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Revise & Resubmit Feedback Chart

	Reviewer
	Comment
	Response

	Introduction

	1
	"what does that mean for students who historically produce academic outcomes below their
peers?"
-- Could this be reworded to reflect less of a deficit-based lens of historically marginalized students? As is, the wording conflicts with the authors' description of the opportunity gap lens.
	 Removed sentence

	2
	Introduction:
- The first sentence could be removed, it does not add the rationale for the study.
	 Removed sentence

	2
	A number of sentences are very wordy, which impacts the readability.
	The manuscript has been reviewed and edited as appropriate.

	2
	p. 1 of manuscript- would benefit from additional educational statistics from primary sources in addition to APA
	 Added specific statistics as reported by NAEP. 

	2
	"These systemic disparities widen the gap between students of color and their White peers." How and does this mean all White peers, do economically disadvantaged rural White students have the same outcomes as other white students? It is important to provide some context regarding this statements and data presented for the rationale.
	We appreciate this comment and while this brings up an important point about the intersection of race/ethnicity, SES, and urbanicity; it was not within the scope of this study to analyze all possible intersections. We recognize that there are differences in disparities between these groups, which is why the present study is novel in being the first to approach disaggregated school counseling academic outcome data.


	2
	"gaps between racial/ethnic minorities and White students still exist (U.S. Department of Education et al., 2022a, 2022b)" what are the specific statistics?
	 Added specific statistics as reported by NAEP. 

	2
	There are a number of sentences that provide value based statements that need to be cited.
	 The manuscript has been reviewed and edited as appropriate.

	2
	Primary sources needed throughout (e.g., p.2 "…disparities result from lack of access to resources and opportunities (Bushnell, 2021; Holcomb-McCoy, 2022; Mooney 2018)."
	We believe that we have included relevant and recent research with the addition of new citations and use of previous citations in additional places in the manuscript as they were applicable.

	2
	Antiracist framework discussion seems out of places
	Thank you for this perspective. However, we feel that the focus of the article is about equity and advocating for the use of data to support marginalized populations which is a component of antiracist frameworks. We understand that these frameworks, although geared towards, marginalized racial/ethnic marginalized students, ultimately support all students.

	3
	Authors use state recognized and state-recognized interchangeably. State-recognized should be hyphenated and should appear this way each time.
	Thank you. We reviewed the manuscript to ensure consistency.

	 3
	 The references to APA (2012) are over a decade old. It would be helpful to include more recent sources as support, particularly regarding existing systemic disparities for marginalized students.
	 Revised that paragraph and cited Savitz-Romer & Nicola 2022 and Holcomb-McCoy, 2022b.

	Literature Review

	1
	Somewhere in the introduction or literature review, it would also be helpful for the authors to provide some context about the experiences of racial/ethnic minority students and the rationale for exploring this particular group and disaggregating the data to emphasize and center the needs of the students. For example, since the journal includes international reviewers and readership, it would be helpful to include U.S.-based educational contexts of the experiences of students of color, etc.
	Added to the beginning of the literature review to include language centered on students of color and lack of access to school counselors and comprehensive school counseling programs. 

	1
	The authors are recommended to include definitions and descriptions of terminologies used that might be common in school counseling practice but may be unfamiliar to some readers, such as RAMP, ASCA, CSCPs, antiracist school counseling, anti-oppressive lens, etc.
	Included relevant definitions to offer more context. 

	1
	"Holcomb-McCoy (2021) offers the antiracist framework of school counseling" – It would be helpful for the authors to briefly describe this framework. In addition, since 2021, there have been additional literature about antiracist approaches to school counseling that can also be included here.
	Included language to better explain antiracist frameworks.

	1
	Before talking about RAMP, the authors are recommended to provide a brief overview of RAMP, its association with ASCA (and who is ASCA?), etc. in the literature review.
Without this context, some readers may not be familiar with the topic and why this topic is important.
	Included relevant definitions to offer more context. 

