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ABSTRACT
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- would be inservice training and integration of the arts into the
~ school curriculum: there vas more cooperation in planning between the
. gtate arts and the state education agencies for the
 Artists-in-Schools progras than in imsplementation and evaluation: and
 states with an enrollsent of more thanm one million students reported
greater involwement in arts education than those vith fewer.
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HIGHLIGHTS

e Thirty-one State departments of

education reported in winter
1978~79 andorsement Of arts
education at the elementary and
secondary school levels through
official policy statements.
Two of every three of these
States reinforced their policy

_ statements with dollar support

for arts education activities.

All States, except one, used
Federal funds to support arts
education projects during the
1977-78 schoel year. PFederal
programs used most frequently
were educational innovation
and support; library and learning
resources; education of the
gifted and talented; and edu-
cation of the handicapped.

® Both inservice training and inte-

grating the arts into the curric-
ulum ranked high among State pri-
orities to improve arts educa-
tion and would be financed by all
but one State if new "funds were
available for such purposes.

More States indicated a stronger
degree of cooperation in plan-~
ning than in implementing and
evaluating the Artists-in-
Schools prograa, funded by the
National Endowment for the Arts.

In general, States with a =mil-
lion or more elementary and
secondary public school students
reported greater involvement in
arts education than did those
with fewer atudents.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Gene Wenner, former Arts Education Coordinator in the U.5. Office of Education,
requested the survey and helped develop the conceptual frame-ork. Lonna Jones,
current Arts EBducation Coordinator, worked closely with NCES throughout the survey.

The survey was conducted by Westat, Inc., a research firm in Rockville, Mary-
1and. The Westat team for the Fast Response Survey Systeam (FRSS), under the direc-
tion of Elizabeth Farris, included Vivian Troutman and Debra Porter, who handled the
data-~collection and receipt control procedures; and Evelyn Commings, who carried out
the data-processing activities.

Jeanette Goor, NCES Project Officer for FRSS, had overall responsibility for
the survey under the general direction of Absalos Simms, Acting Director, Division
of Multilevel Education Statistics; and Marjorie Chandler, former Acting Director.
Other NCES staff contributed to the survey: Jean Brandes and Richard Cook advisad
on questionnaire development; Philip Carr designed the cover and title pajes; and
FRSS project staff members, Martha Hollins and Hedy Strachman, provided clerical and
general support during the sanuscript review.

The authors wish to acknowledge with gratitude the assistance of these and
other individuals in the conduct of the survey and preparation of the manuscript.

sk e q.’@_z‘é, -

i

4

_P

. o [
i, 1{



FORENORD

A renewed awareness of the significant role of the arts in improving the qual-
ity of life has spurred efforts--at all levels of government and among concerned
organizations and individuals-~to promote arts education in the schools. At the
same time, the concept that arts education should be available for all elementary

and secondary school students, not just the artistically talented, has gained strong
support.

This report presents the findings of a fast response survey requested by the
U.S. Office of Education to provide key background data for the Federal Government's
activities in coordinating policies and programs in arts education.

The FRSS Coordinators and respondents in the State departments of education
provided prompt responses to the guestionnaires that made the fast response survey
possible. The contributions of these individuals and organizations, and the
support of the professional arts education organizations, are greatly appreciated.

WE&A«?«_

Marie D. Eldridge
Administrator
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INTRODUCTION

Recent national interest in assess-
ing and promoting the status of the arts
in our society has prompted several
large-scale efforts at the Federal level.
Current assessments include the cultural
policy review of the White House Domestic
Staff and interagency activities of the
Fcderal Council on the Arts and the
Bumanities.

School arts policies and programs
are special concerns of the U.S. Office
of £ducation {(OE). 1In 1977, Commissioner
Ernest Boyer established the Arts in
Education Initiative to coordinate more
effectively Federal resources for arts
~ education:

@ Within the Office of Education's
existing arts programs and activ-
ities.

® With other Federal agencies, such
as the National Endowments for
the Arts and the Humanities, the
National Institute of Education,
and the Institute of Museum
Services.

