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Foreword

Instructional faculty in colleges and universities have a crucial role in
our society. They are teachers, researchers, and resource persons. They
affect higher education’'s public service function. They make a significant
contribution to the Nation's technological advances. For this reason, it is
little wonder that there are many national, State, ard institutional-.level
issues surrounding this unique population. Yet, very little is known about
them. Very few recent national studies have been conducted to collect data
beyond the total counts and average salaries of full-time faculty.

To £fill the information gap, the National Center for Education Statistics
(NCES) in the Office of Educational Research and Improvement of the U. S.
Department of Education established a faculty study in 1987. The firs: cycle
of the study, completed 'n 1988, collected data on faculty and faculty issues
from three sources: institutional academic officers, department chairs, and
faculty members. The study is to be repeated once every four years; the next
is scheduled for 1991-92.

This report is one in a series of publications on faculty to be released
by NCES. It is based on data provided by faculty themselves, with special
focus on demographic characteristics, workload, compensation, retirement
plans, and job satisfaction.

We hope that the report will stimulate discussions on faculty issues. We
also hope it will encourage further in-dept% analyses of the data provided by

this study.

Samuel £. Peng Martin Frankel

Director Chief

Postsecondary Education Cross-Sectional Studies
Statistics Division Branch
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Highlights

Faculty Characteristics

The mean age of full-time faculty at higher education institutions was
47 years and that of part-time faculty was 44 years.

Across all institutions of higher education, whites accounted for

89 percent of full-time faculty and 90 percent nf part-time faculty.
Asians comprised 4 percent of the full-time faculty, blacks 3 percent,
Hispanics 2 percent, and American Indians 1 percent. Minorities
accounted for similar proportions of part-time faculty.

Men made up 73 percent of full-time faculty and 56 percent of
part-time faculty. Among full-time faculty, research universi.ies had
a significantly higher percentage of men (8( percent), whereas public
two-year institutions had a significantly lower percentage

(62 percent).

Sixty percent of full-time faculty were tenured, and ancother 22
percent were on tenure track.

Compensatjon
[ |

The average base saiary for full-time faculty during the 1987 calendar
year was $39,439. The average total income--base salary, other
institutional income, consulting, and other outside income--was
$48,701. PFor part-time faculty, the average base salary was §$6,829,
and the average total income was $33,841, including income from other
(perhaps full-time) employment.

Forty-two percent of the full-time faculty earned some income from
consulting and averaged $7,886 per year in consulting income.
Twenty-eight percent of the full-time faculty had other kinds of
outside income averagirg $8,412 from these sources.

Among full-time faculty, those in private research universities had
th~ highest average total income ($74,732). Faculty in public
research universities also had higher than average total income
($58,309). Those in public comprehensive, public two-year, and,
liberal arts institutions had lower than average total incomes.
earning $42,965, $38,539, and $32,740, respectively.

In four-year institutions, full-time faculty’'s average base salary was
$41,540. PFaculty in health sciences and engineering averaged
significantly higher base salaries--$56,328 and $45,387,

respectively. Full-time faculty in fine arts, education, humanities,
and social sciences had significantly lower base salaries, averaging
between $33,534 and $37,209.




B Among full-time feculty, women received lesc income from all sources
than their male counterparts. For example, compared to men, women
received 25 percent less base salary ($42,322 versus $31,755) and
32 percent less total income ($53,318 versus $36,398).

Workload

B During the 1987 fall term, full-time facuity averaged 46 hours per
week at the academic institution, 4 hours per week on cther paid
activities, and 3 hours per week providing unpaid professional
services--a total of 53 hours per week. The average total wo:rkload
for full-time male faculty was 53 hours per week, compared to 30 for
women .

Part-time faculty averaged 14 hours per week at the academic
institution being surveyed, 27 hours per week on other paid
activities, and 2 hours per week on unpaid professional services, for
a total of 43 hours per week.

Full-time faculty in public and private research and public doctoral
institutions put in higher than average hours at their institution
(49 to 52 hours per week). Those in two-year colleges averaged 40
hours per week, less than at any of the four-year schools.

Iime Allocation

B On average, full-time faculty spent 56 percent of their time on
teaching activities and about 15 percent each on research,
administration, and other activities. Part-time faculty gpent 59
percent of their time on teaching activities, about 4 percent each on
research and administration, and 34 percent on other activities
(including other jobs).

3 Among full-time faculty, those in research and doctoral institutions
spent less time on teaching activities (39 to 47 percent) and more
time on research (22 to 30 percent) than the faculty as a whole. 1In
contrast, full-time faculty in public two-year colleges spent 71
percent of their time on teaching activities and only 3 percent on
research.

Full-time faculty in four-year institutions spent an average of 52
percent of their time in teaching activities. Those in health
sciences spent considerably less time on teaching (34 percent), while
those in education and humanities spent more of their time on teaching
(58 and 61 percent, respectively).

Job fatisfaction

B Full-time faculty tended to be quite well satisfied on such dimensions
as their academic freedom, their colleagues, job security, benefits,

§
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workload, institutional mission, and their job overall. They tended
to be only moderately satisfied on such issues as the quality of their
undergraduate students, departmental leadership, and institutional and
departmental cooperation; and they tended to be not very eatisfied
with their salary, institutional authority and leadership, ard the

amount and quality of support that they received to help them do their
work.

As might be expected, part-time faculty were less satisfied than
full-time faculty with benefits, job security, and opportunity for
advancement.

Among full-time faculty, those at public comprehensive institutions
stood out as the least likely to be satisfied on a variety of issues
covered. They were especially dissatisfied about the support they
received (or did not receive) for their teaching and research.

Full-time faculty in public two-year colleges were the most likely to
be satisfied on various of the issues covered. Specifically, they
tended to be more satisfied with the quality of their colleagues,
their job overall, workload, their institution’s mission or
philusophy, their required mix of activities, departmental and faculty
leadership, and salary than the faculty as a whole.

In four-year schools, satisfaction levels varied so.newhat by the
program area in which faculty taught. For example, full-time faculty
in health sciences were more satisfied on 10 of the 29 issues covered,
and those in the fine arts were less satisfied on 9 of the 29 issues
covered than the faculty as a whole.

Among full-time faculty, larger percentages of men than women were
somevwhat or very satisfied cn 13 of the 29 items, whereas larger
percentages of women thén men were satiafied on only 3 items.

Plans for the Puture
[ |

Twenty-three percent of full-time faculty reported that thay were
*very likely" to leave their job during the next three years (i.e., by
Fall 1990), either to retire or to pursue (seek or accept) other
employment. One-third (33 percent) of part-time faculty reported
similar expectations.

Among full-time faculty, 35 percent of those not on tenure track at
institutions with tenure systems anticipated departure during the next
three years, compared to 20 percent of tenured faculty and 25 percent
of tenure-track (nontenured) faculty.

Across the age groups, rull-time faculty between 45 and 59 years of

age were less likely to anticipste departure than their younger or
older colleagues. Only 13 and 18 percent of those aged 45 to 54 and
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55 to 59, respectively, expected to leave their job during the next
three years, as compared to 38 percent of those under 30 years of age,
24 percent of those aged 30 to 44, 36 percent of those aged 60 to 64,
and 66 percent of those aged 65 and older.

Retirement during the next three years was anticipated by 7 percent of
both full- and part-time faculty. Among full-time faculty, retirement
was anticipated by 10 percent of those aged 55 to 59, 32 percent of
those 60 to 64, and 55 percent of those 65 and older. Percentages of
part-timers who expected to retire were similar in each of the age
groups.

Fourteen percent of full-time faculty and 22 percent of part-time

faculty anticipated that they would pursue (seek or accept) a
different full-time job during the next three years.

10
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Glossary

Agriculture and home economics program area: Includes agribusiness and
agricultural production, agricultural sciences, renewable natural rescources,
parks and recreation, home economics, and vocational home economics.

Business program aresa: Includes acccunting, banking and finance, business
administration and management, business administrative support, human
resources development, organizational behavior, and marketing and
distribution.

Education program area: Includes general and specialized education, such as
teacher education, education administration, special education, and physical
education.

¢ Includes civil, electrical, electronics,
mechanical, and other kinds of engineering, and engineering-related
technologies.

Faculty: See instructional faculty.

Fine arts program area: Includes art or music history and appreciation,
architecture, crafts, dance, dramaiic arts, music, and other visual and

performing arts.

- nsti : Institutions that offer baccalaureate and, possibly,
higher degree programs in several fields (that is, fewer than 50 percent of
the degrees they award are in any single specialized field). Comprises those
institutions classified as research, doctoral, comprehensive, and liberal
arts institutions.

- faculty: Faculty who reported that their institution considered
them to be employed full time.

Health sciences program area: Includes allied health technologies and
services, dentistry, health services administration, medicine, nursing,

pharmacy, psychiatry, public health, veterinary medicine, and other health
sciences.

rea: Includes classics, composition, creative writing,

Humanities program area
English, foreign languages, history, linguistics, literature, philosophy, and
religion.
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Instructional faculty: The group of faculty on whom NSOPF focused. Defined

for the survey as those who had at least some regular instructional duties
(such as teaching one or more courses or advising or supervising students®
academic activities), in for-credit higher education courses during the 1987
fall term. The group of regular faculty (see definition) on which this
report focuses are referred to interchangeably as "instructional faculty,"
"regular faculty," and, simply, "faculty."

Liberal coll t Smaller and generally more selective than comprehen-
sive colleges and universities. Primarily offer bachelor's degrees, although
some offer master’s degrees. Includes both public and private,
not-for-profit liberal arts colleges.

t Includes astronomy, biology, botany,
chemistry, computer science, geological sciences, mathematics, physics,
physiology, statistics, and zoology, and other natural sciences.

o * institu 8t Specialized institutions that offer degrees ranging
from the bachelor's to the doctorate, at least half of which are in a single
specialized field. Includes schools of law, engineering, business, art,

etc. 1In this report, this group does not include medical schools, which were
included in the doctoral institution groups because almost all were part of
or associated with doctoral institutions.

ZOther" program area: Includes all programs not included in tne other
program area categories, some of which are communications, library science,
law, theology, and interdisciplinary studies.

Part-time faculty: Faculty who reported that their institution considered
them to be employed part time.

8 u ¢ Privately controlled not-for-profit
institutions that offer liberal arts and professional programs; master's
degree is the highest degree offered.

d a \'d 8: Privately controlled not-for-profit
institutions that offer a full range of baccalaureate programs and Ph.D.
degrees in at least three disciplines, but tend to be less focused on
research and receive fewer federal research dollars than the research
universities. In this report, this group also includes privately controlled
institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

ch unjversjties: Privately controlled not-for-profit

institutions among the 100 leading universities in Federal research funds.
Bach of these universities awards substantial numbers of doctorates across
many fields,.
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Publjc comprehensive institutions: Publicly controlled institutions that

offer liberal arts and professional programs; master’s degree is the highest
degree offered.

Public doctoral universities: Publicly controlled institutions that offer a
full range of baccalaureate programs and Ph.D. degrees in at least three
disciplines, but tend to be less focused on research and receive fewer
Federal research dollars than the research universities. In this report,
this group also includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the
Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

Public research universities: Publicly controlled institutions among the 100

leading universities in Federal research funds. Each of these universities
awards substantial numbers of doctorates across many fields.

Public two-year institutions: Publicly controlled institutions that offer

certificate or degree programs through the Associate of Arts level and, with
few exceptions, offer no baccalaureate programs. (Faculty from private
two-year institutions also were included in the survey, but they are included
only in the "all institutions” figures because there were too few cases to
provide separate, reliable estimates.)

Regular faculty: Those who did pnot identify themselves in the questionnaire
as having acting, affiliate, adjunct, or visiting faculty status. Only
regular faculty are discussed in this report. (See also instructional

faculty.)

Social sciences program area: Includes departments of anthropology,
archeology, demography, economics, geography, government, history,
international relations, political science, psychology, sociology, and other
social sciences.

Temporary faculty: Those who identified themselves in the questionnaire as
having acting, affiliate, adjunct, or visiting faculty status. This group
was not included in this report.




Section 1: Introduction

Although faculty directly affect the quality of education in higher
education institutions and perform much of the research and development work
on which this nation’'s technological and economic advancemsrt depend, there
is very little current, comprehensive information on them. The primary
purpose of the 1988 National Survey of Postsecondary Faculty (NSOPF-88) was
to fill this information gap.

NSOPF-82 was the firat comprehensive survey of higher education
instructional faculty™ to be conducted by the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES) since 1963. It gathered information regarding the
backgrounds, responsibilities, workloads, salaries, benefits, and attitudes
of both full- and part-time instructional faculty in their many and varied
higher education institutions. 1In addition, information was gathered from
institutional and department-level respondents on such issues as faculty
composition, new hires, and departures and recruitment, retention, and tenure
policies.

The universe from which the institution sample was selected was all
nonproprietary U.S. vostsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.)
or higher degree and whose accreditation at the higher education level is
recognized by the U.S. Department of Education. This includes religious,
medical, and other specialized postsecondary institutions as well as two- and
four-year nonspecialized institutions. According to the 1987 Integrated
Pustsecondary Educagion Data System (IPEDS) file, this universe comprized
3,159 institutions.“ (Note that the universe differs from tha* used in
some other NCES studies in that it does not include postsecondary
institutions that are proprietary or those that provide only less than
two-year programs of instruction.)

There were three major components of the study: a survey of institu-
tional level respondents at a stratified random sample of 480 institutions; a
survey of a gtratified random sample of 11,013 eligible faculty members in
the participating institutions; and a survey of a stratified random sample of
3,029 eligible department chairpersons (or their equivalent) in the partici-
pating nonspecialized, two- and four-year institutions. Response rates to

nstructional faculty were defined as those who had at least some regular
instructional duties (such as teaching one or more courses or advising or
supervising students’ academic activities), in for-credit higher education
courses during the 1987 fall term.

2\ more detailed description of the types of institutions surveyed, as well

as a description of the sample design and survey methodology is provided in
the technical notes, appendix A.
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the three surveys were 88 percent, 76 percent, and 80 percent, respectively.

This report presents results from the faculty survey. The results are
based on information provided by a total of 7,408 full- and part-time regular
instructional faculty. It is estimated that these 7,408 respondents
represented a total of about 665,000 faculty, of whom an estimated 489,000
(74 percent) were employed full time by the institution surveyed, and an
estimated 176,000 (26 percent) were employed part time.3 Survey responses
aleo were received from 972 temporary (acting, adjunct, or visiting)
instructional faculty, representing a total of about 105,000 individuals.
Temporary instructional faculty were not included in this report because the

sample size was not large engugh to provide meaningful breakdowns by type of
institution or program area.

For all issues, the survey results are presented by type and control of
institution and by program area. In addition, results for some of the survey
jtems are presented by selected facult- characteristics, such as age, gender,

academic rank, or tenure status. Institution and program area categories
used in this report are as follows:

Institutions:

B Public research

B Private research

B Public doctoral (including publicly controlled institutions
classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools)

B Private doctoral (including privately controlled institutions

classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools)

3The estimates of total faculty provided in this report differ somewhat

from those provided in Institutional Policies and Practices Regarding Faculty
in Higher Education, NSOPF-88. Estimates in this report are based on weights
derived from faculty lists provided by the participating institutions and
faculty responses to a question regarding their full- and part-time status.
Estimates in the previously released report were based on weighted
institution representatives’ survey responses regarding the number of faculty
in their institution. For additional discussion of these differences, se2
the technical notes, appendix A.

4The group of regular instructional faculty on which this report focuses
will be referred to interchangeably as "instructional faculty," "regular
faculty,® and, s!mply, "faculty." A discussion of the size and composition
of the entire instructional faculty (full- and part-time, regular and

temporary) is provided in Institutional Policies and Practices Regarding
Faculty in Higher Education, NSOPF-88.
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Public comprehensive

Private comprehensive

Liberal arts

Public two-year (respondents from private two-year schools are
included only in the totals for all institutions because there were
too few cases from this group to provide reliable estimates)

B Other (religious and other specialized institutions, except medical,
that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor’s to the doctorate).

Program areas:

Agriculture and home economics

Business

Education

Engineering

Fine arts

Health sciences

Humanities

Natural sciences (including mathematics, statistics, and computer
science)

Social sciences

Other (such as communication, library science, law, theology, and
interdisciplinary studies).

Following NCES conventious, data are not presented for groups with fewer
than 30 cases. Accordingly, some of the tables, especially those presenting
data on part-time faculty, are rather sparse. A number of the groups for
which data are reported are nevertheless quite small (again, especially gmong
part-time faculty), so the reader should use these results with caution.

The unweighted number of respondents in each category are given in a parallel
set of tables in appendix B. All comparisons t%at are noted in the report
are statistically significant at the .05 level.® 1In addition,

5Although some of the numbers cited in the tables may appear to be quite
different from one another, they may, in fact, not be statistically different
from one another. Statistical significance depends on the magnitude of the
observed differences, the size of the standard error, and the sample size.
Differences which appear to be large but are not statistically significant
may be due to small sample sizes, large standard errors, or both.

Sn accordance with NCES conventions, the Bonferroni adjustment to the
significance level was used when multiple comparisons were made. With this
adjustment, the .05 significance level was divided by the total number of
comparisons made. Consequently, the t-value required for statistical
significance in comparisons across institution types and program areas was
approximately 2.8--a considerably more rigorous requirement than the 1.96
t-value required for a single comparison.
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standard errors for all percent:ges and mean values provided in the tables
are provided in parallel tables in appendix B. (For example, standard errors
for table 2.1 are provided in table B.2.1.)

The remainder of this report is organized as follows: Section 2
characterizes the (regular) faculty in terms of their age, race/ethnicity,
gender, highest degree held, tenure status, and academic rank. Section 3
discusses compensation, including basic salary, other institutional income,
consulting income, other outside income, and total income. In Section 4,
results regarding faculty activities are presented. Topics covered here
include respondents’ estimates of hours worked per week at the surveyed
institution, in other paid activities, and in unpaid professional service
activities. Respondents’ allocation of time acrrss major activities also is
presented. Section 5 discusses respondents’ ratings of satisfaction on a
variety of job-related issues, and section 6 describes their intentions to
retire or pursue other employment during the three years following the survey
year (1987-88).

Iwo other reports prepared under this contract describe the results from
the institution survey and the department chairperson survey.’ 1In
addition, another report will discuss NSOPF results on the following five
issues:

Patterns of faculty separation and retirement
Faculty work patterns

Faculty compensation

Women and minority faculty

Part-time faculty

7Copiec of these reports ( tional es ding
Iaculty ip Higher Education

and
v _Institutions) are available from the Office of
Educational Research and Improvement, Education Information Branch, 555 New
Jersey Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20208-5641 or 1-800-424-1616.
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Section 2: Faculty Characteristics

This section presente basic information on the age, race/ethnicity,
gender, highest degree held, tenure status, and academic rank of both full-
and part-time regular faculty at institutions of higher education.

Age

The mean age of full-time regular faculty at higher education instit-.-
tions was 47 years, with no statistically significant differences across
institutional types or program areas (table 2.1). Forty percent of full-time
regular faculty were between 30 and 44 years of age, 34 percent were between
45 and 54, 21 percent were between 55 and 64, and & percent were aged 65 and
older. Only 2 percent of full-time faculty were under age 30.

The mean age of part-time regular faculty was 44 years, slightly younger
than full-time faculty (table 2.2). Five percent of the pa.:t-time faculty
were under age 30, 52 percent were between 30 and 44 years of age, 25 percent
were between 45 and 54, 13 percent were between 55 and 64, and 5 percent were
8.°d 65 and older. Differences among mean ages of part-time faculty across
institutional types and program areas were not statistically significant.

Race/Ethnicity

Across ail institutions of higher education, whites accounted for
89 percent of full-time regular faculty and 90 percent of part-time regular
faculty (tables 2.3 and 2.4). Relatively small fractions cf full-time
faculty positions were held by Asians (4 percent), blacks (3 percent),
Hispanics (2 percent), and American Indians (1 percent). Minorities
accounted for similar fractions of part-time faculty.

Representation of the various racial/ethnic groups generally did not
differ across the various types of institutions, for either full- or
part-time faculty. The only significant deviations from the overall average
of minority representations were the lower than average percentages of Asians
in public two-year schools (2 percent) and the "other" (specialized) schools
(1 percent) and the lower than average perceatages of Hispanics in public
doctoral institutions (1 percent).

There was somewhat greater variability in the representation of the
various minority groups across program areas. Among full-time faculty at
four-year schools, the most striking finding was the considerably higher than
average representation of Asians in engineering (15 percent, compared to 5
percent for four-year institutions overall). Conversely, lower than average
proportions of Asians were found in the fine arts and humanities (2 percent
in each case). Black representation was lower than the overall four-year
school figure of 3 percent in agriculture/home economics and engineering




(1 percent or less in each case). Finally, Hispanics were represented at a
higher than average level in humanities (4 percent, versus a four-year school

average of 2 percent), and at lower than average levels in business program
areas.

For part-time faculty at four-year schools, small sample sizes appear to
have contributed to the observed fluctuations in representation of minorities
across program areas. The only statistically sign.ficant differences were in
the higher than average representation of whites in business and the "other®
program areas (99 and 97 percent, respectively, ccmpared with 87 percent for
four-year schools overall).

EGRQQE

Male faculty members made up 73 percent of full-time regular faculty
across all institutions of higher education (table 2.5). Men were rela:ively
overrepresented (that is, compared to the overall average) at public and
private research institutions (79 and 81 percent, respectively) and
relatively underrepresented at public two-year institutions (62 percent),

Men represented 97 percent of the full-time facrity in engineering program
areas, higher than in any of the other program areas. Men also had higher
than average representation in the natural sciences (85 percent). In

contrast, men comprised only 62 percent of the full-time faculty in
education.

Compared to their representation among full-time faculty, men comprised
considerably less of the part-time faculty (56 percent). Although there
appears to be a fair amount of variation across types of institutions and
program areas, only the lower than average representations of men in public
doctoral institutions (33 percent) and in departments of fine arts and
humanities (30 and 33 percent, respectively, versus 54 percent for four-year
schools overall) were statistically significant.

Highes: Degree Held

Faculty members holding a Ph.D. or first-professional degree (e.g., M.D.,
L.L.B., D.D.S.) made up 67 percent of full-time regular faculty, but only
29 percent of part-time regular faculty across all institutions of higher
sducation (table 2.6). Percentages of full-time fac1lty holding such degrees
were higher than the overall percentage of 67 for all full-time faculty at
public and private research universities (90 and 93 percent, respectively)
and at public and private doctoral institutions (82 and 89 percent,
respectively). At public two-year institutions, only 19 percent of full-time
faculty held such degrees, considerably lower than at any other type of
institution. Among part-time faculty, those with Ph.D.s or first-
professional degrees were considerably overrepresented in public research
universities and, especially, private research universities (56 and 72
percent, respectively) compared to part-time faculty in general (29 percent);
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whereas, they were underrepresented in public two-year schools (12 percent).

Predictably, four-year schools in general had higher than thLe overali
percentage of full-time faculty with a Ph.D. or first-professional degree
(80 versus 67 percent). Among the four-year school program areas,
humanities, natural sciences, and social sciences had higher than average
representation of full-time faculty with such degrees (83, 87, and 91
percent, respectively). In contrast, only 48 percent of the full-time
faculty in the fine arts had such degrees, substantially lower than in any
other program area.

As with full-time faculty, part-timers in four-year institutions were
more likely than part-timers in all types of higher education institutions to
have a Ph.D. or first-professional degree (43 versus 29 percent). Among
part-time faculty, the only program area where the likelihood of having a
Ph.D. or first-professional degree was statistically signiiicantly different
from the overall four-year school proportion (43 percent) was in the
humanities (30 percent).

[gng;g §§£tu3

Across all institutions of higher education, 9 percent of the full-time
faculty were in institutions that had no tenure systems (table 2.7).
Thirteen percent of the full-tire faculty in liberal arts institutions, 16
percent of those in private ductoral institutions, 25 percent of those in
public two-year schools, and 38 percent of those in other (specialized)
ingtitutions were in institutions with no tenure systems. In contrast,
almost all faculty in research and comprehensive institutions and public
doctoral institutions were in institutions with tenure systems.

Sixty percent of the full-time faculty at all institutions of hi, her
education were tenured, 22 percent. were on tenure track but not tenured
(nontenured), and 10 percent were not on tenure track. Only a fow of the
institutional groups were statistically significantly different from these
overall figures. Exceptions were lower than average percentages of
nontenure-track and nontenured faculty at public two-year institutions (5 and
9 percent, respectively) and a higher than average percentage of tenured
faculty at public research institutions (69 percent).

Differerces between full-time faculty in ae four-year school pre- am
areas and the overall full-time four-year school percentages include. ‘b
following: In health sciences, there was a higher than average proportion of
nontenure-track faculty (18 versus 11 percent) and a lower than average
proportion of tenured faculty (48 versus 61 percant). Similarly, business
had a larger than average share of tenure-track, nontenured faculty (40
versus 25 percent) and lower than average proportion of tenured faculty (45
percent). Humanities and social sciences showad the oppusite pattern.
Humanities had a lower than average percentage of tenure-track, nontenured
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faculty (17 percent), with a higher than average percentage of tenured
faculty (72 percent), and social sciences were low in nontenure-track faculty
(5 percent) and high in tenured faculty (70 percent).

Acedenic Rsnk

The vast majority (80 percent) of all full-time faculty at institutions
of higher education were in one of the three professorial ranks (table 2.8).
Thirty-three percent were full professors, 24 percent wece associate
professors, and 23 percent were assistant professors. The largest single
remaining group comprised instructors (11 percent). Seven percent were in
institutions at which academic ranks were not designated. Public two-year
schools stood out as the anomalous group in the distribution of academic
ranks. They had substantially lower than average percentages of the
professorial ranks (36 percent total), and higher than average percentages of
instructors (33 percent) and faculty in institutions with no academic ranks
(28 percent). Corresponding to our finding th.* public research institutions
had higher than average percentages of tenure. faculty, we find here that
they also had a higher than average percentage of full professors (45
percent).

There were -elatively few differences across program areas in four-year
schools. Exceptions were that natursl sciences departments had a higher than
average percentage of full professors (46 percent versus 37 percent for four-
year schools overall) and a lower than average percentage of assistant
professors (19 versus 26 percent). Also, business departments had lower than
average percentages of full professors (25 percent), while engineering and
social sciences departments had lower than average percentages of instructors
(1 percent in each program area, versus 6 percen.).

In contrast to the full-time faculty, only 17 percent of the part-time
faculty were in the three profe.jorial ranks, whereas almost three-fifths
(57 percent) were instructors, and 14 percent were lecturers (table 2.9).
For the most part, differences between institutional type and program area
percentages and the overall percentages were not statistically significant.
Notable exceptions were health sciences’ overrepresentation of assistant
professors (49 versus 16 percent) and a corresponding underrepresentation of
instructors (21 versus 42 percent) and lecturers (6 versus 25 percent). -




Table 2.1--Percentage diatribution of full-time regular faculty, by age, type and control of institution, and
department (>rogrem area: Fall 1987

-time regyl
Full-time 65 and
Type and control of _Under 30 | 30 to &4 | &5 to 54 | 55 to 64 | over
institution, and Mean
Mapber | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | age
All institutions 1/ 489,164 100 2 40 34 21 4 47
By type and control
Public research 96,228 100 1 39 33 24 3 48
Private ressarch 39,136 100 1 51 h14 18 3 46
Public doctoral 2/ 53,871 100 2 40 33 21 4 47
Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 100 1 45 7 14 13 47
Public comprehensive 93,144 100 2 36 37 3 3 48
Private comprehensive 35,160 100 2 41 35 17 5 47
Liberal arta 39,086 100 2 43 30 2 4 47
Public two-year &/ 91,559 100 2 3% 39 20 3 &7
Other 5/ 14,778 100 1 40 3 21 4 48
Four-yesr institutions 378,732 100 1 40 33 21 [ 47
By program area
Agriculture and
home economica 10,912 100 2 47 32 19 1 45
Business 24,329 100 2 50 28 17 2 45
Education 24,464 100 2 30 35 30 3 49
Engineering 18,682 100 1 35 3 3 3 48
Fine arta 24,789 100 4 40 35 17 3 46
Health gciences 78,927 100 1 46 28 20 5 46
Humanities 47,426 100 1 32 35 7 5 49
Natural aciences 60,347 100 1 41 39 17 2 47
Social sciences 40,369 100 1 43 3% 17 5 47
Other fields 48,488 100 2 38 N 23 5 48

1/ AlL accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postascondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level ia recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions clasaified by the Carnegie Foundation aa apecialized medical
achoola.

3/ ln:ludn privately controlled institutions clasaified by the Carnegie Foundation sa apecialized medical
achoola.

4/ Respondenta from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions" because of too few cases
for a relisble estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the dactorate.

NOTE: Detaila may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statiatica, “1988 National Survey of
Postaecondary Faculty."




Table 2.2:Percentage distribution of pert-time reguler faculty, by age, type and control of institution, end
deprtment progrem arxe: Fell 1987

Age of pert-time regular facylty
Pert-time 65 snd
Type and control of regulge facylty | Under 30 | 30 to 44 | 45 to 54 | 55 to 64 over
institution, and Mean
—department progrem gres | Number | Percent Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | age
ALl inetitutions 1/ 175,589 100 5 22 25 13 5 (YA
By type and control
Public resserch 10,163 100 2 &4 16 21 14 47
Private resssrch 8,466 100 10 43 30 1 é 46
Public doctorsl 2/ 7,403 100 5 60 20 1 4 42
Private doctoral 3/ 10,428 100 0 52 39 8 2 45
Public comprehensive 21,659 100 é 54 24 12 4 44
Private comprehensive 9,842 100 10 37 22 18 13 47
Liberal orts 12,917 100 2 39 30 15 12 49
Public two-yeesr &/ 80,814 100 4 57 24 12 3 44
Other 5/ 12,032 100 10 51 28 7 4 43
Four-yesr institutions 80,877 , 100 5 47 26 14 8 46
By program sree
Agricuiture and
home economics .- .. . . .- .- .- .-
Busincss 5,219 100 1 4 26 21 12 49
Education 4,233 100 4 54 13 18 " 46
Engineering .- .- .- . .- .- - .-
Fine orts 8,506 100 8 56 14 16 é 44
Health sciences 17,214 100 1 47 36 13 3 46
Kumanities 8,598 100 10 42 29 8 1 46
Neturel sciences 10,073 100 5 43 n 10 10 46
Socisl sciences 5,693 100 3 63 15 9 10 44
Othar fialds 16,577 100 4 46 27 16 7 46

== Yoo few ceses for & ralisble estimate.

1/ AUl sccredited, nonpropristery U.S. postsecondary institutions that grent a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditetion st the higher educetion level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Eck.catioi.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

3/ Includes privataly controlled institutions classified by the Cernegie Foundation as specislized medicel
schools.

4/ Respondents from privata two-yeer colleges sre included only in "sll institutions" beceuse of too few cases
for a relisble estimate.

S/ Religious and other specislized institutions, except medical, thet offer degrees renging from the bachelor to
the doctorate.

NOTE: Dateils may nut add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Education, Netional Center for Educetion Stetistics, %1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.
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Table 2.3--Percentage distribution of full-time regular faculty, by race/ethnicity, type and control of
institution, and department program area: Fall 1987

Ethnicity of full-time regular faculty
Full-time American
Type and control of regular faculty Indisn | Asien | __ Black | HWispanic |__ White
institution, and I
men _Nutber | percent Percent percent | Perc bercent | Percent

ALl institutions 1/ 489,164 100 1 4 3 2 89
8y type and control

Public research 90,228 100 1 5 2 2 90

Private research 39,136 100 0 4 6 ] 85

Public doctoral 2/ 53,871 100 1 5 2 1 1

Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 100 «1 10 2 1 86

Public comprehensive 93,144 100 1 é 4 2 88

Private comprehensive 35,160 100 1 4 2 1 (4]

Liberal arts 39,086 100 1 3 8 1 87

Public two-year 4/ 9,559 100 1 2 3 3 n

Other 5/ 14,778 100 0 1 3 1 95
Four-year institutions I, 732 100 1 5 3 2 89
By program area

Agriculture and

home economics 10,912 100 2 1 <1 3 9%

nuginess 24,329 100 1 9 3 1 86

Education 24,464 100 1 1 7 3 88

Engineering 18,682 100 0 15 1 1 83

Fine arts 24,789 100 1 2 3 3 91

Health sciences 8,9¢r 100 1 7 3 1 88

Humanities 47,426 100 1 2 3 4 1

Matural sciences 60,347 100 1 7 1 2 89

Social sciences 40,369 100 1 2 5 2 89

Other fields 48,488 100 1 4 é 1 88

1/ ALl accredited, nonproprietary U.t. postsecondary ‘nstitutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degrce
and whose accreditation at the higrer education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Ecucation.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

4/ Respondenta from private two-year colleges are included only in “all institutions® because of too few cases
for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the doctorate.

NOTE: Uetails may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Ecucation, Nationsl Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.*
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Table 2.4--Percentage distribution of part-time regular faculty, by race/ethnicity, type and control of
institution, and department program area: Fall 1987
Race/Ethnicity of part-time reaular faculty
Part-time American
Type and control of regular faculty |__Indian Asien Black Hispanic White
institution, and !
r r Number I Percent | Percent | Percent percent Percent Percent

All institutions 1/ 175,589 100 1 3 4 2 90
By type and control

Public rasearch 10,163 100 1 0 1 0 98

Private research 8,466 100 2 2 12 2 83

Publ ic doctoral 2/ 7,403 100 1 ] 1 2 96

Private doctoral 3/ 10,428 100 0 16 0 7 144

Public comprehensive 21,659 100 4 9 2 1 84

Privata Comprehensive 9,842 100 0 <1 0 3 97

Liberal arts 12,917 100 1 0 15 2 82

Public tw -year &/ 80,814 100 1 2 3 2 91

Other 5/ 12,032 100 0 1 1 0 98
Four-year institutions 80,877 100 2 5 4 2 87
By program area

Agriculture and

home economics .- .. .- .. - .. ..

Business 5,219 100 0 0 1 0 99

Education 4,233 100 3 4 9 3 81

Engineering .. .. .. .- .. .. .-

Fine erts 8,506 100 0 5 2 4 89

Health sciences 17,24, 100 1 10 13 4 72

Humenities c,598 100 0 3 3 2 93

Natural sciences 10,073 100 1 8 1 1 89

Social sciences 5,693 100 14 7 5 0 74

Other fields 16,577 100 1 0 1 1 97
*- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

17 ALl accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher edu.cation level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

3/ lnclu?es privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

&/ Respondents from private two-year colleges ara intluded only in “all institutions® because of too few cases
for a reliable astimate.

5/ Religious and other specislized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the doctorate.

NOTE: Datails may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, “1988 Nationsl Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.®




Table 2.5--Percentage distribution of full- end part-time regular faculty, by gender, type and control of
institution, and department program area: Fall 198”

Full-time Part-time

Type and control of | __regylar faculty | Mele | Femele | reguler faculty | Male | Female

institution, and
_dsnnm;.nmm_!m_l_ml_uums_ t mmd Percent | P

All institutions 1/ 489,164 100 I 27 175,589 100 56 44

By type and control
Public research 96,228 100 n 21 10,163 100 67 33
Private research 39,136 100 81 19 8,466 100 58 42
Public doctoral 2/ 53,871 100 76 24 7,403 100 33 67
Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 100 £ 27 10,428 100 82 18
Public comprehensive 93,1464 100 n 29 21,659 100 50 50
Private comprehensive 35,160 100 n 28 9,842 100 49 51
Liberal arts 39,086 100 n 29 12,917 100 39 61
Public two-year &/ 91,559 100 62 38 80,814 100 58 42
Other 5/ 14,778 100 ” 21 12,032 10Q 69 3

Four-year institutions 378,732 100 B 25 80,877 100 54 46

By program area
Agriculture and

home economics 10,912 100 63 37 .- .- . .
Business 24,329 100 78 22 5,219 100 69 3
Education 24,464 100 62 38 4,233 100 43 57
Engineering 18,682 100 o7 3 .- .- .- .-
Fine arts 24,789 100 76 24 8,506 100 30 T0
Health eciences 78,927 100 68 32 17,214 100 57 43
Humenities 47,426 100 T0 30 8,598 100 33 67
Natural sciences 60,347 100 85 15 10,073 100 59 41
Social sciences 40,369 100 n 23 5,693 100 61 39
Other fields 48,488 100 n” 23 16,577 100 59 41

== Yoo few cases for a reliable estimate.

17 ALl accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary instituticns that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Oepartment of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as special ized medical
schools.

3/ lnchlucllu privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-yeasr colleges are included only in "all institutions" because of too few cases
for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table 2.6--Percentage distribution of full- and part-time regular faculty who
have a Ph.D. or first-professional degree, by type snd control of
institution and department program area: Fall 1987

. : r ty
Type and control of
institution, and Percent Percent
—depertment progrem gres |
All institutions 1/ 489,164 67 175,589 29
By type and control
Public research 96,228 90 10,163 56
Private research 39,136 93 8,466 n
Public doctoral 2/ 53,871 82 7,403 46
Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 89 10,428 51
Public comprehensive 93,144 69 21,659 36
Private comprehensive 35,160 T2 9,842 27
Liberal arts 39,086 62 12,917 26
Public two-year &/ 91,559 19 80,814 12
Other 5/ 14,778 (] 12,032 49
Four-year institutions 378,732 80 80,877 43
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 10,912 83 .- .-
Business 24,329 n 5,219 33
Education 24,464 76 4,233 s
Engineering 18,682 80 .. --
Fine arts 24,789 48 8,506 22
Health sciences 78,927 84 17,214 70
Humeni. “es 47,426 a3 8,598 30
Natural sciences 60,347 87 10,073 42
Social sciences 40,369 14| 5,693 &4
Other fields 48,488 69 16,577 39

== Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

17 AUl accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a
two-year (A.A.) or higher degree and whose accreditation at the higher education
level is recognized by tiie U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation
as specfalized medical schools.

3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation
as specislized medical schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges sre included only in wall
institutions® because of too fuw cases for a reliable estimete.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees
ranging from the bachelor to the doctorate.

NOTE: Details mey not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
"1988 National Survey of Postsecondary Faculty.®
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Table 2.7--Percentaga distribution of full-time regular faculty, by tenura status, type and control of
institution, ind department program araa: Fall 1937

No tenure
system for
faculty
NO tenure status On tenure
Full-time system at or not on track but

Type and (i:ontrol of |_regyler facylty | institution | tenure track] not tenured | Tenured
institution, and
I _Number | Percent Percent Percent _Percent _Percent

ALl institutions 1/ 489,164 100 9. v 22 60
By type and control
Public research 96,228 100 1 10 20 69
Private research 39,136 100 2 13 3 54
Public doctoral 2/ 53,871 100 0 13 27 59
Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 100 16 8 29 48
Public comprehensive 93, 144 100 1 10 3 66
Private comprehensive 35,1460 100 3 12 30 55
Liberal arts 39,086 100 13 1 5 51
Public two-vear 4/ 91,559 100 25 5 9 60
Other 5/ 14,778 100 38 ] 18 36
Four-year institutions 378,732 100 3 1 25 61
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 10,912 100 <1 1 20 68
Business 24,329 100 1 14 40 45
Education 26,464 100 2 12 22 65
Engineering 18,682 100 1 5 i 63
Fine arts 24,789 100 2 8 25 é5
Heal th sciences 78,927 100 é 18 27 &
Humanities 47,426 100 2 9 17 n”
Natural sciences 60,347 100 3 8 22 67
Social sciences 40,369 100 2 5 23 70
Other fields 48,488 100 4 il 27 57

1/ ALl sccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondsry institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher
degrn'and whose accreditation at the highar education level is recognized by the U.S. Oepartment of
Education.

2/ !n;luiln publicly controlled institutions classified by tha Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of too few
caaes for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the
bachelor to the doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, *1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."




Tebla 2.8--Parcentaga distribution of full-time regular faculty, by academic rank, type ond control of
institution, and depertment program araa: Fall 1987

Not
applicebla:

desfignated Professor
Full-time at Othar

T{p- :nd ci:ontrol of |_reguier faculty linstitytion] Full 1/ |Associste|Assistant|instructor| Lecturer| ranks 2/
netitution, and

—depertment orogram gres | OL_LMLMM&MMMM
All institutions 3/ 489, 164 100 7 33 26 3 1 2 1
By type and control
Public research 96,228 100 0 45 28 21 3 3 <1
Privata research 39,136 100 <1 39 25 29 3 2 1
Public doctoral &/ 53,871 100 0 34 k| 27 7 1 1
Privata doctoral 5/ 22,107 100 <1 35 26 30 9 0 0
Public comprehensive 93, 144 100 0 37 27 3 9 3 1
Privata comprehensive 35,160 100 <1 3 29 33 6 <1 <1
Liberal arts 39,086 100 [ 29 23 3 9 1 1
Public twoyear 6/ 9,559 100 28 16 9 1 33 1 2
Othar 7/ 14,778 100 15 34 22 16 9 0 3
Four-year ins:itutions 378,7.2 100 1 37 27 26 6 2 1
By program area
Agricultura and
home economics 10,912 100 0 40 26 26 é 4 <1
Susiness 24,329 100 0 25 26 35 9 4 <1
Education 264,464 100 <1 35 29 27 6 2 1
Engineering 18,682 100 0 45 30 3 1 1 ]
Fine arts 26,789 100 1 36 30 25 6 2 0
Health sciences 78,927 100 c 33 26 31 8 1 1
Humenities 47,426 100 1 41 28 22 4 3 <1
Natural sciences 60,347 100 1 46 26 19 5 3 <1
Social sciences 40,369 100 1 39 30 26 1 1 1
Othar fialds 48,488 100 1 35 5 26 1 2 <1

17 Includet distinguished/named professors.
2/ Includes faculty with no formsl rark.

3/ ALl sccredited, nonpropriatary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) o highar degree and
whosa accreditation at tha highar education lavel is recognized by tha U.S. Department ~* “uucation.

4/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by tha Carnegia Foundation as specialized medical schools.
5/ iIncludes privataly controlled institutions classified by tha Carnegia Foundation as specialized medical schools.

6/ Respondents from privata two-year colleges ara included only in "all institutions® becauss of too few cases for a
relisbla estimata.

/) ::‘l:iuioul and othar specialized institutions, except medical, that offar degrees ranging from tha bachelor to tha
torata.

NOTE: Datails mey not add to total becsusa of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Centar for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.®
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Table 2.9--Parcentaga distribution of part-time regular faculty, by academic rank, type and control of

institution, and department program araa: Fall 1987

—Sepertment progrem arza | Number | Percent | Percent | Pe ;ent |

Al

Not
spplicabla:
no ranks
dasignated

Part-time at
Type and control of Full 1/
institution, and

L institutions 3/ 175,589 100 9 5

By type and control
Public research 10,163 100

Private resesrch 8,466 100
Public doctoral &/ 7,403 100
Private doctoral 5/ 10,428 100
Public comprehensive 21,659

Private comprehensive 9,842 100
Liberel arts 12,917 100
Public two-yaar 6/ 80,814 100
Other 7/ 12,032 100

VIS 20N O
Pa P OUNNOO
SOV 2l

-

Four-year institutions 80,877

By program area
Agriculture and

home economics .-
Buziness 5,219
Education 4,233
Engineering .-
Fine arts 8,506
Health sciences 17,214
Humanities 8,598
Natural sciences 10,073
Social sciences 5,693
Othar fialds 16,577

SPUNGEBENVO s Ve s

S ONNOO s =20
-

v
2/
k74

&/
5/
6/

174

Too few cases for a raliabla estimata.
Includes distinguished/named professors.
Includes faculty with no formal rank.

All eccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree snd
whose accreditation at the highar education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by tha Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
Includes privataly controlled institutiona classified by tha Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

Respondents from private two-year colleges ara included only in ™all institutions* becausa of too fen -«ses for &
raliabla estimeta.

Religious and othar specialized institutions, axcept medical, that offar degrees ranging from tha bachelor to the
doctorata.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Centar for Education Statistics, %1988 National Survey of

rostsecondary Faculty.®
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Section 3: Compensation

This section presents data on faculty income. Mean income is presented
for full- and part-time regular faculty, by source of income, institutional
type, program area, gender, and academic rank. Source of income is divided
into the following:

B Basic salary: the amount indicated by the respondent under a category
called simply "basic salury.®

# Other income from the academic institution: income, including the
estimated value of nonmonetary compensation (e.g., food, housing,
car), for administration, research, coaching sports, summer session
teaching, or other activities not included in their basic salary.

H Consulting: consulting, consulting business, legal or medical
services, psychological counseling, freelance work, professional
performances or exhibitions, speaking fees, and honoraria.

# Other outside income: income from other academic institutions,
self-owned business other than consulting, royalties, commissions,
nonmonetary compensation from other sources, retirement income, grants
or research income, and any other employment.

# Total earned income: the sum of the above categories.

Mean income was calculated in two ways: as a mean of all faculty in a
given group (e.g., all full-time faculty in private research institutions)
and as a mean of only those faculty who received income from a particular
source. The latter figures are presented with the percentage of faculty who
received income from that source. In addition, the percentages of full- and
part-time faculty who received different amounts of consulting income are
presented, by institutional type, program area, gender, and academic rank.

Income of All Higher Education Faculty
Full-Time Faculty

Table 3.1 presents mean income, by source, across all full-time regular
faculty in higher education institutions, table 3.2 presents the percentages
of those who earned each type of income and the mean income, by source for
that income group, and table 3.3 presents the distribution of consulting
income. In each table, the data are presented by type and control of
institution and program arca.

Across all full-time regular faculty, the average basic full-time salary

during the 1987 calendar year was $39,439. Cu average, full-time faculty
received an additional §3,588 from their institution, making for a total
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average income from the institution of $43,027 (table 3.1). Among the 53
percent of the full-time faculty who received other income from the
institution, the average was $6,795 (table 3.2).

Forty-two percent of the full-time faculty earned some income from
consulting (table 3.2), but for the most part the amounts were not very large
(table 3.3)., Thirteen percent earned under $750, 10 percent earned $750 to
$2,499, 10 percent earned $2,500 to $9,999, and only 9 percent earned $10,000
or more (table 3.3). Among faculty who earned consulting income, the average
earned from consulting was $7,886 (table 3.2). Other kinds of outside income
were earned by slightly over one-fourth (28 percent) of the full-time
faculty, who averaged $8,412 from these sources (table 3.2). Across all
full-time faculty, the average consulting income was $3,285, and the average
income from other outside sources was $2,389 (table 3.1).

Across all full-time faculty, the combination of basic salary, other
institutional income, consulting, and other outside income averaged $48,701
(table 3.1). On average, the basic salary accounted for 81 percent of total
earned income; the income from the academic institution accounted for 88
percent of total earned income (table 3.1).

Part-% acult

Table 3.4 presents mean income, by source, across all part-time regular
faculty in higher education institutions, table 3.5 presents the percentages
of those who earned each type of income and the mean income among each group,
and table 3.6 presents the distribution of consulting income. In each table,
the data are presented by type and control of institution and program area.

For all part-time regular faculty, the average basic salary was $6,829
(table 3.4). Only 20 percent eairned any other income from the institution,
averaging $2,363 among those who had this kind of income (table 3.5) and $465
among all part-time faculty (table 3.4). Thus, for most pa~t-time faculty,
the extent of their financial relationship with an institution was limited to
a basic services contract which was rarely expanded to include additional
activities.

Only about one-third (35 percent) of the part-time faculty earned
consulting income, but those who did earned an average of $17,664 (table
3.5), considerably more than the average of $7,886 earned by their full-time
counterparts who did consulting work (table 3.2). Seven percent of
part-timers earned less than $750 consulting, 6 percent earned $750 to
$2,499, 8 percent earned $2,500 to $9,999, and 15 percent earned $10,000 or
more (tadle 3.6). Across all part-time faculty, the average amount earned
from consulting was $6,241 (table 3.4).

A full two-thirds (68 percent) of the part-time faculty had at least some

other (nonconsulting) out.side income, averaging $29,695 (table 3.5)--four
times as much as they earned in basic salary from the institution. Across
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all part-time faculty, the average amount received from other outside sources
was $20,306 (table 3.4)., Nevertheless, despite the substantially greater
congsulting and other outside income earned by part-time faculty relative to
their full-time counterparts, the average part-timer’'s total income was
considerably less than that of the average full-timer: $33,841 verius
$48,701, respectively (tables 3.4 and 3.1).

Differences by Type of Institution

Full-Time Faculty

For full-time regular faculty, salary varied substantially by type of
institution. Generally, full-time faculty in research and doctoral insti-
tutions had higher average basic salaries ($43,636 to $52,709) than did
full-time faculty in other four- and two-year institutions ($28,769 to
$36,830). In particular, faculty in research universities had higher than
average basic salaries, whereas those in private comprehensive, public
two-year, other specialized, and liberal arts institutions had lower than
average salaries (table 3.1).

