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PREFACE

This report is one in a series of studies that report findings regard-
ing teacher demand and supply in Indiana. These findings are based
both on historical data and cn a survey of new 1988-89 hires that was
fielded during May-June 1989. This report profiles new and return-
ing teachers and details their paths to teaching. Other reports in this
series examine experiences with the Indiana Beginning Teacher
Internship Program (Hudson, Grissmer, and Kirby, 1991), and pat-
terns of teacher attrition over time (Grissmer and Kirby, 1991).

These analyses were undertaken as part of a larger study of
teacher supply and demand in Indiana funded by Lilly Endowment
Inc. The objectives of the study are to assess the current state of
teacher supply and demand in Indiaaa, to determine and recommend
policies to ensure an adequate supply of certified teacliers, and to pro-
vide the Indiana State Department of Education with the capability
to monitor and perform future assessments of teacher supply and
demand.

The resuits presented here should be of interest to educators and
policymakers concerned with issues of teacher supply and demand.
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SUMMARY

There is increasing recognition that improving the quality of our
nation’s educational system must also entail improving the quality of
the teaching force (Carnegie Forum on Education and the Economy,
1986; National Governors’ Association, 1986). Improving the quality
of the teaching force requires an understanding of the teacher labor
market and the forces that determine the current supply and quality
of entering teachers.

Analyzing and pyedicting teacher supply is a complicated process
for two reasons. First, individuals enter teaching through a diverse
set of paths. Sources of new teacher supply include migrating teach-
ers from other states, returning teachers, new teachers who entered
and graduated from school at older ages, and those transferring from
other occupations, in addition to the more traditional newly gradu-
ated 20-24 year olds.

Second, teacher supply is a function of the choices individuals
make at various points in their life and career cycles. Without a
better understanding of the factors affecting these choices, it would be
difficult to gauge future trends in teacher supply and, therefore, the
extent or likelihood of possible shortages, or to design policy prescrip-
tions to deal with potential problems ir: supply.

The report draws from two unique sources of data describing Indi-
ana teachers. The first is a computerized file containing a record for
each Indiana teacher in each year from 1965 to 1988. The second is a
survey of all Indiana teachers who taught in school year 1987-88, but
who did not teach in the previous year. Specific questions that we
address in this and companion reports are:

1. What are the sources of teacher supply and the paths into
teaching taken by newly hired teachers? How have these
paths changed over time?

2. How satisfied are teachers with their entering or reentering
teaching experience? What are the primary sources of dis-
satisfaction?

3. What are their short-term and long-term career plans? What
factors are important in these decisions?

4. What are new teachers’ experiences in and opinions of the
Indiana Beginning Teacher Internship Program?

The first topic is the focus of this report.




HISTORICAL TRENDS IN THE SOURCES OF
TEACHER SUPPLY

New hires tend to be drawn both from the ‘xperienced teacher
reserve pool as well as from the pool of inexperienced, “new” teachers
who are either entering straight from school or have spent some time
in the labor market in other occupations. The evidence on the rela-
tive proportions of these types of teachers is rather surprising: Con-
trary to popular belief and the assumptions underlying several
simplistic models of teacher supply, experienced teachers today
account for a larger proportion of new hires than inexperienced teach-
ers. The relative magnitudes of these sources of supply have changed
markedly over time,

* Inexperienced teachers are now a much smaller proportion of
annual new hires; where before they accounted for over 60
percent of new hires in 1966-67, they constitute only 40-45
percent of new hires in recent years.

* Returning teachers have grown as a proportion of new hires
from 15 to 30 percent.

* Migrating teachers (defined as experienced teachers who have
not taught before in the Indiana public school system—they
could be teachers from out of v*ate or transfers from private
schools) have remained a relatively stable proportion of new
hires at 20-25 percent.

