2020 53

Barnwell 45 4 608 762 2 702 1 706 70

Beaufort 78 897 587 16496 4 783 3

Berkeley 46 598 805 25980 1794 68

Calhoun 6441838 1972 3 267 14

Charleston 122630386 41829 2 932 19

Cherokee 23880622 8622 2 707 26

Chester 13450475 6.367 2 113 48

Chesterfield 15011377 7935 1892 61

Clarendon 1 2350096 1341 1 813 65

Clarendon 2 4378 604 3.526 1241 85

Clarendon 3 1367302 1 189 1336 62

Colleton 12 647340 6638 1905 59

Darlington 28 656 828 11415 2 510 32

Dillon 1 1170155 901 1399 84

DSIon 2 5.138360 3688 1393 81

DMon3 1983 663 I486 1335 63

Dorchester 2 30.094 074 16666 1808 67

Dorchester 4 8.064119 2.422 3330 13

Edgefield 8,629302 3926 2 196 43

Fairfield 19376450 3 625 5 317 2

Florence 1 32.626186 13.614 2 397 36

Florence 2 1762 358 1082 1629 72

Florence 3 6104 904 4124 1480 77

Florence 4 1533323 1072 1431 79

Florence5 2319861 1438 2031 52

Georgetown 38740427 9359 3 727 10

Greenville 145324 469 59 729 2 431 35

Greenwood 50 22 348 052 8806 2538 31

Greenwood 51 2 731313 1107 2382 39

Greenwood 52 6644372 1629 4 079 6

Hampton 1 5302731 2604 1996 56

Hampton 2 2 734303 1443 1895 60
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TABLE 89 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPR. FROM LOCAL SOURCES

(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS ANDDEBT SERVICE). 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Local 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupil Rank

Horry $108 381322 28 455 $3739 9

Jasper 8.149015 2339 2.166 46

Kershaw 20441994 9666 2115 47

Lancaster 20652614 10301 1912 58

Laurens 55 11595708 5 791 2.002 55

Laurens 56 8760083 3349 2,019 64

Lee 4326 663 2369 1508 75

Lexington 1 53361 417 17368 3090 17

Lexington 2 25333303 8396 2,902 21

Lexington 3 8308346 2364 2,782 25

Lexington 4 8013376 3321 1811 66

Lexington 5 46656351 14 755 3162 15

McCormick 3117319 1070 2.914 20

Marion 1 4 787 591 3180 1506 76

Marion 2 3 317389 2 153 1541 73

Marion 7 1 816 178 962 1886 62

Marlboro 7833 899 5139 1524 74

Newberry 13368487 5761 2326 38

Oconee 41333356 10071 4094 5

Orangeburg 3 7334347 3660 2.166 45

' Orangeburg 4 9363604 4 137 2368 40

Orangeburg 5 20310324 7308 2.783 24

Pickens 33314 791 16.788 2305 50

rochtandl 103.748366 25673 4 041 7

Richtand2 49 704370 17660 2.815 23

Sekxle 4 408184 2087 2.111 46

Spartanburg 1 12.702525 4383 2388 22

Spartanburg 2 18305767 8060 2366 41

Spartanburg 3 11339 529 3122 3332 11

Spartanburg 4 6362338 2352 2.192 44

Spartanburg 6 24368349 5.755 4333 4

Spartanburg6 27001477 9102 2367 18

Spartanburg 7 33936364 8,610 3368 8

Sumter 2 12305154 9170 1396 80

Sumter 17 14 739728 8689 1396 71

Union 10393,779 4987 2372 51

WWamsburg 8356 604 8114 146S 78

Yorkl 12390056 4968 2434 34

York 2 28192.454 4600 6129 1

York 3 39656481 14 976 2,648 28

York 4 17055,153 5508 3098 16

State Total $1734/405 098 652,435 $2358

District Median $2,199
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TABLE 89 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPH. FROM LOCAL SOURCES

(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PfUXJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Local 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Par Pupil Rank

York 2 $28192454 4600 $6129 1

Fairfield 19375450 3 625 5 317 2

Beaufort 78 897 567 16 496 4 783 3

Spartanburg 5 24 358349 5 755 4233 4

Oconee 41333356 10 071 4094 5

Greenwood 52 6644 972 1629 4 079 6

Rchtandl 103 748366 25673 4 041 7

Spartanburg 7 33 938364 8 610 3988 8

Horry 106381322 28455 3739 9

Georgetown 36 740427 9659 3 727 10

Spartanburg 3 11339529 3122 3632 11

Anderson 4 9335524 2679 3485 12

Dorchester 4 8 064 119 2422 3330 13

Calhoun 6441838 1972 3367 14

Lexington 5 46656351 14 755 3162 15

York 4 17055153 5506 3098 16

Lexington 1 53 361 417 17368 3090 17

Spartanburg 6 27001477 9102 2067 18

Charleston 122 630366 41829 2632 19

McCormick 3117319 1070 2 914 20

Lexington 2 25333003 8.696 2902 21

Spartanburg 1 12 702325 4363 2398 22

Richland 2 49 704 370 17 660 2 815 23

Orangeburg 5 20310324 7396 2 783 24

Lexington 3 8398046 2364 2 782 25

Cherokee 23 680622 B822 2 707 26

Allendale 4344 019 1322 2659 27

York 3 39 656481 14376 2646 28

Andersons 29358464 11 118 2632 29

Bamberg 2 2,790731 1063 2 625 30

Greenwood 50 22348052 8306 2538 31

Darlington 28658 826 11415 2 510 32

Anderson 2 8953300 3.689 2,495 33

Yorkl 12.090055 4968 2434 34

GreenvBle 145324 469 59 729 2431 35

Florence 1 32329166 13 614 2,397 36

Anderson 1 17 651496 7 512 2 376 37

Newberry 13 388 487 5 751 2328 38

Greenwood 51 2.731313 1197 2382 39

Orangeburg 4 9383 604 4 137 2368 40

Spartanburg 2 18305767 8080 2366 41

Abbevflre 8365352 3709 2328 42

Edgefield 8626302 3928 2196 43

Spartanburg 4 6352336 2852 2 192 44
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TABUi 89 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPfL FROM LOCAL SOURCES

(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTSANDDEBTSERVICE). 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Local 2001-02 ADM Revenue
District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupil Rank
OrenQBourp 3 $7 934347 3660 $2168 45
Jasper 6149015 2338 2166 46
Kershaw 20441304 9666 2115 47
Chester 13450/475 6367 2113 48
Sekjda 4 406,164 2087 2 111 49

Pickens 33014 791 IS 756 2.095 50
Union 10393.779 4967 2 072 51

FIorance5 2919661 1/436 2 031 52
Bcffrrwe»29 1912358 947 2020 53

Laurens 66 6760063 3349 2 019 54

Laurens 55 11595708 5781 2302 55
Hampton 1 5302.731 2604 1998 56

Anderson 3 5087301 2372 1378 57
Lancaster 20652614 10301 1912 58

CoBeton 12647340 6638 1905 59

nemptonz 2734 503 1343 1895 60
Chesterfield 15011377 7335 1692 61
Marion 7 1316.178 962 1888 62
BarnweB19 1332320 979 1672 63

Aften 43 788385 23384 1833 64
Ctarendcnl 2350096 1341 1813 65
Lexington 4 6313 675 3321 1811 66

Dorchester2 30394374 18366 1806 67

Berkeley 46396305 25380 1784 68

Bamberg 1 2360665 1371 1772 69

BamweB45 4308.762 2,702 1700 70
Sumter 17 14 739728 8,689 1696 71

Florence 2 1762,358 1382 1629 72
Marion 2 3317389 2.163 1341 73

M&ribofo 7333399 5,139 1524 74

Lee 4326,663 2389 1508 75

Marion 1 4 787391 3.169 1306 76

Florence 3 6104304 4124 1480 77

WrSamsburg 6 956,604 6,114 1465 78

Florence 4 1333 923 1372 1431 79

Sumter 2 12305.154 6170 1366 80

Dflton2 5138360 3368 1393 81

Cterendon3 1567992 1189 1336 82
Dflon3 1383383 1486 1335 83

DBonl 1170155 901 1309 64

Ctarendon2 4376604 3326 1341 85
State Total $1734/4033* 682/136 $2,838

District Msditn $2,196

*See "Refera ruesfarTables.'
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TABLE 90

REVENUE PER PUPIL FROMSTATE SOURCES (EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS
AND DEBT SERVICE), 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabettcallv

Stale 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupil Rank

AbbevBle $14 788320 3.709 $3 987 55

Aiken 88 370 177 23394 3700 70

ABendaJe 9440 817 1822 5182 5

Andersen 1 27 592312 7 512 3673 72
Anderson 2 14 830 699 3589 4 132 43

Andersons 9701356 2 572 3772 67

Anderson 4 9426349 2679 3520 76

Anderson 5 42 364 750 11 116 3.810 62

Bamberg 1 7389 382 1671 4 542 15

Bamberg 2 5608 745 1063 5274 3

BarnweO 19 5105342 979 5315 4

BerrrweB29 4658 941 947 4920 6

Barnwell 45 11369334 2 702 4171 41

Beaufort 39464 674 16 496 2.394 84

Berkeley 102 381 540 25980 3.941 59

Calhoun 8 718 145 1972 4 421 25

Charleston 137 562S64 41826 3389 80

Cherokee 33 357 139 8 822 3 781 65

Chester 27466314 6 367 4 314 32
Chesterfield 32721548 7935 4 124 44

Clarendon 1 6 135318 1341 4944 7

Clarendon 2 14471166 3.526 4104 45

Ctarendon3 5415364 1 189 4 554 14

Colleton 26 598605 6636 4007 53

Daring!on 45 531 790 11415 3389 54

DOonl 3987 410 901 4426 24

Drhm2 16012365 3.688 4342 29

DSon3 6390322 1486 4333 40

Dorchester 2 66300639 16668 3.976 66

Dorchester 4 10350410 2/422 4373 35

Edgefiekl 17162395 3926 4372 28

Fairfield 13366382 3625 3.665 73

Florence 1 50301835 13 614 3.688 71

Florence 2 4 878 578 1082 4309 18

Florence 3 18 424 033 4124 4468 22

Florence 4 5 317 708 1372 4961 6

Florence5 8148 539 1438 4378 34

Georgetown 37 425318 9859 3.796 64

GreenvMe 211378948 59 729 3.547 75

Greenwood 50 34192361 8808 3,883 61

Greenwood 51 5388313 1 197 4478 21

Greenwood 52 4003607 1629 2456 83

Hampton 1 11375365 2604 4330 31

Hampton 2 7 678364 1443 5.321 2
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TABLE 90 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPU. FROM STATE SOURCES (EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Stats 2001-O2 ADM Revenue

District Revenue OC-12) Per Pupil Rank

Horry $84373704 28455 $2986 82

Jasper 12388 009 2 839 4540 16

Kershaw 38145906 9666 3946 58

Lancaster 43795752 10601 4055 50

Laurens 55 23.628 814 5791 4080 47

Laurens 56 14 365360 3349 4269 33

Lee 13697363 2869 4 774 9

Lexbvglonl 69565 964 17368 4029 61

Lexington 2 36895720 8696 4243 39

Lexington 3 10030 973 2364 4 431 23

Lexington 4 13639 516 3321 4167 42

Lexington 5 59148540 14 755 4009 52

McCormick 4 678744 1070 4 373 27

Manonl 14394 403 3180 4/495 19

Manon2 0985978 2153 4638 13

Marion 7 6407173 962 6660 1

Marlboro 21303117 5139 4362 37

Newberry 24 926 571 5751 4334 30

Oconee 34384344 10071 3414 70

Otorrgoburg 3 17358637 3660 4661 12

Orangeburg 4 16359511 4137 3354 57

Orangeburg 6 34332 129 7398 4 691 11

Pickens 59329004 15758 3766 68

r«chlerrd1 104 114370 25673 4055 49

Fbchtand2 66.616 841 17 660 3772 66

Saluda 9644 388 2067 4717 10

Spartanburg 1 17 901652 4363 4084 48

Spartanburg 2 29600384 8080 3363 74

Spafbirtburg 3 12.184 661 3122 3903 60
Spartanburg 4 10335 968 2652 3799 63

Spartanburg 6 18.760490 5 755 3360 81

S^srrtarrburg6 31 931 721 9102 3508 77

Spartanburg 7 38390888 8 510 4511 17

Sumter 2 38 958195 9170 4348 38

Sumter 17 37 107388 8669 4371 36

Union 22345918 4 967 4 479 20

VtrVamsburg 26 899562 6114 4400 26

Yorkl 20148378 4368 4056 48

York 2 9301415 4600 2087 85

York 3 55 801314 14376 3726 69

York 4 18324 181 6508 3,437 78

State Total $2/495,167369 652/435 $3,824

District Maaian $4,132
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TABLE 90 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM STATE SOURCES (EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE), 2001-62*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

State 2O01-O2ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12> Per Pupil Rank

Marion 7 $6 407 173 962 $6 660 1

Hampton2 7 678364 1443 5 321 2

Bamberg 2 5606745 1063 5274 3

Barnwell 19 5,105342 979 5315 4

Attendate 9440317 1822 5 162 5

Florence 4 5317 708 1072 4 961 6

Clarendon 1 6135618 1341 4944 7

Barnwell 29 4658941 647 4920 8

Lee 13697363 2869 4 774 9

Saluda 9344368 2.067 4 717 10
Orangeburg 5 34332 129 7398 4 691 11

Orangeburg 3 17 058 637 3.660 4 661 12

Marion 2 9 985978 2 153 4636 13

Clarendon 3 5 415384 1 189 4554 14

rjamberg 1 7589 382 1671 4 542 15

Jasper 12 888 009 2839 4540 16

Spartanburg 7 38 390898 8 510 4 511 17

Florence 2 4 876576 1082 4509 18

Marion 1 14384403 3180 4 495 19

Union 22345318 4 967 4 479 20

Greenwood 51 5 358313 1 197 4476 21

Florence 3 18 424033 4 124 4468 22

Lexington 3 10 030973 2364 4 431 23

Daont 3 987 410 901 4 426 24

Calhoun 6 718 145 1972 4 421 25

WMarnsburg 26 899 562 6114 4 400 26

McCormick 4 678744 1070 4 373 27

Edgefield 17162595 3926 4 372 28

Dr*on2 16.012 365 3688 4342 29

Newberry 24326 571 5751 4334 30

Hampton 1 11375085 2604 4330 31

Chester 27 466314 6367 4 314 32

Laurens 56 14365 360 3349 4389 33

Florence 5 6146 539 1438 4376 34

Drxdnester4 10350410 2422 4373 35

Sumter 17 37107 388 8689 4371 36

Martooro 21303.117 5139 4362 37

Sumter 2 38358 195 9170 4248 38

Lexington 2 36 895720 8696 4343 39

DBon3 6390322 1486 4333 40

BarnweB45 11369334 2702 4171 41

Lexington 4 13339516 3321 4 167 42

Anderson 2 14330699 3389 4 132 43

Chesterfield 32,721548 7335 4124 44
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TABLE 90 (Continued)
REVENUE PERPUPIL FROM STATESOURCES (EXCLUDES CAPTTAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

State 2001-O2ADM Revenue

District Revenue

$14471 168

(K-12) Per Pupil Rank

Clarendon 2 3326 14104 45

Spartanburg 1 17901652 4383 4084 46

Laurens 55 23628,814 5.791 4380 47

Yorkl 20148978 4368 4058 48

Rtchtandl 104 114370 25673 4055 49

Lancsster 43795752 10801 4055 50

Lexngton 1 69566 964 17368 4029 51

Lexingtons 59148340 14755 4009 52

Coeeton 28,596 605 6638 4 007 S3

Darlington 45531790 11415 3389 54

AbbevBe 14 788320 3.709 3387 55

Dorchester 2 66,300339 16.668 3378 66

Orangeburg 4 16359311 4137 3354 57

Kershaw 38145306 6388 3346 58

Berkeley 102,381340 25.980 3341 50

Spartanburg 3 12.164 661 3122 3303 60

Greenwood 50 34192 361 8606 3383 61

Anderson 5 42364 750 11118 3310 62

Spertjvrbur04 10335358 2.852 3 799 63

Georgetown 37426318 9359 3796 64

Cherokee 33357139 8322 3 781 65

Richland 2 68.616341 17380 3772 66

Anderson 3 9701056 2372 3772 67

Pickens 59329004 16768 3 765 68

York 3 55301314 14376 3726 69

Aiken 88370177 23384 3700 70

Florence 1 50301835 13314 3688 71

Anderson 1 27302312 7312 3,673 72

Fakftetd 13386382 3325 3.685 73

Spartanburg 2 29300384 8380 3663 74

Greerrvaie 211678948 59729 3 647 75

Anderson 4 9428348 2379 3520 76

Spartanburg 6 31331 721 9102 3.506 77

York 4 18324 181 5306 3437 78

Oconee 34364344 10371 3.414 79

Charleston 137362,384 41329 3380 80

Spartanburg 5 18 760490 6 755 3360 81

Horry 84373.704 28455 2388 82

Gifrenwood 52 4303.607 1629 2/456 83

Beaufort 39484 674 16496 2394 84

York 2 9601415 4600 2.087 85

State Total $2,495,167389 662/436 $3324

District Madtan $4,132

See *References for Tables.'
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TABLE 91
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM FEDERAL SOURCES (EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

listed Alphabetically

Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (X-12) Per Pupil Rank

AbbevJIe $3 485 394 3 700 $940 41

A*en 13 582321 23 884 569 69

Allendale 4591456 1622 2.520 3

Andersonl 4303126 7 512 560 71

Anderson 2 5317 716 3589 1482 11

Anderson 3 1548 570 2 572 601 65

Anderson 4 1360378 2679 508 75

Anderson 5 9404356 11 118 846 45

Bamberg 1 2.007 077 1371 1301 17

Bamberg 2 1888 348 1363 1775 6

Barnwe"19 1326 316 979 1357 15

Barnwell 29 909 774 947 961 38

Barnwell 45 2388304 2 702 847 44

Beaufort 12.589667 16 496 763 57

Berkeley 21 671 616 25380 834 47

Calhoun 2056 644 1372 1343 29

Charleston 33 754320 41629 807 51

Cherokee 5.132 612 8322 582 67

Chester 4 918 572 6367 773 55

Chesterfield 5.653199 7335 712 58

Clarendon 1 2343 379 1341 1308 5

Clarendon 2 5380355 3526 1583 9

Clarendons 920362 1 189 774 54

CoOeton 6534 773 6638 964 32

Darlington 10 740 678 11415 941 40

DSIon 1 881929 901 979 35

DJIon2 3684 479 3688 999 31

DtHon3 3368934 1486 2367 4

Dorchester 2 6686446 18668 413 81

Dorchester 4 2 714334 2.422 1121 22

Edgefield 3 935 007 3326 1002 30

Fairfield 3 562335 3625 983 34

Florence 1 11342 024 13314 826 50

Florence 2 2.816389 1082 2.603 2

Florence 3 5812325 4124 1409 13

Florence 4 1728328 1372 1612 a

Florence5 1307030 1438 839 46

Georgetown 6630373 9859 875 43

GreenvBe 32.081311 59 729 537 72

Greenwood 50 5.556 635 8306 631 61

Greenwood 51 1320343 1 197 1103 24

Greenwood 52 989186 1620 607 64

Hampton 1 2.164377 2604 831 46

Hampton 2 2440350 1443 1692 7
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TABLE 91 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM FEDERAL SOURCES(EXCLUDES CAPTTAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE). 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed AIptuuMtJcalty

Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupil Rank

Horry $17305408 28455 $632 60

Jasper 3370088 2339 1 152 20

Kershaw 5736,769 9666 593 66

Lancaster 8344 783 10301 763 56

Laurens 55 3628069 5791 661 59

Laurens 56 2695692 3349 805 52

Lee 3834 931 2869 1337 16

Lexington 1 5985.032 17368 347 63

Lexington 2 5437083 8696 625 62

Lexingtons 2.427497 2364 1072 26

Lexington 4 3474365 3321 1046 28

Lexington 5 5,090 944 14755 345 64

McCortnkX 4049 454 1070 3,785 1

Marion 1 3686 600 3.180 1 160 19

Marion 2 3 028 073 2153 1406 14

Marion 7 1429 049 962 1485 10

Marlboro 5023 357 5139 977 36

Newberry 4 652398 5 751 702 53

Oconee 6391340 10371 625 63

Orerrgeburg3 4332355 3660 1 184 18

Orangeburg 4 3701721 4137 895 42

Orangeburg 5 8300333 7398 1137 21

Pickens 8065338 15.756 512 74

Fdcttandl 25344396 25673 083 33

Richland 2 7 470361 17660 423 60

Saluda 2029 581 2.087 972 37

Spartanburg 1 2304 845 4383 503 76

Spartanburg 2 3398717 6.080 408 82

SpertanburgS 3.481894 3.122 1115 23

Spartanburg 4 1609374 2362 564 70

Spartanburg 5 3013309 5.765 524 73

Spartanburg 6 3943386 9.102 433 79

Spartanburg 7 8158/435 6.510 ACA 39

Sumter 2 9 789379 9170 1068 27

Sumter 17 9552 679 8689 1099 25

Uruon 4 106/423 4 087 827 49

VVrrrtarnsburg 8374 168 6114 1419 12

Yorkl 2334153 4088 570 68

York 2 2001361 4300 435 78

York 3 6 577312 14 976 439 77

York 4 1422.780 5506 258 65

State Total $490 610366 652/435 $752

District Modian $978
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TABLE 81 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM FEDERAL SOURCES (EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue
District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupil Rank
McCormick $4 049454 1070 $3765 1
Florence 2 2318389 1082 2603 2
Allendale 4 591456 1822 2320 3

DHon3 3368934 I486 2367 4
Clarendon 1 2343379 1241 1808 5
Bamberg 2 1888348 1063 1775 6

Hampton 2 2440850 1443 1692 7
Florence 4 1728328 1072 1612 8
Clarendon 2 5380355 3,526 1583 9
Marion 7 1429049 962 1485 10
Anderson 2 5317 716 3589 1482 11
VVTBarnsourg 8.674166 6114 1419 12
Florences 5.812 625 4 124 1409 13
Marion 2 3.028 073 2 153 1406 14

Barnwell 19 1 328316 979 1357 15
Lee 3334331 2869 1337 16
Bamberg 1 2.OO7377 1671 1301 17
Orangeburg 3 4 332355 3360 1 184 18

Marion 1 3.688600 3160 1160 19
Jasper 3370 088 2339 1 152 20
Orangeburg 5 8300333 7398 1 137 21
Dorchester 4 2.714634 2422 1121 22
Spartanburg 3 3.481894 3122 1116 23
Greenwood 51 1320343 1 197 1103 24

Sumter 17 9552679 8689 1099 25
Lextngton3 2.427 497 2364 1072 26
Sumter 2 9769379 9170 1068 27

Lexington 4 3474355 3 321 1046 28
Calhoun 2356.644 1372 1043 29
Edgefield 3335307 3326 1002 30

C«on2 3684 479 3688 999 31

Colleton 6334 773 6638 984 32
Richland 1 25244396 25 673 983 33

Fairfield 3582335 3625 983 34
DJlonl 681329 901 970 35

Martooro 5023357 5139 977 36

Saluda 2029361 2087 972 37
Barnwel29 909.774 947 961 38

Spartanburg 7 8156.435 8 510 959 39
Darkngton 10740676 11415 941 40
Abbeville 3,485,394 3709 940 41

Orangeburg 4 3701721 4 137 895 42

Georgetown 8630573 9859 875 43
BamweB45 2388,804 2.702 847 44
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TABLE 91 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROMFEDERAL SOURCES (EXCLUDESCAPTTAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked NurnerlcsBy

Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12» Per Pup8 Rank

ArrdersonS $9404358 11118 $646 45

Florence 5 1307030 1/438 639 46

Berkeley 21371316 25380 834 47

Hampton 1 2164 877 2304 831 48

Union 4106 423 4367 627 49

Florence 1 11342024 13314 826 50

Charleston 33 754320 41329 607 51

Laurens 56 2695392 3349 605 52

Newberry 4362398 5751 792 53

Clarendon 3 920362 1189 774 54

Chester 4318372 6367 773 55

Lancaster 8244 783 10301 763 56

Beaufort 12389667 16/498 763 57

Chesterfield 5.653199 7335 712 58

Laurens 55 3328069 5791 661 59

Horry 17995406 28465 632 60

Greenwood 50 5556635 8306 631 61

Lexington 2 5,437.083 8696 625 62

Oconee 6361640 10371 625 63

Greenwood 52 989186 1629 607 64

Andersons 1346,670 2372 601 65

Kershaw 5736.769 9668 593 68

Cherokee 5132612 8322 582 67

Yorkl 2334 153 4366 570 66

Aiken 13582321 23.884 569 69

Spartanburg 4 1609574 2852 564 70

Anderson 1 4303126 7 512 560 71

GreenvBe 32061 611 59729 537 72

Spartanburg 5 3.013309 5.756 624 73

Pickens 8086,638 15,758 512 74

Anderson 4 1360378 2.679 508 75

Spartanburg 1 2304345 4383 503 76

York 3 63T7312 14076 439 77

York 2 2001361 4600 435 78

Spartanburg 6 33433B6 9102 433 79

Richland 2 7470381 17660 423 60

Dorchesler2 6666.446 16.668 413 81

Spartanburg 2 3398 717 8080 406 82

Lexington 1 5965032 17388 347 83

Lexington 5 5090 944 14 766 345 64

York 4 1422 780 5308 256 65

Stale Total $490 610366 652/435 $752

District Median $678
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TABLE 92

REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL. STATE AND FEDERAL SOURCES
(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Mphabeocalty

LocaL State,

and Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Per PupB Rank

Abbevffle $26338966 3 709 $7155 49

Aiken 145741383 23 884 6102 85

Allendale 18376392 1822 10360 2

Anderson 1 49646835 7 512 6309 77

Anderson 2 29101615 3 580 8 109 20

Anderson 3 16335327 2.572 6 351 82

Anderson 4 20124 761 2 679 7 512 36

Anderson 5 81027470 11 118 7268 44

Bamberg 1 12357 124 1871 7 515 35

Bamberg 2 10383824 1063 9 674 5

Bamwe8l9 8366178 970 6443 16

BamweR 29 7481371 647 7000 25

Barnwell 45 18166799 2 702 6723 72

Beaufort 130371328 16 496 7940 24

Berkeley 170351 961 2S680 6569 78

Carhoun 17316627 1972 8 731 10

Charleston 293946670 41820 7 027 58

Cherokee 62370373 6822 7 070 54

Chester 45335361 6367 7199 46

Chesterfield 53368124 7935 6728 71

Clarendon 1 10629304 1341 8365 15

Clarendon 2 24/428624 3526 6928 61

Clarendon 3 7323 538 1 189 6664 75

Coseton 45781318 6638 6 697 64

Darlington 64 929396 11415 7440 40

DOonl 6039494 SOI 6 703 74

DBon2 24335304 3688 6734 69

DBon3 11343618 1486 7338 28

Dorchester 2 103381160 16366 6197 64

Dorchester 4 21 129162 2422 8,724 It

EctgefieW 29727104 3926 7372 33

Fairilekl 36 124 167 3 625 9.985 4

Florence 1 94373.045 13 814 6 910 62

Florence 2 9457325 1082 8 741 9

Florence 3 30341562 4 124 7357 42

Florence 4 8379859 1072 8004 23

Florence5 10375430 1438 7146 50

Georgetown 82 796318 9859 8398 17

Greenville 389165028 59 720 6 516 80

Greenwood 50 62097049 8306 7052 57

Greenwood 51 9409969 1 197 7 681 26

Greenwood 52 11637 764 1629 7144 51

Hampton 1 18642.693 2,604 7159 48

Hampton 2 12353617 1443 8908 8
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TABLE 92 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL. STATE. AND FEDERAL SOURCES

(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed rUphabettcslty

Local, State

end Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue
District Revenue (K-12> PerPupU Rank
Horry $209350 332 28 455 $7 357 43

Jasper 22307112 2839 7 857 27

Kershaw 64324 669 9666 6655 76
Lancaster 72.693149 10801 6 730 70

Laurens 55 39052591 5.791 6744 68

Laurens 56 23321335 3349 7 113 53

Lee 21358 857 2369 7 619 31
Uxtrtgtonl 128312413 17368 7465 38

Lexington 2 67365 808 8696 7 770 30

Lexingtons 18,758 516 2364 6385 18
Lexington 4 23327446 3 321 7 024 59

Lexington 5 110395335 14 755 7 518 34

MrjCorrrdck 11345717 1070 11071 1

Marion 1 22 770 593 3 180 7 161 47

Marion 2 16 331 440 2153 7 585 32

Marion 7 9 652.399 962 10034 3

Marlboro 34 760373 5 139 6764 67

Newberry 42367 358 5,751 7 454 39

Oconee 81309 340 10071 8 133 19

Orangeburg 3 29325339 3660 8 012 22

Orangeburg 4 29444 838 4 137 7 117 52

Orangeburg5 62343188 7396 8 611 14

Pickens 100409433 15 756 6 372 81

Richland I 233.106932 25673 9080 7

Richland 2 123.791 472 17660 7 010 60

Saluda 16380153 2087 7 801 29
Spartanburg 1 32309023 4383 7486 37

Spartanburg 2 51304367 8380 6 337 83

Spartanburg 3 27308085 3122 8650 13
Spartanburg 4 18,687 789 2352 6656 70

Spartanburg 5 46.132.749 5.755 8016 21

Spartanburg 6 62376/485 9102 6608 63

Spartanburg 7 80485306 8310 9458 6

Sumter 2 61553328 9170 6 712 73

Sumter 17 61399 795 8669 7066 55

Union 36346.120 4 067 7 378 41

WrrUantsburg 44 530332 6114 7383 45

Yorkl 35373,188 4968 7060 56

York 2 39795.730 4600 6 651 12

York 3 102035607 14 076 6 813 65

York 4 37402,114 5306 6793 66

State Total $4,720,183,133 652/435 $7 235

District Madlan $7 367
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TABLE «2 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL, STATE, AND FEDERAL SOURCES

(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE); 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

LocaL State

and Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Par Pupil Rank

McCcflnlck $11845 717 1070 $11 071 1

Aflendate 18876392 1822 10 360 2

Marion 7 9652.399 982 10034 3

Fairfield 36124 167 3625 9J965 4

BBrnberg2 10383 824 1063 9674 5

Spartanburg 7 80485,596 8310 9458 6

Richland 1 233106932 25 673 9080 7

Hampton 2 12353617 1443 8906 8

Florence 2 9457 325 1082 8 741 9

Calhoun 17216627 1972 8 731 10

Dorchester 4 21129 162 2422 8 724 11

York 2 39795 730 4600 8 651 12

Spartanburg 3 27 006 085 3 122 8 650 13

Orangeburg 5 62843186 7398 8 611 14

Clarendon 1 10629394 1341 8565 15

BamweS19 8266,178 979 8443 IS

Georgetown 82.796 91B 9359 83SS 17

Lexington 3 18756516 2364 8365 IB

Oconee 81909 340 10071 8133 19

Anderson 2 29101615 3589 8109 20

Spartanburg 5 46,132 749 5 755 8016 21

Orangeburg 3 29325339 3660 8 012 22

Florence 4 8579 859 1072 8004 23

Beaufort 130971328 16 496 7940 24

Barnwe929 7481371 947 7900 25

Greenwood 51 9409 969 1 197 7 861 26

Jasper 22307 112 2639 7657 27

D0on3 11843618 1488 7838 28

Saluda 16380153 2.067 7301 29

Lexington 2 67 565808 8698 7 770 30

Lee 21356 857 2369 7619 31

Marion 2 16331440 2153 7 585 32

Edgefield 29727104 3928 7572 33

Lexingtons 110395835 14 755 7516 34

Bamberg t 12357 124 1671 7 515 35

Anderson 4 20124 751 2 679 7 512 36

Spartanburg 1 32309023 4383 7466 37

Lexington 1 128912 413 17368 7465 38

Newberry 42367 356 5 751 7454 39

Darlington 84 929396 11415 7440 40

Union 38346120 4967 7 378 41

Florence 3 30341562 4 124 7357 42

Horry 209350 332 28 455 7357 43

Anderson 5 81027470 11118 7388 44
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TABLE 92 (Continued)
REVENUE PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL. STATE. AND FEDERAL SOURCES

(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE) 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

LocaL State

and Federal 2001-02 ADM Revenue

District Revenue (K-12) Per Pupil Rank

Wffiamsburg $44330332 6114 $7383 45

Chester 45335361 6367 7 199 46

Marion 1 22.770 693 3180 7161 47

Hampton 1 18342693 2604 7159 48

AbbevBe 26338368 3709 7155 49

Florence 5 10275430 1438 7146 50

Greenwood 52 11637 764 1629 7144 51

Orangeburg 4 29444338 4137 7117 52

Laurens 66 23 821335 3349 7113 53

Cherokee 62370373 8822 7070 54

Sumter 17 61399795 6389 7066 55

Yorkl 35073.186 4366 7060 56

Greenwood 50 62097049 8306 7052 57

Ctiarteston 293946370 41329 7 027 58

Lexington 4 23,327 446 3.321 7 024 59

mi M.ri il 1
rvcnrsno/ 123791472 17 660 7 010 60

Ctarendon2 24 428324 3326 6928 61

Florence 1 94373345 13614 8910 62

Spartanburg 6 62376 485 9.102 6908 63

Coeeton 45781318 6638 6397 64

York 3 162.035 607 14 976 6313 65

York 4 37402.114 5506 6793 66

Mdrtboro 34 760373 5139 6764 67

Laurens 55 39 052391 5 791 6 744 68

Dflon2 24335 804 3688 6734 69

Lancaster 72693,149 10801 6 730 70

Chesterfield 53366124 7035 6728 71

BarnweB45 18.166799 2.702 6723 72

Sumter 2 61363326 9 170 6312 73

Detail 6039/494 001 6703 74

ciareTiooii^ 7923338 1169 6664 75

Kershaw 64324 669 8666 8365 76

Anderson 1 49646335 7 512 6609 77

Berkeley 170 651961 25.980 6369 78

Spartanburg 4 18 697 769 2352 6556 79

GreenvBe 389165328 50 720 6316 80

Pickens 100409 433 15,756 6372 81

Andersons 18 335327 2372 6351 82

Spartanburg 2 51304367 8080 6337 83

rJorchester2 103381160 16,666 6197 84

Aiken 145741383 23384 6102 85

State Total $4,720,183,133 652,438 $7335

District Median $7357

•See "References for Tables
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TABLE 93

INCREASE IN REVENUE RECEIVED PER PUPH. FROM LOCAL. STATE.
AND FEDRAL SOURCES FROM 1997-98 TO 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically
LocaL State and Federal Revenue Per Pupil

District 1997-98 2001-02 increase Rank

Abbeville $5408 $7166 $1747 49

Aiken 4362 6102 1340 85

ABendale 6335 10360 4 025 2

Anderson 1 5199 6609 1410 77

Anderson 2 5606 8109 2 503 20

Anderson 3 5020 6351 1331 82

Anderson 4 5 751 7 512 1 761 36

Andersons 5442 7388 1346 44

Bamberg 1 5855 7515 1660 35

Bamberg 2 6666 9674 2808 5

Bamwe919 6458 8443 1385 18

Barnwell 29 6168 7900 1734 25

BernweB4S 5311 6723 1412 72

Beaufort 6060 7940 1860 24

Berkeley 5305 6569 1364 78

Calhoun 6 716 8 731 2 015 10

Charleston 5345 7 027 1682 58

Cherokee 5773 7 070 1397 54 ^

Chester 5 547 7199 1B52 46

Chesterfield 5469 6728 1359 71

Clarendon 1 5 702 8.565 2363 15

Clarendon 2 5005 6928 1323 61

CtarendonS 5608 6664 1 156 75

CoSeton 5572 6 897 1325 64

Darlington 6337 7440 1303 40

DDonl 5322 6 703 1 481 74

DBon2 5111 6734 1323 69

DrtonS 5465 7 836 2351 28

Dorchester 2 4996 6197 1301 84

Dorchester 4 6635 8 724 2389 11

Edgefield 5659 7372 1313 33

Fairfield 8 373 9963 1392 4

Florence 1 5123 6310 1787 62

F1orence2 5924 8 741 2317 8

Florences 5643 7 357 1 714 42

Florence 4 5965 8004 2339 23

Florence5 5938 7 146 1308 50

Georgetown 6 732 8398 1366 17

GreenvBe 5046 6 516 1,470 80

Greenwood 50 5723 7052 1329 57

Greenwood 51 5 507 7 861 2354 26

Greenwood 62 5 691 7144 1/453 51

tlarnpton 1 6055 7159 1 104 48

Hampton 2 6670 8 908 2338 8
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TABLE93 (Continued)
INCREASE BM REVENUE RECEIVED PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL. STATE.

AND FEDRALSOURCES FROM 1997-08 TO 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed AtorMbettcaliv
LocaL State,end Ftderet RevenuePer Pupil

District 1997-68 2001-02 Increase Rank
Horry $5375 $7357 $1382 43
Jasper 5899 7357 1958 27
Kershaw 5334 6655 1321 76
Lancaster 5540 6730 1190 70
Laurens 55 5182 6744 1562 68
Laurens 56 5457 7113 1658 53
Lee 5556 7619 2063 31
Lexington 1 5445 7 465 2320 38
Lexington 2 6 139 7 770 1 631 30
Lexingtons 6 041 8385 2344 IB
Lexington 4 5688 7024 1336 59
Lexingtons 5328 7318 1688 34
Mr£orrnick 6348 11071 4323 1
Marion 1 5 590 7161 1 671 47
Manon2 5990 7585 1595 32
Marion 7 13 872 10034 -3 938 3
Marlboro 5,351 6764 1413 67
Newberry 5932 7454 1522 39
Oconee 6323 8133 1810 19
Orangeburg 3 6332 8012 1760 22
Orangeburg 4 5979 7117 1138 52
Orangeburg 5 6773 8 611 1838 14
Pickens 5059 6372 1313 61
Richlandl 6.707 9080 2373 7
Richland 2 5,833 7 010 1177 60
Saluda 5696 7301 2105 29
Spartanburg 1 5391 7 486 1 595 37
Spartanburg 2 5400 6337 937 63
Spartanburg 3 6389 8350 1661 13
Spartanburg 4 6482 8358 1084 79
Spartanburg 6 6356 8318 1460 21
Spartanburg 6 5 359 6 906 1 549 63
Spartanburg 7 7366 9.456 1300 6
Sunder 2 6362 6.712 1460 73
Sumter 17 5376 7066 1688 55
Union 5302 7378 1776 41
ViWamsburg 5383 7383 1390 45
Yorkl 5360 7060 1400 56
York 2 6347 8651 1804 12
York 3 5,498 6813 1317 65
York 4 5394 6793 1499 66
State Total $5 660 $7335 $1375
District M0*utfm $1652

250
TEX 13137

DEF_3225-0273

REC038591



TABLE93 (Continued)
INCREASE HI REVENUE RECEIVED PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL, STATE

ANDFEDRAL SOURCES FROM 1997-98 TO 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

District

Ranked Numerically
LocaL State,end Federal Revenue Per Pupil
1997-88 2001-02 Increase Rank

A*ccorrr«ck

Allendale
$6 648 $11071
6335 10360

$4323
4 025

1

2
Manon7
Clarendon 1

6969 10334
5702 8565

3065

2663
3
4

Florence 2 5924 8 741 2317 5
Bamberg 2 6868 9674 2.608 5
Anderson 2 5306 8 109 2 503 7
Rrchlartdl

Greenwood 61
6 707 9360
5 507 7 881

2.373
2.354

8

g
DBton3 5465 7338 2351 to
Lexmgton3 6 041 8385 2344 11
Hampton 2 6 670 8.908 2338 12
Saluda 5 696 7301 2.105 13
Dorchester 4 6635 8724 2,089 14
Lee 5556 7619 2,063 15
Florence 4 5965 8004 2 039 16
Lexington 1 5445 7465 2 020 17
Calhoun 6 716 8 731 2015 18
Bamwei19 6458 8443 1985 19
Jasper 5899 7357 1958 20
Clarendon 2 5.005 8928 1923 21
Edgefield 5.659 7 572 1313 22
Spartanburg 7 7 556 9458 1600 23
Beaufort 6060 7340 1880 24
ArMtersonS 5442 7388 1346 25
Orangeburg 5 6 773 8 611 1638 26
Oconee 6 323 8133 1 B10 27
York 2 6847 8651 1804 28
Florence 1 5123 6310 1787 29
Orangeburg 3 6332 8312 1760 30
Union 5602 7378 1778 31
Anderson 4 5 751 7312 1 781 32
AbbevBe 5408 7165 1747 33
Bemwel29 6166 7900 1734 34
Florences 5643 7357 1714 35
Sumter 17 5378 7088 1688 38
Lexington 5 5328 7316 1688 37
Charleston 5 345 7327 1682 38
Georgetown 6 732 8398 1666 39
Spartanburg 3 6389 8650 1661 40
Bamberg 1 5 855 7316 1660 41
Laurens 56 5 457 7113 1656 42
Chester 5547 7199 1652 43
Lexington 2 6139 7770 1631 44
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TABLE 93 (Continued)
INCREASE M REVENUE RECEIVEO PERPUPfL FROM LOCAL. STATE,

AND FEDRAL SOURCES FROM 1907-68 TO 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

LocaL State, and Federal Revenue Per Pupil
District 1997-08 2001-02 Increase

$1623

Rank
Dfflon2 $5111 $6,734 45
Marion 2 5390 7565 1595 46
Spartanburg 1 5391 7486 1595 47
FBrrtretd 8373 9965 1592 48
Marion 1 5590 7161 1571 49
Leurens&S 5162 6744 1562 50

Spartanburg 6 5359 6908 1549 51
Newberry 6932 7454 1522 52
York 4 5394 6,793 1469 53
DBtonl 5322 6 703 1481 54

GreenviBe 5346 6 518 1470 59

Sumter 2 6352 6712 1460 58
Spartanburg 5 6356 8 018 1460 57

Greenwood 52 5691 7144 1453 58
Marlboro 5351 6 764 1413 59
Barnwell 45 5311 6 723 1412 60

Anderson 1 5199 6609 1410 61
Yorkl 5360 7 060 1400 62

Williamsburg 5393 7383 1390 63

Horry 5375 7 357 1382 64
Berkeley 5305 6 569 1364 65
Lexington 4 5388 7 024 1336 66
Anderson 3 5320 6 361 1331 67

Greenwood SO 5723 7052 1329 68

Colleton 5372 6 897 1325 69

Kershaw 5334 6655 1321 70

York 3 5496 6813 1317 71

Pickens 5350 6372 1313 72

Cherokee 5773 7070 1397 73

Chesterfield 5469 6728 1359 74

Aiken 4362 6102 1340 75

Florence 5 6338 7146 1308 78

rJsrtJngton 6337 7440 1303 77

Dorchester 2 4398 6197 1301 78

Lancaster 5540 6730 1190 79

Rtohtend2 5 833 7 010 1 177 80

Clarendon 3 5508 6664 1 166 81

Orangeburg 4 5979 7 117 1 138 82

Hampton 1 6055 7150 1 104 63

Spartanburg 4 5492 6366 1364 84

Spartanburg 2 5/400 6337 937 65

State Total $5360 $7335 $1375
District Median $1,652

*See "References for Tables'
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TABLE 94

TAXES FOR CURRENT OPERATIONS RECEIVED PER PUPU.

FROM LOCAL SOURCES, 2001-02
BY DISTRICT

Listed AlphabettcaOy
Local Taxee

Local Taxes tor 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil For
District Current Operations Ot-12) Current Operations Rank

AbbevBe $6742.350 3709 $1318 43

Aiken 36 647340 23884 1534 62

Allendale 4 483.637 1322 2 461 23

Anderson 1 13 192.381 7512 1756 49

Anderson 2 7022.351 3589 1357 37

Andersons 4 193 038 2572 1630 57

Anderson 4 8 338.689 2 679 3113 12

Andersons 25143 634 11118 2362 26

Bamberg 1 2268 700 1671 1358 68

Bamberg 2 2366376 1063 2132 30

Barnwell 19 1415,663 979 1446 67

Bamwe»29 1525.605 947 1611 58

Barnwell 45 3 575.038 2,700 1323 69

Beaufort 74 672,812 16.496 4 527 3

Berkeley 39 387 027 25980 1516 64

Calhoun 5771321 1972 2327 14

Charleston 107434 892 41829 2368 19

Cherokee 20895.010 8622 2369 25

Chester 11065.755 6367 1738 52

Chesterfield 13 730630 7335 1730 53

Clarendon 1 1879 359 1341 1314 65

Clarendon 2 2562.919 3526 727 85

Clarendon 3 955.400 1189 604 64

CoDeton 11092592 6638 1371 55

Darlington 25 304 636 11415 2317 29

Dillon 1 645 588 901 938 63

Dillon 2 4 100.441 3688 1 112 81

DiflonS 1397 811 1486 941 82

Dorchester 2 25653.767 16.666 1339 61

Dorchester 4 7364 048 2422 7,999 13

Edgefield 7155.694 3326 1323 42

Fairfield 18365575 3625 5339 2

Florence t 27 531035 13314 2322 36

Florence 2 1398898 1082 1300 76

Florences 5314392 4124 1364 73

Florence 4 1382.324 1072 1 196 77

Florence5 2217 323 1438 1342 60

Georgetown 33487 102 9359 3397 10

GreenvBe 121064 035 59729 2 027 35

Greenwood 50 18 592 664 8806 2111 32

Greenwood 51 2362.411 1197 1390 39

Greenwood 52 5681343 1626 3 610 7

Hampton 1 4 040167 2604 1552 59

Hampton 2 2 541393 1443 1761 47
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TABLE 94 (Contlnusd)
TAXES FOR CURRENT OPERATIONS RECEIVED PER PUPIL

FROM LOCAL SOURCES 2001-02

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically
Local Taxes

Local Taxes for 2001-82 ADM Per Pupil For
District Current OperatJona (K-12) Current OporetJoni Rank

rtony $97 401342 28 455 $3 423 9
Jasper 53H794 2339 1836 40

Kershaw 18 983.106 9666 1757 48
Lancaster 18 056330 10 801 1467 66

Laurens 55 10 383445 5 791 1790 45

Laurens 56 5683 368 3 349 1897 54

Lee 3 691341 2869 1387 71

Lexington 1 44 721152 17368 2.500 17

Lexington 2 22114361 B 696 2343 21

Lexington 3 4 782,606 2364 2,112 31

Lexington 4 4327 743 3321 1373 72
Lexington 5 38122360 14 755 2.584 18

McCormick 2 800360 1070 2.617 16

Marion 1 3570089 3160 1 123 80

Marlon 2 2 508,197 2 153 1 165 78

Marion 7 1468628 962 1527 63

Manbote 6468.147 5139 1359 74

Newberry 11744 936 5751 2042 34

Oconee 37 091336 10 071 3.683 6

Orangeburg 3 7325590 3,660 1920 38

Orengeburg4 7364 601 4.137 1780 46

Orangeburg 5 16460630 7308 2530 22

Pickens 26304342 15758 1669 56

Rfchtendl 96361340 25673 3 753 5

Fe-htand2 40581192 17660 2398 26

Saluda 3655487 2087 1752 50

Spartanburg 1 10490728 4383 2394 24

Spartanburg 2 14121335 8080 1748 51

Spartanburg 3 10429418 3122 3341 11

Spartanburg 4 5334347 2352 1338 41

Spartanburg 5 22366336 5786 3634 4

Spertanburg 6 23360762 9102 2367 20

Spartanburg 7 30371362 6510 3604 8

Sumter 2 10 528519 9170 1148 79

Sumter 17 11335567 6688 1393 70

Union 6374348 4967 1807 44

WrBamsburg 7320837 6114 1346 75

Yorkt 10185016 4968 2.050 33

York 2 26319156 4600 5722 1

York 3 34 371359 14 976 2395 27

York 4 14 683317 5508 2667 15

State Total $1466 717359 632,433 $2394

District Matttan $1318

254 TEX 13141

DEF_3225-0277

REC038595



TABLE 84 (Continued)
TAXES FOR CURRENT OPERATIONS RECEIVED PER PUPIL

FROM LOCAL SOURCES 2001-02
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Local Taxes

Local Taxes for 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil For
District Current Operations (K-12) Current Operations Rank
York 2 $26316156 4600 $5 722 1
Fairfield 18365 575 362S 5 039 2
Beaufort 74 672312 16498 4 527 3
Spartanburg 5 22066336 5 755 3834 4
Richland 1 96 361840 25673 3 753 5
Oconee 37 091335 10071 3683 6
Greenwood 52 5881243 1629 3 610 7
Spartanburg 7 30371862 B510 3604 8
Horry 97 401342 26455 3 423 9
Georgetown 33 487102 9850 3.397 10
Spartanburg 3 10429418 3122 3.341 11
Anderson 4 8338889 2 679 3113 12
Dorchester 4 7364 048 2422 2999 13
Catnoun 5 771321 1972 2927 14
York 4 14 663 617 5506 2667 15
McCormick 2300360 1070 2 617 16
Lexington 1 44 721 152 17368 2590 17
Lexington 5 38 122380 14 755 2564 16
Charleston 107434 692 41629 2568 19
Spartanburg 6 23 360762 9102 2 567 20
Lexington 2 22.114 081 8696 2543 21
Orangeburg 5 18460630 7398 2330 22
ARendaie 4483637 1322 2461 23
Spartanburg 1 10490 728 4383 2 394 24
Cherokee 20 695010 8822 2369 25
Richland2 40581192 17 660 2398 26
York 3 34 371359 14 976 2395 27
Anderson 5 25143.634 11118 2362 28
DarUnBton 25304 638 11415 2317 29
Bamberg 2 2366376 1063 2 132 30
Lexington 3 4 782.606 2364 2112 31
Greenwood 50 18592,664 8306 2.111 32
Yorfcl 10185316 4368 2 050 33
Newberry 11744938 5.751 2 042 34
Greenvrtre 121064 035 59,729 2027 35
Florence 1 27 531035 13,614 20(22 36
Anderson 2 7 022351 3569 1957 37
Orangeburg 3 7025 590 3660 1920 38
Greenwood 51 2362.411 1 197 1880 39
Jasper 5311794 2839 1836 40
Spartanburg 4 5334347 2.852 1836 41
Edgefield 7155694 3326 1823 42
AbbevBe 6 742350 3 709 1818 43
Union 8374048 4367 1307 44
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District

Laurens 55
Orangeburg4
Hampton 2
Kershaw
Anderson 1

Saluda

Spartanburg 2
Chester

Crvesterfteld
Laurens 56
CoBeton

Pickens

Andersons

Barnwel29
Hampton 1
Rorence5
Dorchester 2
Aiken

Marion 7

Berkeley
Cterendonl

Lancaster
Bamwel19
Bamberg 1
Bamwea45

Sumter 17
Lee

Lextngtori4
Florences
Medboro
VVtaramsburg
Florence 2

Frorence4
Marion 2

Sumter 2

Marlon 1

DBon2

Dr»on3

Dttonl

Clarendon 3

Ctorendon2

State Total

District Median

TABLE 94 (Continued)
TAXES FOR CURRENT OPERATIONS RECEIVED PER PUPH.