Compared to the overall 53 percent, rela.ively high percentages of
full-time faculty in private comprehensive (61 percent) and public two-year
(63 percent) institutions received other income (beyond their basic salary)
from their institutions. Private comprehensive faculty, along with those in
liberal arts and public comprehensive institutions, nevertheless had lower
than average amounts of other income from the institution (table 3.2). This
was true when calculated across all full-time faculty in these institutions
as well as when calculated as a mean of only those individuals who received
this kind of income (tables 3.1 and 3.2). At the other end of the
distribution, among faculty who received other income from their institution,
those in public and private research universities received higher than
average amounts ($9,241 and $19,544, respectively, versus an overall average
of $5§,795) (table 3.2).

Full-time frculty in public and private research universities also were
more likely than average to earn consulting income (55 and 61 percent,
respectively, versus 42 percent overall) (table 3.2), and a higher than
average percentage of those in private research institutions earned $10,000
or more from consulting (19 versus % percent) (table 3.3). Across all
faculty, those in private research universities, on the average, earned about
twice the overall average consulting income ($7,011 versus $3,285) (table
3.1). In contrast, faculty in liberal arts and public two-year institutions
were less likely than average to have consulting income (32 and 24 percent,
respectively) (table 3.2), and those who earned such income tended to earn
relatively little (less than $3,000 versus almost $8,000 overall) (table
3.2). None of the types of institutions differed significantly from the
overall average for other outside income.

Full-time faculty in private research universities had the highest
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average total earned income ($74,732) by a considerable margin (tabl. 3.1).
Faculty in public research universities also ha. higher than average total
incomes ($56,309). Those in public comprehensive, public two-year, and
liberal arts institutions .ad lower than average total incomes ($42,965,
$38,5%9, and $32,740, respectively) (table 3.1).

Part-Time Facult

Although there appear to be considerable differences across institutional
types for part-time faculty incomes, they were not statistically
significant. Exceptions were higher than average basic salaries among pudlic
research part-timers ($16,193 versus $6,829 overall), lower than averag:
basic salaries among those in public two-year institutions ($4,465), and
lower than average total income among liberal arts part-timers ($24,242
versus §$33,84) Gverall). These figures represent only basic or total income
and do not t»sk: into uaccount the percentage of time that part-time faculty
weye empleysd (table 3.4),

Differences by Program Area
Full-Time Faculty

Among tha full-time regular faculty, those in health science program
areas had .° highest average basic salaries by far ($56,328), exceeding
their closest comparison group (engineering) by 24 percent (table 3.i).
Faculty in engineering had the next highest basic salary, earning an average
of $45,327. Compared to the overall four-year school average of $41,540,
faculty in fine arts, education, humanities, and social sciences earned
relatively low basic salaries averaging “etween $33,534 and $37,209 (table
3.1).

Similar patterns wers fcind in total earned income and in consulting
income. Thus, for example, health sciences faculty further increased their
advantage with rela' .ely high consrulting income, v. le humanities and fine
arts faculty fell eve. further behind. (Amounts of other outside income did
not vary significantlv acrosa program areas, for the most part.) 1. e average
total income of health sciences faculty was $74,968, whereas for humanities
and fine arts faculty it was $38,787 and $39,768. respectively (table 3.1).

There also w. s considerable diversity across program areas in the
percentage of full-time faculty who received other income (beyond their basic
salary) from their institution and in the average amounts received (table
3.2). For example, only about one-third of faculty in agriculture ana home
economics (33 percant) and heclth sciences (29 percent) received such income
(compared to 5C percent across all four-year institutions), whereas
two-thirds of those in business (68 percent) and education (67 percent) did
80. Although the agriculture/home economics and health sciences facuity were

‘ailar in the percentag2s who received other income from the institution,
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they were very different in average amounts received--$2,582 for the former
and $21,050 for the latter (among those who received such income) (table
3.2).

Part-Time Faculty

Among part-time faculty, those in health sciences averaged substantially
higher total earned income than tbhose in other program areas ($66,958 versus
$39,013 for four-year institutions overall) (table 3.4). Groups with lower
than average total income were education ($25,901), fine arts ($23,549), and
humanities ($15,587). Most of this overall low total income among humanities
faculty decived from markedly lower than average income from consulting ($506
versus a four-year school average of $8,529) and other outside sources
($5,730 versus $20,925) (table 3.4). Other interesting findings were that
only one-fourth (25 percent) of the humanities part-time faculty derived
income from consulting, whereas three-fourths (75 percent) of the fine arts
part-time faculty did sc (table 3.5). (Across all four-year institutions,

45 percent of the part-tiris faculty received comeulting income.)

Differences by Gendar

Among full-time regular faculty, women received less income in all
categories than did their male counterparts (table 3.7). On the average,
compyared to men, women received 25 percent less basic salary ($42,322 versus
$31,755), 37 percent less other income from the academic institution ($3,996
~ersus $2,501), 75 percent less consulting income ($4,124 versus $1,049),

62 percent less oth- outside income ($2,876 versus $1,093), and 32 percent
less total income (§-.,318 versus $36,398). As shown in table 3.8, these
discrepancies existed even when controlling for academic rank. For example,
among fill professors, the average total earned income for men was $64,007,
whereas for women it was $48,582. (Some of these differences may be
explained by the :iaiive preponderance of men in research universities.)

Full..ime female faculty also were less likely than wen to receive the
various kinds of iacome other than basic salary, and those women who did earn
each type of income earned less, on the average, than their male counterparts
(tables 3.9 and 3.10). For example, 35 percent of women and 44 percent of
men had some consulting income; among these two groupe, the average woman
received only about one-third as much consulting income as did the average
m&n ($3,028 ve: wms $9,313).

In contrast, cn the average, women faculty who served part time received
basic salssies from the academic institution equivalent to that for their
male counte:parts ($6,663 and $6,958, respectively--see table 3.7). Part-
time women faculty also were more likely than men to earn other income from
their institution (26 versus 15 percent), and were equally likely to earn
consulting income (tables 3.9 1d 3.10). However, their total income was
only about one-half of the total income of male part-time faculty ($20,977
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versus $43,828), reflecting large differences between the sexes in average
consulting income and other outside income and in the percentages who earned
nonconsulting outside income. These income djfferences in turn may reflect
the fact that men spent almost twice as many hours as women working on pai ¢
external activities--see gection &.

Differences by Academlc Rank

As expected, basic salary and total earned income followed a descending
pattern by rank of full-time faculty (table 3.7). For instance, full
professors received the highest average basic salaries ($50,562) and
instructors and lecturers the lowest ($27,133 and $26,657, respectively).
Consulting income showed a gimilar pattern in that full professors had higher
than average consulting income ($4,966, compared to an overall average of
$3,285), and instructors and lecturers were below average (§643 and $1,162,
respectively). These differences reflected, in part, a higher than average
proportion of full professors who received consulting income (51 percent
versus 42 percent overall) and a lower than average proportion of instructors
(26 percent). Other outside income, in contrast, had a relatively even
distribution by rank, both in terms of average dollars earned and percentages
of faculty who earned this kind of income. Income figures for part-time
faculty did not differ across academic ranks.
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Table 3.1--Mean income for full-time regular faculty, by source of income, type and cont~nl of inst.tution, and
department program area: Fall 1987

Soyrce of fncome
Full-time Total Basic Other Outside Other
regular earned salary from fncome from consulting outaide
Type and cortrol of | ___ faculty | jincome linstitution 1/institution 2/ |___income &/
institution, and
_department orogrem ares | Nymber Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ __Heen 5/
All institutions 6/ 488,922 48,701 39,439 3,588 3,285 2,389
By type and control
Public research 96,115 58,309 47,780 4,415 3,962 2,154
Private research 39,136 74,732 52,709 9,715 7,011 5,297
Public doctoral 7/ 53,742 55,511 43,636 3,69 6,433 1,763
Private doctcral 8/ 22,107 55,715 47,105 2,037 5,227 1,746
Publ ic comprehensive 93,144 42,965 36,830 2,505 1,918 1,12
Private comprehensive 35,160 42,210 32,030 2,514 4,683 3,183
Liberal arts 39,086 32,740 28,769 1,586 916 1,469
Public two-year 9/ 91,559 38,539 32,410 2,943 91 2,435
Other 10/ 14,778 43,618 33,476 2,856 3,455 3,830
Four-ysar institutions 378,490 51,546 41,540 3,781 3,933 2,292
By program area
Agriculture and
home economica 10,912 43,939 40,827 841 1,014 857
Businesa 24,329 52,008 39,345 4,892 5,264 2,507
Education 24,464 42,149 34,376 3,922 2,188 1,665
Enginesring 18,577 57,624 45,387 4,955 4,172 3,109
Fine arta 24,789 39,768 35,53 1, T2 2,29 2,219
Health aciences 78,927 74,968 56,328 6,120 9,431 3,089
Humenities 47,417 38,787 34,854 2,075 663 1,195
Natural sciences 60,347 48,620 40,246 3,803 2,293 2,277
Social aciences 40,261 46,014 37,209 2,802 2,807 3,197
Other fields 48.488 44,047 36,717 3,061 2,681 1,5%

1/ Income received from the academic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called aimply
"basic aalary.”

2/ Normonetary compensation (estimated value) or income provided frum tii> institution for ¢ her teach'ng (s.g., for
summer aession), adminfatration, resesrch, coaching sportr, c. sny other sctivities pot included in basic aalary.

3/ Income received from sources othar than the fnstitut’on for legal or medical survices, psychological counseling,
outside consulting, consulting business, freelance wurk, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

4/ Nonconsulting income received fres. sources other than the institution, including other acadesiz institutions,
aself-owned businesa (other than consulting), royalties, commiasions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, granta or research income, or any other employment.

5/ Based on the total number of fu'l-time regulcr instructional faculty.

6/ All accredited, nonproprietary '.S. postsecondary institutions the: grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher ecication level fa recognized by the U.S. Oepartment of Education.

7/ Includes publicly controlled institutions clasaified by the Carnegie Foundation s specialized medical schools.
8/ Includes privately controlled institutions clasaified by the Carnegie Foundation as apecialized medical schoola.

9/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of too few cases for a
relisble estimate.

10/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from tne bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center fur Education Statistics, "1988 Nationsl Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.®
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Table 3.2--Income for full-time regular feculty with different sources of income,

Program aree: Fell 1987

by type and control of institution and department

| Full-time regular feculty with Full-time regular feculty with Full-time zegular feculty with
| —other {ncome from institution 1/ consylting income 2/ [} Y A
| Percent | | Totel | Pexcent | Totel |Pexcent | Total
Type and control of | of | | earned| | of earned | of | sarned
institution, and | totel | | income| | totel | incomse | totel | income
department proxrem sresl Number 8/ IMesn 5/] 6/ | umber | &/ [Mesp 5/] 6/ | Iamber | 4/ | 8/
All institutions 7/ 258,162 53 6,795 49,018 203,665 42 7,886 58,168 138,866 28 8,412 54,735
Py type and control
Public research 45,017 48 9,241 62,148 52,969 55 7,188 68,193 29,940 31 6,914 64,937
Privete research 19,454 50 19,544 82,138 23,880 61 11,480 83,605 12,110 31 17,119 80,730
Public doctorel 8/ 25,619 48 7,718 53,132 24,331 45 14,210 67,683 13,310 25 7,117 59,148
Privete doctorel 9/ 7,357 33 8,122 50,036 11,259 51 10,264 60,902 4,472 20 6,652 86,734
Public comprehensive 51,059 55 4,570 43,288 35,278 38 5,083 45,659 26,252 28 6,075 48,003
Privete comprehensive 21,415 61 4,128 40,939 13,252 38 11,894 50,273 8,489 24 13,169 52,280
Liberel arts 19,9985 51 3,099 34,520 12,568 32 2,850 34,764 10,218 26 5,620 36,081
Public two-yeer 10/ 57,721 63 4,668 39,664 21,859 24 2,921 42,001 26,149 28 8,527 43,958
Other 11/ 8,009 54 5,271 43,318 7,443 50 6,860 48,319 5,601 39 9,846 51,082
Four-year institutions 190,816 50 7,439 52,222 173,535 46 8,577 60,789 104,801 28 8,279 58,021
By program aree
fgriculture and
home economics 3,555 33 2,582 41,186 3,880 36 3,976 49,995 1,577 14 5,927 47,598
Business 16,550 68 7,191 54,557 12,201 50 10,496 59,625 7,528 31 8,103 58,145
Educetion 16,463 67 5,820 43,814 11,541 47 4,637 48,129 6,346 28 6,418 49,542
Engineering 9,503 51 9,687 60,030 9,541 51 8,123 66,747 5,108 28 11,113 82,862
Fine arts 12,379 50 3,452 39,759 13,573 55 4,184 42,547 8,860 36 6,208 44,958
Heolth sciences 22,949 29 21,050 92,080 43,341 55 17,175 83,778 20,294 26 12,012 78,056
Humanitius 24,626 52 3,005 39,437 15,640 33 2,010 45,108 14,310 30 3,959 44,037
Neturel sciences 33,604 56 6,829 50,500 21,715 36 6,374 58,056 17,565 29 7,823 57,730
Sciel sciences 22,673 56 4,972 44,808 20,314 50 5,561 54,217 10,081 25 12,748 58,750
Other fields 28,515 59 5,205 46,790 21,788 45 5,967 53,200 13,031 27 5,932 53,200
45
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1/

2/

3/

Al
S/
6/

71

8/
9/

10/

11/

Nonmonetary compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other tsaching (e.g., for
summer session), adainistration, research, coaching sports, or any other sctivities got included in basic salary.

Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
outside consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional performances or exhibitians, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-ovnaa business (other tnan consulting), royalties, commissions, nonmonetary Compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or any other employment.

The proportion of faculty with this type of income.

The mean amount of income received by faculty with this type of income.

The mean total income of faculty with this type of income.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Educationm.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because cf too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialiied institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Bducation Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table 3.3--Consulting Sncome for full-time regular feculty, by type end control of institution and department
program area: Fall 1987

Full-time Consulting income (in percents)
Type and control of r Zero
institution, and income from $750 to $2,500 to $10,000
department program ares | r cent ting | $1 to 749 2,499 9,999 or more
All institutions 1/ 488,922 100 58 13 10 10 9
By type and control
Public research 96,115 100 45 16 12 15 12
Private research 39,136 100 39 13 15 1% 19
Public doctoral 2/ 53,742 100 55 13 1 10 12
Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 100 1] 13 9 1" 17
Public comprehensive 93,144 100 62 14 10 8 é
Private comprehensive 35,160 100 62 12 8 8 9
Liberal arts 39,086 100 68 16 6 8 3
Public two-year &/ 91,559 100 76 8 7 7 2
Other 5/ 14,778 100 50 13 50 16 1
Four-year institutions 378,490 100 54 1% 10 1" 10
By program area
Agriculture ad
home economics 10,912 100 64 10 10 10 5
Business 24,329 100 50 8 1" 13 18
Education 24,464 100 53 19 12 10 6
Engineering 18,577 100 49 7 10 16 18
Fine arts 26,789 100 45 17 1% 18 7
Health sciences 78,927 100 45 15 12 9 19
Humanities 47,617 100 67 16 8 7 1
Natural sciences 60,347 100 64 12 8 8 8
Social sciences 40,241 100 50 18 1 13 8
Other fields 48,488 100 55 13 10 13 8

17 ALl sccredited, nonproprietary u.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in “all institutiors® because of too few cases for a
rel {able estimate.

5/ Redigious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

NOTE: Oetails may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Oepartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table 3.4--Mean income for part-time regular faculty, by source of income, type and control of institution, and
department program area: Fall 1987

Source of income
Part-time Total Basic Other Outside Other
regular earned salary from fncome from consulting outside

Type and timtro'lﬂof — faculty ! income linstitution 1/]institution /] income 3/ | income 4/
institutinn, a

department  _jram area Number Meon 5/ Mean 5/ | _ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/
ALl institutions 6/ 175,466 33,841 6,829 465 6,241 20,306

By type and control

Public research 10,163 40,478 16,193 905 8,730 14,650
Private research 8,466 65,449 11,367 272 6,465 47,345
Public doctoral 7/ 7,780 34,002 8,749 661 6,884 17,708
Private doctoral 8/ 10,428 65,764 10,858 869 26,681 27,355
Public comprehensive 21,659 29,153 7,662 412 6,158 14,920
Private comprehensive 9,842 31,207 5,097 200 4,156 21,755
Liberal arts 12,917 26,242 5,807 520 3,308 14,606
Public two-year 9/ 80,814 28,131 4,465 428 4,352 18,886
Other 10/ 12,032 39,960 8,004 29 3,954 27,708
Four-year institutions 80,754 39,013 9,025 532 8,529 20,925
By program area
Agricul ture and
home economics .. .. .- .. .- .-
Business 5,219 40,634 6,175 116 7,572 26,71
Education 4,233 25,901 6,298 116 2,787 16,700
Engineering .. .. .- -- - --
Fine arts 8,506 23,549 8,786 666 4,929 9,168
Health sciences 17,214 66,958 12,557 679 21,855 31,868
Humenities 8,598 15,587 8,736 616 506 5,730
Natural sciences 10,073 32,089 9,785 829 2,613 18,862
Social sciences 5,693 31,132 6,499 289 3,746 20,597
Other fields 16,577 41,126 6,767 426 8,751 25,183

= Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ Income received from the academic ir=.itution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called simply
“besic salary.®

2/ Normonetary compensation (estimeted value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.9., for
sumer session), sdministration, research, coaching sports, or any other activities pot included in basic salary.

3/ Income recaived from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological courseling,
outside consulting, consulting business, freslance work, professional performences or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

4/ Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-ouned business (other than consulting), royalties, cosmissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research incoms, or any other employment.

5/ Based on the total number of part-time regular instructional faculty.

6/ ALl accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education Level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

7/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
sncome data could not be reported for a single respondent, representing 123 faculty in the universe.

8/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as special ized medical schools.

9/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in “all institutions® because of too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

10/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1983 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.®
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Table 3.5--Incoms for part-time regular faculty wvith different sources of income, by type

Program area:

Fall 1987

and control of institution and department

Part-time regular faculty with

Part-time regular faculty with

Part-time regular faculty with

Total Total
Type and control of earned earned
institution, and income income
denartoent progrem sres) Number 6/ 6]
4All institutions 7/ 34,499 20 2,363 27,150 61,998 35 17,664 38,454 119,987 68 29 695 39,622
By type and control
Public research 2,112 21 - - 4,362 43 20,341 41,408 4,897 48 30,405 45,279
Private research 907 11 - -- 3,758 &4 - - 5,998 71 66,831 80 001
Public doctoral 8/ 2,021 28 - - 3,494 L] -- -- 3,968 ] 32,487 40,372
Private doctoral 9/ - - - - 6,161 59 -- - - - - -
Public comprehsnsive 3,333 15 2,679 24,208 8,583 40 15,540 34,496 14,014 65 23,061 34,876
Private comprehensive 1,165 12 - -- 4,480 46 9,128 29,452 6,799 69 31,493 37,978
Liberal arts 4,293 33 - - 5,524 43 7,737 31,631 9,007 70 20,946 30,431
Public two-year 10/ 15,316 19 2,260 19,304 20,281 25 17,343 30,635 56,802 70 26,869 34,453
Other 11/ 2,325 19 -- -- 4,756 40 - -- 10,013 83 33,294 41,246
Four-year institutions 16,469 20 2,610 31,300 36,362 45 18,943 41,560 52,061 64 32,458 45,324
8y program area
Agriculture and
homa economics 301 24 .- -- - - - -- 483 39 - --
Business 467 9 - - 1,981 s -- - 3,798 73 - -
Education 519 12 -- - 1,459 34 8,087 36,852 3,152 74 22,430 29,302
Enginsering 148 ] - - - -- -- - - - - -
Tine arts 2,010 24 - - 6,376 75 6,576 21,911 5,989 70 13,022 27,795
Health sciences 3,870 22 -- -- 8,605 50 -~ - 8,859 51 61,923 86,880
Humanities 2,681 k>3 1,975 13,853 2,151 25 2,021 18,763 4,883 57 10,030 17,796
Natural sciences 1.888 19 -- - 3,758 37 -- -- 6,422 54 29,584 41,228
Social sciences 623 11 - -- 2,148 38 - - 3,969 70 .- -
Other fields 3,962 24 -- - 7,888 48 18,389 39,315 12,259 74 34,052 44,565
J
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4/
5/
6/

7/

8/
9/

10/

11/

Too fev cases for ¢ relieble estimate.

Nonmonetary compensetion (estimated valus) or income provided from the institution for other teeching (e.g., for
summer sesslor), administraticn, research, coaching sports, or any other ectivities pot included in basic selery.

Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medicel services, psychological counseling,
outsidy consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoreria.

Nonconsulting income received fisa sources other than the institution, iacluding other acedemic institutions,
self-owned business (other than consulting), royelties, commissions, nonmonetery compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or reseerch income, or any other employment .

The proportion of faculty with this type of income.

The mean amount of income received by faculty with this types of income.

The mean total income of faculty with this type of income.

All accredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondary insticutions that grant a two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditetion et the highsr educetiou level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Bducation.

Includes publicly controlled institutions clessified by t'\a Carnegle roundation es specielised medicel schools.
Includes privately oontrolled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation es specielized medical schools.

Pespondents from private two-year colleges ere included only in “all institutions" because of too fev cases for &
celieble estimate.

Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from ths bachelor to the
doctorete.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Uducs:tion, Metional Center for EZducetion Stetistics, "1988 Netional Survey of

Postsecondary Pacu..y."




Teble 3.6--Consulting income for part-time regular faculty, by type and control of institution and depertment
program area: Fall 1987

Part-time Consylting income (in percents)
Type and control of 2ero
institution, and income from l $750 to $2,500 to $10,000
_depertment proorem sres | |_conpylting | o 749 2,499 9,999 __Or more
All institutions 1/ 175,466 100 65 7 6 8 15
By type and control
Publ ic research 10,163 100 57 [ 6 7 3
Private resaarch 8,466 100 56 5 1 5 23
Publ ic doctoral 2/ 7,240 100 52 3 10 20 15
Private doctoral 3/ 10,428 100 41 0 4 12 &3
Public comprehensive 21,659 100 60 7 1 7 15
Private comprehensive 9,842 100 54 11 15 12 8
Liberal arts 12,917 100 57 7 9 10 16
Public two-year &/ 80,814 100 ] é 2 5 1
Other 5/ 12,032 100 60 14 3 17 6
Four-year institutions 80,754 100 55 5 10 10 20
By program area
Agriculture and
homs econor.: s - .- .- .. .. .- -
Business 5,219 100 62 3 3 1 22
Education 4,233 100 66 8 8 1 6
Enaineering .- .. .- .- -- .-
Fine arts 8,506 100 25 16 17 26 16
Healtl: sciences 17,214 100 50 2 4 é 39
Humen' ties 8,598 100 ™ 13 8 3 1
Natural sciences 10,073 100 63 4 3 15 15
Social sciences 5,693 100 62 4 16 7 10
Other fields 16,577 100 52 4 15 5 24

== Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

17 AWl accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the ‘arnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
Income data could not be reported for a single respondent, representing 123 faculty in the universe.

3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of too few cases for a
relisble estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Educai .n, National Center for Education Statistics, “1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table 3.7--Mean income for full- and part-time regular faculty, by source of income, gender, and academic
rank: Fall 1987

Soyrce of income
Total Basic Other Outside Other
Regular earnad salary from income from consulting outside
institytion 1/]inatitytion 2/
| Number —Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Meen 5/ Mean 5/ _Mean 35/

full-time
AlL fnstitutions 6/ 488,922 48,701 39,439 3,588 3,285 2,389

B8y gender
Male 355,517 53,318 42,322 3,996 4,126 2,876
Fomle 133,405 36,398 3,755 2,501 1,049 1,093

By academic rank
Professor 7/ 161,523 62,182 50,562 3,867 4,966 2,788
Associate professor 115,844 50,191 39,446 4,933 3,798 2,014
Assistant professor 111,403 40,214 32,580 2,973 2,522 2,138
Instructor 56,175 32,403 27,133 2,204 643 2,423
Lecturer 7,807 31,17 26,657 1,235 1,162 2,118
Other ranks 8/ 4,219 45,424 40,332 1,406 974 2,713

Part-time
ALl fmstitutions 6/ 175,466 33,841 6,829 465 6,261 20,306

By gender
Male 98,780 43,828 6,958 418 7,930 28,523
Female 76,687 20,977 6,663 525 4,067 9,722
By academic rank
Professor 7/ 8,134 46,641 17,606 547 4,829 23,658
Associete professor 6,192 45,125 14,020 174 10,689 20,242
Assistant professor 14,654 57,698 11,966 323 21,327 24,082
Instructor 100,839 31,665 583 439 4,748 21,895
Lecturer 24,319 29,386 6,957 437 4,379 17,612

Other ranks 8/ .. .. e . .- ..

== Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ (ncome received from the ccademic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called simply
"basic salary."

2/ Normonatary compensation (estimated valus) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), sdministration, research, coaching sports, or any other sctivities not included in basic salary.

3/ Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychotc2icas ccunseling,
cutside consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

4/ Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the instituifon, including other scademic institutions,
self-owned business (other than consulting), royalties, commissions, nonmonetary compensat fon from other sources,
re {rement income, grants or research income, or sny other employment.

5/ Based on the total number of full-time regular instructional faculty.

6/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsscondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

7/ Includes distinguished/named professors.
8/ "Administrator,® “preceptor," “faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.5. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.®
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Table 3.8--Nean income for ful l-time regular faculty, by source of income, combined gender and academic rank:

Femsle other ranks 8/

Fall 1987
Source of income
Full-time Total Basic Other Outside Other
regular earned salary from income from consulting outside
faculty | income ingtitution 1/]institution 2/1 income 37 | {income 4/
Gender and
Number —Mean 5/ _Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ —Mean 5/
All institutions 6/ 488,922 48,701 39,439 3,588 3,285 2,389
8y gender and rank
Male professors 7/ 142,418 64,007 51,555 3,995 5,441 3,016
Female professors 7/ 19,105 48,582 43,157 2,96 1,421 1,088
Male associate
professors 88,001 52,741 40,839 4,977 4,523 2,402
Female associate
professors 27,843 42,131 35,045 4,792 1,504 0
Male assistant
professors 68,439 44,173 34,243 3,757 3,651 2,721
Female assistant
professors 42,964 33,908 29,933 1,785 1,042 1,208
Male instructors 31,49 35,469 28,610 2,764 819 3,297
Female instructors 24,676 28,489 25,249 1,516 418 1,306
Male lecturers 3,360 36,449 28,095 1,442 2,377 4,535
Female lecturers 4,646 27,182 25,570 1,078 243 291
Male other ranks 8/ .. .. .- .- .- .-

1/

2/

3/

&/

5/
6/

I/
8/

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Income received from the academic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called simply
"basic salary."

Nonmonetary compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), administration, research, coaching sports, or sny other activities not included in basic salary.

Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medica! services, psychological counseling,
ovtside consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional pe’ nces or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or hororaria.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-owned business (other than consulting), royalties, commissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or any other employment.

Based on the total number of full-time regular instructional faculty.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes distinguished/named professors.

“Administrator," "preceptor," "faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Natfonal Center for Ecucation Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."




Table 3.9--Income for full- and part-time regular faculty with different sources of income, by gender and scademic rank:

Pall 1987
Regular fsoulty with Regular faculty with Reguler faculty with
21 7 B
Total Percent Total
earned of earned
Gender and incoms totel inoome
——acadenic rank Nugber IMean 3/{ _Rusber 6/ | Maber | 4/ | sl
Dill-tine
4All institutions 7/ 258,162 53 6,795 49,018 203,865 42 7,886 58,168 138,868 28 8,412 54,733
By gender
Male 194,502 35 7,304 52,729 157,433 o4 9,313 63,529 109,937 3 9,299 38,803
Temale 63,880 48 5,241 37,878 46,230 33 3,028 39,910 28,928 22 5,040 39,273
By academic rank
Professor 8/ 83,538 52 7,477 61,074 82,729 51 9,695 70,732 54,059 3 8,329 69,060
Assoclate professor 62,753 54 9,106 51,948 53,814 46 8,175 38,287 30,847 26 7,615 51,956
Assistant professor 57,278 51 5,783 40,626 40,339 38 6,966 46,432 25,398 23 9,376 44,242
Instructor 29,597 53 4,192 35,597 14,546 26 2,483 34,984 15,862 28 8,380 36,789
Lecturer 3,288 42 2,931 31,204 2,931 b1 ) 3,094 33,680 2,110 27 -- -
Other ranks 9/ 2,238 53 - ~- 931 22 - - 729 17 -- -
Part-time
4All institutions 7/ 34,499 20 2,363 27,150 61,998 35 17,664 38,454 119,987 68 29,695 39,622
By gender
Male 14,744 15 2,798 42,516 33,146 34 23,632 47,441 7,21 78 36,463 47,473
Female 19,758 26 2,038 15,682 28,832 3 10,809 28,130 42,7117 56 17,453 235,19
By academic rank
Professor 8/ 1,238 13 - - 2,924 36 13,428 50,338 5,264 65 36,544 50,992
Associate professor 810 13 -~ -- 3,074 50 - -- 2,817 A4S - -
Assistant professor 2,523 1?7 - - 7,754 53 40,305 58,781 7,555 52 46,709 66,92
Instructor 20,139 20 2,196 23,899 30,3548 30 15,673 33,117 74,291 74 29,719 37,809
Lecturer 3,792 16 2,803 27,586 9,906 41 10,751 35,046 17,845 73 24,003 34,742
Other ranks 9/ -- -- -- -- - - - - - - - --
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== Tno fev cases frc a reliasble estimate.

1/ Noomonetary compensa’ion (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), adr.inistration, research, coaching sports, or any other activities pot included in basic salary.

2/ 1 me received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psycliological counseling,
« - side lting, lting business, free.ance work, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
oL honoraria.

3/ Honconsulting incoue received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-owvned business (other than consulting), royalties, commissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
Tetirement income, grants or research ‘ncome, or any other employment .

4/ The proportion of faculty with this :yne of income.

3/ The mvan amount of income received by ‘asulty with this type of income.

‘6] The mean total income of faculty wi-n this type of income.

7/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. Psostsecor .ary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose acereditation at the higher -_ucation level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

8/ Includes distinguish: ! amed professors.
9/ ‘“Adminjstrator,” "preceptor,® "faculty,” etc., as dssignated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.S. De; ‘tment of Education, Nations! T=nter for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postseconaary Faculty.®
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Table 3.10--Consulting income for full- snd part-time regular faculty, by gender and ecademic rank: Fell 1987

Type and control of
institution, and

Full-time
All jnstitutions 1/

By gender
Male
Female

By ecademic rank
Professor 2/
Associete professor
Assistant professor
Instructor
Lecturer
Other ranks >/

Pact-time
All institutions 1/

By gender
Hele
Female

By academic renk
Professor 2/
Associete professor
Assistant professor
Instructor
Lecturer
Cther ranks 3/

consyltinag income (in percents)
— Regyler faculty Zero
income from $750 to $2,500 to $10,000
L :m $1 to 749 2,499 9,999 of more
488,922 100 58 13 10 10 9
355,517 100 56 12 10 12 1"
133,405 100 65 16 9 6 4
161,523 100 49 1% 10 15 13
115,844 100 56 13 12 10 12
11, "2 100 64 1% 8 8 6
56,175 100 7% 9 9 7 1
7,807 100 62 10 1% 10 4
4,219 100 ] 7 6 3
175,466 100 &5 7 6 8 135
98,780 100 66 5 5 7 17
76,687 100 62 9 7 10 12
8,131 100 6 9 6 8 15
6,192 100 50 3 2 13 32
14,654 100 47 1 6 12 3%
100,439 100 70 ] 5 6 1"
2,319 100 50 8 10 5 17

== Too few ceses for e reliable ostimate.

1/ All eccredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondary inatitutions thet grent
and whose eccreditation et the “igher educ=tion Level is recognized by the

2/ Includes distinguished/named professors.

3/ “Administretor," “preceptor,™ "fucul. -

NOTE: Details mey not add to total buceuse of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Departme-t of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

Postsecondary ceculty.”

37

56

tC., as designated by respondent.

“1988 National Survey of

a two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
U.S. Department of Ecucetion.




Section 4: Current Activities

This section presents data describing the 1987 fall term workload of
full- and part-time regular faculty--mean hours at the institution, mean
hours at other paid activities, und mean hours of unpaid professional
services--and how they allocated their time across the basic dimensions of
teaching, research, administration, and other activities. This information
is described by institutional type, program area, gender, and academic rank.

Workload

During the 1987 fall term, full-time regular faculty at higher education
institutions averaged 46 hours per week on the job, 4 hours per week on other
paid activities, and 3 hours per week providing unpaid professional services
--a total c¢f 53 hours per week (table 4.1). The mean hours at the institu-
tion accounted for 87 percent of the total workload, mean hours of paid
outside work accounted for 7 percent of the workload, and mean hours of
unpsid professional service accounted for 6 percent of the workload.

Part-time regular faculty worked an average of 14 hours per week at the
academic institution being survered, 27 hours per week on other paid activi-
ties, and 2 hours per week on unp.id professional services, for @ total of 43
hours per week (table 4.2). Thus, even though they worked only part-time at
the institution, the average part-time faculty member worked full time,
albeit a lower average number of hours per week than the full-time faculty
member. Zn contrast to full-time faculty, part-timers' hours at the
institution accounted for, on the average, only 33 percent of the workload,
whereas puid outside work accounted for 63 percent. Unpaid professional
service activities accounted for 5 percent of the workload, about the same as
for full-time faculty.

Differences in Workload by Type of Institution

For full-time faculty, the mean hours worked at the institution surveyed
varied slightly by type of institution, with those in public and private
research universities and in public doctoral institutions putting in higher
than average hours at their institution (52, 50, and 49 hours per week,
respectively). Full-time faculty in private doctoral institutions, liberal

8Many. perhaps most, colleges and universities encourage their full-time
faculty to spend some amount of time for consulting and professional service
vith the expectation that a faculty member will become more visible within
the profession, thereby enhancing the reputation of the institution. In this
light, the university would consider all 53 hours per week to be part of a
faculty member'’'s "workload."
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arts colleges, and comprehensive institutions indicated an average work week
at the institution of between 44 and 47 hours. Those in two-year colleges
averaged 40 hours per week, less than at any of the four-year schools.
Little difference existed between full-time faculty in differer . types of
institutions on mean hours of other paid activities or mean hours of unpaid
professional service.

FPor part-time faculty, there were only two differences between the
cverall means and those for each type of institution. Those in public
research universities spent more than the average amount of time at the
academic institution (24 versus 14 hours) but less than average at other paid
activities (18 versus 27 hours).

es_ by Program Area

Although some differences in reported workload for full-time faculty
existed between the four-year scl.ool overall averages and the various program
areas, the differences were not large. Education and fine arts faculty
reported higher than average hours per week at the institution (45 and 44,
respectively, versus 48 hours for four-ysar schools overall), but both also
repcrted more than average weekly hours eisewhere-.at other paid activities
for fine arts faculty (6 versus 3 hours) and at unpaid professional services
for education faculty (4 versus 3 hours). Other arsas of divergence from the
four-year school overall means for full-time faculty were lower than average
hours 3+ other paid activities for agriculture/home economics and humanities
faculty and lower than average hours of unpaid professional services for
health sciences faculty.

The workload of part-time faculty appears to vary across program areas
more than that for full-time faculty, but only humanities faculty were
statistically different from the overall four-year school means--higher on
hours at the institution (22 versus 17) and lower on hours at other paid
sctivities (13 versus 24).

Differences in Workload by Gender

Among full-time faculty, differences in workload between men and women
wero small but statistically significant (table 4.3). Men averaged slightly
moxre hours per week at the instituticn than did women (47 versus 44). The
average total workload for full-time male faculty members was 53 hours per
week, compared to 50 for women.

In contrast, the average part-time male faculty spent fewer hours per
week at the institution than did part-time female faculty (12 versus 16), but
almost double the number of hours working on paid external activities (34
versus 15). Because of the large difference in outside paid activities, the
average total workload for part-tire male facalty was considerably greater
than that for part-time female faculty (48 versus 38 hours).
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es in Workload Academic Rank

Full-time faculty in all academic ranks averaged about the same number of
hours per week working on paid and unpaid external activities. Within the
tenure-track ranks--assistant through full professor--there was no
appreciable variation in mean hours worked at the academic institution.
Full-time faculty in the nontenure-track ranks (instructor and lecturer),
however, averaged approximately 20 percent less time working at the
institution during a typical week than did those in the tenure-track ranks
(40 to 42 hours versus 48 hours).

Part-time faculty appear to follow a similar pattern, but the differences
among the ranks were not statistically significant. There also were no
appreciable differences among part-time faculty in different academic rank
by the mean hours spent on paid outside activities and on unpaid professional
service.

Iime Allocation

Survey respondents were asked to estimate the percentage of their total
working hours (i.e., the workload categories presented above) that they spent
on each of 13 activities during the 1987 fall term. For this report, the 13
activities are divided into four geurric categories as follows:

B Ieaching: Teaching, advising, or supervising students; greding
papers, preparing courses, developing new curricula, etc.

B Research: Research; scholarship; preparing or reviewing articles or
books; attending or preparing for professional meetings or
conferences, etc.; seeking outside funding (including pruposal
writing).

B Administration: Administrative activities (including pape:work; staff
supervision: serving cn in-house committees, such as the scademic
senate, etc.).

B Other: Working with student organizatiown= or intramural athletics;
giving performances or exhibitions in the fine or applied arts, or
speeches; taking courses, pursuing an advanced degree; other
professional development activities, such as practice or other
activities to remain current in one’'s field; providing legal or
medical services or psychological counseling to clients or patients;
outside consulting or freelance work, working at self-owned business;
paid or unpaid community or public service (civic, religious, etc.);
other employmen*., any other activities.

Table 4.4 presents the mean distribution of time as estimated by full-
time regular faculty across these four sets of activities, by type and
control of institution and by program area. Table 4.5 presents the analogous
data for part-time regular faculty.
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Full-time faculty at higher education institutions nationwide spent
somewhat more than one-half of their time (56 percent) on teaching and
similar proportions {(about 15 percent each) on research, auministration, and
"other" activities. Fart-tiae faculty also spent slightly more than one-half
of their time (59 percent) on teaching, but the remainder was distributed
very differently from that of full-time faculty. For part-timers, an average
of only 4 percent each was spent on research and on administration, whereas
34 percent was spent on "other" activities (including other jobs).

Differences in Time Allocation by Type of Institution

Among full-time faculty in each of the types of institutions, teaching
was the activity to which the largest portion of their time was devoted.
Nevertheless, there was substantial variation across types of institutions in
percentage of time spent on teaching and research activities. Full-time
faculty in research and doctoral institutions spent lower than average
amounts of time on teaching activities (39 te 47 percent) and higher than
average amounts of time on research (22 to 30 percent). Conversely,
full-time faculty at comprehensive, liberal arts, and public two-year schools
spent more time than average on teaching (62 to 71 percent) and less than
average on research (3 to 11 percent). Faculty in public two-year schools
also spent less time than average on administrative activities (10 percent);
otherwise, the percentages /. time that full-time faculty spent on
administration and "other® activities were similar across institutional
types.

Part-time faculty in research and doctoral institntions also appear to
have spent less time teaching than their counterparts in most other four- and
two-year institutions, but these differences were not statistically
significant. Part-timers in public two-year schools, on the other hand,
spent a higher than average proportion of their time in teaching activities
(67 percent). Part-time faculty in all types of ‘nstitutions spent a
substantial portio.. of their time on *other" activities. Th.se in public
two-year schools spent less time .aan average on other activities (29
percent), whereas those in private doctoral institutions spent more time than
average (51 percent).

Rifferences in Time Allocation by Program Area

Full-time faculty in the various program areas showed quite varied work
patterns. The most striking (but not surprising) divergence from the overall
four-year school proportions was that health science faculty spent a
considerably lower than average proporcion of their time in teaching
activities (34 versus 52 percent) and higher than average proportion of their
time on "other" activities (26 versus 15 percent). In contrast, education
and humanities faculty, spent higher than average proportions of their time
on teachiag (58 and 61 percent, respectively) and somewhat less than average
time on research (12 and 17 percent, respectively, compared to the four-year




school average of 20 percent). Fine arts faculty were distinctive in their
lower than average time on research (10 percent) and higher than average time
on "other® activities (including performances and exhibitions) (23 percent)
(table 4.4).

Among part-time faculty, there were few statistica’ly significant
differences between the overall four-year school proportions and ‘he various
program areas’ proportions. An exception was that humanities part-time
faculty spent a considerably higher than average proportion of their time on
teaching activities (73 percent versus 54 percent for all four-year-school
program areas) and only about one-half as much time as the average on "other"
activities ()8 versus 36 percent) (table 4.5).

Differences in Time Allocation by Gender

As shown in table 4.6, full-time female faculty spent a higher percentage
of their time on teaching (61 versus 54 percent) and a lower percentage of
their time on research (12 versus 18 percent) than thcir male counterparts.
These differences reflected at least in part the relatively high
representation of women in public two-year schools, where the focus is on
teaching, and their relatively low representation in research universities,
where there is more emphasis on research (see table 2.5). The differences
tended to hold true across the three professorial ranks, although the
differences between male and female associate professors were not
statistically significant (table 4.7). The percentages of time upent on
administration and on "other" activities were very similar for both sexes.

Among part-time faculty, women spent a higher percentage of their time
than men on teaching (62 versus 57 percent) and a lower percentage on "other"
activities (30 versus 37 percent). Male and female part-time faculty did not
differ appreciably in the propcction of time spent on research or admini-
strative activities,

Differences in Time Allc:ation by Academic Rank

Pull-time faculty who were assis:ant professors spent somewhat rore of
their time on teaching activities than did associate or full professors
(56 percent versus 53 and 51 percent, respectively). The biggest differences
across academic ranks, however, were between the three traditional tenure-
track ranks (assistant through full professor) and the nontenure-track ranks
of instructor and lecturer. Those in the tenure-track ranks spent roughly
one-half of their time (51 to 56 percent) in teaching activities, whereas
those in the nontenure-track ranks spent about two-thirds of their time
(66 to 68 percent) in teaching activities.

Among part-time faculty, assistant and associate professors (but not full

professors) allocated considerably less time to teaching than instructors and
lecturers (41 and 36 percent, respectively, versus 62 and 63 percent). Full
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professors spent ar. average of 61 percent of their time on teaching, but this
percentage was not statistically significantly different frow the figures for

associate and assistant professors. Similarly, apparently sizeable
differences among academic ranks in time speat on "other" activities were not

statistically significant.
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Table 4.1--Mesan aumber of hours worked by full-time regular faculty, by type and contrel of
institution, and department program sres: Fell 1987

I Mean hours
Type and control of Mean hours Mean hours of unpeid
institution, and Full time st this st cther paid profassional
_mmumm_nm_l_unm_munm__u;mnu__umgs_-
All inotitutions 1/ 489,164 46 ] 3
By type and contrel
Public resssrch 96,228 52 3 2
Private research 39,136 50 [} 2
Public doctorsl 2/ 53,871 49 3 2
Private doctorsl 3/ 22,107 46 5 2
Public comprehsnsive 93,144 46 3 3
Private comprehiensive 35,160 o4 [} 3
Liberal erts 39,086 47 3 2
Public two-year &/ 91,559 40 4 3
Other S/ 14 778 43 5 2
Four-yssr institutions 378,732 48 3 3
By program ares
Agriculture and
home sconomics 10,912 50 2 2
Business 25,329 46 5 3
Education 24,464 45 3 4
Enginsering 18,682 49 & 2
Fine erts 24,789 o4 6 3
Health sciences 78,927 5 & 2
Busanitiass 47,426 A8 2 3
Natural scienceas 60,347 49 3 2
Socisl sciences 40,369 48 3 3
Other fields 48,408 46 4 3

1/ All sccredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsscondary institutions that grant s two-yesr (A.A.)
or higher dagres and whoss accreditetion st the higher aducation level is recognised by the
U.8. Depertment of Education.

2/ Includes publicly contrclled institutions clas ified by tne Cernegie Foundation es
specialized medicel schools.

3/ Includes privataly controlled institutions clessified by the Carnegle Poundaticn as
specislized medicel schools.

4/ Respondents from privets two-yssr cclleges sre included only in "ell institutions” bsceuse of
toc few ceses for o relieble astimate.

5/ Religlous and other specislised institutions, sxcept medical, that cffer degress ranging from
the bachelor to tha doctorata.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Educetion, National Center for Education Statirtics, "1988 National
Survey of Postsacondary Facvity.”
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Table 4.2--Msa.. number of hours worked by part-time regular faculty, by type and econtrol of
institution, and department program area: Fall 1987
Mean hours
Type and control of Mean hours Mean hours of unpaid
institution, and Part-time at this at other paid professional
L__institution | activities ces
All institutions 1/ 175,589 14 27 H
By type and control
Public research 10,163 24 1 3
Private research 8,466 18 3% 2
Public doctoral 2/ 7,403 21 19 2
Private doctoral 3/ 10,428 15 3 3
Public comprehensive 21,659 17 23 L}
Private comprehensive 9,842 11 24 1
Liberal arts 12,917 15 21 2
Public two-year &/ 80,814 12 28 2
Other 5/ 12,032 11 38 2
Pour-year institutions 80,877 17 24 3
By program area
Agriculture and
hone economics - - - -
Businass 5,219 11 30 L]
Education 4,233 16 22 2
Enginsering - - - -
Fine arts 8,506 18 18 2
Health seiences 17,214 17 5 2
Hwmanities 8,598 22 13 2
Watural sciencas 10,073 15 23 2
Social sciences 5,693 15 25 L)
Other fields 16,577 14 n 3

~- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.)
or higher degree and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the
U.S. Department of Educatiocn.

2/ 1Inocludes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Poundaticn as
specialised medical schools.

3/ Includes privately contr 4 institutions classified by the Carneglie Foundaicn as
specialised medical schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of
too few cases for a ruliuble estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from
the bachelor to the doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National
Survey of Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table 4.3--Meaa number of hours worked by full- and pert-time reguler faculty, by gendar
and ecademic rank: PFell 1987

“dean hours Mean hours
Gender and et this st other peid

—academic renk _Faculey insticution | sctivities |

EFull-time

All institutions 1/ 489,164 46 4

By gender
Male 355,621 1Y) 4
Pemale 133,414 44 3

By acadeamic rank
Professor 2/ 161,757 48 ]
Assoclste profassor 115,844 48 4
Assistant professor 111,412 48 3
Instructor 56,175 40 4
Lecturer 7,807 42 ]
Other 3/ 4,219 41 2

Barg-time

All institutions 1/ 175,589 14 27

By gender
Male 98,780 12 34
Female 76,687 16 19

By scademic rank
Professor 2/ 8,131 19 25
Associete professor 6,315 18 23
Assistant profassor 14,634 19 26
Instructor 100,839 12 28
Lecturer 24,319 16 26
Other 3/ - - -

Mean hours
of unpeid
professionsl

|_services

w N

NN

NN

== Too few cs:-as for e relisbls astimate.

1/ All ecoredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondery institutions that grant & two-yssr (A.A.)
or higher degres and vhose sccreditation et the higher sducation lavel is recognized by the

U.S. Dspertment of Educetion.

2! Includes distinguished/named profassors.

3/ "Adainistretor," "preceptor," "faculty,” etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.S. Dapartment of Educsetion, Netional Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 Netional

Survey of Postsecondery Psculty."
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Table 4.4--Percentage distribution of full-time regular faculty, by time allocation, type and control
of institution, and department program area: Fall 1987

Percentsge of time gpent
Full-t
Type and control of regulsr facylty ( Teaching | Resesrch | Adoinistration |  Other
institution, and
Mugber Percent | Percent | Percent | Pexcent 1| Percent
All gastitutions 1/ 489,164 100 56 16 13 15
By type and control
Public research 96,228 100 43 29 14 14
Private research 39,136 100 40 50 14 16
Public doctoral 2/ 53,871 100 &7 22 14 17
Private doctoral 3/ 22,107 100 39 27 13 20
Public comprehensive 93,144 100 62 11 13 14
Private comprshensive 35,160 100 62 9 14 15
Liberal arts 39,086 100 65 8 14 13
Public two-year 4/ 91,559 100 n 3 10 15
Other 5/ 14,778 100 59 9 15 17
Four-year institutions 378,732 100 52 20 14 15
By program erea
Agriculture and
hume econocmics 10,912 10C A6 28 14 13
Business 24,329 100 57 17 12 14
Rducation 24,464 100 58 12 16 14
Engineering 18,682 100 56 21 11 11
Tine arta 24,789 100 54 10 12 23
Bealt> sciences 78,927 100 34 28 16 26
Numanitiea 47,426 100 61 17 14 9
Naturs! goiences 60,347 100 56 24 12 8
Social sciences 40,369 100 54 21 14 11
Other fields 48,488 100 58 14 14 14

1/ All sccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsacondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher
degres and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of
Education.