One explanation for this trend is that experienced teachers form a
supply-constrained pool preferred by school districts or protected in
rehiring by union rules or simply with better joh search and inter-
viewing skills. An alternative explanation is that the shift from inex-
perienced to experienced teachers simply reflects supply constraints
on both typas of teachers. More inexperienced teachers were avail-
able when demand was high, and this pool declined as demand
declined.

Another trend that deserves attention is the gradual aging of the
newly hired cohorts. The aging of the migrating and returning pool of
teachers probably reflects the aging of the teaching force itself. Since
the number of new hires has sharply decreased in the lust 15 years,
the average age of the teaching force has increased, and is currently
at 41 years. As the teaching force itself gets older, so do the popula-
tions of migrating and returning teachers; however, this does not
explain why inexperienced teachers themselves appear to be entering
teaching at an older age.
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All of these trends at least partly result from the changing role of
women in the labor force over time. For example, older women who
tended in earlier times to return part-time or not at all are now
returning to professiois full-time, and more women in general are
choosing to work, partly because of society’s changing mores and
partly because of economic reasons. As we have shown in our report
on teacher attrition (Grissmer and Kirby, 1991), men’s real incomes
have fallen over the time period being studied and women’s lakor-
force participation increased dramatically from 43 to over 70 percent
by 1987.

A simple decomposition analysis shows that the trends regarding
the gender and age composition of new hires over time can mostly be
attributed to the changing mix within each group of newly hired
teachers, i.e.,, entering and reentering teachers have a different
profile than they did earlier.

EVIDENCE FROM THE SURVEY

Our data present a picture or - fluid, responsive, and dynamic
teacher labor market, but one also characterized by a strong homing
instinct to teach in the state where one attended high school or col-
lege. The labor market is fluia in the sense that individuals flow
between states and between public and private schools, and also into
and out of and back into teaching careers. These flows are particu-
larly prevalent early in the career.

The data show that the sources of supply of new hires are both
diverse and changing over time. Sources of new hires include:

* Newly graduated young teachers, v ho currently account for
only between 20-25 percent of teachers hived to fill annual
vacancies.

* Inexperienced, older teachers, who make up another 20 per-
cent of new hires. These appear to be individuals who delay
entering teaching until over 25 years of age—they try other
occupations, choose not to be part of the labor force, are not
offered teaching jobs, obtain certification much later than
their undergraduate degree, or enter and complete college at
an older age.

* Miprating teachers, who constitute another 20-25 percent of
new hires. About 40 percent of migrating teachers are really
“returning home,” having gone to high school or college in
Indiana or taught in Indiana earlier.
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* Returning Indiana teachers, whe constitute another 30 per-
cent of current new hires.

The data show that only about 45 percent of inexperienced teachers
consist of individuals 20-25 years old entering teaching directly after
college. Another 13 percent are individuals receiving their bachelor’s
degrees at age 25-45, but who enter teaching directly after obtaining
their degree. About 12 percent of inexperienced teachers enter one
year after receiving a bachelor’s degree. Those entering two or more
years after receiving & bachelor’'s degree are further subdivided into
two groups: those who received their degree and Indiana certification
at the same time (within one year of their degree) and those who had
a significant delay in obtaining their certificate. The first group are
presumably education majors who have delayed entry; the second
group may be those with noneducation majors who need additional
coursework before certification. The former group constitutes about 9
percent of all inexperienced Indiana teachers; the latter constitutes
about 18 percent.

PROFILE OF NEW HIRES AND PREVIOUS
WORK HISTORY

Our purpose in fielding the survey of new teachers was twofold:
first, to obtain information regarding the teacher labor market and
the sources of supply that would be useful in modeling teacher sup-
ply; second, to paint a richer, more detailed picture of new hires than
is possible with historical data. Some of the data presented here are
purely descriptive and set the context for other analyses focusing on
first-year experiences and future career plans.

For the purposes of this analysis, we found it useful to categorize
teachers into (a) new, inexperienced teachers (46 percent of the
1988-89 cohort of new hires); (b) former Indiana teachers, returning
to the Indiana public school system (28 percent); (c) migrating teach-
ers who had taught most recently in out-of-state public schools (16
percent); (d) in-state transfers from private schools in Indiana (8 per-
cent); and (e) out-of-state transfers from private schools outside of
Indiana (3 percent).!