FROM LOCAL SOURCES, 2001-02
BY DISTRICT

Jtenked Numertcslrv

Local Taxes
Local Taxes for 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil For

Current OpereBons (K-12) Current Operations Rank
$10363445 5 791 $1790 45

7364 601 4 137 1760 48
2341393 1443 1761 47

16383108 9366 1757 48
13.192381 7 512 1756 49
3355487 2387 1752 50

14 121335 8.060 1748 51
11065755 6387 1738 52
13.730630 7936 1730 53
5.663 388 3349 1697 54

11092 592 6638 1671 55
26.304 042 15,756 1669 56
4193 038 2572 1630 57
1525 805 947 1611 58
4 040187 2604 1552 59
2217 323 1438 1542 60

25653 767 16666 1539 61
36647540 23364 1534 62

1466,628 962 1527 63
39367027 25360 1516 64

1379358 1341 1514 65
16356330 10301 1487 66
1315663 979 1446 67
2366 700 1671 1358 68
3 575 038 2702 1323 69

11335567 8669 1393 70
3661341 2669 1387 71
4327 743 3 321 1373 72
5314392 4124 1364 73
6488147 5,139 1359 74
7620337 6114 1346 76
1388399 1082 1300 76
1382324 1072 1196 77
2308187 2.163 1186 78

10326319 9170 1148 79
3570069 3180 1123 80
4100441 3688 1112 81
1397311 1486 941 82

845.688 901 938 83
955,400 1189 804 84

2362.919 3326 727 86
$1,496,717353 652335 $23»4

$1316

•See -References for Tables
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TABLE 95
TAXES FORCURRENTOPERATIONS AND DEBT SERVICE RECEIVED

PERPUPTL FROM LOCALSOURCES, 2001-02
BY DISTRICT

LMedAlptobeticaiiy
Local Taxes

Local Taxes for 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil For
District Current OperatJorts (K-12) Current Operations Rank
AbbevBle $8376044 3709 $2331 44
AJken 48026303 23684 2011 55
ABenctate 4 908371 1322 2694 29
Anderson 1 18051315 7 512 2137 48
Anderson 2 9659086 3589 2 691 30
Anderson 3 6309016 2572 2 025 53
Anderson 4 9 729301 2 879 3632 12
Anderson 5 31 165378 11 118 2803 26
Bamberg 1 2876 735 1671 1722 71
Bamberg 2 2 710442 1063 2350 34
Barnwe"19 1 817315 979 1357 65
BarrM«l29 1564 307 947 1673 75
BarmveD45 4566956 2702 1690 74
Beaufort 93318 777 16 496 5657 2
Berkeley 54 956 268 25 980 2115 49
CaTnoun 6592382 1372 3343 17
Charleston 140 686051 41329 3363 16
Cherokee 26129270 8822 2962 22
Chester 14 771 053 6 367 2320 41
Chesterfield 15475 659 7335 1350 60
Clarendon 1 2357 502 1341 2383 38

Clarendon 2 3326 370 3526 915 85
Clarendon 3 1347 742 1169 1 134 82
Coteton 12.468380 6338 1878 64
Darltogton 27 494393 11415 2409 36
DBonl 935377 901 1038 83
Daon2 4 475030 3686 1313 81
D9on3 1342378 1488 1038 84
rJorchester2 32349307 16 666 1923 62
Dorchester 4 8353326 2.422 3373 14
ErJgeHelfJ 8 714324 3326 2320 45

Fairfield 19 346352 3.625 5337 3

Florence 1 31879474 13314 2342 39
Florence 2 1884002 1382 1741 69
Florence 3 5.687 706 4124 1374 77

Florence 4 2348390 1372 2.097 50
Florence 5 2.634383 1438 1832 67
Georgetown 40 538340 9359 4 112 8

Greerrvfle 182 822378 59729 3 061 21
Greenwood 50 20 568112 8308 2336 40
Greenwood 51 2372 795 1 197 1982 57
Greenwood 52 8546 635 1629 4 019 9
Hampton 1 4466374 2604 1716 72
Hampton 2 2 814 743 1443 1951 59
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TABLE 95 (Continued)
TAXES FOR CURRENT OPERATIONS AND DEBT SERVICE RECEIVED

PER FHIPTL FROM LOCAL SOURCES 2001-02

BYrJSTRICT

Listed Alphabetically
Local Taxes

Local Taxes for 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil For
District Current Operations (K-12) Current Operations Rank

Horry $121 067353 28455 $4265 6

Jasper 6478.090 2.830 2382 43

Kershaw 21 415.041 9668 2316 48

Lancaster 22300781 10801 2355 51

Laurens 55 12307347 5791 2.160 47

Laurens 56 6 772.666 3340 2022 54

Lee 5317 829 2669 1354 68

Lexington 1 50619969 17368 2331 24

Lexington 2 25456.978 8396 2327 25

l^xkigtonS 6 326,669 2394 2704 27

Lexinrjton4 5689339 3321 1713 73

Lexington 5 52319356 14 755 3339 15

McCormick 2352385 1070 2,666 32

Marion 1 4154 583 3160 1308 79

Manon2 2606385 2.153 1350 78

Marion 7 1368.015 962 1942 61

Manboro 8 587166 5.139 1671 78

Newberty 15362390 5751 2.776 28

Oconee 42 014301 10371 4 172 7

Orangeburg 3 8772.059 3360 2397 37

Orangeburg 4 11388335 4137 2380 31

Orangeburg5 21314346 7398 2.948 23

Pickens 31354347 15766 1390 58

Rfehlandl 114329353 26373 4453 4

Richland 2 56352,976 17 660 3333 18

Saluda 4335948 2 087 2317 42

Spartanburg 1 11371767 4363 2395 33

Spartanburg 2 16368348 8080 2,028 52

Spartanburg 3 11368362 3.122 3,610 13

Spertanburg4 6318341 2352 1970 58

Spartanburg 5 24370363 6766 4322 5

Spartanburg 6 28350727 9102 3.192 19

Spertanburg7 32335.162 8310 3358 11

Sumter 2 18373316 9170 1775 66

Sumter 17 10368,082 8389 1738 70

Union 0325332 4387 1918 63

WrrBernsburg 7 745.160 8114 1367 80

Yorkl 12335342 4388 2.523 35

York 2 33319343 4300 7309 1

York 3 47 677/165 14 976 3184 20

York 4 21349335 5308 3378 10

State Total $1366346,740 652/43S $2392

District Madtatt $2382

256 TEX 13145

DEFJJ225-0281

REC038599



TABLE95(Continued)
TAXES FOR CURRENT OPERATIONS AND OEBT SERVICE RECEIVED

PER PUPIL FROM LOCAL SOURCES, 2001-02
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Local Taxes

District
Local Taxes for 2001-02 ADM Par Pupil For

Current Operations (K-12) Current Operations Rank
York 2 $33619 543 4600 $7309 1
Beaufort 93318 777 16496 5357 2
Fartwrd 19346 052 3625 5337 3
Richland 1 114 329 553 25673 4453 4
Spartanburg 5 24 870 653 5755 4322 5Horry 121087353 28455 4255 6
Oconee 42 014 601 10071 4172 7
Georgetown 40 538 540 9359 4112 8
Greenwood 52 8546 635 1629 4319 9
York 4 21349 635 5308 3 878 10
Spartanburg7 32335162 6310 3356 11
Anderson 4 9 729301 2379 3632 12
Spart8nburg3 11368352 3122 3 610 13
Dorchester 4 8353 026 2422 3 573 14
Laxmgton5 52310356 14 755 3539 15
Charleston 140666051 41329 3363 16
Calhoun 6302 282 1372 3343 17
Richland 2 58352976 17 660 3333 16
Spartanburg 6 29350 727 9102 3 192 19
York 3 47377465 14376 3184 20
Greenville 182322378 50 726 3 061 21
Cherokee 26129370 8322 2362 22
Orangeburg 5 21314 348 7308 2.948 23
Lexington 1 50 619969 17368 2331 24
Lexington 2 25 456978 8666 2,927 25
Anderson 5 31 165376 11118 2.803 26
Lexingtons 6 325359 2364 2.794 27
Newberry 15 982390 5.751 2.776 28
Allendale 4 908371 1322 2.694 29
Anderson 2 9659368 3389 2391 30
Orangeburg 4 11088335 4 137 2.680 31
McCormick 2.852385 1070 2368 32
Spartanburg 1 11371 787 4383 2395 33
Bamberg 2 2.710442 1063 2350 34
York! 12 535.642 4368 2.523 35
Darkngton 27494393 11415 2.409 38
CrBngeburg 3 8 772,050 3660 2397 37
Clarendon 1 2357302 1341 2383 38
Florence 1 31370474 13614 2342 39
Greenwood 50 20368112 8306 2.338 40
Chester 14 771053 6367 2320 41
Saluda 4635948 2.087 2317 42
Jasper 6.478 090 2839 2382 43
AbbevBe 8376.044 3709 2331 44
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TABLE »5 (Continued)
TAXES FORCURRENTOPERATIONS AND DEBTSERVICE RECEIVED

PER PUP*. FROM LOCAL SOURCES 2001-02
BY DISTRICT

Ranked NumerfcaBy

Local Taxes

Local Taxes for 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil For
District Current Operations (K-t*J Current Operations Rank
Edgefield $8 714324 3326 $2320 45
Kershaw 21415 041 9608 2316 46
Laurens 55 12.507247 6,791 2,160 47
Anderson 1 16051315 7312 2137 48
Berkeley 54358368 25380 2115 49
Florence 4 2348390 1372 2.097 50
Lancaster 22300 761 10801 2055 51
Spartanburg2 18368346 8380 2,026 52
Andersons 5309315 2372 2,025 53
Laurens 56 6772365 3348 2.022 54
Aiken 48026 903 23384 2311 55
Pickens 31354347 15,758 1390 56
Greenwood 51 2372 795 1197 1982 67
Spartanburg 4 5618 841 2352 1970 58
Hampton 2 2.814 743 1443 1951 69
Chesterfield 15475 659 7935 1350 60
Marion 7 1888316 982 1342 61
Dorchester 2 32349307 16688 1323 62
Union 9.525332 4367 1318 63
Coaeton 12.468360 6338 1378 64
Bamwe919 1317 515 979 1357 65
Lee 5317329 2369 1354 68
Florences 2.634383 1438 1332 87
Sumter 2 16373316 9 170 1776 68
Florence 2 1384 002 1082 1741 69
Sumter 17 15.088382 8689 1736 70
Bamberg 1 2.878 735 1671 1722 71
Hampton 1 4468374 2.604 1715 72
Lexington 4 6689339 3321 1713 73
Barnwal4S 4568366 2.702 1390 74

Bamwel29 1584307 947 1673 75

Mariboro 8387168 5139 1371 78
Florences 5667708 4 124 1374 77
Marion 2 2306385 2153 1350 78
Marion 1 4154 563 3180 1306 79
VVrffiamsburg 7745.160 6114 1367 80

C*on2 4 475.030 3388 1313 81
CterendonS 1347 742 1 189 1134 82
Dflionl 935377 90I 1338 83

DUon3 1542378 1488 1038 84

Ctarendon2 3326.370 3326 916 85

State Total $1388348,740 652/433 $2392
DistrictMedian $2382

"See "References for Tables
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TABLE 96

REVENUE RECEIVED PER PUPIL FOR CAPITAL PROJECTS
AND DEBT SERVICE. 2OO1-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically
Capital Projects 2001-02

Capital Debt and ADM Revenue

District Protects Service Debt Service IK-12) Per Pupil Rank

Abbevite $3881999 $1355657 $5437356 3,709 $1466 18

Aiken 15006428 11517028 26523456 23684 1111 32

Allendale 69213 490822 560335 1822 307 79

Anderson 1 1949008 3064 732 5013 740 7 512 667 65

Anderson 2 1370964 2 904 740 4384 704 3589 1194 30

Anderson 3 3487 837 1 142 349 4 629388 2 572 1800 9

Anderson 4 1 191 010 1528 599 2 719 609 2679 1015 42

Anderson 5 6924345 6357304 13481349 11118 1213 27

Bamberg 1 139872 680462 820334 1671 491 74

Bamberg 2 231326 488.019 717 345 1063 675 63

Barnwel19 233 565 440333 673398 979 688 60

Barnwell 29 1379 967 67 744 1347 711 947 1423 19

Barnwell 45 1 371 861 1063 053 2434314 2 702 901 44

Beaufort 10 591 989 19377 878 26369367 16496 1B11 8

Berkeley 5197 566 16639 514 21837 080 25980 841 45

Calhoun 25 366 912314 938182 1972 476 75

Charleston 29120363 34 679401 63 799684 41629 1525 15

Cherokee 55 018 5 512394 5 567 612 8622 631 68

Chester 462137 4096423 4578560 6367 719 58

Chesterfield 6866364 1896464 8.762 728 7935 1104 33

Clarendon 1 831345 1090,164 1321509 1341 1348 14

Clarendon 2 128026 672.493 600516 3.526 227 82

Clarendon3 1785590 399160 2.184 760 1189 1637 6

Colleton 8844 798 1475392 10319 690 6638 1555 IS

Darlington 3 944302 2 337375 6382 777 11415 550 71

Dillon 1 307112 99304 407 006 901 452 76

Dillon 2 2054 496 417309 2,471 705 3.668 670 64

Dillon 3 1082837 161 013 1343350 1466 637 47

Dorchester 2 6 510174 6 910313 13420687 16,666 605 49

Dorchester 4 1459091 1506315 2.985106 2.422 1324 26

Edgefield 2 379389 1680330 4 059619 3,926 1034 40

Faftrekt 294399 1 140403 1434302 3325 396 78

Florence 1 1846871 4364154 6 711025 13614 493 73

Florence 2 864 564 644 595 1509156 1082 1395 21

Florence 3 588 563 538775 1 127338 4124 273 81

Florence 4 48362 1355 717 1104 679 1072 1030 41

Florence 5 1050462 469325 1520387 1438 1057 37

Georgetown
GreenvSe

14 158307 7 507362 21666 589 9359 2 198 3

8 834074 65369343 74 503 917 59 729 1247 25

Greenwood 50 2 838310 2 535072 5 373 882 8806 610 69

Greenwood 51 43438 132 702 176.140 1 107 147 83

Greenwood 52 1 181 709 666 079 1347 788 1629 1 134 31

Hampton 1
Hampton 2

803 568

638254

498102
302 405

1399690
940659

2604
1443

499
652

72
66
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TABLE 96 (Continued)
REVENUE RECEIVED PER PUPB, FOR CAPTTAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically
Capital Project* 2001-02

Capital Debt and ADM Revenue
District Protect. Service Debt Service OC-12) Per Pupil Rank
Horry $17354 454 $24311378 $42.365832 28455 $1489 17
Jasper 595544 1354 865 1350,409 2839 687 61
Kershaw 6642 732 4302399 11545031 9666 1 194 29
Lancaster 11093300 6658 890 17762.190 10801 1644 12
Laurens 65 1544333 2195547 3 740380 5791 646 67
Laurens 56 1326090 1338308 2 764398 3 349 825 48
Lee 598 038 1330454 2328,460 2869 777 51
Lexington 1 6352357 6454 668 12307525 17368 742 56
Lexington 2 2318 829 3694 717 6313,546 8696 761 52
Lexington 3 1198 855 1678316 2376871 2364 1371 24
Lexington 4 1341183 1653185 3494368 3321 1352 38
Lexington 5 12 062 899 14 713307 26 776106 14 755 1815 7
McCormick 8443 60353 69396 1370 65 65
Marion 1 4 090 541 660364 4 750905 3180 1494 16
Marion 2 3105 622 465 795 3 571417 2153 1659 11
Marion 7 3108729 411133 3 519862 962 3659 1
Marlboro 2 452.919 2365 626 4 718545 5139 918 43
Newberry 1665148 4 675.746 6340892 5 751 1 103 35
Oconee 1335 793 5337 419 7 173212 10 071 712 59
OTarrgeburg3 864336 1907352 2,772,388 3660 757 53
0ivngeburg4 1689348 4009831 5,699177 4137 1378 22
Orangeburg 5 10198 612 3362.173 13 580 785 7396 1661 5
Pickens 1365 367 5 551396 7118763 15.758 452 77
Richland 1 7604300 19338678 26 843478 25673 1046 39
Rrchland2 5386332 18310 552 23,696,784 17 660 1342 23
Saluda 989316 1313401 2 302317 2087 1103 34
Spartanburg 1 4364127 935898 5300325 4383 1309 28
Spartanburg 2 3 735377 2377 449 6112326 8060 757 54
Spartanburg 3 1317400 917115 2 134315 3122 684 62
Spartanburg 4 409366 429653 839319 2352 294 80
Spartanburg 5 1315 558 2371030 4386 588 5755 745 55
SpartBTFburg 6 974197 6178360 7152.457 9102 786 50
Spartanburg 7 13626379 2339811 16168390 8310 1300 4
Sumter 2 7045372 5,774 131 12 810 703 9170 1396 46
Sumter 17 3403122 3375185 7378307 8689 638 20

Umon 2.369393 639794 3328 887 4387 610 70
VVttiarnsburg 621748 149 369 771 117 6114 126 84
Yorkl 1097142 2525 554 3622.666 4968 729 57

York 2 2687367 7444391 10131358 4600 2303 2

York 3 2665370 13 511 814 16176 884 14 976 1080 36
York 4 2634111 8 712394 9346 405 5,506 1607 10

State Total $308,788,725 $412,745321 $721331 748 632,435 $1106
District Madian $919
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TABLE 96(Contfnued)
REVENUE RECEIVED PER PUPIL FOR CAPITALPROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE. 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Capital Projects 2001-02

Capital Debt end ADM Revenue
District Protects Service Debt Service (K-12) Per Pupil Rank
Marion 7 $3 108 729 $411 133 $3 519662 962 $3 659 1
York 2 2.687387 7 444391 10131358 4600 2303 2
Georgetown 14 158307 7507662 21666.569 9659 2 168 3
Spartanburg? 13 626379 2 539811 16166690 8 510 1900 4
Orangeburg 5 10198 612 3382173 13 560 765 7396 1661 5
Clarendon 3 17B5 590 399160 2184 750 1 189 1837 6
Lexington 5 12062399 14 713307 26776106 14 755 1815 7
Beaufort 10691989 19377878 29869667 16496 1811 8
Andersons 3 487 637 1 142,349 4629 088 2572 1600 9
York 4 2.634 111 6 712394 9346,405 5506 1697 10
Marion 2 3.105 622 465795 3571417 2.153 1659 11
Lancaster 11093300 6658990 17752190 10301 1644 12
CoBeton 8344 798 1475 092 10 319 890 6638 1665 13
Clarendon 1 831 345 1090164 1921 509 1341 1546 14
Charleston 29 120383 34379401 63 799 684 41329 1 525 15
Morion 1 4 090 541 660364 4 750 905 3160 1494 16
Horry 17 554 454 24311378 42365 832 28 455 1489 17
AbbevrDe 3381999 1355657 5437 656 3 709 1466 18
Bamwe*29 1379 967 67 744 1347 711 947 1423 19
Sumter 2 7 045372 5 774 131 12319 703 9170 1398 20
Florence 2 864564 644 595 1509159 1082 1395 21
Orangeburg 4 1689346 4009831 5699177 4 137 1378 22
Rrchland2 5368332 18 310552 23.696 764 1760O 1342 23
Lexington 3 1198655 1678016 2 876371 2364 1371 24
GreenviBb 8 834 074 65669343 74 503317 59 729 1347 25
Dorchester 4 1459 091 1506315 2.965 106 2 422 1324 26
Anderson 5 6 924345 6 557304 13.481349 11 118 1313 27
Spartanburg 1 4 364 127 935398 5300025 4363 1309 28
Kershaw 6 642 732 4902399 11545331 9666 1194 29
Anderson 2 1379364 2904 740 4384 704 3.589 1 194 30
Greenwood 52 1 181 709 666379 1847768 1629 1 134 31
Afcen 15006428 11 517328 26 523 456 23 884 1111 32
Chesterfield 6 866364 1896 464 8 762.728 7935 1104 33
Saluda 988516 1313401 2302 917 2 087 1 103 34
Newberry 1665146 4 675/46 6340 892 5 751 1103 35
York 3 2.665070 13311 814 16176 684 14 976 1080 36
Florence 5 1050462 469 825 1520387 1438 1067 37
Lexington 4 1841 183 1653165 3494 388 3321 1052 38
Richland 1 7 604300 19338878 28343 478 25673 1046 39
Edgefield 2379389 1680330 4 059 819 3926 1034 40
Florence 4 48362 1055,717 1 104 679 1072 1030 41
Anderson 4 1 191 010 1528 599 2719609 2 679 1015 42
Marlboro 2452 919 2365626 4 718 545 5 139 918 43
Bamwer)45 1 371 861 1063.053 2434 914 2702 901 44
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TABLE B6(Continued)
REVENUE RECEIVED PERPUPIL FOR CAPITAL PROJECTS

AND DEBT SERVICE, 20O1-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Capital Protects 2001-02

——

District
Capital Debt and ADM Revenue

Protecta Service Debt Service (K-12) Per Pupil RankBerkeley
Sumter 17
DSIon 3
Laurens 56

$5197568 $16639314 $21637 080 25360 $841 45
3/403122 3875.185 7378.307 8689 838 48
1382337 161013 1343.850 1486 637 47
1326390 1338306 2764396 3 349 825 48

Dorchester 2 6310174 6310 513 13,420,687 16666 805 49Spartanburg 6
Lee

974197 6178360 7152457 9 102 766 50
598038 1630454 2328.490 2869 777 51Lexington 2 2 918329 3394 717 6.613,546 8696 761 52

Orangeburg 3 884338 1307352 2,772388 3660 757 S3Spartanburg 2 3 735377 2377 449 6112326 8080 757 54Spartanburg 5 1315358 2.871030 4380,588 5755 745 55
Lexington 1 6352357 6454668 12307525 17368 742 56
York t 1097142 2525554 3622696 4968 728 57
Chester 482137 4 096423 4 578560 6 367 719 58
Oconee 1335 793 5337419 7 173212 10 071 712 59
BamweS 19 233 565 440333 673398 979 668 60Jasper 595.544 1354365 1950409 2839 687 61Spartanburg 3 1217400 917115 2134315 3 122 684 62Bamberg 2 231326 488319 717345 1363 675 63
DBon2 2354496 417309 2.471706 3668 670 64
Anderson 1 1349308 3064 732 5.013 740 7 512 687 65Hampton 2 638254 302.405 940 839 1443 652 66
Laurens 55 1344333 2195547 3.740380 5.791 646 67
Cherokee 55018 5 512 594 5387 612 8822 631 68
Greenwood 50 2338810 2 535 072 5373 882 8.806 610 69
Union 2.389093 639 794 3028 887 4 987 610 70
Darlington 3 944302 2 337 875 6382 777 11415 550 71
Hampton 1 803368 496.102 1399690 2604 499 72
Florence 1 1646371 4 664154 6711 026 13 614 493 73
Bamberg 1 139372 680462 620 334 1671 491 74
Calhoun 25388 912314 938 182 1972 476 75
DBonl 307112 09394 407 006 001 452 78
Pickens 1565367 5 551396 7116.783 16756 462 77
Fairfield 294399 1 140403 1434302 3825 398 78
Alendate 69313 490822 560035 1822 307 79
Spartanburg 4 409366 429653 839319 2352 264 80
Florence 3 588 563 538775 1127338 4 124 273 81
Clarendon 2 128 026 672.493 600319 3326 227 82
Greenwood 51 43.438 132.702 178140 1197 147 83
VVBtemsburg 621748 149369 771117 6114 126 84
MrjCorrnick 8.443 60363 69 398 1O70 65 85
State Total $308 788,725 $412,745321 $721331746 632/433 $1108
District Median $919

264
TEX _ 13151

°EF_3225-0287

REC038605



TABLE 97
ASSESSEDVALUATION PER PUPIL, 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Listed AjprrabstJca»V

Assessed Valuation
Valuation Per

District 2001-02 Pupil Rank

Abbevffle $51405.955 $13360 53
Aiken 430 801321 18.037 25
Alendale 26148,768 14 351 48
Anderson 1 123035382 16378 33
Anderson 2 47411365 13210 58
Andersons 34 609370 13.456 56
Anderson 4 63 559 930 23725 13
Andersons 213470196 19300 21
Bamberg 1 15348 750 9344 77
Bamberg 2 12326470 12066 63
Barmvel 19 8178000 8353 81
Barmvel29 12 764 000 13476 65
Barmvel 45 29 749320 11010 70
Beaufort 860 859973 52,188 1

Berkeley 414 745058 15664 35
Calhoun 9 661357 4909 84

Charleston 1 451 541 768 34702 6
Cherokee 147374479 16694 31
Chester 99976370 15,702 37
Chesterfield 117119351 14760 48
Clarendon t 24 635380 19351 19
Clarendon 2 39 922,080 11322 68
uiarerrrjono 7 421070 6341 83
CoBeton 117595 804 17 716 27

Darirngton 190 906328 18,724 30
DOonl 7 676390 8520 60
Daton2 41 164358 11162 68
Dr*on3 14 694305 9369 74
Dorchester 2 220 983309 13360 57
Dorchester 4 44348 034 18310 24
ErJgefietd 58 556315 14316 44

Fairfield 126534381 34908 5
Florence 1 292353.007 21467 15
Florence 2 13,188049 12.180 62
Florence 3 45708342 11083 69
Florerice)4 12327447 11968 64

Florenoe5 13372.116 9716 76
Georgetown 331361378 33.612 7

Greenvtto 1 569 514338 28277 9
GrocnwoodSO 151313339 17172 29

Greenwood 51 12.705888 10615 71
Greenwood 52 26 769772 16446 32
Hampton 1 25 657 659 9363 75
Hampton 2 12 606 620 8738 79
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TABLE 97 (Cerrtlnued)
ASSESSED VALUATION PER PUPtL, 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL NSTRICT

UstMl Alphabetically

Assessed Valuation

Valuation Per

District 2001-02 Pupa Rank

Horry $1098362382 $38307 3

Jasper 56055 20 85

Kershaw 158.000000 16346 34

Lancaster 170415 809 15776 36

Laurens 55 88348167 15356 41

Laurens 56 50300000 14390 43

Lee 29691048 10349 72

Lexington 1 270640370 15373 39

Lexington 2 196333777 22386 14

Lexington 3 32383110 14303 49

Lexington 4 24307060 7316 82

Lexingtons 294 784 764 19979 18

MTjUOrilrxA 29174 310 27366 8

Manonl 39326135 12356 59

Marlon 2 21316151 9301 73

Marion 7 8922 646 9375 78

Marlboro 61028 683 11376 66

Newberry 89348570 15323 40

Oconee 388388 829 38339 4

Orangeburg3 45380304 12330 61

Orangeburg 4 64398397 15387 38

Orangeburg 5 126397886 17390 28

Pickens 312306133 19312 20

Richland 1 623386210 24389 11

Richland 2 313379 938 17740 26

Saluda 30.863 508 14.788 46

Spartanburg 1 65768471 15305 42

Spartanburg 2 113324 474 14387 50

Spartanburg 3 57449347 18392 23

Spartanburg 4 38373376 13330 54

Spartanburg 5 144307375 25358 10

Spartanburg 6 193060330 21311 16

Spartanburg 7 182366183 19138 22

Sumter 17 125330 730 14300 47

Sumter 2 108.152 310 11394 67

Union 69618360 14316 52

Wiffiamsburg 76 646/424 12336 60

Yorkl 69 640 546 14316 51

York 2 236363327 51/490 2

York 3 317 043/492 21170 17

York 4 131348.177 23392 12

State Total $14339 735313 $2131$
District MatBan $14,990
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TABLE97 (Continued)
ASSESSEDVALUATION PER PUPIL. 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Assessed Valuation
Valuation Per

District 2001-02 Pupfl Rank

Beaufort $660359373 $52 166 1
York 2 236 853927 51490 2
Horry 1098,562382 36307 3
Oconee 368988326 36639 4

Fakfietd 126 534 561 34 906 5

Charleston 1 451 541 768 34 702 6

Georgetown 331 381376 33612 7

McCormick 29174 310 27366 8

GreenvrBe 1 569 514338 26377 9
Spartanburg 5 144307375 25356 10
Wchlandl 623 566310 24389 11
York 4 131 548,177 23392 12

Anderson 4 63 559330 23 725 13

Lexjngton2 196333 777 22 566 14

Florence 1 292353 007 21467 15
Spartanburg 6 193060330 21211 16

York 3 317 043 492 21 170 17

Lexingtons 294 764 764 16379 18
Clarendon 1 24,635380 19351 19

Pckens 312305133 19 812 20

Andersons 213.470 196 19300 21
Spartanburg 7 162366183 19136 22
Spartanburg 3 57 449 547 18 402 23

Dorchester 4 44 346334 18 310 24

Afken 430301 821 18 037 25

Richland 2 313379338 17 740 26

Coeeton 117395804 17 716 27

Orangeburg 5 128397388 17380 28
Greenwood 50 151313839 17172 29

rjarfington 190908328 16 724 30

Cherokee 147374 479 16 694 31

Greenwood 52 26.789 772 16446 32
Anderson 1 123,035382 16376 33
Kershaw 158.000300 16346 34

Berkeley 414 745358 15 964 35
Lancaster 170415309 15 778 36

Chester 99376370 15.702 37

Orangeburg 4 64 898397 15 687 38

Lexingtonl 270640370 15673 39

Newberry 89848370 15 623 40

Laurens 55 88 346167 15356 41

Spartanburg 1 65768471 15.005 42

Laurens 56 50300000 14360 43

Edgefield 58 556 915 14315 44
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TABLE 97 (Continued)
ASSESSED VALUATION PER PUPIL,2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Ranked Nuroericatly

Asserted Valuation

Valuation Per
District 2001-02 Pupil Rank
Saluda $30883308 $14 768 45
Chesterfield 117119351 14760 46
Sumter 17 125.030 730 14 390 47
Allendale 26.146 768 14351 48

Lexingtons 32383110 14303 49
Spartanburg 2 113.824 474 14 087 50
Yorkl 69640548 14018 51
Union 6961B360 14016 52
AbbevMe 51405955 13 860 53
Spartanburg 4 36373375 13 630 54

Barrtwe*29 12764000 13478 55
Anderson 3 34 609370 13456 56
Dorchester 2 220383,009 13360 62
Anderson 2 47411365 13210 57
Merloni 39928135 12556 58
VViBiamsburg 76645,424 12 536 59
Orangeburg 3 45380304 12330 60
Florence 2 13188340 12.189 61
Bamberg2 12326470 12366 63
Florence 4 12827/447 11366 64

Marlboro 61028,683 11376 65
Sumter 2 108.152310 11794 66
Clarendon 2 39322360 11322 67

DSkm2 41164368 11162 68
Florence 3 45,708342 11383 69

Barnwell 45 29 749320 11310 70

Greenwood 51 12705386 10615 71
Lee 29391048 10349 72

Marion 2 21316 151 9301 73

Daon3 14394306 9389 74
Hampton 1 25357359 9363 75
Florence5 13372.116 9716 76
Bamberg 1 16948,760 6344 77
Marlon 7 8322348 9375 78
Harnpton2 12308320 8738 60

Dfflonl 7676390 6520 79

Barnwel 19 8178000 8353 81
Lexington 4 24397360 7318 82

Clarendons 7421370 6341 63

Carhoun 9681357 4909 84

Jasper 66355 20 65

State Total $14333,735313 $21313
District MaiUMn $14,990

•See "Reference tor Tables
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TABLE 98
CHANGE IN ASSESSED VALUATION PER PUPIL FROM 1991-92 TO 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Listed AJphabetJcelry

Assessed Assessed
Valuation Valuation

District 1991-82 2001-02 Change Rank
AbbevBe $10473 $13360 $3 387 68
Aiken 11643 18337 6,394 26
Alrendate 8347 14351 5,104 47
Anderson 1 10 660 16378 5718 38
Anderson 2 9884 13310 3346 67
Anderson 3 13 954 13456 -498 77
Anderson 4 16 882 23325 6643 20
Anderson 5 12 899 19300 6301 29
Bamberg 1 5944 9544 3600 63
Bamberg 2 6 577 12066 5469 41
Barnwell 19 4 745 8353 3608 62
Bamwefi26 9 519 13 478 60
Barnwell 45 7365 11010 3 745 61
Beaufort 33366 52.186 18 920 1
Berkeley 8 302 15964 7662 15
Cafftoun 22397 4909 17 988 84
Charleston 16374 34 702 17 828 2
Cherokee 12734 16694 3360 59
Chester 9609 15.702 6093 32
Chesterfield 9326 14 760 5334 45
Clarendon 1 10330 19851 9621 g
Clarendon 2 6 061 11322 5 281 44
Oarendon3 4329 6241 1312 73
CoReton 10459 17 716 7357 18
Darftngton 14 444 16724 2380 71
Chiton 1 5060 8520 3460 64
DSIon 2 6 371 11162 4791 52
DBon3 5368 9889 4 521 53
Dorchester 2 10 667 13360 2393 70
Dorchester 4 11740 18310 6370 24
Edgefield 8094 14 915 6321 21
Fairfield 26307 34306 8599 11
Florence 1 12744 21467 8723 10
Florence 2 7158 12.189 5033 48
Florence 3 5737 11383 5346 42
Florence 4 5333 11366 6033 33
Floreree5 9368 9 716 348 75
Georgetown 16904 33312 16708 4
GreenvUte 15930 26377 10347 8
Greenwood 50 11904 17172 5368 43
Greenwood 51 6467 10615 4148 58
Greenwood 52 18397 16 446 1351 78
Hampton 1 6958 9353 2395 59
Hampton 2 6313 8736 1323 72
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TABLE 98 (Continued)
CHANGE IN ASSESSED VALUATION PER PUPIL FROM 1991-92 TO 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Listed Arphabrrticarty

Aseeeeed finnsed
Vatuaton Valuation

District 1991-02 2001-02 Change Rank
Horry $24312 $3860/ $13,695 6
Jasper 8327 20 -6307 83

Kershaw 12331 16 346 4116 57

Lancaster 9165 15 778 6.613 23

Laurens 55 9716 15366 5,541 40
Laurens 58 10 524 14390 4466 54

Lee 5427 10349 4322 49
Lexington 1 8389 15373 6384 22

Lexington 2 12013 22360 10353 7

Lexington 3 8331 14303 6372 30
Lexington 4 9397 7316 2081 79
Lexington5 11387 19379 8112 12
McCormick 10189 27366 17077 3
Marion 1 6585 12 556 5971 34

Marion 2 5009 9 901 4892 50

Manon7 8938 9375 339 76

Marlboro 5.548 11876 6328 27

Newberry 10314 15 623 6609 39

Oconee 20151 38 639 16488 5
Orangeburg S 15620 12 530 2990 81

Orarigeburg4 17345 15 687 2158 80

OiBngeburg 5 23 737 17380 -6157 82

Pickens 12.728 19312 7384 19
Richland 1 16.663 24369 7326 18

Richland 2 11423 17 740 6317 28

Saluda 8634 14 788 6154 31

Spartanburg 1 10128 15.005 4377 51

Spartanburg 2 9629 14 087 4458 55

Spartanburg 3 16,681 18.402 1541 74

Spartanburg 4 10639 13330 2995 68

Spertanburg 6 17308 25,058 7460 17

Spartanburg 6 17308 21311 4003 SB
Spartanburg 7 14016 10138 5.122 48

Sumter 17 8364 11794 3430 65

Sumter 2 6484 14 300 7308 13

Linton 8368 14316 5.760 36

VVaftamsburg 6639 12636 5397 35

Yorkl 8382 14 018 5.736 37

York 2 75498 51490 •24008 86

York 3 14 714 21 170 6456 26

York 4 16060 23 892 7332 14

Stats Total $13^36 $2131S $8377
District Median -$M$»
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TABLE 98(Continued)
CHANGE IN ASSESSED VALUATION PER PUPIL FROM 1991-92TO 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Ranked Numaricallv

Assessed Assessed
Valuation Valuation

Mstrtct lWW -99 2001-02 Change Rank
Beaufort $33366 $52,186 $18 920 1
Charleston 16B74 34 702 17 828 2
McCormick 10189 27366 17 077 3
Georgetown 16 904 33812 16 708 4
Oconee 20151 36639 16488 5
Horry 24 912 38607 13 695 6
Lexington 2 12 013 22566 10 553 7
GreenvBe 15930 26377 10347 8
Clarendonl 10330 19851 6621 9
Florence 1 12 744 21467 8723 10
Faktreld 28 307 34306 8.599 11
Lexingtons 11867 19379 6,112 12
Sumter 2 6484 14390 7906 13
York 4 16 060 23392 7832 14
DtsncGfoy 8302 15664 7692 15
Richland 1 16 863 24389 7 626 16
Spartanburg 5 17598 26058 7460 17
Colleton 10 459 17 716 7257 16
Pickens 12.728 19312 7084 19
Anderson 4 16882 23 725 6643 20
Edgefield 8064 14315 6821 21
Lexington 1 8989 15 673 6684 22
Lancaster 9165 15778 6613 23
Dorchester 4 11740 18310 6670 24
York 3 14 714 21170 6456 26
Aiken 11643 18337 6394 26
Marlboro 5548 11876 6328 27
Richland 2 11423 17 740 6 317 28
Andersons 12 899 19300 6301 29
Lexington 3 8031 14303 6272 30
Saluda 8634 14788 6154 31
Chester 9609 15.702 6093 32
Florence 4 5933 11368 6033 33
Marion 1 6585 12356 5 871 34
WrrBamsburg 6639 12538 5 897 35
Union 8366 14016 5 750 36
Yorkl 8382 14018 5736 37
Anderson 1 10 660 18378 5 718 38
Newberry 10314 15323 5609 39
Laurens 55 9 715 15356 5,541 40
Barnberg2 6377 12066 5489 41
Florence 3 5737 11383 5346 42
Greenwood 50 11304 17172 5368 43
Clarendon 2 6361 11322 5361 44
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TABLE 98 (Continued)
CHANGE IN ASSESSED VALUATION PER PUPH. FROM 1991-92 TO 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Assessed Assessed

Valuaton Valuation

District 1998-09 2001-02 Change Rank

Crwsterfieid $9326 $14,760 $5334 45

Spartanburg 7 14316 19138 5.122 46

A-endale 9247 14361 5.104 47

Florence 2 7 156 12169 5333 48

Lee 5 427 10349 4322 49

Marion 2 5309 9301 4392 50

Spartanburg 1 10128 15305 4 877 51

Dflon2 6371 11162 4 791 52

Dr*on3 5368 9389 4 521 53

Laurens 56 10324 14390 4466 54

Spartarrburg2 9329 14387 4458 55

Greenwood 51 6/467 10,615 4148 55

Kershaw 12331 16346 4 116 67

Spartanburg 6 17308 21311 4003 58

Cherokee 12 734 16694 3960 59

Barnwell 29 9319 13.478 3059 60

Barnwell 45 7365 11010 3 745 61

BamwuB 19 4 745 6.353 3608 62

Bamberg 1 5344 9544 3600 63

rxeoni 5060 8.520 3/460 64

Sumter 17 8364 11794 3430 65

Abbevfle 10473 13360 3387 66

Anderson 2 9364 13310 3346 67

Spartanburg 4 10 635 13.630 2995 66

rtampton 1 6358 9363 2896 69

Dorchester 2 10 567 13360 2693 70

l3ar6ngton 14 444 16,724 2380 71

Hampton 2 6813 8,736 1623 72

Ctarendon3 4329 6341 1912 73

Spartarrburg 3 16381 18.402 1541 74

F)orenoe5 9368 9.716 348 75

Marion 7 8938 9375 339 76

Arrderson S 13354 13,456 -498 77

GraeTrweod52 18397 16.446 1951 78

Lextngton 4 9397 7316 -2.061 79

Orangeburg 4 17345 15687 -2.168 80

Orangeburg 3 15320 12530 -2.900 81

Orangeburg 5 23.737 17 580 -6167 82

Jasper 8327 20 -6307 83

Catvoun 22897 4309 17 988 84

York 2 75.498 51/490 24 008 85

State Total $13,438 $21313 $6377

District Medton•arWaW *^f*» aaar^a^rre^aea -$\299

*See *Reference for Tables*
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TABLE 99

WEALTH (FBCAL CAPACITY) PER PUPIL. 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Fiscal 2001-02 ADM Wealth

Dlstrict Capacity IK-12) Per Pupil Rank

AbbevBte $62370307 3709 $16 735 44

Aiken 442.131322 23 864 18312 36

AHerrde* 28371 183 1822 15346 49

Anderson 1 143376 900 7 512 19126 34

Anderson 2 57398 767 3589 16076 47

Anderson 3 40754 725 2 572 15846 50

Anderson 4 89654 658 2 679 33466 9

Andersons 253279377 11 118 22,761 19

Bamberg 1 17024399 1671 10189 78

Bamberg 2 13400 500 1063 12606 68

DarnweS19 9423354 979 9625 80

Bamwe"29 13323 712 947 14069 62

Barnwell 45 30272 764 2 702 11304 75

Beaufort 1018974 520 16 496 61771 1

Berkeley 465.024 666 25 980 17899 37

Calhoun 56628 328 1972 28318 12

Charleston 1741335 026 41829 41327 4

Cherokee 170193 960 8322 19392 31

Chester 105162.947 6.367 16.517 45

Chesterfield 122652112 7935 15457 53

Clarendon 1 25.348737 1341 20.426 28

Clarendon 2 41374 981 3526 11734 72

Clarendon 3 7391509 1 189 6637 86

Colleton 144480462 6638 21766 23

Darfrhgton 218.778 395 11415 19166 33

DOonl 8354 014 601 6 719 64

DSIon 2 43340474 3388 11725 73

Dillon 3 14195 087 1/488 9553 81

Dorchester 2 244346347 18 688 14 655 61

Dorchester 4 48326368 2/422 20160 29

Eogefrext 57 737301 3328 14708 60

Fakfiekt 125,411 772 3325 34398 8

Florence 1 338136128 13614 24 690 16

Florence 2 13.733358 1082 12393 66

Florence 3 57244108 4 124 13381 63

Florence 4 16.143766 1072 15.060 67

Florence 5 15362346 1438 11331 76

Georgetown 354301056 9359 35 998 7

GreenvBe 1 814366 719 59 729 27028 14

Greenwood 50 183287 029 8808 20314 27

Greenwood 51 15,716306 1 197 13130 65

Greenwood 52 67381 931 1629 41487 5

Hampton 1 28339 318 2604 10360 77

Hampton 2 13333378 1443 9171 62
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TABLE 99(Continued,
WEALTH (FISCAL CAPACITY) PERPUPIL, 200V-02*

BY DISTRICT

LtetedAlphahatkLafty

Fiscal 2000-01 ADM Wealth
District Capacity (K-121 Per PupM Rank
Horry $1308349796 28455 $42,402 3
Jasper 60380754 2839 21/437 24
Kershaw 179716711 9668 18393 35
lancaster 181,417301 10301 16,796 42
Laurens 55 92706353 5791 16009 48
Laurens 56 50360340 3349 15,097 56
Lee 32313.492 2,869 11437 74
Lexington 1 289635,538 17368 16773 43
Lexington 2 206316032 6696 23 795 18
Laxtngton3 36658396 2384 16192 46
Lextngton4 27 418047 3321 8356 63
Lexington 5 326247440 14 755 22,111 22
McCormick 31090333 1370 29356 11
Merloni 43472.186 3180 13670 64
Marion 2 25376361 2153 11766 71
Marion 7 9396672 662 9 768 79
Marfboro 63141693 5139 12387 70
Newberry 98463074 5.751 17 121 39
Oconee 378383337 10 071 37321 6
Orangeburg 3 56617389 3680 15.196 55
Crrjnoaburg4 69995392 4137 16319 40
Cvangeburgs 140387369 7398 19336 32
Pickens 330379183 16 758 20398 26
Ridrim id 1 701307 515 25,873 27 338 13
Richland 2 341314006 17680 19 338 30
Saluda 35327/435 2,087 16379 41
Spartanburg 1 77315.545 4383 17 777 38
Spartanburg 2 127 778.949 8080 15314 52
Spartanburg 3 65380357 3122 21096 25
Spartanburg 4 43/477102 2352 16344 54
Spartanburg 5 178382.403 5,755 31 170 10
Spartenburge 220307356 9102 24 193 17
Spartanburg 7 190350384 8310 22391 20
Sumter 2 114373323 9170 12/494 69
Sumter 17 130178758 8389 14382 59
Union 78391 770 4367 15323 61
VWUarrtsburg 77428937 6114 12384 67
Yorkl 74365.072 4368 15329 58
York 2 244 436464 4300 53138 2
York 3 332 547584 14378 22306 21
York 4 138 979344 5308 25342 15
State Total $13 688313347 652/435 $24346
District Median $76,773
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TABLE 99 (Continued)
VYEALTH (FISCALCAPACITY) PER PUPIL, 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Fiscal 2000-01 ADM Wealth
Dtetrtct Capacity (KVM) Per Pupil Rank
Bfiaufbtt $1 018 974 520 18496 $61771 1
York 2 244 438464 4600 53138 2
Horry 1306 549 798 28455 42 402 3
Charleston 1741335026 41329 41627 4
Greenwood 52 67 581331 1629 41487 5
Oconee 378 883337 10071 37 621 6
Georgetown 354 901056 9359 35 998 7
Fairfield 125 411772 3625 34 696 8
Anderson 4 89 654 658 2,679 33466 9
Spartanburg 5 179 382 403 5 755 31 170 10
McCormick 31090333 1370 29056 11
Calhoun 56 828328 1372 28.818 12
Rxttandl 701 807 515 25373 27336 13
Greenville 1 614 368 719 59729 27028 14

York 4 138,979 844 5508 25342 15
Florence 1 338136 128 13614 24 690 16

Spartanburg 8 220307 655 9102 24 193 17
Lexington 2 206,918 032 8698 23 705 18
Anderson 5 253379 877 11118 22,781 19

Spartanburg 7 190550 964 8310 22391 20

York 3 332347 584 14378 22305 21
Lexington 5 326347440 14 755 22,111 22
Colleton 144 460462 6836 21766 23
Jasper 60360 754 2839 21437 24

Spartanburg 3 65360357 3,122 21398 25

Pickens 330379 193 15 758 20998 26

Greenwood 50 183387029 8306 20814 27

Oarartdonl 25348.737 1241 20426 28
Dorchester 4 48326888 2422 20160 29

FUcrtend2 341 514.008 17360 19338 30

Cherokee 170193960 8322 19392 31
OrangeburgS 140 387359 7308 19338 32

Darlington 218778.395 11415 19168 33
Anderson 1 143676300 7312 19126 34

Kershaw 179716 711 9366 18393 35

Aiken 442.131522 23384 18312 38

Berkeley 465024668 25360 17399 37

Spartanburg 1 77315 546 4363 17 777 36

Newberry 98 463 074 5751 17121 39

Orangeburg4 69395892 4137 16319 40

Saluda 35327435 2087 16379 41

Lancaster 181417 001 10301 16 796 42

Lexington 1 269335538 17368 16 773 43

AbbevSe 62370607 3709 16 735 44
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District
Chester

Lexingtons
Anderson2
Laurens 55
Atendato
Andersons
Union

Spartanburg2
Cftesterfrekf
Spartanburg 4
Orangeburg3
Laurens 56
F*oren»4

Yorkl

Sumter 17
EdgertsM
Dorchester 2
BamweB28
Florences
Marion 1

Greenwood 51
ITcrence2

VVaiarnsburg
Bamberg2
Sumter 2

Marlboro
Marion 2

Clarendon 2
DSIon 2

Lee

Bamwel45
Florences
Hampton 1
Barnbargl
Marion 7
Barmvel is

DfflonS

ltarnpton2
Lexington 4
DOonl

Clarendon 3

State Total

District Median

TABLE 99(CorrtlnuerJ)
WEALTH (FISCAL CAPACITY) PER PUPR, 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numertcatty

Fiscal

Capacity
$105,192 947

38356366
57696 767
92,706,263
28371 183
40754 725
78391770

127 778949
122352112

43.477 102
55317 889

50560340
16.143 786
74 665 072

130 176 758

57737 501
244248 347

13323,712
57244 106
43472 186

15 716305
13 733 958

77428937
13400 500

114373 923
63141693
25376361
41 374381
43340474
32313492
30372 764
15362346
28339318
17324399
9396672
9/423354

14195087
13333378
27 418047
6364014
7391509

$15,688313347

2000-01 ADM

6367
2364
3389
5.781
1622

2,572
4987

8080

7935

2852

3660

3349
1372
4368
8689

3326
16 666

947

4 124

3.180

1197

1082

6114

1063
9170

5139
2 153

3326
3688
2389
2302
1/438

2.604
1671

962

979

1486

1443
3321

801

1189
652/435

Weelth

Per Pupa
$16,617

18,192
18,078
16.009
15848

15848

15823

15314
15/457
15344
15.196
15.097
16060
15.029

14 962

14 706
14 655

14069

13381
13370
13.130
12693
12664

12306
12/494

12387
11766

11734

11725

11437
11304
11031

10.960
10,189
9788

9625

9353
9171

8356

6719

6337
$24346
$fa,779

*Seeniefarences for Tables*
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Rank
45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

64

55

56

57

58

69

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75
78

77

78

79

80

81

62

83

64

85
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TABLE 100
TOTAL TAX LEVY IN MILLS 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed AtohabetJcafly

Currant Debt Total

District Opsratlene Service Levy Rank

AbbevBe 14700 28 00 17500 31

Aiken 9610 2690 12300 78

Arrendate 208 00 14 00 22200 7

Anderson 1 9733 24 70 12170 79

Anderson 2 134 80 60.00 194 80 17

Andersons 13200 3100 16300 48

Anderson 4 142 50 34 70 17720 29

Anderson 5 12550 30 00 15550 52

Bamberg 1 16030 4200 222 50 6
Bamberg 2 22230 3800 260 50 3
BamweS19 120.00 44 00 164 00 47

Barnwell 29 14200 500 14700 60

Barnwell 45 133.00 38 00 17100 36
Beaufort 97 60 22 20 119 80 80

Berkeley 129.50 29 00 158.50 50

Calhoun 137 00 1600 15300 56

Charleston 8160 2180 10340 83

Cherokee 160.40 680 16720 38

Chester 14430 39 30 1B4 20 25

Chesterfield 14633 268 148 81 58
Clarendon 1 9970 43 ID 142 80 64

Clarendon 2 7970 1500 94 70 84

Ctarerxton3 174 00 44.40 218 40 10

Colleton 11540 1140 12630 75

l3arhngton 13898 1070 147 66 59

Dillon 1 124 00 1030 134 00 68

DiIlon2 124 00 1000 13430 69

Dillon 3 99 50 1000 10950 81

Dorchester 2 15230 2930 18200 28

Dorchester 4 16710 33 40 200.50 16

EdgefMd 188.45 2830 19345 18

Fairfield 16530 830 174 40 32

Florence t 10830 1510 123 30 77

Florence 2 127/40 46 90 17430 33

Florence 3 131.50 10 50 14230 65

Florence 4 11230 75 30 18730 20

Florence5 18270 3030 21330 12

Georgetown 12320 22 40 14660 61

GreerrvrJle 9640 42 50 13830 68

Greenwood SO 12130 1430 135.60 87

Greenwood 51 14750 900 15690 51

Greenwood 52 6020 310 6330 85

Hampton 1 18700 16 00 203.00 13
Hampton 2 24700 2200 26900 2
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TABLE 100 (Continued)
TOTAL TAX LEVY IN MILLS. 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Atphabebcstry

Current Debt Total

District Operations Service Levy Rank
Horry 102.90 2200 124 90 76

Jasper 109 50 22 60 13200 71

Kershaw 13350 28/40 16190 49

Lancaster 12860 3830 16700 39

Laurens 55 14200 2430 16800 40

Laurens 56 14200 2400 16600 41

Lee 13335 5276 18600 21
Lexington 1 22830 2400 25030 4

Lexlngton2 15315 19.08 17231 36

Lexingtons 18940 4730 23840 5

Lexington4 22007 6200 28207 1

Lexingtons 17230" 4930 22130 8

McCCflfrkJl 10660 230 10860 62
Marion 1 15600 1000 16800 42

Marion 2 14300 1200 15600 53
Marion 7 15700 4400 20100 14

Marlboro 12630 3710 16S10 46

Newberry 16600 54 50 21950 9
Oconee 11730 14 70 13200 72

Orangeburg 3 14630 2730 17300 34

Orangeburg 4 110.00 5630 168 00 43

Orangeburg 5 181O0 22.00 18300 26

Pickens 11140 1730 12830 74

Richland 1 17310 2730 20030 15
Richland 2 15670 5910 21530 11

Saluda 13030 4030 17030 37

Spartanburg 1 16930 1300 18230 27

Spartanburg 2 125.70 1970 14540 62

Spartanburg 3 17930 1330 19330 19

Spartartburg 4 143.90 1080 16470 56

Spertanburg 5 16730 1830 18630 22
Spartanburg 6 14630 2930 175.40 30

Sperianburg 7 17230 1330 18530 23

Sumter 2 11360 52.30 16530 63

Sumter 17 11240 3160 14430 44

Union 15730 790 16540 45

WIBamsburg 133.00 000 133.00 70

Yorkl 11900 3600 155 00 54

York 2 10000 3160 13150 73

York 3 107 80 4370 15150 67

York 4 13440 5100 18540 24

Average 14038 2737 167 69

District Median 166.00
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TABLE 100 (Continued)
TOTAL TAX LEW IN MILLS. 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Current Debt Total
District OparatJone Service Levy Rank
Lexington 4 22007 62 00 282 07 1

Hampton 2 247 00 22 00 269 00 2
Bamberg 2 222.50 3800 260 50 3
Lexrngtonl 226 30 24 00 250 30 4

Lexington 3 18940 47 00 236 40 5
Bamberg 1 180 50 4200 222 50 6

ABendale 208 00 14.00 222 00 7

Lexington 5 17220 4900 22130 8

Newberry 16500 54 50 219 50 9
Clarendon 3 174 00 44 40 21840 10
Fochtend2 156 70 59 lO 215 80 11
Florences 182 70 30 50 21330 12
Hampton 1 187 00 16 00 203 00 13
Marion 7 157 00 44 00 20100 14

Richland 1 173 10 27 60 200 90 15
Dorchester 4 167 10 33 40 200 50 16
Anderson 2 134 60 60 00 194 80 17
trdgefjetd 16545 28 00 193 45 18
Spartanburg 3 179 30 1360 19330 19
Florence 4 11220 75 30 187 50 20

Lee 13325 52 75 18800 21
Spartanburg 5 167 80 1830 18600 22

Spartanburg 7 172.00 13 90 185 90 23

York 4 134 40 5100 18540 24
Chester 144 90 39 30 18430 25
Orangeburg 5 16100 22 00 183 00 26
Spartanburg 1 16990 13 00 182 90 27
Dorchester 2 15230 29 80 18200 26
Anderson 4 14230 34 70 177 20 29
Speriarrburg 6 14630 2930 17540 30
Abbevae 147 00 28.00 17500 31

Fekftetd 16560 680 174 40 32
Florence 2 127 40 46.90 174 30 33

Orangeburg 3 148.00 27 00 17300 34
Lexington 2 15315 1906 17231 35
Bamwe8 45 133 00 3800 17100 36

Saluda 13030 4000 17030 37

Cherokee 16040 680 16730 38
Lancaster 12830 3850 167 00 39

Laurens 55 14200 24 00 16600 40

Laurens 56 142 00 24 00 166 00 41

Marion 1 15800 1000 168 00 42

Cirangeburg 4 11000 5600 16600 43
Sumter 2 113 60 5230 16590 44
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TABLE 100 (Continued)
TOTAL TAX LEVY IN MILLS 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Current Debt Total

District Operations Service Levy Rank
Union 15750 790 16540 45

Marlboro 12830 37 10 165.10 46

BarnwefllS 12030 44 00 16430 47

Anderson 3 13230 3100 16330 48
Kershaw 13360 28.40 16130 49

Berkeley 12950 2600 15830 50
Greenwood 51 14730 900 15630 51
Anderson 5 12530 3000 15550 52
Marion 2 143 00 12 00 15500 53
Yorkl 11900 3600 15500 54

Spartanburg4 14330 1030 154 70 65
Calhoun 13730 1630 16300 56
York 3 10730 43 70 15150 57

Chesterfield 146 03 238 148 91 58
Darlington 13636 10 70 147 66 59

Barmvel 29 14200 500 147 00 60

Georgetown 12330 2240 14560 61
Spartanburg 2 12570 1970 145 40 62
Sumter 17 11240 3130 14430 63

Clarendon 1 9970 4310 142 80 64

Florences 13130 10 50 142.00 65
GreenvrBe 9640 42 50 138 90 66

Greenwood 50 12130 14 30 13580 67
Dtlonl 12430 10 00 134 00 68

Daton2 124 00 10 00 13400 69
Wrrrrarrrsburg 13330 000 13300 70
Jasper 109.50 2230 13200 71

Oconee 11730 14 TO 132 00 72

York 2 10030 3130 13130 73
Pickens 11140 1750 128.90 74

CoTreton 11540 1140 126.80 75

Horry 10290 22 00 12430 76

Florence 1 10830 1510 12330 77

Aken 98.10 2690 123.00 78

Anderson 1 97 00 2470 12170 79

Beaufort 9730 2230 11080 80

DHon3 99.50 1000 109 50 81

McCormick 108 60 200 10860 82

Charleston 8160 2180 10340 83

Clarendon 2 79 70 13 00 94 70 84

Greenwood 52 6030 310 6330 85

Average 14038 2737 167 65

District MedUn 166.00

•See 'References for Tables
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TABLE 101
CHANGE INTHETOTALTAX LEVY INMTLLS FROM1998-99 TO 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetlcalry

1998-99 2001-02
District Levy Levy Change Rank
Abbeville 13970 17500 3530 9
Aiken 122 80 123 00 030 66
Arrendate 19230 22200 30 00 14
Anderson 1 98 75 12170 24 95 22
Anderson 2 11700 194 60 77 60 1
Andersons 133 40 16330 29 60 15
Anderson 4 17330 17730 390 55
Andersons 16500 155 50 950 79
Bamberg 1 200.00 22230 22 50 24
Bamberg 2 24100 26030 19 50 32
Barrrwettig 105.00 164 00 59 00 2
Barrrwe8 29 13100 147 00 16 00 38
Barnwell 45 14600 17100 25.00 20
Beaufort 99 50 116 BO 20 30 29
Berkeley 16000 158 50 150 70
Calhoun 137 00 153 00 1600 37
Charleston 10560 103^40 230 72
Cherokee 15170 16730 1550 38
Chester 16300 184.20 120 64
Chesterfield 14530 148.91 311 56
Clarendon 1 14370 14280 -0 60 69
Clarendon 2 102/40 94 70 770 78
Clarendon 3 19870 21840 21 70 26
Colleton 12730 12630 •030 67
Darlington 13930 14766 788 49
ODonl 9000 134 00 44 00 4
DrBon2 106 00 134 00 29 00 16
DBon3 9000 109 50 19 50 33
Dorchester 2 17940 16200 260 59
Dorchester 4 15730 200 50 4330 5
Edgefield 187 70 193.45 675 61
FeMeM 174 70 17440 •030 68
Florence 1 10930 12330 1340 41
Florence 2 19030 17430 16 50 61
Florence3 13130 142 00 1030 44
Florence 4 19030 18730 -3 10 73
Florences 19130 21320 21/40 27
Georgetown 16930 14530 23.90 84
GreenvBe 13460 13890 430 S3
Greenwood 50 13360 135 BO 230 60
Greenwood 51 116 30 156 90 40 60 7
Greenwood 52 34 70 83 30 2860 17
Hampton 1 22200 203 00 1900 62
Hampton 2 25500 269 00 14 00 40
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TABLE 101 (Continued)
CHANGE W THE TOTAL TAX LEW INMILLS FROM1896-99 TO2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Arphabetically

1996-64 2001-02
District Levy Levy Change Rank
Horry 128 30 124 90 •3 40 74
Jasper 129 91 13200 209 61
Kershaw 15540 16190 650 50
Lancaster 16650 167 00 050 65
Laurens 55 144 00 166 00 2200 25
Laurens 56 14000 166 00 2600 19
Lee 16100 18800 2500 21
Lexington 1 21460 25030 3570 8
Lexington 2 19190 17231 -1939 83
Lexington 3 20580 23640 3030 12
Lexington 4 234 80 262 07 4727 3
Lexington 5 209 00 22130 1230 42
McCcfinlck 11200 108 60 -3/40 75
Marlon 1 14600 166 00 20 00 31
Marion 2 13100 155 00 24 00 23
Manon7 159 00 20100 42 00 6
Marfbcro 14500 165 lO 2010 30
Newberry 23000 219 50 10 50 60
Oconee 13070 132 00 130 63
Orangeburg 3 16930 173 00 400 54
Orangeburg4 138 00 166 00 28 00 18
Orangeburg 5 18100 183 OO 200 62
Pickens 11930 128 SO 900 46
Riefeandl 18330 20090 1700 35
Rlchter»d2 208 80 216.80 900 47
SeJuda 162.70 170 80 6 10 48
Spartanburg 1 16360 18290 1930 34
Spartanburg 2 13030 14540 1510 39
Spartanburg 3 18230 19330 1030 43
Spartanburg 4 133 60 154 TO 2130 28
Spartanburg 5 152.60 186 00 33 40 11
Spartanburg 6 14160 175.40 3330 10
Spartanburg 7 19230 16590 -6 60 77
Sumter 17 14890 14430 -4 70 76
Sumter 2 16740 16890 1 50 71
Union 16100 165 40 440 52
VWRrtoffttburg 13000 13300 300 57
Yorkt 18100 155 00 26 00 85
York 2 12200 131.50 950 45
York 3 14870 16130 280 58
York 4 15500 165.40 30 44) 13
Average 15443 187 65 1331
District Median 10.30

^
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TABLE 101 (Continued)
CHANGE INTHETOTAL TAX LEVY INMILLSFROM1998-98 TO 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

1988-99 2001-O2
District Levy Levy Change Rank
Anderson 2 117 00 194 60 7730 1
Bamweai9 10500 164 00 5900 2
Lextigton4 234 80 282.07 4737 3
Dfltonl 90 00 134 00 44 00 4
Dorchester 4 157 30 200 50 4330 5
Marion 7 159 00 20100 4200 6
Greenwood 51 116 30 15690 4060 7
Lexington 1 214 60 250 30 35.70 8
Abbeviie 139 70 175.00 3530 9
Spartanburg6 14160 175.40 3360 10
Spartanburg 5 152.60 18600 33.40 11
Lexington 3 205.80 23840 3060 12
York 4 15500 185 40 3040 13
Allendale 192 00 222 00 3000 14
Anderson 3 13340 16300 2960 15
DBIon2 10500 134 00 2900 16
Greenwood 52 34 70 63 30 28 60 17
Orangeburg 4 13800 166 00 28 00 18
Laurens 56 14000 16800 28 00 19

Barnwei4S 14600 17100 25 00 20
Lee 16100 18800 25 00 21
Anderson 1 9675 12170 24 95 22
Manon2 13100 155 00 24 00 23
Bamberg 1 20000 222 80 22.50 24
Laurens 55 144 00 166 00 22.00 25
Clarendon 3 196 70 21840 2170 26
Florences 19180 21330 2140 27
Spartanburg 4 13350 154 70 2130 26
Beaufort 9950 11930 2030 29
Marlboro 14530 165.10 2010 30
Marlon 1 14630 16630 2030 31
Bamberg 2 24130 26030 1930 32
DOonS 9030 10930 1950 33
Spartanburg 1 16330 182 90 1930 34
Richland 1 16330 20030 1700 35
Barnwell 29 13100 147 00 18 00 38
Cetioun 13730 153 00 1600 37

Cherokee 15170 16730 16 50 38
Spartanburg 2 13030 14540 1510 39
Hampton2 256.00 26900 14 00 40
Florence 1 10930 12330 13/40 41

