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It is estimated that it takes approximately four hours of training and planning time to onboard each ECC
district, campus, and activity sponsor. At the start of each subsequent year, @maburs of refresher

training is neededOnce a district has established ECC systems, an activity sponsor needs a dedicated one
to two hours of time, either weekly or monthly, to focus on maintaining ECC data. The activity ECC
coordinator needs two to four hours at the middle and end of theryeaubmit ECC data to their campus

ECC coordinatpmwho in turn needs two to four hours to compile campus data for submission to the
district ECC coordinator. The district ECC coordinator needs approximately eight to 12 hours to review
and submit ECC dato PEIMS.

Although the data gathered are appropriate for the analysis conducted and provide reliable data for
evaluating the feasibility of including ECC, additional progspetific data are required to evaluate ECC
studentactivity indicator methodolog options and run further data modeling. Despite these challenges,
the ECC Advisory Committee gathered a datighat is nationally recognized as exceptional in this area
of study, which serves as further confirmation of the outstanding work of the clistwho volunteered

to participatein the ECC Student Activity Accountability Indicator Study.

The preliminaryECQlata collection served two purpose® provide a better understanding of current
TexaECQarticipation trends to infornfurther collectionsand to field tesECGtudentactivity indicator
materials developed in response to the ECC student activity study

Since the launch of the ECC student activity stadsummer 2019, the ECC data collection process has
received singlerear student ECC participation data from ndistrictsin six regionswith over 300,000
individual student records of ECC participation in gradéd® 3Additionally, thé®alladndependnt School
District (SD sharedthree years (2016to 2019) of longitudinal student participation data from the
district's local ECdnitiative. As a result of the robustness$ the data collected, Texas ECC datarav
available to provide insight into two key research questions identified by the committee to better
understand the potential impact ofrelECGtudent activity indicatoon outcomes for Texas students

1. To what extent does student participation in ECC activities appear to
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See Appendix Bbr more information

The rigorous analysis of this dgteovides a high level of confidence that the perceived differences in
outcomes are attributable, at least in part, to student ECC participation. These findings align with the
outcomes identified in the national research studies reviewed by the committee.

For research question twagency staff analyzed singlear district data from school yes2019to 2022

to identify participation trends, such as percentage of students participating imon®re ECC activities
andcampuslevelECC participation rates for economically disadvantagedentsin comparison with the
overall percentage of economicalligsadrantagedenrolled on the campus. This analysis acknowledges
that ECC participation was impacted by the pandemhicarying degrees within the thregear window.
Two of the districts providing ECC data have alréaclyded anECGtudentactivity indicatoras part of
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Tier one of the foundation school program ensures similarly situated districts reteivaame level of
funding for the same level of tax effo(See
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https://www.paucasals.org/en/biography/
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approach is a more rigorous anal/method which means there is a high degree of confidence that the
resulting coefficients, while small, are attributable at least in part to the change in ECC participation.
Importantly, the student fixed effects model controls for unobservable studievel factors such as
preferences or abilitieghat might affect a student’s likelihood of participating in ECC, which is a major
challenge when identifying the contribution of ECC to student outcomes. The nuance of this analysis may
be limited by the useof performance levels instead of scores, which prevents a more precise
measurement of effect sizes. Due to differences in test construction and scaling practices between test
versions, this analysis utilized performance levels to maximize inclusiondeinstesults.

Consistent with the national ECC participation reviewed by the committee, overall analysis of the grades
3-8 longitudinal data shows:

x very small mostly positive effects on math and reading achievenaart
x small positive and statistically significant effects on attendance and discipline for all stualigints,
comparable effect sizes for-aisk and economically disadvantaged students.

As students’ time at school is limited, it does not appear that students’ participation in ECC crowds out
study time; on the contrary, the results show thBCC doesn’'t harm arelen has positive effects on
academic achievementhile simultaneously reducirasenteeism and suspension .

Longitudinal: Grades-38 Findings
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Longitudinal Grades 38 Additional Findings

STAAR Math STAAR Reading
All Students Meets Grade Level Meets Grade Level Suspended
(Grades3-8) and Above and Above Days Absent | or Expelled
Total ECC -0.0002 0.0014 -0.0828*** -0.0015%**
Total Academic ECC -0.0023 0.0043** -0.0405* -0.0010**
Total Athletic ECC 0.0088*** 0.0014 -0.0513 -0.0019**
Total Avocation ECC -0.0023 -0.0051 -0.1102** -0.0009
Total Service/Leadership EC| 0.0095*** 0.0033 -0.0723 -0.0027***
foral Visual & Performing Al o gosg++ 10.0016 0.0700% | -0.0002
Observation Counts 116,142 116,279 117,689 117,689
Note: Each coefficient is from a separate regression.
*Statistically significant at the .10 level
**Statistically significant at the .05 level
***Statistically significant at the .01 level
STAAR Math STAAR Reading
At-Risk Meets Grade Level| Meets Grade Level Suspended
(Grades3-8) and Above and Above Days Absent or Expelled
Total ECC 0.0007 0.0026 -0.0992%** -0.0020***
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Economically STAAR Math STAAR Reading
Disadvantaged Meets Grade Level| Meets Grade Level Suspended
(Grades3-8) and Above and Above Days Absent or Expelled
Total ECC 0.0012 0.0012 -0.0951*** -0.0014***
Total Academic ECC -0.0027 0.0046** -0.0381 -0.0008*
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X mediumsized positive and statistically significant effects on attendance and academic outcomes
for all students,with comparable effects fortarisk and economically disadvantagstidents
and

x small positive and statistically significant effects on discipline for all stu@entssconomically
disadvantagedtudents

As students’ time at school is limited, it does not appear that students’ gaation in ECC crowds out
study time; on the contrary, results indicate thBICC has cumulative positive effects on academic
achievement and reduces absenteeism and suspension simultaneously.

Longitudinal: Grades-92Findings

Total ECC ACT
(Grades ACT Math English SAT Math
9-12) Score Score
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Longitudinal: Grades-92 Additional Findings

Economically
Disadvantaged ACT Math
(Grades9-12) Score
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x Districts with a focus on ECC participation report overall higher levels of student participation,
including economically disadvantagstudents. This suggests that a statewide ECC indicator
would increase student participation in ECC activjtidsch is associated with improved student
outcomes in academics, attendance, and discipline.
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