2/ Includea publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Fourndation as specialised
medical schools.

3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Poundation as specislised
mediocal schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-yeas colleges are included only in "all i{nstitutions” because of too few
cases for a reliable estimate.

3/ Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer dagraes ranging from the
bachalor to the doctorats.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of RBuucation, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Paculty.®
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Teble 4.5--Percentage distribution of pert-time reguler feculty, by time ellocetion, type and
control »>f institution, and depertment program eres: Fell 1987

_Pe
Pert-time

Type and control of _:mhx_iiasMu__Jnshm__Bumsh_mm__Mn_
institution, and

—depsrtment progran axes | Number | Percent | Percent | |_Pazcent
All institutions 1/ 175,589 100 59 ] ] 34
By type and control
Public resserch 10,163 100 49 ] 8 35
Private resssrch 8,466 100 A0 11 7 42
Public doctorel 2/ 7,403 100 52 9 5 3%
Private doctorel 3/ 10,428 100 [}1 3 5 51
Public comprehensive 21,659 100 63 5 3 29
Private comprehensive 9,842 100 56 2 3 39
Liberel arts 12,917 100 62 [ 3 32
Publi~ two-year A&/ 80,814 100 67 2 3 29
Other S/ 12,032 100 [} 2 2 55
Four-yssr inst’tutions 80,877 100 54 6 [} 36
By program area
Agriculturs and
home sconoaics -- - - -- -- .-
Business 5,219 100 58 5 1 36
Educetion 4,233 200 67 3 [} 24
Enginsering - - - - - -
Fine erts 8,506 100 47 & 2 [
Health sciences 17,214 100 41 5 [} 47
Bumanities 8,598 100 73 5 ) 18
Neturel sciences 10,073 100 59 9 9 23
Social sclences 5,693 100 61 6 3 29
Czher fields 16,577 100 A8 6 2 L1}

== Too fev ceses for & reliable estimats.

1/ All sccredited, nonpropristery U.S. postsecondery institutions thai grant e two-yeer (A.A.) or
higher degree and whose eccreditation et the higher educetion level is recognised by the U.S.
Depertment of Educetion.

2/ Inecludes publicly controlled institutions clessified by the Cainegie Foundation es specislised
medical schools.

3/ Includes privetsly atrolled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation es specielised
medicel schools.

4/ Respondents from privete two-yeer colleges are included only in "all institutions” beceuse of too
fev cese.. for ¢ relieble estimate.

S/ Religious snd other specielized institutions, except medicel, thet offcr degrees ranging from the
bachelor to the doctorste.

NOTE: Deteils may not add to totel beceuse of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Education, Netional Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 Netional Survey
of Postsecondsry Paculty.”
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Table 4.6--Percentage distribution of full-

and part-time regulsr fscult)

by time allocativn,

der and demic rank: PFall 1987
J
Gender and
L__Nugber | ent
RPull-sine
All institutions 1/ 489,164 100 56 16 13 15
By gender
Male 355,621 100 54 18 13 15
Female 133,414 100 61 12 13 15
By academic rank
Professor 2/ 161,757 100 51 20 16 13
Associate professor 115,844 100 53 19 13 15
Assistant professor 111,412 100 56 18 10 16
Instructor 56,175 100 68 5 10 17
Lecturer 7,807 100 66 8 10 16
Other 3/ 4,219 100 42 8 26 24
Rast-tioe
All institutions 1/ 175,589 100 59 & ] 34
By gender
Male 98,780 100 57 3 3 7
Female 76,687 100 62 & & 30
By academic rank
Professor 2/ 8,131 100 61 11 8 20
Associate professor 6,315 100 36 9 6 49
Assistanc professor 14,654 100 41 [} [} 51
Instructor 100,839 100 62 3 3 32
Lecturer 24,319 100 63 5 2 b 3}
Other 3/ - -- -- - -- -

== Too few cases for a reliabla estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that
higher degres and wvhose accreditation
Department of Education.

2/ 1Includes distingu.shed/named professors.

3/ ‘"Administrator," "preceptor,” "faculty,"
NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education,

of Postsecondary Faculty."

National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey

stc., as dssignated by raspondent.

srant a two-year (A.A.) or
at the higher sducstion level is recognissd by the U.S.




O

ERIC

Table 4.7--Percentage distribution of full-time regular faculty, by time allocation, combined gender
and academic rank: Fall 1987

N { _
Full- time
—xcesular foculty | Teaching | Resesr:h | Administretion | Other
Gender and
scademic rank Bumber | Percent | Percent | |__Percent
Al: institutions 1/ 489,164 100 56 16 13 15
By gender and rank
Male professors 2/ 142,523 100 50 20 16 14
Female professors 2/ 19,105 100 58 15 17 10
Male associate
professors 88,001 100 52 20 13 15
Female assoc..ate
professorxs 27,843 100 54 16 14 16
Male assistant
professorxs 68,439 100 54 20 10 16
Feaale . sistant
professorxs 42,973 100 59 14 11 15
Male instructors 31,499 100 67 [ 9 8
Female instructors 24,676 100 70 [} 11 16
Male lecturers 3,360 100 62 8 8 22
Female lecturers 4,446 100 69 9 11 10
Male other ranks 3/ - - - -- -- -
Yemale other ranks 3/ - - -— -- - -

== Too fav cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ \ll accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or
hirher degree and whose accoreditation at the higher educatior levei is recognized by the 75.S.
Department of Education.

2/ Includes distinguished/named professors.

3/ "Administ_ator," "preceptor,” "faculty,” etc., as designated by respondent.

NOTE: Datails may not add to total because of rounding.

SURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey
of Postsscondary Faculty.”
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Section 5: Job Satisfaction

In th’s section, we present findings regarding full- and part-time
regular faculty members' satisfaction on a variety of job related issues,
such as authority to make various kinds of decisions; quality of students,
colleagues, and institutional, department, and union leadership; job
security,; workload; salary; and s» on. Findings are presented by institu-
tional type, program area, gender, and academic rank.

In each of the tables in this section, the 29 questionnaire items are
listed in apparent descending order of overall percentages of faculty (i.e.,
all full- and part-time regular faculty across all higher education
institutions) who were somewhat or very satisfied rather than in the order in
which they appeared on the questionnaire. The complete wording of each item
may be seen in the juestionnaire (question 19) that is attached as appendix C
to this report.

The findings presented are percentages who were somewhat or very
saticfisd, with ratings given on a scale of "very dissatisfied," "somewhat
dissatisfied," "somewhat satisfied,"” and "very satisfied." Respondents who
selected the "does not apply" option for a given item were excluded from the
calculations of these percentages.

Ratings Across All Institutions

. Full-Time Faculty

Of the 29 issues covered (table 5.1), the one that produced the
highest overall proportion of satisfied full-time faculty was "the suthority
I have to make decisions about content and methods in the courses I teach®
(96 percent somewhat or very satisfied). Other issues about which tne veast
majority of full-time faculty were at least somewhat satisfied were:

I Freedom to do outside consulting (89 percent).
B Authority to make decisions about what courses they teach
(88 percent).
B Quality of colleagues in their department or program (84 percent).
N Their job overall (85 percent).
B Job securit; (84 percent).

There was a wide range of issues with which from 70 to 79 percent of
full-time faculty were somewhat or very satisfied:

B The quality of their graduate students (79 percent).9

Not applicable to 42 percent of full-time faculty.
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Time available for working with students as an advisor or mentor
{79 percent).

The overall reputation of their institution (78 percent).
Authority they had to make decisions about noninstructional aspects
of their job (76 percent).

Benefits, generally (76 percent).

Institutional mission or philosophy (74 percent).

Work load (73 percent).

Spouse employTgnt opportunities in the geographic area

(73 percent).

The mix of their responsibilities (teaching, research,
administration, service) (72 percent).

The gpirit of cooperation among faculty in the institution

(70 percent).

Only 60 to £ percent of the full-time faculty were somewhat or very
satisfied on the follc i~g issues:

The quality of leadership in _heir department/program (69 percent).
Opportunity for their advancement in rank at their institution

(69 percent),

The juality of faculty leadership (e.g., Academic Senate, Faculty
Council) at their institution (68 percent),

Thz quality of undergraduate students whom they have taught at this
iastitution (67 percen.).

Interdepartmental cooperation at the institution (63 percenti.
Quality of union leadership at the institution (61 percent). 1
Teaching assistance received (60 percent).

Availability of support services and ecuipment (including clerical
support, personal computers, etc.) (60 percent).

On the following issues, almost s many faculty indicated
dissatisfaction as those who indicate . satisfaction. Fifsy to 59 percent of
the full-time faculty said they were somewhat o: very satistied with the
following:

B ‘heir salary (58 percent).

B The quality of chief administrative officers at their campus
(57 percent).

fl The relationship between administration and faculty at their
institution (54 percent).

10pot apolicable to 34 percent of full-time faculty,

11Not applicable to 59 percent of full-time faculty,
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B The quality of their research facilities ang support (54 percent).12
J Research assistance received (50 percent).1

Part-Time Faculty

On all bu: nine of the 29 items rated, higher percertages of part-time
than full-time faculty indicated that they were somewhat or very satisfied
(.able 5.2). On three items, full- and part-time faculty had essentially
equivalent proportions of satisfied faculty: authority about noninstruc-
tional aspects of the job, quuiity of union leadership, and salary. On six
items, a smaller proportion of part-timers were satisfied than full-timers.
Most of these items relate to aspects of the job on which part-time faculty
"sre widely considered to be relatively disadvantaged. In descending order of
the difference betweer the full- and the part-time percentages who were
somewhat or very satisfied, these items are: benefits, generally (76 percent
of full-timers versus 40 percent or —art-timers), job security (84 versus
56), opportunity for advancement in rank (69 versus 41), authority about what
courses one teacl .8 (88 versus 76), time for advising/mentoring students (73
versus 69), ancd authority about course content and method (96 versus 93).
Although all of these differences are statistically significant, the first
three are particularly noteworthy.

Differences by Type ¢of Institution

Among full-time regular faculty, those at public compreheisive
institutions stood out as the least likely to be satisfied on the various
issues covered. This group had lower than average percentages who were
somewhat or very catisfied on 15 of the 29 it~ms and no items with higher
than average percentages. In contrast, faculty in no other type of
institution had below-average percentages reporting satisfaction on more than
two items.

Compared to the overall percentages, smaller proportions ¢f Ifaculty in
public comprehensive institutions were satisfied with the teaching and
research support they received (or did nct receive) to help them do their
work. Smaller proportions also wers satisfied with their authority to make
decisions about what courses they taught; the reputation of their institution
and its mission or philosophy; department and institutional cooperation; the
quality of their colleagues, their undergraduates, and the faculty
leadership; the mix of their responsibilities; and their workload.

12y0t applicable to 17 percent of full-time faculty.

13Nnt applicable to 40 percent of full-time faculty.
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Full-time faculty in public two-year colleges were the most likely to be
satiefied on the various issues covered. They had higher than average
percentages who were somewhat or very satisfied on 9 of the 29 items. Items
on which they had relatively high proportions included satisfaction with the
quality of their colleagues, their job overall, workload, their institution’s
mission or philosophy, their required nix of activities, departmental and
faculty lsadership, and salary. They had lower than average percentages who
were satisfied regar 'ing their authority to make decisions about noninstruc-
tional aspects of their jobs.

In the other types of institutions, most of the percentages of full-time
faculty who were at least somewhat satisfied on the various dimensions
covered did not differ from the overall percentsges. Some notable exceptions
were as follows:

B Liberal arts faculty had higher than average percentages who were
satisfied about their institutional mission, faculty cooperation, and
faculty leadership, but lower than average percentages were satisfied
with their workload.

B Paculty in public research institutions had relatively high
proportions (compared to the overall averages) who were satisfied with

the teaching and research assistance they received and the quality of
their research facilities and support.

B Considerably higher than average percentages of faculty i. private
kesearch institutions were satisfied with the overall reputation of
their institution. These faculty also had relatively high proportions
who were satisfied with the quality of their research facilities and
support.

B RPublic doctoral institutions had fewer than average faculty who were
satisfied with the reputation of their Institution and departmeutal

leadership.

M PFaculty in private comprehensive institutions tended to be more

satisfied than average with their institutional mission, but lower
than average percentages were satisfied with their benefits and their
salary.

For the most part, differences in percentages cf part-time faculty
indicating some level of satisfaction in the various types of institutions
were not statistically significant.

am Area
In the Zour-year school program areas, full-time faculty who were in

health scientes were the most likely to indicate satigfaction with the
varioas iseues covered, and those in the fine arts were the least likely to
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indicate satisfaction. Health sciences faculty had above average percentages
who were satisfied on 10 of the 29 items, whereas fine arts faculty ratings
were below the overall average on 9. Conversely, there were no items on
which health sciences' ratings were below average, and none on which fine
arts' rati.gs were above average.

The areas in which health sciences faculty had reiatively high
percentages indicating satisfaction were: their overall job, the reputation
of their institution and its mission or philosophy, their workload, the
quality of their students, the quality of leadership prcvided by the faculty
and the chief administrative officers, department cooperation, and the
quality of their research facilities and support.

Below-average percentages of fine arts faculty were satisfied with the
quality of their colleagues and their undergraduate students, their workload,
their salary, their authority to make decisions about noninstructional
aspects of their job, and the availability and quality of research ard
teaching assistance and other support services, facilities, and equipment.

Faculty in the humanities and social sciences also had lower than average
percentages who were satisfied on a number of items. For humanities faculty,
items on which they had relatively low percentages were the reputation of
their institution, their workload, and the mix of their responsibilities.
Items on which socisl sciences faculty had relatively low percentages were
the reputation and mission of their institution, faculty leadership, and
interdepartmental cooperation. Social sciences faculty, however, were above
average in the percentage who were satisfied with their job security.

Even more than was the case in the analysis of part-time faculty by type
of institution, the analysis of part-timers by program area suffered from
small sanple sizee and large standard errors. Many of the cells were not
presented because they had fewer than 30 cases.

Differences by Gender

Among full-time regular faculty, larger percentages of men than women
were somowhat or very satisfied on 13 of the 29 items, wherezs larger
percentages of women were satisfied on cnly 3 items (teble 5.2). The
proportion of men and women indicating satisfaction did not dif fer
significantly on 13 of the items. None of the statistically significant
differences was very large. (The oniy difference larger than ten percentage
points was on satisfactfon with research assistance received--53 percent of
men were satisfied compared to 39 percent of women.) Some of the other items
on which men had somewhat higher percentages who were satisfied were
cpportunity for advancement in rank, job security, workload, required mix of
responsibilities, quality of research facil.ties and support, and teaching
assistance received.

Slightly higher percentages of women than men were satisfied with their
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spouse’s employment opportunities in the area, their benefits, and the
quality of faculty leadership. Interestingly, in gpite of the fact that men
tendd to have higher salaries than women, as discussed in section 3, men and
women did not differ in the proportion satisfied with their salary, nor did
they differ in the proportion satisfied with their overall job.

Among part-time faculty, there were fewer statistically significant
differences bctween men and women (table 5.3). On all 7 items where there
were statistically significant differences, there were larger percentages of
men than women who were satisfied. Unlike the findings with the full-time
faculty, all of these differences were aporeciable. Items on which there
were differences were: opportunity for advancement (50 percent of men versus
R0 percent of women somewhat or very satisfied), job security (63 versus 47
percent), salary (63 varsus 47 percent), benefits (46 versus 33 percent),
authority to make decisions about noninstructionsl issues (79 versus
67 percent), relationskip between administration and faculty (77 versus 65
percent), and workload (92 versus 80 percent).

For analyses of faculty responses by tenure status.14 four categories
of tenure status were used:

R No tenure system: faculty who indicated that there was uo tenure
system at their institution. (Almost all of these faculty were in
two-year colleges or religious or other nonmedical specialized
iretitutions.)

B Nontenure track: faculty who indicaced that there was no tenure
system for their faculty status or that they were not on a tenure
track. '

@ Nontenured: faculty who were on a tenure track but not yet tenured.

@ Tenured faculty.

Across the 29 job satisfaction items, the nontenured facul:y were the
most likely to have lower than average percentages who were satisfied (lower
than verage on nine items), and there were no items on which this group had

a higher percentage than average (table 5.3),

Large differences among ths tenure groups were founrd on job security.
Only 52 per-ent of nont¢nare-track faculty were somewhat ox very satisfied on

14Only full-time faculty were analyzed by tenure status, bscause among the
part-time faculty all but about 100 respor dents fell into the "no tenure
system® or nontenure-track categories.
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this dimension, compared with 66 percent of nontenured faculty, 76 percent of
no-tenure-system faculty, and almost all (97 percent) of tenured faculty.
Other issues on which higher percentages than average of tenured faculty were
satisfied were: their job overall, freedom to do outside consulting,
authority to make instruction-related decisions, the mix of their
responsibilities, and (rather interestingly) advancement opportunity.

Interestingly, the no-tenure-system faculty and/or the nontenure-track
faculty were more likely to indicate satisfaction than their tenure-track and
tenured colleagues with issues related to institutional quality, mission, and
cooperation, but they were considerably leas likely to indicate satisfaction
with their opportunity for advancement.

59 '?(3




Te

ble 5.1--Percentage of full-time reguler feculty who were somewhat or very setisfied with verious dimensions of
their job, by.type and control of institution and depertment program gres: PFell 1987

Authority I have to Authority I have to Quality of
make decisions ghout Preedom to do make decisions gbout colleagues in my

Type and control of rses ng ¢ 1 T] —depaztpept/program
institution, and
—denartnent proxrap sres | ent _mm_j_m;_u

All institutions 2/ 485,760 96 401,995 89 479,530 88 487,195 84

By type and control
Public research 94,974 95 82,736 88 93,987 89 96,093 84
Private resierch 38,490 96 33,801 92 37,591 90 38,933 87
Public doctoral 3/ 53,517 95 44,725 88 52,899 87 53,871 80
Private doctorel 4/ 22,107 99 18,013 90 21,104 94 22,107 85
Public comprehensive 92,977 95 77,463 88 92,621 84 93,015 79
Private comprehensive 34,891 96 29,553 88 33,566 88 35,131 85
Liberel erts 38,755 97 29,265 91 38,529 91 38,952 85
Public two-yeer 5/ 91,360 96 69,697 91 9,572 89 90,439 a8
Other 6/ 14,623 99 13,283 9 14,623 91 14,615 93

Four-yeer institutions 375,711 96 315,557 83 370,298 83 378,100 83

By program eree

Agriculture gnd

home econumics 16,857 98 9,819 92 10,828 90 10,900 84
Business 24,329 95 22,159 85 24,.52 83 24,329 80
Educetion 24,308 9 21,978 89 24,146 84 24,852 85
Bigineering 18,682 96 17,943 9% 18,531 86 18,682 85
Fine erts 24,789 96 22,257 89 24,4038 83 24,724 75
Heelth sciences 76,691 95 67,878 83 73,189 89 78,927 8
Bumanities 47,350 97 30,102 90 47,219 89 47,262 82
Neturel sciences 60,347 94 50,134 93 59,617 a8 60,347 84
Sociel sciences 40,280 97 31,924 90 40,280 90 40,369 76
Othar fields 18,078 98 41,363 90 47,899 88 48,099 82

(continues)

1/

2/

al
&/

5/

6/

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

R

Percentage who seid "somevhat setisfied” or "very setisfied"; responses were besed on ¢ four-point scele of "very
dissetisfied,” ' somevhat dissetisfied,” "somevhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied."

All accredited, nonproprietery U.S. postssconds cy institutions that srant e two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degres
and vhose eccreditetion et the higher educetion level 1s recognised by the U.S. Depertment of Educetion.

Includes publicly controlled institutions clessif‘ed by the Cernegie Foundetion es specie’lised medicel schools.
Includes privetely controlled institutions clessified by the Cernsgie Foundation es specielised medicel schools.

Respondents from privete two-yeer colleges ere included only in "ell institutions” beceuse of too fev ceses for e
relisble estimate.

Religious and other specielised institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the bechelor to the
doctorsts.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Edu-etion, Netional Center for Bducetion Stetistlus, "1988 Netional Survey of

Postsecondery Peculty."
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Table 5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty vho were somevhat or very sstisfied with various dimensions of

their job, by type and control of institution and department prograr ares:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Overall reputstion

Type and control of My job here oversll -] My work load
institution, and
~department program ares | Number | mmm er | Percent 1/| Nugber | Percent 1/
All institutions 2/ 488,692 85 483,453 84 488,253 78 487,225 73
By type and con rol
Public research 96,019 85 95,353 87 95,832 81 95,346 76
Privste r.search 39,136 88 3C. 560 79 19,077 91 38,965 79
Public doctorsl 3/ 53,8711 82 53,248 81 53,720 69 53,803 71
Private doctoral &/ 22,107 86 21,153 81 22,107 RO 22,107 81
Public comprehensive 93,122 A 92,261 1) 93,131 69 93,020 65
Private comprehensive 35,160 84 34,610 84 35,139 75 35,036 67
Liberal arts 39,044 85 38,412 82 23,916 78 38,916 64
Pubitic twu-year 5/ 91,361 90 90,928 87 €1,460 82 91,160 79
Other 6/ 14,778 85 14,778 79 14,778 76 14,778 76
Four-year institutions 378,438 84 373,673 84 377,920 76 377,192 7
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 10,912 90 10,882 82 10,912 83 10,912 77
Business 24,329 83 24,046 78 24,329 83 24,329 76
Education 24,421 85 24,113 82 24,464 81 24,278 68
Engineering 18,682 84 18,538 86 18,682 77 18,614 73
Fine arts 24,789 76 24,525 80 24,708 68 24,789 65
Health sciences 78,718 90 77,555 81 78,491 85 78,106 77
Bumanities 47,404 82 46,929 85 47,395 72 47,365 63
Natural sciences 60,347 81 59,589 84 60,176 70 60,113 72
Social sciences 40,369 82 40,105 89 40,369 66 ‘0,195 66
Other fields 48,488 83 47,390 85 48,395 79 43,488 73
(continues)
1/ Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied" or "very satisfied”; ] were bssed on & four-point scale of "very

dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,’ "somewvhat satisfied,” and "very sstisfied.”

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions thet grant a tvo-yesr (A.A.) or higher degrees
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.§S. Depsrtment of Education.

3/ 1Inclules publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specizlized medicsl schools.
4/ Includes privately .ontrolled instit“:tions classified by the Carnegie Foundation c¢s specialized medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too fev cases for a

relitble estimate.

6/ Religious and other specislised institutions, exccpt medicsl

doctorate.

‘.t offer degrees ranging “rom the bachelor to the

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Educstion Statistics, "1988 Natlonal Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Tatle 5.1--Percentage of full-time ¥egular faculty vho were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by type and coentrol of institution and department program rrea: Fall 1987 (continued)

Institutionsl Quality of graduate Authority to make Time available for
mission or students vhom I have | decisions about other working with student

—as advisor, mentor

Type and control of
institution, and

All institutions 2/ 482,685 74 280,942 79 483,716 76 481,995 79
By type and comtrol
Public research 94,074 69 88,099 79 95,259 79 94,657 78
Private research 37,827 79 36,305 86 38,909 81 38,083 83
7ublic dootoral 3/ 53,376 65 45,080 76 53,208 72 52,258 76
Private doctoral 4/ 21,817 78 18,0633 83 21,853 82 21,992 85
Public comprehensive 92,659 68 58,423 72 92,450 74 92,132 77
Private oomprehensive 34,945 81 14,157 75 34,4587 76 34,630 t
Liberal arts 38,937 85 3,469 92 38,128 79 38,820
Public two-year 5/ 90,254 82 7,205 95 90,790 70 90,767 78
Other 6/ 14,778 76 9,225 87 14,639 76 14,584 82
Four-year institutions 373,635 72 264 166 78 374,264 77 372,572 79

By program area

Agricultura and

home econcaics 10,837 81 8,675 80 10,882 84 10,882 79
Business 24,028 72 17,006 n 23,928 77 23,949 80
Education 24,354 76 19,369 8s 24,347 74 24,157 7%
Engineering 18,579 67 15,031 72 18,598 76 18,524 77
Fins arts 24,465 66 14,755 69 24,543 69 24,512 73
Health sciences 77,642 81 65,668 89 78,366 77 76,314 80
Bumanities 46,802 70 25,696 73 46,297 77 46,692 80
Natural sciences 59,404 67 41,065 75 59,527 79 59,719 80
Social solences 39,913 63 28,839 70 39,968 76 40,060 76
Other fields 47,610 7”7 28,060 79 47,808 78 47,763 80

(continues)

1/

2/

3/
'y

5/

6/

Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied™; responses were based on & four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsacondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher :'egree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Departmen:t of Edueation.

Includes publioly oontrolled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialiszed medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions olassified by thas Carnegie Foundation as specialized medioal schools.

Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
dootorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

D e —,———

Postseoondary Faculty.”
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Table $.1--Percentage of full-cime regular faculty vho were somevhat or wery satisfied with various dimensions of

their job, by type and coutrol of institution and departmen. Trogram aros:

Fall 1987 (oontinued)

Type and control of
institution, and

Spouse employment
opportunities in

Required mix of
teaching, service,

Quality of
leadership in my

[P —

Spirit of
cooperation among

[ —

[ —

All institutions 2/ 320,830 73 473,664 72 481,565 69 487,191 70
By type and control
Public research 66,623 67 94,921 T4 95,085 69 95,841 70
Private research 25,803 79 38,997 77 38,897 70 38,713 73
Public doctoral 3/ 37,590 69 53,140 66 53,160 64 53,574 69
Private doctoral 4/ 14,431 74 21,899 79 21,739 66 22,107 67
Public comprehensive 62,686 70 91,640 64 92,177 65 92,983 60
Private comprehensive 20,908 78 34,292 67 34,320 74 35,160 69
Liberal arts 24,496 71 38,350 66 37,4084 73 38,894 77
Public two-yesar S/ 57,230 80 82,345 80 90,660 75 91,154 75
Other 6/ 8,653 0 14,33% 72 14,221 74 14,670 78
Four-year institutions 252,5%7 71 373,180 70 372,822 68 377,272 68
By program ares
Agriculture and
home economics 7,842 74 10,871 76 10,831 70 10,912 79
Business 16,088 68 23,712 69 24,329 70 24,329 39
Education 16,256 76 24,022 66 24,376 67 24,427 64
Engineering 12,602 64 18,497 73 18,624 70 18,599 68
Fine arts 15,403 74 24,567 68 24,248 61 24,747 62
Health sciences 51,539 77 78,102 72 77,958 68 78,679 76
Humanities 29,863 69 46,467 64 46,655 69 47,211 68
Natural sciences 42,764 68 59,295 72 58,872 67 60,176 69
Social sciences 28,366 37 39,984 67 39,002 68 40,256 60
Other fields 31,814 70 47,664 70 47,928 69 47,826 69
—(continues)

1y

2/

s/
7

s/

6/

SOURCE:

Pexrcentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point soale of “very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied," "somewhat satisfied," and "very satisfied."

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or highn. iegres
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level 1is reoognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publ.cly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Poundation as speoialised medical schools.

Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

Respondents from private :wo-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” beoause of too fewv cases for a

reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the

doctorate.
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Table 5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (continued)

Quality of
undergraduates wvhom Quality of Opportunity for my

Type and control of m —Laculty ] m
institution, and
—departmpent progren sres | _Ps |__Mugber |

All institutions 2/ 488,331 441,715 471,482 415,976

By type and control
Public research 96,124 84,339 93,193 02,867
Private research 38,967 30,617 36,591 32,817
Public doctoral 3/ 53,177 44,805 53,0% 46,716
Private doctoral &/ 22,107 17,002 21,255 19,093
Public comprehensive 93,144 90,314 91,007 83,287
Private comprehensive 35,060 33,567 34,307 30,773
Liberal arts 38,833 38,664 37,459 34,157
Public two-year 5/ 91,559 87,309 88,317 71,860
Other 6/ 14,750 11,097 13,593 11,972

Jour-year institutions 378,013 7 339,307 366,842 329,410

By program area

Agoioulture and

home economics 10,912 10,474 10,861
Business 24,329 23,540 23,748
Education 24,464 21,294 23,515
Engineering 18,682 18,682 18,511
Fine arte 24,776 24,527 24,185
Health sciences 78,679 51,920 75,525
Humanities 47,243 47,048 46,105
Natural sciences 60,139 58,781 57,729
Social sciences 40,369 38,673 39,504
Other fields 48,421 44,369 47,158

Pexcentage vwho said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; r P were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somewhat dissatisfied,” "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfled."”

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant & two-year (A.A.) or higher degres
and vhose accreditaticn at the higher education level is recogni: 1 by the U.S. Department of Education.

3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classifiad by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

4/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundat.>n as specialized medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private tvo-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too fev cases for a
reliable estimate.

6/ Religious and other specialiszed institutions, except medical, that offer degraes ranging from the bachelor to the
adctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table 5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of

their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (continued)

Availability of Interdepartmental Quality of union
support services and | cooperation at this Teaching assistance | leadership at this

JFO P U g P
|_Fupber | Percent 1/] WNumber | Percent 1/

Type and control of
institution, and

All institutions 2/ 487,407 60 482,047 63 327,066 60 151,813 61

By type and control
Public zresearch 95,738 62 94,638 63 77,633 68 21,413 50
Private research 38,871 62 38,691 68 30,482 72 -- -
Publio do.toral 3/ 53,706 57 52,897 61 40,872 57 9,953 61
Private dooctoral 4/ 22,093 59 22,050 57 17,470 72 -- -
Publio comprehensive 92,945 50 92,055 53 65,067 46 44,778 59
Private comprehensive 35,085 59 34,959 64 22,671 58 3,419 A3
Liberal arts 38,916 67 38,651 67 20,237 60 96 79
Public two-year S5/ 91,246 66 90,748 68 41,369 60 5. 466 66
Other 6/ 14,778 51 14,054 67 9,326 66 - -

Four-year institutions 377,355 58 373,939 61 274,431 60 88,487 59

By program area

Agriculture and

home economics 10,912 57 10,715 73 8,641 60 2,325 66
Business 24,329 63 23,973 53 19,862 60 5,760 52
Education 24,403 61 24,105 56 17,989 56 6,902 75
Enginsering 18,682 55 18,682 64 16,490 63 4,449 57
Fine arts 24,789 L1} 24,538 55 16,456 A7 6 573 52
Health sciences 78,679 60 78,352 69 53,807 68 10,688 65
Bumanities 47,244 60 46,652 59 27,290 34 13,465 67
Natural sciences 59,547 58 59,176 62 49,452 65 15,577 A9
Social sciences 40,283 57 39,705 51 31,985 56 12,026 57
Other fields 48,488 61 48,038 62 32,459 60 10,722 53

(continues)

1/

2/

3/
A/

5/

6/

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty.”

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Percentage who said “somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."”

All accradited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institucions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognised ., .he U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions classiffed by the Carneglie Foundation &s specislized medical schools.

Respondents from pri rate two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too fev cases for a
reliable estimace.

Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor r the
doctorate.
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Table 5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty wvho were somevhat or very satist!ed with various dimensions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program arxsa: i.-l 1987 (continuwd)

Quality of chief Relationship between
administrative ~dministration and
Type and control of |_officers at campus facylty My —_—
institution, and
_m:_Eou_m_n.:t:m_ub
All {nstitutions 2/ 485,485 57 486,616 54 488,175 58
By type and control
Public rese ch 95,208 53 95,547 55 96,228 60
Private rese. xch 38,445 59 38,663 58 38,884 59
Pibliec doectoxal 3/ 53,181 58 53,832 56 53,792 54
Private docto.al 4/ 21,968 72 21,361 51 22,107 58
Publie comprehen.ive 92,961 52 92,996 51 93,144 36
Private comprehensive 35,063 56 35,031 51 35,017 49
Liberal arts 38,916 65 38,916 52 28,805 54
Public two-year S5/ 90,933 58 91,393 4 91,411 66
Other 6/ 14,670 60 14,778 55 14,778 58
Four-year i{nstitutions -7%.7°.3 57 376,34 54 377,977 56

By progran arec
Agriculture and

home economics ir,912 63 10,912 65 10,912 65
Business 25,837 60 24,329 61 24,329 54
Education 24,428 53 24 195 56 24,464 [1]
Eng'neering 18,595 57 18,682 55 18,682 67
Fins arts 24,755 55 24,658 52 24,776 46
Bealth sciences 77,811 66 77,889 60 78,679 64
Humanities 47,270 53 47,155 49 47,290 54
Natural scliences 59,905 [1] 59,864 A9 60,055 55
Soclal sciences 19,978 A9 40,246 A9 40,369 53
Other fields 48,341 59 48,415 57 AB,421 55

-(continues)

1/ Percentag: who said "somewvhat gatisfied” or "very satisfied”, respunses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somavhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accreditcd, nonproprietary U.S. postsec adary institutions that grunt a tvo-year (A.A.) or hizher degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher edu.airion level is recog.-ized by the U.5. Department of Education.

3/ Includes publiclLy contrriled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialised medical schoels.
4/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialised medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in *all institutions” because of too fev cases Jor a
reliable estimate.

6/ Religilous and other specialized institutionz, except medical, that olfer degrees ranging from the bac slor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Edacation Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Dostseconda- * Faculty.”
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Teble 5.1--Percentsge of full-time reguler feculLy who vere somevhat or very setisfied with verious dimensions of
their job, by type and contr>l of institution and depertment program erss: Fell 1987 (~oncluded)

Quality of
resesesxch fecilities

Reseser-h esusistance

—thti I receive

Mw

Type and control of
institution, and

—dspagtpent progran

All institutions 2/ 406,388 54 294,730 50

By type and control
Public resesrch 91,936 65 79,454 60
Privete resesrch 37,111 (3 30,599 66
Public doctorel 3/ 50,881 34 41,514 A9
Private doctorel 4/ 20,922 65 18,467 54
Public comprehensive 85,104 37 62,481 36
Private comprehensive 29,735 43 19,108 43
Liberel erts 32,950 52 16,374 A6
Public two-yeer 5/ 43,421 53 13,034 (1}
Other 6/ 12,300 &7 7,833 41

Four-yeer institutions 348,639 54 267,998 51

By program sree
Agriculture and

home economics 10,092 56 8,914 56
Business 22,496 53 19,113 A6
Educetion 22,019 A9 16,982 A5
Engineering 17,057 47 14,920 53

“8 erts 22,569 A0 14,036 A0
B. _ith sciences 73,639 - 59,741 56
Buawaities A4,705 50 29,2%% 46
Naturel sciences 55,197 55 41,442 54
Soclel sciences 38,853 52 33,775 52
Other fields 42,012 53 29,840 A8

1/ Percentage vho seid "somevhat setisfi.i® or "very setisfied"s resp were besed on ¢ four-point scsle of “very
dissetisfied,” "somevhat dissetisfied,” "somevhat setisfiseZ," and "very setisfieac."

2/ All eccredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant & two-yeer (A.A.) o~ higher degree
and wvhose eccreditetion et tha higher educstion lavel i3 recognised by the .. Department of Educetion.

3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions clessified by the Cernegie Foundetion es spe~lalised medicel scheools.
4/ Includes privately controlled institutions clessified by the Cernsgie Fo:ndation es spccislised medicsl achools.

5/ Respondents from privets two-yecr colleges sre included only in "ell instituti ns" bacsuse of too few ceses for s
relieble estimate.

6/ Religilous and other specielised institucion., sxcept medicsl, thut offer degrees ranging from tha bechelor to the
doctorece.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educetion, Metionel Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1928 Netional Survey of
Postsecondary Feculty.” , ’
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Tsble 5.2--Percentage of psrt-time regular faculty who ware sumewhat or very satisfied with vsrious dimensions of
their job, by type and control 7f institution and department program ares: Fall 1987

Authority I have to Authority I have to Quality of
make decisions sbout Freedom to do make dec.sions about colleagues in my
Type and control of —sontent of courses outside consulting courses ch |_ de O X!
institution, and
de nt Number | Percent 1/ ber | Percent 1 er ercent or Percent 1/

All 1astitutions 2/ 167,939 93 104,371 97 140,353 76 167,550 90

By typPe and control

Public research 8,783 91 7,400 98 7,676 71 10,100 86
Privste research 8,466 88 6,085 100 7,368 78 7,889 96
Public doctoral 3/ 7,125 84 4,660 96 4,909 88 7,329 90
Privste doctoral &4/ 10,277 86 -- - -- -- 10,428 100
Public comprehensive 23,81¢ 96 12,899 100 17,779 69 20,300 88
Private comprehensive 9. 372 91 5,246 99 8,593 33 8,677 90
Liberal arts 12,642 94 8,721 99 10,558 85 12,854 82
tubli. two-year 5/ 76,855 93 42,807 94 62,571 76 76,339 90
Cther 6/ 11,737 97 8,607 100 12,006 65 11,807 97
Four-year institutions 77,481 91 51,493 99 64,989 77 77,576 90

By program srea
Agric:lture and
hote economics - -- - - - - — -

Business 4,591 98 - -- - - 4,446 98
Education 3,938 93 2,222 97 3.078 80 4,136 90
fngineering - -- - - - - -- -
Fine arts 8,460 97 5,753 99 7,128 67 9,357 87
Health sclences 15,644 82 10,984 99 13,022 73 17,214 93
Humanities 8,529 89 4,601 98 7,449 70 8,v11 85
Watural sciences 9,876 95 7,824 100 7,585 83 9,717 93

~clal sclences 5,69, 96 - - - - 4,983 81
Lusr flelds 16,067 9 10,963 99 15,018 83 15,557 fis

— (continues)

== Too fevw cases for a reliable estin ..

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied" or "very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scale ° "wvery
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied," "somevhat satisfied," and "very satisfied."

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondsfy instituti.ns that gr4nt a two-year (A.A.) or hizher degres
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

3/ 1Includes publicly contrnlled institutions clsssified by the Carnegie Foundation ss speciali~ed medical schools.
4/ Includes privstely coutrolled institutions classified by the Carnegie Poundation as specializad medical schoois.

5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in “1ll institutions” becsuse of too fe’ casss for a
reliable estimate.

6/ Religious and other specislised institutions, exc.>t medical, that offer degress ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorats.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 Natioral Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table 5.2--Percentage of pert-time reguler feculty vho were somevhat or very setisfied with verious dimensions of

their Job, by type and control of institution and depertment program eree:

Fe'l 1987 (continued)

Type and gcontrol of
insticution, and

—department program area |

All ir<titutions 2/

By type and control
Public ressexch
Private reseerch
Public doctoral 3/
Private doctoral &/
fublic comprehensive
Private comp:shensive
Liberel erts
Public two-yesr 5,
Other 6/

Four-yeer institutions

By program eree

Agriculture and
home economics

Business
Educetion
Engineering
Fine erts
Heelth sciences
HBumanities
Neturel sciences
Soclel sciences
Other fields

Overell reputetion

szcent 1/] KNumber i Percent 1/i Number Percent L/l Number | Percenmt 1/
174,563 89 142,59 56 173,671 89 166,041 87
10,163 91 8,912 57 10,163 83 10,106 92
8,466 95 7,193 70 8,466 99 8,357 9
7,403 80 6,780 53 7,168 90 7,068 92
10,428 91 9,151 70 10,428 93 10.428 90
20,925 86 18,174 %1 21,429 89 19,685 83
9,842 922 6,913 s8 9,672 88 8,606 89
12,835 84 10,876 57 12,843 78 12,463 88
80,649 9 64,946 59 79,532 93 75,519 87
11,987 80 8,158 40 12,003 79 12,032 7n
80,061 88 67 998 56 80,168 8s 76,713 89
5,219 105 -- - 5,219 99 4,790 97
4,233 9 2,983 56 4,153 90 4,084 92
8,460 78 7,341 a7 8,506 84 7,779 1]
16,535 92 14,059 75 17,214 87 16,257 9
8,507 75 7,515 3o 8,496 8s 8,487 82
10,073 922 8,150 51 10,073 82 8,761 95
5,693 20 - - 5,564 96 5,640 86
16,577 89 15,438 52 16,179 89 16,150 89
— __(contipues)

== Too fev causes for e reliable estima:e.

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat setisfied” or "very setisfied": responses wece bised on e four-point scele of "wery
dissetisfied,” "somevhat dissatistied,” "somevhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied.”

2/ All sccredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant e two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree

and whose eccreditetion et the highker education level is recognised by the U.§. .

rtment of Educetion.

3/ 1Includes pudlicly controlled institutions clestified by the Cernegie Foundation es specielired medicel schools.

4/ Includes privately :zontrolled institution- clessified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialiszed medical schools.

5/ Respondents froo privets two-year colleges ere included only in "ell fustitutions” because of too fev ceses for a

relieble estimate.

6/ Religious and other spacielized institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to thn

doctorate.

SCURCR: U.S. Depertuwent of Educetion, Netional Center for Education Stetistics, “1988 Netional Survey of
Postsecondary Zaculty.”
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Teble 5.2--Percen.age of part-time reguler feculty who were somewhat or very setisfied with verious dimensions of
their job, “y type and control of institution snd dspsrtment prograw eres: Fsll 1987 (continued)

Tastitutionnal Quality of graduate Autlrority to make Time eveileble for
mission cr students vhom I have | dec sions ebout other| working with student

Type and control of Y 18\, Ie

decartment progran sres | Vumber | Percent 1/ ber

All institutions 2/ 166,753 86 49,415 90 129,060 74 135,657 69

By type and control
Public reseerch 9,750 72 5,948 87 8,052 71 9,256 82
'rivate reseerch 8,317 82 5,950 99 7,636 80 7,973 83
Public doctorel 3/ 7,098 77 - - 5,718 7n 5,69 57
Private doctorel 4/ 10,210 80 -- - - - - -
Public ce-prohensive 19,442 79 7,191 87 14,344 67 15,742 71
Private comprchensive 9,035 85 3,301 91 6,507 75 6,401 75
Liberel erts 12,482 84 -- - 8,884 0 10,220 73
Public two-yeer 5/ 76,846 92 12,284 87 59,505 77 59,748 68
Other 6/ 11,737 91 6,065 as 9,124 56 10,231 59

Pour-yeer institutions 76,334 80 30,675 92 58,843 73 63,912 71

By piogram eree
Agrioulture and

home econumics -~ - -- -- -- - -- -~
Business 5,219 100 -- - - -- - -
Education 3,681 92 2,008 92 3,012 83 2,33 76
Engineering -~ .- -- -- -- -- .- .-
Fine ert: 7,618 73 - - 7,543 61 5,935 72
Heelth sc.ences 17,063 75 10,144 99 13,304 71 14,925 64
Humanitie: 8,135 84 1,364 8> 6,773 72 7,307 7
Neture! sciences 9,557 70 - -- 5,737 65 7,315 90
Sociel ecierces 4,865 77 -- -- - -- - -
Other fields 15,549 82 -- -- 12,7490 81 12,031 67
{continues)

== Tod> few ceses for & reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage vho seid "somevhat setisfied” or "very s.cisfied”; respo..-es were besed on e four- point scsle ¢f "very
dissatisfied,” "somewhat dissetisfiud,” "somevhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied."

2/ All accredited, nonpropristery U.5. postsecondary j~stitutions that grant e two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose eccreditetion et the higher education l¢ .l is recognised by the U.S. Depsrtment of Educetion.

3/ Inoludes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation es specielized medical schools.
4/ 1Inoludes privately controlled institutions clessified by the Cernegie Foundation es sps- lelised medicsl schoois.

5/ Respondents from privete two-yeer colleges ere included only in "ell institutions” because of too tev ceses for e
relieble estimate.

6/ Religious and other specielised institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the bechelor to the
doctorste.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educetion, Netional Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 Nstional Survey of
Postsecondary Fsculty.”
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Table 5.2--Percentage of part-time regular faculty who were somewhat or ver; satisfied with vari. s dimensions of

the!~ 1ob, by type and con:rol of institution and department program area:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Type and control of
institution, and

Spouse employment
opportunitiea in

U

Required mix of
teaching, service,

Quality of
leadership in my

Spirit of
cooperation among

e Lo

—depsrtoent prograp sres | |__Number | Percent 1/

All institutions 2/ 73,587 81 92,840 84 168,723 78 161,137 85

By type and control
Public research 5,165 84 8,035 83 9,850 69 9,833 64
Private research - - 5,840 85 7,864 80 7,869 82
Public doctoral 3/ 3,086 72 4,042 83 7,403 67 7,028 67
Private doctoral &/ - - - - 10,277 89 10,084 9%
Public comprehensive 9,441 84 9,847 69 21,177 80 19,533 N
Private comprehensive 2,997 99 4,102 87 8,923 84 2,481
Liberal arts 4,119 75 7,680 92 12,703 71 12, "1 83
Public two-year 5/ 38,483 79 41,172 88 76,880 79 71,81> 91
Other 6/ - - 5,444 76 11,81¢ 68 11,957 80

Four-year institutions 30,191 82 44,725 82 78,197 77 75,529 79

By program area
Agriculture -~ '

home ecc cs - -- - - - - - ~~
Business -- -- -- - 4,980 90 - -
Lducat. . . 1,406 78 2,243 82 4,082 81 3,562 87
Engineering - - - - -~ - -- -
Fine a=tu - -- 5,272 85 7,832 59 7,949 66
Health sclences -- -- 10,718 77 16,956 78 16,306 77
Humanities 3,728 77 4,894 84 8,519 75 8,032 72
Natural sciences 4,627 80 - - 9,75¢ 78 9,645 a7
Social sciences - -- -- - 5,611 80 5,301 20
Other fields 6,677 91 9,691 89 15,694 75 15,818 83
(con' inues)

1/

2/

3/
4/

5/

6/

$0

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Percantage who sald "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responsea were based on a four-.vint scale of "very
dissatisfied," "somevhat dlasatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satis “ied."

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher deg=es

and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is rscognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions elasaified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialized medical schools.

Includes privately cont.rolled institutions cl. sified by the Carnegi. Ffoundation as speclalized medical schools.

Respondents from private two-ysar colleges are included only in "all institutions" bscause of too few cases for a

reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging fiom the bachelor to the

doctorate.

URCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postseconda-y Faculty.”
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Teble 5.2--Percentage of part-time reguler feculty who wers somevhat or very setisfied with various dimensions of
theiz job, by typs and control of institution and department program eree: Fell 1987 (continvad)

Quality of
My bensfits, undergraduates vhom Quality of Opportunity for my
Typs and control ¢ * 1y 1 —Zfaculcy leadership
-2 IO P B I —
|_Nunber | Paxcent 1/|
Ail institutions 2/ 109,748 A0 157,723 78 136,055 80 110,968 5}
By type and eontrol
Public rasserch 7,644 62 8,636 80 9,219 80 7,801 54
Private research 7,211 42 6,882 64 6,974 83 6,737 (1]
Public doctoral 3/ 5,568 A3 6,816 65 6,148 82 4,976 36
Privete docteral A/ - - 8,676 89 -~ - - --
Public comprehensive 15,017 51 19,443 70 15,863 79 14,710 28
Privete comprehensive 5,452 35 8,459 78 6,713 78 5,019 55
Liberel arts 9,104 31 12,769 79 9,293 80 8,423 [}}
Public two-ysar S/ 46,998 33 74,537 80 63,276 83 48,186 40
Other §/ 5,895 32 9,639 89 10,174 58 6,980 36
Four-year institutions 55,376 47 71,680 75 60,898 81 54,277 42
By program arass
Agriculture and
home aconomics - -- - -- -- -- -- --
Business -- -- 4,820 74 - -- -- .-
Education 2,585 57 3,180 93 3,109 77 2,127 55
Engineering - -- -- -- -- - -- .-
Fine erts 6,528 31 8,506 A3 5,972 81 5,952 27
Heelth sciences 11,916 59 13,428 70 13,363 81 12,616 57
Bunanities 7,070 b 8,539 73 7,308 75 5,200 33
Natural sciences 6,765 A9 9,252 73 7,918 80 5,480 3%
Socisl sciences - - 4,809 75 .- - - --
Other fields 10,115 27 15,199 82 11,121 78 11,381 b3}

—(continuss)

-- Too few ceses for e i1elieble estimats.

1/ Perxcentsy~ who seid "somevhat satisfied” or "very setisfied": responses wers based on & four-point scele of "very
dissetisf ed,"” "somevhat dissetisfied,"” "somewhat setisfied,” and "very satisfiad."”

2/ All aceredited, nonpropristery U.S. postssco~dery institutions that grant e two-ysar (A.A.) or higher Adegres
end vhose acereditation et ths higher aducetion level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Educetion.

3/ 1Includes [ublicly rontrolled institutions classified by the Carnagie Foundation as specielized medicel schools.
4/ Includes privete.: controllad insti utions classifiad by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

5/ Responients from priveie L70-yeer colleges ars included only in "ell institutions” becausa of too fev cesas for e
relieble astimate.

6/ Religlous and other spaciclised institutions, except medicel, that offer degreas ranging from .- _achelor to the
doctorats.