Lexington 5 209 00 22130 1230 42
Spartanburg 3 182.90 19330 1030 43
Florence3 13180 142 00 1020 44
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TABLE 101 (Corttinusd)
CHANGE INTHE TOTAL TAX LEVY IN MIUS FROM 1998-89 TO 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranker. Numertcarry

TffSl^-v9 2001-02
District Levy Levy Change Rank
York2 122 00 13130 930 45
Pickens 110 90 12830 900 48
Richland 2 20630 21530 900 47
Saluda 162 70 17030 810 48
Daitlngton 13930 14736 788 48
Kershaw 15540 16130 650 50
ErJgefield 187 70 193^45 575 51
Union 16100 16540 440 52
GreenvBe 134 60 13830 430 53
Orangeburg 3 169 00 17330 400 54
Arxler8on4 173 30 17730 330 55
Chesterfield 14580 14831 311 56
WHamsburg 13000 133.00 3.00 57
York 3 148 70 15150 230 58
Dorchester 2 17940 18200 230 59
Greenwood 50 133 50 13530 230 60
Jasper 129 91 13200 239 61
Orangeburg 5 18100 16300 230 62
Oconee 130 70 13200 130 63
Chester 16300 18430 130 64
Lancaster 16630 16730 030 65
ASren 122.80 12330 030 68
Ccdeton 12700 12630 •030 67
Fairfield 17470 17440 -030 68
Clarendon 1 143 70 14230 -030 60
n-w|fft*anj.f 160 00 15850 130 70
Sumter 2 16740 16590 150 71
Charleston 105 60 10340 230 72
Florence 4 190 60 187 50 •310 73
Horry 128.30 12490 -3.40 74
McCormick 112.00 10830 -340 75
Sumter 17 14830 14430 •4 70 78
Spartanburg 7 192.50 18530 -6.60 77
Clarendon 2 10240 94 70 770 78
Anderson 5 165 00 155.50 -930 79
Newberry 230 00 21950 1050 80
Florence 2 10080 17430 1650 81
Hampton 1 222 00 20300 19.00 82
Lexington 2 19190 17231 1969 83
Georgetown 16950 145.60 23.90 84
Yorkl 18130 155.00 2630 85
Average 15443 16763 1331
District Median 1030

•See -References for Tables."
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TABLE 102

LOCAL TAX EFFORT 2O01-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Atohabettoalty

Ability Tax Revenue Equalized Tax

District Index Current Operation* Revenue Effort Rank

Abbevlte 0003956 $6 742350 $5921015 1 139 41

Aiken 0028182 36 647 540 42180494 0369 73

Allendale 0001840 4 483637 2,753 960 1626 7

Anderson 1 0009158 13192.381 13706.639 0962 65

Anderson 2 0003678 7 022351 5504 927 1276 26

Andersons 0002596 4193.038 3888472 1078 50

Anderson 4 0 005715 8338.689 8553.741 0 975 63

Anderson 5 0016144 25143 634 24163008 1041 54

Bamberg 1 0001085 2 268 700 1623,939 1397 20

Bamberg 2 0 000854 2366376 127B 197 1773 3

BamweB19 0 000601 1415663 899 527 1574 10

Barnwell 29 0.000849 1525305 1370 713 1301 34

Barnwell 45 0 001930 3575036 2388 665 1338 31

TJeaufort 0364951 74 672 812 97213.302 0 768 82

Berkeley 0 029641 39 387 027 44 364305 0 888 72

Calhoun 0003622 5771321 5421 111 1065 52

Charleston 0110989 107434 892 168119 165 0 647 84

Cherokee 0010848 20 695 010 16336 392 1287 25

Chester 0006703 11 065 755 10332 498 1 103 46

Chesterfield 0007818 13730630 11701338 1 173 38

Clarendon 1 0001616 1879359 2,418 696 0 777 81

Clarendon 2 0002637 2 562319 3346344 0649 83

Clarendon 3 0000503 955400 752 849 1369 27

Colleton 0000209 11092.592 13.783372 0805 79

Darlington 0 013945 25 304 638 20371726 1312 33

Dirront 0000386 845 568 577 733 1464 15

DiSon2 0002756 4100441 4124 954 0994 59

DrUon3 0000905 1397 811 1354 529 1032 58

Dorchester 2 0 003112 25653 767 4657 785 5508 1

Dorchester 4 0015569 7364 048 23302 306 0312 85

Edgefield 0303680 7155694 5307321 1299 23

Fakfleld 0.007994 18365 575 11364 760 1327 11

Florence 1 0 021426 27531036 32368370 0859 75

Florence 2 0.000875 1396698 1309 628 0.982 60

Florence 3 0003649 5314392 5,461,522 0955 66

Florence 4 0601029 1382324 1540122 0633 78

Florences 0001011 2317323 1 513 181 1465 14

Georgetown 0022622 33487102 33858 745 0989 62

GreenvBe 0102903 121064035 154016 727 0 766 80

Greenwood 50 0011663 18 692364 17466.161 1083 53

Greenwood 51 0001002 2362 411 1499 711 1509 12

Greenwood 52 0004308 5 681343 6447359 0912 69

Hampton 1 0001819 4040167 2722 529 1464 13

Hampton 2 0000844 2.541393 1363330 2 012 2
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TABU 102 (Continued)
LOCAL TAX EFFORT 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabtdcally

Ability Tax Revenue Equalized Tax
District tndM Current Operations Revenue Effort Rank
Horry 0 076908 $97401 342 $115.109 554 0346 78
Jasper 0 003879 5311 794 5.805,767 0398 71
Kershaw 0 011455 16383 108 17144300 0991 61
Lancaster 0 011664 16056330 17308,042 0328 68
Laurens 55 0005909 10363 445 8344104 1172 39
Laurens 56 0003223 5683 388 4323.921 1178 37
Lee 0002092 3691341 3,131 133 1179 38
Lexington 1 0316462 44721 152 27632.400 1616 8

Lexington 2 0 013189 22114 061 19740308 1120 43

Lexington 3 0002273 4782 608 3402.039 1406 19
Lexington 4 0 001748 4327 743 2.618362 1616 9

Lexingtons 0020796 38,122 380 31125.738 1325 32
McCormick 0001982 2300360 2366.494 0944 67
Manon 1 0 002771 3370089 4147404 0381 74

Marion 2 t 0 001618 2308 167 2421689 1036 55

Marion 7 0 000599 1468 628 898334 163S 6

Marlboro 0004025 6468147 6.024388 1074 51
Newberry 0 006276 11744 938 9393 399 1250 29

Oconee 0024151 37391335 36147326 1026 58

Orangeburg 3 0003545 7025 590 5305364 1324 22
Orangeburg 4 0004462 7364 601 6378.354 1 103 47

Orangeburg 5 0308949 18.460630 13394125 1378 21

Pickens 0321091 26304 042 31367370 0333 77
FQchtandl 0044734 98361840 66354163 1439 16
RkMand2 0 021769 40381 192 32382044 1246 30

Saluda 0 002245 3655467 3360,131 1088 48

Spartanburg 1 0004968 10490 728 7432.699 1411 18
Spartanburg 2 0008146 14 121 OSS 12190764 1 158 40

Spartanburg 3 0004198 10/429418 6383320 1660 5
Spartanburg 4 0 002771 5334 947 4147404 1362 28

Spartanburg 5 0 011434 22366330 17113,469 1389 24
Spartanburg 6 0 014036 23360 762 21007328 1112 44
Spartanburg 7 0312148 30371662 18,179 131 1387 4

Sumter 2 0007303 10326 519 10330528 0363 64

Sumter 17 0008298 11335 567 12419 762 0305 70

Union 0005010 8374 046 7 498.555 1 197 35
VVBlarnsburg 0004935 7320 837 7386,301 1032 57

Yorkl 0O04759 10165 016 7122.879 1430 17

York 2 0315561 26319156 23320356 1129 42

York 3 0 021197 34371 359 31725922 1063 49

York 4 0008859 14383 617 13359421 1 107 45

State Total 1300006 $1/496317355 $1/496,717355 1309
District Median 1130
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TABLE 102 (Continued)
LOCAL TAX EFFORT 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Ability Tax Revenue Equalized Tax
District Index Currant Operations Revenue

$4 657 785

Effort

5508

Rank

Dorchester 2 0003112 $25653 767 1

Hampton 2 0000844 2 541393 1363330 2 012 2

Bamberg 2 0000854 2366376 1378197 1 773 3

Spartanburg 7 0012146 30671862 18179131 1687 4

Spartanburg 3 0004198 10429418 6383320 1660 5
Marlon? 0000599 1 488628 896 534 1638 6

Arrendate 0001840 4 483637 2 753960 1628 7
Lexington 1 0016462 44 721 152 27 632400 1618 8

Lexington 4 0001748 4327743 2 616362 1616 9

Barnwell 19 0000601 1415663 899527 1574 10

Fefrffetd 0007994 18265575 11964 760 1327 11

Greenwood 51 0001002 2362411 1499 711 1509 12

Hampton 1 0001819 4 040167 2 722 529 1484 13

Florence 5 0001011 2217 323 1513181 1465 14

DUonl 0000388 845 568 577 733 1464 15

Richland 1 0044734 96 361840 66 954183 1439 16

Yorkl 0 004759 10185016 7 122 879 1430 17

Spartanburg 1 0004966 10490728 7 432 699 1411 18

Lexington 3 0002273 4 782606 3402 039 1408 19

Bamberg 1 0001085 2368700 1623 939 1397 20

Orangeburg 5 0008849 18 460630 13 394 125 1378 21
Orangeburg 3 0003545 7 025 590 5305 864 1324 22

Edpsftokf 0003680 7 155694 5 507 921 1399 23

Spartanburg 5 0011434 22 066336 17 113 469 1389 24

Cherokee 0010848 20395 010 16336 392 1387 25

Anderson 2 0003678 7 022 351 5 504 927 1376 26

Clarendons 0000503 956400 752 849 1269 27

Spartanburg 4 0002771 5334 947 4 147 404 1262 26

Newberry 0006276 11744336 9393 399 1350 29

rechtond2 0021769 40 581192 32382 044 1346 30

t3arnwel4S 0.001030 3 575038 23&B685 1338 31

Lexkrgton5 0020796 38122360 31125738 1325 32

Darfington 0013645 25304638 20871726 1212 33

Bamwe9 29 0000849 1525805 1370713 1301 34

Union 0005010 8974 048 7498555 1 197 35

Lee 0002092 3 691241 3 131133 1179 36

Laurens 56 0003223 5383388 4323 921 1178 37

Chesterfield 0007818 13 730630 11 701 338 1173 38

Laurens 55 0005909 10363445 8344 104 1 172 39

Spartanburg 2 0008145 14 121035 12190764 1168 40

Abbevite 0003056 6 742350 5321 015 1139 41

York 2 0015561 26 319156 23 320356 1129 42

Lexington 2 0013189 22114081 19 740 206 1120 43

Spartanburg 6 0014036 23360762 21007 928 1112 44
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TABLE 102(Continued)
LOCAL TAX EFFORT 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked NumertcaDv

Ability Tax Revenue Equalized Tax
District index Current Operations Revenue

$13359421
Effort

1 107

Rank
York 4 0008859 $14383617 45
Chester 0606703 11065 755 10032498 1103 46
Orangeburg 4 0304462 7364 601 6 678354 1 103 47
Saluda 0002245 3655487 3360131 1388 48
York 3 0321197 34371359 31725 822 1383 49
Andersons 0002598 4 193038 3888472 1078 50

Marlboro 0004025 6 468147 6024389 1074 51
CaTnoun 0003822 6 771321 5,421 111 1365 52
Greenwood 50 0011683 18592664 17,466151 1063 53
Anderson 5 0316144 25143 634 24163008 1041 54
Marlon 2 0301618 2.508197 2421689 1336 55
O0on3 0000905 1397311 1354 529 1032 58
VVBHamsburg 0004935 7320337 7386301 1032 57

Oconee 0024151 37 091335 38147326 1326 56
DBon2 0302756 4 100 441 4 124 954 0394 59
Florence 2 0000875 1396 698 1309328 0992 60
Kershaw 0011455 16 983108 17144300 0391 61
Georgetown 0022622 33 487102 33 858 745 0389 62
Anderson 4 0005715 8338689 8 553 741 0375 63
Sumter 2 0007303 10 526.519 10 930328 0363 64
Anderson 1 0 009158 13192381 IS 706339 0362 65
Florence 3 0 003649 5314382 5461322 0355 66
- - — * •

nVCvwIIPUl 0001982 2 800360 2388 4S4 0344 67
Lancaster 0011564 16058330 17 308042 0928 68
Greenwood 52 0304308 5381243 6447 859 0312 69
Sumter 17 0008298 11335.567 12419762 0905 70
Jasper 0003879 5311794 6 806.767 0398 71
Berkeley 0 029641 39387027 44 364305 0388 72

Aiken 0 028162 36347540 42180494 0369 73
Marion 1 0002771 3370389 4 147404 0361 74
Florence 1 0021426 27331335 32 068370 0659 75

Horry 0076908 97 401342 115109354 0348 76

Pickens 0021091 26 304 042 31 567370 0333 77
Ftoronce 4 0001029 1382324 1540122 0333 78

Cofteton 0309209 11092392 13.783372 0305 79
GreenvBe 0102903 121064 036 154 018727 0766 80
Cterendonl 0001816 1379359 2418698 0777 81

Beaufort 0064951 74672312 97313302 0768 82

Clarendon 2 0002637 2,662319 3346844 0049 83
Charleston 0110989 107434392 186119185 0647 84

Dorchester 4 0315569 7364348 23302398 0312 85
Stat* Total 1JXW000 $1,496,717355 $1,496,717355 1.000
District Median 1120

•See "References for Tables
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TABLE 103

FUNDWG INDEX FOR THE EDUCATION FINANCE ACT 2001-02*
BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

2001-02

Listed Arphabatjcalry

2001-02

District
Funding

tndsx Rank District
Funding

Index Rank
Abbevile 0 004230 48 Horry 0 077190 3
Aiken 0 026800 6 Jasper 0003760 54
ABendale 0 001930 69 Kershaw 0011720 26
Anderson 1 0009490 28 Lancaster 0011260 27
Anderson 2 0003920 53 Laurens 55 0006410 39
Andersons 0002850 61 Laurens 56 0003640 55
Anderson 4 0005650 40 Lee 0 002180 66
Anderson 5 0 017220 17 Lexington 1 0017560 16Bamberg 1 0 001150 74 Lexington 2 0013810 21
Bamberg 2 0000930 60 Lexington 3 0002430 63
Bamwel 19 0000640 83 Lexington 4 0001620 70
BernweS29 0000950 78 Lextngton5 0019800 14
BamweB45 0002310 65 McCormick 0002000 68
Beaufort 0 057910 4 Manonl 0002680 60
Berkeley 0027740 7 Marion 2 0001770 71
Catroun 0004100 50 Marian 7 0000680 82
Charleston 0096390 2 Marrboro 0 004170 49
Cherokee 0011750 25 Newberry 0006810 38
Chester 0306950 37 Oconee 0025080 8
Chesterfield 0008260 33 Orangeburg 3 0 003410 57
Clarendon 1 0001S60 72 Orangeburg 4 0004860 45
C3arendon2 0002650 62 Orangeburg 5 0009260 29
Clarendon 3 0000520 84 Pickens 0 02143O 10
CoBeton 0008760 31 Richland 1 0045700 5
Darlington 0015150 19 Richland 2 0020740 12
DrJon 1 0000520 85 Saluda 0002350 64
DBon2 0002980 59 Spartanburg 1 0005150 44
DSon3 0001010 77 Spartanburg2 0008220 34
Dorchester 2 0015250 18 Spartanburg 3 0005510 42
Dorcrrester4 0003420 58 Spartartburg 4 0003050 58
EogeOold 0004080 51 Spartanburg 5 0011990 24
Fairfield 0008940 30 Spartanburg 6 0015060 20
Florence 1 0022970 9 Spartanburg 7 0 012860 23
Florence 2 0000930 81 Sumter 2 0008500 32
F1crenco3 0003940 52 Sumter 17 0007160 36
Florence 4 0001040 75 Union 0 005180 43
Florences 0 001170 73 YVrrfernsburg 0005600 41
Georgetown 0020290 13 Yorkl 0004850 46
GroerrvBte 0105930 1 York 2 0017960 15
Greenwood 50 0 013010 22 York 3 0021100 11
Greenwood 51 0000940 79 York 4 0008160 35
Greenwood 52 0004470 47 State Total 1000000
Hampton 1 0002120 67 1 District median 0405*80
Hampton 2 0001020 " 1
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TABLE 103 (Continued)
FUNDING INDEX FORTHE EDUCATION FINANCE ACT 2001-02*

BY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Ranked nrumericaBy

2001-02 2001-02
Funding Funding

District Index Rank District Index Rank
Greenvfle 0105930 1 Orangeburg 4 0004860 4S
Charleston 0096390 2 Yorkl 0004850 48
Horry 0077190 3 Greenwood 52 0004470 47
Beaufort 0057910 4 Abbevrfe 0004230 48
Fdctrtarxtl 0345700 5 Marlboro "' 0004170 40
Aiken 0029800 6 Catooun 0004100 50
Berkeley 0027740 7 Edgefield 0004060 51
Oconee 0325060 8 Ftarence3 0003940 52
Florence 1 0322970 9 Anderson 2 0303920 53
Pickens 0021430 10 Jasper 0603760 54
York 3 0021100 11 Laurens 56 0003840 55
Richland 2 0320740 12 Dorchester4 0303420 56
Georgetown 0320290 13 Orangeburg 3 0303410 57
Lexington 5 0319800 14 Spartanburg4 0003050 58
York 2 0017980 15 DSIon 2 0002980 59
Lexrngtonl 0017560 16 Marlon 1 0002880 60
Andersons 0017220 17 Andersons 0002850 61
Dorchester 2 0315250 18 Clarendon 2 0002650 82
Darlington 0015150 19 Lexington3 0002430 63
Spartanburg 6 0015080 20 Saluda 0302350 64
Lexrigton2 0013610 21 Barnwel45 0002310 65
Greenwood 50 0013010 22 Lee 0302160 68
Spartanburg 7 0012980 23 HaiTiptun \ 0 002120 67
Spartanburg 5 0011990 24 McCcfrnack 0032000 88
Cherokee 0011750 25 Alendala 0001930 69
Kershaw 0011720 26 Lexington 4 0001820 70
Lancaster 00tt280 27 Marion 2 0001770 71
Anderson 1 0009490 28 Ctarendont 0001560 72
Orarrgeburg 5 0009250 29 FkaanceS 0301170 73
Fafrflekt 0308640 30 Bembergt 0301160 74
Coeston 0008760 31 Florence 4 0301040 75
Sijmter2 0308500 32 Hampton 2 0001020 78
Crwttorrteld 0308260 33 D»on3 0001010 77
Spartanburg 2 0006220 34 Barrrwel29 0000950 78
York 4 0308180 35 Greenwood 61 0300940 78
Sumter 17 0307160 36 Bamberg 2 0300930 80
Chester 0X06950 37 Florence 2 0300930 81
Newberry 0406810 38 Marfon7 0300680 62
Laurens 55 0006410 39 BarnweB19 0300640 83
Arxferson 4 0305650 40 Clarendon 3 0300520 64
Vratamsburg 0005600 41 DSonl 0300520 65
Spertanburg3 0005510 42 State Total 1300000
Union 0 005180 43 District Median 0009180
Spartanburg 1 0 005150 44
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TABLE 104

CURRENT OPERATING EXJ>END*TURES PER PUPIL, 2001-02*
(EXCLUDES CAPITAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE)*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Total Currant 2001-02 ADM Pw Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Abbovffle $27 128358 3 709 $7314 48

Aiken 152,772393 23 884 6398 79

Attenuate 18885 772 1 822 10365 2

Anderson 1 48937 598 7 512 6348 84

Anderson 2 24329 504 3389 6 751 72

Anderson 3 16,172 986 2 572 6388 83

Anderson 4 19 728 664 2 679 7364 45

Anderson 5 82.460 533 11118 7417 42

Bamberg 1 12755419 1671 7333 30

Bamberg 2 11046 811 1063 10392 1

Barnwell 19 8,364394 979 8344 18

Barnwell 29 7374379 947 7787 27

Barnwell 45 18 639 865 2 702 8382 68

Beaufort 133.950356 16 496 8120 22

Berkeley 176 887 726 25 980 6309 69

Calhoun 17 562307 1 972 8306 9

Charleston 308491344 41 829 7375 44

Cherokee 62399323 8822 7073 51

Chester 46 785 088 6 367 7348 47

Chesterfield 55.448150 7935 6388 58

Clarendon 1 10636 776 1341 8571 17

Clarendon 2 22.314.033 3326 6328 81

Clarendon 3 8345361 1 189 7319 55

Colleton 46,774317 6638 7046 53

Darfington 82.741343 11415 7348 49

DBonl 6304 820 901 6387 62

DrBon2 23371306 3688 6473 77

Dflton3 9.653434 1486 6498 76

Dorchester 2 104351458 16666 6343 85

Drxchester4 20326709 2.422 vJ3&9 15

trxj*rrrero 30370144 3928 7 710 29

Fskfietd 34391600 3625 9487 5

Florence 1 95304 453 13614 7315 56

Florence 2 8.053.582 1082 7443 38

Florence 3 30317447 4124 7 361 46

Florence 4 10301321 1072 9 797 3

Florences 10701372 1438 7442 39

Georgetown 64365 465 9859 8577 18

GreemriDe 380313.119 59 729 6382 80

Greenwood 50 60,527363 8306 6373 64

GreenwoodSI 9.312.192 1 197 7780 28

Greenwood 52 10319 789 1629 6703 73

Hampton 1 19317 752 2604 7311 31

Hampton 2 12.483301 1443 8651 14

291 TEX 13178

DEF__3225-0314

REC038632



TABLE 104 (Continued)
(MMEmOPBHAVHOBXPOIDnVHES PER WPU^ 2001-02'

(EXCLUDES CAPTTAL PROJECTS AND DEBT SERVICE)*
BYDtSTRfCT

Ueted Alphabetically

Total Current 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Horry $213 695316 28455 $7 510 35
Jasper 22187364 2339 7616 26
Kershaw 64384332 9388 6.661 74
lancaster 74 139321 10601 0864 65
Laurens 55 40 736154 5,791 7034 54
Laurens 56 23656393 3349 7064 52
Lee 25546399 2369 8.904 10
Lexington i 124 503 851 17368 7310 50
Lextxjton2 68934 101 8696 7327 24
Lexington 3 18480^469 2364 8.163 21
Lexington 4 23040313 3321 6338 61
Lexingtons 111094308 14 756 7529 34
tdcConrack 10068 852 1070 9408 6
Marion 1 21373705 3.180 6879 63

Manon2 16351356 2153 7549 33
Marion 7 9338837 962 9708 4
Mariboro 34370/476 5139 6,785 70
Newberry 45385159 5 751 7640 25

Oconee 81 517 100 10071 8094 23
Orarigeburg3 30868388 3,660 8/434 19

C*arrgeburg4 31387047 4137 7 587 32
OrengeburgS 64397016 7398 8 851 13

Pickens 103363,046 15768 6340 75
Richlandl 231324 424 25373 9018 8

Richland 2 130 772695 17 660 7405 43

Saluda 17 147353 2387 8217 20
Spartanburg 1 32 882,772 4383 7498 38
Spartarvburg 2 48091311 8360 5352 88

Spartanburg 3 27740350 3122 8385 12
Sparlanburg 4 18360468 2352 6434 76
Spartanburg 5 42397397 5 755 7 419 41

Spartanburg 8 57365.486 6102 6362 82
Spartanburg 7 76861390 8.510 9032 7
Sumter 2 62/477356 91TO 6,813 68

Sumter 17 60383082 8689 6364 59
Onion 38327872 4967 7436 40
WrSsmsburg 45600027 6114 7458 37

Yorkl 34 595799 4968 6964 60

York 2 40 831,481 4600 8398 11

York 3 101120329 14 976 6.752 71

York 4 38603369 5,506 7011 57
State Total $4.744302323 652^35 $7372
District Median $7/403
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TABLE 104(Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL, 2001-02*

(EXCLUDES CAPITALPROJECTS ANDDEBT SERVICE)'
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Total Current 2001-02ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-«) Expenditures Rank
Bamberg 2 $11046 811 1363 $10392 1

ABendale 18385 772 1322 10365 2
Florence 4 10.501 921 1372 9797 3

Marion 7 9338 837 962 9 708 4

FairBekl 34391500 3625 9487 5
Mr^orrrirck 10066 852 1070 9408 6

Spartanburg 7 76661390 8 510 9332 7

Richland 1 231324 424 25 673 9018 8
Calhoun 17 562 997 1372 8906 9
Lee 25 546 999 2369 8304 10

York 2 40 931461 4600 8898 11

Spartanburg 3 27 740 059 3122 8385 12
Orangeburg 5 64 597 016 7398 8 85t 13
Hampton 2 12483301 1443 8651 14

Dorchester 4 20 826 709 2422 8399 15
Georgetown 843S5 465 9859 B577 16

Clarendon 1 10 636776 1341 8371 17

Bamwerr 19 8364394 979 8544 18

Orangeburg 3 30 866 886 3660 8434 19

Seruda 17147353 2.087 8317 20

Lexington 3 18,480469 2364 8163 21
Beaufort 133350 056 16,496 8120 22

Oconee 81 517 100 10071 8394 23

Lexington 2 68334101 8696 7327 24

Newberry 45085159 5751 7 840 25

Jasper 22197364 2839 7319 26

Barnwel29 7374379 947 7 787 27

Greenwood 51 9312 192 1 197 7 760 28

Edgefield 30270144 3926 7 710 29

Bamberg 1 12755419 1671 7833 30

Hampton 1 19317 752 2.604 7311 31

Orangeburg 4 31367 047 4137 7387 32

Manon2 16351 956 2153 7349 33

LexrngtonS 111094306 14 755 7320 34

Horry 213 695316 28/455 7 510 35

Spartanburg 1 32682 772 4383 7498 36

VVaNamsburg 46600027 6114 7458 37

Florence 2 8053 582 1082 7443 38

Florences 10701672 1438 7 442 39

Union 36927 872 4967 7435 40
Spartanburg 5 42,697397 5755 7 419 41

Anderson 5 62460533 11118 7 417 42

Richland 2 130772.695 17360 7405 43
Charleston 308491344 41829 7375 44
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TABLE 104 (Continued)
CURRENTOPERATINGEXPENDITURES PER PUPL, 2001-02*

(EXCLUDES CAPTTAL PROJECTS ANDDEBT SERVICE)*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Per PupilTotal Current 2001-02 ADM
District Exprmdrtute* (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Anderson 4 $19728 884 2679 $7 364 45
Florence 3 30317 447 4 124 7 351 46
Chester 46785 088 6367 7348 47
AbbevBB 27 128358 3709 7314 48
Darlington 82,741343 11415 7348 49
Lexington 1 124 503351 17368 7310 SO
Cherokee 62.309323 8322 7373 51
Laurens 56 23656393 3 349 7064 52
Colleton 48 774 517 6638 7046 53
Laurens 55 40736154 5791 7034 54
Clarendons 8346 361 1189 7 019 55
Florence 1 95,504 453 13614 7 016 56
York 4 38 603 369 5306 7 011 57
Chesterfield 55.446150 7335 6688 58
Sumter 17 60 663 082 8669 6984 59
Yorkl 34395 799 4368 6964 60
Lexrngton4 23.040313 3 321 6338 61
Detail 8304320 901 8 887 62
Marion 1 21 673 705 3180 8879 63
Greenwood 50 60 527363 8808 8373 64
Lancaster 74 139321 10 801 8864 65
Barnwer.45 18339365 2.702 6862 68
Sumter 2 62477 056 9170 6 813 68

Berkeley 176367 726 25.980 6809 69
Mariboro 34370476 5139 6 786 70

York 3 101 120 629 14 976 6,752 71
Anderson 2 24329 504 3.589 6 751 72
Greenwood 52 10319.769 1629 6703 73
Kershaw 64384332 9668 6661 74
Pickens 103363,045 15,756 6340 75
DBen3 9653434 1486 6 496 76

DBon2 23371 706 3688 6473 77
Spartanburg 4 18350468 2352 6434 78
Aiken 152.772393 23 864 6398 79

Greenville 380313,119 59729 6362 80
Clarendon 2 22314033 3526 6328 81
Spartanburg 6 57365486 9102 6392 82
Anderson 3 16172086 2672 6268 83
Anderson 1 46337 598 7 512 6348 84

rjctchester 2 104351 458 16 668 6343 85

Spartarrburg 2 48391 511 8080 5352 86
State Total $4 744302,523 6S2/435 $7372
District Median $7,405

'See "References tor Tables
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TABLE 105
INCREASE IN CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDTTURES

PER PUPIL FROM 1998-99 TO 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Alrjhabatxtairv

Current Operating Experuftturei Per Pupil
District 1998-99 2001-03 Increase Rank
Aiken $5 770 $7 314 $1544 37
Allendale 5306 6 366 1390 47
Anderson 1 6 832 10365 3,533 1
Anderson 2 5 461 6346 787 84
Artderson3 5 831 6 751 920 79
Anderson 4 5069 6388 1 199 59
Anderson 5 5979 7354 1385 48
Bamberg 1 5.712 7 417 1705 23
Bamberg 2 6407 7 633 1326 58
Barrrwe* 19 7734 10392 2658 5
Bamwel29 6549 8 544 1995 13
Barnwel45 6197 7 787 1590 30
Beaufort 5857 6 662 1305 74
Berkeley 6532 6 120 1588 31
Calhoun 5396 6609 1411 46
Charleston 7307 8906 1399 24
Cherokee 5629 7 375 1746 21
Chester 5 695 7073 1378 50
Chesterfield 5750 7348 1598 29
Clarendon 1 5618 6988 1370 51
Clarendon 2 6 517 8371 2354 10
Clarendon 3 5 355 6326 973 76
CoOeton 5743 7319 1376 55
Darfogton 5356 7346 1 too GO
Daronl 6124 7348 1 124 65
DSJon2 5 737 6387 1 150 63
DrBonS 5383 6473 1 ISO 61
Distnct 5619 6496 877 80
Dorchester 2 4 968 6343 1355 56
Dorchester 4 6 781 8 599 1318 18
Edgefield 5,726 7 710 1984 14
FaktVetd 8340 9487 1147 64
Florence 1 5,449 7016 1366 32
Florence 2 5559 7443 1684 17
Florences 5862 7351 1489 39
Florence 4 6329 9797 3468 2
Florences 6027 7442 1416 44
Georgrrtown 6826 8377 1751 20
Greanvde 5429 6362 933 78
Greenwood 50 6 002 B373 871 81
Greenwood 51 5643 7780 2137 8
Greenwood 52 5688 8703 1315 73
Hampton 1 6142 7611 1469 40
Hampton 2 6 942 8651 1709 22
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TABLE 105 (Continued)
INCREASE IN CURRENT OPERATINO EXPENDTTURES

PER PUPIL FROM 1998-99 TO 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

UstedAiphabrrtlcaitY

Current Operating Expenditures Per Pupa
District 1988-89 2001-02 Increase Rank
tinny $6448 $7310 $1064 69
Jasper 5859 7319 1960 16
Kershaw 5808 6,681 1053 70
Lancaster 5 319 8864 1545 36
Laurens 55 5 479 7034 1555 34
Laurens 56 6 035 7064 1029 71
Lee 6083 8904 2821 4
Lexrrglonl 5582 7310 1628 28
Lexhgton 2 6384 7927 1643 25
LeodrrgtonS 6521 8163 1642 26
Lextngton4 5398 6338 1642 27
Lextngton6 611B 7529 1/413 45
McCormick 7180 9408 2328 7
Marian 1 5905 6879 074 75
Marion 2 6 737 7549 812 83
Marlon 7 6725 9708 2 983 3
Marfboro 5679 6.785 1 108 67
Newberry 6 087 7340 1 753 19
Oconee 6713 8094 1381 49
Orangeburg3 6458 8434 1976 15
Orangeburg 4 6038 7387 1551 35
Orangeburg 5 6854 8351 1997 12
Pickens 5322 6340 1318 53
Richland 1 6947 9318 2 071 9
Richland 2 8388 7405 1017 72
Saluda 5371 8317 2346 6
Spartanburg 1 6064 7 498 1434 43
Spartanburg2 5379 5352 673 85
Spartanburg 3 7 417 8385 1468 41

Spertanburg4 5327 6,434 1 107 66
Spartarrburg 5 6344 7319 1 076 68

Spartanburg 6 5340 6392 952 77

Spartanburg 7 7 785 9032 1347 57
Sumter 17 5/475 6384 1509 36
Sumter 2 5455 6313 1358 52
union 5995 7435 1440 42
WrHaTrrsburg 6168 7458 1392 54
Yorkl 6.149 6364 815 82
York 2 6.852 6398 2 048 11

York 3 5367 6 762 1 165 62
York 4 6448 7011 1565 33
State Total $5387 $7372 $1385
Distnct Median $1A34
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TABLE 105 (Continued)
INCREASE M CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES

PER PUPIL FROM 1998-99 TO 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Current Operating Expend!tures Per Pupil

District 1998-99 2001-02 Increase Rank

Anderson 1 $6832 $10365 $3333 1

Florence 4 6 329 9 797 3468 2
Marion 7 6725 9708 2383 3

Lee 6083 8904 2321 4

Barnwell 19 7 734 10392 2356 5
Saluda 5.971 8317 2346 6
McCormick 7 160 9408 2328 7

Greenwood 51 5.643 7 780 2137 8

Richland 1 6,947 9018 2371 9
Clarendon 2 6,517 6 571 2 054 10

York 2 6,852 8896 2.046 11

Orangeburg 5 8.654 8 861 1397 12

BarrrweB29 6549 8544 1995 13

Edgefield 5.726 7710 1964 14

Orangeburg 3 6458 8434 1976 16

Jasper 5859 7319 1360 16

Florence 2 5559 7443 1384 17

Dorchester 4 6781 6 599 1316 IB

Newberry 6067 7340 1753 19

Georgetown 8326 8377 1751 20

Cherokee 5629 7375 1 746 21

narnpion * 6342 8391 1 709 22

Barnbergl 5712 7 417 1705 23

Charleston 7307 8308 1699 24
Lexington 2 6384 7327 1643 26

Lextngton3 6321 8163 1642 26

Lexington 4 5398 6338 1642 27

Lexington 1 5382 7310 1628 28

QrasterSekl 5750 7348 1598 29

Barnwel45 6.197 7 787 1590 30

Berkeley 6332 8,120 1388 31

Florence 1 5/449 7015 1368 32
York 4 5/448 7011 1365 33

Laurens 55 5,479 7334 1555 34

Orartgeburg4 6336 7387 1351 35

Lancaster 5319 6864 1345 36

Afcen 5 770 7314 13«4 37

Sumter 17 5475 6364 1309 38

Florence 3 5382 7351 1489 39
Hampton 1 8.142 7611 1/469 40

Spartanburg 3 7417 8885 1468 41

Union 5995 7435 1440 42

Spartanburg 1 6064 7498 1434 43

Florences 6027 7442 1415 44
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TAIJL£10S(Corrtmu«<i)
INCREASE IN CURRENT OPERATTNG EXPENDITURES

PER PUPIL FROM 1996-69 TO 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Current Operating Expenditurea Per Pupa

District 1998-89 2001-02 increase Rank
Lexingtons $6,116 $7329 $1413 45
Calhoun 5398 6309 1/411 46

ABendale 5306 6396 1360 47
ArxtersonS 5379 7364 1385 48

Oconee 6 713 8394 1381 49
Chester 5395 7073 1378 50
Clarendon 1 5618 6388 1370 51

Sumter 2 5/455 8313 1358 52

Pickens 5322 6540 1318 53
VVtTternsburg 6166 7458 1392 54
Colleton 6,743 7019 1376 55
Dorchester 2 4988 6343 1355 58

Spartarrburg 7 7785 9032 1347 57

Bamberg 2 6407 7833 1326 58

Anderson 4 5089 6388 1199 59

Darflngton 5856 7048 1190 60

DrTronS 5383 6473 1 190 61
York 3 6667 6752 1185 62
D»on2 5 737 6387 1 150 63

Favfiekt 8340 9467 1147 64
Dflonl 6124 7348 1124 66
Spartarrburg 4 5327 6434 1107 68

Marfcoro 5679 6,785 1106 67
Spartanburg 5 6344 7419 1375 68
Horry 6446 7310 1364 69

Kershaw 5606 8361 1353 70

Laurens 56 6035 7364 1329 71
Rrchtand2 6388 7405 1317 72

Greenwood 52 5368 8703 1315 73

Beaufort 5357 6382 1305 74

Merloni 5305 6379 974 76

Clarendon 3 5366 8328 973 76

Spartanburg 6 5340 6392 952 77

GreenvBe 5,429 6362 933 78
Andersons 5331 6791 920 79

District 5319 6/496 877 80

Greenwood 50 6302 6373 871 81

Yorkl 6149 6364 815 82
Marion 2 6,737 7349 612 83

Anderson 2 5,481 6348 787 84

Spartanburg 2 5379 5352 673 85

Slate Total $5387 $7372 $1386
District Median $1AM

•See "References lor Tables "

298 TEX 13185

DEFJJ225-0321

REC038639



TABLE 106

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDTTURES PER PUPIL
FOR DISTRICT LEADERSHIP 2001-62*

BY DISTRICT

UstodAlphabetlcatiy

District Leadership 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

AbbevBe $994 709 3709 $268 29
Aiken 3994305 23384 167 58

Allendale 1311054 1822 665 4

Anderson 1 1159354 7 512 154 64

Anderson 2 1322 704 3.589 341 20

Andersons 349 451 2,572 136 72

Anderson 4 716354 2.679 267 30

Andersons 1377459 11 118 124 75

Bamberg 1 753322 1 671 451 12

Bamberg 2 824 75t 1063 776 2

Barnwell 19 649436 979 663 5

BamweB29 426 006 947 450 13

Barnwell 45 704 958 2 702 261 33

Beaufort 2471082 16 496 150 66

Berkeley 3644117 25980 140 70

Calhoun 680563 1972 345 19

Charleston 7 464181 41829 178 53

Cherokee 1515132 8822 172 57

Chester 1480363 6 387 233 41

Chesterfield 686110 7935 112 77

Clarendon 1 1 015 162 1241 818 1

Clarendon 2 605888 3326 229 42

Clarendon 3 286399 1 189 241 39

Colleton 1 154 774 6638 174 54

Dartngton 2156 508 11415 189 50

DRonl 292377 901 324 22

DBon2 708639 3688 192 49

DDon3 463.581 1488 312 25

Dorchester 2 1063728 16 666 64 85

Dorchester 4 1137699 2422 470 11

cVlgefreld 1325.764 3326 281 32

FakfrekJ 1854 492 3625 512 10

Florence 1 2359379 13 614 173 55

Florence 2 360388 1082 334 21

Florence 3 1300942 4124 291 20

Florence 4 773,878 1072 722 3

FtorenceS 342393 1438 238 40

Georgetown 2.385305 9359 242 38

GreenvBe 7322,741 59 729 126 74

Greenwood 50 1320771 8606 173 56

Greenwood 51 494101 1 197 413 16

Greenwood 52 403,423 1329 248 38

Hampton 1 995329 2.604 382 17

Hampton 2 802043 1443 556 7
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TABLE 106 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDTTURES PER PUPB.

FOR MSTRICT LEADERSHIP 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Usted AlohabetJcalry

District Leadership 2001-02 ADM PerPupB
District Expenditures IX-12) Fwperrdltures Rank
Horry $2333.452 28,455 $78 84

Jasper 1018 533 2339 359 16
Kershaw 1526378 9388 156 61

Lancaster 2302 503 10301 204 46

Laurens 55 1729 333 5791 299 26

Laurens 56 1376815 3349 322 24

Lee 1328695 2369 426 14
Lexrngtonl 1573332 17368 91 62

Lexrhgton 2 950523 8698 109 79

Lexingtons 1253470 2364 554 8
Lexlngton4 968109 3321 298 27
Lexlngton5 1340365 14 755 til 78

McCormick 634366 1070 593 6

Marion 1 497398 3180 156 62
Marion 2 532 543 2,153 247 37

Marion 7 502 997 962 523 9

Marlboro 1368 841 5139 266 31
Newberry 932 017 5,751 182 60

Oconee 1668 918 10371 188 59

Orangeburg 3 775171 3.660 212 44

Orangeburg 4 1025 715 4137 248 35

Orangeburg 5 1564 990 7398 217 43

Pickens 1611929 15,758 102 80

Richland 1 4 982378 25,873 194 48

Richland 2 3335766 17660 183 52

Saluda 888944 2.067 416 15
Spartanburg 1 639 712 4383 146 69

Spartanburg 2 819325 8380 101 81

Spartanburg 3 647340 3,122 207 45
Spartanburg 4 527369 2352 185 61
Spartarrburg 5 859300 S7S5 149 68

Spartanburg 6 476352 9102 52 68

Spartanburg 7 1106/466 8310 ISO 73
Sumter 2 1376388 9170 150 65

Sumter 17 1722351 8369 198 47

UWon 1606308 4387 324 23

VVarrarnsburg 1589369 6.114 260 34

Yorkl 614354 4368 124 76

York 2 711373 4300 155 63

York 3 2085391 14376 138 71

York 4 471386 5308 68 63

State Total $116332391 652335 $179
District Median $217
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TABLE 106(Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR WSTRJCT LEADERSHIP 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numericailv

District Leadership 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
Distnct Experidrtures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Clarendon 1 1015162 1341 818 1
Bamberg 2 824 751 1063 776 2
Florence 4 773 876 1372 722 3
Allendale 1211054 1322 665 4
BernweB 19 649436 979 663 5
McCormick 634386 1070 593 6
Hampton 2 802 043 1443 556 7
Lexingtons 1253470 2364 554 8
Marion 7 502 997 962 523 9
Fairfield 1854 492 3325 512 10
Dorchester 4 1137 699 2 422 470 11
Bamberg 1 753322 1371 451 12
BamweH29 426 006 947 450 13
Lee 1328 695 2669 428 14
Saluda 888 944 2 067 416 15
Greenwood 51 494 101 1197 413 16
Hampton 1 995 329 2604 382 17
Jasper 1018 533 2639 359 IB

Calhoun 680 563 1972 345 19
Anderson 2 1322 704 3589 341 20
Florence 2 360 986 1082 334 21
Ditonl 292377 901 324 22
Union 1306 908 4367 324 23
Laurens 56 1 076.815 3 349 322 24
D9on3 463 581 1488 312 25
Laurens 55 1729333 5 791 299 26
Lexington 4 988109 3 321 268 27
Florences 1300 042 4124 291 28
Abbeville $994 709 3709 $268 26
Anderson 4 718054 2679 267 30
Marlboro 1368 641 5139 266 31
Edgefretd 1325764 3326 261 32
BernweB 45 704 958 2702 261 33
WrSarnsburg 1369369 6114 260 34
Orangeburg 4 1325716 4 137 248 35
Greenwood 52 403423 1329 248 36
Marion 2 532 543 2.153 247 37
Georgetown 2385 805 9359 242 38
Clarendon 3 288 599 1 169 241 39
Florence 5 342393 1438 238 40
Chester 1480363 6367 233 41
Clarendon 2 805 688 3528 229 42
Orangeburg 5 1584390 7398 217 43
Orangeburg 3 77S171 3660 212 44
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TABLE 106 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR DISTRICT LEADERSHIP 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numericalfv

District Leadership 2001-02 ADM PerPupU
District Expenditures (K-12) ExpendSuras Rank

Spartanburg3 $647 440 3 122 $207 45
Lancaster 2302 503 10301 204 46
Sumter 17 1722.351 8689 198 47
Richland 1 4 882.976 25 673 194 48
Drfton2 708 639 3688 192 49
Darlington 2158 506 11415 189 50

Spartanburg4 527069 2852 185 51

Richland 2 3235 765 17360 183 52

Charleston 7 464181 41329 178 S3
CoUeton 1164 774 6638 174 54
Florence 1 2 359 979 13314 173 65
Greenwood 60 1520 771 8306 173 58

Cherokee 1 516132 8322 172 57

Aiken 3994 505 23384 167 58
Oconee 1668 918 10 071 166 59

Newberry 932 017 5 751 162 60

Kershaw 1526378 9666 158 61

Marlon 1 497398 3 180 156 62

York 2 711773 4600 155 63

Anderson 1 f 159 354 7312 154 64

Sumter 2 1376388 9170 150 65

Beaufort 2471382 16 496 150 68

Spartanburg 5 859600 5766 149 68
Spartanburg 1 639 712 4383 146 69

Berkeley 3644 117 25380 140 70

York 3 2065091 14376 138 71

Anderson 3 349 451 2672 136 72

Spartanburg 7 1 106 466 8 510 130 73

Greenvfle 7522.741 59 729 126 74

Andersons 1377 459 11 118 124 75

Yorkl 614 654 4968 124 76

Oresterfierd 888110 7335 112 77

Lexington 5 1640665 14 755 111 78

Lexington 2 950 523 8696 109 79

Pickens 1311329 15,758 102 80

Spartanburg 2 819625 8080 101 81

Lexington 1 1373332 17368 91 82

York 4 471388 5308 88 83

Horry 2333.452 28455 78 84

Dorchester 2 1363728 16666 64 85

Spartanburg 6 476352 9,102 52 86

State Total $116332391 633/433 $179
District Median $217

•See •References for Tables.*
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TABLE 107

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL
FOR SCHOOL LEADERSHIP 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

School Leadership 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Abbeville $1383 152 3 709 $346 80
Adcen 8433 494 23 864 353 77
Alendale 849454 1822 466 31
Andersonl 2364 650 7 512 395 60

Anderson 2 1393 831 3589 388 63
Anderson3 848 938 2 572 329 65
Anderson 4 932 005 2 879 348 78

Anderson 5 4465 213 11 118 402 55
Bamberg 1 724 468 1671 434 43
Bamberg 2 598 030 1063 563 9
Barnwell 19 337 455 979 345 81

Barnwell 29 446 051 947 471 29
Barnwell 45 1020 732 2 702 378 66
Beaufort 9486145 16 496 575 4

Berkeley 9460 000 25 980 364 73

Calhoun 1000939 1972 508 20
Charleston 17 638307 41829 419 48

Cherokee 3623 403 8322 411 53

Chester 2429025 6 367 382 64

Crtestertrekl 3869262 7 935 488 25
Cterendonl 690 762 1341 557 11

Clarendon 2 1 167 612 3526 331 64

Clarendon 3 462 309 1 189 389 62
CoDeton 3 369 859 6.638 508 19

Darlington 5061697 11415 443 41

Dllonl 365 909 901 406 54

D8t©n2 1400535 3668 380 65
DBonS 547 419 1486 368 71

Dorchester 2 5795 560 16.666 348 79
Dorchester 4 1 129375 2.422 466 30
Edgefield 1371375 3.926 477 26

Fairfield 1365 677 3625 542 14

Florence 1 5407 511 13.614 397 58

Florence2 482 060 1062 446 39

Florence 3 2181446 4 124 529 16

Florence4 533 858 1072 498 21

Florences 630492 1438 438 42

Georgetown 6093 592 9859 618 1

Greenville 23361 496 59 729 369 61

Greenwood 50 3 194 437 8808 363 74

Greenwood 51 556169 1 197 465 32

Greenwood 52 587019 1629 360 75

Hampton 1 1376 918 2604 490 24

Hampton 2 738 495 1443 512 18
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TABLE107 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDfTURES PER PUPB.

FOR SCHOOL LEADERSHIP 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed AiphabrAicalty "~

School Leadership 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
Distnct Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Horry $13 551064 28455 $476 28
Jasper 1 190325 2339 416 47
Kershaw 4 373.151 9666 452 38
Lancaster 4 589757 10 801 425 46
Laurens 55 2680125 5791 446 38
Laurens 56 1325867 3349 456 35
Lee 1597 305 2,889 557 10
Lexington 1 5741040 17368 332 63
Lexington2 4030648 8.696 464 33
Lexrngton3 1009803 2364 446 37
Lexington 4 1312317 3 321 385 72
Lexingtons 6 544 812 14 755 444 40
M^f^ornirck 565761 1O70 529 17
Manont 987380 3180 311 86
Marion 2 023335 2 153 429 44
Marion 7 579680 962 603 2
MaffbOro 2126016 5139 414 51
Newberry 3381401 5 751 571 6
Oconee 5380858 10071 534 15
Orangeburg 3 2 078880 3660 568 7
C>rangeburg4 1554131 4137 376 68
OrBngaburg 5 4 014311 7398 550 13
Pickens 6324123 15 758 395 69
Richtendl 14 170391 25 673 552 12
Richland2 7050753 17660 399 57
Sekrds 1333337 2 087 501 3
Spartanburg 1 1576036 4363 360 76
Spartarrburg 2 3004 545 6360 372 69
Spartarrburg 3 1768321 3122 668 8
Spartanburg 4 1400349 2352 491 23
Spartanburg 5 2 462.440 5 755 428 45
Spartarrburg 6 3337605 9102 400 56
Spartanburg 7 4322319 8310 496 22
Sumter 2 3312317 9170 416 49

Sumter 17 3317316 8689 370 70
Union 1685.335 4367 339 82
VvaBarnsburg 2827 623 6.114 462 34
Yorkl 2,366.134 4368 476 27
York 2 2 628.688 4600 571 6
York 3 6301050 14 976 414 50
York 4 2368394 5508 412 52
State Total $281 670379 652.435 $432
District Median $434
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TABLE 107 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDTTURES PER PUP*.