	1
	When schools counseling programs are RAMPed, are they necessarily "exemplary CSCPs" (as the authors have noted in the literature review)? It also looks like the authors make the alternate stance toward the end of the paper, so the mixing of these how these wording is used throughout
the paper can be confusing for the assumed naïve reader.
	Thank you for this comment. We removed that language to avoid confusion. Any remaining ‘exemplary CSCP’ language refers to the Indiana state recognition, in which the Gold Star program is considered an exemplary program and was the focus of the present study.

	2
	The research provided is vast but in some cases falls outside of the scope of this study's premise. In addition, much of the provided research could be condensed.
	Thank you for your feedback.
We are unsure which studies appear to be outside of our scope. After examining our literature review, the majority of cited research focuses on ASCA and CSCPs, which we believe are well within our scope. We welcome any specific feedback regarding which studies appear to be outside of our scope.

	2
	The research provided reads more like a dissertation 
	 The literature review was condensed and restructured to increase readability.

	2
	Information regarding marginalized students, Math ELA assessment research is needed
	Included specific reading and math statistics for 4th grade as an example. 

	2
	Content related to the states that are RAMP does not seem necessary for rationale for the study
	We are unclear about this feedback. The only states we identify are those with a state-recognized CSCP, which serves as a rationale regarding why we selected Indiana for our present study. 

	3
	First abbreviation of CSCPs should be parentheses rather than brackets. Stay consistent with use of CSCPs after you abbreviate it.
	Thank you. We reviewed the manuscript and edited it for consistency.

	3
	How would the authors define CSCPs? Is there a specific definition in the literature the authors are utilizing? The authors stated that specific components of CSCPs led to improved outcomes, but only describe the domains of school counseling. What other elements are included?
	 A definition of CSCPs was included.

	3
	 Indiana Gold Star:
--  Why is Indiana highlighted? Is there a specific disparity noted in the literature? Are there specific elements of Indiana's process that make it unique from other states? More context is needed. o This section does not provide details about the process or what specifically qualifies schools for Gold Star status in Indiana. What are the criteria?
	Thank you for these questions. As with previous statewide studies regarding RAMP or model CSCPs (e.g., Goodman-Scott et al., 2019; Wilkerson et al., 2013), states with the largest number of RAMP or State-recognized CSCPs are selected due to the ease of accessing the largest possible sample. We included a sentence to elaborate on why we selected Indiana, due to having ample data. We also included a sentence elaborating on the Gold Star process and criteria.

	3
	More scholarly support from the literature re: the Indiana Gold Star process and qualifications is necessary beyond personal communication with an individual. Additionally, D. Hawkes is included in-text citations but not included in references.
	Thank you for your feedback. Through this study, we are filling a gap in the literature regarding the evaluation of state-recognized exemplary CSCPs. As such, there is a dearth of scholarly literature in this area beyond the studies references in this manuscript. In terms of the personal communication with D. Hawkes from ASCA, we adhered to the APA 7th edition formatting (page 260 of APA manual) of personal communication, which includes in-text citations only. Please advise us if you would prefer a different format for this citation.

	3
	P. 11: edit following sentence for clarity, "Upon review of the previous research it is noted that none of the previous research disaggregated data to determine if the results found were applicable to subpopulations."
	Thank you. This has been revised to the following: 
“No previous research disaggregated data to determine if the results were applicable for student subpopulations, indicating a gap in the literature.”

	3
	Rationale and Purpose:
- Change title of this section to Purpose of the Study.
	Thank you. We made this change.

	3
	 Remove "Therefore," from the start of the section. It may also be helpful to provide a summarizing/transition statement at the start of this paragraph.
	Thank you. We removed this word.

	3
	State the research questions more clearly, such as "The research questions guiding this study include:...."
	Thank you. We made this edit.