SOURCE: U.S8. Dapertment of Educetion, Netional Center for Education Stetistics, "1988 Netional . rvey of
Postseccondary Jauculty.”
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Table 5.2--Percentage of part-time regrlar faculty who wers somevhat or vsry satisfisd with various dimensions of

their job, by typs and control of institution and depsrtment program area: Fall 1987 (continusd)

Type and control of
institution, and

Avallablility of
support servicss and

Intsrdepartmental
coopsration at this

Tsaching assistance

— —dnstirutjon |  that I

eceive

Quality of w.lon
lsadexrship at this
institution

Mu—_:[l’mmll

“EC 9t 1/1 MNumbey | Perceant 1/i Numbsr | Psrcent 1/!
All institutions 2/ 166,376 69 - 137,682 73 78,194 74 43,250 74
By type and control
Public research 9,900 68 9,408 57 5,981 91 - -
Private research 7,863 69 6,556 81 5,403 80 - -
Public doctoral 3/ 7,264 60 €,502 55 3,332 73 - -
Private doctoral 4/ 9,002 42 - - - -- - -
Public comprehensive 19,895 70 15,014 71 7,762 73 8,255 80
Private comprehensive 8,788 72 7,365 67 3,564 73 - -
Liberal erts 12,731 7 12,121 68 6,279 2 - --
Public two-year 5/ 78,099 I 61,306 79 36,005 71 25,040 74
Other 6/ 10,967 41 10,053 62 - -- - -
Four-year institutions 75,443 66 64,519 88 36,358 77 13,596 75
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics -- -- - - - -- - -
Business 5,029 e2 - - - - - --
Tducation 4,036 73 2,780 80 1,129 80 - -
Engineering - -- - - - - - -
Fine arts 7,340 59 6,934 55 -- - -- -
Health sciences 14,960 58 14,875 60 8,404 85 - --
Bumenities 8,266 67 7,339 62 3,525 64 2,L13 74
Natural sciences 9,816 75 7,552 73 - -- - --
Social sciences 5,567 62 - - - -- - -
Other fields 15,727 64 13,755 71 8,601 71 - -
tinuss

== Too few cases fcr a reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage wiv said "somevhat satisfied® or "very satisfi~4"; responses were based .o & four-point scals of "very

dissatisfied,

somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisf! .," end "very satisfied.”

2/ All aceradited, nonpropristary U.5. postsecondary institutions that grant a twe-ysar (A.A.) or higuec dsgree
and vhose acoreditation at the higher education level 1is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

3/ Includes publicly centrolled institutions classifisd by the Carnegia Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Includes piivately coatrolled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundstion as spscialized pedical schools.

3/ Respondents from privaze two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too fsw cases for a

reliable estimate.

6/ Religious and oti..r specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachslor 2o the

doctorete.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Mationsl Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postsecondar!: Faculty."
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Table 5.2--Percentage of part-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied w.th various dimensions of
their job, by tyve and control of institution and department progran area: Fall 1987 (continued)

Quality of chief Relationship betwsen
administracive administration and
Type and control of —officers at campus f._%_ul.sl alary
institution, and
All institurions 2/ 163,212 77 158,234 72 16¢,222 56
By type and control
Public research 9,354 66 8,951 61 9,475 64
Private research 8,251 68 8,118 64 8,466 39
Public doctoral 3/ 7,225 69 6,448 67 7,324 52
Private doctoral 4/ 9,301 89 10,084 72 9,491 (Y
Public comprebersive 17,5a7 65 17,636 66 20,682 56
Private comprehensive 9,236 86 8,247 74 9,601 (3]
Literal arts 12,750 75 17 6Ab 70 12,882 A6
Tublic two-year 5/ 75,949 81 22,79 77 77,479 64
Other 6/ 11,763 76 11,477 66 11,987 39
Four-year institutions 73,663 73 72,127 68 77,920 51

By program area
Agriculture and

home economics - - - - -- -
Business 4,330 81 4,544 75 5,129 53
Educatior. 3,931 80 3,276 80 4,172 58
Enginsering - - -- - - -
Fine arts 7,216 62 7,304 58 8,460 A8
Health sciences 15,978 75 16,150 66 15,079 37
Humanities 8,075 64 7,802 63 8,531 AS
Natural sciences 9,353 78 9,050 72 10,008 70
Social sciences 4,620 68 - - 5,693 71
Other fields 15,477 73 15,023 65 16,084 [}1

-+ Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage who said "somavhat satisfied” or "very sat.sfied"; responses vere Lased on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
snd vhose scoreditation at the hijher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

3/ 1Includes publicly controlled ‘=stitutions cli iified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialized medical schools.
4/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnigie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-yesr collegss are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a
reliable .atimate.

6/ Religious and other speciaslized institutions, except medicsl, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
dootorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Table 5.2--Percentage of part-time regular faculty who were somewhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of

their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (concluded)

Quality of
research facilities Research assistance
Type and control of that I receive
institution, and
—department program ares | sEcert 1/] Mupber | Pezzent 1/
All institutions 2/ 75,608 67 32,100 61
By type and control
Public research 6,208 7 3. 50 72
Private research 4,751 66 -- --
Public doctoral 3/ 3,633 59 -- -
Private doctoral 4/ - -- . .
Public comprehensive 10,573 51 3,781 36
Private comprehensive 3,932 54 - -
Liberal arts 5,362 63 - -
Public two-year 5/ 30,142 81 11,740 76
Other - -- - --
Four~year institutions 39,329 61 18,167 35
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics - - - -
Business - - - -
Education 1,648 56 -- -
Engineering - -- - -
Fine arts 5,430 66 - -
Health sciences 8,310 66 - -
Humanities 5,080 55 1,675 54
Natura. sciences -- - -- -
Social sciences - - - -
Other fields 5,840 53 -- --

1/

2/

3/
&/

s/

6/

Too few cases for & reliabla _atimate.

Percentage who said "somewhat aatisfied® or "very satisfied”; responses were based on a four-polnt soale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somewhat dissatisfied,® "somevhat satisfied,” and "wary sitisfiad.*

411 accredited, nonproprietary U.S postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose aocreditation at the higler education level is recognised by the U.8. Departmsnt of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carmk jle Poundation as speoialised medical snhools.
Includes privately oontrolled institutions olassified by the Carnegie Foundation as speoislised medical sohnols.

Respondents from private two-year oolleges are included saly in "all institutions” becsuse of too Jew osses for a
reliable estimate.

Religious and other aps-ialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: I'.S. Department. of Education, Mational Center for Education Statistiis, "1988 Nationa) Survey of

Postseoondary ’aculty."
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Table 5.3--Percentage of full- and part-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure status: Fall 1987

Authority I have to Authority I have to Quatlicy of
make decisions about Freedom to do make deciaions about ci.lleagues in my

vhat
Gender and tenure

Full-time

All institutions 2/ 483,760 401,995 479,530 487,195

By ssnder
Male 353,555 298,300 349,552 354,138
Female 132,077 103,567 179,849 132,929

By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 43,278 35,672 42,956 43,107
No tenure system
fo~ faculty atatus/

not on tenure track 46,774 36,636 42,887 47,863
On tenure track

but not tenured 103,822 84,228 103,827 105,149
Tenured 291,773 g 245,355 289,746 290,963

Part-time
All institutions 2/ 167, 9 104,371 140,353 167,550

By gender

Male 94,112 60,580 76,7%. 94,193 90
Female 73,703 43,669 63,436 73,233 9

{continues)

1/ Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses vere based on a four-point scals of “very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant s two-yesr (A.A.) or higher degres
and vhose accredi’ qtion at the higher education level ia recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department .f Education, fationil Center for Educ-tioa Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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ERIC

Fall 1987 (continued)

Table 5.3--Perc "ntage of tull- and part-time’regular faculty vho were somewvhat or very satisfied with various
dinensions of their jeb, by gender and tenure status:

Overall reputeiion

ution
Gander and tenure
status i ent t er
Full-time
All instituticns 2/ 488,692 8s 483,453 84 488,253 73 487,225 73
By gevAer
Male 355,151 86 351,659 86 354,796 7”7 354,718 75
Female 133,372 84 131,665 79 133,328 80 132,378 67
By tenure status
Ne tenure system
st institution 43,553 83 43,463 7€ 43,595 78 43,534 72
Ne tenure system
for faculty status/
not on tenure track 47,770 83 44,306 52 47,808 88 46,830 80
Or. tenure track
but not tenured 105,450 81 104,482 66 105,282 75 105, 450 68
Tenured 291,806 87 290,889 97 291,453 77 291,298 74
Bart-time
All instituticns 2/ 174,563 89 142,59 56 173,671 89 166,041 87
By gender
Male 97,926 92 81,266 63 97,617 $0 91,74/ 92
Female 76,514 8. 61,202 'Y 75,930 89 74,171 80
(centinues)

1! Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied" or “very satisfied"; responses were based cn a feur-neint scale of "very
dissatisfied,” “somevhat dissatisfied," "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) er higher degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Departmen<= of kducaticn, Naticral Center for Educatien Statistics, "1988 Naticnal Survey cf
Pestsecendary Faculty.”
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Table 5.3--Percentage of full- and part-time regular faculty vho were somevhat or very setisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure status: Fall 1987 (continued)
Institutional Quality of graduate Authority to make Time evaileble for
mission or students vhom I have | decisions about other| working with student
—a8 advisor, pentor
Gender and tenure
Atatus £ ent
Rull-tize
All institutions 2/ 482,685 74 280,942 79 483,716 76 481,995 79
By gender
Male 351,780 73 222,940 79 352,321 77 350,598 80
Female 130,776 77 57,874 80 131,2%6 73 131,268 74
By tenure stetus
No tenure aystem
et instirution 42,827 [ 3] 10,527 92 42,842 72 43,399 T4
No tenure system
for faculty status/
not on tenure track bo 582 79 22,219 93 45,796 79 45,448 8
On tenure track
buz not tenured 103, 447 73 62,294 70 104,784 76 102,807 75
1onured 289,915 73 184,789 79 290,101 76 289,229 80
Ragt-time
All institutions 2/ 166,753 86 49,415 90 129,060 74 135,857 69
By gender
Male 9,115 85 33,048 20 70,325 79 77,623 70
Ferale 72,515 87 16,367 91 58,612 67 57,911 68
(¢r tinues)
1/ Pexcentage who said "somevhat setisfied" or “very satisfied", responses were besed on e four-point scele of "very

dissetisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied."

2/ All accredited, nonproprietery U.$. postsecondary institutions that grant e two-year (A.A.) or higher degree

and vhose acoreditetion et the higher educetion level is recogniszed by the U.S. Depertment of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Rducetion, Metional Center for Bducetion Stetistiocs,

"1986 Netional Survey of
Postsecondary Paculty.”
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Teble 5.3--Percentege of full- and pert-time reguler faculty who were somevhat or very *atisfied with verious

dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure stetus:

Fell 1987 (continued)

Gender and tenure

Spouse employment
opportunities in

Required mix of
teeching, service,

Quality of
leedership in my

[P —

Spirit of
cooperation among

[P p—

[ —

F37 147
Tull-tipe
atl institutions 2/ 320,830 73 473,664 72 481,565 69 487,191 70
By gender
Male 249,698 72 347,038 74 349,439 71 354,178 70
Pemale 71,003 77 126,497 64 131,997 65 132,885 70
B} tenure stetus
No tenure system
at institution 29,051 82 40,173 72 A2 669 73 43,190 77
Xo tenure system
for faculty status/
not or: tenure track 29,468 75 43,508 77 47,979 73 47,653 7
On tenure track
but not tenured 71,138 67 104,490 64 104,501 66 104,917 67
Tenured 191,173 74 285,378 73 286,302 70 291,327 70
Rarz-tipe
All institutiuvns 2/ 73,587 81 92,840 84 168,723 78 161,137 85
By gender
Male 42,048 80 54,393 (1] 94,659 79 90, 326 85
Pemale 31,416 82 38,325 84 77,942 75 70,688 84
_(continues)

1/ Percentage a0 seid "somevhat setisfied” or "very setisfied®; responses wers bessd on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat setisfied,” and "very satisfied."”

2/ All sccredtted, nonprepristary U.S. postseconiary institutions that grant e two-year (A.A.) or h’gher degres
and wbus*» accreditation at ths highe: education level is recognised by the U.S. Depertment of Educeticn.

Postsecondary Paculty.®
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Teble 5.3--Percentege of full- and pert-time reguler feculty who wsre somevhat or very setlsfled with verious
dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure stetus:

Fell 1987 (continued)

Gender and tenure
status

Full-time
All institutions 2/

By gender
Male
Female

By tenure stetus
No tenure system
et institution
No tenure systea
for feculty stetus/
not on tenure treck
On tenure track
but not tenured
Tenured

Paxt-time
All institutions 2/
By gender

Male
Female

My benefits,
——senerally
Mumber | Percent 1/
488,331 76
355,126 75
133,077 80
43,481 79
47,597 82
105,214 73
291,926 77
109,748 40
60,258 46
49,367 33

Quality of

undergraduates vhom

P S [
|_Number | Percent 1/|

441,715

318,427
123,159

38,961

40,552

93,533

268,556

157,723

87,550
70,049

67

63

76

78

79
77

Quality of

471,482 68
343,087 66
128,266 74
40,021 73
45,569 77
100,713 67
285,063 66
136,035 80
76,930 78
59,003 84

Opportunity for my

:fizzzf:ffif;in_;gn&__
e reent 1/

415,976

297,459
118,516

34,926

41,580

102,975

236,381

110,968

60,771
50,075

72
62

-1

41

72
74

41

50
30

{continues®

1/ Percentage who seid "somevhat setisfied” or "very setisfied"; responses were besed on & four-point scele of "very
dissetisfied,” "somevhat dissetisfied,” "gomewhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied.”

2/ All eceredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant ¢ two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose eccrecitstion et the higher educetion level fs recognised by the U.§. Lepertment of Zducation.

SOURCE:

Postsecondary Ferulty.”
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Table 5.3--Parcantage of full- and part-time ragular faculty who were somewhat or very satisfied with various

dimensions of their job, by gander and tenure status:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Availability of

Interdepartmental

Quality of union

support services and | cooperation at this Teaching assistance | leadership at this
—— —thet I gecelve
Gender and tenura
status |_Mumber | Percent 1/
Tull-time
All institutions 2/ 487,407 60 482,047 63 327,066 60 151,813 61
By gendar
Male 354,189 64 350,455 63 247,628 62 102,557 39
Female 133,090 57 131,463 62 79,31¢ 55 49,256 65
By tenura status
No tenure system
at institution 43,534 63 3,000 72 23,502 56 14,419 59
No tenura system
for faculty st. tus/
not on tenura track 47,625 66 46,686 67 30,674 72 9,711 57
On tenura trsck
but not tanured 105,141 54 103,833 57 70,552 57 24,234 67
Tenured 290,99 60 288,424 62 202,329 61 103,449 61
Baxt-tize
All ine it itions 2/ 166,376 69 137,682 73 78,194 74 43,250 74
By gendar
Male 91,261 72 74,871 76 49,122 74 23,931 72
Femala 74,992 65 62,689 69 29,072 73 19,319 77
{continues)

1/ Percentags who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; rasponses wera basad on & four-point scale of "very
dissatisfiad,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfiad,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All aceraditad, nonpropriatary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-yaar (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhosa accreditation at tha highar education level is recognizad by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE:
Postsacondary Faculty.”
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e

Table 3.3--Peroentage of full- and part-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various
dimenrions of their job, by gerder and terure status: Fall 1987 (cortinued)

Quality of chief Relationship betwean
sdministrat.ve administration and
1534 My splegy
Gender and tenure
atatup t |__Number | Peycent 1/
Pull-tipe
All {nstitutions 2/ A85,485 57 486,616 54 488,175 58
By gender
Male 352,902 57 353,492 55 354,851 59
Female 132,455 58 132,995 53 133,195 56

By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 43,175 64 43,461 58 43,509 61
No tenure system
for faculty status/

not ou tenure track 47,169 63 47,412 60 47,687 54
“n tenure track
but: not tenured 104,150 3 104,133 54 105,171 56
Tenured 290,878 55 291,496 53 291,695 59
RPart-time
All institutions 2/ 163,212 77 158,234 72 169,222 56
By gender
Male 93,082 80 90,121 77 94,834 63
Female 70,007 73 67,991 65 74,265 'Y,
{continues)

1/ Percentage vho said ‘somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissetisfied," ‘somevhat satisfied,” and "very saotisfied.”

2/ AlL sccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accredita..un at ths higher education level is recognised by tae U.S5. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Eduzation, National Center for Educatiun Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Teble 5.3--Percentage of full- and pert-time reguler fasculty vho wers somevhat or vary setisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by ;enier and tenure stetrs: Fell 1987 (concluded)

Quality of
ressesrch facilities Research essistance
—that I receive
Gender and tenure
status |_Number | Pepcent 1/
Tull-time
All institutions 2/ 406,388 54 294.730 50
By gender
Male 305,532 56 229,075 53
Fe.ale 100,328 A7 65,526 39

By tenurs stetus
No tenure systea
et institution 26,419 54 13,420 41
No tenurs system
for faculty stetus/

nrot on tenure treck 35,652 58 23,546 40
On tenure treck
but not tenured 97,458 49 72,889 [1]
Tenured 246,745 55 184,771 53
Rext-time
All institutions 2/ 75,608 67 32,100 61
By gender R
Male 41,175 64 20,239 67
Female 34,310 70 11,861 50

1/ Perxcentage who seid "ecmevhat setisfied" or "vary setisfied"; responses wers besed on & four-point scs .e of "very
dissetisfied,” “somevhat dissetisfied,” "somevhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied."

2/ All eccredited, nonpropristery U.S. postsecondery institutions that grant e two-yesr (A.A.) or higher degrae
and vhose eccreditetion st the higher educetion level is recognised by the U.S. Depertment of Educetion.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educetion, Netional Center for Educstion Statistics, "1988 Netional Survey of
l'ostsecondsry Feculty.”
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Section 6: Plans for the Future

The questionnaire asked respondents, "During the next three vears, how
likely is it that you will leave this job to do the following--retire, seek

or accept a (different) part-tims job, [and] seek or accept a (different)
full-time job?" The response scale for each of the three componerts of the
question was "not at all likely," "somewhat likely," and "very likely.®

Below we discuss, first, percentages of faculty who had any plans to leave
their job (that is, either to leave or to pursue another job). Next, we
discuss the three types of expectations--retirement, other full-time job, and
other part-t.ime job--separately.

ct 8 Depart

Twenty-three percent of the full-time regular faculty reported that they
were "very likely' to leave their job during the next three years (i.e., by
Fall 1990), either to retire or to pursue (seek or accept) other employment
(table 6.1). One-third (33 percent) of part-time regular faculty reported
similar expectations (table 6.2).

None or the institutional types or program areas differed significantly
from the overall percentages of faculty who expected to depart their jobs.
However, as might be expected, there were considerable differences by tenure
status and age group (table 6.3). Among full-time faculty, 35 percent of
thuse not on tenure track at institutions with tenure systems anticipated
departure during the next three years, compared to 20 percent of tenured
faculty and 25 percent of tenure-track (nontenured) faculty.

Across the age groups, full-time faculty in the 45 to 54 and 55 to 59
groups were less likely to anticipate departure than their younger or older
colleagues. Only 13 and 18 percent of those aged 45 to 54 and 55 to 59,
respectively, expected to leave their job uring the next three years, as
compared to 38 perceat of those under 30 years of age, 24 percent of those
aged 30 to 44, 36 percent of those aged 60 to 64, and 66 percent of those
aged 65 and older.

Prrt-time faculty produced a similar pattern of results, except that the
twe middle-age groups (45 to 54 and 55 to 59) were statistically
significantly different from only the youngest (under 30) and oldest (65
plus) groups. About one-quarter of the middle-age groups (23 to 25 percent)
expected to leave their job in the next three years, versus 61 percent of the
youngest group and 52 percent of the oldest. Unlike the full-time faculty,
among part-timers, the youngest group stood out as considerably more likely
than average to expect to leave their job.

Plans for Retirement

Retirement during the next three years was anticipated (that is,

Yoi




considered "very likely") by 7 nercent of hoth full- and part-time regular
faculty. Among full-time faculty, those in private research and private
comprehensive institutions were somewhat less likely than the overall average
to retire (4 and 5 percen:, respectively), while those in education were
quite a bit more likely than average to retire (13 percent). Among part-time
faculty, the likelihood of retiremesnt was lower than average among those in
private doctoral institucions (1 percent) and higher than average among those
in public research universities (27 percent). (A large standard error makes
this 27 percent less impressive than it appears to be.)

Predictably, the anticipation of retirement in the next three years vwas
strongly related to the respondent’s age. Among full-time faculty, retire-
ment was anticipated by almost no one under age 44, 3 percent of those 45 to
34, 10 percent of those 55 to 59, 32 percent of those 60 to 64, and
35 percent of those 65 and older. Percentages of part-timers who expected to
retire were no different in any of the age groups from thoss of full-timers.

Among full-time faculty, about 10 percent of tenured faculty and those in
institutions without tenure systems expected to retire in the next three
years. Four percent of those not on tenure track and almost none of the
nontenured (tenure-track) group had such expectations.

Blans to Pursye a (Different) Full-Time Job

Some 14 percent of full-time regular faculty and 22 percent of part-time
regular faculty considered it "very likely" that they would pursue (seek or
accept) a different full-time job during the next three years. Pull-time
faculty in public two-year institutions were less likely thar average to have
sucn expectations (9 percent). Among program areas in four-year schools,
higher than average percentages were found for full-time faculty in business
(23 percent versus 15 percent for four-year schools overall) and for
part-time faculty in the humanities (37 percent versus 23 percent for
four-year schools overall).

Faculty expecting to pursue a (different) full-time job within the next
three yesrs were most often found among those under 30 yecrs old (36 percent
of full-time faculty and 4f; percent of part-time faculty) and those aged 30
to 44 (21 percent of full-t'mers and 28 percent of part-timers). 1In
contrast, in the 45 to 59 age groups, 8 to 10 percent of full-timers and 12
to 13 percent of part-timers expected to pursue a new full-time job. And in
the 60 and older age groups, only S to 8 percent of full-timers and 1 to
3 percent of part-timers had such expectations.

Not surprisingly, tenure status also was strongly related to these
expectations. Only & percent of tenured full-time faculty members expected

to pursu¢ a new full-time job, &s compared to 22 percent of those who were
nontenured (tenure track), and 29 percent of those not on tenure track.
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Plans to Pursue a (Different) Part-Time Job

Overall, part-time faculty were more than twice as likely as full-time
faculty to consider it "very likely" that they would pursue (seek or accept)
a new part-time job, but both groups were less likely to do so than they were
to pursue a full-time job. Five percent of full-time regular faculty and
11 percent of part-time regular faculty were expecting to pursue a new
part-time job during the next three years (compared with percentages of 14
and 22, respectively, for pursuit of a full-time job).

There were few appreciable differences for full- or part-time faculty
across institutional types and program areas in expectations to pursue a new
part-time job. Exceptions were that full-time faculty in public research and
humanities departments were somewhat less likely than average to expect to
pursue a naw part-time job (3 percent and 2 percent, respectively).

Por full-time faculty, the likelihood of pursuing a new part-time job was
about the same across all types of tenure st&tus and all age groups. The
lirelihood of part-time faculty pursuing a new part-time job also did not
vary significantly by age.
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Talle 6.1--Percentage of full-time regular facult

y with various plans for the future, by type and control of
institution and department program aras: Fall 1987

institution, and |

All instlitutions 1/

By type and control
Public research
Private research
Publie doctoral 2/
Private doctoral 3/
Public comprehensive
Private comprehensive
Libsral arte
Public two-ysar 4/
Otner 5/

Four-ysar institutions

By program area
Agriculture and
heme economics
Business
Education
Engineering
Fine arts
Hea'th sciencas
Humsnities
Natu.-al selences
Social sciences
Other fields

regular

Type and control of —facult~

Vary likely to
xetire

-department program sres |  Number

Percent

Very likely to
seek or accept

489,164

96,228
39,136
53,871
22,107
93,144
35,160
39,086
91,559
14,778

378,732

10,912
24,329
24,464
18,682
24,789
78,927
47,426
60,347
40,369
48,488

N+ »rv

[v)
O WLWIEFUFEPLWLW

NNV LLW

e® Years:

Very likely to
sask or accept

15

Very likely to
do ons or more of

16

32
26
20
22
20
24

23

schools.

schools.

for a reliable estimate.

the doctorates.
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

1/ All accredited, nonpropristary U.S.
and whose ascreditation at the highe

2/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions [

4/ Respondents irom private tvo-year colleges are

SOURCE: U.S5. Department of Education,
Postaecondary Faculey.”

5/ Religiocus and other specialised institutinns, except mediecal,
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Postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
t education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.
lassified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical

3/ 1Includes p-ivately controlled institutions clasrified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical

included only in "all institutions” bacause of too few cases

that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to

Naticnal Center for Educartion Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
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Teble 6.2--Percentage ¢f part-time reguler feculty with verious plans foc the future, by type and control of
institution and department program eree: Fell 1937

Pert-time Very likely to Very likely to Very likely to
reguler Very likely to seek or accept seek or accept |do one or more of

Type and control of |___faculty |  getize | opact-time fob | full-time job |__the oreceding
institution, and

depertment Drogram Sres Fumbex Percent _Percent l Percent _Percent
All institutions 1/ 175,589 7 11 22 33
By type and control
Public reseerch 10,163 27 16 21 52
Private reseerch 8,466 3 9 12 17
Public doctorel 2/ 7,403 3 7 38 43
Private doctorel 3/ 10,428 1 5 11 15
Public comprehensive 21,659 5 14 28 as
Private comprehensive 9,842 15 9 16 32
Liberel erts 12,917 15 13 27 41
Public two-yeer &/ 80,814 4 11 23 32
Other 5/ 12,032 5 14 12 29
Four-yeer institutions 80,877 10 11 23 k1Y

By program eres
Agriculture and
home economics - -- - . -

Business 5,219 14 8 19 34
Educetion 4,233 16 7 18 35
Engineering - - - - -
Fine erts 8,506 6 22 22 AS
Heelth sciences 17,214 9 5 11 18
Humanities 8,598 11 13 37 51
Neturel scilences 10,073 16 3 13 ao
Sociel sciences 5,693 17 20 32 50
Other fields 16,577 ) 11 25 3o

== Too few cases for e relieble estimate.

1/ All eccredited, nonproprieatery U.S. pestsecondary institutions that grant e two-yeer (A.A.) or higher dexree
and whose scersditetion et the higher educetion level is recognised by the U.S. Depertment of Educetion.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions clessified by ths Cernegie Foundation es specielised medicel
schools.

3/ Includes privately controlled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation es specielised medicel
schools.

4/ Respondents from privete two-yeer colleges ere included only in "ell institutions® beceuse of too fewv ceses
for e relieble e timate.

5/ Religious and other specielised institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the beclielor to
the doctorete.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educetion, Netional Center for Educetion Statistics, 1988 National Survey of
Postsecondery Feculty.”
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Table 6.3--Perceatage of full- and part-time regular faculty with varioas plans for the future, by tenurs

status and age: PFall 1987

Very likely to
Very likely tc seek or accept

Very likely to
seek or accept

Very likely to
do one or moxse of

—TFaculty | zetire | opart-time tob = —the precedine
—Zsnure stetvus and age i Number —Pexcent |  Percent Pexcent Percent
Eull-time
All institutions 1/ 489,164 7 5 14 23
By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 43,595 8 5 16 26
No tenure system
for faculty status/
not on tenure track 47,979 [ 5 29 35
On tenure track
but not tenured 105,450 1 5 22 25
Tenured 292,027 10 & 8 20
By age group
Under 30 7,727 2 [ 36 38
30 to A4 193,825 1 A 21 24
45 to 54 166,384 3 ] 10 13
55 to 59 58,789 10 5 8 18
60 to 64 43,142 32 5 5 36
65 or older 18,747 55 12 8 66
Eart-tipe
All institutions 1/ 175,589 7 11 22 b 3]
By age group
Under 30 9,225 5 8 A8 61
30 to 44 91,152 2 11 28 3
45 to 54 43,676 5 12 15 23
55 to 59 11,789 11 9 12 25
60 to 64 10,341 22 18 3 A0
65 or older 8,648 A8 5 1 52

=~ Too fev cases for a reliable estimat:.

1/ All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degres
and vhose accreditation at the higher sducation level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

Postsecondary Facuity.”

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Summary

The 1988 National Survey of Postsecondary Facuity surveyed faculty,
department chairpersons, and institutional representatives at a random sample
of 480 U.S. higher education institutions. This report has presented results
from the faculty survey, based on responses from 7,408 full- and part-time
regular faculty randomly gelected from the participating institutions. The
responding faculty comprised 76 percent of those surveyed. They represented
an estimated total of about 665,000 regular faculty. Of these, an estimated
489,000 (74 percent) were employed full time by the institution surveyed, and
176,990 (26 percent) were employed part time.

Section 2 of this report characterized the faculty ir terms of their age,
race/ethnicity, gender, degree and tenure status, and academ'c rank. The
survey found, for example, that, as of the 1987 Fall Term, the typical
full-time faculty member was a white middle-aged male with tenure.
Racial/ethnic minorities comprised only about 10 percent of “he full-time
faculty, and women comprised oaly 27 percent.

Sections 3 and 4 reported data on faculty income, workload, and
allocation of time. The average full-time faculty member reported working a
total of 53 hours per week (at all paid and unpaid professional activities
for an annual total income of about $49,000, whereas the average part-time
facalty member worked fewsr hours per week (43) for a considerably lower
total income (about $34,000). PFaculty in private research universities had
the highest average income (about $75,000). In contrast, the average
full-time faculty member in a liberal arts college had a total income of less
than one-half this amount {about $33,000). Almost one-half of the full-time
faculty did some consulting work, earning an average of about $8,000 from
these activities.

The survey found no evidence that the full-time faculty worklcad or
teaching activities decrease with increasing academic rank. There was no
appreciable variation in mean hours worked or time spent on teaching
activities by assistant, associate, and full professors. However, as
expected (and in keeping with the mission of their inetitutions), full-time
faculty in research and doctoral institutions did spend less than average
amounts of time on teaching and more on research, whereas those in public
two-year colleges showed the reverse pattern. .

Section 5 presented data describing faculty members’ satisfaction with a
variety of dimensions of their jobs. The data showed that high percentages
of full-time faculty tended to be satisfied on such dimensions as their
academic freedom, their colleagues, job security, benefits, workload,
institutional mission, and their job overall. Slightly lower percentages
tended to be satisfied on such issues as the quality of their undergraduate
students, departmental leadership, and institutional and departmentai
cooperation. And, even lower peurcentages tended to be satisfied with their
salary, institutional authority and leadership, and the amount and quality of
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support that they received to help them do their work. Among the full-time
faculty, those in public comprehensive institutions stood out as the least
likely to be satisfied on these issues, whereas those in public two-year
schools were the most likely to be satisfied. There were not large
differences between men and women.

Interestingly, on most of the issues covered, highir percentages of part-
than full-time faculty indicated that they were satisfied. However,
part-time faculty were substantially less likely to be satisfied than
full-time faculty on three dimensions that are widely recognized to be
problematic for part-time faculty: benefits, job security, aud opportunity
for advancement.

Finally, section 6 described faculty intentions to retire or pursue other
employment during the next three years. These data showed that about
one-fourth of the full-time faculty and one-third of the part-time faculty
expected to leave their job during the next three years, either to retire or
to pursue other employment. Retirement during the next three years was
anticipated by 7 percent of both full- and part-time faculty. Among
full-time faculty, retirement was anticipated by very few under age 60, 32
percent of those 60 to <4, and, especially interestingly, only 55 percent of
those 65 and older. Percentages of part-timers who expected to retire were
similar in each of the age groups.

As a review of the survey questionnaire (appendix C) will show, the data
presented in this report provided only a relatively brief overview of the
data available from the survey. A number of the items included in the survey
were not discussed at all here and most of those that were discussed here
could usefully be analyzed in considerably more detail than was possible for
this report. The authors wisk to encourage the higher education research
community to explore this very rich database in more detail.
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Appendix A: Technical Notes

The 1988 National Survey of Postsecondary Faculty (NSOPF-88) was
conducted under contract to the National Center for Education Statistics
(NCES). It was conducted in accordance with the Congressional mandate to
NCES in P.L. 93-380. The General Provisions Act, 20 USC 1221e-1, Section
406(b), requires NCES to "collect, collate, and from time to time report full
and complete statistics on the condition of education in the United States;
conduct and publish reports on specialized analyses of the meaning and
significance of such statistics;..."

There were three major components of the study: a survey of institu-
tioual level respondents at a stratified random sample of 480 U.S. colleges
and uriversities; a survey of a stratified random sample of 3,029 eligible
depart uent chairpersons (or their equivalent) within a subset of the partici-
pating institutions; and a survey of a stratified random sample of 11,013
eligidble faculty members within the participating institutions. This report
describes the findings from the faculty survey.

Qverview

NSO.¥-88 was conducted from December 1987 through October 1988. A total
of 460 degree-granting institutions (two-year, four-year, or advanced degree)
were randomly selected, stratified by a modified Carnegie classification and
size--where size was defined as the number of faculty. Within each stratum,
institutions were randomly selected. Of those selected, 449 agreed to
participate and provided 1ists of their fall, 1987, instructional faculty and
department chairpersons. From each four-year institution, faculty and
department chairpersons were stratified by program area and selected; from
each two-year school, simple random samples of faculty and department chairs
were selected; and from the specialized schools, only faculty were sampled.
At all institutions, faculty were stratified on the basis of employment
status: full- and part-time. (Questionnaire responses were obtained from &24
institutional respondents (88 percent), 2,423 department chairpersons (80
percent), and 8,383 faculty members (76 percent).

Sampling Strategy

Institutjonal Sample--The design of NSOPF-88 called for the selection of
8 sample of 480 institutions from the universe of accredited, nonproprietary

U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the
U.S. Department of Zducation. The sampling frame was the 1987 Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data S; stem (IPEDS) file, which contained a total of
3,159 institutions that met the study criteria. The sample was stratified
into 12 primary strata based on level of degree offered, emphasis placed on
research, and control (public vs. private). The 12 strata are as follows:
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1. Public research universities--Publicly controlled institutions among
the 100 leading universities in Federal research funds. Each of
these universities awards substantial numbers of doctorates across
many fields.

2. Private research universi‘ies--Privately controlled institutions
among the 100 leading universities in Federal research funds. Each
of these universities awards substantial numbers of doctorates across
many fields.

3. Other public doctoral-granting universities.
4. Other private doctoral-granting universities.

S. Public comprehensive colleges and universities: Offer liberal arts
and professional programs; master’'s degree is the highest degree
offered.

6. Private comprehensive colleges and universities: Offer liberal arts
and professional programs; master's degree is the highest degree
offered.

7. Liberal arts colleges: Smaller and generally more selective than
comprehensive colleges and universities. Primarily offer bachelor’s
degrees, although some offer master's degrees.

8. Two-year public colleges.
9. Two-year private colleges.

10. Independent medical schaols (that is, thoce not considered as part of
a four-year college or university)

11. Religious colleges

12. Other: Includes a wide range of professional and other specialized
degree-granting colleges and universities.

To select the institutional sample, institutions within each of the 12
primary strata were ordered on the basis of approximate number of faculty.
Each primary stratum was then divided into three o: four substrata based on
the faculty counts. (Usually, the first substratum contained the largest
institutions whose combined faculty totalad 25 percent of all faculty in the
primary stratum, the second substratum contained the next largest
institutions whose combined faculty totaled 25 percent of all faculty, and so
on.) A designated number of institutions were randomly sampled from each
size substratum. In general, fewer .institutions were sampled from the
substrata with the largest institutions than from those with sma’ier
institutions. However, because there are fewer large institutions than small
institutions, the sampling rates were much higher for large institutions than
for small institutions.

os 111




Faculty Sampling--Faculty were selected for the s.rvey using a multi-
stage process. First, faculty lists were obtained fr. participating
institutions. For four-year institutions, the lists were used to determine
the numbers of full- and part-time faculty in each of the following program
areas:

B Education

B English and literature
B Poreign languages

B History

8 Philosophy

]

All other program areas

Sampling fractions varied as a function of the program area, full-time vs.
part-time job status (full-time faculty were sampled at a higher rate than
were part-time faculty), and the number of faculty in the institution (larger
sampling fractions were used in smaller schools).

In addition, a supplemental sample of faculty was drawn from three
program areas in the "all other" group--agriculture/home economics, arts, and
natural sciences. This sample was drawn by selecting individuals who
belonged to each of these areas from the top and bottom of the faculty lists
of a random sample of institutions. After this supplemental sample was
drawn, the faculty originally sampled from the "all other" group were
classified into the following program areas:

Agriculture/home economics

Arts

Business

Engineering

Health

Humanities (other than the fields listed separately)

Natural sciences (including mathematics, statistics, and computer
science)

Social scienc:s

All others (including communication, continuing education, library
science, law, theology, and interdisciplinary studies)

This classification allows for an unbiased estimate of the number of faculty
in each of these areas.

For faculty in two-year, religious, medical, and other specialized
institutions, the sampling plan for facul* was simpler than that described
above. For these schools, faculty were stratified only by full- or part-time
status, and different sampling fractions were used for these two strata.
(Again, full-time faculty were sampled at a higher rate than part-time
faculty.) Faculty from these schools can be poststratified into fields of
study (which can in turn be collapsed into program areas), using the
responses that they provide on the faculty questiionnaire.
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Table A.1 shows the estimated number of eligible sample members and the
number of respondents for the two-year and specialized institutions, in which
the sample was not stratified by program area. The number of respondents and
estimated number of eligible sample members in four-year schools, by type and
control of institution and program area, are shown in table A.2.

Table A.1--Faculty respondents and eligible sample members in two-year
colleges and specializec institutions

Public Private Other
2-Year 2-Year Religious Medical Specialized Total

Respondents 1262 106 107 122 153 1750
Eligible

sample membe.. 1630 124 135 164 204 2257
Response rate 77 .85 .79 .74 .75 .78

Eligible sample members were faculty who had at least some instructional
duties that were related to for-credit courses given at the sampled insti-
tution during the 1987 fall term. The number of eligible sample members was
estimated by, first, calculating the percentage of eligible sample members
from among those individuals whose eligibility status we were able to ascer-
tain (either from returned questionnaires or from information received from
the individual-s institution). This percentage was then applied to the
remaining number of sample members from whom we did not have a response
(excluding those who refused and those we could not locate) to develop an
overall estimate of eligibility. This estimate probably is conservative,
because it assumes that all those who refused or could not be located were
eligible.

Overall, 1,311 of the original 12,569 sample members were found to be
ineligible. Based on the proportion 1,311/12,569 = .104, we estimated that
187 of the 1,796 individuals from whom we had no response wer¢ also ineli-
gible. Thus, we estimate that 11.9 percent of the original sample members
were ineligible: (1,311 + 187)/12,:59 = .119. Across all institutions, there
was an estimated total of 11,071 eligible sample members and 8,382
respondents, for an overall response rate of 76 percent.
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Agriculture/

home economics

Arts

Businesr

Educstion

Engineering

English

History

Foraign
languages

Philosophy

Other
humanities

Heelth
sciences

Netursl
sciences

Sociel
sciences

Other
areas

Totsl resp's

Totsl sample

Response rete

Public Privete
Zetrch  pesrch
*

104/12¢ 9/13
86/117 43/58
54/74 268/33
119/155 23/37
76/95 15/24
129/182 32/43
126/163 49/62
149/211 83/62
106/180 A4/85
8/10 1/2
193/269 73/11%
119/153 58/77
101/136 45/60
158/228 76/118
1528 559
2080 769
.73 .71

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

* I.e., There were 104 respondents and an eatimated 129 eligible sample members

Public Privete
doctrl  doctrl
80/82 0/4
71/88 18/30
32/40 18/26
98/122 17/29
33/38 12/17
70/97 20/28
82/1068 24/3%
80/87 20/31
58/63 34/58
/1 3/6
39/50 32/49
68/74 20/29
48/57 25/33
93/123 50/73
849 293
1058 (YY)
.80 .87

eoonomics programs in public reeearch universities.
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Public
sompreh

84/77
156/198
90/120
224/290
A7/58
179/238

162/207

121/187

110/165
6s12
T4/109
108/124
123/184

259/347
1723
2294

.75
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Privste

soupzeh

10/13

81/113

82/73

74/98

37/44

99/117

83/98

89/92

122/.52

8/9

34/48

60/77

49/59

132/168

920

1159

.79

Liberel
—azks

77

75/94

27/37

80/74

9/14

77/93

87/99

87/122

89/93

19/28

18/21

53/63

45/63

124/170

758

978

7

Table A.2--Feculty respondents «nd eligible sample members in four-yeer schools, by type and control of
institution and program .res

—Total

274/325

530/698

309/403

813/803

229/268

806/794

813/770

568/802

545/774

48/86

Agl/eel

ABA/3597

434/502

694/1225

6627

6798

.75

Response
—Rate

N.1)
.78
.77
.78
.80
.76

.80

.73

.70

.70

.70

.68l

.73

77

in agriculture and home




Weight Calculations

In the two stage sampling process described above, faculty were sampled
from lists of those faculty employed at the institution on Gctober 15, 1987
and provided by participating institutions. The probability of selecting a
nmarticular faculty member was a function of (1) the probability of selecting
a particular institution from the NSOPF-defined IPEDS universe; (2) the
number of faculty on the faculty list provided by a participating
institution; and (3) the sampling rate for faculty within a particular
employment status (full- or part-time) and program area. Weights for sampled
faculty were calculated as the inverse of the probability of selection.
Weights on which the data in this report are based were adjusted for two
levels of nonresponse--institutional nonresponse and individual faculty
nonresponse. Sample weights sum to the total number of faculty in the
NSOPF-defined IPEDS universe of institutions as projected from the lists of
total faculty provided by participating institutions.

Estimates of the number of faculty in NSOPF-defined institutions
projected from the lists of faculty provided by participating institutions
differ somewhat from the number of faculty estimated from responses to the
NSOPF inetitutional respondent survey. In the institutional respondent
survey, an institutional representative (usually the institution's academic
ofiicezr or institutional researcher) was asked to provide counts of faculty
at the institution in various categories. For some institutions, the number
of faculty on the lists provided by the institution differed considerably
from the number of faculty reported by the institutional respondent.
Although a major effort was made to resolve identified inconsistencies, some
discrepancies could not be resolved. This problem and possible solutions
will be investigated in the next NSOPF cycle.

Data Collection

The first stage of the data collection process involved obtaining each
sampled institution's agreement to participate and, subsequently, obtaining
lists of faculty and department chairpersons in these institutions. A total
of 449 (94 percent) of the 480 institutions agreed to participate and sent
faculty and, as appropriate, department chair lists.

Faculty questionnaire data were collected between the end of April and
the end of October, 1988. Data collection procedures consisted of an initial
mailing, three followup mailings, telephone reminder calls, and telephone
calls to complete the questionnaire.

Data Processing

The first step in processing the data was a manual edit and coding of
open-ended responses. In the manual edit, questionnaires were scanned for
readability and completeness of all items identified by NCES as critical.
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Questionnaires that passed the manual edit were batched for data entry.
Questionnaires that failed were reviewed by the edit/coding supervisor and/or
submitted for telephone followup, as appropriate.

Following data entry, a computer-based editing system was used to check
data for range errors, logical inconsistencies, and erroneous skip patterns.
For erroneous skip patterns, values were logically assigned on the basis of
the presence or absence of responses within the skip pattern, as feasible
given the responses provided. For errors that could not be corrected in this
fashion, the hard copy questionnaire was inspected, and, if necessary, the
respondent was called back to try to resolve the problem.

Ae a final step, stochastic imputations were performed to fill in most
questionnaire items that had missing data. This was done using the response
to the omitted item given by a randomly selected other respondent who matched
the target respondent on employment status (full- vs. part-time), tenure
status, academic rank, gender, minority/nonminority status, program area, and
institutional stratum. If no respondent was found who matched on all these
criteria, categories of the matching criteria were collapsed (beginning with
institutional stratum and werking back up the list). As a last resort,
institutional stratum was dropped altogether as a matching criterion. This
left 60 cases with missing values on one or more items. 1In addition, 8 cases
had more than vne of the matching criteria missing, so no imputation was done
for missing values in these cases. Finally, imputations could not be made
for a few cases in which data necessary to calculate an imputed value were
missing.

Accuracy of Estimates

Errors in the estimates provided in this report are derived from two
sources: sampling errors and nonsampling errors. Nonsampling errors are
extremely difficult to estimate. They may be caused by a variety of factors,
including inability to provide accurate information (for example, because of
incomplete or out-of-date records), refusal to provide information, differ-
ences in interpreting the questions, respondent errors, and errors made in
recording the data. No estimates of nonsampling error for these data have
been made.

Sampling errors occur because the estimates are based on a sample of
individuals in the population rather than on the entire population. Sampling
errors can be estimated using statistical procedures in which a statistic
called a standard error is calculated. The tables in appendix B (B.2.1
through B.6.3) present the standard error, along with the unweighted number
of respondents, for each estimate presented in this report. The standard
errors may be used to calculate confidence intervals around each estimate and

to compare two or more estimates to determine if the observed differences are
statistically significant.

To calculate the 95 percent confidence interval, the standard error is
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multiplied by 1.96 and the product is added to and subtracted from the
estimate to produce a range. In repeated sampling, 95 out of 100 intervals
constructed in this way would cover the true population value.

Comparisons noted in this report are significant at the .05 level as
determined by a pairwise t-test for independent samples. The standard error
of the difference between two estimates was calculated as

sed -Jselz + sezzo

The significance of the difference between the overall mean (i.e., the
mean of the entire population) and a subgrour mean (e.g., between the mean
salary of all faculty in all institutions and the mean salary of all faculty
in public doctoral institutions) was tested using a t-test in which the
standard error of the difference was adjusted for the covariance between the
subgroup and the total group. The exact formula for the appropriate t-test
is

2, g0

sep” - 2(p) sesz]ll2

[seg

where ig and seg are the mean and standard error for the subgroup; i&
and seqp are the mean and standard error for the total group; and p is the
prcyortion of the total group contained in the subgroup.

When multiple pairwise comparisons were made, the acceptable minimum
significance level was decreased by means of the Bonferroni adjustment. This
adjustment takes into account the increased likelihood, when making multiple
comparisons, of finding significant pairwise differences simply by chance.
With this adjustment, the significance level being used for each comparison
(.05) is divided by the total number of comparisons being made.
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Appendix B: Standard Error Tables
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Tabla B.2.1--Percentage distribution of full-time regular faculty, by age, type and control of institution,
and department program area: Fall 1987

Responding full-time
regular faculty
Type and control of
institution, and

—depaztoent progrem ares |

All institutiona 1/
Standard error

By type and control
Pudlic ressarch
Standard error
Private research
Standard error
Publio doctoral 2/
Standard e:‘ror
Private doctcral 3/
Standard error
Public comprehensive
Standard «rror
Private oomm: nsive
Standaxd er
Liberal arts
Standard error
Public two-year &/
Standard error
Other 5/
Standard error

Four-y..ar institutions
Standard error

By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 46.76 32.4 18.54
Standard error 1.15 6.15 4.85 3.52
Business 2.26 49.64 28.29 17.32
Standard error 1.3 4.25 2.73 2.51
Eduoation 1.88 30.44 34.66 30.04
Standard erroxr 1.18 3.06 2.02 2.44
Engineering 0.75 34.56 30.63 30.66
Standard error 0.91 4.61 3.79 3.74
Fine arts 3.53 40.27 35.15 16.63
Standard error 1.34 3.38 3.45 2.07
Health sciences 0.76 46.14 28.33 19.65
Standard error 0.47 2.50 2.76 2.62
Humanities 0.92 32.05 34.90 27.35
Standsrd error 0..1 1.65 1.09 1.0
Natural scilencss 1.31 40.96 38.69 16.55
Standard error 0.50 1.93 2.91 1.97
Social sciences 1.11 42.97 33.93 16.90
Standard error 0.51 2.14 2.63 1.96
Other fields 2.04 38.23 31.39 23.48
Standard error 0.85 3.67 3.73 2.63

45.40
1.03
43.19
0.79
49.06
0.53
48.44
0.94
46.40
0.61
46.43
0.49
49.02
0.36
46.52
0.28
46.82
0.50
47.57
0.72
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1/ All acoredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose nocraditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Inecludes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

3/ Inoludes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical
schools.

4/ Respondents from private tvo-year collegss are included only in "all institutions” because of too fev cases
for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialised institutions, excspt medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the doctorate.