Most of the teachers, with the exception of the new, inexperienced
teachers, have between one and five years of total teaching experi-
ence, although between 15-25 percent have between six to ten years
of experience. The mean years of teaching experience are
surprisingly similar across the other four groups, between 6.5 and 7.4
years.

These numbers do not add to 100 percent due to rounding.
(
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When asked about their main activity the previous year, the teach-
ers’ responses differed depending on the type of teacher. Well over
half of the inexperienced teachers were in school; teachers transfer-
ring from out-of-state or private schools, of course, tended to be
employed full-time. About a fifth of the returning teachers were
homemaking "« the prior year and another third were working full-
time. About 30 percent ware working part-time.

Data on the former occupations of these teachers help delineate a
reserve pool for te~chers and help pinpoint occupations to which teach-
ers might be attraci~~ ... from which they could be recruited. Of those
employed full-time, among the inexperienced teachers we find that
about a third were working in teaching either as substitutes or as
part-time teachers. Fewer than 20 percent were working in adminis-
trative support positions or service occupations, and another 6 percent
worked in managerial/administrative positions. Among returning
Indiana t-achers, about 40 percent were working in 2ducation, usually
as substitutes or aides. About 11 peicent were in managerial/
administrative positions and an equa!l proportion were in sales. About
7 percent were postsecondary teachers. Among the other types of
teachers, the overwhelming majority were working as classroom teach-
ers. We find that the median time that our respondents had spent in
this prior occupation is about three years.

In accordance with simple economic theory, we find that over 80
percent of those working outside of elementary/secondary education
rate their current job as better than the previous job and this differ-
ence is statistically significant. Among this group, the teaching job
was rated highly in terms of salary, work schedule, intellectual chal-
lenge, emotional rewards, and long-term job security. Again, several
of these differences are significant. Influence over workplace policies,
Job stress, and safety of environment appeared to be matters of con-
cern.

Reasons for the break in the teaching career as well as reasons for
reentry or transfer may provide important informs*on to school dis-
tricts in determining whether there are special -.eps that could be
taken to reduce the one and increase the other. However, the pri-
mary reason for the break in teaching appeared to be
pregnancy/childrearing and this, of course, was predominantly among
women. Among Indiana teachers, about 15 percent had left to pursue
another career, and another 6 to 7 percent left because of school
staffing action or merely to take a break from teaching. Among out-
of-state teachers, the next most frequent reason for the interruption
in teaching, after pregnancy/childrearing, was the move to Indiana,
either to accompany a spouse or for other reasons.

\ e 10




The reasons for reentering teaching in 1988-89 are much as one
would expect from the reasons given for leaving teaching The four
most frequently mentioned reasons were: (a) increased need for extra
family income; (b) lessening of childcare responsibilities; (c) dissatis-
faction with other job/activity; and (d) the first year a job was offered.
Among out-of-state teachers, completion of Indiana certification
requirements also ranked high.

The Indiana labor market appears to be rather widespread. Well
over half of the teachers come from states other thau those adjacent
to Indiana.

The most important reason for transferring to the Indiana public
school system appears to be related to a spouse’s job transfer to
Indiana. A little over one-quarter of these teachers preferred to live
in Indiana. Among these, aJout two-thirds had graduated from an
Indiana college.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Overall, the teacher labor market appears to be fluid and reszon-
sive to demand and labor force trends such as the greatly increased
labor force participation of women. However, given our evidence that
teacher attrition is at an all-time low and that both new hires and the
overal! teaching force are becoming increasingly older, there may be
some cause for concern in the future as the reserve pool starts to
decline and increasing numbers of teachers are required to fill vacan-
cies created by retirements. This issue, along with other trends in
teacher demand and supply, is the subject of a forthcoming report.