FOR SCHOOL LEADERSHIP 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

School Leadership 2001-02 AOM Per Pupa
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Georgetown $6093 592 9859 $618 1

Manon7 579 680 962 603 2

Saluda 1333 637 2.087 591 3

Beaufort 9486145 16496 575 4

York 2 2 828 668 4 600 571 5

Newberry 3381401 5751 571 6

Orangeburg 3 2078 880 3660 568 7

Spartanburg 3 1768 321 3,122 566 8

Bamberg 2 598 030 1063 563 9

Lee 1597305 2369 557 10

Clarendon 1 690 762 1341 557 11

Richland t 14 170391 25 673 552 12

Orangeburg 5 4 014 911 7398 550 IS

Fairfield 1365677 3625 542 14

Oconee 5 380 858 10071 534 15

Florence 3 2181446 4 124 529 16

McCorrruck 565 761 1070 529 17

Hampton 2 738 495 1443 512 18
Coneton 3369859 6638 508 19
Catioun 1000939 1372 508 20

Florence 4 533658 1072 498 21

Spartanburg 7 4322 319 6 510 496 22
Spartanburg 4 1400249 2352 491 23

Hampton 1 1376 918 2604 490 24

Chesterfield 3 869362 7335 488 25

Edgefield 1371375 3 926 477 26

Yorkl 2 366134 4368 476 27

Horry 13 551364 28455 476 28

Bamwe>29 446051 047 471 26
Dorchester 4 1 129375 2 422 468 30

Allendale 649454 1822 466 31

Greenwood 51 556,169 1 167 465 32

Lexington 2 4 030348 8.696 464 33

Vfiffiamsburg 2.827323 6 114 482 34

Laurens 56 1525867 3.349 456 35

Kershaw 4373151 9666 452 38

Lex)rrgton3 1009303 2364 446 37

Laurens 55 2360125 5 791 446 38

Florence 2 482 060 1062 446 39

Lexingtons 6.544312 14 755 444 40

Darlington 5.061697 11415 443 41

Florence 5 630492 1436 438 42
Bamberg 1 724 488 1871 434 43

Manon2 923335 2 153 429 44
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TABLE 107 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITtJRES PER PUPfrL

FOR SCHOOL LEADERSHIP 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

School Leadership 2001-O2ADM Per Pupil
District Expendtturas (K-12) Expenrfitures Rank

Spartanburg 5 $2 462440 5755 $428 45

Lancaster 4 586 757 10301 425 46

Jasper 1190825 2339 419 47

Charleston 17 538307 41329 419 46

Sumter 2 3 812317 9170 416 49

York 3 6301050 14376 414 50

Marlboro 2 126 016 5139 414 51

York 4 2368394 5606 412 52

Cherokee 3623403 6322 411 53

Disonl 365909 801 406 54

AndersonS 4 465313 11118 402 55

Spartanburg 6 3637605 9102 400 56

Richtand2 7050753 17360 399 57

Florence 1 5407 511 13314 397 56

Pickens 6324 123 15758 395 59

Anderson 1 2964 650 7312 395 60

Greenvite 23361496 59729 389 61

Clarendon 3 462 309 1189 389 62

Anderson 2 1393831 3389 388 63

Chester 2.429025 8367 382 64

Dfflon2 1400535 3388 360 65

Bamwea45 1020 732 2702 378 66

Orangeburg 4 1554131 4137 376 68

Spartanburg 2 3,004 545 8380 372 69

Sumter 17 3317316 8689 370 70

DBkn3 547419 I486 368 71

Lexington 4 1312317 3321 365 72

Berkeley 9460000 25380 364 73

Greenwood 50 3194 437 8308 363 74

Greenwood 52 587319 1329 380 75

Spartanburg 1 1576338 4383 360 78

After. 8333494 23384 353 77

Anderson 4 932305 2379 348 78

Dorchester 2 5,796360 16368 348 79

AbbevBe 1383152 3,709 346 60

Barnwel19 337 455 979 345 81

Union 1665335 4387 339 82

Lewngtonl 5 741340 17368 332 83

Ctarendon2 1 167312 3328 331 84

AndersonS 846338 2372 329 85

Marion 1 967380 3.180 311 88

State Total $281 670379 652*438 $432

District Median $434

"See "References tor Tables"
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TABLE 108

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPU.
FOR INSTRUCTION AND INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Instruction 8 Support 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expemfltures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Abbeville $19822302 3709 $5344 43
Aiken 112685353 23884 4 718 77

AJJerxiete 12,757 728 1822 7002 1
Anderson 1 35052 966 7512 4668 79
Anderson 2 17371 178 3589 4640 70

Anderson 3 11 903 787 2572 4628 81

Anderson 4 13 695 547 2679 5,112 54

Anderson 5 60985072 11118 5485 33

Bamberg 1 8711460 1671 5213 48

Bamberg 2 7 187 187 1063 6761 4

BarnweB 19 5319311 979 5344 16

BamweB29 4386639 947 5366 45

BarnweB 45 13 730580 2702 5082 68

Beaufort 96487 659 16496 5 849 IB

Berkeley 128620987 25980 4951 65

Calhoun 12 553988 1972 6368 11

Charleston 225 937 559 41829 5 401 40

Cherokee 44 476358 8622 5042 61

Chester 34336947 6367 5.471 34

Chesterfield 40,757 095 7335 5.136 52

Clarendon 1 6.947344 1341 5.598 25

Clarendon 2 16.177 462 3526 4388 82

Clarendon 3 6350025 1 169 5.088 56

CoBeton 33.098477 6638 4986 64

Darfinoton 61053629 11415 5349 42

Dillon 1 4 300310 901 4773 72

DBon2 16326091 3668 4400 84

Di8on3 7311 611 1486 4718 76

Dorchester 2 78105,487 16666 4387 78

Dorchester 4 14/408364 2,422 5349 14

Edgefield 21336443 3926 5,435 39

Farrrretd 21834013 3625 6,023 13

Florence 1 71658837 13614 5364 46

Florence 2 5653.187 1082 5325 47

Florence 3 20339068 4 124 5,053 59

Florence 4 7450192 1072 6.950 2

Florence5 7352827 1438 5,461 37

Georgetown 58/431539 9359 5927 16

GreenvBe 277001 168 59 729 4638 80

Greenwood 50 45 568355 8806 5177 50

Greenwood 51 8528 099 1 167 5.454 38

Greenwood 52 8362 855 1629 5365 57

Hampton 1 14 477 765 2604 5580 27

Hampton 2 8326 664 1443 5701 22
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TABLE 108 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR INSTRUCTION AND INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Aiohabetrcalrv

lnstn»ctlon 4 Support 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) {Expenditures Rank
Horry $165438.134 28455 $3/463 38
Jasper 15304369 2339 5/497 31
Kershaw 48172842 9668 4777 71
Lancaster 54338368 10301 5331 62
Laurens 56 29324714 5 791 5347 60
Laurens 56 16370.658 3349 4348 68
Lee 18373,784 2369 6369 10
Lexington 1 94 416 832 17368 5.488 35
Lexington 2 51 145.137 8696 5381 17
Lexington 3 12782385 2364 5346 23
Lexington 4 15616363 3321 4363 73
Lexingtons 81878351 14 755 5349 28
McCormick 7077028 1070 6614 7
Marion 1 16357 009 3 180 6144 51
Marion 2 11319 689 2163 5,536 29
Manon7 6311 591 962 6766 3
Marlboro 24398482 5139 4728 74
Newberry 32382909 5 761 5579 26
Oconee 58637 560 10 071 5322 20
Orangeburg 3 21488313 3660 5371 18
Orangeburg 4 22329368 •4 137 6397 41
OTangeburg5 47331696 7398 6313 9
Pickens 76353 583 15.758 4384 68
Rtehlandl \ 168302582 25.673 6344 8

racrsano i. 91330303 17 660 5300 49

Saluda 11317 181 2 087 5319 30
Spartanburg 1 25.122362 4383 5.732 21
Spartanburg 2 34345675 8080 4313 85
Spartanburg 3 19378326 3 122 6303 12
Spartanburg 4 13316 717 2852 4384 83
Spartanburg 5 32344314 5 755 5320 24
Spartanburg 6 42360302 9102 4720 75
Spartanburg 7 57418370 8 610 6,747 5
Sumter 2 45.005,160 9170 4308 67
Sumter 17 44 469382 8689 5,117 53
Union 27378362 4387 5,482 32
vYHamsburg 32339353 6114 5373 44
Yorkl 25.345308 4968 6,102 55

York 2 30446363 4600 6819 6
York 3 72330341 14 978 4343 69
York 4 27 556.773 5508 5305 63

State Total $3/445,069399 652/435 $5380
rffififrl Irftrf'trtArPParfoT fTe»4B r*t»^lrarXtPea $5344
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TABLE 108 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXf*ENDTTURES PER PUPIL

FOR INSTRUCTION AND INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

District

Allendale

Florence 4

Marion 7

Bamberg 2
Spartanburg 7
York 2

McCormick

Rrchtendl

Orangeburg 5
Lee

Calhoun

Spartarrburg 3
Farfield

Dorchester 4

Barnwell 19

Georgetown
Lexington 2
Orangeburg 3
Beaufort

Oconee

Spartanburg 1
Hampton 2
Lexington 3
Spartanburg 5
Clarendon 1

Newberry

Lexingtons
Marion 2

Saluda

Linton

Anderson 5

Chester

Lexington 1

Florences

Greenwood 51

Edgefield
Charleston

Orangeburg 4
Oarlngton
Abbevffle

Wiarrrsburg

Ranked Numerically

Instruction 6 Support
Expenditures

$12 757 728

7450192

6 511591

7 187 167

57 418979

30446063

7077028

168 002.582
47 531696

18373784

12553986
19 678326
21834013

14 408884

5 819611
58 431339
51 145137

21 468313

96487559

56637360
25122382
8326664

12 782385
32 344314

6 947244

32 082.909
14 477 765

81 878351
11 919369
11 517181

15 604369
27378382
60385.072
34 836347

94 416332
155436134

7 852.827
6628099

21 336443

225 937359

22.329368
61053329
19822002

32339353

2001-4)2 ADM

1 822

1072

962

1063

8 510

4600

1070

25 673
7398

2669

1972

3.122
3 625

2 422

979

9859

8696

3660

16496

10071

4383

1443

2364

5 755

1341
5 751

2604

14 755

2.153

2.087
2.839
4967

11118

6367

17368
28455

1438

1197

3926

41329

4137

11415

3 709

6114

Per Pupil
Expenditures Rank

$7 002 1

6350 2

6 769 3

6 761 4

6 747 5

6 619 6

6 614 7

6344 8

8 613 9

6369 10

6366 11

6303 12

6023 13

5B49 14

5944 15

5927 16

5 681 17

5871 18

5849 19

5822 20

5732 21

5701 22

5646 23

5620 24

5598 25

5379 26

5560 27

5549 28

5336 29

5 519 30

5497 31

5492 32

5485 33

5471 34

5468 35

5463 36

5 461 37

5.454 38

5435 39

5401 40
5 397 41

5349 42

5344 43

5373 44

309
TEX 13196

DEF 3225-0332

REC038650



TABLE 108 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR INSTRUCTION AND INSTRIJCTIONAL SUPPORT 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

thanked Numerically

IrrrrtructJon ft Support 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures OC-12) Expenditures Rank
Barnwell 29 $4386 639 947 $5366 45
Florence 1 71656 837 13614 5364 46
Frorence2 5653187 1082 5325 47
Bamberg 1 8 711460 1371 5313 48
Richland 2 91830303 17 660 5300 49
Greenwood 50 45 588355 8806 5177 50
Manoni 16357 009 3180 5144 51
Chesterfield 40767 095 7935 5136 52
Sumter 17 44459982 8689 6,117 53
Anderson 4 13395 547 2679 5.112 54
Yorkl 25345.308 4968 5,102 55
Clarendon 3 6050025 1189 5.088 56
Greenwood 52 8382855 1629 5.085 57
DaVfttrVOlJ *40 13730580 2702 5,082 58
Florence 3 20839068 4124 5.053 59
Laurens 55 29324 714 5791 6047 60
Cherokee 44 476,358 8822 5,042 61
Lancaster 54 338.388 10301 5031 62
York 4 27 556,773 5306 5.005 63
CoBeton 33 098477 6,638 4988 64
Berkeley 126 620 987 25380 4 951 65
Laurens 56 16 570658 3349 4948 66
Sumter 2 45005180 9170 4906 67
Pickens 76 653 583 15758 4864 68
York 3 72 530341 14 976 4843 69
Anderson 2 17 371 178 3389 4640 70
Kershaw 46.172342 9668 4777 71
Dillon 1 4 300610 901 4773 72
Lexington4 15 816963 3321 4 763 73
MBriboro 24398 482 6,139 4728 74
Spartanburg 6 42.960302 9102 4 720 75
DBon3 7011611 1486 4 71B 78
Aken 112.685353 23384 4 718 77
Dorchester 2 78,105487 16366 4 687 78
Anderson 1 35.052 968 7 512 4368 79
Greenvrle 277001188 59729 4338 60
Anderson 3 11903 787 2672 4328 81
Clarendon 2 16177 462 3326 4388 82
Spartanburg 4 13016 717 2352 4384 83
Dskx.2 16326091 3688 4400 84
Spartanburg 2 34345675 8,080 4313 85
State Total $3/445369 599 652/43S $8380
District Median $3LM4

•See *Rcrrerences for Tables.
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TABLE 109

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL FOR TEACHER
IN-SERVICE AND TRAINING 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alrmabebcallv

Teacher In-Service & 2001-02 ADM Per Pupa
District Training Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Abbeville $0 3 709 $0 84
Aiken 642 652 23 884 35 54
Allendale 245.004 1822 134 6
Anderson 1 214 311 7 512 29 63
Anderson 2 113 473 3589 32 57
Andersons 51 576 2 572 20 70
Anderson 4 89 758 2679 34 56
Anderson 5 1034136 11118 93 17

Bamberg 1 29871 1671 18 76
Bamberg 2 194 561 1063 183 3

Bamwe"19 104 555 979 107 13

Bamwe"29 41840 947 44 41

Barnwe8 45 59103 2702 22 67

Beaufort 1 101 706 16 496 67 25

Berkeley 3 344 250 25980 129 9
Calhoun 0 1972 0 85
Charleston 1280133 41629 31 60

Cherokee 220493 8822 26 65
Chester 86309 6 367 14 80

Chesterfield 227 303 7935 29 62
Clarendon 1 112076 1341 90 19

Clarendon 2 104361 3326 30 61

Clarendon 3 14 753 1 169 12 82
Colleton 114 519 6338 17 78
Darlington 438154 11415 38 50
Dillon 1 41798 901 46 37

DBon2 202368 3668 55 29

DBton3 132 799 1486 89 20
Dorchester 2 325306 16 666 20 74

Dctrcnester 4 123344 2 422 51 30

Edgefield 77306 3926 20 72

Fakfiekl 164362 3 625 45 39
Florence 1 674 462 13 614 50 32
Florence 2 41 804 1082 39 49
Florence 3 174 967 4 124 42 43

Florence 4 146 576 1072 137 5
Florence 5 59 852 1 438 42 46

Georgetown 878 BIO 9359 89 21

GreenvBe 2 565 087 59 729 43 42

Greenwood 50 372 351 8806 42 44
Greenwood 51 89 737 1 107 75 23

Greenwood 52 149 137 1629 92 18

Hamptenl 48858 2604 16 75
t4arrrpton2 268 742 1443 168 2
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TABLE 109 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL FOR TEACHER

IN-SERVICE AND TRAINING, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Teacher In-Service ft 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Training Expeitdttures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Horry $1272645 28 455 845 40
Jasper 55 536 2839 20 73
Kershaw 251366 9666 26 64
Lancaster 428966 10 801 40 47
Laurens 55 267 921 5 791 46 38
Laurens 56 212 550 3 349 63 27
Lee 371308 2869 130 8
Lexington 1 1325 847 17368 66 28
Lexington 2 274 446 8696 32 58
Lexington 3 44 786 2364 20 71
Lexington 4 80730 3 321 24 68
Lexington 5 508064 14 755 34 55
McCormick 73 948 1070 69 24
Marion 1 148105 3180 47 38
Marion 2 78 646 2153 37 52
Marion 7 168831 962 176 4
Marlboro 500615 5139 97 16
Newberry 227 665 5751 40 48
Oconee 425630 10071 42 45
Orangeburg 3 470316 3660 129 10
Orangeburg 4 202356 4 137 49 34
Orangeburg 5 896324 7398 123 11
Pickens 489372 15 768 31 59
Richland 1 5051271 25673 19Z 1
Richland 2 849636 17660 48 35
Saluda 44 035 2 087 21 69
Spartanburg 1 58115 4383 13 81
Spartanburg 2 303352 8060 38 51
Spartanburg 3 411301 3122 132 7
Spartanburg 4 291379 2352 102 15
Spartanburg 5 286371 5 755 50 31

Spartanburg 6 330369 9102 38 53
Spartanburg 7 929711 8310 109 12
Sumter 2 693365 9170 78 22

Sumter 17 188316 8389 22 68
Union 78,721 4 987 16 79
W*fflamsburg 391348 6114 64 26
Yorfcl 508360 4968 102 U

York 2 46 340 4600 10 83
York 3 260383 14376 17 77
York 4 271750 5306 49 33
State Total $36,072,799 652/435 $55
District Median $42
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TABLE 109 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATMO EXPENDTTURES PER PUPB. FOR TEACHER

IN-SERVICE AND TRAININO 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Teacher In-Service ft 2001-02 ADM PerPupfl
District Training Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
FdcKtandl $5 051371 25373 $197 i
Hampton 2 268 742 1443 186 2
Bamberg 2 194 561 1363 183 3
Marion 7 168331 962 176 4

Florence 4 146 576 1072 137 5

Allendale 245304 1822 134 6

Spartanburg 3 411601 3122 132 7

Lee 371308 2869 130 8

Berkeley 3344350 25 980 129 9

Or8rrgaburg3 470 916 3660 129 10

Cvarrgrjburg 5 898324 7298 123 11

Spartanburg 7 929 711 8 510 109 12

Barnwe-19 104 555 979 107 13
Yorkl 508 560 4968 102 14

Spartanburg 4 291879 2 852 102 15
Marlboro 500 615 5139 97 16
Andersons 1034 136 11 118 93 17

Greenwood 52 149 137 1629 92 18
Clarendon 1 112 076 1241 90 19

DOon3 132 799 1486 89 20
Georgetown 878.810 9 859 89 21

Sumter 2 693985 9170 76 22
Greenwood 51 89 737 1 197 75 23

McCorrrrtck 73 948 1070 69 24

Beaufort 1 101 708 16496 67 25

VVWamsburg 391348 8.114 64 26

Laurens 56 212550 3346 63 27

Lexington 1 1025347 17368 59 28

DaVm2 202368 3688 55 29

Dorchester4 123544 2.422 51 30

Spartanburg 5 288 071 5.755 50 31

Florence 1 674482 13314 50 32

York 4 271750 5.506 49 33

Orangeburg 4 202358 4137 49 34

RrcMand2 849338 17 660 48 35
Marlon 1 148106 3180 47 38

DSont 41798 901 46 37

Laurens 55 267921 5791 46 38

Fekfield 164362 362S 45 39

Horry 1372 645 28455 45 40

BamweB26 41340 947 44 41

Grisenvfle 2365,067 59729 43 42

Florences 174967 4124 42 43

Greenwood SO 372351 8606 42 44
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TABLE 109 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXT>ENDiTURE3 PER PUPIL FOR TEACHER

IN-SERVICE AND TRAOttNG 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Teacher In-Service a 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Training Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures

^*42
Rank

Oconee $425330 10071 45
Florences 59352 1438 42 46
Lancaster 428388 10801 40 47
Newberry 227365 5751 40 48
Florence 2 41804 1082 39 49

Darilrrgton 438,154 11415 38 50
Spartarrburg 2 303352 8080 38 51
Marion 2 78346 2153 37 52
Spartanburg6 330569 9102 36 53
Aiken 842.652 23884 35 54
Lexingtons 508364 14 755 34 55
Anderson 4 89758 2.679 34 56
Anderson 2 113473 3.589 32 57
Lexrngton2 274448 8696 32 58
Pickens 489972 15.758 31 59
Charleston 1380133 41829 31 60
Clarendon 2 104361 3526 30 61
Chesterfield 227303 7936 29 62
Artderson 1 214311 7 512 29 63
Kershaw 251366 9666 26 64
Cherokee 220,493 8822 25 65
Lexington 4 80730 3321 24 66
Barnwel46 59103 2 702 22 67
Sumter 17 186316 6689 22 68
Saluda 44035 2 087 21 69
Anderson 3 51576 2 572 20 70
Lextnglon3 44.788 2364 20 71

Edgefield 77306 3926 20 72
Jasper 55336 2639 20 73
Dorchester 2 326308 16 666 20 74
Hampton 1 48368 2604 19 76
Bamberg 1 29,871 1871 18 76
York 3 260383 14376 17 77
Coeeton 114319 6638 17 78
Linton 78,721 4387 16 79
Chester 86309 6367 14 60
Spartanburg 1 56115 4383 13 81
Clarendon 3 14 753 1189 12 82
York 2 46340 4600 10 63
AbbevKe 0 3 709 0 84
Calhoun 0 1972 0 85

State Total $38,072399 e«3.4Tff $55
District Median $43

•See "References for Tables.*
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TABLE 110

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPB- FOR BUILDING
UPKEEP AND MAINTENANCE. 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically
Building Upkeep ft

Maintenance 2001-02 ADM Per Pupa
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Abbeville $2 121377 3709 $572 51

Aiken 12.681 071 23884 531 64

ASendale 1314 453 1822 886 2

Anderson 1 3360053 7 512 434 82
Anderson2 1768 640 3589 498 75
Anderson 3 1014 494 2 572 394 86
Anderson 4 1 967319 2679 734 15
Andersons 5996378 11118 539 61
Bamberg 1 1109306 1371 664 29
Bamberg 2 928385 1363 874 3

Barmvel 19 660340 979 674 26

Bamwe"29 712383 947 753 12

Bamwe345 1 150171 2 702 426 84

Beaufort IS 697311 16496 830 6

Berkeley 18130 314 25380 698 22

Cafnoun 1353 560 1372 686 23
Charleston 29378 740 41329 714 20

Cherokee 5026133 8322 570 52
Chester 3373 173 6367 530 65
Chesterfield 4474 428 7335 564 54

Clarendon 1 801339 1341 646 35
Clarendon 2 1302 704 3326 426 63
Clarendon 3 648 968 1189 546 60

CoBeton 4365366 6638 643 38
Dartrngton 5659 571 11415 496 76
Dltonl 462358 901 513 73

Dillon 2 2050393 3688 558 56

OHon3 606331 1466 406 85
Dorchester 2 9340364 16666 554 57
Dorchester 4 1580401 2422 653 33

EdgefVakJ 2323820 3926 745 14

Fairfield 3645340 3625 1008 1

FkjTsnC01 7443.138 13614 547 59
FtoTBnc©2 640112 1082 776 10

Ftorenc*3 2.568,538 4124 623 45
Florence** 784 735 1072 732 17

Ftore*x*>5 942365
8322.744

1438

9859

655

834

32

5
GreenvBe 31368836 59 729 525 66

Greenwood 50 4 568377 8608 519 71

Greenwood 51 872542 1 197 729 18

Greenwood 52 768311 1629 472 78
Hampton 1 1 139472 2604 438 81

Hampton2 947340 1443 656 31
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TABLE 110(Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL FOR BUD-DING

UPKEEP ANDMAINTENANCE. 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

LWadArphebetJeallv
BuHdmg Upkeep *

Matrrtanarrce 2O01-O2ADM Per Pupil
District ExpeirdtUiioa <K-1» Expenditures Rankrtorry $16 076376 28455 $565 53
Jasper 1350/417 2839 652 34
Kershaw 4387306 9666 463 77
Lancaster 5535379 10301 512 74
Laurens 55 3087170 5791 533 63
Laurens 56 1743 660 3349 521 70
Lee 1850641 2369 645 36
Lexington 1 8669794 17368 554 58
Lexington 2 5,461626 8698 628 43
LtwingtonS 1443379 2364 638 41
Lextrrgton4 1381424 3321 597 50
Lexington5 9 728 339 . 14 755 659 30
IVteCfcrrrnlck 848346 1370 793 9
Marion 1 1490136 3 160 469 79
Marion 2 1127458 2153 524 69
Menon7 693 744 962 721 19
Marlboro 3t19168 5139 607 49
Newberry 3390763 5 751 642 40
Oconee 7 505378 10071 745 13
OrarroeburgS 2357612 3660 644 37
Orangeburg 4 2 760681 4 137 667 28
Orangeburg 5 4635942 7398 635 42
Pickens 7381069 15 75B 468 80
Richland 1 19626636 25 673 764 11
Rfchiand2 14 153329 17660 801 7
Sekrda 1408 423 2 087 675 25
Spartarrburg 1 2363 532 4383 676 24
Spartanburg 2 4326362 8080 535 62
Spartrxtburg 3 2389/198 3122 733 16
Spartanburg 4 1494358 2352 524 68
Spartanburg 5 3377347 5755 674 27
SpertartburgS 4390155 9102 515 72
Spartanburg 7 6 756330 8310 794 8
Sumter 2 5391731 8170 643 39
Sumter 17 5379881 8689 608 48
Union 2,782 379 4967 560 55
WKamsburg 3 815351 6 114 624 44
Yorkl 3040314 4968 612 47
York 2 3393316 4600 648 4
York 3 10332 778 14 976 703 21
York 4 3.414 162 5.506 620 46
State Total $403332,649 652,439 $619
District Median $82*
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TABLE 110 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL FOR BUILDING

UPKEEP AND MAINTENANCE 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Building Upkeep ft

Maintenance 2001-02 ADM PerPupO
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Farrfield $3645 340 3625 $1006 1

Allendale 1614 453 1322 888 2

Bamberg 2 928 585 1063 874 3

York 2 3 893316 4600 846 4

Georgetown 8322 744 9359 834 5

Beaufort 13 697311 16496 830 6

R>chtand2 14 153 829 17360 801 7

Spartanburg 7 8 758 530 8.510 794 8

McCormick 848346 1070 793 9

Florence 2 640112 1082 776 10

Richland 1 19 626 638 25.873 764 11

Bamwel29 712363 947 753 12

Oconee 7 505 878 10071 745 13

Edgefield 2 923320 3926 745 14

Anderson 4 1967319 2 679 734 15

Spartanburg 3 2389 498 3122 733 16

Florence 4 784 735 1072 732 17

Greenwood 51 872 542 1 197 729 18

Marion 7 693 744 962 721 19

Charleston 29876740 41326 714 20

York 3 10 532 778 14376 703 21

Berkeley 18 130 314 25980 696 22

Calroun 1353 560 1372 666 23

Spartanburg 1 2963 532 4383 676 24

Saluda 1408.423 2087 675 25

Barnwell 19 660240 979 674 26

Spartanburg 5 3 877 647 5765 674 27

Orangeburg 4 2 760681 4137 667 28

Bamberg 1 1 109308 1671 664 29

Lexingtons 9 726.339 14 755 659 30

Hampton 2 947340 1443 656 31

Florences 942365 1438 655 32

Dorchester 4 1380401 2422 653 33

Jasper 1850417 2339 652 34

Clarendon 1 801339 1.241 646 35

Lee 1850641 2 689 645 36

Orangeburg 3 2 357 612 3660 644 37

Corteton 4365366 6638 643 38

Sumter 2 5 691 731 9170 643 39

Newberry 3 690763 5751 642 40

Lexington 3 1 443 979 2364 638 41

Orangeburg 5 4 635942 7398 635 42

Lexington 2 5 461626 8696 628 43

WiBamsburg 3 815951 6114 624 44
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TABLE 110 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL FOR BUILDING

UPKEEP AND MAINTENANCE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically
Building Upkeep &

Maintenance 2001-02 ADM PerPuptt
District •Expenditures (K-12) Expenditure* Rank
Florences $2 568 538 4124 $623 45
York 4 3 414 182 5506 620 46
Yorkl 3,040914 4968 612 47

Sumter 17 5379681 8689 608 46
Marlboro 3 110168 5139 607 49

Lexington 4 1 981 424 3321 597 50

Abbevae 2121377 3709 572 51
Cherokee 5 026133 8322 670 52

Horry 16075376 28455 565 53
Chesterfield 4 474 428 7336 564 54
Union 2 782379 4367 560 55
DrSon2 2050393 3688 556 56
Dorchester 2 9340384 16388 554 57
Lexington 1 9569 794 17368 554 56

Florence 1 7443138 13.614 547 59

Clarendon 3 648 966 1189 546 60

Andersons 5,996 876 11118 539 61
Spartanburg 2 4 325 382 6060 53S 62

Laurens 55 3087 170 5761 533 63

Aiken 12661071 23384 531 64

Chester 3373 173 6367 630 65
GreenvBe 31368 835 59729 525 68
Spartanburg 4 1494 558 2852 524 68
Marion 2 1 127 458 2.153 524 69

Laurens 56 1743 660 3349 521 70

Greenwood 50 4 566377 6808 519 71

Spartanburg 6 4690 155 9102 515 72
Dillon 1 462358 901 513 73

Lancaster 5335379 10301 512 74
Anderson 2 1786640 3589 498 75
Dartrngton 5659 571 11,415 496 76

Kershaw 4367308 9366 483 77

Greenwood 52 788311 1329 472 78
Manonl 1/490138 3,160 469 79

Prcxens 7381089 15.756 468 80
Hampton 1 1139472 2604 438 81

Anderson 1 3360053 7312 434 82

Clarendon 2 1302704 3526 426 83
BernweB 45 1 150 171 2702 426 84

DtaonS 606331 1466 408 85
Anderson 3 1314 494 2372 394 86

State Total $403832 645 652,435 $619
District Median $620

•See "Inferences for Tables
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TABLE 111
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDTTURES PER PUPIL

FOR PUPB. FOOD SERVICE, 2001-62*
BY DISTRICT

District

Listed Alphabetically

Food Service 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Atrbevirre $1632 008 3709 $440 34
Aiken 7 447 532 23864 312 81
Allendale 1 189323 1822 653 2
Anderson 1 2429011 7 512 323 79
Anderson 2 1373055 3589 383 56
Anderson 3 1025797 2572 399 51
Anderson 4 915416 2379 342 74
Anderson 5 4307782 11118 378 59Bamberg 1 837382 1671 501 15
Bamberg 2 795732 1063 749 1
BamweBIO 577301 979 590 3
Barnwell 29 399426 947 422 41
Barnwell 45 1 159159 2 702 429 39
Beaufort 5439662 16 496 330 78
Berkeley 9046389 25980 348 72
Calhoun 1054481 1372 535 9
Charleston 14 979952 41329 358 66
Cherokee 3 9033*7 8322 442 32
Chester 1815022 6367 285 85
Chesterfield 3 126302 7335 394 54
Clarendon 1 664 448 1341 552 6
Clarendon 2 1 612 188 3526 429 40
Clarendon 3 536382 11B9 451 29
CoBeton 2 724 600 6638 410 46
Darlington 4928663 11415 432 37
DStonl 474 680 901 527 11
Draon2 1 741 911 3.668 472 21
DtlonS 608149 1486 409 47
Dorchester 2 4437435 16666 266 86
Dorchester 4 1303354 2,422 497 17
Edgefield 1691893 3928 431 38
Fairfield 1797078 3625 496 IB
Florence 1 5108431 13 614 375 61
Florence 2 454385 1082 420 42
Florence 3 1335 710 4124 445 31
Florence 4 523471 1072 488 20
Florence 5 622443 1438 433 36
Georgetown 4 354 370 9359 442 33
GreenvOe 21 360 142 59729 358 69
Greenwood 50 3331366 8306 378 60
Greenwood 51 492789 1197 412 44
Greenwood 52 606 724 1829 372 62
Hampton 1 1401035 2304 538 7
Hampton 2 814168 1443 504 5
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TABLE 111 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR PUPIL FOOD SERVICE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed AtohabetJcaBY

7 Foodservice 2OO1-02 ADM Per Pupil

District Expanditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Horry 411688376 28.455 $411 45

Jasper 1331338 2.839 469 23

Kershaw 3928334 9866 406 48

Lancaster 3753113 10 801 347 73

Laurens 65 2 087 717 5.791 361 66

Laurens 56 1 541 074 3349 460 28

Lee 1 518391 2.889 529 10

Lexington 1 5445301 17368 315 80

LexJr>gton2 3085,744 8,696 355 71

Lexington 3 1 155.608 2364 510 14

Lexington4 1456.160 3321 438 35

Lexingtons 5343.135 14 755 362 65

McCormrck 496 944 1070 464 26

Marlon 1 1563 564 3.180 492 19

Marlon 2 1009 756 2153 469 24

Marton7 561454 962 564 4

Marffooro 2044 3S1 5.139 398 53

Newberry 2 711681 5 751 472 22

Oconee 4 014 945 10071 399 52

Orangeburg 3 1688 506 3.660 461 27

Orangeburg 4 2 126 376 4 137 514 13

Orangeburg 5 3918.620 7398 537 8

Pickens 5 361395 15,758 340 76

Richland 1 9342.142 25.673 364 64

Rrchrand2 5305.543 17660 295 84

Saluda 1075 338 2.087 515 12

Spartanburg 1 1557350 4383 355 70

Spartanburg 2 2 725341 8.080 337 77

(Spartanburg 3 1365,751 3.122 405 49

Spartanburg 4 1 105.7S7 2B52 388 56

Spartanburg 5 2.101 134 5.755 365 63

Spartanburg 6 2 788354 9102 306 82

Spartanburg 7 3320341 8,510 414 43

Sorter 2 3 603.652 9170 393 55

Sumter 17 4 063.176 8,689 468 26

Union 2219.604 4367 447 30

WBamsburg 3 059311 6,114 500 16

Yorkt 1302360 4968 383 57

York 2 1644393 4600 401 50

York 3 5108260 14376 341 75

York 4 1635398 5.508 297 63

State Total $248377399 652y(35 $381

Prstrtct Median $414
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TABLE 111 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPH.

FOR PUPIL FOOD SERVICE 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Food Service 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil

District Experxtthires (K-12J Expenditures Rank

Bamberg 2 $795,732 1063 $749 1

Allendale 1169323 1822 653 2

BernweB 19 577901 979 590 3

Marion 7 561454 962 584 4

Hampton 2 814168 1443 564 5

Clarendon 1 684 448 1341 552 6

Hampton 1 1401035 2604 538 7

Orangeburg 5 3 918 520 7308 537 8

Calhoun 1054 481 1972 535 9

Lee 1 518391 2369 529 10

DBtonl 474380 901 527 11

Saluda 1075338 2.087 515 12

Orangeburg 4 2 126375 4 137 514 13

Lexingtons 1 155 606 2264 510 14

Bamberg 1 837362 1671 501 15

Williamsburg 3 059211 6 114 500 16

Dorchester 4 1303354 2 422 497 17

Fairfield 1 797376 3625 496 IB

Manonl 1563564 3180 492 19

Florence 4 523471 1072 488 20

DiKon2 1 741311 3688 472 21

Newberry 2 711661 5 761 472 22

Jasper 1331338 2839 469 23

Marion 2 1009756 2153 469 24

Sumter 17 4 063176 B689 468 25

McCormick 496344 1070 464 28

Orangeburg 3 1 688306 3660 461 27

Laurens 56 1341 074 3 349 460 28

Clarendon 3 536382 1 189 451 29

Union 2219604 4 967 447 30

Flc«ance3 1335710 4 124 445 31

Cherokee 3303.047 8322 442 32

Georgetown 4354370 9359 442 33

Abbevde 1832,008 3 709 440 34

Lexington 4 1458180 3 321 438 35

Florence 5 622.443 1438 433 36

Darlington 4 928363 11415 432 37

Edgefield 1691393 3326 431 38

BamweB45 1 159159 2702 429 39

Clarendon 2 1 512188 3326 429 40

Barnwell 29 399426 947 422 41

Florence 2 454 885 1082 420 42

Spartanburg 7 3520841 8 510 414 43

Greenwood 51 492,789 1 197 412 44
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TABLE 111 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING TiXPENDITURES PER PUPB.

FCflPIJPtLFCrOO SERVICE 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Food Service 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expandlhtres (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Horry $11 688276 28455 ^411 45
Coketon 2724 600 6638 410 46
D»on3 608149 1486 409 47

Kershaw 3 926334 9366 406 48
Spartanburg S 1385761 3 122 405 49
York 2 1844393 4600 401 50

Andersons 1025,797 2372 399 51
Oconee 4 014 945 10 071 399 52
Marrboro 2.044351 5139 398 53
Chesterfield 3126302 7335 394 54
Sumter 2 3 603352 9170 393 55
Spartanburg 4 1105.757 2852 388 56
Yerkl 1902 860 4968 383 57
Anderson 2 1373055 3589 383 58
Andersons 4307 782 11 118 378 59
Greenwood 50 3331366 8308 378 60

Florence 1 5.108431 13,614 375 61

Greenwood 52 606 724 1629 372 62
Spartanburg 5 2,101134 5 755 365 63
Richland 1 9 342.142 25.673 364 64
Lexingtons 5343135 14 756 362 65

Laurens 55 2.087 717 5.791 361 66
Charleston 14379352 41829 356 68
Greenvffle 21380.142 59729 358 69
Spartanburg 1 1557350 4383 355 70

Lexrngton2 3 085.744 8696 355 71

Berkeley 9046369 26,960 346 72
Lancaster 3 753.113 10 801 347 73
Anderson 4 915,418 2679 342 74

York 3 5106380 14 676 341 75
Pickens 5361395 15,756 340 78

Spartanburg 2 2 725341 8080 337 77

Beaufort 5439682 16 496 330 78

Anderson 1 2429311 7 612 323 79

Lexington 1 5/445301 17368 315 80

Arken 7447332 23 684 312 81

Spartanburg 6 2769354 9102 308 82
York 4 1635398 5306 297 83

Rkhiand2 5305343 17 660 295 84

Chester 1816022

4437 435

6367
16 666

285

266

85
86

State Total $248377399 frS?r43S $381
District Median $414

*See "References for Tables
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TABLE 112

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PERPUPIL
FOR TRANSPORTATION 20O1-O2*

BY DISTRICT

Listed ArphrihetJcaDv

Transportation 2001-02 ADM ParPupU
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
AbbevHe $445134 3 709 $120 75
Aiken 3 697 855 23384 155 44
Allendale 613150 1322 337 3
Anderson 1 962188 7 512 128 72
Anderson 2 524 174 3589 146 58
Andersons 565947 2372 220 13
Anderson 4 482 643 2379 180 28
Andersons 2286325 11118 206 19
Bamberg 1 239 698 1671 143 59
Bamberg 2 234 804 1363 221 12
BarnweBl9 144 697 979 148 54
Barnwell 29 151683 947 160 41
BamweB45 437 526 2.702 162 39
Beaufort 3 100106 16.496 188 25
Berkeley 3 611066 25.980 139 81
Calhoun 414 678 1972 210 16
Charleston 6387 703 41629 153 48
Cherokee 1324 000 8822 139 62
Chester 950316 6367 149 51
Chesterfield 1032320 7935 130 68
Crarendonl 181987 1241 147 55
Clarendon 2 424 992 3,526 121 74
Clarendon 3 132.452 1 189 111 81
Colleton 1307 550 6638 197 22
Darlington 1 671 491 11415 146 56
Dflronl 188 772 901 210 17
Dillon 2 479323 3688 130 69
Dillon 3 193 055 1486 130 70
Dorchester 2 2 651389 16668 159 42
Dorchester 4 692074 2.422 286 4
Edgefield 587 424 3.926 ISO 50
Fairfield 1369361 3625 350 1
Florence 1 1901392 13314 140 60
Florence 2 204138 1082 169 23
Florence 3 717433 4124 174 32
Florence 4 180852 1372 169 37
Florences 152368 1438 106 82
Georgetown 1 711 907 9359 174 33
Greenville 7398160 59329 132 66
Greenwood 50 1050383 8808 119 76
Greenwood 51 120 55B 1 197 101 83
Greenwood 52 138117 1629 65 84
Hampton 1 466 722 2604 179 29
Hampton2 500353 1,443 347 2
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TABLE 112(Continued)
CURRENT OPERATINO EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR TRANSPORTATION 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed AtohabetJcaHv

Transportation 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) ExpettdKures Rank
Horry $7 101 133 28 455 $250 9
Jasper 589143 2.839 208 18
Kershaw 2048 864 9666 212 15
Lancaster 1647 748 10801 153 49
Laurens 55 997 405 5 781 172 34
Laurens 56 512625 3 349 153 47
Lee 609373 2889 178 30
Lexington 1 3313329 17368 227 11
Lexington 2 1492324 8698 172 35
Lexington 3 415330 2364 184 27
Lexington 4 849336 3 321 256 7
Lexington5 2370351 14 755 154 48
- - —hi. r i
MiLUJIIIrCH 217 526 1070 203 21
Marlon 1 501622 3 160 158 43
Manon2 332 306 2 153 154 45
Marion 7 205674 982 214 14

Marlboro 872352 5139 170 38
Newberry 1018 069 5 751 177 31
Oconee 1158,532 10 071 115 79
Orangeburg 3 1334 740 3660 283 5
Orangeburg 4 615490 4 137 149 53
Orangeburg 5 879911 7386 121 73
Pickens 2 543601 15.758 161 40
Rrchtandl 6 557010 25 673 255 8
Rrchtand2 2066,921 17 660 117 78
Saluda 426,123 2.087 204 20
Spartanburg 1 490133 4383 112 60
Spartanburg 2 1080999 8080 134 65
Spartarrburg 3 712915 3122 228 10
Spertanburg4 337301 2352 116 77
Spartanburg 5 372990 5 765 65 57

Spartanburg 6 709663 9102 78 85
Spartanburg 7 2.178 870 8 510 258 6
Sumter 2 1395453 9 170 185 28
Sumter 17 646 678 8689 74 86
Union 736387 4967 149 52
VvxBarnsburg 998672 6 114 163 38
Yorkl 934 429 4968 188 24
York 2 635 313 4600 138 63
York 3 2 019341 14 978 135 64
York 4 707 604 5508 129 71
State Total $107367390 652/439 $188
District Median $158
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TABLE 112 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR TRANSPORTATION, 2001-03*
BY DISTRICT

District

Ranked

Transportation

Nurrtericafly

2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
Expenditures (K-1» Expenditures Rank

ratmerrj

Hampton 2
Allendale

Dorchester 4
Orangeburg 3

$1369061
500 353

613150

692 074

1034 740

3625
1443

1822

2.422
3660

$350
347

337

286

283

1

2

3

4

5

6
7

Spartanburg 7 2178870 8 510 256
Lexington 4 849336 3.321 256
FOchland 1 6 557 010 25673 255 B
Horry 7 101 133 28455 250 9

10
Spartanburg3 712915 3122 228
Lexington 1 3 913 529 17368 227 ti
Bamberg 2 234 804 1363 221 12
Anderson 3

Manon7
565 947

205 674
2 572

982
220

214
13

14
Kershaw 2048 884 9666 212 15
Calhoun 414 876 1972 210 16
OrOonl 188 772 901 210 17
Jasper 569143 2339 208 18
Anderson 5 2 286 325 11116 206 19
Saluda 426123 2087 204 20
McCormick 217 526 1070 203 21
Colleton 1307350 6638 197 22
Florence 2 204 138 1082 189 23
Yorkl 934 429 4968 168 24
Beaufort 3 100106 16496 168 25
Sumter 2 169S453 9170 165 26LexngtonS 415930 2264 164 27
Anderson 4 482643 2879 180 28
Hampton 1 466722 2304 179 29
Lee 509373 2369 178 30
Newberry 1018069 5751 177 31
Florenco3 717/433 4124 174 32
Georgetown 1 711307 9859 174 33
Laurens 55 997 405 5,791 172 34
Lexington 2 1492.624 8696 172 35
Marlboro 872352 5,139 170 36
Florence 4 180 852 1072 169 37WJSarnsburg 996 672 8114 163 38
BamweB45 437 526 2702 162 39
Pickens 2 543 601 15758 161 40
BamweB29 151683 947 160 41
Dorchester 2 2651389 16366 159 42
Marion 1 501622 3180 158 43
Arken 3697 855 23384 155 44
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TABLE 112 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR TRANSPORTATION 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Transportation 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Experidrtures Rank

Marion 2 $332 306 2153 ^154 45

Lexington 5 2270651 14 755 154 46

Laurens 56 512 925 3 349 153 47

Charleston 6387 703 41829 153 46

Lancaster 1647 748 10801 153 49

Edcjefletd 587424 3926 150 50

Chester 950216 6387 149 61

Union 738967 4 967 149 52

Orangeburg 4 615490 4 137 149 53

Barnwel19 144 697 979 148 54

Clarendon 1 181987 1341 147 55
Darfington 1371 491 11415 146 58

Anderson 2 524 174 3589 x146 58

Bamberg 1 239 688 1671 143 59

Florence 1 1301392 13 614 140 60

Berkeley 3 611066 25 980 139 61

Cherokee 1324000 8622 139 62

York 2 635 313 4600 138 63

York 3 2319 541 14 976 135 64

Sparlarrburg 2 1380 999 8080 134 65

Greenvflre 7368160 69729 132 66

OteSterflerd 1032320 7335 130 68

DSon2 479323 3688 130 69

Dtton3 193055 1488 130 70

York 4 707304 5508 129 71

Anderson 1 962188 7 512 128 72

Orangeburg5 879311 7398 121 73

Clarendon 2 424 992 3528 121 74

AbbevBe 445134 3.709 120 75

Greenwood 50 1050383 8308 119 76

Spartanburg 4 337301 2852 118 77

Richland 2 2068321 17660 117 78

Oconee 1158332 10071 115 79
Spartanburg 1 490133 4383 112 80

Ctarendon3 132 452 1189 111 61

FtrjrencB 5 152.588 1439 106 82

Greenwood 51 120 558 1 197 101 83

r^reenwood 52 138.117 1629 65 84

Spartarrburg 6 709663 6102 78 85

Sumter 17 848378 8689 74 86

Spertanburg 5 372 990 5 755 65 57

State Total $107367390 6S2v435 $165

District Median $fr»
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TABLE 113

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDTTURES PER PUPIL
FOR SAFETY 2O01-O2*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabettcatlv

Salaty 2001-02 ADM Per Pupa

District ExpemJltures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Abbeville $109356 3709 $29 27

Aiken 627352 23884 26 34

ABendale 55.707 1622 31 24

Anderson I 150416 7 512 20 56
Anderson 2 57 996 3589 16 70

Anderson 3 21871 2572 8 83

Anderson 4 61550 2 679 23 49

Anderson 5 733312 11118 66 4

Bamberg t 54 889 1671 33 22

Bamberg 2 30370 1063 28 29

BarrrweB 19 43674 979 45 11

BernweB 29 81870 947 86 1

Barnwell 45 68.947 2 702 28 38

Beaufort 408 646 16496 25 41

Berkeley 505761 25980 19 59

Cafhoun 37 651 1972 19 62

Charleston 659 382 41829 16 74

Cherokee 154 704 8822 18 65

Chester 221592 6367 35 20

Chesterfield 203049 7935 26 37

Clarendon 1 34 485 1341 28 32

Clarendon 2 62428 3326 23 46

Clarendon 3 26111 1189 22 53

Cotteton 161808 6638 24 42

Darlington 278244 11/415 24 43

Dfltonl 34300 901 38 16

D31on2 91620 3668 25 40

DSIon 3 34 500 1486 23 48

Dorchester 2 404380 16666 24 44

Dorchester 4 51554 2 422 21 54

Edgefield 119 642 3926 30 25

Fairfield 197378 3625 55 6

Florence 1 288322 13614 21 55

Florence 2 39000 1082 36 18

Florence 3 116348 4 124 28 31

Florence 4 54003 1072 50 7

Florence 5 53373 1438 37 17

Georgetown 425395 9359 43 12

Greenville 1166554 59729 20 56

Greenwood 50 108305 8806 12 79

Greenwood 51 30949 1197 26 35

Greenwood 52 41846 1629 26 36

Hampton 1 60511 2604 23 47

Hampton2 67 589 1443 47 9
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TABLE 113 (Continued}
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR SAFETY 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

LtetedAtphabetJcaSy

Safety 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
Olstrtct Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
Horry $942470 28.455 ^*33 21

Jasper 39259 2839 14 77

Kershaw 18 526 9666 2 86

1 ancestor 259505 10801 24 45

Laurens 55 51738 5.791 9 82
Laurens 56 27132 3 349 8 84

Lee 54337 2869 19 63

Lexngtonl 272388 17368 16 73

LexkigtDn2 260894 8698 30 28

Lexington 3 50784 2364 22 60
Lexington 4 59312 3 321 18 64

Lexington 5 325344 14 755 22 52

McCormick 10381 1070 9 81

Marlon 1 50786 3 180 16 71

Marlon 2 48103 2153 22 51

Marion 7 40340 962 42 13

Marlboro 81754 5139 18 72

Newberry 182347 5 751 32 23

Oconee 396421 10071 39 15
Oyrarrgeburg 3 93147 3660 26 39

Orangeburg 4 189367 4137 48 10

C*j0igaburg 5 508385 7398 70 3

Pickens 266171 16 758 17 88

Richland 1 1311163 25673 71 2

RichJand2 1001383 17 660 57 5

Satuda 60 017 2,087 29 28

Spartanburg 1 69300 4383 16 75

Spartanburg 2 216.702 6080 27 33

Spartanburg 3 108396 3.122 35 19
Spartanburg 4 55 000 2362 19 61

Spartarrburg 6 279 989 5 755 49 8

Spartanburg 6 148870 9102 16 69

Spartanburg 7 347 703 8310 41 14

Sumter 2 120397 9170 14 78

Sumter 17 85 304 8389 to 80

Union 140079 4387 28 30

wntamsburg 103.500 8114 17 66

Yorkt 67 983 4968 14 78

York 2 34300 4600 8 85

York 3 291387 14376 10 60

York 4 109320 5506 20 57

Stats Total $17351344 6*SL435 $27
OfetrrcfMed/an $24
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TABLE 113 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPH.

FOR SAFETY 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Safety 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Experrdrtures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
BamweH29 $81870 947 $86 1

Rchlandl 1811163 25673 71 2

Orangeburg 5 508385 7398 70 3

Andersons 733212 11118 66 4

Richland 2 1301663 17660 57 5

Far/field 197678 3625 55 6

Florence 4 54003 1072 50 7

Spartanburg 5 279969 5755 49 6

Hampton 2 67 589 1443 47 6

Orangeburg 4 189367 4137 46 10

Barnwell 19 43674 979 45 11

Georgetown 425395 9869 43 12

Marlon 7 40340 962 42 13

Spartanburg 7 347 703 8 510 41 14

Oconee 396421 10071 39 15

DBonI 34300 901 38 16

Florence5 53373 1438 37 17

Florence 2 39000 1082 38 18

Spartarrburg 3 108398 3122 35 19

Chester 221392 6367 35 20

Horry 942470 28/455 33 21

Bamberg t 54389 1371 33 22

Newberry 182347 5751 32 23

Arrendate 55 707 1822 31 24

Edgefield 119 642 3326 30 25

Lexmgton2 260 B94 8696 30 26

Abbevale 109 356 3709 29 27

Saluda 60017 2 087 29 28

Bamberg 2 30370 1383 28 29

Union 140079 4387 28 30

Florence 3 116348 4124 28 31

Clarendon 1 34465 1241 28 32

Spartarrburg 2 216 702 8080 27 33

Aiken 627 352 23884 26 34

Greenwood 51 30 949 1197 26 35

Greenwood 52 41648 1629 26 36

Chesterfield 203.049 7335 26 37

Barrrwe*45 68347 2702 26 38

Orangeburg 3 93147 3660 25 39

DBIon2 91320 3688 25 40

Beaufort 408646 16496 25 41

Coteton 161308 6838 24 42

Darlington 278244 11415 24 43

Dorchester 2 404360 16 666 24 44
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TABLE 113 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATINGEXPENDTTURES PER PUPIL

FOR SAFETY 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numericsty

Safety 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Experrdrtures (K-12) tHxperrrJttures Rank
Lancaster $259505 10601 tn ' 45
Qarenoon2 82.428 3328 23 48
Hampton 1 60511 2604 23 47
DBon3 34390 I486 23 48
AnderBon4 61350 2679 23 49
Lexington 3 50784 2364 22 50
Marion 2 48103 2.153 22 51
Lextogton5 325344 14 756 22 52
Clarendon 3 26.111 1189 22 63
Dorchester 4 51554 2,422 21 54
Florence 1 288322 13614 21 55
Anderson 1 150416 7612 20 56
York 4 109920 5.508 20 57
GreenvBe 1168354 59729 20 58
Berkeley 505 761 25980 19 59
York 3 291367 14 976 19 60
Spartanburg 4 55.000 2352 19 61
CaBioun 37651 1972 19 62
Lee 54337 2389 19 63
Lexington 4 59312 3321 18 64
Cherokee 154 704 8322 18 65
Wilarnsburg 103300 6.114 17 66
QUI.-—.
rocxens 266171 15 759 17 68
Spartanburg 6 148370 9102 16 69
Anderson 2 57398 3569 16 70
Marion 1 50788 3180 16 71
Mattboro 81754 5139 16 72
Lexrngtonl 272366 17388 16 73
Charleston 659382 41329 16 74
Spartanburg 1 69300 4383 18 76
Sumter 2 126387 9 170 14 76
Jasper 39359 2.839 14 77
Yorfcl 67383 4368 14 78
Greenwood 50 108305 8306 12 79
Sumter 17 85304 8889 10 80
McCormick 10081 1370 9 81
Laurens 55 51338 5 791 9 82
Andersons 21371 2372 8 83
Laurens 56 27132 3349 8 84
York 2 34300 4600 8 85
Kershaw 18328 9666 2 86
State Total $17351344 652,439 $27
DisOMMedlan $24

•See T^etererrcestcr Tables

330 T*^ _ 13217

DEF_3225-0353

REC038671



TABLE 114

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL
FOR BUSINESS SERVICES 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Listed Alphabetically

Businese Services 2001-02 ADM Per Pupa
District Expendttures fX-12) Expendttures

$194

Rank
Abbeva-e $719920 3 709 37
Aiken 3305.131 23364 134 72
ABenoale 595003 1322 327 6
Anderson 1 958960 7512 128 70
Anderson 2 499926 3389 139 64
Anderson 3 444 901 2 572 173 39
Anderson 4 958428 2679 358 9
Anderson 5 2408592 11118 217 26
Bamberg 1 324374 1671 194 44
Bamberg 2 447 472 1063 421 5
BarnwellO 131380 979 135 77
Barnwell 29 169741 947 179 38
Barnwell 45 267 792 2.702 99 76
Beaufort 2859645 16496 173 46
Berkeley 3369092 25980 149 62
Calhoun 467 141 1972 237 28
Charleston 5645620 41329 135 68
Cherokee 2 476446 8322 281 7
Chester 1678150 6367 264 13
Chesterfield 1099684 7 935 139 69
Clarendon 1 281349 1341 227 43
Clarendon 2 640 759 3326 182 60
Clarendon 3 202.617 1189 170 49
CoBeton 692 083 6338 104 74
Darlington 1931 542 11415 1B9 10
Dfltonl 86 014 901 95 80
D3ton2 1173 394 3688 318 11

Di8un3 188 686 1486 127 63
Dorchester 2 2352.715 16.666 141 57
Dorchester 4 622.788 2.422 257 19

IMgenBrd 714383 3926 182 54
FatrfiBkt 1828163 3 625 504 1

Florence 1 1338 443 13614 98 75

Florence 2 19214 1382 IB 85
Florence3 658362 4124 208 22
Florence 4 200334 1372 187 58

noranceS 105391 1438 73 73
Georgetown 2.940113 9359 298 8

GreenvrBe 10412 003 59729 174 42

Greenwood 50 1 167 089 8806 133 65

Greenwood 51 216 985 1197 181 27
Greenwood 52 91594 1629 56 84

Hamptonl 0 2.604 0 68
Hampton 2 388 649 1443 268 25
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TABLE114 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR BUSINESS SERVICES 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

UstsdAlptrabetJcalhr

Business Services 2001-02 ADM PerPupB
District Expenditures (K-12) Experrdrtures Rank
Horry $6667 311 28455 $234 22
Jasper 572300 2839 202 33
Kershaw 1652011 9668 171 49
Lancaster 1813028 10601 168 53
Laurens 55 977 952 5791 169 52
Laurens 56 658 162 3 349 197 34
Lee 513 873 2869 179 45
LeorJngtanl 3671337 17368 207 28
Le«rngton2 2,506905 8698 288 12
Lexingtons 368 012 2364 163 55
I^xington4 676 772 3321 204 30
Lexingtons 3363309 14 755 228 23
McCormick 218376 1370 202 32
Merloni 425 310 3160 134 70
Marion 2 358 688 2153 167 54
Marion? 243357 962 253 20
Martooro 959612 5139 187 40
Newberry 1185392 5 751 206 29
Cconee 2.753368 10371 273 15
Orarrgeburg 3 1350 517 3360 369 6
Cvangeburg4 786 022 4137 190 38
Orengeburg5 1522,081 7398 209 26
Pickens 3 021 154 15.768 192 37
Ricrsandl 7 031622 25,673 274 14
Rrctrtarrd2 6327 918 17 660 353 8
Saluda 656,190 2 067 287 17
Spartanburg 1 444347 4383 101 77
Spartanburg 2 1073.342 8080 133 71
Spartanburg 3 1369.010 3.122 406 5
Spartanburg 4 413315 2352 145 61
Spartarrburg 5 398.903 5.755 69 83
Spartanburg 6 1362,885 9102 204 31
Spartanburg 7 1307582 8310 154 59
Sumter 2 962 340 8.170 105 75
Sumter 17 1308 594 8689 139 64
Union 475 598 4967 96 80
WrSramsburg 965 748 8,114 158 58
Yorkl 323 517 4368 65 84
York 2 736 855 4600 160 56
York 3 2372 181 14378 158 57
York 4 2 438 412 5,506 443 • 2
State Total $123301376 657.4M $190
District Median $179
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TABLE 114 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FOR BUSINESS SERVICES 2001-62*

BY DISTRICT

Ranksd Numerically

Business Services 2000-01 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Ferfield $1 828163 3625 $504 1

York 4 2 438 412 5506 443 2

Bamberg 2 447472 1063 421 4

Spartanburg 3 1369010 3122 406 5

Orangeburg 3 1 350 517 3660 369 6

Anderson 4 958 428 2 679 358 7

Richland 2 6327 918 17660 353 8

Alendale 595 003 1822 327 9

Daon2 1 173 394 3688 316 10

Georgetown 2340113 9359 298 11

Lexington 2 2506.905 8696 288 12

Cherokee 2476.446 8822 281 13

Rchlandl 7031622 25673 274 14

Oconee 2753 988 10071 273 15

Hampton 2 386649 1443 268 16

Saluda 558190 2087 267 17
Chester 1 678.150 6 367 264 16

Dorchester 4 622.786 2 422 257 19

Manon7 243357 962 253 20

CaBtoun 467141 1972 237 21

Horry 6 667 311 28455 234 22

Lexington 5 3363809 14 755 228 23

Clarendon 1 281348 1341 227 24

Andersons 2408 592 11 118 217 25

Orangeburg 5 1522.061 7398 209 26

Florence 3 858 062 4124 208 27

Lexington 1 3 571337 17368 207 28

Newberry 1 185392 5751 206 29

Lexington 4 676 772 3321 204 30

Spartanburg 6 1352685 9102 204 31

McCormick 216376 1070 202 32

Jasper 572 300 2339 202 33

Laurens 56 658162 3349 197 34

Bamberg 1 324374 1671 194 35

Abbeville 719320 3 709 194 36

Pickens 3 021154 15,758 192 37

Orangeburg 4 788022 4 137 190 38

Florence4 200934 1072 187 39

Marlboro 959612 5139 187 40

Edgefield 714 083 3926 182 41

Clarendon 2 640 759 3526 182 42

Greenwood 51 216985 1197 181 43

BamweB29 169741 947 179 44

Lee 513873 2669 179 45
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TABLE 114 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPB.

FOR BUSINESS SERVICES 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Business Service* 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Experrdrtures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

GreanviSe 10412 003 59.729 174 46

Beaufort 2859645 16 496 173 47

Anderson 3 444 901 2.572 173 48

Kershaw 1652011 9666 171 49

Clarendon 3 202617 1189 170 50

Darlington 1931542 11415 169 51

Laurens 55 977 952 5,791 169 52

Lancaster 1813 028 10 801 168 53

Marion 2 358 666 2.153 187 54

Lexrngton 3 368 012 2364 163 55

York 2 736 855 4600 160 56

York 3 2 372 181 14376 158 57

WBiamsburg 965 746 6114 158 58

Spartanburg 7 1307 562 6 510 154 59

Berkeley 3669 082 25 980 148 60

Spartanburg 4 413 315 2852 145 61

Dorchester 2 2 352 715 16 666 141 62

Anderson 2 499326 3589 139 63

Sumter 17 1308 594 8369 139 64

Ctostertietd 1099 684 7335 139 65

Charleston 5645620 41329 135 68

BarnweB 19 1318B0 979 135 68

Aiken 3305131 23364 134 69

Manonl 425310 3160 134 70

Spartanburg 2 1073342 8080 133 71

Greenwood 50 1187 089 8306 133 72

Anderson 1 958360 7312 128 73

Dr*on3 188388 1466 127 74

Sumter 2 962340 9170 105 75

CoBetcn 692383 6638 104 76

Spartanburg 1 444347 4383 101 77

Barnwell 45 267 792 2.702 99 78

Florence 1 1336443 13614 98 79

Union 476398 4967 96 80

Drtonl 86314 901 95 81

Florence5 105391 1438 73 82

Spartanburg 5 398303 5 755 69 83

Yorkl 323 517 4368 65 84

Greenwood 52 91394 1629 56 85

Florence 2 19314 1082 18 86

Hamptonl 0 2604 0 3

State Total $123301378 652,439 $190

District Median $T79

•See "References for Tables.*
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TABLE 115
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

FORCAPITAL PROJECTS 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Listed AlphaoatJcaHv

CapH»l Pro}.**. 2001-03 ABM ParPupM
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
AbbevMe $7 855 105 3709 $2 118 12
Aiken 34 995 566 23 664 1465 23
Allendale 87 769 1822 48 88
Anderson 1 9333303 7 512 1342 27
Anderson 2 22 967 647 3589 6 399 1
Anderson 3 10363389 2372 4029 2
Anderson 4 4354 527 2.679 1 588 20
Anderson5 9 313 848 11118 638 38
Bamberg 1 373133 1671 223 72
Bamberg2 242 529 1063 228 71
Bamwelig 853668 979 872 35
I3arnwel29 869420 947 918 34
Bamwe-45 476341 2 702 176 77
Beaufort 25961569 16496 1 574 21
Berkeley 75068 333 25980 2.890 6
Calhoun 1436 727 1372 729 43
Charleston 84 502 965 41329 2020 13
Cherokee 2774 182 8322 314 68
Chester 698 998 6367 110 81
Chesterfield 22.643 574 7335 2 879 7
Oarendonl 1182 966 1341 953 33
Clarendon 2 2086 793 3526 592 53
Clarendons 2350 939 1 189 1725 18
Colleton 9348 511 8638 1454 24
Darlington 7171399 11415 628 50
Dillon 1 396115 901 440 59
Dillon 2 1460020 3688 396 62
DSIon 3 1377071 1486 725 44
Drxxhester2 10159056 16666 610 52
Drxchester4 1230333 2422 508 55
Ecrgeflekl 3340950 3328 651 38
FaMeM 292.179 3325 81 83
Florence 1 9060 785 13314 666 47
Florence 2 1095436 1082 1012 32
Florence 3 651992 4124 158 78
Florence 4 234317 1072 219 73
Florence 5 1102 717 1/436 787 41
Georgetown 17357683 9359 1750 17
GreenvBle 96398 476 59729 1614 19
Greenwood 50 3052360 8306 347 65
Greenwood 51 92.601 1197 78 84
Greenwood 52 4 598342 1629 2823 8
Hampton 1 608 033 2604 310 69
Hampton 2 265 767 1443 190 78
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TABLE 115 (Continued)
CURRENTOPERATING EXPENDITURESPER PUPIL

FOR CAPTTAL PROJECTS 2001-62*
BYDIBTRtCT

Usted Alphabettcalrv

CapftM Projects 2O01-O2 AOM Per Pupil
District Expenditures IK-12) Expenditures Rank
rtorry $68364344 28/465 $2 339 10
Jasper 353390 2339 124 79
Kershaw 27050363 9666 2.799 9
Lancaster 23371390 10301 2319 11
Laurens 55 11062391 5 791 1910 14
Laurens 56 1096327 3349 328 67
Lee 562398 2869 203 75
Lexington 1 1401975 17368 81 82
Lexington 2 12351325 8696 1476 22
LeodhgtonS 1567219 2364 701 45
Lexington 4 3.772,689 3321 1138 30
Lexingtons 19382325 14765 1393 25
McCormick 63,978 1370 60 85
Marion 1 778,962 3180 244 70
Marion 2 656,199 2153 398 61
Marion 7 1337096 962 1386 26
Marlboro 2337386 5139 513 54
Newberry 2715316 5751 472 57
Oconee 6/435669 10371 639 48
Orangeburg 3 1312383 3680 331 66
Orangeburg 4 2355.419 4137 618 61
Orangeburg 5 22.134308 7398 3.033 4
Pickens 6.678369 15758 424 60
Richland 1 31355344 25373 1321 28
Richland 2 17317495 17 660 1015 31
Saluda 3.713378 2387 1779 16
Spartanburg 1 3396343 4383 843 37
Spartanburg2 3366.753 8080 441 58
Spartanburg 3 1394161 3122 639 49
Spartanburg 4 1008306 2352 354 64
Spartanburg 5 4.411459 5.755 767 42
Spartanburg 6 35343 478 9,102 3883 3
Spartarrburg 7 15300.401 8310 1708 16
Sumter 2 7114 130 917D 776 40
Sumter 17 3343360 8689 385 63
Union 2392.668 4367 482 56
VVrftlarnsburg 673,429 61t4 110 60
Yorkl 3325.641 4368 669 46
York 2 3643340 4600 792 39
York 3 17367482 1437B 1193 29
York 4 16362 920 5508 2954 5
State Total $879340323 632335 $1348
District Median $729
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TABLE 115(ContJnued)
CURRENTOPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPfl.