® With State and local agencies and
other supporters around the
Nation.

This survey on arts education, con-
ducted for the Arts in Education Initia-
tive, sought information from the State

vi

education agency in each of the 50 States
and the District of Columbia on:

e Official State education agency
policy statements supporting arts
education in elementary and
secondary schools.

@ State funding for specified
activities in support ,of the
official arts education policy.

e Federal programs used to support
school arts preojects during
1977-78.

e Activities likely to be funded if
new funds were available to
improve arts education.

® Existing cooperation between the
State arts and State education
agencies on the Artists-in-Schools
program funded by the National
Endowment for the Arts.

Survey response was 100 percent.
State respondents completing the question-
naires were generally arts supervisors,
specialists, coordinators, consultants,
and other education specialists.

The NCES Fast Response Survey Sys-
tem is described in appendix I, and the
guestionnaire with summary responses is
shown in appendix II.



SURVEY FINDINGS

State Policy Support for Arts Education

Official State endorsement of arts
education at the elementary and secondary
level has increased in the past 5 vears.
As of the winter of 1978-79, 31 (61 per-
cent) of the State depar:ments of educa-
tion reported specific policy statements
in support of arts education: 24 adopted
in 1974 or later; 11 in the past 2 years
alone. Moreover, four additional
States 1/ reported plans to adopt similar
statements within a year (table 1). 2/

1/ Throughout this report, "States"
include the 50 States and the District
of Columbia.

2/ Preliminary findings of a recent survey
conducted by William Brown of the
National Assocviation of State.Boards of

Policy statements supporting arcs
education were more likely to be adopted
in States with large student enroliments.
Thirteen of the fourteen Statesg with
1,090,000 or more public elementary and
secondary students already had adopted
policy statements or planned to adopt
them. In contrast, only 8 of the 17
States with less than 400,000 students
had such official policy endorsements,
and none reported plans to adopt them
within a year.

Education {(NASBE) indicated that
arts education policies existed for 49
States. The indepth NASBE survey, that
included an exteansive search of docu~
ments, was undertaken for the National
Committee/Arts for the Handicapped.

Table 1.--Number of States with official policy statements specifically supporting
arts education in the elementary and secondary schools, by year of adoption
and State enrollment size: United States, winter 1978-79

{Table entries are numbers of States. 1/)

Status and year Sth? enrollment size
of adoption of
Less than 400,000~ 1,000,000
policy statement Total 400,000 999,999 or more
All States 51 17 20 14
Total adopted or planned 5 2/ 8 2/ 14 13
Year of adoption
1979 {(planned).cicsccces 4 0 2 2
Adopted prior to 1979... 3 8 12 1
1978 e« ® 00 0 F 00O 0O 000 ¢ 7 2 2 3
1977 @ 5 25 000 5050 0t a e ‘ 1 1 2
1976 @ @ e P 0000t " e @ a0 6 3 2 1
1975 FRC BN B B RN N NN N BN NN Y B BN AN A ] ‘ 1 3 0
197‘ e @ 00 0 s d o oo e toe e 3 1 o 2
1973 or earlier ...... 7 0 4 3

1/ "States” include the 50 States and the District of Columbia.

2/ Status of official policy statement in one State not ascertained
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State Punding in Support of QOfficial
Policy Endorsements for Arts Education

Nany States with policy statements
reinforced them with dollar support for
arts sducation activities. Twenty-two of
thirty-one States financed at least one
of three selected categories of arts
activities {inservice training, demonstra-
tion projects, arts advisory councils),
while eleven States supported all three
categories during the 1977-78 school year
{tadble 2).

States with policy statements funded
inservice training most freguently (20).

Fewer supported demonstration projects
(15) and arts education advisory councils
(13).

Dollar support for arts education
correlated with State enrollment. Only 2
of the 11 largest States with policy
statements (1,000,000 or more students)
did not fund any of the three selected
activities, while 6 supported all of
them. Of the eight States with leas than
400,000 enrollment and official arts
education policies, one-~half did nr: fund
any of the selected activities and only
cne funded all three.