The data we have presented here lend themselves to some policv
implications. First, a greater degree of cooperation between school
districts and businesses with wider dissemination of teaching oppor-
tunites in the state might prove to be a cost-effective method of
recruiting. Second, the reserve pool of teachers appears to be larger
than we had originally thought and it may prove possible with low-
cost certification programs and scholarships to attract mid-career
switchers, as is being done in a number of states. Third, it scems
clear that sorie effort needs .o be made tc attract young peopie into
teaching to offset the vacancies that are likely to occur 10 to 15 years
down the road as older teachers get closer to retirement. Tiiis is not
likely to be a problem unique to Indiana. Fourth, at least insofar as
our data show, there scems little states can do to prevent breaks in
service for teachers who leave and later return to teaching. The
majority of these appear to leave for personal reasons that are

11
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unlikely to be responsive to policy changes. However, we do not mean
to imply that the attrition of younger teachers from teaching is not
amenable to policy reform. There is ample evidence to show that
these teachers leave for a variety of reasons, primarily salary, the
work environment, and the extracurricular demands of teaching.
Certainly, we need to devise policies to attract and retain these teach-
ers, who otherwise are likely to be lost to teaching.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Teuchers have come under increasing scrutiny over the past
several years as part of the continuing national debate on the quality
and appropriateness of American schooling. There is increasing
recognition ti:at improving the quality of our nation's educational sys-
tem must also entail improving the quality of the teaching force (Car-
negie Forum on Education and the Economy, 1986; National Gover-
nors’ Association, 1986). Improving the quality of the teaching force
requires an urderstanding of the teacher labor market and the forces
that determin' the current supply and quality of entering teachers. A
better understanding of this group also is critical to predicting the
likelihood of a shortage of certified teachers in the future.

Predicting teacher supply is a complicated process for two reasons.
First, individuals enter teaching through a diverse set of paths.
Fewer than one-quarter of teaching vacancies are filled by individuals
graduating from college with education degrees at ages 22-24. Sup-
ply models must contend with a much richer mix of sources of teacher
supply. These sources include migrating teachers from other states,
returning teachers, new teachers who entered and graduated from
school at older ages, and those transferring from other occupations.

Second, teacher supply depends larguly on the choices individuals
make at various points in their lives and career cycles. To accurately
model these decisions, we must understand what factors influence
some to enter teaching, how often and for what reasons those who do
enter teaching migrate from one teaching job to another, and which
teaching conditions serve as inducements to leave and reenter or per-
manently leave teaching.

PREVIOUS RESEARCH

Previous research in the area of supply is rather sparse. Some
studies have attempted to measure the influence of various factors
such as salary, working conditions, and education on the propensity
to enter teaching; others have merely enumerated the different
sources of supply and attempted to use such information in teacher
supply and demand models.




Factors Affecting Supply of Teachers

Manski (1987) and Zarkin (1985) have shown that the decline in
the probability of obtaining a teaching position combined with the
decline in the competitiveness of teaching salaries led to a decline in
the proportion of college students majoring in education during the
1970s and early 1980s. Schlechty and Vance (1983) and Weaver
(1£.3) show that college graduates with high scores on the Scholastic
Aptitude Test (SAT) are less likely to enter teaching than graduates
with lower scores. Recent work by Murnane and Schwinden (1989)
examines the relationship between standardized test scores on the
National Teacher Examination (NTE) and the propensity to enter
teaching once certified. Their findings show differences by race and
specialty. For most white certificants, the NTE score was not a good
predictor of entry into teaching with the exception of those in fields
likely to have a high demand outside education. In these fields, high
scoring certificants were less likely to teach than lower scoring
certificants. Among blacks, however, high scoring certificants were
much more likely to enter teaching than their lower scoring counter-
parts. In addition, the probability of entry declined over time
(1976-85) among whites; the opposiie was true for blacks.