NOTE: Detalis may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.2.2--Percentage distribution of part-time regular faculty, by ags, type and control of institution,
and department program area: Fall 1987

Responding full-time -t resular faculty
regular faculty 65 and
Type and control of —lunweighted) Under 30 | _30 to &4 | 45 to 54 | 55 to 64 over
institution, and Mean
—deparement program area | Number | Percent | Percent | Pe-:ent | Percent | ent | Percent | age
All institutions 1/ 1,135 100 5.28 52.14 24.98 12.66 4.95 44, 46
Standard error 1.06 3.06 2.18 1.44 0.88 0.63
By type and control
iublic research 103 100 4.82 44.25 16.12 20.84 13.98 47.39
Standard error 2.14 7.39 5.37 5.12 7.09 2.53
Private research 63 100 9.74 42.59 30.45 11.23 5.99 45.51
Standard error 6.83 15.46 8.15 4.67 4.82 1.96
Public doctoral 2/ 94 100 5.08 59.96 20.38 10.93 3.65 42.22
Standard error 3.89 6.68 7.00 3.52 2.08 1.21
Private doctoral 3/ 36 100 0.00 51.70 38.92 7.65 1.73 45.28
Standard error 0.00 16.28 18.04 6.76 2.98 2.45
Public comprehensive 237 100 6.16 53.89 23.58 12.22 4.15 43.65
Standard error 2.15 6.61 3.98 5.56 2.01 1.56
Private comprehensive 109 100 10. 44 36.90 22.38 17.72 12.56 47.11
Standard error 4.67 5.02 3.74 5.7 5.51 1.74
Liberal arts 113 100 2.35 39.45 30.41 15.35 12.44 48.62
Standard error 2.08 7.96 6.28 4.94 3.76 2.34
Public two-year 4/ 297 100 4.23 57.10 23.83 12.29 2.53 43.55
Standard error 1.20 3.65 3.10 2.49 1.00 0.48
Other S/ 56 100 9.78 50.95 28.17 7.50 3.61 42.99
Standard error 8.51 14.92 9.57 6.77 3.63 3.09
Four-year institutions 755 100 5.38 47.37 26.00 13.67 7.58 45.62
Standard error 1.32 3.73 2.79 2.29 1.40 0.88
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics - -- - -- -- - - --
Standard error -- -- -- - -- -
Business 3 100 1.10 40.61 25.73 21 05 11.52 48.78
Standard error 1.43 12.57 13.00 10.70 8.87 2.72
Education 83 100 4.33 54.10 12.61 18.28 10.67 46.39
Standard error 2.62 6.56 6.17 6.22 7.85 1.83
Engineering -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Standard erxor - -- - ~-- -- -
Fine arts 77 100 7.99 56.20 14.18 15.89 5.74 43.63
Standard error 5.86 8.31 4.10 5.89 4.00 1.98
Health sciences 70 100 1.33 47.34 35.62 13.20 2.52 46.00
Standard error 1.50 9.00 11.68 4.78 1.74 1.48
Bumanities 270 100 9.86 41.75 29.23 7.07 11.49 45.54
Standard error 2.41 4.60 3.59 1.69 4.58 1.66
Natural sciences 54 100 4.82 43.24 31.40 10.46 10.08 46.30
Standard error 4.65 8.88 8.27 5.52 5.30 2.38
Social sciences as 100 3.04 63.09 14.82 8.77 10.29 43.84
Standard error 1.87 9.56 6.59 5.44 7.35 2.41
Other fields 80 100 a.n 46.46 26.82 15.58 7.37 45.94
Standard error 1.54 5.70 6.41 6.53 3.54 1.03

== Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions thet grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose a:zcreditation at the higher education level is recogniszed by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

3/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical
schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases
for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religiovs and other specislised instituticns, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the doectorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.
SOURCK: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.2.3--Percentage distribution of full-time regular faculty, by race/ethnicity, type and control of
institution, and department program area: Fall 1987

Responding full-time
regular faculty

Type and control of (mLIh;QjL
institution, and
_department Drogram area Number Percent

All institutions 1/ 6,265 100 0.84 4.36 3.26 2.05 89.49
Standard error 0.15 0.42 0.58 0.24 0.87
By type and control
Public research 1,283 100 0.72 4.98 1.69 2.18 90.42
Standard error 0.35 0.78 0.46 0.34 1.00
Private research 429 100 0.00 3.74 6.14 4.70 85.42
Standard error 0.00 1.08 4.22 1.66 4.72
Publie doctoral 2/ 770 100 1.06 5.25 1.86 0.71 91.12
Standard error 0.49 1.31 0.77 0.24 1.41
Private doctoral 3/ 216 100 0.36 10.40 1.81 1.45 85.98
Standard error 0.40 5.68 1.99 0.95 6.66
Public comprehensive 1,276 100 0.77 5.82 3.5 1.88 88.03
Standard errcr 0.31 1.16 1.16 0.51 1.80
Private comprehensive 653 100 1.19 &4.40 1.79 1.40 91.22
Standard error 0.65 1.07 0.87 0.62 1.78
Liberal arts 555 100 1.19 2.68 8.30 0.95 8c.88
Standard error 0.53 1.23 3.22 0.50 4.06
Public two-year &/ 849 100 1.27 1.94 3.06 2.75 90.97
Standard error 0.35 0.73 0.73 0.71 1.67
Other 5/ 162 100 0.00 0.98 2.94 0.99 95.10
Standard error 0.00 0.27 1.97 0.83 2.05
Four-year institutions 5,182 100 0.78 5.12 3.32 1.92 88.86
Standard error 0.18 0.52 0.64 0.25 0.87
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 230 100 1.56 1.42 0.32 3.02 93.68
Standard error 1.15 1.84 0.30 1,27 2.60
Business 228 100 1.44 9.03 2.84 0.70 86.00
Standard error 0.90 2.37 1.42 0.51 3.36
Education 485 100 1.08 1.28 6.57 2.84 88.23
Standard error 0.53 0.49 1.44 0.71 1.56
Engineering 184 100 0.00 14.58 0.54 1.45 83.43
Standard error 0.00 2.67 0.55 0.80 2.68
Fine arts 363 100 0.61 1.76 3.41 2.9 91.29
Standard error 0.42 0.40 1.27 0.89 1.36
Health sciences 450 100 0.77 6.97 2.86 1.00 88.40
Standard error 0.40 1.88 1.23 0.55 2.29
Humanities 1,870 100 0.80 1.85 2.54 3.95 90.85
Standard error 0.4A8 0.3%7 0.74 0.53 0.87
Natural sciences 625 100 0.52 7.17 1.43 1.8- 69.03
Standard error 0.27 1.45 0.66 0.81 1.3%7
Soclal sclences 348 100 0.97 2.48 5.01 2.09 89.45
Standard error 0.41 0.86 1.01 0.85 1.34
Other fields 399 100 0.64 3.87 6.07 0.92 88.50
Standard error 0.40 1.10 2.04 0.46 2.40

1/ All aecredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recogniaed by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ 1Ineludes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Poundation as specialised medicsl
schools.

3/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialiszed medical
schools.

4/ Respondents from private tvo-year colleges are included only in “all institutions” because of too fuv cases
for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to
the doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Tsble B.2.4--Percentage diatribution of part-time regular faculty, by race/ethnicity, type and control of

institution, and department program area:

Fall 1987

—department program ares |

Type and control of
institution, and

All institutions 1/

Stuadard error

By type and control

Public resesarch
Standari error
Privste research
Standsrd error
Public doatoral 2/
Standard error
Privste doctorsl 3/
Standard error
Public comprehensive
Standard error
Private comprehensive
Standard error
Liberal arts
Standard error
Public two-year 4/
Standard error
Other 5/
Standard error

Four-year institutions

Standard error

By program area

Agriculture and
home economica
Standard error
Buainsas
Standard error
Education
Standard error
Engingering
Standard error
Fine artas
Standard error
Health aciences
Standard error
Humanities
Standard error
Natural sciences
Standard error
Social aciences
Standard error
Other fields
Standard error

Responding part-time
regular faculty

ber Percent
1,139 100
103 100
64 100
94 100
36 100
238 100
109 100
113 100
298 100
56 100
757 100
34 100
83 100
77 100
70 100
270 100
55 100
38 100

N

81 100
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0.00
0.00
2.06
1.59
0.00
0.00
16.37
12.53
9.23
2.58
0.44
0.26
0.0C
0.00
2.14
0.65
1.22
1.89

0.61
0.72
12.24
6.71
1.08
1.20
0.00
0.00
2.22
1.13
0.00
0.00
14.69
7.84
3.
1.10
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4.9
1.70
0.97
1.45
1.64
0.00
0.00
0.66
0.86

Percent _

89.77
1.44

98.3%0
1.18
82.65
6.31
96.23
2.41
77.12
13.12
33.66
3.97
96.92
1.95
82.09
7.60
91.49
1.78
97.59
2.99

87.05
2.59

1/
2/
3
4/

5/

NOTE:

Too few caaes for a reliable estimate.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary instirutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditstion at the higher education level ia recogniaed by the U.S. Department of Education.
Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Curnegie Foundation aa specialiaed medical

achoola.

Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation aa specialized medical

achoola.

Respondenta from private two-year colleges are included only in "all fnstitutions” because of too few cases
for a reliable eatimate.
Religious and other speciaslised institutions, except medical, thar offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to

the doctorate.

Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depsrtment of Education, Nationsl Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.2.5--Percentage dietribution of full-time and prrt-tioe by gender, type and control of fastitution and
department program area: Fall 1987
—Sispder —sepder
Full-time Part-time
Type and sontrol of m_nu__z—n_m_nu__mu_
institution, and
~departi ADL RIOKESM Sres | |_Pexcant | Percent | __Paxoent | Peroent
All institutions 1/ 6,267 100 72.72 27.28 1,139 100 56.30 43.70
Standard error 0.86 c.86 2.00 2.00
By type arnd control
Public research 1,285 100 79.3%0 20.70 103 100 67.04 32.96
Standard error 1.65 1.63 8.28 8.28
Private research 429 100 80.53 19.47 (1} 100 57.57 42.43
feandard orror 2.78 2.75 14.56 14.56
Public doctoral 2/ 770 100 76.23 23.75 9% 100 33.48 66.52
Standard error 2.3 2.% .44 6.44
Private doctoral 3/ 216 100 73.44 26.56 3 100 81.88 18.12
Standard error 8.35 8.35 14.68 14.66
Public ~~mprehuns\ re 1,27¢ 100 71.10 28.90 238 100 49.95 50.05
Standard error 1.70 1.70 4.26 4.26
Private comprehensive 653 100 72.48 27.52 109 100 48.51 51.49
Standard error .21 3.2 5.53% 5.5
Liberal arts 555 100 70.93 29.07 113 100 9.4 60.59
Standard error 4.04 4.04 11.64 11.64
Public twvo-year 4/ 849 100 62.13 37.87 298 100 57.56 42.44
Standard arror 2.16 2.16 3.14 3.14
Other 5/ 162 100 78.74 21.26 56 100 48.58 .42
Standard error 3.9 3.9 13.36 13.3%6
four-year institutions 5,184 100 75.14 24.86 757 100 53.68 46.32
Standard errox .84 0.8 3.25 3.25
By prograa area
Agriculture and
home economics 23%0 100 62.63 ». - -~ - -
Scandard error 5.24 5.24 - -
Business 228 100 78.37 21.63 b1} 100 69.00 31.00
Standard error 3.6 3.6 9.98 9.98
Bducation 485 100 61.74 38.26 [ 3] 100 43.43 56.57
Standard error 2.98 2.98 9.49 9.49
Ingineering 185 100  97.48 2.52 -~ - -- -~
Standard error 1.32 1.32 - -
Fine arts 363 100 76.45 23.55 77 100 29.75 70.25
Standard error , 2.63 2.63 5.11 5.11
Health sciencee 450 100 68.18 .82 70 100 56.84 43.16
Standard error 2.45 2.45 9.42 9.42
Bumanities 1,871 100 69.95 30.05 270 100 32.86 67.14
Standard error 2.05 2.05 2.99 2.99
Natural eciences 625 100 84.60 15.40 55 100 59.45 40.55
Standard error 1.86 1.8 10.52 10.52
Sccial sciences b 1Y 100 77.42 22.58 s 100 60.58 39.42
Standard error 2.98 2.98 12,92 12.92
Othex fields 399 100 76..2 23.47 0l 100 38.79 41.21
Standard error 2.48 2.48 8.69 8.6

=~ Too few casee for a reliable estimate.

1/ A1l sccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a tvo-Year (A.A.) or higher degree and
vhose acoreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medicsl schools.

3/ Include~r privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all .nstititions® because of too fev cases for a
relieble estimate.

5/ Religious snd other specialized institutions, exoept mediocsl, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOUACE: U.S. Department of R4 sation, “ationsl Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postasecondary Faculty *
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Table 3.2.6--Percentage diatribution of full- and part-time regular faculty who
have a Ph.D. or first-professional degree, by type and control of
institution and department program area: Fall 1987

Responding full-time Responding part-time
—kexulrr faculty sesulax faculvy
Type and control of
institution, and Number Percent Rumber Percent
~—dspartpent program sres | (viweighted) | with dexzes | (unweighted) | with degree
All institutions 1/ 6,154 67.43 1,098 28.68
Standard error 0.99 2.73
By type and control
Publio research 1,266 90.38 102 56.46
Standard error 1.72 9.13
Filvate reaecarch 425 93.00 62 71.53
Standard error 1.58 24.84
Publio doctoral 2/ 758 81.85 94 45.82
Standard error 2.3 6.94
Private doctoral 3/ 212 89.08 35 50.87
Standard arzor 4.33 19.18
Public comprehensive 1,249 68.89 231 35.86
Standard error 1.77 5.82
Private comprehensive 640 72.08 106 27.%9
Standard error 4.33 7.00
Libural arts 547 62.09 107 25.80
Standard error 2.%7 7.76
Public two-year 4/ 827 19.01 281 11.63
Standard error 2.38 3.16
Other 5/ 161 68.35 53 49.02
Standard error 4.22 15.76
Four-year institutions 5,097 79.52 737 42.55
Standard arror 0.86 3.5
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 226 82.80 == -
Standard error 5.81 --
Business 226 74.56 3 32.96
Standard error 3.28 10.21
Education 473 75.60 82 38.43
Standard error 2.93 6.74
Enginsering 185 80.22 - -
Standard error 2.99 --
Fine arts 354 47.96 72 22.22
Standavd ervor 3.40 8.19
Health sciences AAO 84.07 70 70.36
Standard error 2.48 9.52
Humanities 1,843 83.%3 265 29.57
Standard error 1.65 .
Naturai sciences 516 86.93 53 A2.04
Standard error 1.52 10.90
Social sciences 343 91.21 37 44.35
Standard error 1.78 14.75
Other fields 39 68.89 75 39.04
Standard error 2.% 7.69

-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ All scereditad, nonpropriestary U.S. poatsacondary institutions that grant a
tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree and whose accreditation at the higher education
lavel 1a recognisad by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegia Foundation as
apeoialized medical schools.

3/ 1Includes privataly controlled iastitutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as
specialised medical schoola.

4/ TRespondents from privata tvo-year colleges are included only in "all instituttons”
becausa of too fev caaes %or a Teliable estimate.

5/ Religious and cther specialiaed institutions, except medical, that offer degreas
ranging from the bachelor to the doctorats.

SOURCE: U.S8. Departm at of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988
National Survey of Poatsecondary Faculty." 1 2
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Table 3.2.7--Perceatage distribution of full-time regular faculty, by tenure status, type and control
of L titution, and department program area: Fall 1987

Mo tenure
system for
faculty
No tenure status On tenure
Full-time system at or not on track but

Type and control of |_zegular feculty | inatitution | tenure track! not tenured | Tenured
institution. and

—departpent prosgran ares Mugber Pexcent Percent | Pexcent Percent Percent
All institutions 1/ 6,26¢ 100 8.91 9.81 21.56 59.71
Standard error 1.26 0.63 0.80 1.29
By tvps #m4 ¢ atrol
Public rer .arch 1,283 100 0.78 10.33 19.99 68.90
Standard rror 0.62 2.09 1.3 2.3
Private research 429 100 1.75 12.88 31.06 54.31
Standerd error 1.3 2.13 4.04 3.52
Public doctcral 2/ 71 100 0.00 13.29 27.27 59.44
Standard error 0.00 2.20 2.16 3.66
Private doctoral 3/ 216 100 15.71 7.72 28.99 47.58
Standard error 6.42 2.44 10.53% 6.25
Public comprehensive 1,276 100 1.10 10.04 22.81 66.05
Standard error 0.65 1.55 2.27 2.3
Private comprehensive 653 100 33 11.97 50.26 54.64
Standard error 1.95 2.42 3.12 3.97
Liberal arts 555 100 12.83 11.07 25.49 50.62
Standard error 4.51 2.07 .21 3.48
Public two-year &/ 849 100 25.11 5.36 9.16 60.3%7
Standard error 4.81 1.07 1.46 4.32
Other 5/ 162 100 38.3%3 8.15 17.71 35.80
Standard error 10.07 1.91 5.20 7.24
Four-year institutions 5,183 100 3.18 11.02 24.91 60.89
Stendard error 0.69 0.68 0.89 1.03

By program area
Agriculture and

home economics 230 100 0.41 11.47 20.3%9 67.73
Standard error 0.63 2.81 4.07 4.16
Busiress 228 100 1.35 13.85 39.75 45.05
Standard error 0.83 2.51 3.45 4.02
Education 485 100 2.28 11.67 21.55 64.51
Standard error 0.9 1.61 2.02 2.98
Englneering 184 100 0.89 5.16 31.11 62.85
Standard error 0.89 2.68 3.98 .45
Fine arts 363 iro 2.20 8.33 24.95 64.52
Standurd error 0.92 176 2.38 1.87
Health sciences 450 100 6.01 18.32 27.31 48.37
Standard error 2.3 2.03 .47 2.94
Bumanities 1,870 100 2.1 8.69 16.70 72.29
Standard error 0.84 1.10 1.54 1.76
Natural sclences 625 100 3.23 7.89 21.91 66.97
Standard error 1.21 1.05 2.41 2.31
Soclal sciencas 349 100 1.81 5.06 23.24 69.90
Standard error 0.64 1.12 1.56 1.62
Other fields 399 100 3.90 12.05 27.04 57.01
Standard arror 1.04 2.23 2.39 3.3

1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher
degrae and whose accredication at the higher education level is racognised by the U.S. Department of
Education.

2/ 1Includas publicly controlled institutions classified by the {arnegle Foundation as specialised medical
schools.

3/ 1Includas privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specializad medical
schools.

4/ Respondants from private two-year collegas are included only in "all institutions" because of too fev
cases for a reliable astimata.

5/ Raligious and other specislized institutions, except medical, that offar degrees ranging from the
bachelor to the doctorate.

NOTE: Datails may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Rducation Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Teble B.2.8--Percentage distribution of full-time regulsr feculty, by ecedemic rank, type and control of
institution, and depertment program ares: Fell 1987
Not
sppliceble:
no ranks
designated Piofessor
Full-time st Other
Type and control of |__yegular faculey linstitucion! Full 1/ |AssocisteiAssistant|Instructor! Lecturer]| ranks 2/
institution, and
_departoent program ares | Number | Percent Percent cent | Percent | Percent Percent | Percent | Percent
All instirutions 3/ 6,268 100 6.53% 33.07 23.68 22.78 11.48 1.60 0.86
Stendard error 0.33 0.85 1.10 1.02 n.63 0.23 0.26
By type and control
Public re.eczch 1,285 100 0.00 45.28 28.06 21.18 2.66 2.70 0.12
Stsndare error o.o¢ 2.11 2.3 1.64 0.96 0.69 0.14
Privace zJsserch 429 100 0.09 39.20 25.3%3 29.05 3.07 2.44 0.83
Standard exror 0.14 3.52 2.08 3.06 1.49 0.99 0.53
Publiec doctorel 4/ 7 100 0.00 33.9 31.23 26.55 6.89 0.91 0.51
Standard error 0.00 .21 3.18 2.22 1.50 0.35 0.38
Privete doctorel 5/ 216 100 0.04 34.87 26.47 29.58 9.03 0.00 0.00
Standard error 0.05 8.47 4.16 8.46 3.84 0.00 0.00
Public comprehensive 1,276 100 0.00 37.20 26.51 23.42 8.69 2.97 1.21
Standerd error 0.00 1.29 1.97 2.29 1.48 0.53% 1.02
Private oomprehensive 653 100 0.17 30.81 29.48 32.72 6.12 0.41 0.28
Standard error 0.18 4.01 3.08 2.93 1.29 0.42 0.27
Liberel erts 555 100 5.94 29.43 23.03 31.15 9.29 0.52 0.64
Standard error LY Y) 3.60 5.0 3.76 1.84 0.40 0.51
Public two-yeer 6/ 849 100 28.33 15.61 9.49 10.94 33.28 0.69 1.67
Standard error 3.09 2.74 1.48 2.35 3.01 0.3 0.56
Other 7/ 162 100 14.60 34.35 22.41 16.30 9.12 0.00 3.24
Standard error 5.61 6.36 6.19 . 2.74 0.00 1.57
Four~yeer institutions 5,185 100 0.64 37.46 27.%7 25.90 6.16 1.89 0.58
Standard error 0.35 1.04 1.43 1.09 0.67 0.28 0.27
By program erees
Agriculture and
home economios 2% 100 0.00 40.11 25.78 24.16 6.12 3.66 0.18
Standard error 0.00 5.47 4.93 3.93 2.35 1.73 0.15
Business 228 440 0.00 25.09 26.17 35.48 9.25 3.56 0.46
Standard error 0.00 3.16 3.06 3.65 1.80 0.89 0.55
Educetion 485 130 0.25 35.45 29.03 26.97 5.73 1.93 0.64
ftandard error 0.25 2.68 2.5 2.11 1.07 0.82 0.48
Engineering 185 100 0.00 44.82 29.63 23.19 1.50 0.86 0.00
Siandard error 0.00 3.23 3.01 3.67 0.91 0.94 0.00
Fine erts 363 100 1.22 35.80 30.50 24.89 5.74 1.85 0.00
Standaxd error 0.87 2.60 2.38 2.43 1.25 0.80 0.00
Heeslth soiences 450 100 0.00 32.92 26.44 30.97 7.67 0.58 1.42
Standard error 0.00 3.79 4.20 3.38 1.65 0.3%6 1.14
Bumanities 1,871 190 1.04 40.70 28.3%7 21.95 4. 49 3.22 0.23
Standard error 0.71 2.29 1.88 1.42 0.78 0.49 0.10
Neturel sciences 625 100 0.74 45.55 26.16 19.48 5.3 2.57 0.11
Standard error 0.58 2.26 2.27 1.70 0.62 0.68 0.16
Socisl soiences 349 100 1.18 38.56 30.25 26.34 1.44 1.21 1.01
Standard error 0.94 2.45 3.03 2.%7 0.67 0.62 0.65
Other fields 399 100 1.33 35.3% 24.67 25.74 10,92 1.60 0.41
Standard error 1.11 2.92 2.19 2.86 1.95 0.72 0.40
1/ Includes distinguished/named professors.
2/ “Administretor,” "preceptor,” "faculty,” eto., es designated by respondent.
3/ All eooredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondery institutions that grant & two-yesr (A.A.) or higher degrea and
whose accreditetion et the higher educetion level is reoognised by the U.S. Dapertment of Educetion.
4/ Includes publioly oontrolled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation es spscielised medicel schools.
S5/ 1Includes privetely oontrolled institutions clessified by the Cernegie Foundetion as specislized medicel schools.
6/ Respondents from private two-yeer colleges ere included only in “ell institutions” becsuse of too few ceses for e
relieble eszimate.
7/ Religious and other speolelised institutions, exccpt medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the bechelor to the

doctoretes.
NOTE: Deteils may not add to totel bsceuse of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Netional Center fo:r 'ducetion Stetistics, "1988 Netional Survey of
Postseoondary Feculty.”
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Table B.2.9--Percentage distribution of part-time regular faculty, by academic rank, type and control of
institution, and department program area: Fall 1987

Not
applicable:
no ranks
designated Prof.

Part-time at Other
Type and control of ~Lkegular faculty linstitution| Pull 1/ soclatelAssistantIInstructor turer| ranks 2/
institution, and

~department program ares | Mumber | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | cent | Percent | cent

All institutions 3/ 1,140 100 9.14 4.63 3.60 8.25 57.43 13.85 3.01
Standard error 1.66 1.61 1.12 1.14 2.58 1.43 1.15
By type and control
Public rasearch 103 100 0.00 19.00 17.67 12.38 30.89 16.79 3.26
Standard error 0.00 8.52 8.95 5.22 10.05 6.53 3.01
Private research 64 100 8.72 4.60 8.05 25.69 26.65 25.58 0.72
Standard error 9.33 3.17 5.77 9.73 10.12 12.42 0.95
Public doctoral &/ 95 100 0.33 8.66 2.60 29.10 43.63 14.13 1.55
Standard error 0.46 5.06 2.57 8.02 9.78 4.80 1.08
Private doctoral 5/ 36 100 2.55 1.45 2.06 31.09 41.00 21.18 0.68
Standard error 3.69 2.19 3.5 14.97 7.69 15.28 1.07
Public comprehensive 238 120 C.36 3.14 3.16 13.52 37.84 36.94 5.06
Standard error 0.28 1.92 1.55 2,88 4.75 4.92 4.05
Private comprehensive 109 100 0.88 3.50 8.61 5.98 55.27 22.98 2.717
Standard error 0.86 1.68 3.12 2.17 6.87 2.77 2.06
Liberal arts 113 100 3.83 4.70 3.62 2.85 59.64 19.27 6.08
Standard error 2.57 4.18 3.26 2.00 11.39 6.26 3.9
Public two-year 6/ 298 100 14.23 3.46 1.13 1.14 74.07 4.86 1.11
Standard error 2.88 2.43 0.66 0.66 3.40 1.85 0.55
Other 7/ 56 100 21.45 4.63 4.35 6.60 48.03 1.19 13.75
Standard error 7.67 4.98 4.29 9.38 13.51 1.18 12.57
Four-year institutions 758 100 2.09 5.86 6.04 15.72 42.33 24.58 3.38
Standard error 1.28 1.65 1.99 2.39 3.02 3.08 1.54
By program zrea
Agriculture and
home economics -- - -~ - - - -- - -
s“ud‘:d error - - - - - intd -
Business 34 100 0.00 12.11 1.25 2.3 46.43 35.95 1.96
$tandard error 0.00 10.18 1.3 2 57 9.23 10.77 2.84
Education 83 100 0.57 0.56 1.96 9.04 46.21 30.13 11.54
Standard error 0.65 0.84 1.65 3.22 7.90 6.61 6.56
Engineering -- - -- - -- -- -- -- --
Standard errur - - - - - - -
Fine arts 77 100 5.99 5.34 6.17 7.82 43.66 28.48 2.54
Standard error 3.11 2.83 2.85 4.00 8.34 6.45 1.98
Health sciences 70 100 0.00 7.24 12.16 AR, 64 21.22 6.18 4.57
Standard error 0.00 3.87 5.49 6.95 6.70 3.16 2.90
Humanities 270 100 1.57 8.99 3.79 4.89 39.73 39.72 1.31
Standard error 0.78 4.04 1.7 1.64 6.76 6.11 0.92
Ratural sciences 55 100 7.33 10.31 7.28 1.55 50.20 23.33 0.00
Standard er.or 8.51 5.17 3.17 1.23 8.57 7.96 0.00
Social sciences a8 100 0.00 0.00 2.62 21.01 44.22 32.15 0.00
Standard error 0.00 0.00 2.67 10.68 11.31 6.84 0.00
Other fields 81 100 1.37 0.52 3.81 7.07 58.87 22.16 6.20
Standard error 1.42 0.58 &4.10 4.13 9.22 9.86 5.61

== Too fev cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ 1Inoludes distinguished/named professors.

2/ “Administrator,” "preceptor,” "faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.

3/ All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree and
vhose acoraditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

4/ Includes publicly controlled institurlons classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

5/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions zlassified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

6/ Respondents frow vate two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of too few cuses for a
reliable estimats.

7/ Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 Nationsl Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.” 112
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Table 3.3.1--Mean income for full-time regular faculty, by source of income, type and control of institution, and
departaent program area: Fall 1987

Responding Source of income
full-time Total Basic Other Qutside Other
Type and comtrol of regular earned salary from income from consulting outside
institution, and faculty income  linstitytion 1/linstitution 2/| income 3/ | income 4/
depsrtaenc program sres | (unweighted) _Mean 3/ Mean 3/ _Mean 3/ _Mean 3/ _Mean 5/
All institutions 6/ 6,265 48,701 39,439 3,588 3,285 2,389
Standazd error 770 552 289 s 209
By type and coantrol
Public research 1,283 58,309 47,780 4,415 3,962 2,154
Standard error 2,092 1,519 AAS 519 372
Private research . 429 74,732 52,709 9,715 7,011 5,297
Standard error 5,813 2,646 2,451 1,262 2,294
Public doctoral 7/ 770 55,511 43,636 3,679 6,433 1,763
Standard error 3,428 1,713 489 2,138 364
Private doctoral 8/ 216 55,715 47,105 2,037 5,227 1,346
Standard error 4,53 4,868 812 1,279 380
Public comprehensive 1,276 42,965 36,830 2,505 1,918 1,712
Standard error 1,427 1,379 206 161 230
Private cocprehansive 653 42,210 32,0% 2,514 4,483 3,183
Standard error 4,643 1,058 270 2,496 1,361
Liberal arts 555 32,740 28,769 1,586 916 1,469
Standard error 936 763 131 210 39
Public two-year 9/ 849 38,539 32,470 2,943 691 2,435
Standard error 803 633 178 86 m”m
Other 10/ 162 43,618 33,476 2,856 3,455 3,830
Standard error 2,946 1,644 575 834 1,502
Four-year institutions 5,182 51,546 41,543 3,701 3,933 2,292
Standard error 1,043 730 369 423 279
By program area
Agricuiture and
home economics 230 43,939 40,827 841 1,414 857
Stzadard error 1,862 1,669 160 405 360
Business 228 52,008 39,345 4,892 5,264 2,507
Standard error 1,497 1,026 438 1,453 683
Education 485 42,149 34,374 3,922 2,188 1,665
Standard error 925 562 268 421 239
Engineering 184 57,624 45,387 4,955 4,172 3,109
Standard error 2,995 1,163 1,110 815 909
Fine arts 363 39,768 33,53 1,724 2,291 2,219
Standard error 932 509 133 274 571
Health sciences 450 74,968 56,328 6,120 9,431 3,089
Standard error 3,575 2,209 1,559 1,911 1,049
Bumanities 1,870 38,787 34,854 2,078 663 1,195
Standard error 717 640 134 77 141
Netural sciences 625 48,620 40 246 3,803 2,293 2,277
Standard error 907 675 232 291 239
Social sciences A8 46,014 37,209 2,802 2,807 3,197
Standard error 2,836 614 299 500 2,129
Other filelds 399 A4,047 36,711 3,061 2,681 1,594
Standard error 1,254 963 196 402 254
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5/

6/

Ui
8/

9/

Incoms received from the academic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category csliled simply
"basic salary."

Nonmonetary compensation (estimated valus) or income provided from the insti.aition for other teaching (e.5., for
summer session), administration, research, coaching sports, or any other activities pot included in basic salary.

Incoms received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
outside lting, lting business, freelance work, professional performsnces or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

Nonconsulting incoms received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-owned business (other then consulting), royslties, c nissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or any other employment.

Based on the total mumber of full-time regular instructional faculty.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.5. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose sccreditation at the higher educatien level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Zicludes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialized medical schools.

Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all irstitutions” because of too fewv cases for a
reliable estimate.

10/ Religious and other specislised institutions, except madical, that offer degrees tanging from the bachelor to the
doctorste.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Educstion, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 Nacional Survey of

Postsecondatry Faculty."




Table B.3.2--Income for full-time regular faculty with different sources of income, by type and control of institution and departasat

program area:

Fall 1987

Full-time regular faculty with

Full-time regular faculty with

Full-time regular faculty with

2/ 5
Pexrcent Total Total
Type and control of earned of sarned esarned
institution, Respondents| total Respondents| total income incoms
DALCHeN DEO iNve ¥ g & Me Sl 61 6[
All institutions 7/ 3,393 52.80 6,795 49,018 2,509 41.66 7,886 58,168 1,792 28.35 8,412 54,735
Standard error 1.3 462 965 0.78 768 1,388 0.86 860 1,247
By type and control
Public research 621 47.77 9,241 62,148 650 55.11 7,188 66,193 398 31.15 6,914 64,937
Standard error 2.48 809 3,348 2.55 729 2,371 1.23 1,266 1,880
Private research 212 49.71 19,544 82,138 249 61.02 11,490 83,605 144 30.94 17,119 80,730
Standard error 3.29 4,546 35,852 2.99 2,151 7,378 3.19 8,854 11,434
®ublic doctoral 8/ 404 47.67 7,718 83,132 337 45.27 14,210 67,682 201 24.77 7,117 59,146
Standard error 1.77 1,124 3,138 1.84 4,527 6,065 1.96 1,260 4,73
Private doctoral 9/ 113 33.28 6,122 30,936 96 50.9% 10,264 60,902 63 20.23 6,652 66,73
Standard error 7.20 1,562 3,730 5.53 2,516 35,738 2.98 2,431 11,824
Public comprehensive 679 54.82 4,570 43,288 458 37.87 5,063 45,659 a4 28.08 6,075 48,003
Standard erxror 2.37 364 817 1.66 308 842 2.26 769 1,681
Private comprehensive 414 60.91 4,128 40,939 235 37.69 11,89 50,273 152 24.17 13,169 52,280
Standard error 2.73 402 3,195 2.77 6,219 7,598 2.44 5,435 9,821
Liberal arts 290 51.16 3,099 34,520 180 32.15 2,850 34,764 149 26.14 5,620 36,081
Standard error 3.67 253 1,230 3.26 572 1,565 2.73 1,412 1,753
Public two-year 10/ 535 63.04 4,668 39,664 200 23.66 2,921 42,091 252 28.39 8,527 43,959
Standard error 2.13 224 %1 1.90 295 1,257 1.58 1,017 1,239
Other 11/ 91 54.19 5,271 43,316 84 50.37 6,860 4,319 64 38.51 9,946 51,082
Standard error 5.78 937 3,073 4.15 1,582 4,453 3.69 3,967 5,618
Pour-year institutions 2,733 50. 42 7,499 52,222 2,205 45.85 8,577 60,789 1,451 27.66 8,279 58,021
Standard erxor 1.41 608 1,352 0.88 895 1,601 0.98 1,103 1,626
By prograa area
Agriculture and
home economics 81 32.58 2,582 41,186 80 35.56 3,976 49,995 45 14.45 5,927 47,596
Standard error 5.18 197 3,045 5.03 980 2,932 2.95 3,714 5,932
Business 156 68.03 7,191 54,557 117 50.15 10,496 59,625 68 30.94 8,103 358,145
Standard erroxr 4.46 568 1,923 4.05 2,446 3,429 3.42 1,836 4,445
Education 323 67.29 5,829 43,814 237 47.18 4,637 48,129 129 25.94 6,418 49,542
Standard erroxr 2.67 365 1,352 2.57 758 1,206 2.57 1,101 2,468
Engineering 9% 51.15 9,687 60,030 89 51.36 8,123 66,747 A8 27.98 11,113 62,862
Standard erroxr 4.29 2,106 3,929 4.21 1,173 5,116 4.04 3,443 4,883
Pine arts 187 49.9 3,452 39,759 200 54.76 4,184 42,547 133 35.74 6,208 44,956
Standard error 2.72 305 958 2.99 490 1,456 2.9 1,588 2,008
Health sciences 140 29.08 21,050 92,080 244 54.91 17,175 83,778 121 25.711 12,012 78,056
Standard error 2.70 3,899 6,752 2.62 3,370 3,599 1.84 4,070 5,709
HBumanities 974 51.93 3,995 39,437 655 32.98 2,010 43,118 553 30.18 3,959 44,937
Standard error 1.67 214 1,017 1.75 164 1,30 1.65 450 1,688
Natural sciences 346 55.69 6,829 50,500 229 35.98 6,374 58,086 169 28.95 7,823 57,7%
Standard error 1.81 392 1,399 1.61 791 2,063 2.52 700 1,939
Social sciences 199 56.34 4,972 44,808 170 50.48 5,561 54,217 89 25.08 12,748 58,750
Standard error 3.73 400 1,635 3.00 960 3,686 1.91 8,647 10,053
TQ  fields 233 58.81 5,205 46,790 184 44.93 5,967 53,200 106 26.87 5,932 53,290
E mcudard exrror 2.49 315 1,801 2.81 856 2,310 1.20 954 2,849




&
LY
6/

7

8/
9/

10/

11/

Nonmonetary cospensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), adainistration, rezearch, coaching sports, or any other activities not included in basic salary.

Income received from sources otner than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
outside consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the :~stitution, including othe:r gcademic institutions,
self-ovned business (other than consulting), royaltlies, commissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or any other employment.

The proport‘on of faculty with this type of income.

The mean amount of income received by faculty with this type of income.

The mean total income of faculty wita this type of incoms.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a twvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhr.e accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled insiitutions classified by the Carnegie Poundation as specialised medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions® because of too fewv cases for a
relisble estimate.

Religiocus and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1988 National Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty.”




Table B.3.3--Consulting income for full-time regular faculty, by type nd contrel of institution and department

program area: Fall 1987
Full-time
Type and control of | regulsr faculty Zero |
institution, and Respondents income from $750 to $2,500 to $10,000
—depaxtaent prosrem sres |(upweighted)[Percent 749 2,499 _9,999 (]
All institutions 1/ 6,265 100 58.34 12,84 9.78 10.29 €.75
Standard error .78 0.49 0.30 0.40 0.54
By type and control
Public research 1,283 100 44.89 15.65 11.98 15.20 12.28
Standaxd error 2.55 1.81 1.25 1.41 1.54
Private research 429 100 38.98 13.22 14.60 13.74 19.46
Standard error 2.99 1.18 2,61 1.91 1.94
Public doctoral 2/ 770 100 54.73 12.75 10.75 2.60 12.07
Standaxd error 1.84 0.80 1.19 1.42 2.20
Private doctoral 3/ 216 100 49.07 13.49 9.47 11.15 16.83
Stendard error 5.53 2.71 2.25 2.67 3.23
Public comprehensive 1,276 100 62.13 13.59 10.11 8.45 5.73
Standard error 1.66 0.85 0.91 1.07 0.59
Private comprehensive 653 100 62.31 12.47 7.58 8.17 9.47
Standard error 2.77 1.81 1.24 1.14 2.55
Liberal arts 555 100 67.85 15.96 5.74 7.93 2.51
Standard error 3.26 1.68 1.49 1,93 1.07
Public two-year 4/ 849 100 76.34 7.77 7.13 6.75 2.01
Standard error 1.90 1.37 0.66 0.95 0.45
Other 5/ 162 100 49.63 13.05 10.319 16.08 11.04
Standard error 4.15 2.89 3.65 3.22 2.23
Four-year institutions 5,182 100 54.15 14.09 10.43 10.95 10.38
Standard error 0.88 0.45 0.35 0.51 0.%5
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 230 100 64.44 10.41 9.86 9.98 5.1
Standard error 5.03 2.43 2.62 3.72 2.02
Business 228 100 49.85 8.40 11.14 12.94 17.66
Standard error 4.05 2.23 1.66 2.88 2.44
Education 485 100 52.82 19.13 11.83 10.48 5.75
Standard error 2.57 1.66 1.35 1.46 1.09
Engineering 184 100 48.64 6.91 10 25 15.70 18.49
Standard error 4.2 2,12 2.06 1.82 4,18
Fine arts 363 100 45.24 16.71 13.60 17.64 6.80
Standard error 2.99 2.24 1.77 2.05 1.62
Health sciences 450 10C 45.09 14.61 12.13 9.24 18.93
Standard error 2.62 2.08 1.50 1.58 2.22
Bumanities 1,870 100 67.02 16.03 8.39 7.31 1.25
Standard error 1.7 1.22 0.78 1.34 0.35
Natural sciences 625 100 64.02 11.76 7.8% 8.10 8.31
Standard error 1.61 1.38 1.23 0.93 1.13
Soocial sc'.ences a8 100 49.52 18.27 10.83 13.36 8.02
Standard error 3.00 2.2 1.45 2.02 1.83
Ci' ‘r £fields 399 100 55.07 13.33 10.10 13.08 8.43
2.81 1.88 1.20 1.97 1.66

E lClnd.td error
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1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.s. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higker degree
and whose accreditation at the higher e¢ducation level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundatior as specialized medical schools.
3/ Includes p:ivately controlled institutions c)assified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Respendent: from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutiona® because of too few cases for a
reliable ¢ timate.

3/ Religiovs and other specialized institutions, excert medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
dootors te.

WOTE: Details may not add to total because of rourding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department ci Education, Wational Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.®
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Table B.3.4--Mean income for part-time regular faculty, by source of income, type and control of institution, and

department program area: Fall 1987
Responding
part-time Total Basic Other Outside Other
Type and coatrol of regular earned salary from income from consulting outside
institution, and fzculty —iocome  linstitution 1/{institytjon 2/! income 3/ income 4/
—department program sres | (unweighted) Mean S/ __Meap 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 3/
All institutions 6/ 1,139 33,841 6,829 465 6,241 20,306
Standard error 1,568 455 77 849 1,316
By type and control
Public research 103 40,478 16,193 905 8,73 14,650
Standard error 4,968 1,943 326 3,592 3,769
Private research 64 65,449 11,367 272 6,465 47,343
Standard error 21, 414 2,040 136 3,002 20,168
Public doetoral 7/ 94 34,002 8,749 661 6,884 17,708
Standard error 4,184 2,479 209 2,458 5,752
Private doctoral 8/ 36 65,764 10,858 869 26,681 27,355
Standard error 12,943 4,925 732 11,20 8,693
Public comprehensive 238 29,153 7,662 412 6,158 14,920
Standard error 321 1,275 193 2,609 2,026
Private comprshensive 109 31,207 5,097 200 4,156 21,755
Standard erroxr 3,786 676 71 1,370 3,415
Liberal arts 113 24,242 5,807 520 3,308 14,606
Standard error 2,749 1,2%7 177 721 3,497
Public two-year 9/ 298 28,131 4,465 428 4,352 18,886
Standazd errrc 1,035 459 99 1,005 1,273
Other 10/ 56 39,960 8,004 294 3,954 27,708
Standard error 7,551 1,238 122 2,524 7,7
Four-year institutions 757 39,013 9,025 532 8,529 20,925
Standard error 2,786 738 110 1,615 2,120
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics -- -- -- - -- -
Standard error -—- - -- -- -
Business 34 40,634 6,175 116 7,572 26,771
Standard error 4,676 1,093 56 3,341 4,933
Education 83 25,901 6,298 116 2,787 16,700
Standard error 2,052 985 102 1,432 2,088
Engineering .- - . - - --
Standard error - . - - -
Fine arts 77 23,549 8,786 666 4,929 9,168
Standard error 2,078 1,538 233 719 1,398
Health sciences 70 66,958 12,557 679 21,855 31,868
Standard error 8,063 2,492 362 6,878 6,619
Humanities 270 15,587 8,73% 616 506 5,73%
Standard error 878 717 129 174 766
Fatural sciences 35 32,089 9,785 829 2,613 18,862
Standard error 4,389 1,504 519 1,216 4,177
Social sciences b1 31,1352 6,499 289 3,746 20,597
Standard error 7,207 2,038 219 1,154 8,464
Other fields 81 41,126 6,767 426 8,751 25,183
ttandard error 5,441 1,050 267 3,000 6,204
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5/

6/

"

8/

9/

10/

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Income received from ths academic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called sisply
"basic salary.®

Nonmonetsry compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), adainistration, research, coaching sports, or any other activities 0ot inclrded in basic salary.

Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
cutside consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional performances or eshibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institutioa, including other academic institutions,
self-owned business (other than consulting), royalties, commissions, noomonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or any other eaploysent .

Rased on the total ousbar of full-time regular instructional faculty.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondsry institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose acorsditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Income data could not be reported for a single respondent, representing 123 faculty in the universe.

Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Cernegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

Respondents from private two-year eolleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department ~_ Bducation, Mational Center for Education Statistics, "1988 Mational Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty."




Table B.3.5--Income for part-time regular faculty with different sources of incoms, by typs and contiol of institution and department

program area:

Tall 1987

Part-time regular faculty with

Part-time regular faculty with

Part-time regular faculty with

2 _otheg outs Y
Total Percent Total Percent Total
Type and control of earned of earned of earned
institution, and income| Respondents| total income| Respondents] total income
departoent DrOKIAm ares) 6/ &/ IMean 5/ 6/ |(unweighted) [} (7l
All institutions 7/ 239 19.66 2,363 27,150 370 35.33 17,664 38,454 705 63.38 29,695 39,622
Standard error 2.50 A8A 4,008 2.11 2,83% 2,049 2.404 1,306 1,689
By type and cortrol
Public research 26 20.78 - -- A3 42.92 20.341 41,408 58 48.18 30,405 45,279
Standard error 5.61 -- - 6.04 8,268 5,749 9.a8 5,813 6,098
Private research 16 10.72 -- - 28 44.39 - - 35 70.84 66,831 80,001
Standard error 8.51 -- -- 9.32 . -- 10.0% 25,709 23,9035
Public doctoral 8/ 28 27.76 .- - 30 48.00 - - 42 54.51 32,487 40,372
Standard error 9.17 - -- 9.3%2 -- -- 10.48 6,691 6,740
Private doctoral 9/ -- -- -- - 18 59.08 - - - - - --
Standard error -- - - 13.77 - -- -- -- -—
Public comprehensive 37 15.3%9 2,679 24,208 73 39.63 15,540 34,496 149 64.70 23,061 34,876
Standard error 4.09 717 6,406 7.91 3,754 6,132 6.%9 4,628 2,916
Private comprenensive 18 11.84 -- -- 43 45.52 9,128 29,492 72 69.08 31,493 137,978
Standard error 3.39 -- - 5.57 3,175 4,112 4.91 4,722 4,899
Liberal arts 29 33.23 -- -- b1} 42.76 7,737 31,63 69 69.73 20,946 30,431
Standard error 6.90 - - 6.61 1,386 6,529 7.55 4,874 5,347
Public two-year 10/ 57 18.95 2,260 19,304 66 25.10 17,343 30,635 207 70.29 26,869 34,433
Standard error 3.83 830 1,911 3.55 4,341 3,795 3.22 1,480 1,263
Other 11/ 14 19.33 - - 19 39.53 - - %6 83.22 33,294 41,246
Standard error 9.60 - -- 15.93 -- - 3.98 9,267 9,233
Pour-year institutions 161 21.39 2,610 31 2:° 273 45.03 18,943 41,560 AAS 64.47 32,458 45,324
Standard error 2.50 405 6,041 3.20 3,265 - 695 3.27 3,14 3,208
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 9 24.27 - -- - -- - -- 13 38.95 - -
Standard error 13.14 -- - - - - 18.10 - -~
Business 5 8.95 - - 12 37.96 -- -- 22 72.77 -- -
Standard error 4,12 - - 14.70 - -- 10.76 -- -
Education 18 12.26 - - 4 34.46 8,087 36,852 57 74.45 22,430 29,302
Standard error 4.93 -- - 6.10 3,950 4,976 7.21 3,603 3,863
Enginsering 2 4.34 - - - - - - - -- - -
Standard vrror 4.95 - - - - - .- - -
Fine arts 16 23.63 - - 51 74.95 6,576 21,911 54 70.41 13,022 27,795
Standard error 6.78 - -- 5.% 976 2,556 10.06 2,497 2,006
Health sciences 12 22.48 -- - 30 49.99 - - 37 51.46 61,923 86,880
Standard error 7.65 -- -- 6.42 -- -- 9.68 13,126 10,377
Humanities 71 31.19 1,975 13,853 67 25.01 2,021 18,763 139 56.79 10,090 17,798
Standard error 4.58 A80 1,736 3.54 560 2,789 4.13 1,505 1,688
Natural sciences 9 18.74 - -- 15 37.3 - - 31 63.76 29,584 41,228
Standard error 10.05 -- -- 12.16 - -- 8.12 4,317 4,644
Social sciences 4 10.95 - -- 16 37.72 - - 23 69.72 -—- -
Standard error 7.97 -- - 15.74 .- -- 6.26 - -
Orhar fields 15 23.90 -- -- N 47.59 18,389 139,315 56 73.95 34,052 44,365
E TC!.“ error 7.27 -- - 6.38 5,468 6,947 9.41 6,590 6,444
136
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1/

3/

&/
s/
6/

?/

8/
9/

10/

11/

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Nonmonetary compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
Swuser session), administration, research, coaching sports, or sny other activities pog iicluded in basic salary.

Income raceived from sources other than the insgtitution fo ‘egal or medical services, psychological counseling,

outside lting, lting business, freelance work, prciessional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or hoanraria.

Konconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,

sei f-owned business (other than consulting), royalties, commissions, nonmonetary cospensati~n from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or any other eaployment .

The prcportlon of faculty with this type of income.

The mean amount of income received by faculty with this type of income.

The mean total income of faculty with this type of income.

All ~gcredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.5. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified \y the Carnegie Poundation as specialized medical schools.
Includes privately controlled instit:.isns classified by the Carnegie Poundation as specialized medical schools.