FOR CAPITAL PROJECTS, 2001-02*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Capital Projects 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
TJrstrlct Experrdltures (K-12) ExpertdRures Rank
Anderson 2 $22967.647 3589 $6399 1
Anderson3 10363389 2 572 4029 2
Spartanburg 6 35343476 9102 3883 3
CvangeburgS 22.134 606 7398 3033 4
York 4 16362 920 5506 2954 5
Berkeley 75088 333 25 980 2.890 6
CrtesterfiekJ 22843 574 7935 2 879 7
Greenwood 52 4 598342 1629 2323 8
Kershaw 27050963 9666 2799 8
Horry 66564 344 28 455 2339 10
Larrcaster 23371390 10801 2319 11
AbbevBe 7355.105 3.709 2 118 12
Charleston 64 502365 41329 2020 13
Laurens 55 11062.991 5 791 1910 14
Spartanburg 7 15300401 8 510 1798 15
Saluda 3713576 2 087 1779 16
Georgetown 17257683 9859 1760 17
Clarendon 3 2050 939 1 189 1725 18
GreenvBe 96398476 59 729 1614 19
Anderson 4 4254327 2679 1688 20
Beaufort 25 661369 16496 1574 21
Lexington 2 12851325 8698 1478 22
Aiken 34395566 23384 1465 23
Coeeton 9348 511 6638 1454 24
Lexingtons 19362325 14 755 1393 25
Marlon 7 1337096 962 1388 26
Anderson 1 9333303 7312 1342 27
Fdchtandl 31355344 25373 1321 28
York 3 17387,482 14376 1 193 29
LeHingten4 3 772.699 3321 1138 30
recrtond2 17317/495 17660 1015 31
Florence 2 1395/436 1082 1312 32
Clarendon 1 1 182368 1341 953 33
I3amwe829 869/420 947 918 34
Bamwel19 653368 979 872 35

Edgefield 3 340350 3928 851 36
Spartanburg 1 3 696343 4383 843 37
Anderson 5 9 313 848 11 118 838 38

York 2 3643340 4600 792 39
Sumter 2 7 114 130 9170 778 40
Florences 1 102.717 1438 767 41
Spartanburg 5 4 411459 5 755 767 42
CaTnoun 1436.727 1972 729 43
DSIon 3 1077071 1486 726 44
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TABLE 115 (Continued)
CURRENT OPETtATMO EXPDtOTTURES PER PUPIL

FOR CAPTTAL PROJECTS, 2001-02*
BYrJtSTPJCT

Ranked Numarlcsity

Capital Protects 2001-02 ADM Per Pup*
District Expenditures (K-t2) Expenafltures Rank

Lexington 3 $1 587319 2364 $701 45
Yorkl 3325341 4368 669 46

Florence 1 9060785 13314 668 47

Oconee 6435359 10371 839 48

Spartanburg 3 1994151 3.122 638 49
Darrrrrgton 7 171399 11415 628 50

Orerrgeburg 4 2.555.419 4137 618 51

Owcrrester2 10159 056 18688 610 52

Ctarer«>on2 2,086783 3526 592 53
Marlboro 2.637366 6.139 613 54

r>xches>sr4 1330333 2/422 508 55
LtfrrOA 2.392.668 4367 482 56
Newberry 2.715318 5 751 472 57

Spartanburg 2 3.566 753 8080 441 58

D«on1 398115 901 440 59

Pickens 6,678369 15.766 424 60

Marion2 856.199 2.163 398 61

D8lon2 t 460320 3388 396 62
Sumter 17 3343360 8,689 385 83

Spartanburg 4 1008,606 2352 354 64

Greenwood 50 3052.560 8308 347 65

Orangeburg 3 1312363 3380 331 68

Laurens 66 1098327 3349 328 67

Cherokee 2 774182 8322 314 68
Hampton 1 806.033 2.604 310 89

Manonl 776362 3180 244 70

Barnberg2 242.629 1383 228 71

Bamberg 1 373,133 1371 223 72

Florence 4 234317 1072 219 73

Lee 582398 2369 203 75

Harnpton2 285.767 1/443 198 76

Barrrwel45 476341 2.702 176 77

Ftorence3 651392 4 124 158 78

Jasper 353390 2339 124 79

Vvl*rarraburg 673/429 6.114 110 80

Chester 696398 6367 110 81

Lexington 1 1401375 17368 81 82

Fairfield 292,179 362S 81 83

GreenwoodSI 92301 1197 78 84
-» ^i i i, 1 k
RffCLOnlULrl 63378 107O 60 85

Afronrtala 67759 1322 48 88

State Total $879,640323 693L435 $1348
District Median $729

•See Ttefurences for Tables.*
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TABLE 116

CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDmjRES PER PUPH.
FOR DEBT SERVICE, 2001-02*

BY DISTRICT

Usted AlohabetfcaBv

Debt Service 2001-02 ADM Per PupS
Distrtct Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank
AbbevOe $1 910324 3709 $515 39
ABten 11384 727 23884 472 44
Atendale 375370 1322 206 71

Arrderaonl 3110608 7312 414 51
Anderson 2 2 938358 3589 818 21
Anderson 3 1 014 188 2572 394 55
Anderson 4 2 739306 2379 1022 17

Anderson5 6169333 11118 735 25
Bamberg 1 4375752 1371 2559 5
Bamberg 2 649 720 1363 517 38
BamweB19 570812 079 683 34
BarmveS29 300707 947 318 63
Barnwell 45 1 174374 2702 435 49

Beaufort 19 434 461 16 496 1178 12
Berkeley 17 428368 25380 671 29

Carhoun 926363 1372 470 46
Charleston 35018 009 41329 637 20

Cherokee 7006105 8322 794 22
Chester 4 541351 6367 713 27

ChesterfWd 2408345 7335 304 64

Clarendon 1 1381368 1341 1032 14

Clarendon 2 771332 3628 219 69
Clarendon 3 477369 1189 402 54

Colleton 1358 536 6838 205 72
Darlington 2 940339 11315 258 67

DBonl 25 455 901 28 64

D0on2 0 3688 0 85
Draon3 0 1/408 0 66

Dorchester 2 7180306 16368 431 50
Dorchester 4 1617394 2/422 668 30

Edgefield 1770393 3328 451 47
Fatrftetd 2327334 3,625 550 36

Florence I 5178398 133*4 380 59
Florence 2 664 768 1382 633 32

Florence 3 1053 425 4124 256 68

Florence 4 1316.186 1072 1135 13

Florence 5 512305 1438 356 60

Georgetown 7/456,158 0359 756 23

Greenvile 163303300 59729 2.729 4

Greenwood 50 2374 670 8308 292 63

Greenwood 51 116350 1197 97 81

Greenwood 52 668379 1629 409 52
Hampton 1 545340 2,604 209 70
Hampton 2 279 588 1443 194 74
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TABLE 116 (Continued)
CURRENT OPERATINO EXPENDTTURES PER PUPB,

FOR DEBT SERVICE, 2001-62*
BYMSTRtCT

•Jsted AJphabettcaity

DebtSanrica 2001-02 ADM Per PupB
District ErQMnOltlrrTM IK-1» Exptrfrdltures Rank

Horry $23350345 28455 $838 19

Jasper 1244371 2339 439 48

Kershaw 4391324 8366 505 41

Lancaster 6371 715 10801 638 31

Laurens 55 2354301 5791 407 53

Laurens 56 1120 407 3349 335 62

Lee 1457361 2389 508 40

Lexr/tgtonl 87309 788 17368 6,068 2

Lexington 2 12370310 8698 1/423 8

Lexington 3 1387 496 2364 737 24

Lexington 4 2432320 3321 732 26

Lexingtons 15325313 14 755 1032 15

McCormick 60,952 1070 65 82

Marion 1 499892 3180 157 76

Manon2 249053 2153 116 79
Marlon 7 151363 962 167 75

Martboro 1362315 5,139 366 57

Nowbotry 225428 5.761 39 83

Oconee 5,483 409 10.071 sa 36

OranQ6burg3 1358,487 3380 344 61

OranQtabufQ4 3365362 4137 958 18

Oransyebufy 5 3327062 7398 483 42

Pkratenft 6324 145 15.758 382 58

•*9Crhrx3fKl \ 61384 602 25373 3178 3

FocMand2 21669317 17360 1327 10

Saluda 1444312 2387 692 28

Spartarrburg 1 2385305 4383 476 43

Spartanburg2 2314 605 6360 286 66

Spartarrburg 3 1324391 3122 617 33

Spartarrburg 4 564321 2352 198 73

Spartanburg 6 5j0d&r83O 5765 1031 16

Spartanburg 8 1345314 9102 115 80

Spartarrburg 7 122,879344 B310 14416 1

Sumter 2 10311141 9170 1 179 11

Sumter 17 4691385 8,689 540 37

LHon 683388 4367 134 76

VraT^rrrSburg 873,713 6.114 143 77

Yorkl 2338399 4388 471 45

York 2 7321162 4600 1635 7

York 3 38,070.408 14976 2642 6

York 4 7 747324 5,506 1.407 9

State Total $826323377 652/435 $1367
Dfitikl efeolsn $476

340 TEX _ 13227

DEF__3225-0363

REC038681



TABLE 116 (ContJnusd)
CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPTL

FOR DEBT SERVICE, 2001-03*
BY DISTRICT

Ranked Numerically

Debt Service 2001-02 ADM Par Pupil
District Expenditures (K-12) Expenditures Rank

Spartanburg 7 $122 679844 8310 $14 416 1
Lexington 1 87 509 788 17368 5068 2
Rrchtendl 81584 602 25373 3 178 3
Greerrvfle 163003 800 59729 2729 4
Bamberg 1 4375752 1371 2.559 5
York 3 38070406 14376 2 542 6
York 2 7 521 162 4300 1635 7

Lexington 2 12 370 610 8398 1423 8
York 4 7 747 624 5306 1407 9
Richland 2 21669317 17360 1327 10
Sumter 2 10811 141 9170 1 179 11
Beaufort IB 434 461 16.496 1 176 12
Florence 4 1316 186 1072 1 135 13
Clarendon 1 1281058 1341 1032 14

Lexington 5 15325,913 14 755 1032 16
Spartanburg 5 5.933630 5.755 1031 16
Anderson 4 2.739306 2.676 1022 17

Orangeburg 4 3965 082 4137 956 18
Horry 23650645 28.455 836 19
Charleston 35016009 41629 837 20
Anderson 2 2938358 3.589 818 21
Cherokee 7008105 6322 794 22
Georgetown 7455,156 9359 759 23

t^rxirrgtond 1367 495 2384 737 24
Anderson 5 8169 633 11118 735 25

I-Bxington4 2432,620 3321 732 26
Chester 4 541951 6367 713 27
Saluda 1444 012 2367 692 28

Berkeley 17428.568 25380 671 29
Dorchester 4 1617394 2.422 668 30
Lancaster 6371 715 10301 638 31
Frorence2 684768 1382 833 32

Spartanburg 3 1324391 3122 617 33
BarnweSIO 570812 979 583 34
Fairfield 2327334 3.625 559 35
Oconee 5483409 10071 544 38
Sumter 17 4 661865 8389 540 37

Bamberg 2 549720 1063 517 38

Abbevato 1310324 3709 515 39

Lee 1457361 2369 508 40

Kershaw 4381324 9666 505 41

Orangeburg 5 3627062 7398 483 42
Spartanburg 1 2085405 4383 476 43

Aiken 11384 727 23384 472 44
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TABLE 116 (Continued)
CURRENTOPERATING EXPENDITURES PERPUPB.

FOR DEBT SERVICE, 2001-02*
BY DISTRiCT

Ranked Numerically

Debt Service 2001-02 ADM Per Pupil
District Expenditures IK-121 Experrdttures Rank
Yorkl $2338399 4968 *47i 45
Calhoun 926383 1372 470 48
Edgefield 1770393 3328 451 47
Jasper 1344971 2339 439 48
Berrrwel45 1 174374 2.702 435 49
Dorchester 2 7 180306 16388 431 50
Arrdersonl 3.110,608 7312 414 51
Greenwood 52 666379 1629 409 52
Laurens 55 2354301 6391 407 53
Clarendon 3 477369 1169 402 54
Anderson 3 1314188 2572 394 55
Marlboro 1982,016 5.139 386 57
Pickens 6024 145 15768 382 58
Florence 1 5178398 13,614 380 59
Florence 5 512305 1438 356 60
Orangeburg3 1358487 3660 344 61
Laurens 58 1120407 3349 335 62
BernweB 29 300707 947 318 63
Chesterfield 2408.545 7335 304 64
Greenwood 50 2574 670 8306 292 65
Spartanburg 2 2314 605 8380 286 66
Darlington 2340339 11413 258 67
Florence 3 1053425 4124 255 68
Oarendon2 771332 3526 219 69
Hampton 1 545240 2304 209 70
Allendale 376970 1322 206 71
CoBeton 1356 536 6338 205 72
Spartarrburg 4 564 921 2352 198 73
Hampton 2 279 688 1443 194 74
Marion 7 161363 962 157 73
Marion 1 499392 3160 157 76
VVsTrarnsburg 873 713 6114 143 77
LWon 663386 4367 134 78
Marion 2 249353 2.163 116 79
Spartanburg 6 1045414 8102 115 80
Greenwood 51 118350 1197 97 81
McCormick 90352 1370 65 82
Newberry 226 428 5,751 39 83
Dfltonl 25 455 901 28 84
D3on2 0 3,688 0 85
DBlon3 0 1486 0 86
State Total $826323,777 6*2/435 $1387
District Median $476
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Table 1

Table 2.

Table 3

Table 4

Table 5

Table 6

Table 7

Table 8

References for Tables

Wary Tape File 1A. 2000 (U S Depl of Commetce Bureau of the

S^'nilt? «f^ ? SchCo1 D,3trict 0ate Book 2°00 Census&*°°!plf>Kt Speael Tabulation (National Center for Education
otS^hrif ^ *«•»*»" CD-ROM) Figures for OrarigebuSDistrict Three were combined from the preconsofidated Oran£ebuS
DWncte Three and Seven Orangeburg Four from ,*econsoJ,daied
Districts One Four, and Eight, and Orangeburg Five from
5TT221*™9?*Flve and Sk- sta*T*™ ^-2rZ™ infl f2"resr,P,us •» Fort Jacteon military insUbfen
b^^?Jft-10" S!Stnd Seven wre ««*"»«<• from thepreoonsobdated Manon Districts Three and Four

See table 2 above Additionally 1990 Census Summary Tape File 1
(U S Dept of Commerce Bureau of the Census) Dorchester Distnct
Four figures for 1980 were obtained by combin.ng figures.for
iZ^SSZ?™* D,SlnCts 0ne and Tl«» state «9"res arelake"^L2^ ^US " «*«*»•*» General f^ulaborTcharBcllSuS
f£f i^"8 (US Dept rf Conimerce Economrcs and StatSs
Ao^traijon Bureau ofthe Census) District figures are estimates
H^nflDm "*"** data ^ ^y ~t rnatc*, county figures/*™ 5distnct figures maynot equal state figures

^m^lKF"LS^L1 J!xlract "S^88 *" Orangeburg District Threewere combined from the preronsoJjdated Orangeburg Districts Three
and Seven Orangeburg District Four from preconsolrdated Districts
One Four and Eight; and Orangeburg Distnct Rye from
P"00""***? DBtncts Two Five and Sbc Sto^re eo^abSSsum of district figures plus the Fort Jackson materv InsSbn
Figures for Manon Distnct Seven were combined from the corrscfldated
Marion Districts Threeand Four <*«u««wj

Summary Tape File 1A.

Summary Tape FBe t A, table P12

See table 4 above

See table 4 above Mdibonalry 1990 Census Surronary Tape FBe 1
State figures were taken from the 2000 Census ofPoputaiton. Oban*
figures are estimates derived from county data and may not match
county figures sum of distnct figures may not equal state figures.
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Table 9

Table 10

Table 11

Table 12

Table 13

Table 14

Table 15

Table 16

Table 17

Table 18

Table 19

Summary Tape FBe 1A, table P16 Total families were taken from
Summary Tape File 1A, the complete census ffle and will not match
total families in table 21 from Summary Tape FBe 3A, a sample 2000
census file (U S Dept ofCommerce Bureau ofthe Census)

See table 4 above

Summary Tape FBe 3A, table P57

South Carolina Budget and Control Board provisional populabon
estimates as of July 1,2002 prepared by the Division of Research and
Statistical Services Dotal may not add to totals due to rounding

See table 12 above Additionally 2000 Census ofPopulation General
Population Characteristics South Carolina

See table 13 above

M35-Day Membership and Attendance Report,* 2001-02 (SDE Office
of Finance), "Enrollment in Private and Parochial Schools 2001-02
(SDE Office ofResearch); and Title VI Private School PartJclpatton for
FY 2003 (SDE, Office of School Quality). South Carolina Budget and
Control Board provisional popuJatJon estimates as of July 1, 2002
prepared by the Drvtsion of Research and Statistical Services. DetaB
may not add to totals due to rounding

"SouthCarolina Voting History and Stattsbcs *2000 Statewide General
Election in South CaroTtna Election Report (South Carolina Election
Commission n d)

"South Carolina Teenage Pregnancy Data Population Estimated
Pregnancies Live Births Live Births to Unmarried Mothers Fetal
Deaths, Abortions, and Out-of-state Abortions with Rates, Female
Restdents Age 14-17 2000-01* in the South Carolina Teen
Pregnancy Data Book. 2000-01 (SC Dept of Health and
Environmental Control Division of BtostatistJcs Office of Public Health
and Information Systems 2002) Estimated pregnancies equal total
live births plus abortions plus fetal deaths to girls aged fourteen to
seventeen. Estimated pregnancies rate calculated per 100population

"2002 County Crime Rates per 10000 Population * in Cnme In South
Carolina 2002 (South Carolina Law ^1©rcerT>ent Wvtsfen 2002)

Summaiy FBe Set 1 Extract State figure equals the sum of distnct
figures plusthe FortJackson military installation.

344

TEX 13231

DEFJS225-0367

REC038685



Table20 See table 19 above Additionally figures for Orangeburg District Three
were combined from the preconsoBdated Orangeburg Districts Three
and Seven Orangeburg District Four from preconsoltdated Districts
One, Four, and Eight Orangeburg Distnct Five from preconsolrdated
Districts Two, Five and Six, and Marion Seven from preconsolidated
Districts Three and Four

Table 21 Summary Tape FBe 3A. tables P80A and P123 Total of 2000 families
with related children ages birth to seventeen is an estimate based on
Summary Tape File 3A sample census file and wfll not match the figure
in table 9 from Summary Tape Fie 1A, the complete census file

Table 22 Summary Tape FBe 3A, tables P80A and P123

Table23 Calculations prepared by the SDE Office of Research from the
'Statistical Report Taxable Year 2002* (R.D TXPII840) supplied by
the South Carolina Department of Revenue and Taxation

Table 24 See table 23 above

Table 25 See table 23 above

Table 26 See table 23 above

Table27 Covered Employment and Wages in South Caroline 2001 (SC
Employment Security Commission, Labor Market Intbrmation Division,
2001)

Table 28 Pier Capita Personal Incomem South Carolina Counties (US Dept of
Commerce Bureau of Economic Analysis, June 2000)

Table 29 See table 28, above.

Table 30 South Carolina's Labor Force and Industry (South Carolina
Employment Security Commission, Labor Market Information Division
2002). The labof force data were projected from an annual benchmark
derived from the Current Population Survey and represent employment
and urrenTptoyment by place of residence These data are not strictly
comparable to piace-of-work data Total employment includes
agrtctifturel etriproymert
employed unpaid famfly and workers in private touseholds). DetaB
may not add to totals due to rrxmding.
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Table 31 South Carolina s Labor Force and Industry 2001 All nonagricultural
wage and salary ernproyrnent data are reported by establishment or
ptece-of-work base State totals may not equal the sum of county
figures due to rounding procedures and the Inabflrty to allocate workers
in certain industries to specific counties

Table 32 See table 31 above

Table 33 See table 31 above

Table 34 See table 31 above

Table 35 See table 31, above.

Table 36 See table 31 above Includes services related to agriculture as well as
the wide range of services to Individuals and business establishments

Table37 South Carolina s Labor Force and Industry 2001 Afl nonagricultural
wage and salary employment data are reported by establishment or
place-of-work basts State totals may not equal the sum of county
figures due to rounding procedures and the Inability to allocate workers
in certain industries to specific counties

Table 38 South CaroBna AgriaOurat Statistics Crops Uvestock. and Poultry
2000-2002, (p^bnlnary 2000 data from South Carolina Agricurtural
StatisticsService October 2001); and the South Carolina Budget and
Control Board provisional population estimates as of July 1 2002
Detail may not add to totals doe to rounding

Table 39 'Gross and Net Taxable Sales in South Carolina—Amended March
2003* SC Dept of Revenue and Taxation Admtatetrative Division,
and South Carolina Budget and CortM Board provisional population
estimates as of Jury 1 2002 State total for net taxable sates Includes
$3,950 530401 16 that was not aBocated to specific counties Dates
may not add to totals due to rounding

Table 40 "135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,' 2001-02

Table 41 See table 40 above

Table 42 135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,* 2001-02, "Enroflrrrerit
in Private and Parochial Schools* 2001-02 and Title VI Private
School Participation for FY 2002.* Some private schools failed for
various reasons to submit a survey form In 2001-02. Therefore the
totalB in the report are known to be incomplete This table does,
however represent the majority of private school students in the state
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Table 43

Table 44

Table 45

Table 46

Table 47

Table 48

Table 49

Table 50

Table 51

Table 52

Table 53

Table 54

Table 55

Table 56

"35-Day EnroBment Report *2001-02 (SDE Office ofFinance)

See table 43 above

35-Oay Enrollment Report 1991-92 and -Precede Enrollment File"
2001-02

See table 45 above

See table 45 above

'135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,* 1990-91 and 2001-
02

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,* 1997-98 and 2001-
02

*135-Day Membershipand Attendance Report*2001-02

"College Freshman Report" (SDE Office of Research) Those 2001
completers enrolled in degree programs of technical education
colleges are included in the figures for those entering college*
Completers include diploma state certificate and local certificate
recipients

"College Freshman Report* Completers Include diploma state
certificate aridlocal certificate recipients

See table 52 above

Fourth Quarter Report. 2001-02 (SDE, Office of Lifelong Learning
Adult Education) Excludes TecftnfcaJ Education Centers, Department
of Corrections. Vocational Rehabittatton, Spartanburg AWARE and
Laurens Literacy

Free and recHiced-tunch data Trecode Enroilment FBe * 2001-02
SDE Office of Research. Some districts do not make meals available
to kindergarten students. Also students in afl grades may be eligible
for free or reduced-price meals butthey maychoosenotto apply orto
participate in the meal program. TherBfore, the number of eligible
students shown In this table may be smaller than the total number of
eligible students

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,* 2001-02 and the
South CaroBna Education Finance Act of 1977 Kindergarten pupils
have a weighting of 1 30

347

TEX 13234

DEFJ5225-0370

REC038688



Table 57

Table 58

Table 59

Table 60

Table 61

Table 62

Table 63

Table 64

Table 65

Table 66

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report. 2001-02 and the
South Carolina Education Finance Act Primary pupils have a
weighting of 1 24

•135-Day Membership and Attendance Report, 2001-02, and the
South Carolina Education Finance Act Elementary pupils have a
weighting of 1 00

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,' 2001-02, and the
South Carolina Education Finance Act High school pupils have a
weighting of 1 25

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report" 2001-02 and the
South Carolina Education Finance Act

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,* 2001-02, and the
South Carolina Education Finance Act Vocational pupils have a
weighting of 1 29

135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,' 2001-02 and the
South Carolina Education Finance Act

Student Accountability System District Report, Fiscal Year 2001-02"
and "Distnct Report. Summer 2000" (SDE, Office of Finance).
Academically gifted counts Include the number of students served as
reported on the 1354ayschool report and ttiemimber rjf newstudents
served as reported on the summer school report Counts are low in
grades one and two because programs are not state funded Counts
are low in grades eleven and twelve because academically gifted
pupils In thesegrades generally enrolin advanced placerrient courses

Analysis prepared by SDE CWice of Research, from date tape
provided by the College Board, Advanced Placement Program
Number of advanced placement examinations taken exceeds the
number of candidates because some candidates pursue more than
one conege-revel course State total includes students in the
Governor'sSchool forScience and MatrrematJce

Precede Enrollment FBe *1999-5000- and -School Dropout Listings *
1099-2000 (SDE Office ofSafe Schools and Youth Services).

"135-Day Membership and Attendance Report,' 2001-02
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Table 67 ProfessionalCertdied Staff FHe End-of Year 2001-02 (SDE Office of
cSSdiS^S^ ^ mdudeS perSonnel ** PCS (Professional

Pntesvonal CerttSed Staff «te End-of-Year 2001-02 Professional
2f ,l^DS1P!f^nne, ** ** P°Sit,on «*•• 01-18 44-46 48-8?rrLteTi degree "* "^ *" educatfon/c8rbfica»»'- level of a
^s^* to**"* Staff File End-of-Year 2001-02 Professional
staff includes personnel for PCS position codes 01-18 44^16 48-85
vlr^rS. l™^ Steff ^ an ^^ttotVwrtjfiration level of asix-year cerbficateor a doctorate

STrSlT' CertrfTed SraiTWe E/>rf<>r--YW 2001-02 AdmlnBtrabve
f^^^^reonnel^PCSposrtron codes 01-O2 13-16 45 and
48-52 SeeapperidlxDforrxjsrtmnoodeidenliricatiOT

Srf«e^"f Certmd SM File &>*°f-Year 2001-02 Supervisorystaff includes personnel for PCS position codes 44 53-84 SeT
appendix D for positioncode identification

Professional Certified Staff FBe EruM-Year 2001-02. Teaching staff
includes personnel for PCS position codes 04 05 08 09 and46 See
appendix D for position code rdentoficatJon

Professional Certified Staff File, Enttof-Year 2001-02 Special
educatioriteach«g staff Includes personnel for PCS position codesW
06,07 and 17 Seeappendix Dfc* position code identification.

^essfona/ Certified Staff FBe End-of-Year 2001-02. Guidance and
Media staff tndudes personnel tor PCS position codes 11 and 10
respecbvely See appendix Dfor position code identification

Professmtal Certified Staff Fde End-of-Year 2001-02 Professional
staff includes personnel for PCS position codes 01-18 44-46 48-65
96 and99 See appendix Dfor position code identification.

Professional Certified Staff Fde End-of Year 2001-02 and 135-Oay
Membership and Attendance Report, 2001-02 Staff counts are mfufl-
ome equivalency Adiritnistrattve staff includes personnel for PCS
posrbon codes 01-02 13-18 45 and 48-52 See appendix D for
position rote rieiturkation ^^

Table 68

Table 69

Table 70

Table 71

Table 72.

Table 73

Table 74

Table 75

Table 76

348

TEX 13236

°EF_3225-0372

REC038690



Table 77

Table 78

Table 79

Table 80

Table 81

Table 82

Professional Certified Staff File End-of-Year, 2001-02. and *135-Day
Membership and Attendance Report" 2001-02 Supervisory staff
includes personnel for PCS position codes 44 and 53-84 See
appendix D for position code identification.

Professional Certified Staff F0a, End-of-Year 2001-02, and '135-Day
Membership and Attendance Report* 2001-02 Teaching staff
includes personnel for PCS posrbon codes 03,05-09 17 and 46 See
appendix D for position code identification

Professional Certified Staff FUe End-of-Year 2001-02, and 135-Day
Membership and Attendance Report,* 2001-02 Guidance staff
includes personnel for PCS position code 11 See appendix D for
position code idertttficatjon

Professional Certilied Staff Fife End-of-Year 2001-02 and *135-Day
Membership and Attendance Report," 2001-02 Media staff Includes
personnel for PCS positron code 10 See appendix D for position code
identification

Professional Certified Staff Pie End-of-Year 2001-02. Includes
personnel for PCS position codes 03 05-09 17 and 46 and excludes
county personnel in multidistrict orr^nizations. See appendix D for
position code identification

Professional Certified Staff Fife End-of-Year 1999-2000 and 2001-
02 Includes only fulMbne staff employed at least 140 days in PCS
position codes 03 and 05-09 Teachers in chBd development centers
andarea vocational centers are excluded The "State , Total"
denotes turnover rate of teachers for the state as a whole and is not
derived from district figures

Table83 "2001-02 State Minimum Salary Schedule.* and "District Salary
Schedules 2001-02" (SDE Crfffce of Finance)

Table 84 See table 83, above

Table 85 See table 83 above

Table 86 See table 83 above

Table 87 'Average Salary Summary. 2001-02* (SDE. Office of Research).
Includes only full-time staff for PCS positron codes 03-09 See
appendix D for positron code iderrtfflcatjon.
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Table 88

Table 89

Table 90

Table 91

Table 92

Table 93

Table 94

Table 95

Table 96

Table 97

South Carolina Budget and Control Board provisional population
estimates as of July 1 2002 prepared by me Division of Researchand
Statistical Services and the ln$rten*database 2001-02 (SDE Office of
Finance) Excludes expenditures for capital projects and debt service
where applicable includes current operating expenditures for county
board area vocational centers and/or alternative schools) DetaB may
not add to totalsdue to rounding.

School distnct audits 2001-02 and "135-Day Membership and
Attendance Report, 2001-02 Where applicable figures include pro
rata share of the county board area vocational center and/or
alternative school receipts Revenue and pupil count for the McCarthy-
Teszler Facility are included in Spartanburg Drstnct Seven
Membership includes only K-12 pupas See appendix C for a listing of
accounts Detel may notaddto totals due to rounding

See table 89 above

See table 89 above

See table 89 above

See table 89 above Additionally Rankings of the Counties and
School Districts of South Carolina 1997-98 table 88 (SDE Office of
Research 1990). Figures for Orangeburg District Three were
combined from the preconsolidated Orangeburg Districts Three and
Seven Orangeburg Distnct Four from preconsolidated Districts One
Four and Eight Orangeburg District Frve from preconsolidated
Districts Two Five and Six; and Manon Distnct Seven from the
preconsolidated Dtstncts Three and Four

School Distnct Audits 2001-02- and "135-Day Membership and
Attendance Report,* 2001-02 Where applicable figures Include pro
rata share of the county board area vocational center and/or
alternative school receipts Revenue and pupi count forthe McCarthy-
Teszler Facifity are included in Spartanburg District Seven
Membership includes onlyK-12 pupils. See appendix C for a listing of
accounts Detail may not addto totalsdue to rounding

See table 94 above

See table 94 above

'Assessed Valuation as of 12731/01" (SDE Office of Finance). Pupil
count is the 135-DayAverage DailyMembership for K-12
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Table 98 See table 97 above. Additionally Rankings of the Counbes and
School Distncts ofSouth Carolina 1991-92. table 93 (SDE, Office of
Research 1990). Figures for Orangeburg Distnct Three were
combined from the preconsolidated Orangeburg Distncts Three and
Seven Orangeburg District Four from preconsofidated Distncts One,
Four and Eight Orangeburg District Five from preconsolidated
Distncts Two Five, and Six; and Manon District Seven from the
preconsolkJated Distncts Three and Four

Table 99 Index of Taxpaying AbDiry April 17 2001" (South Carolina
Department of Revenue Property Tax Division); and *135-Day
Membership andAttendance Report," 2001-02 PupB count isthe 135-
day averagedaBymembership for K-12

Table 100 Supportive inronnatJon from the South Carolina school district
superintendents, 2001-02 State averages were calculated by
weighting the eighty-five district levies by the 2001-02 assessed
valuations

Table 101 Supportive Information from the South Carolina school district
superintendents, 2001-02 and Rankings of the Counties and School
Districts ofSouth Carolina 1988-89 table 96 Figures for Orangeburg
District Three were combined from the preconsolUated Orangeburg
Districts Three and Seven Orangeburg District Four from
preconsolidated Districts One Four and Eight and Orangeburg
District Five from preconsolidated Districts Two Five and Sbr and
Marion District Seven from preconsolidated Districts Threeand Four

Table 102 Index of Taxpaying Abdiry April 17 2002* and School Distnct Audits
2001-02. Where applicable figures for Tax Revenue Current
Operations" include pro rata shareof triecounty board area vocational
center and/or alternative school receipts. Revenue and pupacount for
the McCarthy-Teszler FacBtty are included in Spartanburg Distnct
Seven. Levies for debt service are excluded Detafl may not add to
totals due to rrjunding. Figures presented for Tax Effort* are for
comparison purposes end do not reflect funding under the Education
Finance Act AbBity Index Is computed from property values as of
December 31 2001

Table 103 EFA-EIA accounting, SDE, Office of Finance The funding mdex is
based onproperty values as of December 31 2001 See'Meanings of
Terms* for more Irifcflnation ontheterm funding mdex.
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Table 104 InSite™ database 2001-02 Excludes expenditures for capital pro;ects
and debt service where applicable includes current operating
expenditures for county board area vocational centers and/or
alternative schools) Membership includes only K-12 pupils
Expenditures and pupfl count for the McCarthy Teszler Facility are
included in Spartanburg Distnct Seven See appendix C for a listing of
expenditure accounts Detail may not add to totals due to rounding

Table 105 See table 104 above Additionally Rankings of the Counties and
School Distncts of South Carolina 1998-99 table 99 Figures for
Orangeburg District Three were combined from the preconsolidated
Orangeburg Districts Three and Seven Orangeburg DistrictFour from
preconsolidated Distncts One Four, and Eight; Orangeburg District
Five from preconsolidated Districts Two Five and Six, and Manon
Distnct Seven from preconsolidated Districts Three and Four

Table 106 See table 104 above

Table 107 See table 104 above

Table 108 See table 104 above

Table 109 See table 104 above

Table 110 See table 104 above

Table 111 See table 104, above

Table 112 See table 104 above

Table 113 See table 104 above

Table 114 See table 104 above

Table 115 See table 104 above

Table 116 See table 104 above
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APPENDIX A

REVENUE ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE FUNCTIONS
REVENUE BY SOURCE, 2000-01

RANKINGS

Table

Number Revenue

89

90

91

92

local sources
(including taxes)

state sources

federal sources

local state and
federal sources

SCHOOL DISTRICT AUDITS
(Schedule B)

Accounts

localreceipts
(excludes any amounts ki
the debt service or school
btAfing funds)

state receipts
(excludes any amounts in
the debt service or school
building funds)

federal receipts
(excludes any amounts m
the debt service or school
building funds)

all accounts mduded In
tables 89 through 91
feted above

1100s, 1200s 1300s.
1400s 1500s 1600s.
1700s 1910 1920 1990
1092

3100s (excluding 3170s)
3200s 3300s 3500s
(excluding 3590) 3800s
3900s

4100s 4200s 4300s
4400s 45005 4600s
4900s

REVENUE BY SELECTED PURPOSE

94 local taxes for
current operations

95 local taxes Tor
current operations
and debt service

96 capita) projects*

local receipts
(aB funds except debt

service)

local receipts
(irtcfuded in aS funds)

capital lease
lease purchases

1100s

1200s

1100s

1200s

5500
5600

state school buttding fund 3170s
ElAsdrortbuBdrngatd 3590

debt service**

Inaddrtxxi toaccounts5500 5600.3170s and 3590 amountsincluded h the schoolbutdrna
fund category ofanyaccount fisted in local, state, ortederal reverrue also ereclestttedas capital
projects

Amounts included in the debtservice fund cateoory of »ry acccwrt ltst»«l in tocal, state or federal
revenue or capftsl projects ebo ere classified es debt service
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RANKINGS

Table

Number Experrdrtures

104 current operating
expenditures

106 district readership

107 school leadership

106 instruction arid
Instructional
support

APPENDIX A (ContJnoed)
EXPENDITURES, 2000-01

IN$ITE» CATEGORIES FUNCTIONS

totalof tables 108 through 113

deputies, seniorextmWstrators 223 231 232
researches arid program 259
evaluators, superfrtendent and
school board legal services

principalsand assistant principals 233
school office

instnjrtronat teachers, substitutes 100s 211-16
instrucbonal paraprofessionals, 221 222.224
pupil-use technology and software 262.270s 300s
instructional materials and
suppees cMJarKBandcrxrnseCna
library arid rnedte, extracurriarlar
student health and services
cuiTfcaBumdrjvfriopment teacher
fTi-servlce andstafftraining
prcgramdeveroc^rteriLtrrefaprsts,
psychctogistB evaluators, personal
attendants, social workers

110 buBding upkeep
and rrtaintenance

buiWingupfMepandmarriterrarrce 254

111

112

pupa food
services

food service 256

transputtat*** uurrsportatJon
(excludes direct support)

255

113 safety safety 258

114 business services date processing business
operabons

252,257 263.
264 266

115 capital projects capital projects 253

116 debt service debt service 500s
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APPENDIX B

POSITION CODE IDENTIFICATION
from the Professional Certified Staff (PCSJFlle

PROFESSIONAt INSTRIJCTTONAL-ORIENTED PERSONNEL

Adrriinisti-aUve—School
01 Principal

Asst Prtndpal taprmcipal
Curriculum Coordinator

02

AdrnJnlstrattv»—Voc Center
13 Director

Assistant Director
Job PtacernentCoordinator
Adult ProgramCoortfinator
Other Administrative Specialists

Temporary Staff

19 Temporary rrtstructronal-Orienled
Staff

14

15
16

17

Professional tet*uctJonal Staff

03 Special Education—Itinerant
04 Child Development Teacher
05 KhdergartenTeacher
06 Special Education--SerK^tamed
07 Special Educatroir—Resource
OS Classroom Teacher
09 Other Professional Irtstructional

Staff

Professional tnstnic^ional^Orierrted Staff
10 LibrariarVMedia Specialist
11 Guidance Counselor
12 Other Prof trrstrucfccnat-Orfented

Staff

16 Junior ROTC Instructor

COUNTY/TNSTRICT OFFICE PERSONNEL ONLY
Administrative

49 AssL Superintendent (Assoc 67
Deputy) 68

50 Distnct Superintendent 69
51 County Superintendent 70
52 Area Superintendent 71
53 DirectccctffristTuct/on 72
54 Supervisor Elementary Educ. 73
55 Supervisor Secondary Education 74
56 Supervisor Adult Education 75
57 Director Vocational Education 76
58 Director Special Services 77
59 Director Early Childhood Educ. 78
60 Director Child Development 79

Consultant, Coordinator 80

81
61 Agriculture 82
62 Art 64
63 Business and Office Education 85
64 Distributive Education 98
65 EngBsh 90
66 Reading

356

Foreign Language
Health Occupations
Health. Safety Physical Educ.
Home Ecorrornics
IrtdusMalArts
Mathematics
Music
Science
Educational Evaluate*
Srjctal Studtes
Trade and Industrial
Special Education
Driver Education
ttorary ServfcerVMedbSpedaSst
Guidance

Early Childhood
Elementary
Psycr»otogist
District PathwaysCocrdmafDr
Other County C4rrCerT*stricl Office

Staff

TEX 13243

DEF_3225-0379

REC038697



APPENDIX C

INDEX OF TABLE NUMBERS

ability mdex. 102
academically gifted students (see gifted)
adrrunbtrativestaff (see staff)
adult education (see enrollment)
AdvancedPlacement (AP)Program

exams taken. 64
candidates 64

age (see population)
assessed valuation

2000-01 97
per pupil 97 98

1998-99
per pupil 98
per pupil change 98

average daily attendance (ADA)
as a percent of ADM

K-8 50
K-12 50
9-12 50

average dafly membership (ADM)
135-day
2000-01 pubic

grades K-12 40-42.76-80
69-02 94-96 90 104 106-15

grades 3-10 63
grades 11-12 64
grade 12 48 49
per school plant, 66
kindergarten (total and

weighted), 56
primary (total and weighted), 57
elementary (total and weighted) 58
high school (total and weighted) 59
handicapped and hornebound

(total and weighted) 60
vocational (total and weighted). 61
total weighted. 62
private (K-12) 42

pubic and private (K-12). 15
change. 1st grade (1989-90) to 12th

grade (2000-01) 48
change. 8th grade (1996-97) to 12th

grade (2000-01) 49
1996-97 8th grade 49
1989-90 1st grade 48

average salary (see salary)

B

bachelor's degree (see degrees)
buBdmg upkeep and maintenance

(see expenditures)
business services (see expenditures)

capital projects (see expenditures and
revenue)

crime rate 18
current operations (see expenditures,

current operating)
completers, high school

total 51-53
entering cortege 51
other schools 52
employment and other activities 53

debt service (see expenditures and
revenue)

bachelor's 67
master's 68

sU-yearcerUixate or doctorate 69
dropouts, grades 9-12 65

education experience (see experience
total eoVcaton)

eotoatronaJ level (see population, 2000)
enrployrnent

civilian labor force 30
crxistructjon and mining 32
rnarrufactuTing 31
total rxxiagrtcuftufBl. 31-37
transportation and pubBc utBtJes, 33
wholesale and ratal trade 34

finance insurance and real estate 35
services, 38
government 37
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E (cont'd)

enrollment, 35-day
2000-01

grades K-12 43 45
white, 44,46
minority 44 47

grades 9-12,65
1990-91
grades K-12,45
white 46
minority 47
change from 1990-91 to 2000-01
grades K-12.45
white 46
rntnonty 47

enrorrment adult education
basic 54
hirjh school 54
total 54

expenditures

capital projects 115
perpupl 115
debt service 116
per pupa, lie

expenditures current operating
1998-99

Per pupa. 105
2000-01

total. 88 104 105
per capita. 88
per pupa 104 105
building upkeep and maintenance

110
per puprl 110
business services 114
per pupa, 114

dtsbrrtfeadersh-p. 106
per pupfl. 106

Iretructronand support 108
per pupa, 108

pupil food services 111
per pupa 111

puDfltransfxirtatJon, 112
per pupa, 112

safety 113
perpupfl, 113

school readership 107
per pupa 107

increase from 1998-99 to 2000-01
per pupB. 105

E (cont'd)

experience total education
administrators 70
supervisors 71
teachers, excluding specialeducation

72

special education teachers. 73
guidance and media staff 74
profBssturial staff 75

families
total, 20
with related chBdren ages 0-17

fetal 0 21 ^^
•Jingle parent, 9
female iKx^sehokier no husband

present 22
farm products

value 38
per capita value 38

federal revenue (see revenue)
fiscal capacity(see weaSfr)
food services(see expenditures)
furafing index, 103

gated students. academically
•served grades 1-12.63
served grades 3-10 63
graduates 1996 (see completers)
guidance stair(see staff)

I

tT«dlan txxjsehrjld 19
personal rrroome
per capita 1997 28 29
per capita 1993.29
per arptte increase 1995-09 29

instruction (see expenditures)

labor force (see employment)
leadership district and school (see

expenditures)
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L (cont'd) P (cont'd)

levy (see tax levy) 65 years and over 5
local revenue (see revenue) change from 1990 to 2000

local taxes (see fax revenue and local total 3
revenue) urban 8

lunch free or reduced 2000 estimated
eligible 55 white 12,13

minority 12 14
total 12 15 38 39 88

M change from 1990 to 2000
white 13

male minority 14
percent teachers, 81 poverty level. 20-22

master's degree (see degrees) pregnancies
media staff (see staff) percent among females
membership (see avenge dairy ages 14-17 17
membership) private school rnerrtbershtp (see average
membership weighted (see avenge daily daily membership)

membership) professional staff (see staff)
mBIs (see tax levy)

R

ratio

N

net taxable sales (see tax sales) membership to arJmrmstratrve staff 76
nonpublic (private) school (see average rrtembership to supervisory staff 77

daffy membership) membership to teaching staff 78
membership to guidance staff 79

P membership to media staff 80
revenue

personal income (see income) 2000-01

population local 89

1990 per pupi 89
total 3 state 90

urban, 8 per pupa 90

2000 federal 91

white 2.13 per pupa, 91
minority 2 4 14 tocat, state and federal 92

total 2-6 7 perpupl.92 93
rural 7 capita) prefects and debt service 96
urban 78 per pupa, 98

age equalized 102
median age 1 1997-98

under 5 5 local, state and federal per pupil 93
5-17 years 5 6 per pupa increase from 1997-98
white 6 to 2000-01 93

minority 6 rural (see population)
18-64 years 5
25 years and over 10 s

less than 12lh-grade
education, 10

25 years and over 11
safety (see expendMures)
salary

average weekly 2000 27at least a Bachelor's degree or
equivalent 11
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S (cont'd)

— w ' '

T (cont'd)

teacher salary schedules teaching staff (see staff)
bachelor's degree and zero years teacher salaries (see salary)

experience 83 teacher tornover rate, 82
master's degree and zero years technology and software (see

experience 84 expenditures)
bactotor's degree pluseighteen training, teacher In-service (see

hours and ten years expenditures)
experience 85 transportation (see expend/cures)

master's degree and seventeen years
experience 86

average for teachers, 87 U
sales (see fax)
school plant urremptoyment (see employment)

by iT>ernber$hip (see average daffy number unernptoyed. 30
membership) urban (see population)

six-year certificate (see degrees)
staff V

professional 67-69
aoTninistrative 76
supervisory 77
teaching 78 81
guidance, 79
media, 80

state revenue (see revenue)
supervisory staff (see staff)

tax effort, 102
tax revenue, 102
tax, sales 39
tax, state taxable trreoms

percent of returns <$8.D00 23
percent of returns $8 000 to

$12,999 24
percent of returns $13 000 to

$24 999 25
percent of returns >=$25 000 26

taxes
current operations, 94

perpupfl, 94
current chelations and debt service 95

per pupi, 95
tax levy n mitts

2000-01
current operations, 100
debt service. 100
total levy 100 101

1

total levy 101
change in tax levy 101

voters 2000
total registered 16
total voted 16

W

wealth
fiscal capacity 99
per pupil 99
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Total Printing Cost $1 744 75
Total number of documents pnnted 175
Cost per copy -jgg7

The South Carolina Departmem of Education does not discriminate on (he basis of race color national
origin, sex, or disability in admission to treatment in or employment n its programs and activities.
Inquiries regarding the nondiscrimination policies should be made tothe director of the Office of Human
Resources 1429Senate Street Columbia South Carolina 29201 803-734-850S
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Total Expenditures Per Pupil 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Instruction 2001-02
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Face to Face Teaching
2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Instructional Teachers
2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Substitutes 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Instructional
Paraprofessionals 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Classroom Materials
2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Pupil-Use Technology and Software 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
nstructional Materials & Supplies 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
nstructional Support 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Pupil Support 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Guidance & Counseling 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Library & Media 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Extracurricular 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Teacher Support 2001-2002

StateAvq Good/Exc Plaintiff Avg Allendale Dillon 2 Florence 4 Hampton 2 Jasper Lee Marlon 7 Orangeburg
Avg "*

Source Defendants Exh #3272 2002 IN$ITE DATA
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Curriculum Development 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Program Support 2001-2002

StateAvg Good/Exc PlaintiffAvg Allendale Dillon 2 Florence 4 Hampton 2 Jasper
Avg

Lee Marlon 7 Orangeburg
3
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Program Development 2001-2002

StateAvg Good/Exc PlaintiffAvg Allendale Dillon 2 Florence 4 Hampton 2 Jasper
Avg

Lee Marlon 7 Orangeburg
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Therapists, Psychologists,
Evaluators, Personal Attendants, & Social Workers

2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Operations 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Non-lnstructional Pupil Services 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Transportation 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Food Service 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-Safety 2001-2002
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Facilities-Building Upkeep & Maintenance
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Business Services 2001-2002
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Data Processing 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Business Operations 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
School Management 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Principals &Assistant Principals 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-School Office 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Program Management 2001-2002
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Deputies, Senior Administrators, Researchers &

Program Evaluators 2001-2002
vf:~^>;7^\>-r-, a y j. ^r j,^,

State Avg Good/Exc Plaintiff Avg Allendale Dillon 2 Florence 4 Hampton 2 Jasper Lee Marion 7 Orangeburg
Avg 3

Source Defendants Exh #3272 2002 INSITE DATA
Defendants' Exh #3254AJ 43



m

i*
o
to
o
en
co
en

$300-

$250-

$200--

$150

$100-

$50

Per Pupil Expenditures-
District Management 2001-2002
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Superintendent &School Board 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
Student Health & Services 2001-2002
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Per Pupil Expenditures-
In-Service &Staff Training 2001-2002
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Percentage of Students in
Selected Districts 2001-2002

Other State

Districts
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Percentage of Total Spending in
Selected Districts 2001-2002
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CNOther State
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Good/Exc Total fe
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2001 INSITE

GOOD & EXCELLENT DISTRICTS PLAINTIFF DISTRICTS

Total Expenditures $2 061,088,080 Total Expenditures $146,274 335

# Of Students 304 788 # Of Students 18 621

Per Pupil Spending $6,762 Per Pupil Spending $7,855

Difference $1,093

Source Defendants Exh #3253 2001 INSITE DATA Defendants' Exh #3254AO
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2002 INSITE

GOOD & EXCELLENT DISTRICTS PLAINTIFF DISTRICTS

Total Expenditures $2,296,219,295 Total Expenditures $153 839 631

# Of Students 329 452 # Of Students 18,355

Per Pupil Spending $6,970 Per Pupil Spending $8,381

Source Defendants Exh #3272 2002 INSITE DATA Defendants' Exh #3254AP
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2001

Remove Federal $ From Total Per Pupil Spending

Plaintiffs Good & Excellent State

Total $7 855 $6 762 $7,010

Federal $1 196 $486 $656

Total Spending Less Federal $6,659 $6,276 $6,354

Difference Between Plaintiffs & Good & Excellent $383

Difference Between Plaintiffs & State $305

Source Defendants Exh #2907 Rankings Table 91 Defendants' Exh #3254AQ
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2002

Remove Federal $ From Total Per Pupil Spending

Plaintiffs Good & Excellent State

Total $8,381 $6 970 $7 281

Federal $1 379 $558 $752

Total Spending Less Federal $7,002 $6,412 $6,529

Difference Between Plaintiffs & Good & Excellent $591

Difference Between Plaintiffs & State $473

Source Defendants Exh #3225 Rankings Table 91 Defendants' Exh #3254AR
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2002 State v Plaintiff Total Expenditures Per Pupil Removing Effect of Extra Tax effort

State Plaintiffs

Total Spending Per Pupil $7 281 $8 381

Less Federal Dollars $752 $1,379

$6,529 $7 002

Less Extra Effort $0 $450

Total $6,529 $6,552

DIFFERENCE $23

Source Defendants Exh #3225 Rankings Table 89 102 Defendants' Exh #3254AT
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Educational Appropriations Per Fiscal Year from
Total Funds- Total Spending
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Educational Appropriations Per Fiscal Year from
Total Funds™ Per Capita Spending
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Total State Education Appropriations
FY 1993-1994 Through 2001-2002
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Revenue Per Pupil Spending from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

ALLENDALE

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 532 72 N/A

1976/1977 $ 554 60 4 1%

1977/1978 $ 589 69 6 3%

1978/1979 $ 616 69 4 6%

1979/1980 $ 729 15 18 2%

1980/1981 $ 866 79 18 9%

1981/1982 $ 1,131 40 30 5%

1982/1983 $ 992 41 -12 3%

1983/1984 $ 1,087 86 9 6%

1984/1985 $ 1,474 63 35 6%

1985/1986 $ 1,590 73 7 9%

1986/1987 $ 1,663 57 4 6%

1987/1988 $ 2,402 28 44 4%

1988/1989 $ 2,212 47 -7 9%

1989/1990 $ 2,461 41 11 3%

1990/1991 $ 2,668 53 8 4%

1991/1992 $ 2,514 50 -5 8%

1992/1993 $ 2,603 83 3 6%

1993/1994 $ 2,612 13 0 3%

1994/1995 $ 2,636 83 0 9%

1995/1996 $ 3,007 71 14 1%

1996/1997 $ 3,149 00 4 7%

1997/1998 $ 3,502 00 11 2%

1998/1999 $ 3,913 00 11 7%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 5,510 00 40 8%

2001/2002 $ 5,182 00 -6 0% _ DEFENDANTS
EXHIBIT

- 3WPercent change from 1975 to 2002 872 7%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Distncts of South Carolina

13350

DEF 3280

REC038750
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Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes

DILLON 2

Year Amount

Capital Projects)

% Change

TEXJ 3351

1975/1976 $ 482 37 N/A

1976/1977 $ 50014 3 7%

1977/1978 $ 531 95 6 4%

1978/1979 $ 613 44 15 3%

1979/1980 $ 686 13 11 8%

1980/1981 $ 863 87 25 9%

1981/1982 $ 1,137 29 31 7%

198271983 $ 1,096 50 -3 6%

1983/1984 $ 1,153 05 5 2%

1984/1985 $ 1,485 96 28 9%

1985/1986 $ 1,657 71 11 6%

1986/1987 $ 1,761 71 6 3%

1987/1988 $ 2,089 94 18 6%

1988/1989 $ 2,190 35 4 8%

1989/1990 $ 2,365 47 8 0%

1990/1991 $ 2,522 83 6 7%

1991/1992 $ 2,481 31 -1 6%

1992/1993 $ 2,592 09 4 5%

1993/1994 $ 2,663 45 2 8%

1994/1995 $ 2,684 00 0 8%

1995/1996 $ 3,010 00 12 1%

1996/1997 $ 3,118 00 3 6%

1997/1998 $ 3,353 00 7 5%

1998/1999 $ 3,554 00 6 0%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 4,078 00 14 7%

2001/2002 $ 4,342 00 6 5%

Percent change from 1975 to 2002 800 1%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

DEF 3280-0002

REC038751



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

FLORENCE 4

AmountYear % Change
1975/1976 $ 456 67 N/A

1976/1977 $ 487 23 6 7%

1977/1978 $ 567 71 16 5%

1978/1979 $ 636 54 12 1%

1979/1980 $ 775 99 21 9%

1980/1981 $ 914 76 17 9%

1981/1982 $ 1,248 98 36 5%

1982/1983 $ 1,115 90 -10 7%

1983/1984 $ 1,323 98 18 6%

1984/1985 $ 1,823 66 37 7%

1985/1986 $ 1,842 44 1 0%

1986/1987 $ 1,825 93 -0 9%

1987/1988 $ 2,203 52 20 7%

1988/1989 $ 2,287 09 3 8%

1989/1990 $ 2,533 77 10 8%

1990/1991 $ 2,722 89 7 5%

1991/1992 $ 2,598 13 -4 6%

1992/1993 $ 2,743 44 5 6%

1993/1994 $ 2,856 23 4 1%

1994/1995 $ 2,877 31 0 7%

1995/1996 $ 3,301 15 14 7%

1996/1997 $ 3,428 00 3 8%

1997/1998 $ 3,688 00 7 6%

1998/1999 $ 4,251 00 15 3%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 5,457 00 28 4%

2001/2002 $ 4,961 00 $ (0 09)

Percent change fro m 1975 to 2002 986 3%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEX 13352

REC038752

DEF 3280-0003



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

HAMPTON 2

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 519 09 N/A

1976/1977 $ 532 76 2 6%

1977/1978 $ 528 41 -0 8%

1978/1979 $ 654 96 23 9%

1979/1980 $ 752 35 14 9%

1980/1981 $ 905 26 20 3%

1981/1982 $ 1,193 00 31 8%

1982/1983 $ 1,098 81 -7 9%

1983/1984 $ 1,265 72 15 2%

1984/1985 $ 1,648 40 30 2%

1985/1986 $ 1,749 81 6 2%

1986/1987 $ 1,809 55 3 4%

1987/1988 $ 2,239 60 23 8%

1988/1989 $ 2,678 40 19 6%

1989/1990 $ 2,871 48 7 2%

1990/1991 $ 2,773 19 -3 4%

1991/1992 $ 2,896 17 4 4%

1992/1993 $ 2,733 91 -5 6%

1993/1994 $ 2,818 26 3 1%

1994/1995 $ 2,900 00 2 9%

1995/1996 $ 3,448 32 18 9%

1996/1997 $ 3,636 00 5 4%

1997/1998 $ 3,776 00 3 9%

1998/1999 $ 4,272 00 13 1%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 6,006 00 40 6%

2001/2002 $ 5,321 00 $ (0 11)

Percent change fro m 1975 to 2002 925 1%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEXJ 3353

REC038753

DEF 3280-0004



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

JASPER

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 492 98 N/A

1976/1977 $ 522 02 5 9%

1977/1978 $ 550 17 5 4%

1978/1979 $ 594 18 8 0%

1979/1980 $ 685 80 15 4%

1980/1981 $ 805 51 17 5%

1981/1982 $ 929 13 15 3%

1982/1983 $ 1,012 32 9 0%

1983/1984 $ 1,146 10 13 2%

1984/1985 $ 1,535 70 34 0%

1985/1986 $ 1,672 54 8 9%

1986/1987 $ 1,713 45 2 4%

1987/1988 $ 2,031 81 18 6%

1988/1989 $ 2,107 96 3 7%

1989/1990 $ 2,264 09 7 4%

1990/1991 $ 2,443 65 7 9%

1991/1992 $ 2,352 24 -3 7%

1992/1993 $ 2,494 09 6 0%

1993/1994 $ 2,532 89 1 6%

1994/1995 $ 2,277 96 -10 1%

1995/1996 $ 2,991 96 31 3%

1996/1997 $ 3,091 00 3 3%

1997/1998 $ 3,451 00 11 6%

1998/1999 $ 3,889 00 12 7%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 4,958 00 27 5%

2001/2002 $ 4,540 00 -8 4%

Percent change frc>m1975tO2002 820 9%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEX 13354

REC038754

DEF 3280-0005



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

LEE

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 508 48 N/A

1976/1977 $ 544 58 7 1%

1977/1978 $ 585 75 7 6%

1978/1979 $ 651 98 11 3%

1979/1980 $ 778 12 19 3%

1980/1981 $ 917 33 17 9%

1981/1982 $ 1,184 52 29 1%

1982/1983 $ 1,011 46 -14 6%

1983/1984 $ 1,180 57 16 7%

1984/1985 $ 1,604 77 35 9%

1985/1986 $ 1,805 21 12 5%

1986/1987 $ 1,812 98 0 4%

1987/1988 $ 2,150 31 18 6%

1988/1989 $ 2,304 98 7 2%

1989/1990 $ 2,515 24 9 1%

1990/1991 $ 2,637 05 4 8%

1991/1992 $ 2,575 92 -2 3%

1992/1993 $ 2,650 70 2 9%

1993/1994 $ 2,697 27 1 8%

1994/1995 $ 2,759 02 2 3%

1995/1996 $ 3,100 00 12 4%

1996/1997 $ 3,285 00 6 0%

1997/1998 $ 3,587 00 9 2%

1998/1999 $ 3,908 00 8 9%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 4,983 00 27 5%

2001/2002 $ 4,774 00 -4 2%

Percent change fro m1975tc.2002 838 9%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEX 133:>5

REC038755

DEFJ3280-0006



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

MARION 3

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 538 46 N/A

1976/1977 $ 582 85 8 2%

1977/1978 $ 558 14 -4 2%

1978/1979 $ 706 64 26 6%

1979/1980 $ 782 58 10 7%

1980/1981 $ 1,003 54 28 2%

1981/1982 $ 1,353 10 34 8%

1982/1983 $ 1,285 61 -5 0%

1983/1984 $ 1,372 78 6 8%

1984/1985 $ 1,753 71 27 7%

1985/1986 $ 1,929 95 10 0%

1986/1987 $ 1,936 30 0 3%

1987/1988 $ 2,259 81 16 7%

1988/1989 $ 2,337 78 3 5%

1989/1990 $ 2,613 44 11 8%

1990/1991 $ 2,912 46 11 4%

1991/1992 $ 2,820 91 -3 1%

1992/1993 $ 2,785 33 -1 3%

1993/1994 $ 2,829 57 1 6%

1994/1995 $ 2,878 18 1 7%

1995/1996 $ 3,336 93 15 9%

1996/1997 $ 3,540 00 6 1%

1997/1998 $ 4,034 34 14 0%

1998/1999 $ 4,705 00 16 6%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 5,585 00 18 7%

2001/2002 $ 6,660 00 19 2%
i

Percent change fro m 1975 to 2002 1136 9%

Source Rankings of Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEXJ3336

REC038756

DEF 3280-0007



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

MARION 4

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 440 12 N/A

1976/1977 $ 486 59 10 6%

1977/1978 $ 520 85 7 0%

1978/1979 $ 673 29 29 3%

1979/1980 $ 776 97 15 4%

1980/1981 $ 918 31 18 2%

1981/1982 $ 1,233 64 34 3%

1982/1983 $ 1,214 35 -1 6%

1983/1984 $ 1,432 53 18 0%

1984/1985 $ 1,780 84 24 3%

1985/1986 $ 1,945 66 9 3%

1986/1987 $ 1,987 92 2 2%

1987/1988 $ 2,368 06 19 1%

1988/1989 $ 2,483 73 4 9%

1989/1990 $ 2,888 54 16 3%

1990/1991 $ 2,986 33 3 4%

1991/1992 $ 3,115 02 4 3%

1992/1993 $ 3,050 10 -2 1%

1993/1994 $ 3,043 05 -0 2%

1994/1995 $ 3,067 50 0 8%

1995/1996 $ 3,382 74 10 3%

1996/1997 $ 3,605 00 6 6%

1997/1998 $ 4,195 00 16 4%

1998/1999 $ 4,473 00 6 6%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 6,143 00 37 3%

2001/2002 $ 6,660 00 8 4%

Percent change fro m 1975 to 2002 1413 2%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEX 13357

REC038757

DEF/3280-0008



Revenue Per Pupil from State Sources (Excludes Capital Projects)

ORANGEBURG 3

Year Amount % Change
1975/1976 $ 471 56 N/A

1976/1977 $ 462 23 -2 0%

1977/1978 $ 524 56 13 5%

1978/1979 $ 594 84 13 4%

1979/1980 $ 727 77 22 3%

1980/1981 $ 854 66 17 4%

1981/1982 $ 1,165 84 36 4%

1982/1983 $ 1,094 01 -6 2%

1983/1984 $ 1,179 86 7 8%

1984/1985 $ 1,509 56 27 9%

1985/1986 $ 1,638 80 8 6%

1986/1987 $ 1,806 29 10 2%

1987/1988 $ 2,100 76 16 3%

1988/1989 $ 2,167 29 3 2%

1989/1990 $ 2,377 27 9 7%

1990/1991 $ 2,517 26 5 9%

1991/1992 $ 2,452 51 -2 6%

1992/1993 $ 2,542 77 3 7%
1993/1994 $ 2,574 52 1 2%

1994/1995 $ 2,663 39 3 5%

1995/1996 $ 3,197 27 20 0%

1996/1997 $ 3,127 00 -2 2%
1997/1998 $ 3,668 00 17 3%

1998/1999 $ 3,903 00 6 4%

1999/2000 Not Available

2000/2001 $ 4,894 00 25 4%

2001/2002 $ 4,661 00 -4 8%

Percent change fro m 1975 to 2002 888 4%

Source Rankings of the Counties and School Districts of South Carolina

TEX 13358
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Cumulative Distribution of Full Year Classroom Teacher Experience
AY 2002
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Cumulative Distribution of All .Classroom Teacher Experience
AY 2002
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Cumulative Distribution of Full Year Classroom Teacher Experience
AY 2003
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Cumulative Distribution of All Classroom Teacher Experience
AY 2003
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Socio-economic and other related factors outside of *'

school impede learning irrespective of high levels
of per-student spending and the best efforts of
educators, SES factors explain the generally low
performance of children in poverty
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Poverty-Related Factors That Affect Achievement

Achievement

Source Child Development 1994 Amencan Psychologist 1998

TEX 13902



W.Z8£0O3cd

frooo-zoes~d3a

Some Poverty Related Factors That Impede Achievement co

X .