Table 2.--Selected activities funded by States during the 1977-78 school year in
support of official arts education policy statements, by State enrollment
size: United States, winter 1978-79

(Table entries are numbers of States. l/)

State enrollment size
Activity cotal Less than 400, 000- 1,000,000
a 400,000 999,999 or more
All States 51 17 20 14
States with policy
statements funding: 31 8 12 11
Inservice training...... 20 3 9 8
pemonstration projects. . 15 2 5 8
Arts advisory council... 13 1 5 7
States with policy
statements funding:
None of the three activ-
ities-.--.--...---l-aota g 4 3
At least one of the
three activities.cae.c.. 22 4 s 9
onelcll.llclincl-lllll 7 3 3 1
wo...‘..l..........l. ‘ G 2 2
Three.-..------.:.o--o 11 1 4 6

1/ "States” include the 5u States and the District of Columbia.
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Use of Federal Funds to Support Arts

Education

Arts education is funded through
a number of Federal education programs
not primarily intended as support for the
arts. All States, with or without policy
statements, answered the question about
their use of 1l gelected Federal programs
to fund arts education in 1977-78.
Chart 1 shows the freqguency of State use
of these programs in descending order.

The four programs used by 25 or more
of the States to fund arts education
were:

e Title IVC, ESEA~-Educational
Innovation and Support 1/

e Special Projects Act: Gifted
and Talented Program

® Education of the Handicapped Act

® Title IVB, ESEA~--Library and
Learning Resources 2/

Fewer States reported funding througn the
remaining seven Federal programs, but all
programs were sources for arts education

support.

1/ This name was subsequently changed
under the Education Amerndments of 1978
to “Improvements in Local Educational
pPractices.”

Actual State use of these Federal
programs may be somewhat greater than
recorded, since a "don't know" response
was permitted to avoid a time-consuming
data search. This response was recorded
for all Federal sources listed, but most
frequently for the Adult Education Act and
the Vocational Education Act (19 and 20
States, respectively).

In addition to the 11 specified pro-
grams, respondents could write-in other
programs. Seven States mentioned five
additional Federal sources used to sup-
port some arts education projects, some
not under Federal education legislation:
National Endowments for the Arts and the
Humanities (three States); Cultural
awareness component of the Migratory
Education Program; Indian Education
Program: Area Agencies on Aging; and
the Appalachian Regional Council. Forty-
one States received funds from the Special
Projects Act: Arts Education, the only
categorical Federal program specifically
for arts education. Since information
about this program was available from
other sources, it was not included on the
questionnaire.

2/ This name was subsequently changed
under the Education Amendments of 1978
to "Educational Improvements, Resources
and Support.”

0
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Chart 1.--States in which selected Federal programs were used to support arts education
projects during the 1977-78 school vear: United States, winter 1978-79

;J’_:F'

ds . L

Selected
Federal Number of States 1/
program
0 5 10 15 20 235 30 35 40 45 50
1 1
Title IV C, ESEA--Educational -
Innovation and Support e ey
Special Projects Act: Gifted %—:—-—i—__‘.:—_‘:——‘r—é—‘—————-:-‘:—“:‘“‘l;-
and Talented Program e ey St
tducation of the Handicapped e e
Title IV B, ESEA--Library and T
Learning Resources |
Emergency School Aid Act e
Title I, ESEA--Educationally —
Disadvantaged e
Special Projects Act: Career —_——
Education Program e ————
Special Projects Act: Commu- :‘_—
- nity Education Program —

Title VII, ESEA--Bilingual —_—
Education ==

Adult Education Act =

Vocational Education Act

1/"States” include the 50 States and the District of Columbia.