	3
	Why did the authors use data from 2018-2019? Is this the most recent data available, or is there another reason this academic year was highlighted? Is this related to the authors' mention of no relationship between ASCA and INDOE as of 2020?
	Thank you for this question. We utilized the most recent year of data prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, which unfortunately negatively impacted statewide assessment data during the academic year of 2019-2020. Therefore, 2018-2019 was the most recent year possible prior to the pandemic.

	Methodology

	1
	Please define and write out "jr/sr high school".
	We made this edit and defined this term.

	1
	Please define FRL (free reduced lunch).
	We added a definition to the literature review.

	2
	The authors indicate that they excluded schools that could contribute to Type 1 error, it is unclear which steps were taken to ensure this
	Thank you for this question. The two sentences following our mention of Type 1 error explain the steps we took to reduce this error: “We included only schools with both Gold Star and RAMP status designation as our experimental group and schools without Gold Star and RAMP as our control group, removing any schools with only one designation (e.g., Gold Star or RAMP) to avoid introducing any confounding variables in the school profile. We also excluded non-traditional schools such as vocational, primary, or schools that combine multiple levels, such as junior/senior high school.”

	2
	The authors note that they avoided confounding variables by only removing schools with one designation, where there other reasons that schools were removed? and what about other confounding variables?
	We followed the precedent of Wilkerson et al., (2013), who removed non-traditional schools, vocational schools, and combination level schools (junior/senior high) to reduce confounding variables into the dataset. While INDOE and ASCA had a partnership to award RAMP status to Gold Star schools, we still found that there were schools in our dataset that had only one designation or the other (RAMP or Gold Star). Consistent with Wilkerson et al., (2013), we removed these schools to only analyze those with both designations, consistent with previous research.

	2
	Where they any trends in reference to those data that were excluded?
	We did not analyze excluded data.

	2
	Describe the matching process, what is random after criteria were met or arbitrary?
	Thank you for this question. We want to be clear about this process, so we edited the sentence to indicate that this process was random.

	2
	How did you control for school counselor experience?
	Great point. School counselor experience was not included in the public-use dataset; however, we added this to our sections on future research and limitations.

	2
	How as the ratio research question determined?, in some ways it feels out of place
	Thank you for this feedback. Literature indicates that marginalized students often lack access to exemplary CSCPs and often attend schools with elevated school counselor-to-student ratios. Access to quality CSCPs and access to school counselors are two areas of focus in the present study. To further support that element of our research study, we added to both our literature review and discussion. 

	3
	In the first paragraph of the methodology section, edit the comma following (INDOE, 2020). It appears the authors intended this to be two sentences.
	Thank you. We made this edit.

	3
	Define ex post facto research design, describe (with support from the literature) its tenets/when it is used, and provide brief reasoning for why this methodology was selected.
	Thank you for this comment. Several studies cited within the literature review (e.g., Goodman-Scott et al., 2019; Mullen et al., 2019; Wilkerson et al., 2013) utilized ex post facto research designs due to the nature of using statewide archival data and analyzing that data “after the fact.” We included additional information clarifying this in the introduction to our methodology section.

	3
	Statement "Additionally, we analyzed correlations between the average school counselor's caseload and academic outcomes" also needs more clarification and brief explanation before the paragraph ends.
	The sentence you are referring to is from the introduction to our methodology. We provide additional details in a later paragraph in the method: “For subsequent correlational analyses, we created a continuous SC Caseload variable by dividing the total student body by the number of school counselors to represent the estimated average caseload of each school counselor.” 

	3
	Sampling procedures:
-- On p. 12, statement "We also excluded non-traditional schools such as vocational, primary, or jr/sr high school" needs more clarification. Why were these nontraditional sites excluded? What were the concerns about including these sites? Also write out junior/senior (rather than jr/sr) high school and clarify what is meant by these grade levels. For example, primary (pre-K to 2nd), junior (8th – 10th), and senior (11th to 12th)?
	We followed the precedent of Wilkerson et al., (2013), who removed non-traditional schools, vocational schools, and combination level schools (junior/senior high) to reduce confounding variables into the dataset. 
This removal allowed for consistent comparison between the Gold Star and control schools, as a true matched comparison between equivalent school settings. We edited jr/senior and included a definition for that term for clarity. Thank you.