A Prenatal and perinatal factors t- I
1 Stress and Disease

2 Premature Birth

3 Low Birth weight

B Family status

4 Adolescent parenthood

5 Single parenthood

C Divorce and frequent parentalconsequences

6 Depression

7 Anxiety

8 Irritability

9 Decreased income

10 Lowered self esteem

D Frequent moving

11 Residence

12 Schools

E Chfld rearing

13 Fewer verbal interchanges between parents and chddren

14 Less exposure to stimulating vocabulary

15 Punitive practices

16 Less praise and affection

17 Provision of poor problem solving strategies

F Chdd s Abilities

18 Cope with stress and frustration

19 Postpone gratification

20 Readiness for reading

(Amencan Psychologist, 1998, Child Development, 1994, Wigfield and Asher, 1984)
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Words Spoken to Children
by Age 4

50000000

45000000 L— - — -

40000000

35000000 -

30000000

25000000 - -

20000000 -

15000000

10000000

5000000

, i < 1-

L__

Professional !

Working-
class

Welfare



• ¥

The achievement gap between poor students and otherstudenls,?
especially those from middle-class backgrounds, is a
nationwide problem not unique to Plaintiff districts
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The effects of many compensatory school programs
designed to raise achievement and eliminate the
achievement gap are generally overstated and
transitory, as evidenced by large-scale evaluations
of the Federal Title I program
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Results of the National Prospects Study of Achievement
Outcomes of the Federal Chapter 1Program for Poor Children

1) " 1here wasno indication in the Prospects data thatChapter 1
participation improved students' educational outcomes "

2) "Class size shows an inconsistent and unexpected relationship with
student outcomes "

3) The following costly measures showed no effect on students'
achievement.

a) student-teacher ratio and

b) staff development time

4) The most consistent predictors of achievement

a) those that are fixed (e g , gender and age relative to classmates),

b) those that are associated with poverty (e g , SES),

c) parental expectations and involvement in school

5) "Of these, onlythe extentto which parents are actively engaged in
their child's school and their expectations for his/her future success in
school, are amenable to change through educational reform efforts *

(Puma andothers, t997, U S Department of Education)

TEX 13909

DEF_3307-0010
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POINTS FROM TERRY PETERSON'S TESTIMONY

1 Home visits (beginning with age 0-6) once a week
2 home visits a month between ages 6-1L

2 Parental Literacy and Outreach Programs

3 Full day (8-5 or 6) 3K program (not Head Start)and with certified Early
Childhood Teachers

4 Full day (8-5 or 6) 4K program (certified teachers)

5 Reading specialists inevery classroom K 3(need not have certification but
need more than a couple of extra hours training)

6 Middle School Rigor foreign languages algebra taken by up to 85% of the
students fully equipped science labs and fully certified science teachers

7 HighSchool Rigor (85% of thestudents take APcourses physics and
chemistry in high school and 4 years of the same foreign language

8 Arts (1 hour/day ofboth artand music from K-$h grade) incorporated into
curriculum and in high school a large selection ofcourses in the arts

9 Career and College Exploration Middle School and High School students
participate insustained continuous exposure tocollege and careers including
internships (notjob shadowing ) visits tocolleges by students andvisits from
professors and collegestudents to schoolsto show studentsthere is an
opportunity to get a job after high school

10 After School Program for all students (almost mandatory—for all children
whoscore belowproficient on PACT) which runs theentire length of the
schoolyear and runs until 5 30 or 6 pm everyday - 5 daysweek In this after
school program you would have remedial instruction arts programs extra
curncular ennchment programs and other academic instructions

11 Summer School—at least 6 weeks and maybe 7 or 8 would be better for
summer school to avoid the summer slump of achievement levels in at nsk
children May include ennchment programs
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The Previous National Evaluation of Title I

Showed No Detectable Effects

"No demonstrated relationship was found betweenthe costs of
instruction students receive and changes in academic achievement"

"Students who received Title I for all 3 years of the study entered
Title I at a low level of achievement, with scores averaging in the 80
range, and their achievement did not improveas they receivedTitle
I services "

Title I "did not improvethe relative achievement of the most
disadvantaged partof the school population," and"by the time
students reached junior high school, there was no evidence of
sustained or delayed effects of Title I "

(Carter, 1984)
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While standardized test scores may be helpful in
identifying children who need help, such rankings
have more to do with the characteristics of the

children attending a school than on how well its
educators are doing their job
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Student performance can be improved through proven
educational practices, such as curriculum
coherence, graded homework and direct teaching
These practices can be implemented with little, if
any, additional cost
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Nine Educational Productivity Factors

A. Student Aptitude

1) Ability or preferably prior achievement as measured by the usual
achievement tests

2) Development as indexed by chronological age or stage of
maturation

3) Motivation or self concept as indicated by personality tests or die
student's willingness to persevere intensively onlearning tasks

B Instruction

4) the amount of time students engage inlearning

5) the quality ofthe instructional experience including method
(psychological) and cumcular (content) aspects

C Psychological Environments

6) the "curriculum of the home"

7) the morale or student perception ofclassroom social group

8) the peer group outside school

9)minimal leisure tune television viewing

Source Walberg, 1984
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Selected Effects of General Ouality <

Instructional Elements

Cues 125

Reinforcement l 17

Corrective Feedback 94

Engagement 88

Mastery Learning 73

Computer-Assisted Instruction
For Early Elementary 105

Students

For Handicapped Students 66

Teaching
Comprehension Teaching 71

Direct Teaching 55

Teaching Techniques
Homework with 83

Teacher Comments

Graded Homework 78
Frequent Testing 49

Pretests 48
Adjunct Questions 40

Goal Setting 40

Assigned Homework 28

Explanatory Graphics 75

Source Walberg and Lai, Academic Press, 1999

CM

o>
CO

X



fr6Z8eooay

Egoo-zoee~'d3Q

Direct Instruction

Direct, traditional or conventional whole-group teaching done
well has the following effective features

1 Daily review, homework check, and, if necessary,
reteaching,

2 Rapid presentation of new content and skills in small
steps,

3 Student practice with close monitoring by teachers,

4 Corrective feedback and instructional reinforcement,

5 Independent practice in seatwork and homework with
high, more than 90 percent, success rates,

6 Weekly and monthly reviews

Source Rosenshine, 1970.
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Selected Effects ofSpecial Quality of Instruction

Reading Teaching
Adaptive Speed Training 95
Phonemic Awareness 86
Repeated Oral Reading 48
Phonics 44

Writing Teaching
Inquiry 57
Scales 36
Sentence Combining 35

Early Education Programs
Preschool 22- 50

Full-Day vs Half-Day 48
Kindergarten

Grouping
Acceleration of Gifted 88

Students

Tutoring 40

Staff Development
Feedback 7°
Staff Development for 61

Reading Teaching
Microteaching 55

Source Walberg and Lai Academic Press, 1999
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Indicatorsof School Quality Associated with Achievement

A) Curriculum

1) Quality curriculum

2) Effective implementation and aruculauon of curriculum

3) Curriculum evaluation and renewal

B) Instructional design

1) Instruction aligned with goals

2) Data driven instructional decision making

3) Active engagement of students in their learning

4) Instructional support forstudent learning

C) Assessment

1) Defined expectations forstudent learning

, 2) Clear purpose of assessment

3) Selection the appropriate method of assessment

4) Comprehensive andrepresentative sampleof student achievement

5) Fair assessments and avoids bias and distortion

D) Educational agenda

1) Collaborative process in developing a sharedvision

2) Shared vision beliefs, and mission

3) Measurable goals focused on students learning

E) Leadership for school improvement

1) Academic learning climate

2) Schoolwide plans for improvement

3) Effective decision making

4) Indicatorsof student achievement and mstructionaleffectiveness

5) Skillful stewardship

F) Community budding

1) Community budding conditions within the school

2) School community partnerships focused on achievement

G) Continuous improvement and learning

1) Comprehensive andongoingprofessional development

2) Condrtions that support productive change

m

(National Study of SchoolEvaluation, 1998) o>
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Features of Benchmark Schools That
Well Serve Students at Risk of Failure

A) Purpose of study Discover features ofschools that provide quality leammg

environments for children considered in poverty and mostatrisk of educaUonal

failure

B) Schools and locations

1) Frederick Douglass Academy, New York (central Harlem), New York

2) CarlC Waitz School, Mission, Texas

3) Exeter High School, Ajax,Ontario, Canada

4) James Madison Elementary School, Pittsburgh Pennsylvania

5) Clary Elementary School, Clay,West Virginia

6) Dodge Edison Elementary School, Wichita, Kansas

C) Features sharedby allschools

1) There isa focus onclear standards and on improving results

2) Teamwork helps ensure accountabdity

3) The principal is a strong leader

4) Teachers are deeply committed tohelping all students achieve

5) Muluple changes are made to improve the instructional life of students, and

these efforts are sustained in concert.

co
CN|

Source: Educational Research Service, 1999 en
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Reasons that Eleven New YorkCity High PovertySchools
Had High Achievement Gains

A) Vignettes about the schools

1) Public School 83 offers a classical, highly-academic instructional

program pnncipal is known to beavery strong leader who has
avision of the way students shouldbe educated, and who holds

staff accountable for seeing this vision is realized

2) PS 108 has strongleadership exertedby the pnncipal who has

'turned the school around,' built a solid team, identified

community resources, and beautified the school during her

tenure

3) PS 184 Distnct staffpoint to the strong leadership of the pnncipal,
her fairness, and good relationship with their staff as contnbuting

to the school's success A strong, motivated staff and an

exceptional relationship between the pnncipal and parents were

also singled out asreasons for students' high performance

4) PS 178 District staffcredita strong school staff, working underthe

leadership of the pnncipal asa major contnbution to the school's

success

B) Of seven additional schools studied, five had strong pnncipals or

administrative leadership

Source New YorkCity Board of Education, "Debunking the Myth" 1999 Si
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Distinctive Features of Catholic Schools Visited in Brooklyn

1 Treatment of Students and Their Families

a Oriented toward students and their families

b Knowledge of students' siblings and families
c Canng, dedicated staff respectful of students and parents
cL Intimacy afforded by small numbers of students enrolled

2 Egalitarian Academic Emphasis

a High expectations of student behavior and academic performance
b Egahtanan treatment of students, for example, uniforms
c Avoidance of such "pull-out" programs such as bilingual and Chapter 1

3 Efficient Educational Program

a Core curriculum

b Lessons and tests well aligned with goals, including New York State goals

4 Administration

a Decisions made largely by principal and school staff rather than by bureaucratic
central office intervention

b Lean administrative and support staff - few staff developers, vice-pnncipals, and
teacher aides

Note These features were observed in seven Catholic schools in Brooklyn whose students were
largely poor and minority children and youth Bishop Ford High School, St. Xavier Elementary
School, St. Francis Xavier Elementary School, St-Joseph's High School, Holy Trinity High
School, Saint Fortunata Elementary, School, and St Rita's Elementary School
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Reasons That Catholic Schools Yield Higher Achievement at
Lower Cost

A) A delimited core curriculum followed by virtually all students,
regardless of their family background, academic preparation, or
future educational plans

B) Communal organization

1) Frequent opportunities for face to face interactions and shared
expenences among adults and students

2) Common curriculum and school events— athletics, drama, music
3) Teachers see responsibilities beyond classroom subject matter

extending into hallways, school grounds, neighborhood, and
homes

4) Shared beliefs about what students should learn

C) Decentralized governance
1) Small central office for the system
2) Pnncipal has considerable control over daily operations
3) Pnncipal selected from faculty
4) Important decisions made at the school site

Author comment- "It seems clearthat although the public schools alone have
not created the extreme social inequities in our society, they are organized in
ways thatmore frequently magnify thandiminish inequities effected by family
income race, or ethnicity My colleagues and are convinced that the work of
educators andtheir students[in public schools] couldbe more effective and
more personally rewarding if itwere performed inenvironments simdar tothose
we have seen in Catholic schools "

Source Lee, 1997 Note The most extensive study of comparative costs showed
Catholic schools provided superior student achievement, particularly for students in
poverty, at46 8 percent of the public school costs for general education students.
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Features ofSchools in a Large National Sample
That Reduce the Poverty Gap

1 Use state standards extensively to design curriculum and
instruction, assess student work, and evaluate teachers

2 Increase instructional time in reading and math in order to help
students meet standards

3 Devote a larger proportion of funds to support professional
development focused on changing instructional practice

4 Implementcomprehensive systems to monitorindividual student
progress and provideextra support to students as soon as it's
needed

5 Focus their efforts to involve parents on helping students meet
standards

6 Have state or district accountability systems in place that have real
consequences for adults in the schools

Source Education Trust 1997, 1999
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Features of Six School High-Poverty Districts
That Reduced the Poverty Gap

1 Nurtured high expectations and focused on achievement
results,

2 Decentralized budgeting and management to the school level,

3 Aligned cumcula andinstruction to state standards andtests,

4 Initiated and sustained evidence-based practices, and

5 Provided frequent testing, practice, and reteaching for
students in need of it-

Source Cawelti and Protheroe, Educational Research Service 2001
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS - SOUTH ELEMENTARY

One of the Top 23 Title 1 Schools in the United
States-p 19

Won the Jim Self Award for Exemplary Learning
from Clemson University - p 20

91 1% of Students Scored at Basic or Above m
English and Language Arts - p 101

93% of Students Scored at Basic or Above in
Mathematics —p 102

South is High Poverty School but a High Achieving
School - p 207 along with Exhibits 3154 and 3148
(parts)
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EVIDENCE BASED REASONS FOR SUCCESS
AT SOUTH ELEMENTARY

Dedicated principal and staff- p 131

Long work hours of principal and staff- p 230

Mentoring new teachers - p 129

Research-driven teaching - p 237

Encouraging and rewarding children - p 84

Focus on learning - p 130

Weekly testing related to standards - p 231

Teacher collaboration in analyzing test results - p
231

Required weekly lesson plans - p 109

Principal visits classrooms every day - p 254
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Equalization of educational spending and larger shares
of state spending tend to reduce local citizen
involvement, local accountability for spending and

educational performance, and student achievement
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Why Local Expenditures
Promote Achievement

i Local citizens are best informed about their community and the
needs of childien

2 Om/ens have a larger proportional influence m localelections
and civic affairs than m statewide policies

3 Citizensare more able to be invohed ard make their views
kno\*n in local than state forums

4 Perceived and actual influence oi localschools leads to greater
involvement

5 Parents arc rationallymotivated to monitor and constructs el>
influence local school policies since effective schools raise cluldi en s
achie\ ement

6 Homeowners, wnether oi not they have children m local schools,
are rationallvmotivated to promote efficient schools-those that raise
achievement pei thousand dollars spcnt--s»ince they increase local
property values

Sources Biriker andGump, 1964, Walberg and Wilbcrg, 1994, Lee, Bryk, andSmith,
1993, Hoxb>, 1994,1997), Borland nnd Ho1*sen, 1992 Ytnger, Bloom, Borch-Supin
and Ladd 1998
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Recent educational accountability and standards
legislation in South Carolina, and other states is likely to
raise but not necessarily equalize students1

achievement
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Legislation
The Education Finance Act
of 1977

Basic Skills Assessment
Program of 1978

Educator Improvement Act
of 1979

Education Improvement
Act of 1984

TEX 13943

Analysis ofFeatures ofSouth Carolina Legislation and
Research Evidence About Their Achievement Effects

Features

Guaranteed each student the avadability ofat least a minimum
education appropnate to individual needs and equal to similar
students notwithstanding geographic and economic factors
created student weighting formulas, instituted tax paying index

Funded halfday five year-old kindergarten program
Established statewide K 12educational objectives in the basic
skills of mathematics reading and writing forK 12 and
minimum standards in mathematics reading andwriting in
several grades

Intended to provide a fair and comprehensive program for the
training, certification, initial employment, and evaluation of
public educators

Provided entrance examination for selective admission into
teachereducation programs (now Praxis I)
General. Includes the following goals raise student performance,
teach andtest basic skills evaluate the teaching profession,
improve leadership implement quality controls, reward
productivity, create more effective partnership*, and provide
school buildings

Specific Increased graduation requirements began child
development programs for four year olds, instituted
Advanced Placement courses and examinations supported gifted
andtalent programs funded statewide testing programs

Evaluation
Within a normal range, theamount educational
spending isa highly, inconsistent influence on
achievement

Academic kindergartens can improve achievement
Objectives, standards, andtesting improve
achievement.

The usual teacher qualifications such as education
levels and experience are weak, inconsistent
influences on achievement

Verbal andsubject mastery arelinked to student
achievement

Goal setting, emphasis on identified skills, quality
controls, rewards forperformance, andparental
partnerships can improve achievement

Evidence supports theachievement efficacy of these
elements
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Target 2000 School Reform
of 1989

Early Childhood
Development and
Academic Assistance Act of
1993

Education Accountability
Act of 1998

TEX 13944

Specific Began school incenuves reward program and evaluation
of thequality ofstudent performance

Create partnerships among schools, parents, community, and
business

Created "flexibility through deregulation" and local innovation
funds

Supported parental education programs

Early chddhood development and academic assistance initiatives
including parent programs accelerated children in grades K3,
academic assistance forchddren needy children aged 4 12

Standards required inmath, English/language arts, social studies
and science, with ahigh school exit exam assessments required
in grades 3 8, end ofcourse assessments in benchmark courses
ingrades 9 12 readiness tests for grades 1and 2to be
developed, PSAT/PLAN administered to all lC1 grades toguide
cumculums and counsel students, norm referenced tests,
administered to random samples for evaluating the system

hor failing students mgrades 38a conference must be held of
the student, parents, and school personnel todevelop an
academic plan for improvement, repeated failing students must
be retained ingrade orattend summer school

Required annual reporting onstatus of and improvement in
achievement must be advertised, reported to parents and on
accreditation forms distncts must develop strategic plans on
accountabdity systems

Rewards andaccountability tendto improve
achievement

Evidence supports the achievement efficacy ofthese
elements

Operational control at the local distnct level accords
with policies in highly achieving states and nations

Evidence supports parent involvement

Evidence supports parent involvement and
chddhood programs togive children agood start in
schooling

Evidence supports testmg and accountability

Incentives, parent involvement, and summer school
improve achievement

Reporting and local planning probably have positive
effects
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Education Accounubdity
Act of 1998
(continued)

First Steps toReadiness Act
of 1999

Alternative Schools Act of
1999

Parent Involvement in
Their Children's Education

Act of 2000

TEX 13945

EstabLshed Palmetto GoldandSilver Awards for high
performance and rapid improvement, schools that fail must
report, with their districts improvement plans the State
Superintendent may replace principals and manage schools

Created the Education and Oversight Committee tomonitor and
evaluate theAct, has gubernatorial representative, six legislators,
five business, and five education representatives

Programs begun for failing schools including grant programs for
retraining staff, Teacher Specialists, Pnncipal Specialists,
Principal Mentors, professional and school improvement
activities, and grant programs for homework centers

Programs for all schools include class size reduction for grades
1 3,competitive extended dav oryear grant

Provides pre school preparation and readiness for school
through prenatal and maternity care, nutntion, health awareness
transportation, scholarships for day care, half tofull-day
Kindergarten, needs based community control, and needs
assessment

For roughlv five percent disruptive students or consortia of
schools

Delineated responsibilities ofgovernor state superintendent,
state board, local boards superintendents, pnncipals teachers,
and parents to increase parent involvement, identifies
educationally constructive parental activities

Rewards and sanctions matter in human affairs, and
evidence supports their use ineducation

Such agroup can uncover possible flaws and
recommend remedies

Such assistance would seem likely tohelp, homework
can have large effects on learning

Though controversial, some research suggests class
size reductions may help students intheearliest
grades, extended learning time consistently improves
achievement
Well designed early chddhood programs
constructively influence students success inschool
and Lie

Safe and orderly schools are conducive to learning-
reduced disruption means more leammg time and
concentration

Parent involvement in theirchddren s learning
increases achievement
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Impetus for Standards-Based Reform

A Nation at Risk

Need to Improve Productivity

Goals 2000 Urged the Goal Setting and
Monitoring

Parental, Public, Student and Legislative Opinions
in Favor of Accountability

50 States Now Have Accountability Systems
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Accountability Evidence

Psychological Studies of Goal Setting

Curriculum-Based External Examinations

Poor and Migrating Student Surveys

Public Agenda Survey Uncovering 1400 High
Achieving, High Poverty Schools in 47 States

Used State Standards

Increased Instructional Time in Reading and
Math

Devoted Increased Funds for Professional
Development

Focused Efforts on Parent Involvement

Have State or District Accountability Systems
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Stanford Study

Extensive Testing

School Report Cards

High School Exit Examinations

Consequences for School Staff Raised State
NAEP Performance

Woessmann's study of 39 Rich and Poor
Countries

Curriculum Based External

Examinations

Close Outside monitoring
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How Two States with Large Percentages of Students in
Poverty— North Carolina and Texas— Made the LargestGams

on the National Assessment of Educational Progress

1 Grade-by grade standards with aligned cumcula and textbooks,

2 Fxpectations that all students would meet the standards,

3 Statewide assessments linked to the standards,

4 Accountability for results with rewards and sanctions for
performance,

5 Deregulation and increased flexibility inways the standards can be
met, and

6 Computerized feedback systems and achievement data for
continuous improvement.

What Did Not Make a Difference

1 Per pupil spending,

2 Pupil/teacher ratios,

3 Proportion of teachers with advanced degrees,

4 Teacher experience

Source Gnssmer and Flanagan, 1998,2001
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Why South Carolina's Testing and Accountability
Program Ranked nth-Best in the Nation

1 Academic Alignment High-stakes tests are aligned
with academic content knowledge and skills as specified by
the states' curriculum standards

2 Test Quality The tests are capable of determining that
those curriculum standards have been met

3 Sunshine The policies and procedures surroundingthe
tests are open to public scrutiny and also open to ongoing
improvement

4 Policy Accountabihty systems affect education m a way
that is consistent with the goals of the state

South Carolina's grades were B- on Alignment, B+ on Test
Quality, B- on Sunshine and A-on Policy

Source Princeton Review, 2003
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States Classified by Quality ofStandards and Accountabihty

Accountability/ Solid Mediocre Inferior

Standards Standards Standards Standards

AorB C DorF

Strong The Honor Shaky Trouble Ahead

Accountability Roll

Alabama

California North

Carolina, South

Carolina, Texas

Foundations

Florida, Illinois

Indiana Kansas

Maryland Nevada

New York,

Oklahoma

Virginia West

Virginia

Kentucky New Mexico

>

Weak Unrealized Going through Irresponsible States

Accountability Potential the Motions Alaska Arkansas

Arizona Delaware, Georgia, Colorado, Connecticut

Massachusetts Louisiana Hawaii Idaho Iowa,

South Dakota Mississippi,

Nebraska New

Hampshire, Ohio

Utah Wisconsin

Maine Michigan

Minnesota Missouri

Montana New Jersey

North Dakota Oregon

Pennsylvania, Rhode

Island Tennessee

Vermont Washington

Wyoming

Source Finn and K

DC Brookings Ins

.anstoroom Brookings Papers on Education Pohcv. 2001 (Washington

titution Press, 2001) Note Strong accountabihty means the state

employs report cards and ratings ofschools, rewards successful schools, hasauthority to
reconstitute or makemajor changesto failing schools and exercisessuch authority Solid

standards are clear, measurable comprehensive and rigorous
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Qujlitv Counts 2001 lmpio\ina Teach r QuJuv Pjjc 2 oi

Minnesota c 176 • •

New York c 76 • • i • ) •

Iowa c 76 •

Virginia c 76 • •

District of

Columbia c 75 • •* •

Maryland c 74 • • •

Vermont c 74 • •

New Jersey c 74 i/ •

Nebraska c 72 •

Wisconsin c 72 • 1

Georgia c 72 • • •

Florida c 72 ./ •

Colorado c 71 •

Mississippi c 71 • • s

New Mexico c 71 • •

Rhode Isiand c 70

Nevada c 70 • • •

Hawaii c 70 • </ •

Pennsylvania D + 69 • ,/

Delaware D-1- 69 •

Michigan D+ 69 • •

Texas D + 68 • •

Washington D + 67 • •

Alabama D + 67 •

New

Hampshire D 65 • •

Maine D 64 •

Idaho D 64 2004

Utah D 64

Montana D 64 •

South Dakota D 63

Kansas D 62

Oregon D 61 s •

Arizona D 61 • - 1

hilp //u wu cdwcck org/bicports/q 0VreponsA|ujln\ il^fm

REC038830

EiprDet_MP 01353

'b/20ir,

DEF__3314-0002



Qualm Counts200r improving Tea^he Quahtv Pa°i " dI •?

Alaska D-| 6^ •

North Dakota D 60 •

Wvommg D 60

US - - 40 1 34 23 7 2 2
4

i^'%Cu2_r)io iFce sxi _juca io Vo 2.. njmDer 17 page 90

ao erltstng | about Ih s sue | orde spec al reports ! jobs , a h »
eb connect on f or acy polity 1>ee.dbacK letter to the ed tor

ExrVDet VP_"!35J

littp//wuw edweck org/srcports/qLO'i/repons/qualns U ^.tm l/S/2003

DEF__3314-0003

REC038831



Qu ih>\ Cou its 21)0" 1 lie T\.at.her Gap South C irolin < Pace I of-4

Edlcatjon Week A I ar Edixall ft * Onlln* N**fb&pt l B*co o

SMC I.UUCATKNWKA sw^wnwi ' »»ILY«WS •••• AUCKIVC* i tft»U£ H»t T»»lCS '. ST1TCINF*

'lU'ALITrCtU NTS"Z*«3-

State Profiles
T_hjBi

IHt TUCKER CAP

.Executive Summary

',Feature S:»iies

Teacher Quality Data .

SUMY OFTHE STATES

' State Repart Carts

Stats Pnliles

• T4CW tf Ceriums

him tc Oner

' II

SI IOC t

rii> cs t u do

q I'cd u welters m

•- t ( i i M

t3k nq

l t p to it state s

vt II It t

MO v.

I 11

It 1 l n i,

t* r J(> bv

1MV t* tort

Gap:

South Carolina

South Carolina is

channeling resources
toward efforts to imp ove
its teaching force overall
and to draw more highly
qualified teachers to

struggling districts even
as it Faces tough odds in
some parts of the state

For several years now

the Palmetto State has
offered loans and

fellowship programs
designed to attract high
school and college
students to teaching The

state has also gone out of
its way to encourage

teachers to pursue
national certification

through everything from
loans to online help to a
$7 500 annual salary
supplement for
instructors who earn

certification through he
National Board for

Professional Teaching

Standards

cught to oi t \

South Carolina Report Card

(Click on the table names to see the 50 state
tables click on graces to sec trie data behind
thET )

• Student Achievement

VNAEP)

4th oraders prof cent

o above math (2000*

8th graders orotic ent
or above in math (2000)

4th grade s profcent
o above n sc ence (2000)

8th graders proficient
n sc ence (2000)

• Standards and

Accountability

• Improving

Teacher Quality

• School Climate

• Resources

Adequacy

• Resources _

Equity

NOTE5 State grades ror resource ecu ty
are based on 1999 000 data the -nost

ecent a a table

• ndicatcs data Tor th s c3tegory were iot
ava laoie

18%

18%

21%

20%

B

B +

D+

B

Meanwhile South

Carolina s powerful Education Oversight Committee—which is
made up of legislators other government leaders educators
and business executives—last year chose teacher quality as a
priority issue in fiscal 2003 and agreed to push for legislation
to identify teacher needs by certification category within

districts and geographic regions

E p(Oef_MP_0 355
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Qualm Counts 2003 TheTeacher Gap South Carolina DJg= - of 4

Pinpointing shortages by district and geographic area will help
the state gef a firm sense of which schools need which kinds of
teachers says Jo Anne Anderson the committee s executive
director The goal is to approach problems with concrete data
rather than general laments she adds

Where teachers are fully certified students perform better
Anderson says And she adds in South Carolina low
performing schools tend to have more new teachers and
instructors with substandard teaching certificates than do their
higher performing counterparts

"Adults make the difference Anderson declares

Teachers Out of Field'

The oversight committee is also advocating the funding of a
pilot program to find ways of recruiting and retaining highly
qualified educators in all schools

In the 2001 02 school year nearly 5 percent of South
Carolina s teachers—or approximately 2 220 instructors—had
some type of substandard teaching certificate according to
South Carolina Department of Education data

VITAL STATISTICS
As is the case in many states
rural schools generally have a

1067 public schools harder time attracting and

^ nnn PubHc schoo. keeping teachers, saysJanice
46 °°° teacher* Poda the senior director for the

division of teacher quality in the
state education department

$4 7 Annual pre K 12
billion expenditures »We do Rn(J tpat thfi sma„er the

45 1% Minority students school is, especially in high
schools the more out of field

2i s% children .n Po.eny [teachingj permits they have,
students with she says

648 000 Pre K 12 students

14 9%
disabilities

Engiisn language The state also has shortages of
learners special education, mathematics,

science and foreign-language
instructors A great majority of

out of field teachers are currently assigned to special education
according to Poda

She adds that the state is tracking the teacher-quality gap and
will do more under the federal "No Child Left Behind Act of
2001

At the other end of the spectrum the state has had impressive
results with its efforts to encourage more teachers to gam the
voluntary credentials offered through the National Board for
Professional Teaching Standards In fact South Carolina had

E*p/Del_MP_01356

hup ifw ww edweck orj/sreports/qc03/iemplates/staie cfm>slug= 17qcsc h22 l/S/2003

(See 5ou ces. )
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Quality Counts 2C03 TheTeacher Gap South Carolina ^age 3 of 4

the highest per capita rate of newly nationally certified teachers
in 2001 with 928 newly board certified instructors Overall
here are now 2 358 board certified public school Instructors in

the state

South Carolina offers loans to cover the costs of participating in
the national certification process and teachers who obtain such
certiflc3rion .within three /ears don t have to repay the state
money The state also runs retreats and provides online help for
those going through certification and it has certification liaisons
in all 85 South Carolina school districts

In addition board certified ieacners receive an annual $7 500
salary supplement for each of the 10 years their national
certification lasts The goal is to have 5 000 board certified
teachers in South Carolina by 2005 says P Ann Byrd, the
director of the South Carolina Center for Teacher Recruitment,
located m Rock Hill

Unfortunately Byrd says some of the districts struggling to
attract qualified teachers are also the least aware of state
initiatives designed to make their efforts easier

That s why the center is dispatching some of its "teachers in
residence to areas where schools are having trouble recruiting
educators generally and certified teachers in particular Among
the recruitment tools they II highlight are those designed to lure
future teachers including a program to give 7th and 8th
graders a sense of what the teaching profession offers

In some places the best plan is to help districts cultivate their
own teachers from a relatively early age rather than trying
later on to draw outsiders to their schools Byrd says

Budget Crunch, Charter Schools

Last year like a lot of other states South Carolina was hit hard
by a budget crunch In a particularly dramatic turn the
legislature actually rescinded $160 million from the $2 5 billion
education budget for fiscal 2002

For fiscal 2003 the schools budget has increased slightly to
$2 6 billion Helping out this year is an infusion of lottery
money—$79 million in such proceeds earmarked for schools
serving prekindergarten through 12th grade

In addition sta e lawmakers passed legislation last year
establishing a committee to review charter school applications
statewide and forward recommendations to local school

officials Local districts will still have the final say on whether to
approve or reject charters but legislators expect the state
CDmmiPee s recommendations to carry a great deal of weight

The new law also sets funding requirements for charters and

Exp/Del_MP_01357

hup //www edweek orc/srepons/qc03Aemplates/state cfm',slug=17qcsc h22 l/S/2003
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Quality Counts 2003 The Teache- Gap South Carolina Page 4 of4

the goal is to get the application process up and running in
2003 Currently South Carolina has just 14 charter schools

The legislature also voted to revise the state s new school
report cards to add data on school board members training
The 2001 02 scnoot year was the first for the school report
cards Last year, about 70 schools out of 1 100 received
unsatisfactory marks or he report cards and about 200 other

schools got "below average scores

Unsatisfactory schools receive intensive aid from the state in
the form of teacher specialists external review teams and
other help State officials also tweaked the report card before
the start of school last fall to revise the way ratings are
assigned

—Mary-Ellen Phelps Deily

< PREVIOUS STATE NEXT STAU >

© '>003 Editorial Projacs ^ Eoucalon Vol 22 number 17 page 165
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learning in School This Yecir
It's no longer a secrer
Tins guida shores important infcrnaiion about the South Carolina Cumciilum Standards ord appropriate
courses faryour 10th grader The standards or course outlines state requirements foryoui child's
learning program and what students across the stole should beable todo incertain subjects.
A good educational system provides many tools thathelpchildren bam Curriculum standardsond
course descriptions standards and/or outlines are useful (or makingsure

Bteachersknow what is to be -ought

6 children know what is Id be learned and

1 parents ondthepublic condetermine how well course content andconcepts ore boing teamed

The following pages provide information obaut the SouthCarolinaCurriculum Standards and
appropnote 1Oth grade courses(or mathematics science English language arts ond social studies
The information canhelp you become familiar with what your child is learning at school ondmay
include sample assessment questions activities to reinforce and support your child s learning selected
booktides foradditional reading and Web site addresses for extended learning Because sites thongs
please preview before students begin work. Information aboutend-of-course examinations will be
referenced in the specificsubjectoreo designations

The complete South Carolina Curriculum Standards for eachsub|ect area conbe found
at wwwsctfc.com or at wwwrryscschoolscom

South Carolina Curriculum Standard*

Here ore sevenkey reasons parents shouldbe in the know about the curriculum standards
and courseofferings
1 Srondords set clear high expectations Far student achievement Standards and course outlines tell

whatstudents need to do inorder to progress through school an grade level
2. Standards guideefforts to maa&um student och ovamont Result* of tosh. (PACT andond-ofcourse

examinations) on grcderlevel curncufum standards show ifs*udents havelearned and teachers have
lought lor mastery

3 Standards promote educational equityforall Instruction in avoryschool in thestatawill be hosed
on the same curriculum standards

4 Standards help parents determine ifchild en iri South Carolina are being tought thesoma subject
content as children across the nation South Canofino Curriculum Standards have been motchod lo
end compared with nahonol standards as well as standards ofother slates tomokp surathatthey
are challenging

5 Standards inform parents abouttheacademic expectations for their chId. fWonts no longer hove
to guessthetypeof helptheir childneedsto do betterin school

6 Standards enable parents toparticipate more actively inparent/teacher conferences Knowledge
of the curriculum and coursestandards helps parents understandmoreoboutwhat theirchild is
leammg and what theycondo a*each grade le»d Parents are able to hoveconversations with
teachers obout student progress in speaSc oreasand understand more completely the progress of
•heir ch3d

7 Standards andcourse outlines show parents how theexpectations progress throughout ihe high
school education Parents are able loseehow iheir child's knowledge isgrowing from one year
to the next ^
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By District

Allendale

Located on this page is the PACT score data for Allendale

All Student Scores by Grade

„,.„ SW-SoMHM

Page ) of 11

DEFENDANT':
EXHIBIT

3m.

[rorurn o mam PACT RePOfi-aMfli
Ir^tUtDio maJrLMsnJaJe PaCT_PCDOX.tnaoe'

Page Generated
10 53 3

Wed September 08 2004

English/Language Arts Mathematics

Number

Grade Tested

% aelow

Basic

7o

Basic Prolctent

%

Advanced

% Meet
Standard

Number

Grade Tested

% Below
Basic Basic

%

Proficient

%
Advanced

% Neet

Standard

3 101 35 6 36 6 26 7 1 64 4 3 103 32 61 2 58 1 68

4 125 18 39 2 12 3 52 4 IZ7 38 6 48 8 7 47 61 4

5 127 52 37 M 48 5 I3i 46 6 43 5 84 1 5 S3 4

6 111 69 4 22 5 8 1 30 6 6 114 52 6 36 88 26 47 4
i

7 129 51 2 38 8 10 1 48 8 7 131 603 30 5 84 08 39 7

8 96 46 9 43 8 83 1 S3 1 8 101 52 5 38 6 69 2 47 5

Science Social Studies

Number % Below % % % % Meet Numher % Below % % % % Meet

Grade Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard
Grade Tested Basic Basic Prcficient Advanced Standard

3 111 77 5 20 7 18 22 5
3 HI 82 18 16

4 129 69 24 8 3 1 3 1 31
4 129 62 8 32 6 39 08 37 2

5 137 72 3 24 1 22 1 5 27 7
5 137 70 8 26 3 2 2 07 29 2

6 123 83 7 13 24 a 8 16 3
6 123 75 6 21 1 24 08 24 4

H
m

' 7 167 73 1 24 18 1 2 26 9 7 166 83 1 16 3 06 16 9

o
m
TI

i

X

'o
ro
o hrtp u\\ww mjscschools com/tracks/lestscorcs/pact'2004/sliow district pact <?core5cfin''lD=1310 9/S/2004

co
CJ

A.
CO

_k

co



7J
m
o
o
CO
CO
CO
CO
CO

o
m

CO

co
_*

CO
I

o
o
o

m
x

'o
to
o
(0
VI

©

Allendale

116 78 4 19 8 0 9 09 216

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

English/Language A-ts

%
Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Profcient Advanced Standard

All 5tudents

Male

Female

Whtse

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Pre,

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals 13

101

51

50

98

12

89

101

2

99

88

35 6

41 2

30

36 6 26 7

27 5 29 4

46 24

35 7 37 8 25 5

66 7

315

j3 3

37 1 30 3

35 6 36 6 26 7

35 4 37 4 26 3

36 4

30 6

39 S 23 9

15 4 46 2

1 1

77

64 4

58 8

70

64 3

33 3

68 5

64 4

64 6

63 6

69 2

113 78 8 17 7 18

Mathematics

<y

Number Below %

Page 2 of 1

1 8 21 2

% Meet

Tested

103

52

50

1

99

Basic

32

32 7

32

%

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non. migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

14

89

103

2

101

89

Full Pay Meals 14

61 2 5 8

57 7 9 6

64 2

33 3 59 6 6 L

714

25 8

32

28 6

66 3 6 7

61 2 58

32 7 60 4 5 9

32 6

28 6

629 34

50 21 4

1 1

1 1

68

67 3

68

66 7

28 6

74 2

68

67 3

67 4

714

httpmvwu, myscschoo!3com/tiacks/te5tscores'pact/2004/show district pact score cfnVMD-l 310 9'8/2004
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Science

Number

Tested

in

58

c2

1

107

All Students

Male

Female

white

African

American

Asian/Pacific

is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

brritcd Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 4

22

89

'11

2

109

94

17

Belo*
Basic

77 5

79 3

75

% % % % fleet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

20 7

17 2

25

1 8

34

76 6 215 19

95 5

73

45

24 7 22

77 5 20 7 1 8

77 1 211 I 8

79 8

64 7

19 1

29 4

1 1

59

22 5

20 7

25

23 4

4 5

27

Z2 5

22 9

20 2

35 3

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disaoled

Migrant

Non migr-uit

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

English/Language Ar.s

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

125 48

53 54 7

71 43 7

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Stendard All Students

39 2 12 8 52 Male

321 13 2 45 3 Female

43 7 12 7 56 3

Pa&e 3 of I

Social Studies

%
Number

Tested

U'

Below

Basic

82

82 8

80 8

o/0 o/„ % Vo Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

58

52

1

107

22

89

111

2

109

94

17

18

17 2

19 2

83 2 16 8

95 5

78 7

82

4 5

21 3

18

82 6 17 4

87 2

52 9

12 8

47 1

18

17 2

192

168

45

21 3

13

17 4

12 6

47 1

Mathematics

%
Below

Basic

127 38 6

55

71

Number

Tested

40

36 6

<y„ % "o % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

48 8 7 4 7 61 4

45 5 9 1 5 5 60

50 7 8 5 4 2 63 4

hnp//w^^nvmyscschooUcom/tracks,tesbcorcs/pBct/2004/show district pact tcoro cfrn'lD-niO 9/8/2004
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White

African
Amencan

Asui/Paafic

[5

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disablec

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Pro

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Ail Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

120 46 3 39 2 12 5

76 9 ^54 77

44 6 42 13 4

48 39 2 12 3

48 39 2 12 6

514 40 2 64

27 8 33 3 38 9

SI 7

23 1

55 4

52

52

<8 6

72 2

13

112

125

125

107

IB

Science

Number

Tested

129

57

71

3

124

%

Below

Basic

69

68 4

69

% % "a V,, Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

16

'13

24 8

26 3

23 9

3 1

1 8

42

68 5 25 3 2

87 5

66 4

12 5

26 5 3 5

3 1

35

78

3 2

35

31

316

31

315

12 5

33 6

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Nan LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay viesls

122

15

112

127

127

109

18

39 3 47 5 8 2

40 53 3 6 7

38 4 47 3 89

38 6 48 8 7

38 6 48 8 7

40 4 50 5 5 5

27 8 33 3 ?7 8

social Studies

49

54

4 7

4 7

37

11 1

Page 4 of I

60 7

60

616

614

61 4

59 6

72 2

Njmber

Tested

129

57

71

3

124

Below
Basic

62 8

66 7

59 2

o/o % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Stardard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

16

113

32 6

28 1

36 6

3 9

3 5

42

62 9 32 3 4

68 8

61 9

31 3

32 7 44

08

18

08

09

37 2

33 3

40 8

37 1

31 3

38 1

http//\\wv, myscschooUu>m/ttack5/testscores/pact/2004/show district pjU scores cfnVIDH 310 9/8-2004
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Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Nan LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 5

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

I imitPd Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

129

129

111

ie

69 24 8 3 1 3 1

69 248 3 l

712 27 18

556 HI 111

3 1

22 2

31 Non migran

Limited Eng

Prof

31 Non LEP

28 8

Subsidized
Meals

44 4 Full Pay Me<

English/Language Arts

/a

Number Below % % % % Meet
Tasted Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

127

62

65

2

121

1

3

23

104

'27

126

52

S8 1

46 2

37 11

323 9 7

415 12 3

52 9 37 2 °9

87

44 2

52

13

42 3 13 5

37 11

516 37 j 111

48

41 9

53 8

47 1

'17

Full Pay Meals 10

53

40

37 6 94

30 30

13

55 8

48

48 4

47

60

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific

is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

125

129

111

62 8 32 6 39 0 3

62 8 32 6 39 OB

56 7 30 6 1 8 0 9

38 9 44 4 16 7

Page 5 of 11

37 2

37 2

33 3

61 1

Mathematics

Numbe

Tested

131

Below

Basic

46 6

53 8

39 4

Basic Proficient Advanced
% Meet

Standard

53 4

46 2

60 6
65

66

2

125

1

3

27

104

131

1

130

120

11

4/ 2

74 1

39 4

43 5 84

35 4 92

51 5 76

44 72

25 9

48 1 10 6

46 6 43 5 84

46 2 43 8 8 5

46 7

45 5

45

27 3

7 5

18 2

15

1 5

15

1 6

19

1 5

1 5

08

9 1

52 8

25 9

60 6

53 4

53 8

53 3

545

hitp//www myscschools com/track!>/testscore.s,/pact/2004/sho\v distnct pact scores ctm'ID-1310 9/8/2004
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Science

Number

Tested

137

68

69

2

131

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

L mlted Eng
Prof

Non L£P

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 6

33

104

137

1

136

125

12

%

Below

Basic

72 3

76 5

68 1

% <"0 »>o % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

24 1

17 6

30 4

22

29

Id

73 3 24 4 2 3

93 9

65 4

72 3

6 1

29 8 7 9

24 1 2 2

72 1 24 3 2 2

72 8

66 7

24

25

24

1 5

29

1 9

1 5

1 5

08

83

27 7

23 5

319

26 7

6 1

34 6

27 7

27 9

27 2

33 3

Page6 nfII

Social Studies

%

Number Below % % % "•*Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard
i37 70 B 26 3 2 2 0 7 29 2
68 70 6 26 5 1 S 15 29 4

69 71 26 1 2 9 29

2

All Students

Male

Female

white

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanl

Am

Indian/Wason

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full =ay Meals

131

1

3

33

104

137

1

136

125

12

718 275 08

93 9 6 1

63 5 32 7 2 9

70 8 26 3 2 2

70 G 26 S 2 2

72 8 24 8 2 4

50 41 7

fvathematics

1

07

07

83

28 2

6 1

33 5

29 2

29 4

27 2

SO

All Students

Male

Female

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

111 69 4

52 80 8

59 S9 3

% % % % Meet
Ba>tc Proficient Advanced Standard

22 S 8 1 30 6

154 3 8 19 2

2B8 119 40 7

All Students

Male

Female

Number

Tested

114

55

59

%

Below

Basic

52 6

61 8

44 1

% % % °/e Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

36 8 8 2 6 47 4

34 5 3 6 38 2

37 3 13 6 5 1 55 9

htip//wwwinyscschoolscoin/tracks/testscores./pact/2004/show district pact scores crm',lD=»1310 9/3-2004
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Allendale Page 1 of I

White 4 White c

AM-an

American

African

106 71 7 21 7 66 28 3 American 109 55 349 73 28 45

Asian/Padfic
Ic

Asian/Pacific

Is
1*

Hispanic 1 Hispanic 1

Am
Am

lnd>an/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 16 100 Disabled 18 83 3 16 7 16 7

No" Disabled 95 6*2 26 3 95 35 8 Not Disabled 96 46 9 39 6 10 4 3 1 S3 1

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 111 69 4 22 5 8 1 30 6 Non migrant il4 52 6 36 8 8 2 6 47 4

Limited Eng
Proc

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 111 69 4 22 5 81 30 6 Non LEP 114 52 6 36 8 8 26 47 4

Subsidizeo

Meals 97 7 1 2' 6 7 2 28 9

Subsidized

Meals 101 52 5 35 6 89 3 47 5

Full Pay Meals 14 57 1 28 6 14 3 42 9 Full Pay Meals 13 53 8 38 5 7 7 46 2

Science Sooal Studies

% %

Number Below % % °fe % Meet Number Below % % % % M

Tested Basic 8astc Proficient Advancec Standard Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced S an

All Students 123 83 7 13 24 03 16 3 All Students 123 75 6 ?1 1 24 08 24 4

Male 62 88 7 97 1 6 11 3 Male 62 82 3 17 7 17 7

FenaJe 61 78 7 16 4 33 1 6 21 3 Female 61 68 9 24 6 49 16 31 1

White 4 White 4

African African

American lie 8S6 a 2 5 08 14 4 American 118 77 1 195 2 5 0 8 22 9

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific

Is Is

Hispanic i Hispanic 1

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 25 96 4 4 Disabled 25 92 8 8

Not Disabled 98 80 6 15 3 31 I 19 4 Not Disabled 98 71 4 24 5 3 1 1 286

Migrant Migrant

http //www myscscJiools com/tracks/tcstscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cim?ID=l310 9/8-2004
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Allendale

Non migrant 123 83 7

Limited Eng
Prof

13 24

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

cull Pay Meals

Grade 7

123

10B

15

83 7 13 2 4

85 2 i2 19

73 3 20 6 7

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below %

Tested Basic

512 38 8

54 9 4 2

48 7 37 2

08

08

09

%

16 3

16 3

14 8

26 7

% Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Fenale

White

African

Amcn«in

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alsskan

Disabled

Nat Disabled

Migrant

Nan migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

i29

51

78

7

119

6

123

129

1

128

109

20

10 1

3 9

14 1

52 1 37 8 10 1

48 8 40 7 10 6

512 38 6 10 1

50 B 39 1 10 2

54 1

35

33 5

40

73

25

48 8

45 1

51 3

47 9

51 2

48 8

49 2

459

65

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

123

123

'08

'S

75 6 21 I 2 4

75 6 21 1 2 4

76 9 19 4 28

66 7 33 3

08

08

09

Page 8 ot

24 4

24 4

23 1

33 3

Mathematics

%

Number Below
Tested Basic

% °/o % % Meer
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

131

54

77

7

121

10

121

131

1

130

111

20

60 3

59 3

61

30 5 84

37 19

26 13

63 6 28 1 7 4

90

57 9

10

322 9 1

60 3 30 S 8 4

60

64

40

308 8 5

288 72

40 15

08

19

06

08

08

08

39 7

40 7

39

3o4

10

42 1

39 7

40

36

60

http//wwv. myscschools com/tracks/testscores,'paci/2004/show distnct pact scores cfnn''ID-l 310 9/8/2004
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Allendale

Science

Number

Tested

167

82

82

7

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

AEian/Pacifir
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited fcng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 8

154

43

124

167

1

166

42

25

Below

Basic

73 1

75 6

69 5

% % °m % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

76

100

63 7

24

22

26 8

18

1 2

24

22 1 06

32 3 2 4

73 l 24 18

73 5 23 5 18

76 8

52

21 1

40

1 4

4

12

12

12

13

1 6

1 2

07

4

26 9

24 4

30 5

24

36 3

26 9

26 5

23 2

48

All Student

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

lndtan/Alas<an

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Nan migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

English/Language Arts

%

Numbe Below

Tested Basic

96 46 9

44 54 5

32 40 4

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

43 8 8 3 1 53 1 All Students

40 9 4 5 45 5 Male

46 2 115 19 59 6 Female

Page 9 of II

Social Studies

Vo
Number

Tested

Below

Basic

83 1

82 7

82 9

% o/e % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

16 3

17 3

15"

06

12

16 9

17 3

17 1

166

81

82

7

153 85 6 13 7 07 14 4

41

125

166

1

165

141

25

95 1

79 2

49

20 08

49

20 8

15 983 1 16 3 05

83

85 8

68

Mathematics

Number

Tested

101

47

54

Below

Basic

52 S

57 4

48 l

16 4

13 5

32

06

07

17

14 2

32

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

38 6 6 9 2 47 5
31 9 10 6 42 6
444 37 3 7 519

http//www myscschoolsconi/tracks/tcsUCores/pact/2004/bhow district pact scores ctm MD-1310 9/S/2004
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Allendale
Page 10of 11

White 5 White 5

African Afncan

American 89 49 4 415 79 1 1 50 6 Amencan 94 54 3 37 2 64 2 1 45 7

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific

is Is

Hispanic 2 Hispanic 2

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 3 Disabled 7

Not Disabled 93 45 2 45 2 86 1 I 548 Not Disabled 94 50 40 4 74 2 1 SO

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant S6 46 9 43 8 83 1 S3 I Non migrant 101 52 5 38 6 69 2 47 5