H Number of States using the program
Number of States responding "don't know” if the program was used

Nimber of States not using program

-
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g act of Enrollment Size on State Use
Federe. Proqrams for Arts Projects

Federal programs used per State
for arts projects in the 1977-78 school
year ranged from a low of none to a high
of 10 with an average of 3.9 {table 3).
State use of these Federal programs varied

by enrollment size, States with enroll-
ments of 1,000,000 or more used an average
of 5.4 Federal programs, compared to an
average of 2.5 programs for States with
enrollments of less than 400,000, and an
average of 4.1 programs for States with
enrollments between 400,000 and 999,999,

Table 3.-~Number of selected Federal programs used per State for arts projects
during the 1977-78 school year, by State enrollment size: United States,

winter 1978-79

(Table entries are numbers of States. 1/)

Number of 1 State enrollment size
selected Pederal
Less than 400,000~ 1,000,000
programs Total 400,000 999,999 or more
All States 51 17 20 14
Nonel BB @& e 0 oot e oo l 1 D 0
Qnel..' L BN B BN Y I BN BN N BN BN NN BN BN BN N AN ] 7 3 4 o
M' 2 ® & 8 ® 98 00 a8 ® s & o e 10 7 2 l
Three' ®® & e O uoa ® oo ¥ s & O 7 2 3 2
Four' 2 @ 9" 9P 2 09 a0 Ve e Ve LS EESTPNE 5 2 3 o
Pivel 8 9 9 @ ¢ 5 00 5 9 e %P e et PP eSS 8 l 3 4
six’l. 2 8 ¢ 0 " R o & 2 O e OO SRR 5 1 1 3
seven. ® ® 8 0 @ @2 8 8 g =B e s &8ss 5 o 2 3
Bight' @ @ " &8 20 & 00 & 8 & 0 ¢ o0 00 2 0 1 1
Nine. ® @ @ &8 @ 2o @0 s 00 0w 0 0 0 0 0
Ten' ® @ &2 uw @0 @ v g 0w g s P EE Qg g 1 0 1 O
Average number
of programs
used per State...ccc000.- 3.9 2.5 §.1 5.4

- 1/ "states® include the 50 Stutes and the District of Columbia.
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Likely Use of Funds for Improving Arts
Education '

If new funds for improving arts
education were available, all States dut
one reported tha’. they would use them for
inservice training and for integrating the
arts into the curriculum (table 4).
States indicated not only a general need
but also a high priority for these two
activities. Inservice training ranked
first or second priority in 37 States, and
integration of the arts into the curric-
ulum was similarly ranked by 35 States.

Most States reported that they would
also use additional funds for workshops

and conferences conducted with Federal
assistance (48 States) and for demcnstra-
tion projects (44 States). However, a
majority of the States rated these activ-
ities medium or low priority.

Although 31 States indicated that
preservice training might be funded
with additional money, almost all gave
low priority to this use of funds. In
addition, 10 States mentioned other
arts education activities that might be
funded, including publications, dissemina-
tion, incentive grants to local districts,
cooperative programs with the State arts
councils, and strengthening networks of
arts education project sites.

Table 4.--Activities needed to improve arts education, by priority of need 1/:

United States, winter 1978-79

{Table entries are numbers of States. 2/)

e A Lki“‘*

Priority of need 3/
Total
Activity indicating ‘

need High Medium Low
Iinservice training.eccceses 50 37 7 6
Integration of arts
into curriculuM..ccccecccens 50 35 10 5
Workshops, conferences,
etc., conducted with
Federal assiStanC€eescece. 48 13 15 20
Demonstration projects.... 44 11 ' 12 21
Preservice training..c.cc. 31 2 3 26
othet.‘llll!.l...ll...ll.’ i/ 1G ‘ 2 3 )

1/ Neead is defined as likelihood of State funding if new funds become available for

improving arts education.

2/ "States” include the 50 States and the District of Columbia.

3/ High priority = ranks 1 and 2, as reported on the guestionnaire.

Medium priority = rank 3.
Low priority = ranks 4, 5 and 6.

4/ The ranking cf priorities was not ascertained for one State.
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Cooperation Between State Arts Agencies
and Stace Rducation Agencies Iﬁ'ﬁQETlEE='

In-Schools Programs

The last question in the gurvey
concerned the extent tc¢ which the desig-
natad State arts agency cooperated with
the State education agency in the Artists-
in-Schools program funded by the National
Endowment for the Arts. This program,
which is administered by State arts
agencies, brings professional artists
into elementary and secondary schools.

