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Revise & Resubmit Feedback Chart – May 2023
	Reviewer
	Comment
	Response

	Introduction

	1
	I am wondering if the title of the article can be clarified regarding the use of “Impact.” Impact typically denotes some type of experimental design where one variable “causes” or perhaps “predicts” another variable. Based on the data analyses conducted, it seems that the authors have conducted comparisons and correlations, which are not causal. Moreover, the title mentions “student outcomes,” however, to be more specific, it sounds like the authors are particularly assessing student academic outcomes.
	Thank you for this suggestion. We offer the following edits to the title to address this feedback and will gladly defer to the editor on a final selection:

  The Impact of State-Recognized Comprehensive School Counseling Programs and Caseload on Academic Outcomes of Diverse Student Populations
 Or 
Examining State-Recognized Comprehensive School Counseling Programs, Caseload, and Academic Outcomes of Diverse Student Populations

	1
	The introduction section of the manuscript should also provide context about caseload size before exploring this in more depth in the literature review.
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	Thank you. Presently, we reference both caseloads and school-counselor-to-student ratio in the introduction, albeit briefly. To address this comment, we added more context to these statements to strengthen the introduction.

	Literature Review

	1
	“The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) identifies gaps in math and reading scores for fourth and eighth-grade students identified as having a low SES.” Please clarify wording of this sentence. “identifies” and “identified” is used within the same sentence, so it is confusing what the authors are intending here.
	Thank you for your feedback. We have clarified the wording by restructuring the paragraph on page 4.

	1
	When referencing published research, utilize past tense verbs. “Although NAEP (2022) reports explicitly lower math…” should be: NAEP reported… Also, see the Akos et al. (2019) study referenced: “however, they did find that RAMP boosts student attendance…” should be: they found that RAMP boosted student attendance… Please make appropriate revisions throughout the manscript. Another example: “Atkins and Oglesby (2018) suggest that…” should be: Atkins and Oglesby (2018) suggested that…
	We appreciate this comment. The authors reviewed the manuscript to verify that past tense verbs were used when referencing previously published research. Thank you.

	1
	What is the authors’ rationale for utilizing NAEP scores? I understand that the authors are intending to explore student outcomes, so it may be helpful to introduce the readers to the types of student outcomes that the authors are intending to measure, which may then provide a clearer rationale/connection to why NAEP scores were selected (versus college readiness, etc.). Moreover, the authors can provide more context about NAEP, what it measures, what the scores mean, describe the score range, etc.
	We have provided a rationale for the use of NAEP scores within the restructuring found on pages 4 and 5. We used NAEP scores to illustrate the disparity that most relate to the academic outcomes in the study.

	1
	“Data collection and analysis confirm that all students receive appropriate services…” – I wondering if the authors can clarify this sentence, as they that it is written seems to be too simplified of an understanding of how school counselors utilize data. Data collection and analysis is a way of assessing whether and how students’ needs were met as well as understanding what types of needs are present so that services and interventions can be provided/initiated.
	Thank you. The sentence was
clarified and expanded upon to make the point about data clear in the context of this article.  pg 10



	1
	“ASCA data revealed that average ratios across the United States range from as low as 186 to over 700 students” – Please clarify by adding in “per one school counselor” at the end of the sentence.
	Thank you for this comment. We revised this sentence.

	1
	Citations needed for these statements: “In addition, the shortage of school counselors has left many students without access to school counseling services. For marginalized students, the impact is even more severe.”
	Citations were added to this sentence.

	1
	When describing the Indiana Gold Star Award, are there any additional citations that can be included (like referencing a website)? Furthermore, are Gold Star schools only public schools, or do they also include private schools? What are the requirements for schools to attain Gold Star status?

Although the authors made clear that RAMP and Gold Star can be synonymous, the authors did not describe the processes for earning either RAMP or Gold Star status. Perhaps a brief explanation or reference to some website would be helpful.
	Thank you for this comment. Since the Gold Star designation is currently being revised to meet the updated ASCA National Model, the American Student Achievement Institute (ASAI) has removed Gold Star content from their website during this revision; however, we have included an INDOE manual for reference and an unpublished document that ASAI provided us that describe the Gold Star standards and comparison with RAMP. Any schools that applied for the Gold Star designation and met their criteria were awarded Gold Star status.

	1
	It may be helpful to provide some general context about schools, student representation, and student outcomes in the state of Indiana. For those unfamiliar with the state of Indiana’s education system, some areas needing clarity would be: (a) how many total schools are in Indiana, and of these schools, how many are Gold Star Schools?; (b) what is the population of students served in the state of Indiana in general (i.e., based on the demographic variables explored by the authors, such as race, SES, etc.); (c) how many schools (Gold Star and non-Gold Star) are Title I schools?; (d) what is the student to school counselor ratio in the state of Indiana, and what are the average student to school counselor ratios for Gold Star schools vs. non-Gold Star schools in Indiana? Some of this information is shown in Table 1, so it might also be helpful for the authors to reference Table 1 at an earlier time in the paper too so that the readers have some context.
	Thank you. We edited the manuscript to reference Table 1 earlier for additional context. Presently, our manuscript addresses the total number of schools that existed in Indiana during 2018-2019 at the start of the “sampling procedures” section (N = 1,911). We added in the number of students represented in Indiana and added the school-counselor-to-student ratio for the 2018-2019 academic year. In the literature review, we reported the total number of schools that have been awarded the Gold Star designation since its inception (311) for additional context. Our hope is that this provides enough context to allow readers to get a sense of Indiana schools while staying concise, given that we have limited space. We defer to the Editor regarding any additional contextual needs.