Limited Eng Limited Erg

Prof 1 Prof 1

Non LEP 9S 46 3 44 2 84 1 I 53 7 Non LEP 100 52 39 7 2 48

Subsidized Subsidized

Meals 79 50 6 41 8 63 1 3 49 4 Meals 83 53 37 3 7 2 24 47

Full Pay Meals 17 29 4 52 9 17 6 70 6 Full Pay Meals 18 SO 44 4 S6 50

Science Social Studies

Number

°o

Below % % °^ %Mect Number

•70

Below % 5i> % %M

Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Star

All students 116 78 4 19 8 09 09 21 6 All Students 1L3 78 8 17 7 18 1 8 21 2

Male 58 81 19 19 Male 55 78 2 18 2 36 21 E

Female 58 75 9 20 7 1 7 1 7 24 1 Female 58 79 3 17 2 34 20 7

V/hite 5 White 5

African

American i09 79 8 18 3 09 09 20 2

African

American 106 83 14 2 19 09 17

Asian/Pacvic

Is

Hispanic

Asian/Pacific

Is

2 Hispanic 2

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 22 100 Disabled 21 90 5 9 5 9 5

Not Disabled 94 73 4 24 5 I 1 1 1 26 6 Not Disabled 92 76 1 19 6 2 2 22 239

Migrant Migrant

http//www myscschoolscom/lrjcks/testscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cfrn'ID-1310 9/8/2004
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Allendale

Non migrant 116 78 4 19 8 09 09 21 6 Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof 1

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 115 78 3 20 0 9 09 21 7 Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals 97 79 4 18 6 1 1 20 6

Subsidizec

Meals

Full Pay Meals 19 73 7 26 3 26 3 Full Pay Mea

11-

t<2

95

Page 11 of 11

78 8 17 7 18 18 212

78 6 179 18 1 8 21 4

81 1 168 2 1 18 9

66 7 22 2 111 33 3

Back to 2_QQ4_EACT Reflpxt

LtODj
Legal Info 02001 ZCC* South Care ins Sta t Department o' Education
AlFothertrademarks are the property of their respective holders

| Web Sue Tutorial | SiteJdw ILink To Us | M.yS£Gav.com 1Other Unlcc ISDE WfeAoblW | SJDO/iLHfilC I W^AMj-OOln I
This page genera ec <n Wed Seotemrer 08 20C4 at 10 S3 15AM from server we302

a Bobby,

Tins page
is B3bby Approved

http //www mjstschools com/tracks, testscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cfirVID-1310 9/5/2004
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Allendale
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/ v-,So
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* I tee WtSSITCS I HEl» I SCSAPI1

w^^^^i—wri'n,~T"""irl&epartn,a'>t of Education --_ „ __ „

1/ HOMEroOEW~FINAHcl ^TEBT SCORBtff^ftEPOWTS.. & DOVWUtMQg^ 3WTE BOABI&,

South Carolin

r -°a_r:

2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Allendale Elementary - Allendale

Located On this oaoe IS the PACT score data for AllenduleElementary

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

cngltsh/Langiiags Arcs

%

Mumber Below

Tested Basic

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Stucents

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskat

Disabled

Not Disabled

68

38

30

66

8

60

35 3

42 1

26 7

36 8 27 9

316 26 3

43 3 30

34 8 37 9 27 3

31 7 36 7 31 7

54 7

57 9

73 3

65 2

6S3

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Page 1of 6

[return to mam PACT RefiflTLcaflfil
usiumia-niaitLMeaojls. P&£LB.eac£LEfl&ej

Page Generated
n 26 25

Wed September OE 20D4

Mathematics

%
Number Below
Tested Basic

30 4

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

62 3 58

64 1 77

14 69 6

71 8

66 7

69

39

30

67

S

60

28 2

33 3 60 33

31 3 61 2 6

23 3 68 3 6 7

33

15 68 7

1 7 76 7

http//www m>scschoolscom/tracks/tcstscare';/pnct/2004/s,how school pact scores ctnVID=0301004 9/8/2004
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Allendale

Migrant

Non migrant 68

Limited Eng,
Prof 2

Non LEP 66

Subsidized
Meals 65

Full Pay Meals 3

35 3 36 8 27 9

34 8 37 9 27 3

36 9 36 9 26 2

%

Science

64 7

6S2

63 1

Migrant

Non migrant 69

Limited Eng
Prof 2

Non LEP 67

Subsidized

Meals 66

Full Pay Meals 3

Page 2 of t

30 4 62 3 5 8 14 69 6

31 3 61 7 6 15 68 7

30 3 63 6 4 5 15 69 /

Social Studies

%

Number 8elow % % % %Meet
Tested Basic Basic Profident Advanced Standard

15°

12 8

20

Number Belorv % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

24 6 All Students 69 8* 1 15 9

20 S Male 39 87 2 L2 8

30 Female

White

30 80 20

25 4

African

American

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

67

2

9

85 1 14 9

28 3 Not Disabled 60 817 18 3

24 6

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

69

2

84 1 15 9

25 4 Non LEP 67 85 1 14 9

24 2

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

66

3

87 9 12 1

All Students 69 75 4 23 2 ' A

Mae 39 79 5 17 9 26

Female 30 70 30

White

African

American 67 74 6 23 9 15

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hisoanic 2

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 9

Not Disabled 60 71 7 26 7 1 7

Migrant

Non migrant 69 75 t- 23 2 14

Limited Eng,
Prof 2

Non L;P 67 74 6 23 9 15

Subsidized

Meals 66 75 8 22 7 15

Full Pay Meals 3

Grade 4

http'/www myscschoolsconv'tracks/testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cftrriD=0:t01004

14 9

18 3

15 9

14 9

12 1

9/8/2004



73
m

O
o

co
oo
CD
en

o
m H

TI
i

HI
X

1
o

—i O
CO (D

o
0>

o

Allendale

English/Language Arts

%

Number Betaw % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

47 3

36 4

56 1

All Students 74 S2 7 39 2 8 1

Male 33 63 6 27 3 9 1

Female 41 43 9 48 8 73

White I

African

Amencan 72 52 0 38 9 83

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic 1

Am

Indian'Alaskan

Disabled 8

Not Disabled 66 50 40 9 9 1

Mlgra rt

Non migrant 74 52 7 39 2 3 1

Limited L-n9
Prof

Non LEP 74 52 7 39 2 81

Subsidized

Meals 7' 52 1 40 6 7

Full Pay Meals 3

Science

47 2

50

47 3

47 3

47 9

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

%
Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Profcient Advanced Standard

75 74 7 227 13 13 25 3
34 70 6 29 4 29 4
41 78 17 2 4 2 4 22

1

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific

73 74 23 3 14 14 26

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacfic

Page 3 of 6

Mathematics

%
Number Below % % % % *•«
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard
74 419 50 4 1 4 1 58 1
33 45 5 45 5 6 1 3 S4 5
41 39 53 7 24 4 9 61

1

72 43 1 48 6 4 2 4 2

8

56 424 485 4 5 4 5

74 41 9 50 4 1 4 1 58 1

74 419 50 4 1

71 42 3 50 7 4 2

3

Social Studies

Number Below % »(, % °o Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard
75 68 28 2 7 13 32
34 76 5 20 6 2 9 23 5
41 61 34 1 49 39

1

73 68 5 27 4 2 7

4 1

28

14

56 9

57 6

58 1

57 7

31 5

http //www .nyscscrioolsvomytracksftesiscores/pac^OCW/show school pact scores cfm'>ir>0301004 9'8'2004
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Allendale
Page 4 ot c"

Is Is

Hispanic t Hispanic l

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 9 Disabled 9

Not Disabled 66 71 2 25 8 1 5 15 28 8 Not Disabled 66 65 2 30 3 3 1 5 34 8

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 75 74 7 22 7 1 3 1 3 25 3 Non mig ant 75 68 28 27 1 3 32

Limited Eng
Prof

Limited Cng
Prof

Non LEP 75 74 7 22 7 1 3 1 3 25 3 Non LEP 75 68 28 27 1 3 32

Subsidized
Meals 72 75 23 6 1 4 25

Subsidized
Meals 72 68 29 2 1 4 1 4 31 9

Full Pay Meals 3 Full Pay Meals 3

Grade 5

All Students

Mai"

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 20

Not Disabled 71

Migrant

English/Language Arr<:

%
Number Below % % % % Meet-
Tested Basic Basic Profcient Advanced Standard

91

45

45

87

1

3

60 4

67 4

53 3

33 6 6

30 1 2 2

35 6 111

60 9 32 2 6 9

90

52 I

10

394 85

39 6

32 6

46 7

39 1

10

47 9

Mathematics

%

Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students 92 56 5 33 7 7 6

Male 47 66 23 4 8 5

Female 45 46 7 44 4 6 7

White

African
American 88 56 8 34 1 6 8

Asian/Pacific

IS 1

Hispanic 3

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 21 76 2 23 8
NotDisabled 71 50 7 36 6 9 9 2 8

Migrant

22

2 1

22

23

43 5

34

53 3

43 2

23 8

49 3

http'/www myscschools com/tracks/teslscores/pacL'2004/show school pact scores cfm?ID=0301004 9/B'2004
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Allendale
Page 5 of6

Non migrant 91 60 4 33 6 6 39 6 Non migrant 92 56 5 33 7 7 6 1 I «tj 3

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof l Prof 1

Non LEP 90 60 33 3 67 40 Non LEP 91 56 34 1 7 7 2 2 44

Subsidized
Meals 81 63 33 3 3 7 37

Subsidized
Meals 82 585 34 ] 6 1 12 41 5

Fjll Pay Meals 10 40 30 30 60 Full Pay Meals 10 40 30 20 10 60

Science
Social Studies

Number

Tested

%

Below,

Basic

%

Basic

%

Proflclen Aovanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

% V
Basic Profioent

%

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students 92 77 2 20 7 I 1 1 1 22 8 All Students 92 73 9 25 l l 26 l

Male 46 848 10 9 72 2 2 15 2 Male 46 76 I 21 7 22 23 9

Female 46 69 6 30 4 30 4 Female 46 71 7 28 3 28 3

White White

African

American 88 77 3 21 6 1 1 22 7

African

American 88 73 9 26 1 26 1

Astan/Decific
Is

Hisparlc

1

Asian/Pacific

Is I

3 Hispanic 3

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 21 95 2 46 48 Disabled 21 95 2 4 8 4 8

Not Disabled 71 71 8 25 4 14 L 4 28 2 Not Disabled 71 67 6 31 14 32 4

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 92 77 2 20 7 1 1 1 1 22 8 Non migrant 92 73 9 25 1 1 26 1

Limited Erg Llmltec Eng

Prof 1 Prof 1

Non LEP 91 76 9 20 9 1 1 1 1 23 1 Non LEP 91 73 b 25 3 11 26 4

Subsidized

Meals 82 78 20 7 12 22

Subsidized

Meals 82 76 8 23 2 23 2

Full Pay Meals 10 70 20 10 30 Full Pay Meals 10 50 40 10 50

if no data is shown above there could be several reasons

I ti ere were ns studerts .vho too< PACT tests at tnis sctiooi in anysubjects for t gl»«n jraie

Imp "wwwinyscschoolstoin/lracks'fcstscorcs/pact/2004/show school pact scons cfm71D=030l 004 9/8'2004
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Allendale Page 6of6

2 Tnere were net enough students *ho oo< P«CT te»ts at tnic school in agiven grade or subject to display an,- statistical Infer natkn about those students
3 Thora was no data glvan about this tcnool

Back to 2£fi4_EACJ_eepgrt

legal Info £2001 7034 Sourt Caro ma Sla e Department of Education
All other trademarks are the proserty of their respective holders
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my .schookcom
I SIGN UP I COftIMI YOUR ACCOUNTI
I BOe W6BWT68 I HELP 11CRWII

South Carotin
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Allendale-Fairfax Middle - Allendale

Located on this page is the PACT score data for Allendale-Fairfax Middle

Scores by Demographic

Grade 6

English/Language Arts

Number

Tested

%
Below

3asic
%

3aslc Profit

All Students 111 69 4 22 5 81

Male 52 80 8 15 4 38

Female 59 59 3 28 8 11 9

White 4

African

American 106 71 7 21 7 66

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic 1

Am

indian/Alaskan

Disabled 16 100

Not Disabled 95 64 2 26 3 95

30 6

19 2

40 7

28 3

35 8

All Students

Mdle

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am
indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Page 1of 6

[relJlxn^rixrlfi.lnJ>^clAellaIiaag£,
lreiuxnjsurtair«jytead.aie pact Repots page.

Page Generated
10 53 30

wed Soctember 08 2004

Mathematics

%

Number

Tested

114

55

59

4

109

18

96

Below
Basic

52 6

61 8

44 1

55

83 3

46 9

% % o/o % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

47 436

34 5

37 3

88

36

13 6

349 7 3

167

39 6 10 4

26

5 1

28

3 1

38 2

55 9

45

16 7

53 1

htrp//wwwm>si.schoolsconi/tracks.iesiscores/paci/200'l/show school pact scores i,mi''ID-030!008 9/8*2004
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Page 2 of 6

Mioratt
Migrant

Non migrant m 69 4 22 S 81 30 6 Non migrant 114 52 6 36 8 8 26 47 4

Limited Eng
Prof

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP ill 69 4 225 8 1 30 6 Non LEP 114 52 6 36 8 8 26 47 4

Subsidized
Meals 97 71 1 21 6 72 28 9

Subsidized

Meals 101 52 5 35 6 89 3 47 5

Full Pay Meals 14 57 1 28 6 14 3 42 9 Full Pay Meals i3 53 8 38 5 77 46 2

Science Social Studies

% %

Numbpr Below % % % •"o Meet Number Below % % % % Meet

Tested Basic 8asic Proficient Advanced Standard Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students 123 83 7 13 2 4 08 16 3 All Students 123 75 6 21 1 7 4 0 8 24 A

Male 62 88 7 97 16 11 3 Male 62 82 3 17 7 17 7

Female 61 78 7 164 3 3 1 6 21 3 Female 61 68 9 24 6 49 16 31 1

White 4 White 4

African

Amencan 118 85 6 11 2 5 08 14 4

African

Amencan 118 77 1 19 5 2 5 08 22 9

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic 1

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 25 96 4 4 Disabled 25 92 8 8

Not Disabled 98 80 6 153 3 1 I 19 4 Not Disabled 98 714 245 3 1 1 28 6

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 123 83 7 13 24 OB 16 3 Non migrant 123 75 6 21 1 24 08 24 4

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof Prof

Ncn LEP 123 33 7 13 24 08 16 3 Non LEP 123 75 6 21 1 24 08 24 4

Subs dized
Meals 08 85 ? 12 19 09 14 8

Subsidized

Meals 108 76 9 194 2 8 09 23 1

Full Pay Meals '5 73 3 20 6 7 26 7 Full Pay Meals 15 66 7 33 3 33 3

o
m
T|

i

-i
Grade 7

m

X
1

CO
1
o

CO

00
1

©
©
en
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English/Language Arts Ma hematics

Number

Tested

Below

Basic Basic Proficient

%

Advanced

°o Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

Vo

Below

Basic Basic Profioent Advanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students 129 51 2 38 8 10 1 48 8 All Student 131 503 305 84 08 39 7

Male 51 549 41 2 39 45 1 Male 54 59 3 37 19 1 9 40 7

Female 78 48 7 37 2 14 1 51 3 Female 77 61 26 13 39

White 7 White 7

African

Amencan 119 52 1 37 8 10 1 17 9

African

American .21 63 6 28 1 74 08 36 4

Asian/Pacific
Is

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic 3 Hispanic 3

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 6 Disabled 10 90 10 10

Not Disabled 123 48 8 40 7 10 6 51 2 Not Disabled 121 57 9 32 2 9 1 08 42 1

Migrant "- Migrant

Non migrant 129 51 2 38 8 10 1 48 8 Non migrant 131 60 3 30 5 84 08 39 7

Limited Eng
Prof 1

Limited Eng
Prof 1

Non LEP 128 50 8 39 1 10 2 49 2 Non LEP 130 60 30 8 8 5 08 40

Subsidized

Meals 109 54 1 38 5 73 45 9

Subsidized

Meals 111 64 288 7 2 36

Kill Pay Meals 20 35 40 25 65 Full Pay Meals 20 40 40 15 5 60

Science Social Studies

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic

% %

Basic Proficient

3/o

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

-o

Below

Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

% Moot

Standard

All Students 167 73 1 24 18 12 26 9 All Students 166 83 1 16 3 06 16 9

Male 92 75 6 22 1 2 I 2 24 4 Male Bl 82 7 17 3 17 3

Female 82 69 5 26 8 24 1 2 30 5 Female 82 82 9 15 9 12 17 1

White 7 White 7

o
m
•n

African

American 154 76 22 1 06 1 3 24

African

American 1S3 85 6 13 7 0 7 14 4

H
m
X

t

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific

co
CO

CO

i

o

O
to
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Is

Hispanic

Am

!ndian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

43

124

167

100

63 7 32 3 2 4

73 1 24 18

16

12

36 3

26 9

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

*1

12S

166

95 1 «9

79 2 20

83 1 16 3

08

06

Page 4 of6

4 9

20 8

16 9

Limited tng

°rof l

umneo cng

Prof 1

Non LEP 166 73 5 235 1 8 12 26 5 Non LEP 165 83 16 4 06 17

Subsidized
r4eals 142 76 a 2*1 14 07 23 2

Subsidized
Meals 141 85 8 13 5 0 7 14 2

=ull Pay Meals 25 52 40 4 4 48 Full Pay Meals 25 68 32 32

Grade 8

FnglKh/Languag e Arts Mathematics

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Numher

Tested

%

Below

Basic

°/3

Basic Proficient

%

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students 96 46 9 438 83 1 53 I All Stuoents 101 57 5 386 69 2 47 5

Male 44 54 5 409 4 5 45 5 Male 47 57 4 31 9 10 6 42 6

Female £2 40 4 46 2 115 1 9 59 6 Female 54 48 1 44 4 37 37 519

White 5 White 5

Arrlcan

American 89 49 4 41 6 79 1 1 50 6

African

Amencan 94 54 3 37 2 64 2 1 45 7

Astan/Paci ic

IS

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic 2 Hisoanlc 2

Am

Indian/Alaskan
Am

Indian/Alaskan

OisaDled 3 Disabled 7

Not Disabled 93 45 2 45 2 86 1 1 54 3 Not Disabled 94 50 40 4 74 21 50

m
H
m

Migrant Migrant
T|

i X
i

i

CO
i
o

CO
_»

oo

O

03

http '/www myscschools com/tracks/tcstscorcs/paa/2004/show school pact scores cini'ID-OiOl008 9/8/2004
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Allendale

Non migrant 96 46 9 43 8 8 3 1 S3 1
Umiteo Eng
Prof 1

Non LEP 95 45 3 44 2 8 4 11 53 7

Subsid zed
Meals 79 50 5 41 8 6 3 13 49 4

Full PayMeals 17 29 4 52 9 17 6 70 6

Science

%

Number Below % % °b % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

aji students lie

Male 58

Female 58

White 5

African
Amencan 109

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic 2

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 22

Not Disabled 94

Migrant

Non migrant 116

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

1

115

97

Full Pay Meals 19

78 4 1Q 8 0 9

81 19

75 9 20 7 I 7

79 8 18 3 0 9

100

73 4 24 5 1 1

78 4 19 8 0 9

78 3 20 0 9

79 4 18 6 1

73 7 26 o

09

1 7

0 9

1 1

09

09

1

216

19

24 l

20 2

26 6

21 5

217

20 6

26 3

Non migrant

Umited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidred

Meals

Full Pay Meals

101

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacifi
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

100

83

-8

Social Studies

%

Number Below
Tested

113

55

58

5

106

21

92

113

1

112

95

18

52 5 38 6 6 9

52

53

50

39 7

37 3 72

44 4 5 6

2

24

Page 5 ot 6

47 5

48

47

50

Basic

78 8

78 2

79 3

qt V, >/0 % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced standard

212

83

90 5

76 1

17 7 1 6 18

18 2 3 6

17 2 34

142 19

9 5

19 6 22

09

78 8 17 7 18

22

18

18

11 1

78 6 179 18

81 1

66 7

168 2 1

22 2

21 8

20 7

17

95

23 9

212

214

18 9

33 3

V no i*\t> * shown ebeve there could be everal reasons

1 There werenostudents ivho took 'ACT tests ot thisschool inany subjects for a Giver grade

http //www myscschools com/trackstestscorcsrpact/2004/show school pact scote=ctm>lD=Q30l008 9/8 2004
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2 There were no enough students who took pact tests a this school i agiven 9aseo SLbjec o cispiav an/ statistical information about ihose students
3 There was no data given about this school
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Fairfax Elementary - Allendale

Located on this page is the PACT score data for Fairfax Elementary

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/A'aslcar

Disabled

Not Disabled

English/Language Arts

Number

Tested

33

13

20

I

32

4

29

%

Below

Basic

36 4

38 5

35

% % % % Meet

3aslc Proficient Advanced Standard

364

15 4

50

2* 2

38 5

15

3

77

63 6

615

65

37 5 37 5 219 3 1 62 5

31 37 9 27 6 34 69

[riturfl. to main PACT Report paoel
U«unLts-malnJ^iieiicu)ls_PACT_p,fipoj mss'

Page Generated
10 53 52

Wed, September 08, 200"

Mathematics

Number

Tested

34

13

20

1

%

Below

Basic

35 3

46 2

30

% a/3 % o/0 Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced standard

58 8

38 5

70

59

15 4

64 7

53 8

70

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

32 37 5 56 3 63 62 5

5

29 31 62 1 6 9 69

http 'www myscschools com/lracks tcstscores'pacl2004/show, school piu scores cfm''ID=0301006 9/8,2004
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Allendale

33

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

H&oanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 4

33

23

10

Science

Numoer

Tested

42

19

i.2

1

40

13

29

42

42

28

14

36 4 36 4 24 2

36 4 36 4 24 2 3

34 8 47 3 17 4

40 '0 40 10

63 6

63 6

65 2

60

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

30

34

23

11

35 3 58 8 5 9

35 3 58 8 5 9

39 1

27 3

60 9

54 5 18 2

Page 2 of 6

64 7

64 7

609

72 7

%
Below

Basic

81

78 9

818

Social Studies

Number Below % % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

80

92 3

75 9

81

81

89 3

643

% "a % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced StandardStandar i Tested

19 All Students 42

21 1 Male 19

18 2 Female 22

White I

20

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

10

77 Disabled 13

24 1 Not Disabled

Migrant

29

19 Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

42

19 Non LEP 42

10 7

Subsidized

Meals 28

35 7 Full Pay Meals 14

16 7

158

18 2

^4

5 3

175 2 5

77

20 7 34

167 24

167 24

10 7

28 6 7 1

Basic

78 6

73 7

81 8

80

21 4

26 3

18 2

20

92 3 7 7

72 4 27 6

78 6 214

78 6 214

85 7 14 3

64 3 35 7

214

26 3

18 2

20

7 7

27 6

21 4

21 4

14 3

35 7

http//www m>scschoolscoiTi/tiacks/testscore5'pact/2004/sho\v school pact scores cfin°ID=0301OOfi 9/S/2004
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All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Pro

Non LEP

Subsidized

Heals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific

English/Language Arts

Number

Tested

51

20

30

2

48

%

Belo/v

Baste

41 2

40

43 3

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

39 2 1° 6 S8 8

40 20 60

36 7 20 56 7

417 39 6 18 8

46 37 43 5 19 6

51 41 2 39 2 19 6

51

36

IS

Science

412 39 2 t9 6

50 38 9 111

20 40 40

58 3

63

58 8

58 8

SO

80

Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Profioent Advanced Standard
54 61 1 27 8 5 6 5 6 38 9

23 65 2 217 43 8 7 34 8

30 56 7 33 3 6 7 3 3 43 3

2

51 60 8 27 5 5 9 59 39 2

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Mathematics

%

Number
Tested

53

22

30

2

50

7

46

53

53

33

15

Below

Basic

34

31 8

33 3

34

32 6

34

34

36 8

26 7

Social Studies

So

Number

Tested

54

23

30

2

Page 3 of6

3yfe % % % Mcek
Basic Proflcent Advanced Standa d

45 3 15 1 5 7 66

45 5 13 6 9 1 68 2

46 7 16 7 3 3 66 7

46 14

45 7 15 2 6 5

45 3 15 1 5 7

45 3 15 1

50 7 9

33 3 33 3

57

53

67

66

67 4

56

66

63 2

73 3

Below
Basic

55 6

52 2

56 7

o/0 o/, o/, m, Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

389 5 6

39 1 8 7

40 3 3

444

47 8

43 3

51 54 9 39 2 5 9 45 1

http r/www myscschooli, coni/trackSrtestst.orcs.'pact/2004/show school pact scores clm7lD=0301006 9/S.2004
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Allendale

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 7

Not Disabled 47 59 6 27 7 64

Migrant

Non migrant 54 61 1 27 8 56

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 54 61 1 27 8 56

Subsidizec
Meals 39 64 1 33 3 2 6

Full Pay Meals 15 53 3 13 3 13 3

Grade 5

64

56

56

20

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 7

40 4 Not Disabled

Migrant

47

38 9 Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

54

38 9 Non LEP 54

35 9

Subsidized
Meals 39

46 7 Full Pay Meals IS

57 4 36 2 64

55 6 38 9 5 6

55 6 369 56

64 1 33 3 2 6

33 3 53 3 13 3

Mathematics

"h

Number

Tested

39

Page 4 of6

42 6

44 4

44 4

35 9

66 7

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

36 30 6 47 2

313 37 5

30 55

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Below
Basic

23 1

22 2

23 8

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

76 966 7

66 7

66 7

10 3

11 1

95

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

16

20

2

34 32 4 SO

22 2

31 3

15

17 6

27 . 48 5 24 2

69 4

68 8

70

67 6

72 7

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Aslen/Pocific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

18

21

2

37

6

33

74 3 67 6 8 1

15 2 72 7 12 1

hup//wws myscschools conVtrack5/t65t5Core5/pacv2004/show school pact scores cfm'>lD-0301006

77 8

76 2

75 7

84 8
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Non migrant 36 30 6 <•! 2 22 2

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 36 30 6 ^7 2 22 2

Subsidized

Meals 36 30 6 47 2 22 2

Full Pay Meals

69 4

69 4

69 4

Science

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific

IS

Hispanic

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Mlg ant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals 2

%

Number Belo* % % °o
Testec Basic Basic Pro*icient Advanced

62 2 31 1 4 4 2 2

59 1 318 4 5 4 S

65 2 30 4 4 3

45

22

23

43

12

33

45

45

43

65 1 30 2 4 7

91 7

SI 5

83

394 6 1

62 2 31 1 4 4

62 2

62 8

31 1 44

302 4 7

3

22

22

23

% Meet

Standard

37 8

40 9

34 B

34 9

83

48 5

37 8

37 8

37 2

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

SubbttJized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Mete

Female

White

African
Amencan

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

39

39

38

l

Social Studies

%

Number Below
Tested Basic

45

22

23

2

43

12

33

45

45

43

2

23 1 66 7 10 3

23 66 7 10 3

21 1 68 4 10 5

Pige 5 ot 6

76 9

76 9

78 9

Basic Profioent Advanced

64 4 28 9 6 7

59 1 36 4 4 5

69 6 21 7 8 7

% Mee!.
Standard

35 6

40 9

30 4

67 4 30 2 2 3

917

54 5

83

364 9 1

64 4 28 9 6 7

64 4 28 9 6 7

6S 1 27 9 7

32 6

83

45 5

35 6

35 6

34 9

it no data Is shown above there coulc be several reasons

t There were no students whotook PACT tests at this school in any subjects for t Qlv«n grade

rmp/Avw\vrn)scschools com/tracks/ testscorcs'pact/20Q4/show school pact scores clm'>lD=0301006 9/8'2004
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Allendale Page 6 of 6

2 There we e notenough studentj '/ho oolc ?ACT tests at thisschool ina given grade orsjbject to display anys atisticBl irtor-natton about thosestudents
3 There uas no data given about his jciocl
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Dillon 2

it!y:i?sdiools;cpm
South Carolina'**

i tltON UP 1100IH I TOOK ACCOUNT I
j|iaotvroBsiTesiHei*i8CRAPH ^S&aE

apartment of Education
Er(«ffto^t'80«^[ EDUOATpHti^ STUB
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By District

Dillon 2

Located on this page Is the PACT score data for Dillon 2

All Student Scores by Grade

English/Language Arts

„,,..-./J-SfuliCcXtCS

Page 1 of 11

r-?
defendants

EXHIBIT'•*£• w-

iijlii
f3»^1«-

[return ffloft oaoe I
Irelum '" fflU" Pllkin 2 PACT-RenoiLlBflej

Page Generated
10 54 14

Wed, September 08, 2004

Mathematics

Number % Below
Number

Grade Tested

% Below %
Basic

31 3

39 8

416

34 4

37 2

38 5

%

Basic

39

28 4

22 6

17 6

30 7

Basic

16

36 9

37

516

47 9

51 4

Profioent

43 8

22 6

19 8

11 4

13 8

89

%

Advanced

9

07

1 6

26

1

1 2

% Meet

Standard

84

63 1

63

48 4

52 1

48 6

%Neet

Standard

53 2

418

34 6

319

39 7

Grade Tested Basic

13 I

36 1

36 6

30 8

54 1

54 7

Basic

49 1

36 8

41 5

44

36 9

35 9

%
Proficient

27

177

13 8

19

55

69

%

Advanced

10 7

94

8 1

62

3 4

24

°/t> Meet
Standard

869

639

634

69 2

45 9

45 3

3

4

5

6

7

8

288

274

243

273

290

247

Science

Number

Grade Tested

295

275

243

273

290

% Below

Baste

46 8

58 2

65 4

68 1

603

%
Proficient

12 5

62

7

10 3

59

%

Advanced

17

73

49

4

3 1

289

277

246

273

290

245

Social Studies

Number % Below

Grade Tested Basic

37 9

43 6

617

56 4

57 8

3

4

5

6

7

293

275

243

273

289

Basic

%
Proficient

512 75

40 4 116

28 4 58

34 8 44

33 6 55

http //www myscschools com/tracks/testscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cfm?ID-1690

% <*> Meet
Advanced Standard

3 4 62 I

4 4 56 4

4 1 38 3

4 4 43 6

3 1 42 2
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Page 2 of U

8 247 713 267 12 08 28 7 8 247 599 328 4 9 24 40 I

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

English/Language Arts
Mathematics

0/.

Number

Tested

/o

Below

Basic

%

Basic

%

Proficient Advanced

%Maet

Standard

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

% %
Baste Proficient

%

Advanced
"% Me

Stand

All Students

Mate

Female

white

288

143

145

81

16

20 3

11 7

11 1

31 3

33 6

29

14 8

43 8

37 I

50 3

59 3

9

91

9

14 8

84

79 7

8B3

88 9

All Students

Male

Female

White

289

144

145

81

13 1

IB1

33

36

49 1 27

48 6 24 3

49 7 29 7

35 8 38 3

10 7

9

124

17 3

86 9

81 9

917

914

African

American 190 17 4 36 3 38 9 74 82 6

African

American 191 15 2 55 5 215 79 84 8

Asian/Pacific
1

Asian/Pacific
is 1

la

Hispanic 9
Hispanic 9

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

7

33

255

45 5

12 2

33 3

31

12 1

47 6

9 1

9

54 5

87 8

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

7

34

255

412

94

29 4 20 6

518 27 8

88

11

5B8

90 6

Migrant

Non migrant 288 16 313 43 8 9 84

Migrant

Non migrant 289 13 1 49 1 27 10 7 66 9

Limited Eng

Prof

Non LEP

7

281 15 3 313 44 1 93 84 7

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

7

282 13 1 49 6 26 2 11 8S9

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

242

46

17 8

65

34 7

13

40 9

58 7

66

217

82 2

93 S

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

243

46

14

87

53 5 23

26 1 47 8

95

17 4

86

913

http //www myscschools com/iracks/testscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cfm?ID-1690 9/8/2004
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Dillon 2

Science

Number

Tested

295

149

146

81

195

1

9

9

39

256

295

7

288

249

46

%
Below

Basic

46 8

47

46 6

32 1

% % % % Meet

Basic Profident Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

white

African
Amencan

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 4

39

40 3

37 7

34 6

12 5

94

IS 8

28 4

52 3 40 7 2

64 1 25 6 5 1

44 141 13 7

46 8 39 12 5

47 2 38 2 12 8

17

34

49

05

5 1

12

1 7

17

514 37 3 10 8 0 4

21 7 47 8 21 7 8 7

English/Language Arts

53 2

53

53 4

67 9

47 7

35 9

55 9

53 2

52 8

48 6

78 3

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

All Students 274 36 9

Male 146 42 6

Female 126 30 2

% % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

39 8 22 6 0 7 63 1

38 5 18 9 57 4

41 3 27 16 69 8

Page3 of 11

Social Studies

%

Number

Tested

o/« % % % Meet

Basic Profident Advanced Standard

512 75 3 4 62 1

43 5 75 4 1 55 I

58 9 7 5 2 7 69 2

58 16 6 2 80 2

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Aslan/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

293

'47

146

81

19t

1

9

8

38

255

293

7

286

247

46

Be tow

Basic

37 9

44 9

30 8

19 8

45 9 47 9 36

68 4

33 3

23 7 79

553 7 5

37 9 51 2 7 5

38 5 51 7

41 3 51 6 5

19 6 52 2 13

2 6

39

34

3 5

12

152

54 1

31 6

66 7

62 1

61 S

58 7

80 4

Mathematics

oa

Number

Tested

Below

Basic Basic Profident

% % Meet
Advanced Standard

Ail Students 277 36 I 36 8 17 7 9 4 63 9

Male 150 41 3 34 IS 3 9 3 58 7

Female 127 29 9 40 2 20 5 9 4 70 1

http //www myscschoolsconi/UackSitestscorcs/pact/2004/show district pact scores cfm''ir>*1690 /20049/^
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Dillon 2

66

193

2

4

9

24

250

274

5

269

234

40

Science

Number

Tested

275

148

127

67

193

2

A

9

25

250

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng

Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

AslBn/Paofic
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

18 2 31 8 50

44 40 9 14

62 5 25 12 5

34 4 41 2 23 6 0 8

36 9 39 6 22 6 0 7

37 2 39 4 22 7 0 7

40 6 40 2 18 8 0 4

15 37 5 45 2 5

818

56

37 5

65 6

63 I

62 8

59 4

85

%

Below

Basic

58 2

60 1

55 9

37 3

% % % % Meet
8asic Proficient Advanced Standard

28 4

27 7

29 1

37 3

62

S4

7 1

75

64 8 26 4 5 7

68

S7 2

32

28 6 8

73

68

79

17 9

3 1

418

39 9

44 1

62 7

35 2

32

42 8

White

AFncan

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng

Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

67

194

2

5

9

26

251

277

6

271

237

40

Page4 of 11

19 4 37 3 23 9 19 4 80 6

41 8 36 6 16 5 52 58 2

65 4 23 1 77 3 8 34 6

33 I 38 2 18 7 10 66 9

36 1 36 8 17 7 9 4 63 9

36 2 37 3 17 7 8 9 63 8

38 B 37 6 17 3 6 3 612

20 32 5 20 27 5 80

Social Studies

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

% % % % Meet.
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

40 4 116 4 4 56 4

40 5 8 8 3 4 52 7

40 2 15 5 5 60 6
35 8 22 4 10 4

All Students 275

Male 148

Female 127

White 67

African

American 193

Asian/Pacific

Is 2

Hispanic 4

Am

Indian/Alaskan 9

Disabled 25

Not Disabled 250

Migrant

43 6

47 3

39 4

313

49 2 41 5 67

56

42 4

36

40 8

8

12

26

48

6B 7

50 8

44

57 6

htlp//www myscschools com/tracks/tcstscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cfm'UD=l 690 9/^/2004
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Dillon 2

Non migrant 275

Limited Eng,
Prof 5

Non LEP 270

Subsidized
Meals 235

Full Pay Meals 40

Grade 5

58 2 28 4 6 2

58 5 28 5 5 9

63 27 2 5 1

30 35 12 5

Page 5 of 11

73 41 8 Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

27S

5

43 6 40 4 11 6 44 56 4

7 41 5 Non LEP 270 44 1 40 4 11 1 44 55 9

47 37

Subsidised

Meals 235 47 2 40 9 98 21 52 B

22 5 70 Full Pay Meals 40 22 5 37 5 22 5 17 5 77 5

English/Language Arts Mathematics

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

%

Basic

%

Profident

%

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

va

Below

Basic Basic

%

Proficient

%
Advancec

%M

Stan

Alt Students 243 37 416 19 8 16 63 All Students 246 36 6 41 5 13 8 8 1 63 4

Male 134 48 5 34 3 15 7 15 SI 5 Male 134 37 3 42 S 10 4 9 7 62 7

Female 109 22 9 50 5 24 8 18 77 1 Female 112 35 7 40 2 17 9 63 64 3

White 63 17 5 39 7 39 7 32 82 5 White 63 15 9 44 4 19 20 6 34 1

African

American 168 44 41 1 13 7 12 56

African

American 169 43 8 40 2 13 3 56 2

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic 2 Hispanic 4

Am

Indian/Alaskan 10 40 60 60

Am

Indian/Alaskan 10 30 50 20 70

Disabled 14 85 7 14 3 14 3 Disabled 15 73 3 20 67 26 7

Nat Disabled 229 34 I 43 2 21 17 65 9 Not Disabled 231 34 2 42 9 14 3 87 65 8

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 243 37 416 19 8 16 63 Non migrant 246 36 6 41 5 13 8 8 1 63 4

Limited Eng
Prof 1

Limited Eng
Prof 3

Non LEP 242 37 2 41 3 19 8 17 62 8 Non LEP 243 36 2 41 6 14 B 2 63 8

Subsidized

Meals 206 39 3 43 2 16 5 1 60 7
Subsidized

Meals 209 40 7 416 12 5 7 59 3

Full Pay Meals 37 24 3 32 4 37 8 54 75 7 Full Pay Meals 37 13 5 40 5 24 3 216 86 5

http//www myscschools corn/tracks/te3tscores/pact/2004/shovv district pact scorescfm'?rD=1690 9/8/2004
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Science Social Studies

Number Below % % % %Meet Number

7b

Below % % % Vc M«

Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard Tested Baste Basic Proficient Advanced Stanc

All Students 243 65 4 22 6 7 49 346 AH Students 243 61 7 284 58 4 1 38 3

Male 134 67 2 20 9 75 45 32 8 Male 134 64 9 27 6 3 45 35 1

Female 109 63 3 24 8 64 55 36 7 Female 109 57 8 29 4 92 37 42 2

White 63 42 9 28 6 14 3 14 3 57 1 White 63 42 9 36 5 12 7 79 57 1

African Afncan

American 168 73 2 20 2 48 18 26 8 American 168 67 9 26 2 3 3 32 1

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Asian/Pacific
(s

2 Hispanic 2

Am

Indian/Alaskan 10 80 20 20

Am

Indian/Alaskan 10 70 20 10 30

Disabled 14 92 9 7 1 7 1 Disabled 14 100

Not Disabled 229 63 8 23 6 74 52 36 2 Not Disabled 229 59 4 30 1 6 1 44 40 6

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 243 65 4 22 6 7 49 34 6 Non migrant 243 61 7 28 4 58 4 1 38 3

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof 1 Prof 1

Non LEP 242 65 7 22 3 7 5 34 3 Non LEP 242 61 6 26 5 58 4 1 33 4

Subsidized

Meats 206 69 4 22 3 58 24 30 6

Subsidized

Meals 205 65 28 2 49 19 35

Full Pay Meals 37 43 2 24 3 13 5 18 9 56 8 Pull Pay Meals 37 43 2 29 7 10 8 16 2 55 8

Grade 6

All Students

Male

Female

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

273 51 6

135 57

138 46 4

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

34 4 Li 4 2 5 48 4 All Students

30 4 119 0 7 43 Male

38 4 10 9 4 3 53 6 Female

Mathematics

Number

Tested

273

135

138

Below

Basic

30 8

34 8

26 B

http //www myicschools coin/tracks/testscorcs/pact/2004/show district pact scores cfin''ID= 1690

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

44

39 3

48 6

19

22 2

15 9

62

37

87

69 2

65 2

73 2

9/9/2004
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White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

13 2

Hispanic 3

Am

Indian/Alaskan 3

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

85

180

9

264

273

4

269

230

Full Pay Meats 43

44 7 32 9 17 6 4 7

54 4 35 6 8 9 11

50 4 35 2 117 2 7

516 34 4 114 2 6

517 34 6 115 2 2

56 1 34 3 7 8 17

27 9 34 9 30 2 7

55 3

45 6

49 6

48 4

48 3

43 9

721

Science

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

Vo % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Stucents

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

273

135

138

85

180

2

3

3

9

264

68 1

64 4

71 7

55 3

17 6 10 3

17 8 14 I

174 65

20 15 3

73 9 167 78

4

37

43

94

17

67 4 ' 17 8 10 6 4 2

319

356

28 3

44 7

26 1

32 6

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan 3

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng

Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

85

180

2

3

9

264

273

4

269

230

30 6 31 8 22 4 15 3

30 6 50 17 8 17

Page 7 of 11

69 4

69 4

Full Pay Meals 43

30 7 43 9 18 9

30 8 44 19

312 43 9 19

33 45 7 17 4

18 6 34 9 27 9

64

6 2

59

3 9

18 6

09 3

69 2

68 8

67

81 4

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan 3

Disabled 9

Not Disabled 264

Migrant

Social Studies

Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Stancard

273

135

138

85

180

2

3

56 4

57 8

55 1

518

348 4 4

34 1 52

35 5 36

32 9 82

57 2 37 2 2 2

56 1 34 8 4 5

44

3

58

7 1

33

4 S

43 6

42 2

44 9

482

42 8

43 9

http //www myscschools com/tracta/tcstscores/pacl/2004/show distnct pact scores cftn?lD~1690 9/8/2004
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Dillon 2

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

273

4

269

230

Full Pay Meals 43

Grade 7

68 1 17 6 10 3 4 319

68 4 17 S 10 4 1 316

72 2 17 4 83 2 2 27 8

46 5 18 6 20 9 14 53 5

Non migrant 273

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

4

269

230

Full Pay Meals 43

56 4 34 B 4 4

56 1 35 3 4 1

59 6 35 2 3

39 5 32 6 116

44

4 5

2 2

16 3

Page 8 of'1

43 6

43 9

40 4

60 5

English/Language Arts Mathematics

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

%

Baste Proficient Advanced

%Meet
Standard

Number

Tested

-/9

Below

Basic

%

Basic

%

Proficient

Vo % Meet
Advanced Standard

All Students 290 47 9 37 2 13 8 1 52 1 All Students 290 54 1 36 9 55 3 1 45 9

Male 151 55 6 31 8 11 3 13 44 4 Male 15' 59 6 29 1 6 53 40 4

Female 139 39 6 43 2 16 5 07 60 4 Female 139 48 2 45 3 5 14 51 8

White 81 33 3 40 7 23 5 25 667 White 81 33 3 46 9 11 1 86 66 7

African

American 198 53 35 9 10 6 05 47

African

American 198 61 6 33 3 35 I 5 3B4

Aslsn/Paciflc
Is 1

Asian/Pacific
Is 1

Hispanic 4 Hispanic 4

Am

Ind an/Alaskan 6

Am

Indian/Alaskan 6

Disabled IS 93 3 67 67 Disabled 15 33 3 67 6 7

Not Disabled 275 45 5 3B9 14 5 1 1 54 5 Not Disabled 275 52 38 5 58 36 48

Migrant

Non m(grant 290 47 9 37 2 13 8 1 52 t

Migrant

Non migrant 290 54 I 36 9 55 34 45 9

Limited Eng
Pro'

Non LEP

4

286 47 6 37 4 14 1 52 4

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

4

285 54 2 36 7 56 35 45 8

Subsidized

Meals 241 548 36 1 87 04 45 2

Subsidized

Meals 241 59 8 34 4 3 7 2 1 40 2

Full Pay Meals 49 14 3 42 9 38 8 4 1 85 7 Full Pay Meels 49 26 5 49 14 3 10 2 73 5

http //www myscschools OMTi/ttadcs/testscorcs/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores cfm7ID=1690 9/8V2004
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Dillon 2

Science

Number
Tested

290

151

139

El

198

1

4

6

15

275

290

4

286

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 8

241

49

Below

Basic

60 3

60 9

59 7

40 7

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

30 7

27 8

33 8

39 5

59

66

5

99

67 2 27 8 4 5

93 3 6 7

58 5 32 6 2

60 3 30? 59

60 1 30 8 5 9

3 I

46

14

99

05

3 3

3 1

3 1

66 4 27 8 S 0 8

30 6 44 9 10 2 14 3

39 7

39 I

40 3

59 3

32 8

6 7

41 5

39 7

39 9

33 6

69 4

English/Language Arte

Page 9 of 11

Social Studies

% o/o % % Meet
Basic Profident Advanced Standard

33 6 55 3 1 42 2

29 8 6 5 3 411

377 5 1 0 7 43 5

44 4 12 3 6 2 63

Number

Tested

289

151

138

81

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eig
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

197

1

4

6

15

274

289

4

285

240

49

3elow
Basic

57 8

589

56 5

37

66

867

56 2

28 9 3

13 3

34 7 58

S7 8 33 6 5 5

58 2 33 5 6

64 2 308 33

26 S 46 9 16 3

3 3

3 1

3 2

17

10 2

34

13 3

43 8

42 2

41 8

35 8

73 5

All Students

Male

Female

Number

Tested

247

118

129

Below

Basic

514

568

46 5

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

38 5 8 9 12 48 6 All Students

37 3 51 0B 43 2 Male

39 5 12 4 16 53 5 Female

Mathematics

Number Below

Tested Basic

245 54 7

117 60 7

123 49 2

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

3S 9 6 9 2 4 45 3

31 6 6 17 39 3

39 8 7 8 3 1 50 8

http //www myscschools com/tracks/testsco.es/paa/2004/show distnct pact scores cfin'?ID-1690 9/8/2004
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White 63

Afncan

American 173

Asian/Pacific
Is 1

Hispanic 6

Am

Indian/Alaskan 4

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng

Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

14

233

247

5

242

207

Full Pay Meals 40

33 3 50 8 15 9

56 6 34 7 6 9

100

48 5 40 8 9 4

514 38 5 8 9

50 8 38 8 9 1

56 37 2 6 3

27 5 45 22 5

17

13

1 2

12

05

5

667

43 4

SI 5

48 6

49 2

44

72 5

Saence

Number

Tested

247

120

127

64

172

1

6

4

14

233

%

Below
Basic

71 3

73 3

69 3

65 6

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific
ts

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

26 7

23 3

29 9

29 7

72 1 26 7

12

25

47

100

69 5 28 3 13

08

08

0B

12

09

28 7

26 7

30 7

34 4

27 9

30 5

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is 1

Hispanic 6

Am

Indian/Alaskan 4

62

172

Page 10of 11

35 5 53 2 97 16 64 5

61 31 4 47 29 39

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

13

232

245

5

240

205

Full Pay Meals 40

92 3 7 7 7 7

52 6 37 5 7 3 2 6 47 4

547 35 969 24 45 3

54 2 36 7 6 7 2 5 45 8

60 32 7 5 4 2 40

27 5 52 5 15 5 72 5

Social Studies

%

Below

Basic

Number

Tested

247

118

129

62

174

1

6

4

14

233

59 9

60 2

59 7

46 8

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

32 8

29 7

35 7

43 5

49

68

3 1

8 I

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

63 8 29 9 3 4

24

34

16

I 6

29

40 1

39 8

403

53 2

36 2

92 9

57 9

7 1

34 3 52 26

7 1

42 1

http //www myscschools com/tracks/tcstscores/pact/2004/show distnct pact scores c&n'>lD'=l690 9/S/2004
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Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

247

5

242

207

Full Pay Meals 40

71 3 267 1 2

70 7 27 3 1 2

72 26 1 1 4

67 5 30

08

08

OS

25

28 7 Non migrant 247
Limited Eng
Prof 5

2g 3 Non-LEP 242

Subsicized
28 Meals 207

32 5 Full Pay Meals 40

59 9 32 8 4 9

59 5 33 1 5

55 2 29 5 39

32 5 50 10

UsaLiiTin 137001 2004 South Catoline State Department.or""»«""
AHotner trademarks ere the property oftheir respective holders
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25

1 4

7 5

Page 11 of 11

40 1

40 5

34 8

67 5
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

East Elementary - Dillon 2

Located on this page Is the PACT score data for East Elementary

Scores by Demographic

tatiirxLtfl
[retutiuQ.main I

Pagel of 3

Page Generated
10 54 44

Wed September 08 2004

Grade 3

Engllsh/Languag e Arts Mathematics

% %

Number Below % % % % Meet Number Below % % % % Meet

Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Ail Students 135 119 29 6 48 l 10 4 88 1 All Students 135 11 I 45 9 2B9 14 1 88 9

Male 68 14 7 29 4 44 1 118 85 3 Male 68 13 2 45 6 26 5 14 7 86 8

Female 67 9 29 9 52 2 9 91 Female 67 9 46 3 313 13 4 91

White 60 67 IB 3 61 7 13 3 93 3 White 60 8 3 33 3 36 7 217 917

African African

American 64 14 1 34 4 42 2 94 85 9 Amencan 64 14 I 56 3 219 78 85 9

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific
Is 1 Is 1

Hispanic 8 Hispanic 8

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan 2 Indian/Alaskan 2

o
m

Disabled 13 23 1 53 8 15 4 7 7 76 9 Disabled 13 38 5 30 8 23 1 77 61 S

H Not Disabled 122 10 7 27 516 10 7 89 3 Not Disabled 122 82 47 5 29 5 14 8 918

CO

m

CO

CO

o

©
10

httpy/wwwmyscschools cora/tracks/tLStscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores crrn7lD=l702007 1 9/^/2004
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Migrant

Non migrant 135 119 29 6 48 1 10 4 88 1

Migrant

Non migrant 135 11 1 45 9 28 9 14 1 889

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

6

129 10 1 29 5 49 6 10 9 89 9

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

6

129 10 9 46 S 27 9 14 7 89 1

Subsidized
Meals 101 14 9 36 6 40 6 79 85 1

Subsidized

Meals 101 119 54 5 20 8 12 9 88 1

Full Pay Meals 34 29 8 8 70 6 17 6 97 1 Full Pay Meals 34 8B 20 6 52 9 17 6 91 2

Social Studies
Science

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic Basic Proficient
%

Advanced

% Meet
Standard

73

64 3All Students 137 48 2 35 13 9 29 SI 8 All Students 137 27 54 12 4 6 6

Male 70 44 3 414 86 57 55 7 Male 70 35 7 42 9 12 9 86

Female 67 52 2 28 4 19 4 47 8 Female 67 17 9 65 7 119 4 5 82 1

White 60 317 40 21 7 67 68 3 White 60 16 7 58 3 18 3 6 7 83 3

African

Amencan 65 60 308 92 40

African

American 65 35 4 508 62 77 64 6

Asian/Pacific
Is I

Asian/Pacific
Is I

Hispanic 8
Hispanic 3

Am

Indian/Alaskan 3

Am
Indlan/Aiaskar 3

40

77Disabled 15 60 33 3 67 40 Disabled 15 60 33 3 6 7

Not Disabled 122 46 7 35 2 15 6 25 53 3 Not Disabled 12Z 23 56 6 13 1 7 4

Migrant

Non migrant 137 48 2 35 13 9 29 518

Migrant

Non migrant 137 27 54 12 4 66 73

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

6

131 48 9 33 6 14 5 3 1 51 1

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

6

131 27 5 54 2 11 5 69 72 5

Subsidized

Meals 103 56 3 31 1 11 7 1 43 7

Subsidized

Meals 103 33 52 4 12 6 19 67

912
Full Pay Meals 34 23 5 47 1 20 6 88 76 5 Full Pay Meals 34 88 58 8 118 20 6

D 11 no aata Is mown above there could be several reasons
m H
T| m

1
CO
CO

to

X
1
©
rO
O
to
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1 Therewere no stucents who took PACT tests at this school In any subjects for a given grade
2 There ware not enough studenu who took PAa tests at th.s school in agiven grade or subject to display any statistical inJorniaUon about those students
3 There was no data given about this school

BocJcb
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Gordon Elementary - Dillon 2

Located on this page is the PACT score data for Gordon Elementary

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific
It

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

LtToi8tJ>irivB
,_ ^ 8TATE„BOARfta.r

CtetUTl tP maln PACT Report naqeJ
tratucn ttunain Wml EAST Retwrt oagoj

Page Generated
10 55 25

Wed September OB 2001

Mathematics

Number Below

Tested Basic

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Mate

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

http//www mysc5choolscom/iracks/testscores/pact/2004yshow school pact scores cfTTVID=» 1702009 9/S;/2004
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Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Science

Number

Tested

l

1

All students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 4

h

Below

Basic

% % °/o % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Social Studies

%
Number Below
Tested Basic

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
IS

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

httpy/www myswchools coiTi/tracks/testseoreypact/2004/show school pact scores cfm')lD=l702009

Page 2 of 7

% Vo % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

9/^/2004
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Dillon 2 Page 3 of 7

English/Language Arts Mathematics

Number
Tested

%

Below

Basic

%

Basic

%
Proficient

%

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

% %

Basic Proficient

%
Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Alt Students 274 36 9 39 8 22 6 07 63 I All Students 277 36 I 36 8 17 7 94 63 9

Male 148 42 6 38 5 18 9 57 4 Male 150 413 34 15 3 93 58 7

Temale 126 30 2 41 3 27 16 69 8 Female 127 29 9 40 2 20 5 94 70 1

White 66 18 2 31 B 50 818 White 67 19 4 37 3 23 9 19 4 80 6

African

American 193 44 40 9 14 1 56

African

American 194 41 e 36 6 16 5 52 58 2

Asian/Pacific
Is 2

Asian/Pacific

Is 2

Hispanic 4 Hispanic S

Am

Indian/Alaskan 9

Am

Indian/Alaskan 9

Disabled 24 62 5 25 12 5 37 5 Disabled 26 65 4 23 1 77 38 34 6

Not Disabled 2 SO 34 4 41 2 23 6 08 6S6 Not Disabled 251 33 1 38 2 187 10 66 9

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 274 36 9 39 8 22 6 07 63 1 Non migrant 277 36 1 36 8 17 7 94 63 9

Limited Eng,
Prof 5

Limited Eng
Prof 6

Non LEP 269 37 2 39-1 22 7 0 7 62 8 Non LFP 271 36 2 37 3 17 7 89 63 8

Subsidized

Meals 234 40 6 40 2 18 8 04 59 4
Subsidized

Meals 237 38 8 37 6 17 3 63 61 2

Full Pay Meats 40 15 37 5 45 2 5 85 Full Pay Meals 40 20 32 5 20 27 5 80

Science Social Studies

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic

%
Basic

%

Proficient

%

Advanced
% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

%
Below

Basic

%

Basic

%

Proficient

%
Aovanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students 275 58 2 281 62 7 3 41 8 All Students 275 43 6 40 4 116 44 56 4

Male 143 60 1 27 7 54 6 B 39 9 Male 148 47 3 40 5 88 34 52 7

Female 127 55 9 29 1 7 1 79 44 1 Female 127 39 4 40 2 15 55 606

White 67 37 3 37 3 75 17 9 62 7 White 67 31 3 35 3 22 4 10 4 687

African

American 193 64 8 26 4 57 3 1 3S 2

African

American 193 49 2 41 5 67 26 508

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific

http//www myscschoolscotWtracks/testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores crtn'?lD=l702009 9/^/2004
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Dillon 2 Page4 of

Is 2 IS 2

Hispanic 4 Hispanic 4

Am

Indian/Alaskan

(Disabled

9

25 63 32 32

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

9

25 56 36 8 44

Not Disabled 250 57 2 28 68 6 42 8 Not Disabled 250 42 4 40 8 12 48 57 6

Migrant

Non migrant 275 58 2 28 4 62 73 41 8

Migrant

Non migrant 275 43 6 40 4 11 6 44 56 4

Limited Eng
Prof 5

Limited Eng
Prof 5

Non LEP 270 58 5 28 5 59 7 41 5 Non LEP 270 44 1 40 4 11 1 4 4 55 9

Subsidized
Meals 235 63 27 2 5 1 4 7 37

Subsidized
Meals 235 47 2 40 9 98 2 1 52 8

Full Pay Meals 40 30 35 12 5 22 5 70 Full Pay Meals 40 22 5 37 5 22 5 17 5 77 5

Grade 5

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pact flc
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

English/Language Arts

Number

Tested

243

134

109

63

168

10

14

229

%

Below

Basic

37

48 5

22 9

17 5

44

40

85 7

34 1

°/« % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

41 6

34 3

50 5

39 7

19 B

157

24 8

39 7

41 1 13 7

60

14 3

43 2 21

1 6

1 5

18

32

12

17

63

515

77 1

82 5

56

60

14 3

65 9

All Students

Male 134 37 3

Female 112 35 7

White 63 15 9

African

Amencan 169

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic 4

Am

Indian/Alaskan 10 30 50

Disabled IS 73 3 20

Not Olsabled 231 34 2 42 9

Migrant

Mathematics

%

Below

Basic

366

Number

Tested

246

% % % % Meet
Basic Profioent Advanced Standard

41 5

42 5

40 2

44 4

13 8

10 4

17 9

19

81

97

S3

20 6

43 8 40 2 13

63 4

62 7

64 3

84 1

55 2

67

14 3

20

97

70

25 7

65 8

http //www myscschools com/tracks/testscorcs/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm')lD=l702009 9/8./2004
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Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

243

1

242

206

37

Science

Number

Tested

243

134

109

63

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LLP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 6

168

10

14

229

243

1

242

206

37

37 416 19 8 63

37 2 41 3 19 8

16

17

1

54

62 8

60 7

75 7

39 3

24 3

%

Below

Basic

65 4

67 2

63 3

42 9

43 2 16 5

32 4 37 8

v0 % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

22 6 7 4 9 34 6

20 9 7 5 4 5 32 8

24 8 6 4 5 S 36 7

28 6 14 3 14 3 57 1

73 2 20 2 4 B 18 26 8

SO

92 9

63 8

20

7 1

236 74

65 4 22 6 7

65 7 22 3 7

69 4

43 2

223 58

24 3 13 5

52

49

24

18 9

20

7 1

36 2

34 6

34 3

30 6

56 8

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

246

3

243

209

37

36 6 41 S 13 8

36 2 41 6 14

40 7

13 5

41 6 12

40 5 24 3

81

82

57

216

Page 5 of 7

63 4

63 8

59 3

86 5

Social Studies

%

Number BcIovm
Tested Basic

0/, % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Aslan/Paclflc
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

243

134

109

63

168

10

14

229

243

1

242

206

37

617

64 9

57 8

42 9

284 5 8

27 6 3

294 9 2

36 5 12 7

4 1

A 5

37

79

67 9 26 2 3

70

100

59 4

617

20 10

30 I 6 1 4 4

28 4 5 8 4 1

61 6 28 5 58 4 1

1 9

16 2

65

43 2

282 49

29 7 10 8

38 3

35 1

42 2

57 1

32 1

30

40 6

38 3

36 4

35

568

http //www myscschools com/trackatesiscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm'>ID=l702009 9/8/2004
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English/Language Arts

%
Number Below

Tested Basic

% % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

516 34 4 11 4 26 48 4

57 30 4 119 0 7 43

46 4 38 4 10 9 4 3 53 6

44 7 32 9 17 6 4 7 55 3

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

273

135

138

85

180

2

3

3

9

264

273

4

269

230

43

Science

54 4 35 6 8 9

50 4 35 2 117

516 34 4 114

51 7 316 115

56 1

27 9

343 78

34 9 30 2

1 1

27

26

22

17

7

45 6

49 6

48 4

48 3

43 9

72 1

Number Below

Tested Basic

% % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

17 6 10 3 4 319

17 8 14 1 3 7 35 6

L7 4 6 5 4 3 28 3

20 15 3 9 4 44 7

All Students

Male

Female

White

Arrlcan

American

Asian/Pacific

273

135

138

B5

180

68 1

64 4

71 7

55 3

73 9 167 7 8 1 7 26 1

All Students

Male

Female

white

African

American

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals-

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Pacific

Mathematics

%

Below

Basic

308

34 8

26 8

30 6

Page 6 of 7

% % % "/«Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

44

39 3

48 6

31 8

19

22 2

15 9

22 4

30 6 50 17 8

Number

Tested

273

135

138

85

180

2

3

3

9

264

273

4

269

230

43

62

37

87

15 3

1 7

69 2

65 2

73 2

69 4

69 4

30 7 43 9 18 9 6 4 69 3

30 8 44 19 6 2 69 2

31 2 43 9 19

33

18 6

45 7 17 4

34 9 27 9

59

39

18 6

68 8

67

814

Social Studies

%

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

% va % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

273

135

138

85

180

56 4

57 B

55 1

51 8

34 B

34 1

35 5

32 9

44

52

36

8 2

57 2 37 2 2 2

44

3

58

7 1

33

43 6

42 2

44 9

46 2

42 8

http//www myscschoolscom/tracki>testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm7ID=l 702009 9/8f2004
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Dillon 2 Page 7 of 7

Is 2 Is 2

Hispanic 3 Hispanic 3

Am

Indian/Alaskan 3

Am

Indian/ Alaskan 3

Disabled 9 Disabled 9

Not Disabled 264 67 4 17 8 10 6 42 32 6 Not Disabled 264

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 273 68 1 17 6 10 3 4 31 9 Non migrant 273

Limited Eng,
Prof 4

Limited Eng
Prof 4

Non LEP 269 68 4 17 5 10 4 1 31 6 Non LEP 269

Subsidized

Meals 230 72 2 174 83 22 27 8

Subsidized

Meals 230

Full Pay Meals 43 46 5 18 6 20 9 14 53 5 Fuil Pay Meals 43

56 1 34 8 4 5 4 5 43 9

56 4 34 8 4 4 4 4 43 6

56 1 35 3 4 1 4 5 43 9

59 6 35 2 3 2 2 40 4

39 5 32 6 11 6 16 3 60 5

IF no data u shown abcve there could be several reasons

1 There were no studen i v/ho took PACTtests at this school In any subjects lor a (jiveri tirade
2 Tliero were not enough students who took PACT tests at this sctiool In agiven giade or subject todisplay any sta bticoi information about those students
3 There was no data given about this school

L£saLIll£a-®20fli_20Q4. South Carolina State Department ol Educadon
All other trademarks are the property d( their respective holders

| Web Site Tutorial t SJKJUaa I UTJJLlfiJUS | MvSCGov.com | Other Unks | SOE Web Archive | SOEJYobJJsjB IWfbApp laala I
This page generated on Wed September 08 Z0Q4 at 10 5S 26AM from server web02

http //www myscschools ct)rnAraclcs/testscores/pact/2004/shov\ school pact scores cfm9lD=l702009

B^ci5icu20JB.4_i?ACr_Be«Ofj;

This page
Is Bobby Approved

i 9/8/2004



73
m
o
o
CO
CD
CD
CO
CO

n
m
TI

1
m

CO o
CO K>
_Jk o
CD to

I to
o to
o
ho
l\>

Dillon 2 Page I of 6

my schooisicoili
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

J V Martin Junior High - Dillon 2

Located on this page is the PACT score data for J VMartinJunior High

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

English/Language Arts

%
Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

(return to mair PACT SfinaLRfloaJ
IretuoUctmflln.QiaQa2i!ACT Report oaoel

Pago Gonoratad
10 55 <16

Wed September 08 2004

Mathematics

%
Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basle Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

1

1

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/padfic

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Dsabied

http //www myscschools com/tracks/tcstscores/paci/2004/show school pact scores cfm?lD-l 702006 9/8/2004



73
m
O
o
CO
CO
CD
CO
.ts.