Respondents from privatr iwo-year coileges are included only in "all institutions® because of too fev cases fc- -
reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialized institutions, except medi:. ., that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Cent'r for Education 3tatistics, "1988 National Survey cf
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1/

2/

3

&/

s/

Too fev cases for a reliable estimate.

All sccredited, novvropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degres
and whose accreditaticn at the nigher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Income data could not be reported for a single respondent, represer.ting 123 faculty in the universe.

Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

Respondents from private two-yesr colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor %o the
doctorats.

WOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty.”
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1/

2/

3

&/

s/

Too fev cases for a reliable estimate.

All sccredited, novvropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degres
and whose accreditaticn at the nigher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Income data could not be reported for a single respondent, represer.ting 123 faculty in the universe.

Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.

Respondents from private two-yesr colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor %o the
doctorats.

WOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Teble B.3.7--Mean income for full- and part-time regulcr feculty, by source of income, gender, and ecademic

rank: Pell 1987
Source of jncome
Responding Total Basic Other Cutside Other
regul ix eerned salary from income from consulting outside
Gender and feculry —_income _ |irstitution 1/[institution 2/| income 3/ [ incowe 4/

— scedemic yank | (unveighted) | Mean 3/ | Mean 5/ _Mean 3/ Mean 5/ Mesn 5/

Full-tipe
All institutions 6/ 6,265 48,701 39,439 3,588 3,285 2,389
Standard error 770 552 289 334 20°

By gender
Male 4,556 53,318 42,322 3,996 4,124 2 876
Standard error 958 654 262 445 289
Female 1,709 36,398 31,755 2,501 1,049 1,093
Standard error 624 461 609 129 200

By academic rank

Professor 7/ 2,293 62,182 50,562 3,867 4,966 2,788
Standard error 1,402 96% 244 681 523
Associete professor 1,591 50,191 39,446 4,933 3,798 2,014
Standard error 1,527 863 802 509 32
Assistant professor 1,389 40,214 32,580 2,973 2,522 2,138
Standard error 1,056 492 291 866 395
Instructor 564 32,493 27,133 2,204 643 2,423
Standard error 906 806 286 95 361
Leoturer 105 31,171 26,657 1,235 1,162 2,118
Standard error 1,446 1,100 285 396 717
Other ranks 8/ k)8 45,424 40,332 1,406 974 2,713
Standard error 12,676 14,008 734 855 2,427

Raxt-time
All institutions 6/ 1,139 33,841 6,829 465 6,241 20,306
Standard error 1,568 455 77 849 1,316

By gender
Male 580 43,828 6,958 418 7,933 28,523
Standard error 2,773 581 107 1,314 1,976
Female 559 20,977 6,663 525 &,067 9,722
Standard error 1,200 512 92 646 996

By academic rank
Professoxr 7/ 68 46,641 17,606 547 4,009 23,658
Standard error 6,721 4,339 251 2,354 5,164
Associete professor 57 45,125 14,020 174 10,639 20,242
Standard error 8,422 3,160 138 4,666 7,596
Assistant professor 87 57,698 11,966 323 21,277 24,082
Standard error 9,405 2,468 211 8,744 7,448
Instructor 576 31,665 4,583 439 4,748 21,8958
Standard error 1,543 ans 101 798 1,733
Leoturer 259 29,386 6,957 437 4,379 17,612
Standard error 2,369 473 163 1,319 1,708
. Other ranks 8/ - .. - - -- --
Standaxd error - - - - -
140
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1/

2/

3/

&/

5/

6/

7 "

8/

Too few cases for s relisble estimate.

Income received from the academic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called simply
"basic sslary.”

Nonmonetsry compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), sdministration, research, coaching sports, or any other activities pet included in basic salary.
[

Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
outside consulting, consulting business, freelance work, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-owned business (other than consulting), royalties, commissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement incoGa, grants or research income, or any other employment .

Based on the total nmumber of full-time regular instructional faculty.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondsry institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditstion at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Rducation.

Includes diatinguished/named professors.

"Adainistrator,® ®preceptor,® “faculty,” etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Bducation, Nationa: Center for Education Ststistics, "1988 National Survey of
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Table B.3.8--Mean income for full-time regular faculty, by source of income, combined gender and academic rank:

Fall 1987
Responding Source of income

full-time Total Basic Other Outside Other
resular earned salary from income from consulting outside
Gender and faculty income institution 1/|institution 2/| income 3 ine [)
academic rank (unweighted) Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/ Mean 5/
All institutions 6/ 6,265 48,701 39,439 3,588 3,285 2,389
Standard error 770 552 289 33 209

By gender and rank
Male professors 7/ 2,005 64,007 51,555 3,995 5,441 3,016
Standard error 1,427 977 s 745 580
Female professors 7/ 288 48,582 43,157 2,916 1,421 1,088
Standard error 1,665 1,436 563 64 140

Male associate

professors 1,191 52,741 40,839 4,977 4,523 2,402
Standard error 1,771 958 597 634 ass

Femsle associate
professors 400 42,131 35,045 4,792 1,504 790
Standard errxor 3,374 939 2,696 253 353

Male assistant

professors 835 44,173 34,243 3,757 3,451 2,721
Standard error 1,619 682 mn 1,312 590

Female assisctant
prozetsors 554 33,908 29,933 1,728 1,042 1,208
Stardard error 1,245 1,203 278 278 338
Male instructors 289 35,469 28,610 2,744 819 3,297
Standard error 1,293 1,129 435 150 642
“emale instructors 275 28,489 25,249 1,%6 A18 1,306
Standard error 830 851 281 102 373
Male lecturers 42 36,449 28,095 1,442 2,7 4,535
Standard error 2,966 1,819 488 866 1,573
Female lecturers 63 27,182 25,570 1,078 243 291
Standard .rror 1,138 1,253 a7 69 156

Male other ranks 8/
Standard acror

Female other ranks 8/
Standard error

ERIC
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1y

2/

3/

Y

s/

6/

1/

8/

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Income received from the academic institution, as indicated by the respondent under a category called simply
*basic salary.”

Nonmonetary compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
sumnmer session), administration, resesrch, coaching sports, or any other activities pot included in basic salary.

Income received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
outside lting, lting business, freelance vork, professional performances or exhibitions, spesking fees,
or honoraris.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
salf-owned business (other than ccnsulting), royslties, commissions, nonmonetary compensation from other sources,
retirement income, grants or research income, or sny other employment,

Based on the total number of full-time regular instructional faculty.

All accredited, nonproprietary U.5. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-yeur (A.A.) or higher degree
and wvhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes distinguished/named professors.

“Administrator,” “preceptor,” "faculty,” etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
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Table 3.3.9--Income for full- and part-timse regulsr faculty with different sources of income, by gender and academic rank:
Fall 1987

Regular faculty with Regular faculty with Regular faculty with
21

Respondents| “otal
(unweighted)| 4/

All institutioms 7/

Standard error
By gender
Male 2,547 54.71 7,204 52,729 1,946 44.28 9,313 63,529 1,418 30.87 9,299 58,803
Standard error 1.50 373 1,089 0.90 966 1,659 1.02 1,065 1,445
Female 846 47.72 5,241 37,678 563 34.65 3,028 39,910 374 21.63 5,040 39,273
Standard errcr 1.89 1,188 1,396 1.68 343 1,083 1.46 694 995
By acedemic rank
Profes-or 8/ 1,214 51.72 7,877 61,074 1,096 51.22 9,695 70,732 779 33.3% 8,329 69,660
§ . dari error 2.05 338 1,470 1.48 1,370 2,43 1.9 1,752 2,878
Associate professor 897 54 17 9,106 51,948 672 46.45 8,175 58,287 412 26.40 7,615 51,956
Standard s»rror 1.85 1,504 2,286 1.38 969 2,130 1.44 1,00 ,674
Assistant professor 760 51.41 5,783 40,626 481 36.21 6,966 46,432 315 22.80 9,376 44,242
Standard error 1.40 52 981 1.42 2,270 2,178 1.89 1,777 2,401
Instructor 286 52.58 4,192 35,597 139 25.89 2,483 34,984 158 28.24 8,580 36,789
Standard error 2.3%5 459 1,138 2.11 303 1,794 2.58 925 1,229
Lecturer A5 42.12 2,931 31,204 36 37.54 3,094 135,660 29 27.02 -- -
Standard error 6.11 5.0 2,381 4.38 93¢ 2,689 6.15 -- -
Other zanks 9/ 16 53.05 -- -- 8 22.06 -- -- 7 17.29 - -
Standard error 11.20 - -- 8.40 -- - 13.11 -- -
Rart-time
All institutions 7/ 239 19.66 2,363 27,150 370 35.33 17,664 38,454 708 68.38 29,695 39,622
Standard error 2.50 484 4,008 2.11 2,830 2,04° 2.44 1,506 1,689
By gender
Male 91 14.93% 2,798 42,516 182 33.56 23,632 47,AM 417 78.23 36,463 47,473
Standard error 2.50 635 7,532 2.72 4,548 3,799 2.73 2,042 2,559
Female 248 25.76 2,038 15,682 188 37.62 10,809 28,130 288 55.70 17,453 25,419
Standard error 4.5 422 1,687 2.21 1,83 3,120 3.29 1,411 1,690
By scademic rank
Professor 8/ 15 15.22 - -- L 1) 35 95 13,428 50,338 s 64.74 36,544 50,992
Standard srror 7.65 -- -- 10.69 4,350 8,292 8.68 7,127 9,456
Associate professor 13 13.07 -— -- 22 49.64 -- - 27 45.5. - -
Standard error 6.44 -- -- 12.22 - -- 10.95 - --
Assistant professor 18 17.21 - -- 40 52.91 40,305 58,761 39 51.56 46,709 66,962
Standard error 10.32 - -- 11.99 11,479 6,596 10.15 13,499 12,067
Instructor 121 19.97 2,196 23,899 160 30.29 15,673 933,777 391 73.67 29,719 37,809
Standard error 3.06 594 3,315 2.63 3,324 2,9s 2.44 2,106 2,177
Lecturer 50 15.59 2,803 27,586 82 40.73 10,751 35,046 163 73.38 24,003 34,742
Standard erroz 2.96 803 5,166 4.7 3,348 4,393 4.96 2,120 2,832
QO rzanks 9/ - - -- - -- -- - -- - - - -
E lCldard error - - .- - - .- - - -
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3/

&
LT}
6/

7/

8/

9/

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Nonmonetary compensation (estimated value) or income provided from the institution for other teaching (e.g., for
summer session), administration, research, coaching sports, or any other activities not included in basic salary.

Incoms received from sources other than the institution for legal or medical services, psychological counseling,
outside consulting, coasulting business, freslance work, professional performances or exhibitions, speaking fees,
or honoraria.

Nonconsulting income received from sources other than the institution, including other academic institutions,
self-ovned business (other than consulting), royalties, comnissions, nonmonetaty compensation from other sources,
retizement income, grants or research income, or any other employment.

The proportion of faculty with this type of income.

The mean amount of income received by faculty with this type of income.

The mean total income of faculty with this type of income.

All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutiorns that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level 1s recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

Includes distinguished/named professors.

“Administrat.x,” "preceptor,” "faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Fationsl Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Surve; of

E
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Table 3.3.10--Consulting income for full- and part-time regular faculty, by gender and academic rank: Fall 1987

percents)

. Type and control of
institution, and

Zexo

incoms from $2,500 to $10,000

9,999
Iull-tige
All institutions 1/ 6,265 100 58.34 12.84 9.78 10.29 8.75
Standard error 0.78 0.49 0.30 0.40 0.54
3y gendar
Male 4,556 100 55.72 11.53 10.19 11.94 10.62
Standard error 0.90 0.49 0.28 0.51 0.61
Female 1,709 100 65.35 16.33 8.68 5.87 3.77
Standard error 1.68 1.23 0.97 J.69 0.65
3y academic rank
Professor 2/ 2,293 100 48.78 13.82 10.18 14.56 12.66
Standard error 1.48 1.17 0.69 0.94 0.96
Associate professor 1,591 100 53.55 12.61 11.77 10.48 11.60
Standard error 1.38 1.05 0.76 1.19 1,64
Aszastant professor 1,389 100 63.79 14.49 8.23 7.61 5.88
Standard error 1.42 0.72 1.02 0.91 0.93
Instructor 564 100 74.11 9.05 8.74 6.94 1.16
Standard error 2.11 1.55 1.37 1.43 0.50
Lecturer 105 100 62.46 10.16 14.15 9.57 3.66
Standard error 4,38 3.06 2.96 3.45 3.18
Other ranks 3/ n 100 77.94 7.22 6.35 2.98 5.52
Standard error 8.40 4.11 5.75 3.69 5.¢8
Raxt-time
All institutions 1/ 1,139 100 64.67 6.62 5.59 8.27 14,86
Standard erroxr 2.11 1.30 0.76 1.25 1.72
3y gender
Male 580 100 66.44 4.92 4,58 6.72 17.33
Standard error 2.72 1.57 1.20 1.11 1.94
Female 559 10t 62.38 8.80 6.89 10.25 11.68
Standard error 2.7 2.15 1.78 2.58 2.16
3y academic rank
Professor 2/ 68 100 64,04 8.62 3.87 7.98 15.49
Standard error 10.69 2.85 2.41 2.96 7.59
Associste professor 57 100 50.36 3.15 1.62 12.83 32,05
Standard error 12.22 4.63 1.64 6.48 12,54
Assistant professor 87 10¢ 47.09 1.01 6.34 11.74 33.82
Standard error 11.99 0.71 3.39 5.92 12.40
Instructor 576 i00 69.71 7.83 5.01 6.44 11.02
Standard erroxr 2.63 1.94 1.10 1.22 1,90
Lecturer 259 100 59.27 8.28 10.19 5.00 17.26
Standard error A7 2.85 3.1 1.66 4.98
Other ranks 3/ - -- -~ - - - -
Standard erroxr -— -~ - -- -
) 14 4N
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«= Too fev cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose sccreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

2/ Includes distinguished/nsmed profassors,
3/ ‘"Adainistrator," "preceptor," "faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.
NOTE: Details may not add to total becauss of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S5. Department of Education, National Canter for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.4.1--Mssn number of hours worked by full-time reguler feculty, by type and control of
institution, and dspertment program eree: Fall 1987

Responding Mean hours
Type and control of full-time Maan hours Mean hours of unpaid
institution, and regular feoulty et this st other professional
—departpent oroxren sres | (unveighted) | ipstitytion | —sexvices

All institutions 1/ 6,267 46.45 3.61 2.65
Standard error 0.40 0.12 0.07

By type and control

Public reseerch 1,284 51.56 3.06 2.40
Standard error 0.66 0.28 0.13
Private research 429 50.24 3.60 2.10
Standard error 1.40 0.55% 0.22
Public doctoral 2/ m 49.26 3.19 2,32
Standard error 1.04 0.%7 0.11
Private doctorel 3/ 216 46.34 4.87 1.53
Standard error 2.15 0.89 0.21
Public ocomprehensive 1,276 45.63 3.50 3.24
Standard error 0.64 0.28 0.23
Private ocomprehsnsive 653 43,67 4.12 2.91
Standard error 0.65 0.53 0.24
Liberel erts 555 46.96 2.97 2.44
Standard error 1.11 0.43 0.25
Public two-yeer 4/ 849 40.03 3.83 3.13
Standard error 0.51 0.37 0.16
Other S/ 162 43.21 4.94 2.19
Standard error 1.50 0.61 0.28

Four-yeer institutions 5,184 48.13 3.44
Jtandard error 0.46 0.14

oON
oW
wm o

By program type
Agriculture and

home economics 230 49.95 2.03 2.45
Standard error 1.08 0.34 0.23
Business 228 45.93 4.73 2.69
Standard error 0.82 0.51 0.32
Educetion A8S 44.67 3.37 4.20
Standard error 0.61 0.40 0.24
Engineering 185 48.95 3.68 2.28
Standard error 0.96 0.42 0.24
Fine erts 363 44.09 5.82 2.80
Standard error G.62 0.59 0.36
Heelth solences 450 51.04 3.84 1.9
Standard error 1.06 0.53 0.18
Humanities 1,870 48.49 1.92 2.52
Standard error 0.61 0.14 0.17
Neturel sciences 625 49.16 2.86 2.08
Standard error 0.58 0.30 0.15
Sociel sciences kT3 47.58 3.11 2.73
Standard error 0.85 0.41 0.28
Other fields 399 46.39 3.63 3.2
Standard error 0.98 0.33 0.32

1/ All ecoredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant e two-ye.r (A.A.)
or higher degres and vhose eccreditetion et the higher educetion level 1s recognized by the
U.S. Depertment of .ducetion.

2/ Includes publicly oocntrolled institutions clessified by the Uarnegie Foundetion es
specielised medicel schools.

3/ 1Includes privetely oontrolled institutions olessified by the Carnegie Foundetion es
specielised medicel schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-yeer coll iges ere included only in "ell institutions® beceuse of
too fevw ceses for e relisble estimate.

5/ Religious and other speoialised institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from
the sechelor to the doctorete.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertmen. of Edudetion, Netional Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 Netional
Survey of Postsecondary Feculty.”
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Table B.4.2--Mean number of hours worked by part-time reguler faculty, by type and control of
institution, and department program eree: PFell 1987

Responding Mean hours
Type and control of pert-time Maan hours Mean hours of unpaid
institution, and reguler faculty st this et other professional
—department program area | (unweishted) | L institution | paid sctivities |  gservices
All institutions 1/ 1,140 14.01 27.13 2.23
Standard error 0.69 0.71 0.19
By type and control
Public reseerch 103 23.92 17.73 2.88
Standard error 2.79 2.57 0.49
Privete reseerch 64 14.70 33.97 2.49
Standard error 2.45 5.28 1.38
Public doctorel 2/ 95 21.07 19.40 2.09
Standard error 2.62 2.88 0.60
Privete doctorel 3/ 36 14.91 34.99 3.04
Standard error 4.31 4.43 1.04
Public comprehensive 238 17.10 22.93 3.64
Standard error 2.13 3.19 1.23
Privete couprehensive 109 11.40 23.96 1.24
Standard error 1.46 2.70 0.26
Liberel erts 113 14.58 20.79 1.79
Standard error 2.65 5.12 0.35
Public two-yeer 4/ 298 11.72 28.31 1.93
Standerd error 0.94 1.14 0.28
Other 5/ 56 10.73 38.23 1.80
Standerd error 1.69 4.52 0.50
Four-yeser institutions 758 16.69 24.45 2.62
Standard arror 1.10 1.58 0.36
By program type
Agriculture and
home economics -- -- - -
Standerd error - - --
Business b1 11.45 30.18 5.36
Standard error 1.34 5.17 2.82
Educetion 83 16.34 22,18 2.12
Standerd error 2.3%6 2.70 0.51
Engineering - -- -- -
Standerd error -- - -
Fine erts 77 17.56 18.48 1.92
Standerd error 2.00 1.48 0.57
Heelth sciences 70 17.36 25.47 2.13
Standerd error 2.16 3.27 0.70
Humanities 270 22.42 13.45 2.24
Standerd error 1.17 1.24 0.32
Neturel sclences 55 16.24 23.45 2,01
Standerd error 2.93 4.13 0.60
Sociel sciences 38 15.43 25.33 4.26
Standerd errar 4.55 6.16 2.17
Other fields 81 13.85 31.27 3.18
Standerd error 1.3%8 3.10 0.68

-- Too faw ceses for e relieble estimate.

1/ All eccredited, nonpropristery U.S. postsecundery institutions that grant & two-yeer (A.A.)
or higher degree and wvhose eccreditetion at the higher gducetion level 1is recognised by the
U.S. Depex ment of Educetion.

2/ 1Includes publiicly controlled institutions cleasified by the Cernegie Poundation es
specielized medicel schools.

3/ 1Includes privetely controlled institutions elessified by the Cernegie Foundation es
spacielised medicel schools.

4/ Responderts from private two-yeer colleges eare included only in "ell institutions” beceuse of
too fewv ceses for e ralieble estimate.

5/ Religious and other specielised institutions, axcept medicel, that offer degrees ranging from
the bechelor to the doctorste.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educat'on, Netional Center for Educetion Scetistics, "1988 Netional
Survey of Postsecondery Peculty.”
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Table B.4.3--Mean number of hours worked by full- and part-time regular faculty, by

gender and scsdemio rank: Fall 1987
Mean hours
Responding Mean hours Mean hours of unpaid
Gender and regular faculty at this at other professional
—acadenic rank | (unweighted) | institution | paid activities | gservices
Full-tipe
All institutions 1/ 6,267 46.45 3.61 2.65
Standard error 0.40 0.12 0.07
By gender
Male 4,557 47.23 3.95 2.45
Standsrd error 0.36 0.12 0.07
Female 1,709 44.39 2.70 3.13
Standard error 0.53 0.28 0.16
By academic rank
Professor 2/ 2,295 47.67 3.55 2.85
Standard error 0.46 0.14 0.12
Assoolate professox 1,59 48.00 3.53 2.57
Standard error 0.48 0.23 0.13
Assistant professor 1,389 47.86 3.19 2.32
Standazd error 0.68 0.22 0.15
Instructor 564 40.40 4.20 2.96
Standazd error 0.86 0.34 0.25
Lectuzer 105 41.85 3.67 2.40
Standard error 1.91 1.00 0.59
Other 3/ n 41.39 2.14 2.03
Standazd error 2.06 1.75 0.95
Part-time
All institutions 1/ 1,140 14.01 27.13 2.23
Standsrd error 0.69 0.71 2.19
By gender
Male 580 12.42 33.59 1.87
Standard error 0.59 1.00 0.22
Femals 559 15.98 18.85 2.69
Standard error 1.05 0.90 0.34
By academic rank
Professor 2/ 68 19.49 25.25 2.87
Standsrd error 3.56 4.12 1.22
Associate professor 58 18.01 23.16 2.00
Standard error 3.09 3.44 0.73
Assistant professor 87 19.41 26.07 4.13
Standard error 2.95 4.26 1.55
Instructor 576 11.92 28.33 1.89
Standard error 0.86 0.76 0.23
Lucturer 259 15.54 25.6¢ 2.36
Standard error 0.83 1.72 0.65
Other 3/ -- -- -~ --

Standard error

=- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant & tvo-year (A.A.)
or higher degres and vhose acoreditation at the higher education level 1s recognized by the
U.S8. Department of Education.

2/ Includes distinguished/named professors.

3/ “Administrator,” "preceptor,” "faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.

SOURCE:

Survey of Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.4.4--Perce” gs distribution of full-time regular faculty, by time aliocation, type and
control of institution, sand departmsnt program area: Fsll 1987

Responding full-time e time spent 7
regular faculty
Type and control of ‘ lsaching | Resesrch | Administzation | Other
institution, and
IPRLCET N PO I .

All institutions 1/ 6,267 100 55.74 16.08 13.13 15.04
Standard error 0.62 0.42 0.31 0.31
By e and control
¥ ' .1¢ research 1,284 100 42.59 29.21 14.16 14.05
Standard error 0.89 1.06 0.44 0.79
Private research 429 100 40.45 29.71 13.66 16.19
Standard error 2.65 2.11 1.03 1.93
Publio doctoral 2/ 771 100 47.13 21.63 14.29 16.95
Standard error 1.52 1.62 0.9° 1.48
Private doctoral 3/ 216 100 39.21 27.%7 13.08 20.32
Standard error 5.15 3.91 176 3.48
Public comprehersive 1,276 i00 62.02 10.89 12.96 14.14
Standard error 1.40 0.73 1.02 0.55
Private comprehensive 653 100 62.00 9.24 13.91 14.86
Standard error 1.89 0.82 0.75 1.40
Liberal arts 555 100 64.78 8.3 13.93 12.91
Standard error 1.03 0.86 0.56 0.56
Public two-year &/ 849 100 71.46€ 3.3 10.45 14.71
Stendard error 0.88 0.34 0.84 0.62
Other 5/ 162 100 58.83 9.03 15.02 17.11
Standard error 1.51 1.09 1 04 1.65
Four-year insti “ions 5,184 s 51.69 19.57 13.72 15.03
Standard error 0.68 0.51 0.37 0.35

By program type
Agriculturc and

howe economics 230 100 45.91 27.65 13.86 12.60
Standard error 4.28 3.61 1.68 0.89
Business 228 100 57.28 16.85 11.51 14.36
Standard e¢rror 1.92 1.34 22 1.04
Education A85 100 57.84 11.67 1..11 14.42
Standard error 0.87 0.57 0.64 0.99
Ingineering 185 100 56.17 21.13 11.29 11.42
Standard err~r 1.62 1.48 1.24 0.88
Fine arts 363 100 53.96 10.50 12.26 23.27
Standard error 1.12 3.7 0.62 0.83
Health sciences A50 100 33.52 25.03 15.81 25.63
Standard error 1.57 1.9 1.32 1.09
Humanities 1,870 100 61.07 16.55 13.73 8.65
Standard error 0.96 0.69 0.82 0.36
Natural j;ciences 625 100 55.68 23.93 12.07 8.33
Standard error 1.18 1.03 0.69 0.58
Social sciences k) 100 53.92 21.23 14.10 10.77
Standard error 1.37 1.19 0.81 0.52
Other fields 399 100 57.75 14.38 13.61 14.25
Standard error 1.R3 1.46 1.00 1.01
1/ All aceredited, nonproprietary U.3. .secondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher
degree and whose acoreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. [epartment of
Education.

2/ 1Inoludss publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Poundation as specialized
medical schools.

3/ 1Inoludes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialized
medical schools.

4/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutiors” because of too faw
cases for a reliable estimate.

5/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the
bachalor to the doctorate.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCK: U.S. Department of Rducation, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey
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Tebls B.4.5--Percentags distzibution of pari tim resv!s+ faculty, by time allocation, typs and
control of institution, ard dep .rtment progiam arsa: Fall 1987

Responding part-time Percentage c¢f time spent
ragular faculty

Type and control of _L:ﬂ:n: ~Jesching | Research | Administretion |  Othar
institution, and
—department program sres | Ny |_Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent

All institutions 1/ 1,139 100 58.98 3.55 3.64 33.86
Standard error 1.28 0.31 0.39 1.48
3y type and eontrol
Public resesarch 103 100 48,58 8.58 8.06 24.83
Standard error 7.88 1.95 2.12 8.76
Privats rasearch 64 100 40,31 11,12 6.85 41.73
Standard crror 5.94 3.9 5.10 6.45
Publie doctoral 2/ 94 100 51.72 9.19 4.75 34.31
Standard error 4.80 3.28 1.67 4.61
Privats doctorel 3/ 38 100 40.60 3.19 4.75 51.48
Standard error 5.3 1.64 2.55 5.70
Public comprehensive 258 100 63, &¢ 4.77 3.2 28.57
Standard arror 4.41 1.34 0.44 4.02
Privata comprehensive 109 100 55.64 2.%9 3.10 38.92
Standard error 3.62 0.63 0.87 2,96
Liberal arts 113 106 61.77 a.n 2.65 31.88
Standeard arrer 5.71 1.02 0.86 5.78
Public two-yser A/ 298 109 66.63 1.60 2.95 28.84
Standar’ error 1.55 0.22 0.45 1.57
Other 5/ 56 100 40.96 2.44 2.09 54.51
Standard srror 5.54 1.48 1.05 6.77
Four-ysar institutions 757 100 53.93 5.65 [ W 1) 36.00
Standard arror 1.42 0.71 0.84 2.07
By program typs
Agrioculture and
home sconomics -- -- -- -~ - --
Stendard arror -- -- -- --
Business 34 100 58.49 5.00 0.95 35.56
Str-dard arror 8.38 3.28 0.32 7.19
Education 83 100 66.58 3.27 6.49 23.68
Standard srror 6.13 0.99 3.05 3.83
Enginearing - - -- -- - -
Standard arror -- - - -
Fine arts 77 100 47.24 4.33 2.32 46.12
Standard srvor 4.70 1.31 0.76 6.26
Haalth sz - ;cas 70 100 Al. 44 5.04 6.49 47.04
Standara error 5.40 1.83 2.17 6.14
Humanities 270 100 732.31 5.19 3.97 *7.56
Standard error 1.70 0.49 0.69 1.56
Netural sciencas 55 100 59.19 8.87 8.85 23.11
Standar ' arror 4.86 2.40 (WYY 7.36
Social sciencas as 100 6 LA 6.25 3.20 29.41
stardard error 9.47 1.86 0.83 8.94
Other fields 81 106 47.98 5.79 2.40 43.88
Standard arror 4.28 2.16 0.49 3.35

-~ Too few cases for a reliasble estimats.

1/ All sccredited, nonpropristery U.S. postsecondary imstitutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or
higher degres and vhose sccreditation at the higher aducation level is racognizad by the U.S.
Department of Education.

2/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classifiad by the Carnegie Foundetion as specislized
medical schools.

3/ 1Includes privately controllad institutions ciassifiad by the Carnegis Foundation as specializad
medical schools.

4/ Respondants from priveta two-yesr colleges are includad orly in "ell jnstitutions” becauss of too
fev cases for s reliable astimate.

5/ Raligious and other specicliscd in.titutions, except medicsl, that offar dagreas ranging from tha
bachelor to the doctorata.

NOTE: Details may not add to totsl becanss of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Necionsl Canter for Education Stetistics, "1988 Naticnal Survey
of Postsecondary Faculty."
137

152




Table B.4.6--Percentage distribution of full- and part-time regular faculty, by time allooation,
gener and aocademio rank: Fall 1987

time spent
Faculty
.JIesching | Research | Administration | Other
Gender and
_-umm_mm |_Percent
Rull-tigpe
All institutions 1/ 6,267 100 55.74 16.08 13.15 15.04
Standard error 0.62 0.42 0.31 0.31
By gender
Male 4,557 100 53.89 17.70 13.36 15.05
Standard error 0.63 0.48 0.31 0.32
Female 1,709 100 60.71 11.70 12.59 15.01
Standard error 1.08 0.54 0.61 0.79
By rcademio rank
Profeasor 2/ 2,295 100 50.53 19.84 16.09 13.45
Standard error 1.11 0.92 0.48 0.42
Associate professor 1,591 100 52.78 18.89 13.28 15.05
Standard error 0.91 0.80 0.35 0.78
Assistant professor 1,389 100 56.04 17.72 10.49 15.75
Standard error 1.03 0.86 0.50 0.62
Instzuctor 564 100 68.08 5.14 9.77 16.99
Standard error 1.49 0.90 0.96 0.91
Lecturer 105 100 66.40 8.46 9.55 15.60
Standard error 2.56 1.18 1.20 2.05
Other 3/ i 100 42.18 7.64 26.15 24.04
Standard error 8.91 1.93 7.84 6.42
Pazt-time
All institutions 1/ 1,139 100 58.98 3.55 3.64 33.86
Standard error 1.28 0.31 0.39 1.48
By gender
Male 580 100 56.88 2.97 3.01 37.16
Standard error 1.80 0.39 0.43 1.98
Female 559 100 61.70 4.29 A.A5 29.61
Standard error 1.63 0.62 0.62 1.73
By academic rank
Professor 2/ 68 190 61.12 10.86 8.25 19.75
Standard error 2.25 3.a1 3.40 6.29
Associate professur 57 100 36.28 8.84 5.79 49.16
Standard error 8.24 3.10 1.80 10.48
Assistant professor 87 100 40.85 4.00 4.28 50.89
Standard errar 6.94 1.3 1.46 6.57
Instructor 576 100 61.99 2.62 2.98 32.44
Staniard error 1.70 0.37 0.42 1.92
Lecturer 259 100 62.64 4.57 2.20 30.60
Standard error 3.2a 0.68 0.41 2.96
Other 3/ - -- -- - - --
Standa.d error -- - - --

== Too fev cases ior a reliable estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsczondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) o
higner degree and whose accreditation at the higher educaticn level is recognized by the U.S.
Department of Education.

2/ 1Includes distinguished/nan:ed professors.

3/ “"Administrator,” "preceptor,® "faculty," etc., as designated by respondent.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

fOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey
of Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.4.7--Peroentage distribution of full-tima regular £, culty, by time allocation and by
oombined gender and scademio rank: Fall 1987

Full-time —_—
regular facultr
mﬁ lesching | Resesrch | Administratiop | _ Other
Gander and
—asadenilc ek | __Percent - — 1 Pexcent
All institutions 1/ 6,267 100 55.74 16.08 13.15 15.04
Standard error 0.62 0.42 0.31 0.31
By gender and rank
Male professors 2/ 2,006 100 49.73 20.44 15.97 13.86
Standard erroxr 1.08 0.93 0.52 0.45
Female professors 2/ 288 100 37.55 15.13 17.02 10 35
Standard errxoxr 1.89 1.48 1,06 0.8
Male associate
professors 1,191 100 52.30 19.68 13.13 14.87
Standard erxoxr 0.99 0.82 0.57 0.81
Female associate
professors 400 100 54.31 16.39 13.73 15.59
Standard error 1.80 1.63 0.94 1.39
Male assistant
professors 835 100 54.10 19.861 10.13 15,95
Standard error 1.56 0.97 0.57 0.64
Femaly assistant
professors 554 100 59.12 14.39 11.07 15,44
Standard error 1.77 1.12 0.88 1.67
Male instructors 289 100 66.70 6.14 9.07 18.06
Standard error 2.18 1.5 0.66 1.16
Female instructors 275 100 69.84 2.87 10.65 15.63
Standard error 2,02 0.55 1.83 1.27
Male lecturers 42 100 62.32 7.78 7.°% 22.35
Standard errxoxr 4.86 2.27 1.77 &4.40
Female lecturers 63 100 69.49 8.98 11.07 10.50
Standard errxoxr 4.00 2.20 2.22 1.43

Male other ranks 3/ . - - - - -
Standard error - - . .
Female other vanks 3/ - - - - - —
Standard errsr - - - _—

-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ All accredited, nonpropzietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or
higher degree and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S.
Department of Education.

2/ 1Includes distinguished/named professors.

3/ “Administrator," "preceptor,” "faculty,® etc., as designated by respondent.

NOTE: Details may not add to total because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey
of Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty vho were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of

their Job, by type and control of institution and department program area:

Fall 1937

Authority I have to

Type and control of
institution, and

—department prog

maks cecisions about

Percent

Freedom to do

Respondents

Authority I have to
make decisions about

Percent Percent

Quality of
colleagues in my

_dmm{.nmm_

Respondents | Percent

Al l(unweighted)l 1/

All institutions 2/ 6,245 95.90 4,825 89.32 6,19 88.09 6,240 84.09
Standard error 0.30 0.70 0.53 0.84
Ry type and control
Public research 1,276 95.17 1,006 88.11 i,264 88.62 1,282 83.55
Standard error 0.91 2.39 1.63 1.46
Private research 426 96.07 382 91.67 420 89.59 426 87.49
Standard error 1.68 1.05 2.60 1.22
Public doctoral 3/ 769 94.72 608 88.47 765 86.65 m 79.50
Standard error 1.30 1.95 1.87 2.16
Private doctoral &/ 216 99.17 158 89.54 214 93.76 216 85.18
Standard error 0.88 3.82 2.64 4.83
Public comprehensive 1,274 95.16 995 88.16 1,270 84.41 1,275 79.48
Standard error 0.76 0.89 1.11 1.60
Private comprehensive 652 96.49 468 88.16 642 87.67 651 84.67
Standard error 0.94 1.47 1.85 1.74
Liberal arts 553 97.11 402 90.61 550 91.44 553 85.17
Standard error 0.73 2.17 1.46 2.76
Public two-year 5/ 848 96.12 646 91.02 839 88.52 837 88.28
Standard error 0.74 1.00 1.35 1.39
Other 6/ 161 98.67 147 91.86 161 91.124 159 93.36
Standard error 0.86 2.81 2.61 2.36
Four-year institutions 5,166 95.75 3,979 £8.87 5,125 87.82 5,174 82.74
Standari erroz 0.29 0.78 0.55 0.91
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 229 97.84 206 92.25 228 89.82 229 t .38
Standard error 1.21 2.52 1.72 2.43
Business 228 94.57 206 84.91 226 83.44 228 79.93
Standard error 1.44 2.99 2.58 3.02
Education 483 94.17 442 89.16 479 83.80 (1.1} 84.64
Standard error e.96 1.19 1.71 2.63
Engineering 185 95.91 177 94.35 184 85.52 185 84.78
Standard srror 0.97 1.64 4.37 2.09
Fine arts 363 96.13 322 88.59 ass 87.85 361 74.88
Standard error 1.44 1.81 2.19 2.81
Health sciences 439 94.98 390 83.37 425 89.09 450 ~8.33
Standard error 1.18 3.10 2.07 2.15
Bumanities 1,87C 96.99 1,093 89... 1,864 89.15 1,868 82.10
Stancard error 0.45 1.20 0.94 1.1%
Natural sciences 625 93.80 523 93.24 619 88.45 625 83.96
Standarc error 0.97 1.12 0.90 1.89
Social sciences 348 96.54 279 89.55 38 9.50 349 75.72
Standard error 1.22 1.75 1.69 2.78
Other fields 396 98.23 sl 90. 44 394 87.51 395 81.92
Standard error 0.60 2.21 1.95 2.37
{continues)

1/ Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied" or "very satisfied"; responses yere based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "gomevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”
2/ All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by the U.S. Department of Education.
3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
4/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions c'=ssified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialised medical schools.
5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a

reliable estimate.

6/ Religlous and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the

doctorate.

SOURCE:
Postsecondary Paculty."
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Table B.5.1-~Percentage of full-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimeneions of

Q

their job, by type and control of inntitution and department program area:

Fall 1987 (continusd)

Overall raputatlon

My Job here oversll —of the insticution_ | My worl load
Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Parcent |Respondentz | Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent
Y ) 1/ ( % mmm_m.l_u__(mmm_y_
All institutions 2/ 6,264 85.22 6,209 84.03 6,257 77.57 6, 256 72.83
Standard error 0.76 0.83 1.08 0.67
By type and control
Public research 1,284 85.06 1,274 87.12 1,281 81.12 1,281 76.18
Standard ersor 1.61 1.47 2.30 1.59
Private research 429 88.21 424 78.84 428 90.85 428 78.76
Standard erro~ 2.91 3.27 2.3 2.9
Public doctoral 3/ 771 81.87 765 81.41 769 68.68 770 71.24
Standard error 2,35 2.34 3.46 2.04
Private doctoral A&/ 216 85.82 214 81.39 216 80.35 216 80.59
Standard error 4,13 8.07 7.26 3.53
Public comprehensiv: 1,275 81.72 1,264 83.82 1,275 69.04 1,275 64 .84
Standard e.ror 1.45 1.38 2.38 2.09
Private comprehensive 653 84.26 643 84.32 652 74.56 651 66.89
“tandard error 2.60 2.46 4.26 2.50
Liberas arts 554 84.80 549 82.26 554 78.25 554 63.84
Standard error 1.73 3.0 2,91 3.40
Public two-year 5/ 848 90.3¢ 843 87.25 848 81.80 847 78.92
Standard error 1.27 1.07 2.34 1.43
Other 6/ 162 85.27 162 79.11 162 76.34 162 75.85
Standard error 2.02 3.56 3.39 4.52
Four-year institutions 5,182 84.05 5,133 83.55 5,175 76.43 5,178 71.07
Standard error 0.84 1.07 1.18 0.70
By program ares
Agriculture and
home economics 230 90.22 229 82.32 230 83.46 230 76.93
Standard error 2.67 3.13 3 89 3.62
Business 228 83.37 225 77.72 228 82.88 228 75.77
Standard error 3.38 i.s2 2.20 2.76
Education 484 85.45 481 81.95 485 81.49 483 68.42
Standard error 1,37 2,15 2.73 2.60
Engineering 185 83.97 183 85.64 185 77.04 184 73.17
Standard error 3.87 3.09 3.60 3.9
Fine arts 363 76.37 360 80.15 361 67.65 363 64.53
Standard arrc. 3.12 2.4 3.36 1.92
Health sr'-nces 449 90.42 (1Y} 81.43 AAS 85.08 448 77.16
Standard error 2,13 3.72 2.31 1.96
Humanities 1,870 81.76 1,855 84.90 1,869 7:.89 1,86¢ 62.87
Stand.rd error 1.15 0.88 1,67 1,13
Natural sciences 625 81,31 618 8a.-2 624 70.48 623 71.71
Standar! ¢ xror 1.46 1,32 3.26 2.18
Sc:ial sciences 349 82.30 36 88.97 349 66.39 8 65.99
Standard error 2.16 1.73 2.16 2.84
Other fields 399 83,06 39 85.38 398 79.49 399 72.87
Staniard ezror 1.67 1.83 2,12 2.94
(continues)

1/ Parcentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfled™; responses were basad on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,"” "somewhat dissstisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfiad."
2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.5. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher dagree
and whose accreditation at the highsr aducation level is recognized by the U.5. Department of Education.
3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnagie Foundation as speclalized medical schools.
4/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carneg! : Foundation as specialized medicsl schools.
5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few casas for a

reliable estimate.

6/ Religious and other zgecialized inscitutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the

doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of

Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.5.1--Percentage of full-tims regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with vsrious dimensions of
their job, by type and control of imstitution and department program area: Fall 1987 (continued)

Institutional
mission or

Quelity of graduate
student1 vhom I have

Authority to make
decisions sbout other

Time available for
vorking wvith student

osophy w— taught here | sspects of my job
Type and coutrel of
institution, and Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent
| (upweighted) 1/ ( 1/ ( hted)
All institutions 2/ 6,188 74.39 3,639 78.95 6,181 75.60 6,182 78.60
Standard error 1.22 1.21 0.80 0.79
By type and control
Public research 1,253 68.71 1,190 79.26 1,262 78.50 1,261 77.58
Standard error 2.44 1.53 1.64 2.17
Private research 413 78.74 ag%o 85.64 423 81.41 420 €3.46
Standard error 2.98 3.63 3.14 2.70
Pub.ic doctoral 3/ 765 65.11 641 76.48 763 72.46 756 75.83
Standard error 4.11 2.9 1.90 1.76
Private doctoral &/ 213 77.55 165 82.83 214 81.60 214 84.65
Standard error 5.01 6.85 3.55 4.02
Public comprehensive 1,270 67.92 783 71.67 1,262 73.92 1,264 76.91
Standard error 2.27 3.16 1.3 1.18
Private comprehensive 648 81.08 250 75.39 6hé 76.01 645 80.46
Standard error 2.12 1.81 3.08 2.03
Liberal arts 554 84.89 54 92.49 544 79.42 551 79.31
Standard error 2.61 4.64 2.81 3.07
Public two-year 5/ 839 81.66 61 95.03 841 70.20 841 77.94%
Standard error 2.65 2.74 1.80 1.35
Other 6/ 162 76.05 94 87.39 160 76.40 160 81.96
Standard error 2.93 5.41 4.68 2.80
Four-year institutions 5,116 72.38 3,473 78.20 5,112 76.86 5,111 78.64
Standard error 1.30 1.27 0.77 0.80
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 228 81.22 185 79.90 229 84.16 229 79.21
Standard error 3.61 3.56 3.24 3.27
Business 225 72.10 162 71.36 224 76.86 224 79.72
Standard error 3.3 4.25 2.98 2.28
Education 481 76.35 396 84.56 482 74.04 480 73.51
Standard error 2.37 1.43 2.19 2.55
Engineering 184 67.45 149 72.30 184 76.49 183 77.19
Standard error 2.60 3.34 2.96 2.95
Fine arts 359 65.70 204 69.45 360 69.20 359 73.49
Standard err - 2.73 4,36 2.51 2.38
Health sciences 441 80.71 as3 88.78 447 76.98 435 80.19
Standard error 2.49 218 1.57 1.91
Humanitias 1,843 70.15 1,2.9 72 51 1,832 77.12 1,844 80.33
Standard error 1.81 1.53 1.46 1.14
Natural sciences 616 67.43 420 74.80 615 78.78 619 80.00
Standard error 3.12 3.10 1.82 2.05
Social sciences 345 62.81 250 70.05 k1Y) 76.34 345 75.93
Standard error 2.16 2.96 3.22 1.93
Other fields 394 76.59 235 79.01 394 78.29 393 80 18
Standard error 3.52 2.0 2.63 1.98
(continues)

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"
dissatisf'ed,” "somewhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,

2/ All acoredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.)

ard vhose acecreditation at the higher education level 1is recognised by the U.S.

3/ Includes publicly

4/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions classified b
5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are

reliable estimate.

6/ Religious and cther specialised institutions, except medical,

doctorate.
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Teble B.5.1-~Percentege of full-time reguler feculty * ware somevhat or very setisfied vith verious dimensions of
their job, by type and control of instit «nd ¢)jpertment program eree: Feli 1987 (continued)

Spouse employment Required mix of Quality of Spirit of
opportunities in teecking, service, leadership in my cooperetion among
--and administration | depertment/prosr utiol

Type and control of

institution, and Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent

) 1/ (
All institutions 2/ 4,068 73.17 6,087 71.55 6,169 69.48 6,241 69.86
Standard error 1.39 0.86 0.7€ 1.08
By type and control
Public reseerch 871 67.21 1,265 74.05 1,270 68.80 1,275 70.00
Standard error 3.2 1.70 2.04 2.66
Privete reseerch 281 79.25 424 77.11 424 69.59 425 73.05
Standard error 5.31 3.21 2.96 3.52
Public doctorel 3/ 519 69.25 762 66.48 763 63.61 766 68.96
Standard error 4.26 2.04 2.12 2.21
Privete doctorel &/ 134 73.81 213 7%.12 208 65.74 216 66.60
Standard error 7.67 3.06 5.31 6.33
Public comprehensive 824 69.52 1,258 63.52 1,265 65.11 1,273 60.10
Standard error 3.25 2.12 2,12 2.07
Privete comprehensive 410 78.37 638 67.24 64", 73.90 653 69.11
Standard error 3.25 3.07 2,36 2,06
Liberel erts aso 71.23 545 66.49 532 73.29 553 76.51
Standard error 3.86 3.33 1,95 2.3
Public two-year 5/ 539 79.54 762 80.44 842 74.75 847 764.99
Standard error 2.26 2,28 1,94 1.95
Other 6/ 101 89.66 156 71.51 157 73.70 161 77.63
Standard error 4.87 3.40 4.37 4 48
Four-yeer institutions 3,389 71.01 5,105 €9.60 5,103 67.97 5,161 68.11
Standard error 1.79 0.96 1.00 1.28

By program erese
Agriculture and

home economics 161 74.42 228 76.00 227 69.71 230 79.34
Standard error 4.88 3.8 3.94 2.80
Business 149 68.07 222 68.50 228 69.54 228 59.12
Standard error 4.31 3.70 2.95 3.36
Education 320 76.01 478 66.02 482 67.17 484 63,92
Standey * error 3.05 2,33 2.59 2,19
Engineering 124 64.27 183 73.40 184 69.51 184 68.38
Standard error 5.82 3.72 4,22 4.56
Fine erts 228 73.86 360 68.01 356 61.14 362 62.43
Standsrd error 4,12 3.55 3.22 2.96
Heelth sciences 284 76.75 (YY) 72.12 (YY) 68.05 448 75.79
Standard error 4.14 1.78 3.16 2,75
Humanities 1,183 69.38 1,837 64,04 1,838 69.47 1,859 68.14
Standerd error 1.77 1,53 1.05 1,68
Neturel sciences 439 68.41 616 72,21 613 €7.36 624 68.76
Standerd error 3.52 1.81 215 2.55
Sociel sciences 241 67.19 345 67.05 3'8 67.98 348 59.86
Standard error 3.76 3.12 2.47 3.55
Other fields 260 69.52 392 70.03 393 69.22 394 68.58
Standard error 3.56 3.00 2.94 2,65
(continues)

1/ Percentege who seid "somevhat setisfied" or "very setisfied”: resporses wsis besed on a four-point scele of "very
dissetisfied,” "somewhat dissetisfied,” "somewiyt setisfied,” and "very setisfied.”

2/ All eccredited, norproprietery U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant e two-yeer (A.A.) or aigher degree
and vhose eccreditetion et the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education,

3/ Includes publicly controlled insticutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundetion es specielized medicel schools.

4/ 1Includes privetely controlls’ institutions clessified by the Cernegie Foundetion es specielizad medicel schools.

5/ Respondents from privete two- veer colleages ere included only in "ell institutions” becsuse of too few cases for e
relieble estimate.