	3
	Delete extra indentation on p. 12 before "Using a team of..."
	Thank you. We made this edit.

	3
	 Instrumentation and Variables:
--  Statement "For his study" needs edit to "this"
	Thank you. We made this edit.

	3
	 It would be helpful to see the full demographic data including all racial/ethnic identities to illustrate why the subgroups were too small for analysis.
	In many cases, the public use dataset did not contain these numbers (not reported to the state). We would not be able to accurately represent the removed variables in a table. All other student demographics from the sample are represented in Table 1. 

	Results

	1
	For the results on RQ3, please report the effect size of the significant correlation reported.
	The magnitude and significance level of each correlation is included in Table 3.

	1
	After reporting the effect size of the correlation results for RQ3,  I am wondering if the authors could clarify their stance that "These findings affirm… that lower school counselor ratios produce favorable student academic outcomes."
	Good point. Changes made.

	1
	So, if the finding that RAMP or Gold Start types of recognitions may not necessarily make a different about whether school counseling programs are exemplary and/or make impacts on student outcomes, what would the authors propose for data, research, or practices are recommended instead to ensure that school counselors can potentially demonstrate changes to student outcomes as a result of school counseling presence and services?
	Thank you! Staying within the scope of the present study, we revised the implications section to propose opportunities for alternative data to serve as indicators of change instead of traditional student outcomes.



	2
	Due to the fact that the data used is archival and the authors do not have the ability to match specific data to individual students' demographics, the results in this study may actually under explain the impact of the gold star program. This inability to run analysis on the interaction effects is of concern. Race * SES provides a different result than analyzing race and SES independently, thousands of studies have found this to be true.
	We appreciate this insight. Ideally, we would be able to conduct these analyses; however, as you mentioned, due to the nature of this dataset, we are unable. Despite this limitation, we believe that the merits of this study, as the first to examine student demographics in relation to academic outcomes, is worth publishing in its original form. We made a particular note of this in the limitations and future research sections. 

	2
	 The correlation results are a bit confusing. The results don't indicate there is a difference between gold star and control schools yet only gold star statistics are presented. The findings here are about ratios and not necessarily gold star status, there needs to be some clarity here. In addition, why was a correlation conducted?
	All correlations were reported in Table 3 to save space; however, we edited the paragraph to list all significant correlations. Due to the nature of having two continuous variables, we were able to analyze correlational relationships between caseloads and academic outcomes for both Gold Star and control schools. Based on our RQ3: How are school counselor caseloads related to disaggregated student Math and ELA pass rates based on Gold Star status, we were not analyzing significant differences between Gold Star and control schools; however, we were able to identify significant relationships between lower caseloads and high academic outcomes for marginalized student groups and in all cases, the strength of that relationship was great in Gold Star schools. As the first study to examine caseload from cultural lens, we believe these findings to be notable.

	3
	Results:
- The authors conducted a priori power for t-test and MANOVA. Was a priori power also conducted for correlation?
	Yes. We conducted a priori power analyses for all proposed tests; however, given that the MANOVAs required the largest minimum sample size compared to other correlational analyses, we reported the minimum sample size needed for our most rigorous test.

	3
	What are the effect sizes for the findings (even when nonsignificant)? The authors have not included this information.
	Thank you. Effect sizes were added for these analyses.

	3
	What were the counselor-student ratios? Including a mean and standard deviation would be helpful context.
	Thank for this recommendation to strengthen the manuscript. The ratio range, as well as means and standards deviations were added to the results section. 