These studies focus on the point of entry into teaching. However, a
large proportion of the desnand for teachers in any given year is filled
by continuing teachers. Studies have shown that the length of time
teachers already in school stay in teaching differs greatly by age,
gender, and subject specialty (Grissmer and Kirby, 1987, 1991; Mur-
~ane and Olsen, 1989, 1990; Murnane et al., 1988, 1989). A summary
- € the early research is provided in Grissmer and Kirby (1987); some
¢" the more recent research is described in Grissmer and Kirby
(1991), which also presents findings from Indiana.

Another important aspect that has received little attention until
recently is that a significant number of teachers return to teaching
after a career interruption. For example, 75 percent of new hires in
Connecticut in 1986-87 were teachers with prior teaching experience.
However, there is little systematic knowledge about this reserve pool
and the propensity of individuals constituting it to reenter teaching.
Evidence from Murnane and Olsen (1989), Murnane et al, (1988,
1989), and Grissmer and Kirby (1991) shows that elementary school
teachers, women, and older teachers are the most likely to return and
that most teachers intending to return do so within the first five years
after separation. However, much remains to be done in this area.

<0




Supply Models

The Panel on Statistics on Supply and Demand for Precollege Sci-
ence and Mathematics Teachers examined the projection model used
by the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) and several
state demand and supply models. Their coiiclusion was that current
models were of limited usefulness, lacked behavioral content, and fre-
quently were too aggregated. The two major components of supply in
these models are (a) continuing teachers and (b) new entrants, Most
models use an attrition rate (sometimes differentiated by age or
experience or subject areas) which when applied to the teaching stock
produces an estimate of the supply of continuing teachers. The most
difficult part of modelling teacher supply is the second component—
attempting to predict the willingness to teach of those who were not
in the teaching labor force in the previous year. Virtually none of the
state models nor the Center for Education Statistics model provides a
thorough analysis of the contribution of these various types of poten-
tial entrants. Most models ignore everyone except new teacher grad-
uates, newly certified persons, or some equivalent and generally
predict shortages or surplus based on naive comparisons between the
number of newly trained teachers and teacher demand.

The California PACE model (Cagampang et al., 1985) represents
an ambitious effort to take into account al' the disparate sources of
supply of new teachers. The model examines four types of new
entrants: new teacher graduates, new credential holders from out of
state, teachers entering from the reserve pool, and those obtaining
emergency credentials by passing the California Basic Ecucational
Skills Test. However, lack of adequate data forces thie model to use
numbers based on historical hiring patterns in the state, rather than
on supply relationships.

What makes the naive assumptions regarding new tcacher supply
in most of these models particularly questionable is that descriptive
statistics in many states indicate that a substantial number of new
hires do not consist of new teacher graduates but of entrants from
other categories.

PURPOSE OF THE REPCRT

Our purpose in this report is both more broad and more limited
than that in the papers discussed above. Because our purpose is pri-
marily descriptive, we make no effort to estimate behavioral relation-
ships. Instead, this report is a first step in identifying the diverse
sources of teacher supply, the magnitude of the flow from each source,

l -
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the characteristics of the teachers who enter or reenter from each
source, and their jobs in the years before they enter teaching. These
data are useful to policymakers and school systems in that they pro-
vide some idea of the diverse sources of teacher supply, the relative
importance of different factors in determining who returns to the
labor force, the need for new graduates to fill vacancies, and which
steps might be undertaken to recruit teachers from other states,
especially those who might accompany spouses to Indiana during a
job move. These data, combined with those presented in two compan-
ion reports (described below), can help point the way for designing
and implementing initiatives aimed at attracting and keeping quality
teachers in teaching. For example, knowing that there is a reserve
pool of individuals who could be attracted to teaching from other occu-
pations suggests that a low cost certificate program combined with a
scholarship and wide publicity might be potentially cost-effective.
The fact that several teachers migrate to Indiana as part of a spouse’s
job move suggests that a good approach would be to start a program
of cooperation with local businesses, whereby potential teachers
might be given information about job openings in various neighboring
districts.