6/ Religious and other specislized institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the bechelor to the
doctorete.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educetion, National Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 National Surwiy of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.5.1--Percentage of full-tize regular faculty who ware somewhat or very satisfied with various di :nsions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (cortinued)
Quality of
My benefits, undergraduates wvhom Quality of Opportunity for my
sanerally I A
Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Perceat [Respondenta | Percent |[Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent
1/ ( j(unveighted)! 1/
All institutions 2/ 6,249 76.49 5,897 66.89 6,063 68.36 5,329 69.10
Standard error 0.98 1.00 0.72 1.40
By type and control
Public resesarch 1,283 77.13 1,175 70.82 3,244 67.71 1,079 72.00
Standazrd error 2 84 1.96 2.60 2.59
Private research 428 79.72 68 76.84 403 72.95 361 73.37
Standard error 2.65 6.42 2.83 4.27
Public doctoral 3/ 769 73.13 713 66.30 758 63.27 671 68.85
Standard error 2.69 3.02 3.09 3.12
Private doctoral &/ 216 79.05 193 76.05 205 76.41 192 73.84
Standard error 4.93 5.58 7.04 A7
Public comprehensive 1,276 76.33 1,252 59.00 1,256 61.49 1,123 63.97
Standard error 2.29 1.81 1.56 2,26
Private comprehensive 648 66.61 643 67.46 635 62.70 572 71.84
Standard error 3.23 2.56 2.65 1.9y
Liberal arts 550 72.45 550 68.96 535 75.15 475 74.41
Standard error 3.50 3.42 2.22 3.74
Public tvo-year 5/ 549 81.05 811 ' .87 820 74.69 664 64.39
Standard error 2.06 2.47 2.11 2.41
Other 6/ 161 81.81 123 69.0° 148 71.71 134 73 65
Standard error 2.05 5.44 4.99 4.42
Four-year institutions 5,170 75.29 4,894 67.34 5,036 66.84 4,473 70.00
Standard error 1.01 0.87 0.87 1.61
By program area
Agricvlture and
home economics 230 82.33 223 63.89 227 82.09 211 77.64
Standard error 3.28 4.53 3.36 2.75
Business 228 70.62 219 66.97 221 55.26 205 67.75
Standard error 3.73 3.03 .n A77
Education 485 72.75 427 80.70 A70 67.44 430 62.45
Standard error 2.42 . 2.26 2.32
Engineering 185 81.61 185 73.43 183 67.26 155 67.57
Standard error 3.47 5.01 4.10 4.06
Fine arts 362 76.88 358 59.08 asa 63.22 316 70.55
Standard error 2.23 2.9 A A7 2.12
Health sciences 448 78.79 318 81.28 430 78.00 400 72.81
Standard eiror 2.11 2.97 2.64 3.76
Humanities 1,862 73.78 1,862 60.25 1,824 66.29 1,578 70.15
Standard error 2.14 1.74 1.37 1.97
Natural sclences 623 73.52 605 62.32 602 61.33 536 70.13
Standard error 2.55 2.30 2.69 2.36
Social sciences 349 71.62 an 58.41 k158 58.15 293 72.28
Standard error 2.35 3.62 3.06 4.07
Other fields 398 75.10 366 69.57 388 67.25 349 67.05
Standard error 2.55 2.56 2.46 4.02
{continues)
1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ ALl accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or highe: degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recoguizsd by the U.S. Department of Education.
3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
4/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carneg.e Poundation as specialized medical schoc 3.
5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for .
reliable gstimate.
6/ Religious and other spscialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from ti. bachelor to the
doctorats.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Ccnter for Ednucation Statistics, "1988 Naticnal Survey of
Postrecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty who were sorewhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of

thelir job, by type and conirol of institution and department program area:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Availability of
support services and

Interdepartmental
cooperation at this

Teaching assistance

Quality of unjon
leadership at this

__mu.mT.M_ —that I receive | institution
Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent
U lcunversheoad| 3/ [cunvesshrenr] 3 (mmm_l_u_
AlL: institutions 2/ 6,249 59.71 6,169 62.62 4,126 60.48 1,842 61.08
Standard error 1.14 0.87 1.38 2.24
By type and control
Public research 1,283 61.53 1,262 63.20 1,020 67.99 292 49.82
Standaxd error 1.41 2.53 1.64 7.30
Private research 424 62.41 422 68.33 337 71.70 - --
Standard error 3.3% .75 4.46 --
Public doctoral 3/ 769 57.19 756 60.73 573 56.97 143 61.27
Standard error 2.08 2.14 2.95 10.60
Private doctorxal &/ 215 59.14 213 56.65 159 71.88 - -
Standard error 9.45 3.89 6.20 -
Public comprehensive 1,274 50.15 1,262 52.98 868 45.97 628 59.46
Standard error 1.93 2.20 3.3 2.92
Private comprehensive 650 59.35 646 63.68 372 58.24 65 43.37
Standard error 3.19 2.54 3.93 7.30
Liberal arts 554 67.06 548 67.32 268 59.97 88 79.15
Standard error 2.68 4.06 4.22 5.93
Public two-year 5/ 847 66.47 841 68.16 393 60.50 552 65.79
Standard error 2.21 1.49 3.12 3.67
Other 6/ 162 51.21 154 66.68 108 66.21 -- --
Standard error 5.92 6.44 7.02 --
Four-year institutions 5,169 58.43 5,109 60.95 3,597 60.39 1,251 58.51
Standard error 1.26 1.10 1.47 2.46
By program arsa
Agriculture and
home economics 230 57.11 229 73.25 180 59.86 59 66.37
Standard error 3.67 1.76 4.37 9.01
Business 228 63.12 225 52.67 183 60.28 A9 51.62
Standard error 3,87 3.23 4.10 7.78
Education 484 61. 44 478 55.79 361 55.72 128 75.10
Standard error 2.20 1.78 3.47 4.93
Enginsering 185 55.47 185 63.98 164 62.99 40 57.24
Standard error 4.07 3.74 3.17 6.29
Fine arts 363 43.63 as9 54.59 231 46.57 9 51.81
Standard error 3.13 3.02 3.39 6.69
Health sclences 448 59.72 AAS 69.47 300 67.56 63 64.90
Standard error 2.61 3.00 3.60 12.33
Humanities 1,863 59.85 1,235 59.18 1,123 54.31 500 66.98
Standard error 1.96 1.77 2.66 2.41
Natural sclences 621 58. 47 615 61.62 510 64.55 144 4,33
Standard srror 2.01 2.96 2.28 4. 54
Social sclences 348 57.32 33 50.89 272 56.43 94 56.56
Standard error 3.84 2.66 3.69 7.52
Other fields 399 60.95 395 62.33 273 59.65 80 52.95
Standard error 2.93 2.78 2.85 4.80
_(continues)

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/

dissatisfied," "somewhat dissatisfied," "somewvhat satisfied," and "very satisfied."

2/

Parcentage who sald "somewhat satisfied" or "very sstisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scale of “rery

All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher dJegree

and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is rxecognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

3/
4
5/
reliable estimate.
6/
doctorate.

SOURCE :
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegi¢ roundation as speclalized medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as spec..lized medical schools.
Respondents from private two-gear colleges are included only in "all institutions" because of too few cascs for a

Religious and other speclalized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
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Table B.5.1--Percentage of full-time regular faculty vho were somevhat oz very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program area:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Quality of chief Relationship between
administrative administration and
—officers st campus faculty My EY
Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent
1/ ( 1l (
All institutions 2/ 6,232 57.12 6,233 54.37 6,249 58.25
Standard error 1.08 1.47 1.08
By type and control
Public research 1,273 53.17 1,272 54.67 1,285 59.97
Standard error 3.61 3.23 2.5
Private research 423 59.04 421 57.77 427 59.49
Standard error 4.33 4.03 4.34
Public doctoral 3/ 165 57.94 769 56.32 770 53.68
Standard error 3.33 2.52 3.72
Private doctoral &/ 214 71.5¢ 212 51.43 216 57.97
Standard error 10.17 6.69 10.43
Public comprehensive 1,274 51.711 1,273 50.66 1,276 56.28
Standard error 3.17 3.5 2.11
Private comprehensive 651 56.18 650 50.73 647 48.95
Standard error 2.93 2.68 2.96
Liberal arts 554 64.97 554 62.04 549 53.53
Standard error 4.12 4.70 4.27
Public two-year S/ 846 58.25 848 53.85 848 66.14
Standard error 2.62 2.45 2.11
Other 6/ 161 59.73 162 55.17 162 57.68
Standard error 5.83 5.42 4.97
Four-year institutions 5,154 56.66 5,15 S54.44 5,170 56.32
Standard error 1.46 1.82 1.21
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 230 62.73 230 64.83 230 65.48
Standard error 6.05 3.70 4.17
Business 224 59.76 228 60.62 228 53
Standard error 4.34 4.11 y 2
Education 484 55.47 480 55.56 485 b 45
Standsrd error 2.78 2.79 .87
Engineering 183 56.77 185 54.83 185 67.40
Standard error 4.25 4,41 2.67
Fine arts 362 55.34 360 £1.79 362 46.42
Standard error 2.05 2.69 2.81
Health scienc 443 66.28 446 60.49 448 64.09
Standa 3.32 2.73 3.45
Humaniti. 1,863 53.17 1,856 48.63 1,863 54.13
Standard er:or 2.07 2.45 1.92
Natural sciences 621 48.50 620 48.66 622 54.51
Standard crror 1.98 2.84 2.08
Social sciences 346 49.20 348 48.94 349 52.56
Standard error 3.29 4.07 2.89
Other fields 398 59.23 398 57.31 398 55.45
Standard error 2.83 3.50 3.80
—{continues)

1/
2/
3/
4/
5/

6/

SOURCE:

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Percentage who said "somewhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses were based on & four-point scale of “very
dissatisiied,” "somewhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degrse
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.
Includes publicly controlled inrtitutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialised medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Poundation as specialized medicai schools.

Respondents from private two-year colls3es are included enly in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a

reliable estimate.

Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the backelor to the

doctorave.

Postsecondary Faculty."”
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Teble B.5.1--Percentege of full-time reguler feculty who were somevhat or very setisfied with verious dimensions of
th sir job, by type and control of institution and depertment program eree: Fell 1987 (concluded)
Quality of
resesrch fecilities Reseerch essistance
Type and control of
institution, and Respoerndents | Percent |Raspondents | Percent
DILORTAD ares weishted) A1/ | (unveight 1/
All institutions 2/ 5,401 53.61 3,783 50.13
Standard error 1.46 1.74
By type and control
Public reseerch 1,233 65.29 1,028 59.74
ftanderd error 2.21 2.09
Privete reseerch 407 68.53 314 €5.80
Standerd error 5.11 6.68
Public doctorel 3/ 735 54.07 563 48.99
Standard error 2.50 3.98
Private doctoral 4/ 2:1 64.79 170 53.52
Standard error 3.35 5.45
Public comprehensive 1,176 37.48 843 36.38
Standard error 2.86 3.35
Private comprehensive 577 43.00 ase 43.27
Standazd error 3.77 4.05
Liberel erts 484 51.66 241 45.70
Standard error 3.07 5.00
Public twvo-yeer 5/ 415 53.28 166 Ah.14
Standard error 2.9 5.05
Other 6/ 132 47.06 85 41.47
Standard error 4.94 6.20
Four-yeer institutions 4,823 53.99 3,518 50.86
Standard error 1.66 1.79
By program aree
Agriculture and
home economics 209 56.30 177 56.21
Standard error 6.16 6.85
Business 213 5.2.90 178 45.73
Standard error 4.00 &. 44
Education 439 49.13 348 45.15
Standard error 3.26 2.19
Enginsering 169 46.94 150 52.74
Standard error 3.53 4.32
Fine erts 328 40.29 197 40.34
Standard error 3.50 3.02
Health sciences 421 64.85 327 56.07
Standard error 2.44 3.58
Humanities 1,785 50.39 1,176 46.48
Standard error 1.82 1.70
Neturel sciences 575 54.74 420 54.25
Standard error 3.03 3.17
Sociel sciences 335 51.84 290 51.83
Standard error 2.57 5.21
Other fields 349 52.58 255 47.84
Standard error 3.88 4.54
1/ Percentage who seid "somevhat setisfied” or "very setisfied"; responses wers bez-4 on e four-point scele of "very
dissetisfied,” “"gomewhat dissetisfied,” "somewhat setisfied," and "very setisfied.”
2/ All accradited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondery institutions that grant e two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditetion at the higher educetion level ia reaognised by the U.S. Department of Education.
3/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by tk carnegie Poundation es spPecieliaed medicel schools.
4/ Includes privately ccntrolled institutions clessified by the Carnegie Foundation es specielised medicel schools.
5/ Respondenta from private two-yeer colleges ere included only in "ell institutions” beceuse of too few ceses for a
relieble estimate.
6/ Religious and other specialised institutions, except medicel, that offer degrees ranging from the bechelor to the
doctorete.
SOURCE: Y.S. Depertment of Educetiuvn, Netional Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.5.2--Parcentage .. . “-time regular faculty who were somewvhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by typu w.. -ntrol of institution and department program area: Fall 1987

Authority I have to Acthority I have to Quality of
cake decisions about Freedom to do make decisions about collesgues in my

—<content of courses consulting | what courses I teach |_department/program
Type and control of
institution, and Respondants | Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent
department program area | (unveighted 1/ ( ted) 1/ (unweighted 1/ {(unve 'ghted
All institutions 2/ 1,104 92.54 673 97.18 938 75.94 1,091 90.20
Standard error 0.90 1.10 2.19 1.52
By type and control
Public research 97 90.70 70 97.87 87 70.69 102 85.86
Standard error 4.16 2.15 6.74 5,38
Private research 64 88.44 42 99.85 55 77.70 61 95.95
Standard error 4.63 0.14 6.78 3.26
Public doctoral 3/ 92 83,80 58 96.14 75 87.51 93 89,54
Standard error 7.97 3.25 3.06 3.79
Private doctoral &/ 35 85.59 - - -- - 36 100.00
Standard error 7.72 -- - 0.00
Public comprebensive 229 96.34 132 100.00 198 69.23 229 88.35
Standard error 1.11 .00 5.29 4.53
Private comprehensive 104 91.18 60 98.56 96 83.07 101 90.47
Standard error 4.91 1.54 6.56 5.12
Liberal arts 110 94.39 67 99.45 88 85.44 111 82.05
Standard error 3.88 0.71 5.09 7.46
Public two-year 5/ 290 92.95 162 94.27 236 76.16 279 89.58
Stancard error ?.e2 2.58 4.39 2.55
Other 6/ 55 96.75 42 99.80 48 64.75 53 97.02
Standard error 2.84 0.30 12.05 2.65
Four-year institutions 731 91.31 449 99.09 628 77.28 733 89.67
Standard error 1.40 0.35 2.42 1.99

By program area
Agriculture and

home economics - - - - - - - --
Standard error -- -- -- k)] 98.28
Business 32 97.39 - -- - -~ -- 1.98
Standard error 2.9 -- -- --
Education 7o 93.32 43 96.60 59 80.36 79 89.58
Standard error 4.43 2 28 8.86 4.0%
Engineering -- -- -- -- -- -- - --
Standard error - - - -
Fine arts 76 97.19 51 98.68 65 66.80 76 87.36
Standard error 2.70 1.61 6.09 5.59
Health gciences 60 81.60 AS 98.86 35 73.41 70 92.92
Standard error 6.15 1.73 9.06 3.35
Humanities 265 88.70 i41 98.07 233 69.95 264 84.99
Standard error 2.22 1.43 5.15 2.62
Natural sciences 53 95.25 40 100.00 46 82.70 52 92.78
Standard error 4.15 0.00 6.89 6.16
Social sciences as 95.76 - - -- -- k1) 81.41
Standard error 3.07 -- - 15.38
Other fields 80 92.99 52 99.06 73 83.15 77 86.40
Standard error 3.39 1.12 4.40 5.35

{eontinues)

- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses were ° ‘ed on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somewhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisi "

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.5. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degrees
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions" because of too few cases for a
reliable estimats.

6/ Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
dogtorats.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.5.2--Perceutage of part-time regular faculty vho wers somevwhat or very satisfied with various dir asions of

their job, by type and control of institntion and department program area:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Overall reputation

—of the ir-titution _M:L'.Leﬂ_
Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent |Respundents | Percent |R2sponden s | Percent
| (unweighted) 3/ (unveighted) 1/ (unwou.hud)l 1/
All institutions 2/ 1,132 89.09 939 56.25 1,124 89.47 1,086 86.56
Standard error 0.97 2.61 1.49 1.91
By type and control
Puhlic research 103 91.38 89 56.55 103 83.30 100 91.59
Standard error 3.94 10.60 6.57 2.99
Private research 64 94.81 55 70.02 64 98.69 62 94.08
Standard error 6.06 13.10 1.39 6.85
Public doctoral 3/ 95 79.51 85 55.06 92 89.54 92 91.78
Standard error 8.38 4.70 4.43 3.05
Private doctoral &/ 36 90.95 32 69.80 36 93.45 k1 89.81
Standard error 7.2 12.11 9.82 7.49
Public comprehensive 238 85.5. 202 40.68 235 89.13 224 82.70
Standard error 1.95 6.91 2.20 3.52
Private comprehensive 109 92.41 78 58.40 107 88.30 102 89.44
Standard error 4.25 8.03 3.93 4.08
Liberal arts 111 84.14 91 56.84 111 77.50 109 88.07
Standard errox 3.56 11.53 5,33 5.28
Public two-year 5/ 297 91.25 242 59.16 293 92.86 279 86.88
Standard error 1.45 .n 1.82 3.38
Other 6/ 54 79.94 (1) 39.74 55 78.76 56 70.74
Standard error 10.68 11.31 10.27 11.31
Four-year institutions 753 88.03 632 55.60 748 88.04 725 88.54
St andard error 0.80 3.44 1.60 2.14
By program area
Agriculture and
home e Jnomics -- - - - -- - - --
Standard error - - -- -
Business 3 100.00 - - 3 98.99 32 96.95
Standard error 0.00 12.73 1.41 4.02
Education 83 94.20 58 55.82 80 90.48 79 91.72
Standard erro- 2.80 9.09 6.13 3.76
Engineering -- -- - - -- - -- --
Standard error - - .- -
Fine arts 76 77.97 66 47.16 77 83.89 71 67.70
Standard error 4.74 9.17 3.18 7.36
Health sciences 69 91.71 59 74.56 70 87.09 67 93.81
Standard error 5.72 7.45 4.63 4.07
Humanities 267 74.67 230 35.84 267 84.54 264 82.19
Standard error 3.9 4,65 3.9 3.26
Natural sciences 55 91,98 A5 50.66 55 82.15 47 94.81
Standard error 3.22 10.58 7.713 5.63
Social sciences k1] 89.81 - -- 37 96.32 37 86.32
Standard error 4.56 -- 2.54 6.98
Other £fields 81 88.92 75 51.98 78 88.57 78 88.63
Standard error 4.98 7.98 5.61 4.95
(continues)

== Too few cases for s reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage who s.id "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses vere based on a four-point scale of “very
dissatisfir " " "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."
2/ All accred..ed, nonproprietary U.S. postsscondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degres
and vhose accreditatiou at the higher education level is recognised by ths U.S. Department of Education.
3/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
4/ 1Includes privately controlled institutions classified by 1he Carnegie Foundation as specialised medical schools.
5/ Raspondents from private two-year colleges are included oaly in "all institutions” because of too fev cases for a

‘reliable estimate.

6/ Religlous and other specialised institutions, sxcept medical, that offer degrses ranging from the bachelor to ths

doctorate.

SOURCE:

Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Tabdle B.5.2--Perceantage of part-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with varicus dimensions of
their job, by typ» and control ot institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (continued)

Institutional Quality of graduate Authority to make Time available for
mission or students vhom I have | decisions about other working with student

—aspects of 7@ Job

Type and control of

institut.on, and Faspondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent [Respondents
~SIDaxtuent progiem sres . ‘unveigh: mnm_a._mmml_u_
All institutions 2/ 1,077 86.26 335 90.35 847 73.70 902 69.27
Standard erznr 1.11 2.40 2.36 2.33
By type and comtrol
Public research 97 72.14 65 87.20 85 70.79 97 81.88
Standard error 5.40 5.28 7.16 .94
Private rosearch 61 81.93 3 98.94 52 79.96 53 83.42
Standurd error 6.40 2.57 7 16 6.77
Publio doctoral 3/ 89 76.80 -- - 71 70.69 74 57.18
Standard error 8.26 - 10.68 12.19
Private dnrotoral 4/ 34 80.12 - - - -- -- --
Standard error 9.97 - - ~
Public comprehensiv- 221 78.87 61 86.50 169 67.35 182 70.97
Standard errer 4.05 4.75 6.73 8.55
Private comprehensive 103 85.29 3 90.65 76 75.46 79 74.68
Standard error 3.76 7.23 6.46 5.86
Liberal arts 110 83.59 - -- 81 70.03 86 73.41
Standard erzor 5.33 -- 6.12 8.63
Public two-year 5/ 281 91.66 54 87.17 220 77.03 221 68.04
Standard error 1.50 6.32 4.22 4.31
Cther 6/ 54 91.13 3 88.19 (1} 55.7% A9 59.37
Standard error 5.67 7.65 13.06 11.72
Four-year {nstitutions 715 79.85 246 91.93 561 72.61 606 71.23
Standard ¢rror 2.07 1.38 3.05 2.89

By program area

Agriculture and
homs economics -- -- -- - - - - —

Standard ¢rror .- - .- -~
Business 3, 100.00 - - - - - -
Standard errecr 0.00 -- -- -~
Educa-ion 77 91.51 43 91.52 58 83.16 55 75.61
Standard error 4.31 3.98 3.77 6.05
Engine.ring - -- -- -- - -- .- --
Standard error 11.81 -- -- --
Fine arts 73 72,25 - - 66 60.53 61 71.66
Standard error 5.50 -- 7.78 5.62
Health gciences 69 75.16 36 98.61 52 70.92 59 63.55
Standard erxor 5.52 1.75 8.94 10.43
Rumanities 253 84.02 54 84.62 208 71.61 235 76.92
Standard error 3.49 7.30 5.14 3.92
Natursl seciences 52 69.79 -- -- 34 64.94 A0 90.32
Standard error 8.65 - 15.24 5.49
Social sclences 34 76.80 - - -- - -- --
Standard error 16.36 -- -- --
veaer fields 75 £2.36 - - 61 80.71 62 67.30
Standard error 2.75 -- 7.07 6.92

(continues)

1/
2/
3/
&/
5/

6/

Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

Percentnge vho said "somevhat satisfied” ~r "very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfie* " "somewhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfled."

Aill accredi- ~ p~ droprietary U.S. postsecondary ins tucions that grant a two-year (A.A.) ~r higher degree

and whose accred! .ion at the higher education level ir recognised by the U.S. Depar«ment ¢i Education.

Includes publicly controlled inst:tutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation a1 sp.cialized medical schools.
Includes privately controlled institutions clasalfied by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
Respondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for a
reliable gstimate.

Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Depaiian..t of Education, National Cente- for Education Statistics, "1988 Nationsl Survey of
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Table B.5.2--Percentage of part-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied vith verious dimensions of
their Job, by type and control of institution and department program aree: Fall 1987 (continued)

S, se employment Required mix of Quality of Spirit of
opportunities in teeching, service, leadership in my cooperation among

_and administrstion | __departmen:/proxram | i faculty

Type and control of

institution, and Respondents | Pe t |Re dents | Pe t

¥

| (unveighted) il funveighted)] 1/

All institutions 2/ 513 80.88 627 84.33 1,105 77.51 1,042 84.54
Standard error 2.66 2.62 1.73 1.66
By type and control
Public reseerch 54 83.95 78 82.60 101 68.52 96 63.79
Standerd error 6.76 5.36 7.33 5.25
Private resserch -- -- 40 84.59 61 79.52 60 82.0%
Standard error -- 6.87 7.96 9.37
Pubiic doctoral 3/ (Y 72.42 52 83.02 95 67.36 88 66.94
S’.anderd erro~ 10.07 8.12 7.69 9.02
Private doctoral &/ - -- -- -- s 89.18 33 94.35
Standard error - - 7.55 4.77
Public comprehensive 106 83.85 115 68.88 232 79.72 212 78.87
Standard error 4.38 10.56 1.57 3.02
Private comprehensive (1] 99.00 A9 87.43 103 83.79 98 82.39
Standard error 0.98 7.02 5.87 5.89
Liberel urts 42 74.80 66 91.78 110 71.15 109 82.98
Stinderd error 12.20 4.13 6.85 5.12
Public two-year 5/ ‘45 79.0% 151 87.73 287 79.01 265 90.86
Standard error 3.60 3.84 2.60 2.37
Other 6/ -- -- a8 75.85 54 67.88 54 79.95
Standard error - 11.87 12.11 10.83
Four-yeer ins 'itutions 327 81.81 418 82.00 737 77.43 696 79.28
Standard erivor 3.37 3.68 2.13 2.04

By program arca
Agriculture and
home economics -- -- -- - -- - - -
Standerd error -- - - --

Business -- -- -- -- a3 90.07 -- --
Standard error == -- 6.60 --
E¢ setion 31 78.04 40 81.91 79 81.21 70 86.79

Standerd error 10.53 12.35 6.01 6.87
gineering .- - - - - - - -
Standurd error - -- -- --
Fine erts -- - 48 84.96 74 59.07 71 66.19
Standard error - 5.93 9.00 5.32
Heelth sciences - -- 43 76.81 68 78.35 67 76.96
Standerd error - 4.23 10.37 6.20
Humanities 123 76.86 148 83.74 266 75.42 248 72.46
Standard error 6.07 2.711 4.05 4.26
Neturel sclencre 31 80.33 -- - 53 78.34 52 86.75
Standard er; . 7.55 -- 9.53 7.59
Sociel sciences -- -- -- -- 37 80.35 3 79.58
Standerd error - - 13.66 6.92
Other fields 35 9l.44 45 87.70 7 75.20 78 82.53
Standerd error 7.25 4.85 7.59 4.87

_ (continues)

== Too few ceses for a reliable estimate.

1/ Percentege vho seid "somevhat setisfied® or "very setisfied”; responses wers besed on e four-point scale of "very
dissetisfied," "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisiied,” and "very satisfled.”

2/ All eccredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsecondery institutions thet grert e two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
and wvhose eccreditetion at the higher educetion level is recognised by the U.S. Depertment of Education.

3/ Includes publicly controlled institutions clessified by the Cernegie Foundetion es specialized medicel schools.

4/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Cernegie -~undation es speclalized medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-yaar colleges ere inciuded only in "all institutions” beceuse of too few cases for &
relieble estimate.

6, Religious aud other specielised institutions, except medicel, that offer degrews renging from the bechelor to the
doctoret.. v

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Educetion, Netionel Center for Educetion Stetistics, "1988 Netionel Survey of
Postsecondary Feculty."
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Table B.5.2--Percantage of part-time sgular faculty vho werc somewhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (continued)

Quality of
My bens.lits, undergraduates whom Quality of Opportunity for my
— _Generally ght | _facult, le o
Type and control of
instituti.n, and Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent [Respondents | Percent
~depaztpent program sres |(unweigh »yi ( 1.1 —1f |
All institutions 2/ 789 39.94 1,063 78.28 901 80.28 750 41.05
Standard error 3.56 1.70 2.13 2.91
By type and control
Publi~ research 87 61.82 95 80.32 93 80.04 80 54.46
Standard error ©.68 7.01 6.29 7.07
Private research 54 42.49 59 64.23 51 83.30 46 45.81
Standard error 14.23 16.87 9.85 15.56
Public doctoral 3/ 76 43.30 91 64.99 80 81.62 68 36.03
Standard error 12.03 10.57 6.58 9.11
Private doctoral 4/ -- -- 32 89.15 -- -- -- --
Standard error -- 5.83 -- --
Public comprehensive 173 50.55 225 70.3¢ 18, 79.10 163 27.65
Standard error 7.03 5.85 7.36 7.15
Private comprehensive 69 w7 99 77.59 83 77.76 63 54.62
Standard error 7..3 7.87 A.43 9.57
Liberal arts 76 31.07 112 78.88 85 79.98 69 40.88
Standard error 9.6 4 61 4.00 7.31
Public two-year 5/ 179 32.80 279 79.92 233 5.15 182 40.33
Standard error 5.60 3.19 3.72 4.40
Other 6/ 37 32.43 A3 88.79 42 57.95 37 36.49
Standard nrror 10.64 6.21 15.63 17.81
Four-year institutions 554 46.75 713 75.11 604 80.89 511 41.72
Standard error 3.84 2.77 2.59 3.56
By program area
Agricuiture and
home economics -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Standard error -- - - -
Business - - 3 73.98 - - - -
Standard error -- 12.49 -- --
Education 53 56.77 69 92.84 63 76.71 43 54.52
Standard error 10.28 3.39 9.62 8.93
Engineering -- - - - - - - -
Standard error -- -- -- --
Fine arts 60 31.10 77 63.41 57 80.79 35 27.03
Standard errov 9.40 6.18 7.07 9.95
Health sciences A8 58.74 58 70.47 58 81.36 A9 56.69
Standard error 11.75 11.06 10. 44 8.63
Humani~ies 220 39.63 268 73.4¢ 224 74.62 190 33.41
Standard error 4.75 5.98 4.96 5.11
Natural sciences as 48.91 53 73.28 (1) 80.03 as 34.38
Standard error 13.34 9.75 7.89 8.19
Soclal sciences - -- as 74.68 - - - --
Standard error -- 14.52 -- --
Other fields 51 26.72 74 82.32 60 78.28 56 31.20
Standard error 9.18 2.99 6.15 8.07
{continues)

-- Too few cares for a reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; responses wers based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatirfied,” "gomewhat dirsetisfied,” "gomevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accrudited, nonpropristary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) o> higher degres
and vhose¢: accreditation at the higher nducation level 1s recognized vy the U.S. Department of Education.

3/ 1Includes publicly controlled instituti..s classified by the Carnngle PFoundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegle Foundation as specialized medical schools.

5/ Resnondents from private two-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” becsuse of toc few cases for a
reilable estimate.

6/ PFeligious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
Jdoctorate.

SOUPCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table 3.5.2--Percentage of part-time regular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied vwith various dimensions of

their job, by rype and control of institution and department program area:

Fall 1987 (continued)

Availability of
support services and

———squipment

Interdepartmental
coODerat ion at this

Teaching assistance

Quality of union
leadership at this

Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Percent Percent |Respondents | Percent
_department progras. are \ad Unwe (unveighted 1
All ‘nstitutions 2/ 1,982 68.92 928 73.01 506 73.81
Standard error 2.15 2.74 1.92
By type and control
Public research 100 68.23 90 56.95 65 90.83 - --
Standard error 5.21 5.63 6.00 --
Private research 60 68.99 56 80.97 k1 80.45 -- --
Standard error 11.87 9.11 11.76 --
Public doctoral 3/ 92 60.22 83 54.99 49 7°.30 - -
Standard error 9.18 7.61 11.13 --
Private doctoral 4/ 33 42.00 - - - -- -- --
Standard error 22.65 - - -~
Public comprehensive 223 70.48 183 71.23 85 73.07 83 80.41
Standard error 5.06 4.25 4.76 6.88
Private comprei.cnsive 101 72.01 85 66.81 41 73 47 - -~
Standard error 6.96 8.78 12.08 --
Liberal arts 109 71.23 99 67.97 48 71.64 - --
Standard error 8.09 7 7 8.95 -
Public tvo-year 5/ 286 75.35 229 79.45 132 71.49 86 74.31
Standard error 2.9 3.87 6.71 5.95
Other 6/ 50 A1 27 49 62.12 -- - - -
Standard error 16.24 13.26 - --
Four-yesr institutions 718 65.95 624 68.28 339 76.89 144 74.83
Standard error 3.19 2.72 3.19 4.75
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics -- -- - - - - - .-
Standard error -- -- - -
Business k> 81.61 - - - - - --
Standard error 11.11 - .- -
Education 79 73.23 63 80.40 3 80.02 - -
Standard error 8.19 7.68 10.54 --
Engineering - -- -— -- -- -- -- --
Standard errox - -- -- --
Fine arts 69 58.61 65 54.72 - -- - --
Standard error 7.20 5.67 -- --
Health sciences 65 57.97 65 59.51 s 84.87 -- --
Standard error 10.10 10.32 9.11 --
Huaanities 259 67.3% 222 61.76 108 63.69 51 73.51
Sta~dard error 5.13 5.63 6.92 8.51
Natural scienzes 5 74.66 42 72.73 -- - -- -
Standard error 5.10 8.85 -- --
Social sciences 36 62.43 - - - - -- -
Standard error 11.78 -- -- -
Other flelds 77 63.57 71 71.25 L1} 70.76 - .-
Srvandard error 9.10 6.42 11.09 --
(continues)

Too few casea for a relisble estimate.

1/

Percentege who said "somevhat satiufied” or "very satisfied”; responses were based on a four-poiat scale of ,"very

dissatiafied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somevhat sati.fied,” and "vary satisfied."

2/

All sccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree

and whoae accreditation at the higher education lavel is .~ecognized by the U.S§. Departme- ¢ of Education.

3/
&/
5/
reliable estimate.
6/
doctorate.

SOURCE:
Postsecondary Faculty.™
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Includea Publicly conttolled institutions classified by the Carregie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
Includea privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.
Respondents from private tvo-year colleges are included only in "all institutions” because of too fe: cases for a

Religious and other avecialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the Lachclor to the

U.S. Dapartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 Lational Survey of




Table B.5.2--Percentsge of part-time cegular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (continved)

Quality of chief Relationship between
administrative administration and
officers at gampus _ faculey My salary
Type and control of
institution, and Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent
—department program area | hted) 1f (¢ hted 1/ unweighted) 1/
Al) institutions 2/ 1,057 77.06 1,005 71.83 1,110 55.96
Standard error 1.82 2.3 2.88
By type and control
Public research 97 66.03 92 60.67 98 64.28
Standard error 6.96 6.75 10.34
Private ressarch 59 68.21 56 64.31 64 38.73
Standard error 10.09 8.58 10.69
Public doctoral 3/ 88 68.73 82 67.29 9 52.50
Standard error 8.75 8.89 7.27
Private doctoral 4/ 32 88.91 a3 72.12 33 A7.47
Standard error 9.46 8.11 19.97
Public comprehensive 209 64.99 202 66.19 232 56.49
Standard error A.14 8.97 7.46
Private comprehensive 102 85.76 93 74.43 106 46.94
Standard errosr 4.73 7.67 6.74
Liberal arts 110 74.54 107 69.78 111 46.40
Standard error 4.17 2.90 5.75
Public two-year 5/ 280 80.96 262 76.81 291 63.59
Standard error 3.19 5.26 3.04
Other 6/ 53 76.38 51 66.00 54 38.53
Standard error 11.14 15.23 9.70
F.ur-yea 1institutions 697 73.13 665 67.79 738 51.19
Standard error 2.59 3.12 4.29
By program area
Agr.culture and
home economics - - - - - -
Standard error -- - -
Business 32 81.13 3 74 80 3 53.42
Scandard error 10.68 11.65 13,46
Education 76 80.25 69 79.84 82 58 09
Standard error 6.84 7.28 9.01
Engineering - - - -- -- --
Standard error - - --
Fine arts 67 61.64 66 57.92 76 47.80
Standard error 6.60 6.91 7.13
Health sciences 66 74.98 66 65.95 63 36.58
Standard error 7.05 6.40 13.75
Humani*ies 249 64.36 237 62.52 265 45.10
Standard error 6.23 5.96 4.87
Natural sciences 50 77.63 49 71.84 54 69.96
Standard errcr 6.72 9.15 9.83
Social sciences a 68.02 -- -- kt:) 71.31
Standard error 18.02 -- 7.95
Other fields 77 73.37 75 65.43 77 41.45
Standard error 4.84 8.24 7.3

(continues)

-~ Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage who sald "somevhar satisfled" or "very satisfied"; responses were base’ on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "sonevhat dissatisfied,” "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."

2/ Al) accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a twc-year (A.A.) or higher degree
end whuse accreditation at the higher education level 1is recognized by che U.S. Department of Education.

3/ Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

4/ Includes privately controlled .nstitutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medical schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-yes. colleges are included only in "all institutions” becaure of too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

6/ Religlous and other speclalized institutions, exnept medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to the
dontorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statiscics. "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondury Faculty.”

154

El{llC 169

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Table B.5.2--Percentage of pert-time reguler faculty who were somevhat or very satisfied with various dimensions of
their job, by type and control of institution and department program area: Fall 1987 (concluded)

Quality of
research facilities Research assistance

Type and contiol of
institution. and Respondents | Percent Percent
DLog. area

All institutions 2/ 565 66.85 240 60.99
Standard error 3.09 A4S
By type and control
Public research 70 70.62 a7 72.45
Standard error 6.87 12,26
Privete research 39 65.54 -- -
Standard error 13.98 --
Public doctoral 3/ 50 58.66 -- -
Standard error 13.75 -

Private doctoral &/ -- - -- --
Standard error -- --

Public comprehensive 121 51.46 A3 35.90
Standard error 5.94 11.98
Private comprehensive 51 54.12 -- --
Standard error 12,37 --
Liberal erts 49 63.25 - --
Standard error 6.88 .-
Public two-year 5/ 123 80,97 49 76.08
Standard error 4.25 10.27
Other 6/ -—- -- -- --

Standard error -- --

Four-year institutions 400 61.16 172 55.00
Standard error 3.04 6.68

By program area
Ag-iculture and
home economics -- -- -- --
Standard error -- --

Business - -- - -
Standard error - -
Education as 55.88 - --
Standard errcr 14.77 --
Engineering - -- - -
Standard er:-or -- --
Fine arts A7 66.ud -- -
Stan rd error 8.83 --
Health sclences 36 66.03 b --
Standard error 10.65 -
Humanities 165 55.47 60 54.47
Standard error 5.14 12.39

Natural scienc-s -- - - -
Standard error - -
Social sciences - - - -
Standard error -- -
Other fields k1) 53,07 -- -
Standard error 8.99 -~

~=- Too few cases for e reliable estimate.

1/ Percentage vho said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied”; responses were based on a four-point scale of “very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accredited, nvaproprietary U.S. postsecondary institurions that grant a twvo-year (A.A.; or higher dagres
and vhose accrecitation et the higher education level is recognized by the U,S. Department of k‘ucation.

3/ 1Includes publicly controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Founda:ion as specialized rr.dical schools.

4/ Includes privetely controlled institutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as specialized medicel schools.

5/ Respondents from private two-year colleges ars included only in "all institutions” because of too few cases for s
raliable estimate.

6/ Religious and other specialized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor co the
doctorats.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment uf Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 Netional Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table 3.5.3--Percentage of full- and part-time legular faculty who were somevhat or very satisfisd with various
dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure status: Fall 1987

Authority I have to Authority I have to Quality of
make decisions sbou’ Freedom to do make decisions about colleaguea in my
383 —vwhat courses I teach
Gender and tenure Respondents | Percent |Responder:is | Percent Respondents { Percent |Respcondents
ALAtUS (4 ——21/ lCGuoveighted)! 31/ |tunw 1l
Full-time
All institutions 2/ 6,245 95.90 4,825 89.32 6,194 88.09 6,240 84.09
Standard error 0.30 0.70 0.53 0.84
By gender
Male 4,545 96.49 3,595 89.20 4,518 89.19 4,538 84.57
Standard error 0.33 0.87 0.55 0.79
Female 1,699 94.33 1,229 89.67 1,675 85.12 1,701 82.90
Standard error 0.72 1.36 1.10 1.31
By tenure status
No tenure syatem
at institution (YY) 94.24 361 87.06 438 86.87 438 90.94
Standard error 1.46 3.44 2.11 2.81
No tenure syatem
for faculty atatus/
not on tenure track 509 94.20 69 84.99 482 82.32 515 87.86
Standard error 1.45 2,68 2.09 2.03
On tenure track
but not tenured 1,276 95.28 985 85.65 1,274 84.33 1,280 80.96
Stands.d error 0.56 1.24 1.25 1.46
Tenured 4,016 96.64 3,109 91.56 3,998 90.47 4,005 83.58
Standard error 0.38 0.74 0.56 0.70
Bart-time
All institutions 2/ 1,104 92.54 673 97.18 938 75.94 1,091 90.20
Standard e~ror 0.90 1.10 2.19 1.52
By gender
Male 559 91.67 LI Y1) 97.86 469 77.76 552 89.92
Standard arror 1.78 1.43 3.1 2.48
Female 544 93.64 328 96.23 468 73.69 538 90.53
Standsrd error 1.13 1.20 3.00 1.71

{continues)

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatiafied,” "somevhat diasetisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."

2/ All aceredited, nonproprietary U.5. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and wvhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by he U.S. Department oi Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department .. Education, Nationa. Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."

Q 156

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Fall 1987 (continued)

Table 3.5.3--Percentage of full- and part-time regular faculty vho were somevhat or very satisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by gendor and tenure status:

Gender and tenure

status (

Tull-tipe

All institutions 2/
Standar. error

By gender
Male
Standard error
Female
Standard error

By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution
Standard error
No tenure system
for faculty status/

not on

tenure track

Standard error
On tenure track
but not tenured

Standard erior
Tenured

Standard errcr

Part-time

All institutions 2/
Standard error

Respondents

4,554

1,709

445

516

1,

.,

1,

285

016

132

overall

Pexcent
1/

Respondents | Percent

.80
.76
.66
.32

.43
.32

.01
.84

.14
.51
.32
.72

.09
.97

4,522 86.03
0.71
1,686 78.66
1.79

443 76.35
2.95

486 51.99
3.82

1,277 66.06
1.88

4,001 96.53
0.44

939 56.25

—of the ins!
Respondents

Overall reputation

titution

Pexcent
il

[ (unweighted)

My work ioad

Respondents | Percent

(unveighted)| 1/

4,548

1,708

446

516

1,281

4,012

1,124

76.79
1.23
79.61
1.39

77.77
2.83

88 37

75.07
1.51
76.66
1.3

4,550

1,705

445

512

1,285

4,012

1,086

74.99
0.82
67.10
1.61

72.03
3.3

79.77

1.95

68.07
1.37

0.88

86.56
1.91

By gender
Male 574 91.80 471 63.09 571 90.17 546 92.12
Standard error 1.27 3.84 2.27 2.45
Female 557 85.60 467 47.09 552 88.52 539 79.67
Standard error 2.64 3.09 2.21 2.92
(continues)

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied" or "very satisfied"; responses were based on & four-point scale of “very
dissatisfied,” "somewhat dissatisfied," "somevhat satisfied," and "very satisfied."

2l a1l

sccredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a

s-year (A.A.) or highe. Jegree

and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE:

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

U.S. Department of
Postsecondary Facu.

di.stion, National Center f£5r Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
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Teble B.5.3--Porcentags of full- and pert-time reguler faculty ac wers somevhat or very setisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure sta'as: Fell 1987 (continued)

Institutional Quality of graduate Authority to make Time eveileble for
mission or students whom I have | decisions gbout other working with student
Gender and tenure Respondents | Percent dents | Percent
status ( 1/
Full-time
All lnstitutions 2/ 6,188 74.39 3,639 78.95 6,181 75.60 6,182 78.60
Standerd error 1,22 1.21 0.80 0.79
By gender
Male 4,310 73.33 2,864 78.8C 4,508 76.72 4,503 80.29
Standard error 1.17 1.44 0.98 0.85
Female 1,677 77.22 774 79.67 1,672 72.56 1,678 74.05
Standerd erroxr 1.87 1.15 1.35 1.46

By tenure status
No tenure system
et institution 439 83.37 87 92.04 435 71.64 442 73.97
Standard error 2.49 2.78 3.25 3.0
No tenure system
for faculty stetus/

not on tenure treck 499 79.15 198 92.73 486 78.71 A85 80 81
Standard error 2.06 1.76 2.20 2.82
On tenure treck
but not tenured 1,262 73.07 724 70.44 1,274 75.97 1,270 75.28
Standard error 1.68 2.19 1.00 1.19
Tenured 3,986 72.717 2,628 79.32 3,984 75.55 3,983 80.12
Standard error 1.64 1.28 0.97 9.84
Part-time
All institutions 2/ 1,077 86.26 33s 90.35 847 73.70 902 69.27
Standard error 1.11 2.40 2.36 2.33
By gender
Male 549 85.39 207 90.01 415 78.92 451 70.18
Standerd erroxr 1.95 3.07 3.83 n
Female 527 87.37 128 91.03 431 67.37 45C 68.00
Standard erroxr 1.56 2.31 3.06 3.54
inuer)

1/ Percentege who said "somevhat setisfied" or "very setisfied"; responses were based on e four-point scele of "very
dissatisfied,” "somewhat dissetisfied," "gomevhat setisfied,” and "very setisfied."

2/ All eccredited, nonproprietery U.S. postsscondery institutions that grant a two-yeer (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose eccreditation et the higher educetion level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Educatien.

SOURCE: U.S. Departuent of Educetion, National Canter for Education Statistics, "1983 National Survey of
Postsecondery Faculty.”
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Table B.5.3--Percentage of full- and part-time regular faculty who verse somewhit or very satisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by gender and teniv.e status: Fall 1987 (continued)

Spouse employment Required mix of Quality of Spirit of
opportunitiea in teaching, services, leadexrship in my cooperation among

—this goograohic area | and adminietration | department/program | in titution faculty

Gender and tanura Respondents | Percent [Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent |[Respondents l Parcent
gtatus (unveighted) 1/ (unveighted) 1/ (unveighted) 1/ [(unveighted)| 1/

Full-time
All institutions 2/ 4,068 73.17 6,087 71.55 6,169 69.48 6,241 69.86
Standaxd error 1.39 0.86 0.78 1.08

By gender
Male 3,195 72.09 4,461 74.14 4,477 71.20 4,538 69.95
Standaxd error 1.51 0.82 0.80 1.27
Female 872 76.90 1,625 64.39 1,691 65.00 1,702 69.59
Standard error 1.40 2.22 1.29 1.36

By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 289 82.08 409 72.36 435 72.85 L) 77.44
Standard errxoxr 3.2 3.01 2.77 2.22
No tenure system
for faculty status/

not on tenure track 310 74.81 465 76.58 517 72.65 513 70.61
Standard errxoxr i.v 3.19 2.36 2.42
On tenure treck
but not tenured 850 66.51 1,273 64.00 1,276 66.0% 1,280 66.89
Standard error 2.9 1.56 1.70 1.63
Tenured 2,619 74.04 3,938 73.41 3,939 69.73 ~,003 69.67
Standard errxor 1.42 1.09 0.84 1.29
Part-tiue
All institutions 2/ 513 80.88 627 84.33 1,105 77.51 1,042 84.54
Standard error 2.66 2.62 1.73 1.66
By gender
Male 247 80.21 325 84.86 557 79.42 528 85.26
Standard error 3.96 2.99 2.11 2.47
Female 265 82.09 501 83.53 547 75.03 513 83.60
Standard error 2.89 4.05 2.95 1.97
_(continues)

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied” or "very satisfied"; responses ware based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied," "gomevhat dissatisfied," "somevhat aatisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accredited, nonproprictory U.S. postsacondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
snd whose accreditation at the .Liigher edication level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Educatior, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survcy of
Postsecondary Faculty.”
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Table B.5.3--Percentage of full- and part-tirs regular faculty who were somevhst or very satisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by g.nder and tenure status: Fall 1987 (continued)

Quality of
My benefits, undergraduates vhom Quality of Or portunity for my
senerally I - -advancement in rank
Gender and tenure Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent
—_ atatus [ ed) 1/ (unve | (unweighted {(unveighted) 1/
Full-time
All institutions 2/ 6,249 76.49 5,897 66.89 6,063 68.36 5,329 69.10
Standard error .98 1.00 0.72 1.40
By gender
Male 4,542 75.2, 4,276 66.35 4,427 66.34 3,806 72.11
Standard error 1.20 1.12 0.73 1.48
Female 1,700 79.86 1,620 68.37 1,635 73.74 1,523 61.54
Standard exvor 1.23 1.53 1.68 1.97
By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 442 78.98 409 65.50 406 75.30 351 58.99
Standard error 2.45 2.39 3.37 3.53
No tenure system
for faculty status/
not on tenure track 508 82.32 472 76.02 486 76.85 448 40.57
Standard error 2.23 3.06 2.53 353
On tenure track
but not tmured 1,283 72.69 1,19€ 63.08 1,238 66.98 1,253 72.10
Standard er_orxr 1.43 1.92 1.33 1.41
Tenured 4,014 76.52 3,818 67.07 3,951 66.50 3,275 74.30
Standard error 1.18 1.15 1.07 1.57
art-
Al! institutions 2/ 789 39.9% 1,063 78.28 901 80.28 750 41.05
Stendard errox 3.56 1.70 2.13 2.91
By gender
Male 389 45.66 529 79.43 455 77.67 349 49.85
Standard erroxr 5.13 2.41 3.03 4.43
Female 399 32.82 533 76.81 AAS 83.:5 400 30.23
Standard arror 3.27 2.24 3.01 3.36

(continues)

1/ Percentage vwho said "somewhat satisfied” or “very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scaie of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhai dissatisfied,” "somevhat satisfied,” and "very gatisfied."