D
m

CO
co

o
o
ro
CO

m
X

I
o
hi

o
o
o

Dillon 2

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

Science

Number

Tested

2

2

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American
j

Asian/Pa ciftc
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 7

%
Below

Basic

Vo % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Migrant

Non migrant I

Limited Eng
Pror

Non LEP 1

Subsidized
Meets I

Full Pay Meals

Social Studies

%
Number Below

Tested Basic

AD Students l

Male l

Female

White

African

American l

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 1

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant l

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP 1

Subsidized

Meals l

Full Pay Meals

Page2 of 6

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

http //www myscschools com/traclcs/testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm'lD-l 702006 9/8/2004
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Dillon 2 Page 3 of 6

English/Languag » Arts Mathematics

Number

Tested

Below

Basic Basic

% %

Proficient Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

Below

Basic Basic

%

Proficient

%

Advanced
% Meet
Standard

All Students 290 47 9 37 2 13 8 1 52 1 All Students 290 54 1 36 9 55 34 45 9

Male 151 55 6 31 8 11 3 1 3 44 4 Male 151 59 6 29 1 6 53 40 4

Femala 139 39 6 43 2 16 5 07 60 4 Female 139 48 2 45 3 5 I 4 51 0

White 61 33 3 40 7 23 5 25 65 7 White 8t 33 3 46 9 11 1 86 66 7

African

American 198 53 35 9 10 6 05 47

African
AmerLan 198 61 6 33 3 35 t 5 38 4

A6ian/Pacific
Is 1

Atian/Pacific
Is I

Hispanic 4 Hispanic 4

Am

Indian/Alaskan 6

Am

Indian/Alaskan 6

Disabled 15 93 3 67 67 Disabled 15 93 3 67 67

Not Disabled 275 45 5 38 9 14 5 1 1 54 5 Not Disabled 275 52 38 5 58 36 48

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 290 47 9 37 2 138 1 52 1 Non migrant 290 54 2 36 9 55 34 45 9

Limited Eng,
Prof 4

Limited Eng,
Prof 4

Non LEP 286 47 6 37 4 14 1 52 4 Non LEP 286 54 2 36 7 S6 3 5 45 8

Subsidized

Meals 241 54 8 36 1 87 04 45 2

Subsidized

Meals 241 59 8 34 1 3 7 2 1 40 2

Full Pay Meals 49 14 3 42 9 38 8 4 1 85 7 Full Pay Weals 49 26 5 49 14 3 10 2 73 5

Science Social Studies

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic

%

Basic

% % % Meet
Proficient Advanced Standard

Number
Tested

70

Below

Basic

%

Basic Proficient

%
Advanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students 290 60 3 30 7 59 31 39 7 All Students 2B9 57 8 33 6 55 3 1 42 2

Male IS1 60 9 27 8 6 6 46 39 1 Male 151 58 9 29 8 6 53 41 1

Female 139 59 7 33 8 5 14 40 3 Female 138 56 5 37 7 5 1 07 43 5

White 81 40 7 39 5 99 99 59 3 White 81 37 44 4 12 3 62 63

African

American 198 67 2 27 8 45 OS 32 8

African

American 197 66 28 9 3 2 34

Asian/Pacific Asian/Paaflc

http//w%vw myscschools com/iraclcs/testscores/pact/2004/sho'vv school pact scorescfm7 ID-1702006 9/8/2004
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Dillon:

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 8

1

4

6

15

275

290

4

286

241

49

93 3 6 7 6 7

58 5 32 6 2 3 3 415

60 3 30 7 5 9 3 1 39 7

60 1 308 5 9 3 1 39 9

66 4 27 8 5 0 8 33 6

30 6 44 9 10 2 14 3 69 4

English/Language Arts

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Number

Tested

247

118

129

63

173

1

6

4

14

233

%
Below

Basic

514

56 8

46 5

33 3

% % % % Meet
Basic Profident Advanced Standard

12 48 6

08

16

38 5

37 3

39 5

50 8

89

51

124

159

43 2

53 5

66 7

56 6 34 7 5 9 17 43 4

100

48 5 40 8 94 13 515

1

4

6

15

274

289

4

285

240

49

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

86 7 13 3

56 2 34 7 5 8

57 8 33 6 5 5

58 2 33 56

64 2 30 8 3 3

26 5 46 9 16 3

33

3 1

32

I 7

10 2

Page4 of6

13 3

43 8

42 2

418

35 8

73 5

Mathematics

%

Number

Tested

245

Below

Basic

547

60 7

49 2

35 5

61

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Studenu

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

117

128

62

172

1

6

4

13

232

92 3

52 6

35 9

31 6

39 8

53 2

69

6

78

97

314 4 7

7 7

37 5 73

24

17

3 1

1 6

29

26

45 3

39 3

50 8

64 5

39

77

47 4

http//www myscschools com/tracks'testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm>lD=170200ft 9/8/2004
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Dillon 2 Page5 of 6

Non migrant 247 SL 4 385 89 12 48 6 Non migrant 245 54 7 3S9 69 24 45 3

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof 5 Prof 5

Non LEP 242 50 8 388 9 1 12 49 2 Non LEP 240 54 2 36 7 67 25 45 8

Subsidized Subsidized

Meals 207 56 372 6 3 OS 44 Meals 205 60 32 7 54 2 40

Full Pay Meals 40 27 5 45 22 5 5 72 5 Full Pay Meals 40 27 5 52 5 15 5 72 5

Science Social Studies

Number

%

Below % % % % Meet Number
"/a

Below % % % %Meet

Tested Basic Basic Profi tent Advanced Standard Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students 247 71 3 267 1 2 08 28 7 All Students 247 59 9 32 8 49 24 40 1

Male 120 73 3 233 2 S 08 26 7 Male 118 602 29 7 68 34 39 8

Female 127 69 3 29 9 08 30 7 Female 129 59 7 35 7 3 1 16 40 3

WW e 64 65 6 297 47 34 4 White 62 46 8 43 5 8 1 16 53 2

African African

American 172 72 1 26 7 1 2 ' 27 9 American 174 638 299 34 29 36 2

Asian/Pacific
1

Asian/Pacific
Is I

Hispanic 6 Hispanic 6

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan 4 Indian/Alaskan 4

Disabled 14 100 Disabled 14 92 9 7 1 7 1

Not Disabled 233 69 5 283 13 09 30 5 Not Disabled 233 57 9 34 3 52 26 42 1

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 247 71 3 267 12 08 28 7 Non migrant 247 59 9 32 8 49 24 40 1

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof 5 Prof 5

Non LEP 242 70 7 27 j 12 08 29 3 Non LEP 242 59 5 33 1 5 25 40 5

Subsidized Subsidized

Meals 207 72 26 1 14 05 28 Meals 207 65 2 29 5 39 t 4 34 8

Full Pay Meats 40 67 5 30 25 32 5 Full Pay Meals 40 32 5 50 10 75 67 5

If no data Is shown above there could be several reasons

1 There were no students wtio took pact tests at this school In any subjects for a etveri (jrade

http //www myscschools corrt/lracks/testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm''lD=1702006 9/8/2004
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2 There were not enoufln students who took PAD testsat this school inaoivert grade orsubject tc display anystatistical InfOfmatlon about those students
3 There was no data cjiven about this school
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

South Elementary - Dillon 2

Located on this page is the PACT score data for South Elementary

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

Page I of 3

Ufi&tfilpjralaMCTAepfliLBii9o]
Cieturn lauuUtLPJIlPn tHACXR«prt pajel

Page Generated
10 55 59

Wed September 08 2004

English/languag i Arts Mathematics

Number

Tested

Below

Basic Basic Proficient

To

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

vo

Below

Basic

% %
Basic Proficient

%

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students S5 18 2 218 SO 9 9 1 818 All Students 55 9 1 34 5 418 14 5 90 9

Male 30 30 20 40 10 70 Male 30 16 7 36 7 40 67 83 3

Temale 25 4 24 64 8 96 Female 25 32 44 24 100

White 14 214 7 1 50 214 78 6 White 14 7 1 28 6 57 1 7 1 92 9

African

American 39 15 4 25 6 53 8 5 1 84 6

African

Amencan 39 77 38 5 38 5 15 4 92 3

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan 2

Am

Indian/Alaskan 2

Disabled 9 Disabled 9

o
m
T|

H
m
X

»o

O
o
VI

Not Disabled 46 13 21 7 56 5 87 87 Not Disabled 46 65 37 41 3 15 2 93 5

1
CO
CO

o
o
ro
CO

http //www myscschools com/tracks/tcstscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores chTVJD=t 702008 1 9/8/2004
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Dillon 2

Migrant

Non migrant 55

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP 55

Subsidized

Meats 50

Full Pay Meals 5

Science

Number

Tested

All Students 55

Male 30

Female 25

White 14

African

American 39

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan 2

Disabled 9

Not Disabled 46

Migrant

Non migrant 55

Limited Eng
Prof

Nor LEP 55

Subsidized

Meals 50

Full-Pay Meals 5

18 2 218 50 9 9 1 818

18 2 21 8 50 9 9 1 81 6

20 20 52 8 80

%
Below % % % % Meet
Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

20 52 7 27 3 80

33 3 40 26 7 66 7

4 68 28 96

28 6 7 1 64 3 714

15 4 69 2 15 4

15 2 56 5 28 3

20 52 7 27 3

20 52 7 27 3

22 54 24

84 b

84 6

80

80

78

Jf no data Is shown above there could be several reasons

Migrant

Non migrant 55

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP 55 9 1

Subsidized
Meals 50 10

Full Pay Meals 5

Social Studies

Page 2 of3

9 1 34 5 41 8 14 5 90 9

34 5 41 8 14 5 90 9

32 42 16 90

%

Number Below % % %
Tested Basic Basic Profident Advanced

% Meet

Standard

70 9

66 7

76

78 6

69 2

All Students 55

Male 30

Female 25

White 14

African

American 39

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan 2

Disabled 9

Not Disabled 46

Migrant

Non migrant 55

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 55

Subsidized
Meals 50

Full Pay Meals 5

29 1 63 6 5 5

33 3 63 3 3 3

24 64 8

21 4 57 I 14 3

30 8 66 7 2 6

23 9 69 6 4 3

29 1 63 6 5 5

29 1 63 6 5 5

28 66 4

1 8

4

7 1

22

18

1 8

2

76 1

70 9

70 9

72

http //www myscschools com/tracks/testscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfni7ID-1702008 i 9/8/2004
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1 There were no students whotookPACT tests atthis sthaol In anysubjects for a jlven grade
2 Tiers wera not enough students who toole PACT tests it this school In aalvtn grade or subject to dspiay any Statistical information about those students
3 There was no data given about this school
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Dillon 2
Page 1of 3

my sdioolsicdm
/ ••••. '••-* •'.-'Sbi

' I StOHUP I lAtlM IV0U8 ACCOUNT I
I OE WEBSITES I KELP I SCRAP! I b=sib

it HOHER*OE^L FINANCE
Br*i?»M.gitr|,T™T~ Tiirrrr'iWBcs:

South Carolina^ epartonent of Education

REPORTS SL Pt>WNU>A9^LSTO7

2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Stewart Heights Elementary - Dillon 2

Located on this page is the PACT score data for Stewart Heights Elementary

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

98 20 4 38 8

22 2 48 9

18 9 30 2

% % Vo %Meet
Basic Profident Advanced Standard

45

S3

7

87

3

11

87

33 7

24 4

41 5

20 7 42 5 29 9

72 7

13 8

18 2

Al i 37 9

71

44

94

69

91

69

79 6

77 8

81 1

79 3

27 3

86 2

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

[return to main PACT Rariort oaoel
[rfturn in mam Ptllfff 7 "^ft ft",nort oaoei

Page Generated
10 56 U

Wed September OE 2004

Mathematics

%

Number

Tested

98

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

45

53

7

87

3

11

87

Below

Basic

17 3

24 4

11 3

62 2

62 2

62 3

16 3

11 1

20 8

18 4 63 2 13 8

54 5

12 6

36 4

65 5 18 4

41

22

57

46

9 1

34

62 7

75 6

88 7

81 6

45 5

87 4

http //www myscschools cora/fj-acks/tesLscorcs'pact/2004/show_schc<)ljact_icores cfm^lD" 1702016 9/8/2004
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Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 98 20 4 33 S 33 7 7 L 79 6 Non migrant 98 17 3 62 2 16 3 4 1 B2 7

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof 1 Prof 1

Non LEP 97 206 39 2 33 7 2 79 4 Non L£P 97 17 5 62 9 155 4 1 82 5

Subsidized Subsidized

Meals 91 19 8 40 7 35 2 44 80 2 Meals 91 17 6 648 15 4 22 82 4

Full Pay Meals 7 Full Pay Meals 7

Science Social Studies

°h %

Number

Tested

Below

Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

Bdow
Basic Basic

%

Proficient
%
Advanced

% Meet

Standard

All Students 100 58 3B 3 1 42 All Students 100 57 41 2 43

Male 46 S6S 41 3 22 43 S Male 46 65 2 32 6 22 34 8

Female 54 59 3 35 2 5 6 40 7 Female 54 50 48 1 19 50

White 7 White 7

African

American 89 61 8 348 22 1 1 38 2

African

American 89 59 6 38 2 22 40 4

Asian/Paaric
Is

Hispanic

Asian/Pacific
Is

1 Hispanic 1

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan 3 Indian/Alaskan 3

Disabled 13 76 9 15 4 77 23 1 Disabled 13 846 77 77 15 4

Not Disabled 87 55 2 414 34 44 8 Not Disabled 87 52 9 46 1 1 47 1

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 100 58 38 3 1 Ai Non migrant 100 57 41 2 43

Limited Eng Limited Eng

Prof 1 Prof 1

Non LEP 99 58 6 37 4 3 1 41 4 Non LEP 99 57 6 40 4 2 42 4

Subsidized -^ Subsidized
43

Meals 93 60 2 366 3 2 39 8 Meals 93 57 41 9 1 1

Full Pay Meals 7 Full Pay Meals 7

If no data is shown above there could b< several reasons 1

o •4
m m
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i
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CO

o
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1 There were no students who took PACT tests at tnis school in air subjects for a given grade

2 There were not enough students v.ho too* PACT tests at this schoolIna oiver crade or subject to displayany s atlstltal information about tltose students
3 There wes no Oats given obout tnis school

Page 3 of3
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mysschoolsiccjm
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V homb'paob'̂ L finance""^'

l' | SKiN UP I LOCtM I TOUK ACCOUNT I

I SDI WEBSITES I KELP I SCRAP Ii

epartment of Education

5 dC&tA%$%i «Sa«hTnS Still

2004 PACT Test Scores - By District

Florence 4

Located on this page is the PACT sco e da^a 'or Florence 4

All Student Scores by Grade

,*jsrvnxn*K3t.

Paye 1 of 11

DEFENDANT'S
EXHIBIT"-

352Q- -

[rgtyrn to main PACT Reap/t paoej
[C'l-'tm-if "lt'n f'nrence 4 PACT Reoorj aaoej

Pago Genera ed
10 56 35

Wed September 08 20X»

Snglish/La nguage Arts Mathematics

Number

Grade "ested

% Below

Basic

%
Basic

%

P oficlent

%

Advanced

% Meet
Standard

Number

Grade Tested

% Belcvs

Basic

%

Basic

%

Proficient

Vc

Advanced

% Meet

Standard

3 73 24 7 34 2 33 4 27 75 3 3 75 32 54 7 10 7 27 68

4 80 58 8 35 5 13 41 3 4 84 58 3 34 5 7 1 41 7

5 81 2° 6 59 3 11 I 70 4 5 82 40 2 46 3 7 3 6 1 59 8

6 65 43 1 4' 5 15* 569 6 67 14 9 49 3 25 4 104 85 1

7 70 4i4 41 4 17 1 58 6 7 70 48 6 34 3 14 3 29 5' 4

8 71 48 6 SO 14 51 4 8 74 54 1 43 2 1 4 14 45 9

Science Social Studies

Number % Below % % % % Meet Number % Below % % % % Meet

Grade Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard Grade Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

3 82 65 9 29 3 40 34 1
3 80 47 5 41 3 10 13 52 5

4 86 80 2 17 4 23 19 8
4 85 69 4 27 1 35 30 6

5 94 76 6 18 1 43 1 l 23 4
5 95 61 1 33 7 4 2 1 1 3S9

6 73 61 6 32 9 55 38 4
6 74 66 2 27 54 14 33 8

7 71 60 6 26 8 56 7 39 4
7 70 71 4 23 6 28 6

http "www myscschools com/tracks/te>tscores/pact'2004/show_distna_paa_stores cfin''lD=179j 9/8/2004
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Florence 4

78 78 2 20 S ' 3 21 8

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

All Students

Mole

Female

White

Af ican

American

Asian/Pactnc

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disc bled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Ere,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Ftll Pay Meals

Cnghsh/Language Ar

%
Number Below % % % % Meet
tested Basic Baalc Proficient Advanced Standard

73 24 7 34 x 38 4 2 7 75 3

40 27 S 3S 35 2 5 72 5

33 21 2 33 3 42 4 3 78 8

6

66

10

63

73

1

72

68

5

22 7 34 8 39 4

50 <0 10

20 6 33 3 42 9

24 7 34 2 38 4

25 33 3 38 9

25 36 8 36 8

32

27

23

15

77 3

50

79 4

75 3

75

75

Page 2of 11

78 73 1 23 3 8 26 9

Ma hematics

%
Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

Amencan

Asian/Paofic
Is

His panic

Am

irdlan/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

75

43

32

7

57

12

63

75

1

74

70

5

32

349

26 1

54 7 10 7

51 2 14

594 6 3

31 3 55 2 10 4

75

23 8

32

32 4

34 3

25

60 3 127

54 7 10 7

54 1 10 8

54 3 10

27

63

32

27

27

1 4

68

65-1

71 e»

68 7

25

76 2

68

67 6

55 7

hrtp A\ ww myscschools coin/tracks'testscores'pact/2004'show_distnctj}act_scorc5 ctxn',ID=1793 9/^2004
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Page3 of 11

Science

Number

Tested

82

47

35

8

%

Below

Basic

6S9

63 8

6S6

Social Studies

%

Number
Tested

% % % °* Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All S udents

Male

Female

white

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limned Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 4

All Students

Male

Female

73

19

63

82

1

8.

77

5

o/5 °/c % °/o Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Stanoard

63

94 7

57 I

29 3

29 8

28 6

49

64

29

315 55

5 3

36 S 63

65 9 29 3 49

65 4 29 6 4 9

67 5 28 6 3 9

34 1

36 2

314

37

53

42 9

34 1

3* 6

32 5

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

IS

Mispanic

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

No* Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Umiied Eng,
=>rof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

English/Language Arts
%

Below

Basic

80 58 8

44 63 6

34 52 9

% % 0/, % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard
35 5 13 413
318 4 5 36 4

38 2 59 2 9 47 1

Number

Tested

All Students

Male

Female

80

4a

34

8

71

17

63

80

1

79

75

5

Below

Basic

47 5

52 2

412

413

39 1

44 1

10

87

il 8

43 7 45 1 99

82 4

38 t

17 6

47 6 12 7

47 5 41 3 1.0

46 8 41 8 10 1

49 3 413 9 3

1 3

2 9

1 4

1 6

1 3

1 3

52 5

47 8

58 8

56 3

176

61 9

52 5

53 2

50 7

Mathematics

Number

Tested

84

47

35

Below

Basic

58 3

59 6

54 3

o/D % % VoMeet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

41 7

40 4

34 5

34

7 1

64

37 1 86 45 7

http //wvt* m>Sc^hoolscom/tracks/tesiscores/p'icl/2004/shovv_d^tnct_pact_scores cfhVID-^S 9/8/2004
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White 7 White 9

African

Amencan 71 59 2 35 2 42 14 40 8
African
American 73 58 9 35 6 55

Asian/Pacific
is

Asian/Pacific
's

HiSDamC Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan
Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 4 Disabled 7

Not Disabled 76 57 9 35 5 53 13 42 1 Not Disabled 77 55 8 37 7 65

Migrant Migran

Non migrant 80 58 8 35 S 13 41 3 Non migrant 84 58 3 34 5 7 1

Limited Eng

Prof

Limited cng

Prof

Non LEP 80 58 8 35 5 13 41 3 Non LEP 84 58 3 34 5 7 1

Subsidized

Meals 66 60 6 34 8 3 15 39 4
Subsidized

Meals 70 57 1 3S 7 7 1

Full Pay Meals 14 r0 :5' 14 3 50 run Pay Meals 14 64 3 28 6 7 1

Science Sodal Studies

Number
Tested

°o

Below

Basic

"o

Basic

%

Proficient Advanced

% Meet

Standard

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

%

Basic Prof

All Students 86 80 2 174 2 3 19 8 All Students 8S 69 4 27 1 35

Male 50 82 18 18 Male 49 67 3 30 6 2

Female 34 79 4 14 7 59 20 6 Female 34 70 6 23 5 59

White 10 80 20 20 White 10 60 20 20

African

American 74 81 1 16 2 27 L8 9

African
American 73 69 9 28 8 1 4

Asian/Pacific
Is

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 11 90 9 9 1 9 1 Disabled 10 70 20 10

Not Disabled 75 78 7 18 7 27 21 3 Not Disabled 75 69 3 28 2 7

Migrant Migrant

http //wwu m)scschools coiu/tracks/teslscores/pdct'2004/show_distnct_pact_scpres cfcn',ID=l 793

%

Page 4 of 11

41 1

44 2

41 7

41 7

42 9

35 7

. Meet

30 6

32 7

29 4

40

30 1

30

30 7

9/8/2004



73
m
o
o
CO
CD
CD

CD

m

CO
CO
NJ
o

1

o
o
o

m
.x

o

O

171

Florence 4

Non migrant 86

Limited Eng
Pro'

Non LEP 86

Subsidised
Meals 72

Full Pay Meals 14

Grade 5

80 2 17 4 2 3

60 2 174 2 3

80 6 16 7 2 8

78 6 214

19 8 Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

19 8 Non LEP

19 4

Subsidized
Meals

21 4 Full Pay Mea

35

85

71

69 4 27 1 3 5

69 4 27 1 3 5

69 28 2 2 8

71 4 214 7 1

Page5 of 11

39 6

30 6

31

28 6

English/.anguage Arts

%

Number Below

Testad Basic

29 6

35

*8 4

18 2

o„ % °h % Neet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Mathematics

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

40 2

38 1

42 1

27 3

% % % %Meet
Basic Proficient Advanceo Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncat
American

Asicn/ Pacific

Is

Hispaiic

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

81

41

38

11

67

3

78

81

Bl

71

10

59 3

51 2

66 4

11 1

98

13 2

72 7 9 1

31 3 58 2 10 4

29 5 59 11 5

29 6 59 3 HI

29 6 59 3 11 1

2B2

40

62

40

99

20

70 4

61

816

81 8

68 7

70 5

70 4

70 4

71 8

60

All Students

Male

Female

Whie

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

82

42

38

11

68

46 3

42 9

50

73

95

53

54 5 9 1

42 6 45 6 7 4

4

78 39 7 46 2 7 7

82 40 2 46 3 7 3

62 40 2 46 3 7 3

72 40 3 472 69

10 40 40 10

http /Anvti m>scschoolscoiTi/tTacks/t«.tscores/pact/2004/show_dt'?tj1ctj)act_scorc5 cfm'?lD-l793

6 1

95

26

9 1

4 4

6 4

6 1

6 I

5 6

10

59 8

61 •)

57 9

72 7

57 4

60 3

59 8

59 8

59 7

60

9/8/2004
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Science

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

94

47

45

12

79

76 6

72 3

82 2

58 3

81

93 8

73 1

% % % % Meet
Basic Profident Advanced Standard

18 1

19

15 6

16 7

17 7

6 3

20 5

4 3

64

22

25

5 1

1 1

2 I

13

I 3

23 4

27 7

17 8

41 7

19

Social Studies

Number

Tested

95

48

45

12

30

%

Below

Basic

61 -

50

71 1

33 3

65

58 8

61 5

Page 6 of 11

% Vo % % Meet
Basic Profioent Advanced Standard

33 7 4 2 11 38 9

43 8 4 2 2 1 50

24 4 4 4 28 9

583 83 65 7

31 3 25

41 2

32 1 5 1

1 3 35

1 3

All S udents

Male

Female

Whke

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

16

78

94

94

83

11

76 6 18 1 4 3 L 1

63

2o9

23 4

23 4

217

36 4

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
s

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

17

78

95

95

84

11

61 1 j3 7 4 2 1 1

41 2

38 5

38 9

38 9

39 3

36 4

Grade 6

All Students

Male

Female

76 6 18' 43

78 3

63 5

16 9

27 3

48

I 1

91

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

65 43 1

27 48 1

38 39 5

°o % %

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

415 154

44 4

39 5

74

21 1

61 1 33 7 4 2 1 1

60 7

63 6

Mathematics

Number Below
% Meet Tested Basic
Standard

All Students 67 14 9
56 9

Male 29 24 1
51 9

Female 38 7 9
60 5

34 5

27 3

48

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

49 3 25 4 10 4 85 I

41 4 20 7 13 8 75 9

55 3 28 9 7 9 92 I

http //w\\ mmjscschools coni/tracki>',tcstscores'p3ct'2004/show_district_pact_scores cfin'MD* 179'J 9/SV2004



73
m
o
o
CO
CD
CD

O
m

CO
co

ro

9
o
o
o
-«l

H
m
x

i
o
M

O
-A

-o.

Florence 4

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

14 42 9 42 9 14 3

5 43 1 41 2 15 7

42 4 40 7 16 9

43 1 41 5 15 4

43 1 41 5 15 4

47 1 39 2 13 7

28 6 50 214

57 1

S6 9

57 6

56 9

56 9

52 9

714

6

59

55

65

51

14

Science

Number

Tested

73

32

4L

16

57

%

Below

Basic

616

68 8

56 1

62 5

% % °-o % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Student;

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Paofic
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Dlsaoled

Not Disabled

Migrant

12

51

32 9

219

41 5

18 8

61 4 36 8

91 7

55 7

8 3

:7 7

SS

94

24

18 8

18

66

38 4

313

43 9

37 5

38 6

83

44 3

Whits

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

15

Page 7 of 11

20 40 26 7 13 3 80

13 5 519 25 96 86 552

7

60

57

67

53

U 7 50 28 3 10 88 3

14 9 49 3 25 4 10 4 85 1

Full Pay Meals 14

14 9 49 3 25 4 10 4 85 I

17 49 1 24 5 9 4 83

7 1 50 28 6 14 3 92 9

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan
Amencan

Asan/Paafic
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Dlsableo

Migrant

Social Studies

%

Below

Basic

662

636

683

56 3

Number

Tested

74

33

41

16

58

13

61

69

76 9

63 9

% % % % Meet
Bask: Proficient Advanced Standard

27

24 2

29 3

18 3

54

9 1

24

18 8

293 1 7

23 1

27 9 66

1 4

3

63

1 6

33 8

36 4

31 7

43 8

31

23 1

36 1

http '/www myscachoolscorn/tracks/testscorcs/pact''2004/show_clistnct_pact_scores efin'>[D-179j 9/S/2004
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» •*&"

Non migrant 73 616 32 9 55 38 4 Non migrant 74 66 2 27 54 14 33 8

Limited Eng
Prof

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 73 61 6 32 9 55 38 4 Non LfcP 74 66 2 27 54 14 33 8

Subsidized

Meals 58 65 5 29 3 52 34 5

Subsidized
Meals 59 71 2 22 5 1 1 7 28 8

Full Pay Meals 15 46 7 46 7 67 53 3 Full Pay Meals 15 46 7 46 7 5 7 53 2

Grade 7

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Nor migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Nor LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

English/Languaee Arts

%

Number Below % % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

70

33

37

6

64

3

67

70

70

53

17

41 4

63 6

21 6

41 4 17 1

^C3 61

514 27

42 2 4C6 17 2

38 8 4 3 17 9

41 4 41 4 17 1

414 41 4 17 1

43 4

35 3

41 5 15 1

41 2 23 5

S8 6

36 4

78 4

57 8

61 2

586

58 6

56 6

647

Mathematics

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indtan/Alasken

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non rnigran

Limited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

70

33

37

6

64

3

67

70

70

53

Full Pay Meals 17

48 6

60 6

37 3

34 3 14 3

33 3 3

35 1 24 3

46 9 35 9 14 1

49 3 32 8 14 9

48 6 34 3 14 3

48 6 34 3 14 3

50 9

41 2

37 7 11 3

23 S 23 5

29

3

2 7

3 1

29

29

118

51 4

39 4

62 2

53 1

50 7

514

51 4

49 1

58 8

http.//www in) scschools cora/tracks/testscores/pacl/2004/shov._di";tnct_pact_scorcs cfrn'>ir>'l 793 9)8/2004
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All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan

Ante ican

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrait

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Ful Pay Meals

Grade 8

S ience

Numbe
Tested

71

34

37

6

65

4

67

71

71

54

17

Below

Basic

60 6

73 5

48 6

% % % % Meet

Baoic Proficient Advanced Standard

268 56 7 39 4

17 6 5 9 2 9 26 5

35 1 54 '08 5L 4

61 5 262 4 6 77 38 5

58 2 28 4

60 6 26 8 5 6

50 6 26 8 5 6

68 5

35 3

24

35 3

56

59

75

19

23 5

41 8

39 4

39 4

31 5

64 7

English/Language Arts

All Students

Male

Femeie

Number

Tested

74

37

37

Below

Basic

48 6

514

45 9

"o % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

SO 1 4 51 4

48 6 43 6

514 2 7 54 1

All Students

Male

Female

White

Africa t

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskjn

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

Social Studies

%

Njmcer

Tested

70

33

37

Below

Basic

71 4

75 8

67 6

28 6

24 2

32 4

34 71 9 28 1

Page y oil i

% Mee

/anced Standard

28 6

24 2

32 4

2S 1

29 9

28 6

28 6

20 8

52 9

3

67

70

70

53

17

70 1 29 9

714 28 6

714 28 6

79 2

47 1

20 8

52 9

Mathematics

Number

Tested

74

37

37

Below

Basic

54 i

45 9

62 2

o/o % % vq Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

43 2 1 4 14 45 9

51 4 2 7 54 1

35 1 2 7 37 0

htlp ''wttw myscschools com,'tracks/tcsiscorcs/paci/2004/5how_distnU_pact_scorcs cfm9lD,=1793 9/8/2004
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White 9

African

Amencer 64 53 1 46 9

Asier/Pacific
Is

Hispanic T_

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 4

Not Disabled 70 SO 43 6 14

Migrant

Non migrant 74 43 6 50 1 4

Limited Erg
Pro'

Non LEP 74 48 6 50 I 4

Subsidized

Meals 63 45 52 4 I 6

Full Pay Meals 11

Science

63 6 35 4

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic BASIC fro

All S udents 78 78 2 20 5 13

Male 40 72 5 27 5

Female 38 84 2 13 2 25

White 10 50 50

African
American 67 83 6 16 4

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic 1

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 9

Not Disabled 69 78 3 20 3 1 4

Migrant

46 9

50

514

514

54

36 4

218

27 5

15 8

50

16 4

21 7

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

64

4

70

74

74

63

11

59 4 39 1 1 6

52 9 44 3 1 4

54 1 43 2 1 4

54 43 2 1 4

52 4 44 4 1 5

63 6 36 4

l 4

l 4

14

16

Page 10of 11

40 6

47 1

45 9

45 9

47 6

36 4

Social Studies

%

Number

Tested

78

Below

Basic

73

B0

65 8

50

v0 % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

40

38

10

67

9

69

23 1

15

316

30

38

5

26

20

77 6 20 9 1 5

72 5 24 6 29

26 9

20

34 2

50

22 4

27 5

http A\w\\ niyscschool!»corn/tracks'testscoTeVpact/2004/sho\L_distnLi_pact_sccn:5 c£in',lD=1793 9/8'2004
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Non mig ant 78

Limited cng
Prof

Non L£P 78

Subsidized

Meals 66

Full Pay Meals 12

78 2 20 5 1 3

78 2 20 5 1 3

81 8 16 7 1 5

58 3 41 7

218 Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

78 73 1 23 1 38

218 Non LEP 78 73 1 23 1 38

18 2

Subsidized

Meals 56 74 2 22 7 3

417 Full Pay Meals 12 66 7 25 8 j

Ltspl
«£SA' Info ©JOJL.ZCQi South Carolina State Deoartmentcf Education
Ml other trademarks are the property of the respective holders
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South Carolinal»J3?

• I SIGN UP J LOGIN i YOUR ACCOUNT I

I see websites I help i scrapi i

Pay. 1 of 6

mv>:schoolSiCciiii
fSsiTaCTm585P«HSatt^ P<^NT8^_8BE0FFIC^L_IJCiSlAriVE^._
• hombTageIC ^fTmamce ^-nsn-accams^ kepoktb '& oowniioAosai state boards

2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Brocklngton Elementary - Florence 4

Located on this pace is the PACT score data for Brocklngton Elementary

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

Cnglish/l anguag s Arts

Number

%

Beio<* % % % % Meet

Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students 73 24 7 34 2 38 4 2 7 75 3 All Students

Male 40 27 5 35 35 2 5 72 5 Male

Female 33 21 2 33 3 42 4 3 78 8 Female

White 6 White

African African

American 66 22 7 348 39 4 3 77 3 American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Asian/Pacific
Is

1 Hispanic

Am Am

Ind'an/Alaskan
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 10 50 40 10 50 Disabled

Not Disabled 63 20 6 33 3 42 9 32 79 4 Not Disabled

[ceiUH) tp mem pact Ropjic pigo]
[cluxDiajriiiiuE'arenrcAeiacr K< put page]

Page Generated
0 j6 59

Wed September 08 2004

Mathematics

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

% Ve % % Meet
Basic Profioent Advanced Standard

6375

43

32

7

67

12

63

32

34 9

28 1

547

51 2

59 4

10 7

14

63

31 3 55 2 10 4

75

23 8

25

60 3 12 7

27

63

32

65 1

719

68 7

25

76 2

http ,/\vww myscschools com/tracks/tcstscores/patt/2004/sho\v school pact score* cfm'ID-2104043 9/8/2004
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Migrant Migrant

Non migrant 73 24 7 ^4 7 38 4 27 75 3 Non migrant 75 32 54 7 10 7 2 7 68

Limited Eng
Prof 1

Limited gng,
Prof 1

Non LEP 72 25 o3 3 38 9 2.8 75 Non LEP 74 32 4 54 1 10 8 2 7 67 6

Subsidized

Meals 68 25 36 8 36 8 15 75

Subsidized
Meals 70 34 3 54 3 10 1 4 65 7

Full Pay Meals 5 Fuil Pay Meals 5

Science Social Studies

Number

Tested

%
Below

Basic

% °0

Basic Proficie

%
nt Advanced

°fe Meet

Standaid

Number

Tested

%

Below

Basic

% % % % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced standard

All Students 81 65 4 29 6 4 9 34 6 All Students 80 47 5 41 3 10 1 3 S2 5

Male 47 63 B 29 8 64 36 2 Male 46 52 2 39 1 87 47 8

Female 34 67 6 29 4 2 9 32 4 Female 34 41 2 44 1 118 29 58 8

White e White 8

African

American 72 62 5 319 56 37 5

African

American 71 43 7 45 1 99 1 4 56 3

Asian/Pacific Asian/Pacific

Is IS

HiSpdillC 1 Hispanic 1

Am Am

Indian/Alaskan Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 18 94 4 56 56 Disabled 17 82 4 17 6 17 6

Not Disabled 63 57 1 355 63 42 9 Not Disabled 63 38 1 47 6 12 7 16 619

Migrant Migrant

Non migrant SI 65 4 296 49 34 6 Non migrant 80 47 5 41 3 10 13 52 5

Limited En9,
Prof 1

Limited Eng
Prof 1

Non LEP 80 65 30 5 35 Non LEP 79 46 8 418 10 1 1 3 53 2

Subsidized

Meals 76 67 1 28 9 39 32 9

Subsidized

Meals 75 49 3 41 3 93 50 7

Full Pay Meals 5 Full Pay Meals 5

Grade 4

hnp /www myscschools com/tracks/'testscores'pact/2004/show school pau scoies cim'>ID=2104043 9/8,2004
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English/Language Arts

%

Number Below "o % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

58 8 35 5 13 413

63 6 31 8 4 5 36 4

52 9 382 59 2 9 47 1

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
IS

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

80

44

34

7

71

4

76

80

80

59 2 352 42

57 9 35 S S3

58 8 35 5

58 8 35 5

66 60 6 34 8 3

14 50 35 7 14 3

Science

%

14

1 3

1 3

1 3

1 5

40 8

42 1

41 3

41 3

39 4

50

Number Below % % % Vo Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

20

18 4

20 6

20

19 2

All Students 35 80 17 6 24

Male 49 81 6 18 4

Female 34 79 4 14 7 59

White 10 80 20

African

Amencan 73 80 B 16 4 27

Asian/Pacific

Mathematics

%

Number

Tested

83

46

j5

9

Below

Basic

57 8

58 7

54 3

Page 3 of6

»,0 % % Vo Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

34 9 72 4<2

34 8 65 41 3

37 1 86 45 7

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Aaan/Paclflc
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LCP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

72 58 3 36 1 5 6 41 7

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

55 8

57 8

37 7 6 5

349 7 2

6

77

83

83

69

14

57 8 34 9 7 2

44 2

4? 2

42 2

43 S

35 7

56 5

64 3

Social Studies

Number

Tested

Below

Basic

69 4

67 3

70 6

60

362 72

286 7 1

% o/a % »/, Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

27 1 3 S 30 6

30 6 2 32 7

23 5 59 29 4

20 20 40

S5

49

34

10

73 69 9 28 3 1 4 30 1

http 'v. ww myscschoote com/tracks leslscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfin?lD=2104043 9/8'2004
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Florence 4
Page 4 of6

Is Is

Hispanic Hispanic

Am

Irdian/Alaskan

D sabled 10 °C 10 10

Am

Indtan/Alaskan

Disabled 10 70 20 10 30

Not Disabled 75 78 7 18 7 2 7 21 3 Not Disabled 75 69 3 28 2 7 30 7

Migrant

Non migrant 85 80 17 6 24 20

Migrant

Non migrant 85 69 4 27 1 35 30 6

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 85 80 17 6 24 20

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 85 69 4 27 1 35 30 6

Subsidized

Meals 71 8Q 3 69 28 19 7

Subsidized
Meals 71 69 28 2 2 8 31

Full Pay Meals 14 78 6 21 4 21 4 Full Pay Meals 14 71 4 21 4 71 28 6

Grade 5

English/Language Arts

%

Number Bdow % %

Tested Basic Basic Proficient

«o % Meet

Advanced Standard

Mathematics

%

Number Below
Tested Basic

% %
Basic Proficient

%

Advar

% Meet

iced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

81

41

38

11

29 6

39

18 4

18 2

59 3 11 1

51 2 98

68 4 13 2

72 7 9 1

70 4

61

81 6

818

All Students

Male

Female

White

82

42

38

11

40 2

38 1

42 1

27 3

463 7 3

429 9 5

50 S3

545 9 1

61

95

26

9 1

59 8

619

57 9

72 7

African

American 67 313 58 2 10 4 68 7

African

Amencan 68 42 6 45674 44 57 4

Asian/Pacific
is 1

Asian/Pacific
Is 1

Hispanic Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

3

78 29 5 59 11 5 70 5

Disabled

Not Disabled

4

78 39 7 46 2 77 64 60 3

m
Migrant Migrant

X
I

M

O
ho
W

http »www myscschools com/tracks/tcstscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfrn;lD=2104043 9/8/2004
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Florence 4

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

81 29 6 59 3 111

29 6 Sc 3 11 1

28 2 62 9 9

40 40 20

70 4

70 4

71 8

60

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

62

82

72

10

40 2 46 3 7 3

40 2 46 3 7 3

40 3

40

47 2 69

40 '0

61

6 1

56

10

Page 5 of6

59 8

59 8

59 7

60

81

71

ID

Science

Number

Tested

94

47

45

12

79

%

Below % °o % % Meet

Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Staidard

Social Studies

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

95 61 1

48 50

45 71 1

12 33 3

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standa d

All Students

Male

Female

Whue

African

Amencan

Asian/ Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

16

78

94

94

83

11

76 6 18 1 4 3

72 3 19 1 6 4

82 2 15 6 2 2

58 3 16 7 25

81 17 7

93 8 6 3

73 I 20 S S 1

76 6 18 1 4 3

76 6 18 1 43

78 3 16 9 4 8

63 6 27 3

1 1

2 1

1 3

1 3

1 1

1 1

9 1

*3 4

27 7

17 3

41 7

19

63

26 9

23 4

23 4

217

36 4

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

80

17

78

95

35

84

11

65

58 3

61 5

33 7 42 11

43 8 4 2 2 1

24 4 4 4

58 3 83

31 3 2 5

41 2

32 1 5 1

1 3

61 1 337 4 2

13

1 1

1 1

91

61 I 33 7 4 2

60 7

63 6

34 5 4 8

27 3

if no data Is sho/m above there oulc be several reasons

1 rhere were no students wno took PACT tests at this school In a^ subjects for a given grade

hilp//\v ww myscschools coi7i/tracks'test'!cores/pact/2004/show school pact scores efm'>[D=210404j

38 9

50

28 9

66 7

35

41 2

38 5

3S9

389

393

364

9/87004
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2 There -ve enot erouBh student who took pmh tests at ik scrool magiven grade or ubject to display am statistical irformauon atom those tuoen.s
3 There was nc data given about thit sctioo
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2004 PACT Test Scores - By School

Johnson Middle - Florence 4

Located on this page is the PACT score data for Johnson Middle

Scores by Demographic

Grade 3

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below % % % % Meet

"ested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

[rejjxQ tCLQlS n P_ACT£eoc>rt peje]
[Blurn tpjriairL£!cr_enc_e 4 PACliepart page]

Page Generated
1U 5/ 11

Wed September 08 2004

Mathematics

%

Number Below % % % % Meet

Tested Basic Basic Proficient AOvanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

htip/rv\wwm>scschoohcoin/trjcks'lest<;cores/pact/2004/show school pad score* cfrn'>ID=2104042 9/3-2004
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Florence 4

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Mon LEP

Subsidized
Meals

=ull Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afncan
Amencan

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am
Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng

Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Mcois

Grade 4

Sc ence

Number

Tested

1

Below

Basic

% % % % f-,eet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Social Studies

Number 3e!ow

Tested Basic

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

is

Hispanic

Am
Indian/Alas«n

Disabled

Not Disabled

Mlgrent

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Pa^c 2 of9

Vo % Meet

Basic Proficient Advanced Stanoard

htlp i www miyscscliooUcom/(racks/testscores'pacl/2004/show school pact scoicscfm'JID-2l04042 9/8/7004
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Florence 4

English/Language Arts

Vo
Number Below ^ % % % Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Science

Number

Tested

1

1

Below

Basic

% % % Vo Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific

All Students

Male

Female

White

Alncan

American

Asian/Pacific

Paf,e3 of 9

Mathematics

Munber Below
Tes ed Basic

t

1

o/„ % °o %Meet
Basic Profioent Advanced Standard

Social Studies

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

o;„ % oa % feet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

http <'www myscschools com/lracksHcstscorcs'pact/2004/shnw school pad score'cim'ID-2104042 9/&2004
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Florence 4

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

M grant

Non migrant

I irrited Eng,
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 6

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

English/Language Arts

%

Number Below

Tested Basic

65 43 1 41 S 15 4

27 48 1 44 4 7 4

38 39 5 39 5 21 1

14 42 9 42 9 14 3

% % % °*i Meet
Basic Profident Advanced Standard

56 9

519

60 5

57 1

56 951

6

59

43 1 41 2 15 7

42 4 40 7 16 9 57 6

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
p-of

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

Whiu

African
American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Mathematics

%
Below

Basic

14 9

Number

Tested

67

24 1

79

20

Page4 of9

% o/0 % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

49 3

414

55 3

40

25 4

20 7

28 9

26 7

29

38

15

52 13 5 519 25

10 4

13 8

79

13 3

96

85 1

75 9

92 1

80

86 5

7

60 117 50 28 3 10 89 3

http //www myscschools com/tracks/test>cores/pact/2004/show school pact score* cfm,lD-2104042 9/8/2004



73
m
o
o
CO
CD
CD
Oi

O
m

CO
CO

ro
o

i

o
o
ro
ro

m

ix
o
Kl

O
CO
ro

Florence 4

Non migrant 65

Limbed Eng
Prof

Non LEP 65

Subsidized

Meals 51

Full pay Meals 14

Science

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

Grade 7

Number

Tested

73

32

41

16

57

12

61

73

73

58

15

43 I 41 i 15 4

<*3 1 41 5 15 4

47 1 39 2 13 7

28 6 50 214

56 9

56 9

52 9

71 4

Below

Basic

61 6

68 8

56 1

62 5

vc % 5o "'oMeet

Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

32 9

21 9

41 5

18 8

614 36 8

917

55 7

33

37 7

616 32 9

616 32 9

55 5

4b /

29 3

46 7

55

94

18 8

1 8

66

55

55

52

67

38 4

313

43 9

37 5

38 6

83

443

38 4

38 4

345

53 3

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Full Pay Meals

67

All Studen s

Male

Female

White

African

American

ASian/Pacrftc

Is

Hispanic

Am
Indian/Alason

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Pror

Won LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full-Pay Meals

67

S3

14

Social Studies

%

Number

Tested

74

33

4'

16

58

13

51

74

74

59

15

Pnge tof 9

14 9 49 3 25 4 10 4 85 1

14 9 49 3 25 4 10 4

94

14 3

85 1

83

92 9

17

7 1

Below

Basic

66 2

63 6

68 3

56 3

69

76 9

63 9

49 1 24 5

50 28 6

°/o % % % Meet
8asic Proficient Advanced Standard

27 5 4 14 33 0

24 2 9 1 3 36 4

293 2 4 31 7

18 8 18 B 6 3 43 8

29 3 17

23 1

27 9 66

31

66 2 27 5 4

16

14

1 4

17

23 1

35 I

33 8

33 8

288

53 3

66 2 27 5 4

71 2

46 7

22 5 1

46 7 67

hup, wuav myscschools com/traclvs testscores/pact/2004/show school paa scores cfm'ID=2104042 9/8/2004
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English/Language Arts

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

(Mon migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Ncn LEP

Subsidized
Meals

Full Pay Meals

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Number

Tested

70

33

37

C

64

%

Below

Basic

4.4

63 6

216

% % % % Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

58 6

3

67

70

70

41 1 17 1

30 3

51 4

6 I

27

42 2 40 6 17 2

38 8 43 3 17 9

41 4 41 4 17 1

414 414 17 1

53 43 4 41 5 15 1

17 35 3 41 2 23 5

Science

36 4

78 4

57 8

61 2

58 6

58 6

56 6

64 7

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized

Meals

Pull Pay Meals

Number Below Vo % % %Meet
Tested Basic Basic Proficient Advanced Standard
71 60 6 26 8 5 6 7 39 4

34 73 5 17 6 5 9 2 9 26 5
37 48 6 35 1 5 4 10 8 51 4

6

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific

65 61 5 26 2 A 6 77 38 5

Page 6 of9

Mathematics

Number

Tested

70

33

37

6

Below

Basic

48 6

60 6

37 8

% % Vo Vo Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

34 3 14 3 2 9 51 4

33 3 3 3 39 4

35 1 24 3 2 7 62 Z

64

3

67

73

70

53

17

46 9 35 9 14 1 3 1

49 3 32 8 14 9 3

48 6 34 3 14 3 2 9

48 6 34 3 14 3

50 9

412

37 7 U 3

23 5 23 5

29

118

53 1

50 7

514

514

49 1

589

Social Studif

%

Number

Tested

70

33

37

6

Below

Basic

714

75 8

67 6

% % % %Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

64

28 6

24 2

32 4

71 9 28 1

28 6

24 2

32 4

28 I

hnp//www mj scschools corn/tracks'tcstscores/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm*MD=2104042 9/8/2004
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Florence 4

Is Is

Hispanic Hlspenlc

Arr

Indlan/Alaskan
Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 4 Disabled 3

Not Disabled 67 58 2 28 4 6 7 5 418 Not Disabled 67 70 1 29 9

Migrant

Non migrant 71 60 6 26 8 56 7 30 4

Migrant

Noil migrant 70 714 28 6

Limited Eng
Prof

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 71 60 6 26 8 56 7 39 4 Non LEP 70 714 28 6

Subsidised
Meals 54 68 5 24 1 56 1 9 31 5

Subsidized
Meals 53 79 2 20 8

Full Pay feals 17 35 3 35 3 59 23 5 64 7 Full Pay Meals 17 47 1 52 9

Grade 8

English'Language Arts Mathematics

Pigt7of9

29 9

28 6

28 6

20 8

S2 9

Number

Tested

74

37

37

9

64

Vo

Below

Basic

48 6

51 4

45 9

% % % % Meet

Basic Profioent Advanced Standard

Number

Tested

74

37

37

9

%
Below

Basic

54 1

45 9

62 2

o„ % % <V* Meet
Basic Proficient Advanced Standard

All Students

Male

Female

White

African

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

A

70

50

48 6

514

53 1 46 9

14

27

50 486 14

514

48 6

54 1

46 9

50

All Students

Male

Female

White

African
American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

64

4

70

43 2

51 4

35 1

1 4

2 7

59 4 39 1 1 6

52 9 44 3 1 4

http "www, myscschools coinitracks'testscorcs/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfm,?lD=2104042
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27

14

45 9

54 1

37 8

40 6

47 I
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51 4

51 4

54

36 4

Non migrant , 74

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 74

Subsidized

Meals 63

Full Pay Meals il

54 1 43 2 1 4

54 1 43 2 1 4

52 A

63 6

Social Studies

%

Number Below Vo

44 4 16

36 4

%

Page8 of 9

1 4 45 9

1 4 459

16

%

Non migrant 74 48 6 50 1 4

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP 74 48 6 50 1 4

Subsidized

Meals 63 46 52 4 1 6

Full Pay Meals

Science

63 6 36 4

Number

Tested

Vo

Belo.v

Basic

Vo

Basic

Vo Vo

Proficient Advanced

All Students 78 78 2 20 S 13

Male 40 72 5 27 S

Female 38 B4 2 13 2 26

White 10 50 50

African

Arrencan 67 83 S N lo 4

As'a-i/3acific
Is

Hispanc 1

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled 9

Not Disabled 69 78 3 20 3 14

Migrant

Non migrant 78 78 2 20 5 13

Limited Eng
Pror

Non LEP 78 78 2 20 5 1 3

Subsidized

Meals 56 81 8 16 7 1 5

Full Pay Meals 12 58 3 417

% Meet

Standard

218

27 5

15 8

50

16 4

Tested Basic Basic Profioent Advanced

47 6

36 4

% Mecw

Standard

26 9

20

14 2

50

217

218

218

18 2

41 7

78

40

38

10

67

9

69

78

78

All Students

Male

Female

White

Afnran

American

Asian/Pacific
Is

Hispanic

Am

Indian/Alaskan

Disabled

Not Disabled

Migrant

Non migrant

Limited Eng
Prof

Non LEP

Subsidized
Meals 66

Full Pay Meals 12

73 1

80

65 8

50

23 1 38

IS 5

31 6 2 6

30 20

77 6 20 9 1 5

72 5 24 6 2 9

73 1 23 1 3 8

73 1 23 1 3 8

74 2

66 7

22 7 3

25 8 3

I no data is shown above there could oc several reasons

1 There were no students who took P4CT tests at this school in env subjects for a given graoe

http//www in>scschools com/tracks/testscorcs/pact/2004/show school pact scores cfin7lD=2104042

22 4

27 5

26 9

26 9

25 8

33 3
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