	3
	 It would be helpful to see specific information about the schools themselves, such as the number of elementary, middle, and high schools included; rural, urban, suburban settings; percentages of free and reduced lunch or Title 1 designation. The authors could include a table with this information.
	Thank you for this feedback. We modified Table 1 to include additional data points regarding specific school level, locale, and SES designations (Title 1 or non-Title 1).

	Discussion

	2
	It is noted that there is conflicting data, that statement seems in error since only one study indicates that RAMP positively impact the academic outcomes. Consider changing "conflicting" or further explain how this perspective.
	 Thank you. We removed this sentence and revised it for improved clarity.

	2
	 In the limitations section there needs to be a discussion about the inability to explore the interactions of Race and SES and other interactions that are supported by previous research.
	Thank you for this comment. We added this to both the limitations and future research sections of the manuscript.

	2
	 Implications for school counselors needs to be expanded to discuss the possibility of other effective models of school counseling beyond the ASCA model and RAMP- this is an area that needs significant research.
	 Good point. We expanded the manuscript to include the ISCA model. 

	2
	There needs to be more discussion regarding the term exemplary CSCPs and potential moderating factors. Variables such as climate, community, discipline, can impact the counselors role. We have yet to comprehensively understand the common factors in school counseling practice nor how factors such as counselor's own experience, demographics influence counseling processes.  School counselors from, for example, high context or low context cultures may engage differently and provide different types of support that go beyond what is explained in the ASCA national model.
	Thank you. We incorporated this feedback into our section on future research.

	3
	Limitations:
- It is unclear what the authors mean by "Due to the imperfect nature of statewide data collection, we do not believe that the removal of these schools impacted the significance of our analyses."
	Thank you. We revised this sentence to avoid confusion.

	3
	The authors may also want to think about potential confounding variables involved.
	Great point. We included more information regarding confounding variables in our limitations section, such as school counselor training, years of experience, and school funding/resources. 

	3
	It would be important to note that the findings should be interpreted with caution because of the mixed results and weak-to-moderate strength of correlations.
	Thank you for this feedback. We emphasized this point when revising our limitations section. 

	3
	Implications
- Edit sentence "Designating bodies, such as state departments of education and professional organizations, such as ASCA, should..." Additionally, some might argue that school counselors should advocate for what data would be most beneficial to collect and analyze to show their effectiveness rather than external designating bodies.
	Great point. We kept that sentence as we still believe that it is the power of designated bodies. However, we included specific advocacy of SC’s under implications for school counselors and counselor educators. 

	3
	 The authors offered implications about ratio size, but it is unclear what the ratio sizes were for the school settings examined in the study.
	Thank you. We added SC caseload range, mean, and standard deviations for both Gold Star and control schools to provide more context and clarity. 

	3
	Avoid using the editorial we, such as "We need additional funding opportunities to support..." Describe the needs of school counselors and the school counseling field rather than "we."
	 We reviewed the manuscript and made the changes as suggested.

	Overall

	3
	Issues in APA style. On p. 11, reference to Hatch the year (2014) should be parenthesized.
	Thank you. We made this edit.

	3
	Several sentences need attention and revision for clarity throughout the manuscript.
	We have reviewed the manuscript and made edits throughout to improve clarity.

	3
	There are issues with personification (e.g., Indiana agreed with ASCA; This research study raises questions) throughout.
	The manuscript has been reviewed and edited as appropriate.

	3
	 Stay consistent with use of CSCPs after you abbreviate it.
	Thank you for this feedback. We reviewed the manuscript and edited it for consistency.

	3
	Overall, increased focus and rationale would help strengthen the study. At times, it seemed as though the authors were attempting to address too many directions within a single study. Reducing the number of research questions may help to streamline the study's focus, which would aid overall clarity of the manuscript.
	Thank you for this thought. However, we feel that the ratio focus is helpful to the overall implication of the study and that it alone would not be sufficient for another manuscript. Therefore, we are choosing to keep it included in this study.