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondaty injtitutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or highe: degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.s Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.5. Department of Educatiosn, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.5.3--Percentage of full- and pert-time regular faculty who were somewhat or very .atisfied with various

dimensions of their Job, by gender and tenure etatus: Fall 1987 (continued)

Availability of
support services and

Interdepartmental
co~paretion at this
— _inst fon

Teaching assi:tance

___that ] receive

Quality of union
leedership at this
nstitution

Gender and tenure Respondents | Percent [Respondents | Percent |Respondente | Percent [Respondents | Percent
stetus (unweighted) 1/ wejighte (unweighted) 1/ {unweighted
Full-time
All inst ~ions 2/ 6,249 59.71 6,169 62.62 4,126 60.48 1,842 61.08
Standara error 1.14 0.87 1.38 2.24
By gender
Male 4,541 60.82 4,492 62.91 3,104 62.19 1,259 59.27
Standard error 1.45 1.07 1.33 2.44
Female 1,707 56.° 2 1,676 61.90 1,021 55.23 583 64.85
Standerd error 1.48 1.69 2.53 2 88
By tenure status
No tenure system
at insiitution &4S 62.57 437 72.04 237 56.47 134 58.83
Standard error 3.39 2.64 5.37 6.24
No tenure system
for faculty status/
aot on tenure track 513 66.17 500 67.39 312 71.96 106 56.59
Standard error 3.47 2.40 *3.65 8.35
On tenure track
but not tenured 1,283 54.20 1,262 57.30 847 56.63 315 66.69
Standard error 1.50 1.88 1.40 3.55
Tenured 4,006 60.24 3,969 62.35 2,729 60.55 1,287 60.51
Standard error 1.72 0.90 1.53 2.60
Part-cime
All institutions 2/ 1,082 68.92 928 73.01 506 73.81 240 74.00
Standard error 2.15 2.74 3.92 4.29
By gender
Male 538 72.01 465 76.38 279 74.37 116 .77
Standerd error 3.45 3.75 6.30 7.32
Feuale 543 65.11 462 68.95 227 72.86 124 76.75
Standazd error 3.64 3.24 3.74 5.49
(continues)

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied" or "very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat diesatisfied,” "scmevhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied.”

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education leavel is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.
SOURCE: U.S5. Departmsnt of Education, National Leoter for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.3.3--Percentage of full- and part-time regular faculty who were somewhat or very eatisfied with various
dimensions of their job, by gender and tenure status: Fall 1987 (continued)

Quality of chief Relationship betwesen
administrative administration and
4 By salpry
Gender and tenure Reepondents | Percent |Respondents | Percent Respondents | Percent
2tatus [ A 1/ ( 1/
Pull-tige
All institutions 2/ 6,232 57.12 6,233 54.37 6,249 58.25
Standard ercor 1.08 1.47 1.08
By gender
Male 4,534 56.91 4,533 55.01 4,545 58.96
Standard error 1.08 1.67 1.21
Female 1,697 57.64 1,699 52.63 1,703 56.43
Standard error 1.88 1.69 1.32
By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 443 64.17 (1Y) 57.69 (Y} ) 61.19
Standard error 2.88 2.76 3.70
No tenure system
for faculty status/
not on tenure track 508 62.85 507 60.09 510 54.03
Standard error 1.91 3.41 1.96
On tenure track
but not tenured 1,274 56.67 1,269 54.18 1,282 55.78
Standard error ‘2.06 2.44 1.86
Tenured 4,005 55.30 4,011 53.00 4,012 59.42
Standard error 1.56 1,92 1.40
Eart-tipe
All institutions 2/ 1,057 77.06 1,005 71.83 1,110 55.96
Standard error 1.82 2.31 2.88
By gender
Male 547 79.78 515 77.11 558 62.58
Standard error 2.16 2.54 3.58
Female 509 73.42 489 64.78 551 47.45
Standard errorx 2.76 4.59 3.71
(contigues)

1/ Percentage who said "somevhat satisfied" or "very satisfied"; responses were based on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,” "somevhat dissatisfied,” "somewhat satisfied,” and "very satisfied."

2/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant & tvo-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.:. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.5.3--Percentage of full- and part-time regular faculty vho were somevhat or very satisfied with various
dimensions of their Job, by gender and tenure status: Fall 1987 (concluded)

Quality of
research facilities Research assistance

—that I
Respondents

Gender and tenure

Percent

status

Full-time
All institutions 2/ 5,401 53.61 3,783 50.13
Standard error 1.46 1.74

By gender
Male 4,032 55.87 2,89 53.39
Standard error 1.59 1.8
Female 1,298 46.69 888 38.82
Standard error 2.00 2.76

By tenure status
No tenure system
at institution 257 54.13 122 40.99
Standard error 3.81 4.45
No tenure system
for faculty status/

not on tenure track 388 57.75 228 39.87
Standard error 3.20 4.02
On tenure track
but not tenured 1,200 49.46 833 47.81
Standard error 1.82 2.19
Tenured 3,554 54.62 2,579 52.98
Standard error 1.79 1.95
Bs, t-time
All institutions 2/ 565 66.85 240 60.99
Standard error 3.09 4.45
By gender
Male 274 63.98 131 67.39
Standard error -1 5.72
Female 290 70.19 109 50.08
Standard error 4.26 5.9

1/ Percentage vho said "somewhat satisfied" or "vary sctisfied"; responses were bused on a four-point scale of "very
dissatisfied,"” "somevhat dissatisfied," "somevhat satisfied," and "very satisfied."

2{ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level is recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Faculty."
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Table B.6.1--Percentage of full-time regula: faculty with various plans for the future by type and control of

institution and department prograz area: Fall 1987
Responding
full-time Very likely to Very likely to Very likely to
regular faculty Very likely to seek or accept seek or accept |[dr. ¢ 3 . nmore ot
Type and coutrol of | __(upweighted) | retir . —part-cipe Job | full-tim- job | tis ‘veceding
institutior 1
—departpent propram ares ,  MNupber Percent Percent Percent Percent
All institutions 1/ 6,268 7.37 $.72 13.96 22.84
Standard error 0.28 1.37 0.78 ' 00
By type and control
Public research 1,285 8.89 2.76 13.91 22.03
Standard error 1.28 0.57 1.52 1.57
Private research 429 3.62 3.3 11.88 16.30
Stsndi.d error 0.90 1.15 2 2.74
Public doctoral 2/ 7 8.09 4.57 9 25.98
Standard error 1.42 0.81 .09 2.55
Privete doctoral 3/ 216 3.60 10.78 19.30 32.28
Stai dard error 1.56 3.49 7.36 7.60
Public comprehensive 1,¢:6 .34 5.19 15.93 26.31
Standard error 1.06 0.86 1.15 1.92
Private comprehensive 653 4.66 3.97 12.60 19.71
Standard error 0.93 1.01 1.74 2.37
Liberal arts 555 6.2¢ 3.29 15.44 22,20
Stardard error 0.92 0.87 1.93 1.85
Public two-yaar 4/ 849 7.73 6. 9 9.32 20.21
Standard error 9.50 1.22 1.22 1.38
Other 5/ 162 6.7 4.44 14.71 23.56
Standar.. srvor 2.69 1.72 2.50 3.42
Four-year inst _cutions 5,185 7.37 4.31 14.98 23.45
Standard error 0.52 0.9 0.84 1.18
By program area
Agriculture and
home economics 239 7.11 2.93 12.60 20.44
Standard srror 2.20 1.39 2.88 3.29 I
Businsss 228 5.83 4.55 24.76 32.36
Standard error 1.33 1.62 3.24 3.8
Education 485 12.61 5.15 15.89 29.40
Standard error 1.73 1.67 1.80 2.65
Enginsering 185 11.22 3.16 12.93 24.23
Stan“ard error 3.46 1.65 <.91 4.07
Fina arts 363 9.36 5.58 17.49 27.22
Standard srror 1.67 1.15 2.35 3.10
Health sciences 450 6.68 5.35 14.08 22.61
Standard error 1.40 0.97 2.53 2.91
Humanities 1,871 7.42 2.44 13.66 21.32
Standard error 1.09 0.69 0.87 1.47
Natural sciences 625 5.79 2.99 12.74 19.60
Standard error 1.62 0.82 1.85 2.00
Social sciences 349 5.39 6.51 13.04 21.47
Standard error 1.34 2.80 2.10 3.17
Other fields 399 7.76 3.80 16.80 24.35
Standarc errer 1.63 0.99 2.48 2.59
1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecondary institutions that grant a tvo-year (A.A.) ur higher degree
and whose accreditation at the higher education level 1is recognised by tis U.S. Department of Education.
2{ 1Includes publi~'- controlled ins' ‘tutions classified by the Carnegie Foundation as apecializel medical
schools.
3/ Includes privately controlled institutions classified by the Carnegit Foundation as :alized medical
schools.
4/ Respondents from private tv- year colleges are included only in "all institut'ons” because of t~o few cases
for a rel’atle estimate.
5/ Re'iglous and other apeciaiized institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranr'ng from the bachelor to

tre doctorate.

SOURCE: U.S. Dapartment of Education, Mational Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsevondary Taculty.”
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Table B.b6.2--Percentage of part-time regular facilty with various plans for the future, by type and control of

institution znd department program area:

Pall 1987

Al

Type and control of
institution, and

1 institutions 1/
Standard error

By type and control

Public research
Standard error
Private research
Standard error
Public doctoral 2/
Standard error
Private doctoral 3/
Standard error
Public comprehensive
Standard error
Private comprshensive
Standard error
Liberal arts
Standard error
Public two-year 4/
Standard error
GCther 5/
Standard error

Four-year institutions

Standard error

By program area

Agriculture and
home economics
Standard error
Business
Standard error
Education
Standazd error
Engineec-ing
Standard error
Pine arts
Standard error
Health sciences
Standard error
Bumanities
Standard error
Natural sciences
Standard error
Social sciences
Standard error
Other fields
Standard er..Jur

hree vears:
Responding

part-time Ve' 7 likely to Very likely :o Very l.xely to
regular faculty Very likely to seel. or aceept sesk or accept |do one or more of
—f{unwelghted) |  getize _ | part-time job | full-time job [ the or¢ceding
—Number Percent Percent Percent | _ Percent

1,140 6.73 11.26 21.87 32.68

1.15 1.63 2.04 2.24

103 27.26 16.25 20.66 52.03

7.67 6.62 5.65 8.37

64 2.98 8.81 12.1¢ 17.25

3.26 31.20 10.55 13.16

95 2.9 6.84 37.81 42.61

1.68 2.69 10.25 9.73

36 1.47 4.54 11.09 15.06

1.15 2.46 7.87 8.72

238 5.44 13.62 27.86 34.69

2.12 4.73 8.50 9.24

109 15.50 9.01 16.35 31.92

5.17 3.36 6.72 7.69

113 15.35 12.94 26.90 40.53

5.16 6.08 7.42 7.0%

298 2.76 11.22 22.58 31.77

1.27 2.29 2.39 4.01

56 4.81 13.86 11,65 29.29

4.27 7.26 6.23 8.38

758 9.99 10.99 22.51 32.83

1.89 2.08 3.82 4,22

3% 14.22 8.07 18.% 33.71

8.64 6.70 9.77 11.45

o 15.72 7.49 17.64 34.9

6.85 2.83 7.48 7.3%

77 6.41 22.03 32.23 44.81

3.03 6.79 9.13 10.39

70 8.96 4.80 11.44 18.01

3.60 2.63 6.15 7.80

270 11.03 12.85 36.65 51.09

4.18 2.24 4.82 5.34

55 15.75 3.12 13.48 29.95

8.0l 2.69 5.69 9.41

38 16.82 19.58 32.13 50.18

10.69 12.06 9.09 16.33

81 3.7% 11.09 24.89 29.57

1.65 5.3: 8.11 8.78

1/
2/
L]
&/

s/

Q
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Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

All accredited, nonpropristary U.S. postescondary instituticns that grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degree
and vhoee accreditation at the higher education level is recognised by ths U.S. Depactment of Education.
Includee publicly controlled institutions claseified by the Carnegie Poundation as specialized medicsl

schoole.

Inoludee privately controlied institutions claesified by the Carnegie Poundaiion as speclalized medical

schoole.

Reepondents from private two-year colleges are included snly in "all institutions® because of too few cases
for a reliable aetimate.
Religious and other specialised institutions, except medical, that offer degrees ranging from the bachelor to

the doatorate.

Poetsecond.ry Paculty.®

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Edu:
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Tsble B.6.3--Per.sntsge of full- and part-time regulsr fsculty with vsrlous plans for the future, by

tenure status and age: Fall 1987
In the next ;hm;ur::
Responding Very likely to Very likely to Very likely to
faculty Very likely to seek or sccept seek or accept ;do one or more of
—{unveighted) | __ retire | part-time job | full-time job | _the preceding
—Tenure status and sge |  Number |  Percent |  Percent | percent Percent
Full-time
All institutions 1/ 6,268 7.37 4.73 13.96 22.84
Standard error 0.38 0.37 0.78 1.00
By tanure status
No tenure system -
at institution 446 8.08 -.25 16.18 25.66
Standard error 1.99 1.18 3.24 3.03
No tenure system
for faculty status/
not or tenure track 517 4.18 5.31 29.14 34.80
'andard error 0.86 1.20 2.57 3.0l
O cenure track
but not tenured 1,285 0.89 4.99 21.93 25.07
Standard srror 0.36 0.70 1.68 1.57
Tenured 4,018 10.14 4.46 8.26 19.66
Standard e:rror 0.5% 6.54 0.47 0.90
By age group
Under 30 96 0.88 4.49 35.62 38.08
Stindard error 0.56 2.13 7.07 6.26
20 to 44 2,310 0.58 [ Y] 21.36 24.46
S-andacd ez.io0 0.16 0.65 1.68 1.65
A5 to 54 2,199 2.55 4.23 9.63 13.4%2
Scandard error 0.33 0.49 0.84 0.91
55 to 59 822 10.39 4.63 7.62 18.22
Stendard vrroa 1.47 1.03 0.94 1.13
60 tou 54 s 3..32 4.5€ 4.68 36.0.
Standard error 2.41 1.18 1.68 2.2
65 or older 258 55.10 11.97 7.56 65.7 .
Standard error A7 4.95 2.81 354
farg-time
All institutions 1/ 1,140 6.73 11.26 21.87 32.68
Standard ~:ror 1.15 1.€3 2.04 2.24
By age group
Under 3¢ 78 4.95 8.30 48.32 6u.75
Standard error 4.94 wn 9.31 10.12
30 to 44 559 1.78 11./9 27.93 33.07
Standard errvor 0.€7 2.81 3.29 &4.45
45 to 54 272 4.76 11.89 14.88 22.93
Standard srror 1.92 3.91 N.66 4.09
55 te 59 7 10.51 8.67 12.44 24.7¢
Standard error 4,55 3.78 4.73 4.76
60 to 64 7 22.26 18.¢° 3.15 40.24
Standard error 5.87 6.73 2.55 10.36
65 or older 84 47.67 4.97 1.37 51.6L
Standard error 8.55 2.98 1.18 8.66

1/ All accredited, nonproprietary U.S. postsecundary institutions tnat grant a two-year (A.A.) or higher degrae
and vhose accreditation at the higher education ievel is recognised by the U.5. Department of Education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, "1988 National Survey of
Postsecondary Fa.ulty."
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Appandix C: The Survey Questionnaire
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ‘EDUCATION

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY
FOR EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH AND IMPROVEMENT

CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS
April 1988

Dear Faculty Member:

There is very little current and comprehensive information about higher education
faculty in this country. For this reason, the Center for Education Statistics of the
U.S. Department of Education is conducting a national survey of faculty in American
colleges and universities. This study, which is cosponsored by the National Endowment
for the Humanities, is designed to provide reliable and current data for higher-
education researchers, as well as planners and policymakers at all {evels (institu-
tional and governmental). The Center has contracted with SRI International (formerly
Stanford Research Institute) and the Ce~ter for the Study of Higher Education at-Penn
State University to czaduct the study.

nis ey of Postsecondary Faculty (NSOPF) is the most comprehensive study

\
of - faculty in postsecondary educational institutions ever undertaken. It will provide
national prcfiles of faculty members regarding their backgrounds, responsibilitics,
career and retirement plans, compensation, benefits, and attitudes about their jobs
and various academic issues. Additionally, information on institutional and depart-
mental characteristics, policies, and practices that affect faculty will be collected

from institutional spokespersens and chairpersons of selected departments (cr compar-
able academic units).

You and several of your cylleagues at your institution are part of a rancomly drawn
national sample of instructional faculty who are being asked to contribute to this
study. While your participation is voluntary, it is particularly important because
this survey will es.aolish a baseline for any future profiles of faculty.

Individual responces and all information which would permit identification of indi-

viduals will be kept strictly confidential, in accordance with the provisions of the
Family Educational Rights and Privacy Acts of 1976. Responses will be used only in

statistical summaries and will not be disclosed to any group or individual.

Please complete this questionnaire as soon as possible and return it directly tc SRI
in the enclosed business-reply envelope. When the study is completed, the Center will
provide your institution with a summary report of the “indings. Study reports and
data tapes aiso will be available upon request to researchers who wish to explore the
study issues further. If you have any questions or comments concerning this study,

please telephone Dr. Susan Russell, Project Director, of SRI International
(415-859-4164) .

Thank you in advance for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Emerson J. Elljott, Director

OMB Clearance # 1850-0608
Expiration Date: 7/89
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TIONAL SURVEY OF POSTSECONDARY FACULTY
Faculty Questionnaire

SE NOTE:

Nany of our questions ask about your activities during the 1987 Fall Term.
By this, we mean whatever academic term was in progress on October 15, 1987.

All questicns that ask about your current position or institution refer to

your position during the 1987 rall Term at the institution to which this

This questionnaire was designed to be completed by both full- and part-time
instructional faculty in 2- and 4-year postsecondary institutions of all
kinds. Because this is such & diverse group, some of the questions may not

be worded quite appropriately for your situation. We would appreciate your
tolerance of these difficulties.

1. During the 1987 Fall Term, did you have any instructional duties at this
institution (e.g., teaching one or more courses, advising or supervising
students’ academic activities)?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER)

JF NO, PLEASE STOP HERE AND RETURN THIS
PACKET TO SRI IN THE ENCLOSED FRANKED ENVELOPE.

2. During the 1987 Fall Term, were at least some of your inst-vctional duties
related to for-credit courses, or were a1l of your instruccional duties
related to poncredit courses?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER)

At least some of my instructional duties
were related to for-credit courses . .. .1

All of my instructional duties were
related to noncredit courses . . . . .. . 2

JE ALL NONCREDIT, PLEASE STOP HERE AND RETURN
THIS PACKET TO SRI IN THE ENCLOSED FRANKED ENVELOPE.

3. During the 1987 Fall Term, were you on sabba*ical from anothcr institution?

Yes . . . . .. ... H

No . ... ..... 2
1 of 25
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A. NATUR: OF EMPLOYMENT
4.

During the 1987 Fall Term, did this institution ronsider you to be employed
here full-time or part-time?

Full-time . . . . . . 1
Part-time . . . . . . 2

During the 1987 Fall Term, were you employed (nly at this institution, or did

you also have other employmnt? Please include outside consulting or other
self-owned business.

Employed only at this institution . . . . . 1 —-> SKIP T0 Q.7

Also had other employment or consulting . . 2

Other than this institution. in which of the following ways were you employed
during the 1987 Fall Term?

(PLEASE CIRCLE “FULL-TIME* OR "PART-TIME® FOR ALL SECTORS THAT APFLY)

TYPE OF EMPLOYMENT

Full-time Part-time
Employment sector {35+ hours/week) (<35 hours/week)

Corsulting, freelance work, or self-owned
business in area directly related to my
field at this institation 1 2
Consulting, freelance work, or self-owned
business in area largely unrelated to my
field at this institution 1 2
On staff of another postsecondary educational

i institution 1 2
On staff of an elementary or secondary schodl 1 2
On staff of a hospitar or other health care/
clinical setting 1 2
On staff of a foundation or other nonprofit
organization 1 2
On starf of a for-profit business or indu:try
in the private sector 1 2
On staff of the rederal 4overnment (including
military) 1 2
On staff of a state or Tocal Jovernment 1 2
Ot*.er (PLEASE SPECIFY BELOW:) 1 2




10.

11.

Were you chairperson of a department or division at this institution during the
1987 Fall Term?

What was your tenure status at this institution during the 1987 Fall Term?

Not applicable: no tenure system

at this institution . . . . . . . . 1

Not applicable: no tenure system

for my faculty status . . . . . . . 2 S¥IP 70 Q.11
Not on tenure track . . . . . . .. 3

On tenure track but not tenured . . 4

Tenured . . . . . . .. ... ... 5

In what year did you achieve tenure at this insti*ution?
(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTIMATE IF NOT SURE)

19
PLEASE SKIP T0 QUESTION 12
During the 1987 Fall Term, wh.t was the duration of your coniract or appointment
at this institution?
One academic term . . . . . . . . .. 1
One academic/calendar year . . . . . 2
Two or more academic/calendar years . 3

Unspecified duration .. . ... .. 4
Other (PLEASE SFFCIFY BELOW) . . . . §




12. Which of the following best describes your academic rank at this institution
during the 1987 Fall Term?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER)

No* applicable: no ranks designated

at this in¢sitution . . .. . . .. 0 -—> SKIP TO Q.14
Distinguished/Named Professor . . . 1
Professor . . .. .. ... .. .. 2
Associate Professor . . .. .. .. 3
Assistant Professor . . .. .. .. 4
Instructor . . . . ... .. .. .. 5
Lecturer . . . . . ... ... ... 6

Other (PLEASE SPECIFY BELOW) . . . . 7

13. In what year did you first achieve this rank?
(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTIMATE IF NOT SURE)

19

14. During the 1987 Fall Term, did you hold any of the following kinds of
appointments at this institution?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY)

Acting . . . . . . . . oo ., 1
Affiliate or adjunct . . . . . . . . 2
Visiting . . . .. ... ... ... 3

Assigned by religious order . . . . 4

No, none of the above . . .. . .O©

15. Have you ever achieved tenure at another institution?
(PLEASE CIRT'E ONE NUMBER AND SPECIFY THE YEAR TENURE FIRST ACHIEVED, IF

APPLICABLE)
YeS & ot e e e e e e e e e e e e 1
(YSAR FIRST ACHIEVEL: 19 )
NO . . . . e et e e e e e e e e e 2
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16. What is your principal field or discipline of teaching?

{PLEASE REFER TO THE LIST OF FIELUS OF STUDY ON PAGES 24-25 AND ENTER THE
APPROPRIATE CODE NUMBER(S) BELOW)

Field code of my discipline-

17. Are any faculty at this institution legally represented by a union (or other
association) for purposes of collective bargaining?

2
} SKIP 70 Q.19
Don’'t know . . . . 9

18. Are you a member of the union (or other bargaining association) that represents
faculty at this institution?

B. JOB SATISFACTION ISSUES

19. How satisfied or dissatisfied do you personaliy feel about each of the following
aspects of your job at this institution?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER FOR EACH ITEM)

DISSATISFIED SATISE.ED Does not
Very Somewhat Somewhat Vzry —apply_
My work load 1 2 3 4 0

My job security 1 2 3 4 0

The authority I have to make
decisions about what courses I teach 1 2 3 4 0

The authority I have to make
decisions about content and
methods in the courses I teach 1 2 3 4 0

The auchority I have to maks
decisions about other (noninstruc-
tional) aspects of my job 1 2 3 4 0

The mix of teaching, research,
administration, and service (as
applicable) that I am required to do 1 2 3 4 0

(continued)
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Satisfaction with your job a% this institution: (continued)

DISSATISFIED = __SATISFIED  poes not
!g;¥744§gmeghgg Somewhat Very _ appl
Opportunity for my advancement
in rank at this institution 1 2 3 4 0
Time available for working with
students as an adv? Jr, mentor, etc. 1 2 2 4 0
Availability of support services and
equipment (including clerical
support, personal computers, etc.) 1 y 3 4 0
Freedom to do outside consulting 1 2 3 4 0
My salary ] 3 4 0
My benefits, genera’ly i 2 3 4 0
Overall reputation of the institution 1 2 3 4 0
Institutional mission or philosophy 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of leadership in my
department/program 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of chief administrative
officers at this campus 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of my colleagues in my
department/program 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of faculty leadership (e.g.,
Academic Senate, Faculty Council)
at this institution 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of union leadership at this
'institution 1 2 3 4 0
Relationship between administra .ion
and faculty at this institution 1 2 3 4 0
Interdepartmental cooperation
at this institution i 2 3 4 0
Spirit of cooperation among
faculty at this institution 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of my research facilities '
and support 1 2 3 4 0
Quality of undergradiiate students
whom I have taught here 1 2 3 4 0
(continued)
6 of 25
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Satisfaction with your job at this institution: (continued)

DISSATISFIED SATISFIED Does not
Very Somewhat Somewhat Very apply

Quality of graduate students

whom I have taught here 1 2 3 4 0
Teaching assistance that I receive 1 2 3 4 0 T
Research assistance that I receive 1 2 3 4 0
Spouse employment opportunities

in this geographic area 1 2 3 4 0

My job here, overal: 1 2 3 4 0

20. During the next tiree years, how likely is it that you wiil leave this job to do
the following?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER IOR EACH ITEM)

Not at all Somewhat Very
likely likely likely

Retire 1 2 3
Seek or accept a (diffrrent) part-time job 1 2 3
Seek or accept a (different) full-time job 1 2 3

21. IF you were to leave this job to accept another position, would you want to do
more, less, or about the same amount of each of the following as you currently do?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER FOR EACH ITEN)

_J WOULD WANT TO DO:

More Same amount of  Less

of this this as I do now of this
Research 1 2 3
Teaching 1 2
Advising students 1 2 3
Service activities 1 2 3
Administration 1 2 3__-

7 of 25
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22.

IE you were to leave this job to accept another position, how important would
each of the following be in your decision to accept another position?

(PLEASE CIRTLE ONE NUMBER FOR EACH ITEN)

Not Somewhat Very -~
important important important

Salary level 1 2 3
Tenure-track/tenured position 1 2 3
Job security 1 2 3
Opportunities for advancement 1 2 3
Benefits 1 2 3

No pressure to publish 1 2 3
Good research facilities ana equipment ! 2 3
Good instructicnal facilities and equipment 1 2 3
Excellent students 1 2 3
.Excellent colleagues 1 2 3
Institutional mission or philusophy that

is compatible with my own views 1 2 3
Good job for my spouse 1 2 3
Good geographic location 1 2 3
Good housing 1 2 3
Good environment/schools for my children 1 2 3

-A full-time position 1 2 3

A part-time position 1 2 3

8 of 25
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23. ]F you were to leave your current pocition, how likely is it that you would do

so to:
(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER FOR EACH ITEN)

Not at all Somewhat {erj
_likely  _likely

a. Return to school as a student 1 2 3

b. Accept employment in:
doctoral granting university or college 1 2 3
otter 4-year university or college 1 2 3
2-year postsecondary institution 1 2 3
less than 2-year postsecondary institution 1 2 3
elementary or secondary school 1 2 3
hospital or other health care organfization 1 2 3
consulting, self-owned business, freelancing 1 2 3
foundation or other nonprofit organization 1 2 3
private sector for-profit busine;s or industry 1 2 3
federal governwent (including military) 1 2 3
state or local government 1 2 3

24. At what age do you think you are most likely to stop

institution?
(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUNBER)
' Under 40 . .
40 - 44 . .
45 - 49 . .
50 - 54 . .
5 -5 ..
60 - 64 . .
65 - 69 . .
70 or older

Have no idea

9 of 25
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25. At what age do you think you are most likely to retire from paid employment?
(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUNBER)

Under 50 . . . .
50 - 54
55 - 59
60 - 64
65 - 69
70 or older
Have no idea . .

O O N & W N

€. ACADEMIC/PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND

26. Please 1ist below each collegiate and graduate degree that You hold, the name
and location of the institution from which you received it, the year you
received it, and the Field Code (from pages 24-25) that applies.

Please do pot 1ist honorary degrees.

(PLEASE COMPLETE ALL COLUNNS FOR EACH DEGREE)

Codes for type of degree:

! Certificate, diploma, or degree t.." completion of undergraduate
program of at least 1 year but less than 2 years in length

2 Associate’s degree or equivalent
3 Certificate, diploma, or degree for completion of undergraduate
program of more than 2 years but less than 4 years in length
4 Bachelor’s degree or equivalent
5 Graduate work pot resulting in a degree
6 Masier’'s degree or equivalent
7 Doctoral degree (Ph.D., Ed.D., etc.)
8 Professional degree (M.D., D.D.S., L.L.B., etc.)
Degree Year Field Name of City and state/courtry
-code received code __ institution of institution
19
19
19
19
19
19
19
10 of 25
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27. Which of the following undergraduate academic honors or awards, if any, did you
receive?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY)

National academic honor society, such as
Phi Beta Kappa, Tau Beta Pi, or other

field-specitic national honor society . . . . . . 1
Cum laude or honors . . . . . . . . ..« .« .. 2
Magna cum laude or high honors . . . . .. . .. 3
Summa cum laude or highest honors . . . . . . . . 4

Other undergiaduate academic achievement award . . 5

None of the above . . . . & & ¢« v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o« & 0

28. When you were in graduate school, which of the following, if any, did you receive?
(PLEASE CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY)

Doesn’t apply: did not attend graduate school . . 0

Teaching assistantship . . . . . . . . ... ... 1
Research assistantship . . . . . . ... .. ... 2
Program or residence hall assistantship . . . .. 3
Fellowship . . . . ¢ & ¢ ¢ v v v o v et a0 v o e 4
Scholarship or traineeship . . . . . . . . .. .. 5
1 6

G6.I. Bi11 or other veterans’ financial aid . . . . 7




For each of the jobs that you have held since graduating from college, please
indicate in the table below the years that You began and left the job, the
employment sector, your primary responsibility, and whether you were employed
full-or part-time.

Please begin with your current Job, and work backward.

Do not list promc:ions in rank at your current Job(s) as different jobs.

Do pot include temporary positions or work as a graduate assistant.

Please 1ist each job (other than promotions in rank) separately!

(PLEASE COMPLETE ALL COLUNNS FOR EACH POSITION; SPECIFY EMPLOYMENT SECTOR AND
PRINARY RESPONSIBILITY CODES FROM THE LISTS ON THE FACING PAGE)

Employment Primary
—Year; job held ~ __sector responsibility Full-time Part-time

—from __To _ (ENTER CODE) (ENTER CODE) (CIRCLE ONE)

CURRENT
JOB: 19 present

19 19

19 19

19 a9

19 19

19 19
19 19 __
19 19
19 19
19 19
19 19
19 19
19 19
19 19

19 19

NN N NN N DD NN N NN

ARRRRRRENNRREN
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CODES FOR QUESTION 29

Employment. sector codes

01

02
03
04
05
06
07

08

09

10

11

12
13
14

Graduate-level institution that is pot
part of a 4-year school (e.g., independent
law school)

Doctoral granting university or college
Other 4-year college or university

2-year postsecondary institution
Less-than-2-year postsecondary institution

Elementary or secondary school

Hospital or other health care or
clinical setting

Consulting, freelance work, or
self-owned business in area directly
related to my field at this institution

Consulting, freelance work, or
self-owned business in area largely
unrelated to my field at this institution

Foundation or other nonprofit organization

For-profit business or industry in the private

sector
Federal government, including military
State or local government

Other (PLEASE SPECIFY BELOW)

Primary responsibility codes

1

h o & WwWwN

Teaching

Administration

Technical or research
Community/public service
Clinical services

Other

IF YOU HAD MORE THAN ONE JOB IN THE "OTHER" CATEGORY, PLEASE LIST SEPARATELY AND
CODE EMPLOYMENT SECTORS AS "14a," "14b," ETC., IN Q.30.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

13 of 25
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30. About how many of each of the following have you presented/published/etc. during
your entire career and just during the last 2 years? For publications, please
include works that have been accepted for publiication.

(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTINATES IF NOT SURE; IF NONE, CIRCLE *0*)
0 No present:*ions/publications/etc.

Number
in past Total during

career
Articles or creative works published in refereed

professional or trade journals

Articles or creative works published in nonrefereed
professional or trade journals

Articles or creative works published in Juried
popular media

Arvicles or creative works published in nonjuried
popular media or in-house newsletters

Published re:iews of books, rticles, or creative works
Chapters in edited volumes

Textbooks

Other books

Monographs

Research or technical reports disseminated
internally or to clients

Presentations at conferences, workshops, etc.
Exhibitions or performances in the fine or applied arts
Patents cr copyrights (excluding thesis or dissertation)

——————————

Computer software products

D. INSTITUTIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES AND WORKLOAD
31. During the 1987 Fall Term, how many graduate or undergraduate dissertations or

theses, comprehensive exams, or orals committees did you chair or serve on at
this institution?  (PLEASE ENTER A NUMBER IN EACH CATEGORY; IF NONE, ENTER "0")

Number served on Number

chaired

—— e

Thesis or dissertation committees

Comprehensive exams or orals committees (other
than as part of thesis/dissertation committees)

14 of 25
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For_each for- in

, please indicate below the number of hours per week that the class
met; if the class was team taught, please indicate the average number of hours per
week that you personally taught it. Next, please indicate the number and primary
level of students enroiled; the class’ primary setting; and the number of teaching
assistants (TA’s), readers, etc., who assisted you with the class.

Please do pot include nioncredit courses that you taught. Also, please do pot
include individualized instruction, such as indepenc2nt study or individual
(one-on-ore) performance classes.

If you taught multiple sections of the same course, please count them as separate
classes, but do pot include the lab section of a course as & separate class.

— Codes for primary leve] of students: Codes for primary setting:
1 Lower division students (first or 1 Lecture

second year) in program leading to
associate or bichelor’s degree

Seminar, discussion group

2 Upper division students (juniors or
seniors) in program leading to
bachelor’s degree

Lab, clinic

Fieldwork, field trips

wm e W N

3 Graduate students (post-baccalaureate) Role playing, simulation, or other

performance (e.g., art, music,
4 Students in program leading to certi- drama)
ficate or award other than associate,

bachelor’s, or graduate degree 6 TV, radio, or other distance media
S A1l other students 7 Any combination of the above
6 Any combination of the above £ Other (PLEASE SPtCIFY BELOW):
(a) -
(b)
(c)
Number of JE TEAM TAUGHT: Number of Primary Number

hours per week Avg. # hours per week students 1level of Primary of TA’s
You taught the class

students _s:tting readers, etc,
(ENTER CODE)  (ENTER CODE)

15 of 25
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33‘

34.

35.

For each type of student 1isted below, please indicate how many at this institution
received individualized fnstryction from you during the 1987 Fall Term. Also
indicate the total number of contact hours per week that you spent providing
individualized instruction to each group.

(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTINATES IF NGT SURE; IF NONE, CIRCLE "0")
Provided po individualized instruction . . . . 0

NDIVIDUALIZED TRUCTIO
Number of Total contact hours

Tvpes of students at this institution Students per week

Lower division students (first or second year) in
program leading to associate or bachelor’s degree

Upper division students {juniors, seniors) in
program leading tc bachelor’s degree

Graduate students (post-baccalaureate)

Students in program leading to certificate/award
other than associate/bachelor’s/graduate degree

A1’ other students

During the 1987 Fall Term, were you a principal investigator or project director
on any ?rants or contracts at this institution, including service contracts or
internal awards?

No . .... 2 —> SKIP T0 Q.36

For the grant: and contracts for which you were a principal inv.stigator (P1)
during the 1987 Fall Term, please indicate below, by source, huw many you had
and their total dollar amount for the 1987-88 academic year.

If you were/are a principal investigator on a muitiple-investigator project.
please divide the total dollar amount by the number of PIs on the project.
(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTINATE FOR EACH SOURCE; IF NONE, ENTER *0")

Number of Total funding for the
—Source of fundina ~ grants/contracts  1987-88 academic vear
Federal government $
State or local government $
Foundation or other nonprofit $
For-profit business or iudustry
in the private sector $
This institution $

Other source (PLEASE SPECIFY)
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36. On the average, how many hours per week did ou spend at each of the following kinds
of work during the 1987 Fall Term?
(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTINATES IF NOT SURE)

Average number hours per week
during the 1987 Fall Term

A1l activities at this institution (teaching, research,
administraticn, etc.)

Any other paid activities (e.g,. consulting, working
on other jobs)

Unpaid (pro bono) professional service activities
37. Please estimate the percentage of your total workina hours (i.e., the categories

listed in Question 36) that you spent on each of the following activities during

the 1987 Fall Term. (PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTIMATES IF NOT SURE; IF NONE, ENTER "0")

Note: The percentages you provide should sum to 100% of
the total time you spent on professional activities. Percent

Working with student organizations or intramural athletics

Teaching, advising, or supervising students (other than those
activities covered in the above category)

Grading papers, preparing courses, developing new curricula, etc.

Administrative activities (including paperwork; staff supervision;
serving or in-nouse committees, such as the academic senate; etc.)

Research; scholarship; preparing or reviewing articles or bocks;
attending or preparing for professional meetings or conferences; etc.

Giving performances or exhibitions in the fine or applied arts,
or speeches

Seeking outside funding (including proposal writing)
Taking couirses, pursuing an advanced degree

Other professional development activities, such as practice or other
activities to remain current in your field

Providing legal or medical services or psychological counseling to
clients or patients

Outside consulting or freelance work, working at self-owned business
Paid or unpaid community or public servire (civic, religious, etc.)

Other (PLEASE SPECIFY:)

We know that this is tedious, but please be sure that the above adds to 100%
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E . BENEFITS AND PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES

38. During the 1987 Fall Term, were the following employee benefits available to you
at this institution?

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUNBER FOR EACH BENEFIT)

— AVAILABLE TO ME
Yes No Don’t know

Free or subsidized wellness or health promotion program

(e.g., fitness or smoking cessation program) 1 2 9
Paid maternity leave 1 2 9
Paid paternity leave A 2 9
Subsidized medical insurance or medical care 1 2 9
Subsidized dental insurance or dental care 1 2 9
Subsidized disability insurance 1 2 9
Subsidized 1ife insurance 1 2 9
Retirement plan to which institution makes contributians 1 2 9
Retirement plan to which you make contributions but the

instituticn does not 1 2 9
Tuition remission/grants at this or other institutions

for spouse 1 2 9
Tuition remission/grants at this or other institutions

for children 1 2 9
Subsidized child care 1 2 9
Subsidized housing/mortgage 1 2 9

16 of 25
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39.

r;;}tion remission at this or

Listed below are some ways that institutions and departments may use internal funds
for the professicnal development of faculty members.

s If a professional development activity was pot available to you during the 1987
Fall Term, please circle the "Not Available" code

m If an activity was available to you at this institution during the 1987 Fall

Term, please indicate how adequate to yoyr needs the funds available for that
purpose were.

s If you do not know whether an activity was available to you, please circle the
"Don’t Know" code.

(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER FOR EACH ITEM)

— AVAJLABLE TO ME:
Institutional or NOT Don’t know
departmental available —INADEQUATE ~ __ ADEQUATE _ ¢ this yas

_tome  Very Somewhat Somewhat Very available

other institutions 0 1 2 3 4 9

Professional association
memberships 0 1 2 3 4 9

Registration fees, etc., for

workshops, conferences, etc. 0 ] 2 3 4 9
Professional travel 0 H 2 3 4 9
Training to improve

research skills 0 1 2 3 4 9
Training to improve

teaching skills 0 1 2 3 4 9
Petraining for fields

in higher demand 0 1 2 3 4 9
Computer equipment 0 1 2 3 4 9

19 of 2%
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G. COMPENSATION

40.

Note: VYour responses on these and all other items in this questionnaire are
STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL, will be used only in statistical summaries, and will not
be disclosed to your institution or to any individual or group. Furthermore,
all information that would permit identification of individuals or institutions
will be suppressed from the survey files.

For the calendar year 1987, please estimate your gross earnings before taxes
from each of the sources listed below.

Please do not record any earnings in more than one category.
(PLEASE GIVE YOUR BEST ESTIMATES IF NOT SURE; IF NONE, ENTER "0")

Income from this institution:

Basic salary $

Other teaching at this institution not included
in basic salary (e.g., for summer session)

Supplements not included in basic salary (for
administration, research, coaching sperts, etc.)

Non-monetary compensation (e.g., food, housir_, car)
(Please give approxjmate value)

Any other income from this institution
Income from other sources:
Employment at another academic institution

Legal or medical services or psychological counseling

Outside consulting, consulting business, ov
freelance work

Self-owned business (other than consulting)

Professional performances or exhibitions

Speaking fees, honoraria

Royalties or commissions

Any other employment

Non-monetary compensation (e.g., food, housing, car)
(Please give approximate value)

Other sources of earned income (PLEASE SPECIFY:)
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&, SCCIODEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

41. Your gender:

Male . . . . . ¢ ¢ v it e e e e 1
Female . . . . . . v v ¢ ¢ ¢« v v v 2
42. In what year were you born? 19

43. Are you of Hispanic descent--for example, Mexican, Mexican-American, Chicano,
Cuban, Puerto Rican, etc.?

YeS . . i e e e e e e e e e e e 1

44. What is your race?  (PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER)

American Indian, Aleut, Eskimo . . . 1

Asian or Pacific Isiander (Japanese,
Chinese, Filipino, Asian Indian,
Korean, Vietnamese, Hawaiian,
Guamanian, Samoan, other Asian) . . 2

Black . . . . ¢ v v v v e e e 3
White . . ... ... e e e e e 4
Other (PLEASE SPECIFY BELOW) . . . . 5

45. What is your current marital status? (PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER)

Single, never married .. .. . .. 1
Marvded . .. ... ... ..., 2
Separated . . . . .. .. .. ... 3
Divorced . . . . . . . ¢« .« . ¢ .. 4
Widowed . . . .. .. .. ... .. 5

46. Of what country are you currently a citizen?

USA . .. ........... 1
Other (PLEASE SPECIFY BELOW) . . 2
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47. What is the highest level of formal education completed by your mother, your
father, and your spouse?  (PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUNBER FOR EACH PERSON)

Don’t know/not applicable 0 0 0
Less than high school 1 1 1
High school diploma 2 2 2
Some college 3 3 3
Associate degree 4 4 4
Bachelor’s degree 5 5 5
Master’s degree 6 6 6
Doctorate or professional degree 7 7 7
{e.g., PhD, MD, DVM, JD/LLB)

Other (PLEASE SPECIFY BELOW) 8 8 8

H. ACADEMIC INTERESTS AND VALUES

48. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each of the
following statements.  (PLEASE CIRCLF ONE NUNBER FOR EACH STATEMENT)

— DISAGREE AGREE
Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly
ktneral issues:
It is important for faculty to partici-
pate in governing their institutions. 1 2 3 4
Faculty promotions should be based at
least in part on f:-mal evaluations
vy students. 1 2 3 4
The tenure system in higher education
should be preserved. 1 2 3 4
Teaching effectiveness should be the
primary criterion for promction of
colleye faculty. 1 2 3 4
Research/publications should be the
primary criterion for promotion of
college faculty. 1 2 3 4
Faculty should be free to present in
class any idea they consider relevant. 1 2 3 4
Collective bargairing is likely to bring
overall higher salaries and improved
benefits for faculty. 1 2 3 4
(continued)
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AGREE

— DISAGREE
|7 Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly

Private consulting in areas

directly related to a faculty

menber’s field of research or

teaching should be restricted. 1 2

It is impcrtant to encourage
students to consider a career
in higher education. 1 2

Institutional Issues:

The administrative function is

taking an increasingly heavy

share of available resources

at this institution. 1 2

At *~is institution, research is
re.sarded more than teaching. 1 2

Does not

0

Female faculty members are
treated fairly at this institution. 1 2

Faculty who are members of racial or
ethnic minorities are treated fairly
at tris institution. 1 2

improved, or stayed the same in recent years.
(PLEASE CIRCLE ONE NUMBER FOR EACH ITEN)

Stayed

49. Please indicate your opinion regarding whether each of the following has worsened,

Have

Norsened the same Improved no idea

The quality of undergraduate students in

higher education 1 2 9
The quality of graduate students in my field 1 2 9
The quality of students who choose to pursue

academic careers in my field 1 2 9
The opportunities junior faculty have for

advancement in my field 1 2 9
The professional competence of individuals

entering my academic field 1 2 9
Respect for the academic profession, generally 1 2 9

THANK (OU VERY MUCH FGR YOUR PARTICIPATION

Please return thi: completed ques.ionnaire in the enclosed franked envelope to:
National Survey of Postsecondary Faculty
SRI International, P.0. Box 2124, Menla Park, CA 94025-2124
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001
002

003
004

005
006
007
008
009

010
011
012
013
014
015
016
017
018
019

020
021
022
023

024
025
026
027

028
029
030
031
032

033
034
035
036
037

CODES FOR MAJOR FIELDS OF STUDY AND ACADEMIC DISCIPLINES

AGRICULTURE
Agribusiness & Agricultural Production

038
Agricultural, Animal, Food, & Plant 039
Sciences 040
Renewable Natural Resources, including 041
Conservation, Fishing, & Forestry 042
Other Agriculture 043
044
045
Architecture & Environmental Design 046
City, Community, & Regional Planning 047
Interior Design
Land Use Management and Reclamation
Other Arch. & Environmental Design 048
049
ART 050
Art History and Appreciation 051
Crafts 052
Dance 053
Design (other than Arch. or Interior)
Dramatic Arts
Film Arts
Fine Arts 054
Music 055
Music History and Appreciation 056
Other Visual & Performing Arts
057
058
Accounting 059
Banking & Finance
Business Administration & Management
Business Administrative Support (e.g., 060
Bookkeeping, Cffice Management, 061
Secretarial) 062
Human Resources Development 063
Organizationai Behavior 064
Marketing & Distribution 065
Other Business 066
. 067
Advertising
Broadcasting and Journalism 068
Communications Research
Communication Technologies 069
Other Communications 070
071
COMPUTER SCIENCE 072
Computer & Information Sciences 073
Computer Programming 074
Data Processing 075
Systems Analysis 076
Other Computer Science 077
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Education, General

Basic Skills
Bilingual/Cross-cultural education
Curriculum & Instruction

Education Administration

Education Evaluation and Research
Educational Psychology

Special Education

Student Counseling & Personnel Svcs.
Other Education

Pre-Elementary

Elementary

Secondary

Adult & Continuing

Other General Teacher Ed. Programs
Teacher Education in Specific
Subjects

ENGINEERING

Engineering, General

Civil Engineering

Electrical, Electronics, &
Communication Engineering
Mechanical Engineering

Other Engineering
Engineering-Related Technologies

ENGLIS

English, General

Composition and Creative Writing
American Literature

English Literature

Linguistics

Speech, Debate, & Forensics
English as a Second Language
English, Other

FOREIGN LANGUAGES
Chinese (Mandarin, Cantonese,
or Otker Chinese)
French

German

Italian

Latin

Japanese

Other Asian

Russian or Other Slavic
Spanish

Other “oreign Languages



CODES FOR MAJOR FIELDS OF STUDY AND ACADEMIC DISCIPLINES (continued)

078
079

091

107

108

109

HEALTH SCIENCES
Allied Health Technologies & Services

SOCJAL SCIENCES
Social Sciences, General

110
Dentistry 111  Anthrepology
Health Services Administration 112 Archeology
Medicine, including Psychiatry 113 Area & Ethnic Studies
Nursing 114  Demography
Pharmacy 115 Economics
Public Health 116 Geography
Veterinary Medicine 117 History
Other Health Sciences 11€ International Relations
119 Political Science & Government
HOME ECONOMICS 120  Sociology
s 121 Other Social Sciences
INDUSTRIAL ART.
YOCATIONAL TRAINING
LAW
Constryction Trades
LIBRARY & ARCHIVAL SCIENCES 122 Carpentry
123  Electrician
124 Plumbing
Life or Physical Scierces, General 125 Other Construction Trades
Astronomy
Biology *
Botany 126  Personal Services (e.g., Barbering,
Chemistry Cosmetology)
Geological Sciences 127 Other Consumer Services
Physics
Physiology Mechanics and Repairers
Zoology 128  Electrical & Electronics Equipment
Other-Natural Sciences Repair
129 Heating, Air Conditioning, &
MATHEMATICS & STATISTICS Refrigeration Mechanics & Repairers
130  Vehicle & Mobile Equipment Mechanics
MILITARY STUDIES & Repairers
131 Other Mechanics and Repairers
MULTI/INTERDISCIPLINARY STUDIES
PARKS & RECREATION 132 Drafting
133 Graphic & Print Communications
PHILGSOPHY, RELIGION, & THEOLOGY 134  Leatherworking and Upholstering
135 Precision Metal Work
PSYCHOLOGY 136 Woodworking
137 Other Precision Production Work
PROTECTIVE SERVICES (e.g., Criminal
Justice, Fire Protection) Iransportation and h,cerial Moving
138  Air Transportation (e.g., Piloting,
PUBLIC AFFAIRS (e.g., Community Traffic Control, Flight Attendance,
Services, Public Administration, Aviation Management)
Public Works, Social Work) 139 Land Vehicle & Equipment Operation
140 Water Transportation (e.g., Boat and
SCIENCE TECHNOLOGIES Fishing Operations, Deep Water
Diving, Marina rations,
Sailors and Deckhands)
141 Other Transportation and Material
Moving
999  OTHER
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