	3
	 I have some remaining confusion regarding the demographic data. In the manuscript, the authors stated that “Math and ELA scores for American Indian, Asian, and reduced lunch students were removed from our dataset because sample sizes were too small to include in data analysis.” To the reviewers, the authors stated “In many cases, the public use dataset did not contain these numbers (not reported to the state)”. Please clarify in the manuscript – was the exclusion of these demographics a result of unavailable data or decided based on methodological considerations (e.g., sample size)?
	Thank you! These sample sizes were too small to be reported in the public-use data set, so we did not have access to this data. We clarified this sentence in the manuscript.

	Methodology

	3
	Thank you for your response regarding the exclusion of non-traditional school sites. The authors explained for the reviewer the purpose of the removal, but it is not evident in the manuscript. It is suggested that in the Sampling Procedures section, the authors include the same statement they shared with the reviewer to provide clarity for the reader. The authors’ statement to reviewer was as follows:
o “This removal allowed for consistent comparison between the Gold Star and control schools, as a true matched comparison between equivalent school
settings.”
	Thank you very much. We added this sentence where the reviewer suggested.

	Results

	1
	 Is there a reason why Asian and American Indian students are not included in the student demographic data in Table 1?
	This data was unavailable in the public-use dataset, as the sample sizes were too small. We made a note of this under the “instrumentation and variables” section of the manuscript to clarify the absence of this data.

	1
	In the Results section, it would be helpful to report the effect sizes along with the correlations for the findings related to the 3rd hypothesis, particularly since the correlations were found to be weak to moderate.
	We added another sentence at the end of the results, clarifying that all correlations were found to be weak to (with the exception of two moderate correlations) and reference Table 3 for a side-by-side comparison. Since correlation coefficients can be interpreted as representing an effect size, we believe that this is sufficient. 

	3
	Thank you for adding the partial eta squared scores to the results. It would also be worth noting in results or discussion that when there was significance in the MANOVA analysis, the effect sizes were small.
	Thank you for this feedback - we added a sentence to the results section that addresses the small effect size.

	3
	In results section change “significantly higher Math schools” to “scores”

	Thank you! Changed.

	Discussion

	1
	For the Discussion section, the authors seem to generalize their results broadly, and it would be helpful to include specific context about Indiana. For example, in the Discussion section: “In this study, we introduced a novel contribution to the literature by examining the impact of state-recognized CSCPs on student academic outcomes through an equitable lens by disaggregating data based on student demographics (e.g., gender, race/ethnicity, and SES).” The authors did contribute a novel contribution; however, the authors can also clarify that they were the first to examine the impact of state-recognized CSCPs on student outcomes… for the state of Indiana. Also, in the Discussion section: “This study is the first to examine disaggregated data to evaluate how state- recognized exemplary CSCPs impact academic outcomes for minoritized students. Specifically, we examined gender, race/ethnicity, and SES.” A sample clarification of wording could be: This study is the first to examine disaggregated data to evaluate how Indiana’s state-recognized exemplary CSCPs impact student academic outcomes for minoritized students. Specifically, we examined gender, race/ethnicity, and SES for Gold Star and non-Gold Star schools in the state of Indiana.
	We appreciate this feedback. We have clarified the fact that this research and results are based on the state of Indiana alone and should be interpreted as such.

	1
	The Discussion (last paragraph of the section) noted that the authors found significant correlations regarding case load size and ELA/Math pass rates for various groups of students; however, the authors reported in the Results section that these correlations were weak to moderate. It would be important for the authors to note this important caveat within this paragraph. If the correlations were weak/moderate, then the practical significance of the findings should be carefully considered. I realize that the authors mentioned this in the Limitations section; however, it would be important to also include this information first in the Discussion section too.
	Thank you for this comment. We added a sentence to the end of the discussion to address this.

	IMPLICATIONS

	1
	In the Implications section (1st paragraph), the authors interestingly note: “It should not be assumed that because a CSCP is labeled exemplary that it will result in significant positive outcomes for students.” So, if a reader were reading this paper, one might ask: Does being a Gold Star school counseling program matter, or attaining a Gold Star or RAMP school counseling program status matter? Is it more important that we measure specific elements of a CSCP rather than a whole CSCP in its entirety? I am wondering what the authors are suggesting here.
	Thank you. To address this comment, we edited the implications section. Please see this addition on page 20

	1
	 In the Implications section, the authors mention culturally responsive practices (2nd paragraph), and this is the first mention of this term. What types of culturally responsive practices are the authors recommending? This paragraph seems short and could use more explanation.
	We have added more context and detail regarding culturally responsive practices to the implications section which can be found on page 21

	Overall

	1
	Achievement gap and opportunity gap are related terms, but they are neither synonymous nor should be utilized interchangeably as each of these terms convey something slightly differently (as the authors have mentioned – achievement gap places the responsibility/burden on students whereas opportunity gap focuses on the systemic barriers and issues of access). Please clarify.
	Thank you. You are correct and we clarified that sentence.

	3
	 Thank you for clarifying for the reviewers the rationale for using 2018-2019 data. It would be helpful context to include in the manuscript for the reader, as well. A brief sentence stating that the 2018-2019 academic year provided the most recent and robust data would offer helpful context to the reader.
	Thank you - we added a sentence at the beginning of our methodology section addressing this.

	3
	Some references are included in the references list but are not cited in the manuscript (e.g., Centers for Disease Control). Review the references list to ensure consistency.
	We have reviewed the manuscript and reference list for corrections.


 
 