Cooperation between the two agencies
in the 1977-78 school year mostly occurred
during program planning {(table 5).

Twenty-one States reported strong coopera-
tion in the planning phase, vompared to
sixteen in program implementation, and
fourteen in program evaluation.

Again, responses related to State
enrollment size. At least half ~f the
States with enrollments of 1,000,000 or
more indicated strong cooperation in all
three phases--planning, implementation.,
and evaluation. About one-third of the
States with enrollments of less than
1,000,000 indicated strong cooperation
in planning. Even fewer {(about one of
every five) of these smaller Stoates re-
ported strong cooperation in implementa-
tion and evaluation.

Table 5.--States reporting a "strong degree of cocperation® between State arts
agency and State education agency on the "Artists-in-Schools" program,
by activity and State enroliment size: United States, winter 1978-79

(Table entries are numbers of States. 1l/)

State enrollment size
Activity rotal Less than 400,000~ 1,000,000
400,000 999,999 or more
All States 51 17 20 14

States reporting a
strong degree of
cooperation in:

Planningeceseacecoaresnes 21 5 8 8

Implementation.scescvese. 18 3 4 9

Evaluation...ceecceeccee 14 3 ) 7

1/ "States" include the 50 States and the District of Columbia.
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SUNMARY

Three of every five States have
official resolutions supporting arts edu-
cation in elementary and secondary
schools, according to replies from State
departments of education to a fast re-
sponse survey on State-level arts educa-
tion policies and programs. Four addi-
tional States are planning to adopt
resolutions within a year. Although States
began endorsing arts education policy
statements asg early as 1963, over three-
fourths were adopted in 1974 or later.
More of the large than small States
currently have policy stateaments.

Cf the States with an official pol-
icy resolution, 22 funded at least one
of three specified arts education activi-
ties during the 1977-~78 school Yyear:
inservice training, demonstration proj-
ects, and arts education advisory coun-
cils. State funding was related to State
enroliment size, with the larger States
funding more activities.

Projects were also financed through a
number of Federal programs during 1977-78.
Each of 11 specified Federal programs was
used by some States. The following
programs were cited most frequently as
sources: Title IVC, ESEA--Educational

NS IS

Iinnovation and Support; Special Pro-
jects Act: Gifted and Talented Pro-
gram; Education of the Handicapped
Act; and Title IVB, ESEA--Library and
Learning Resources., Every State but one
used at least one Federal program. The
national average was Slightly less than
four per State. (The one Federal categor-
ical program for arts education was not
included in the survey since data were
available elsewhere.)

Almost all States reported that, if
new funds were available to improve arts
education, they would support inservice
training and integrating the arts into the
school curriculum. Over 40 States would
support conferences and workshops as well
as desonstration projects. Thirty-one
States would fund preservice training,
but at a lower priority than the other
activities.

Cooperation between the State
education agency and the State arts
agency on the State administered Artists-
in-Schools program varied considerably.
State education agencies reported a strong
degree of cooperation more often in
planning rather than in implementing and
evaluating the program. Cooperative
activities between the two agencies were
more frequent in large States.
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APPENDIX I

The FPast Response Survey System

The Fast Response Survey System
{FRSS) was established by NCES s0 that
education data, urgently needed for plan-
ning and policy formulation, could be col-
lected quickly and with minimum burden on
respondents.,

The PFRSS covers six education sec-
tors:

State education agencies (SEA's)
Local education agencies (LEA's)

Public elementary and secondary
schools

Nonpublic elementary and secondary
schools

Institutions of higher education

Noncollegiate postsecondary schools
with occupational prograas.

All 50 States and the District cof
Columbia are included in the SEA sector.
For each of the other sectors, a strati-
fied random sample was designed to allow
valid national estimates to be made. The
sample sizes range from 500 to 1,000.

A data collection network involving
both respondents and coordinators was
developed in each sector. The coordina-
tor's role is to assist in the data
collection by maintaining 1liaison with
the sampled institutions or agencies.

The respondents were selected to report
for their institutions or agencies and
are responsible for completing the
questionnaires.

The Fast Response Survey System
provides NCES with a mechanism for fur-
nishing data quickly and efficiently.
All aspects of the system--the sample
design, the network of coordinators
and respordents, and the short question-
naires--have been designed with this
end in mind.

Methodology for the SEA Survey of Arts

Education: Programs and Needs

The Survey of SEA's on Arts Educa-
tion: Programs and Needs at the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Level was mailed in
December 1978 to each State education
agency (SEA)} coordinator, and responses
were obtained by telephone. All States
and the District of Columbia responded
to the questionnaire.

Information on the enrollment size
of the States was obtained from the Edu-
cation Directory, 1977-78, published by
the National Center for Education Statis-
tics.

.
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APPENDIX II

FAST RESPONSE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTN, EDUCATION, AND NELPARE PORN APFROVED
SURVIY SYSTEM EDUCATION DIVISION OMB NO. 51-R1l81
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

MASKINGTON, D.C. 20202

PR S e e s
This report is authorized by law (20 U/.S.Cl22le-~l).
Survey of SEAs o Arts EDUCATION PROGRAMS AND hile you_are’not required to respond, your Cooper
s

ation nasded to make the results of this survey
Neens AT TiE CLEMENTARY AND SgcomDaRry Lever Comprenensive, accurate and timely.
1. Doss your State Despartmsnt of Bducatica have a. Yas 31 Year adopted
an cfﬁe&ax resolution or policy statemsnt b. e "I Planning to aaa_p??ithin s yeax?
-upporunq arts sducation in Yes E

the alamantiry 4ad secondary schools? {If you checked (b), plml skip to quaation 3.)

2. Was this official arts wuey supported by Arts advisory council Yes _13 v 18
stats funding during past school year for Demcastration projects Yes 15 No
any of the u:t.i.vie.hu lxlud to the right? Inservice prograss Yes _an o

1. To your knaowladge, have any funds from the following Federal programs beea ussd in your State to support
arts projects during the past school ysar?

Fedaral progras Yes No Dontt know
&, Title I, ISEA-~Educationally disadvantagad 16 32 3
b, Ticle IV, ESEA-=Library and learning resourcaes 25 zQ 6
€. Title IVC, ISEA--Fducation innovation and support 41 8 2
d. Title VIX, ESEA--Bilingual education 5 |32 13
e. Special Projects Act: Carser Fducation program 1“ 30 7
£, Special Proiects Act: Gifted and Talented program 31 17 3
g. Spacial Projects Act: Community Educatics program 9 | 28 14
B. Adult Educatioa Act 3 29 19
i. Dmergency School Aid Act 18 23 10
j. vocational Education Act 3 ls 2&
k. Education of the Handicapped Act 26 19 6
1. oOther {specify) 7 - -

4. If nev funds Dacams availsble for improving arts sducation, would your State de likely to use such
funds for any of the following activities? For those you check “yes," please rank in order of
probadle importance, using "1* as highest rank.

Activity Liksly to use ord .

v o8 .
W | % 1171910156

a. Inservice training 50 1 16121} 7 I.L 2| -

b. Presarvice training 31 20 -J21317115} ¢4

¢. Iscegration of srts into curriculum 50 1 2302101 311X

4. Demonstration projacts 44 7 219112116 5] ~

O ntadwith Pederal assiscance 48 3 | 7]leltshofof1

£. other (spacify) 10 - 31112121 ~-|1}|x%

w Low sdwut_Casiiag 006 seceiia oc oee Siate

S. %o what dagrsa does the officially dessignatsd State arts agsncy cooperate with your State sducation
agancy in "Artists (n Schools" programe in sach of the activities listed below?

Degrees of cooperation
Activity
Strong Nodsrate Slight None at all

Planning 21 14 11 5

Isplamantation 16 18 6 11

Evaluation 1{0 9 13 15
same and titls of person completing this form:

State

Telaphone: Avsa code Number Data
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