The report draws from two unique sources of data describing Indi-
ana teachers. The first is a computerized file containing a record for
each Indiana teacher in each year from 1965 to 1988. The second is a
survey of all Indiana teachers who taught in the school year 1987-88,
but who did not teach in the Indiana public school system the previ-
ous year. These two data sources provide a comprehensive database
for analyzing teacher supply thai is unmatched by data currently
available in other states.

IMPORTANCE OF STATE DATA

National efforts to understand and predict teacher supply and
demand have been constrained by a number of factors, not the least of
which is that the teacher labor market functions primarily at the
state and local levels, ncces iitating data collection and analysis at
these levels. For example, many teacher candidates apply for jobs
exclusively within one state or area within a state, and state-level
education policies (including certification requirements, salary scales,
etc.) create different teacher labor market conditions within each
state. Further, many (but certainly not all) state databases are richer
and more reliable than those at the national level for making supply
and demand projections. It thus rests primarily with individual
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states to develop their own models of teacher supply and demand—
models that provide detailed forecasts useful for formulating state
policies for teacher recruitment, hiring, compensation, and retention
and that increase the efficiency and quality of the state’s educational
system.

These state-level analyses can help improve national estimates in
two ways. First, they can help develop prototypes of supply and
demand models and highlight the level of complexity required to pro-
duce credible estimates. As such, they can reveal the pitfalls of rely-
ing on more simplistic models. Second, state models can identify the
critical factors influencing changes in components of supply and
demand, and also whether the.se are peculiar to states or are national
trends. If the latter, then these can be incorporated into national-
level analyses to produce improved national estimates of the com-
ponents of teacher supply and demand. Where variables act at the
state level, it may be possible to include them in a national model as
regional- or state-based variables.

Given these advantages to state-level supply and demand model-
ling, we decided to use state data to develop a more comprehensive
and valid model than is possible at the national level. Funding from
Lilly Encowment, Inc., and Indiana’s extensive educational database
made Indiana a prime candidate for such efforts.

NEW HIRES IN INDIANA

Each year school districts in Indiana need to hire teachers to fill job
vacancies. These job vacancies are created in three ways. Teachers
who do not return to teaching from the previous year leave a vacancy
to be filled. Additional vacancies can also be created if enrollments
rise or if class sizes decrease. In the last five years, Indiana public
schools have hired an average of 3,600 teachers annually; this
represents approximately 7 percent of the Indiana teaching work
force.

The number of teachers hired has decreased dramatically from the
1967-70 period when between 8,000-9,200 teachers were hired each
year. This represented about 17 percent of the teacher work force.
This decline in new hires occurred in response to falling enrollments
and falling teacher attrition rates and reached its lowest level in 1982
when only 2,300 teachers were hired. The increase since 1982 from
2,300 to the averaze of 3,600 in the last five years is at least partly in
response to inueasing enrollments in elementary grades, combined
with legislatively mandated smaller class sizes.
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Improving the quality of Indiana public schocl teachers requires
better and more detailed understanding of this group of annual hires:
their characteristics, the multiple paths they follow into teaching,
their alternative job choices, and how their initial teaching experi-
ences affect their attitudes and propensity to continue in teaching.
One important aspect of the initial teaching experience for first-year
teachers is the newly implemented Indiana Beginning Teacher
Internship Program, and we need to understand how this program
affects teaching experience and future career plans.

THE CURRENT STUDY

The overall study attempts to assess the current state of teacher
supply and demand in Indiana, to determine and recommend policies
to ensure an adequate supply of certified teachers, and to provide the
Indiane State Department of Education with the capability to monitor
and perform future assessments of teacher supply and demand.
Although the specific findings in this study are most relevant to edu-
cators and policymakers in Indiana, the methods and implications of
our findings should be of more general and widespread interest.

Indiana’s data related to teacher supply and demand include data
on student enrollments, teacher salaries, the current teachirg work-
force, and historical data on teachers’ participation in the Indiana
public school teacher workforce. The data span a long period of time,
from 1965-88, the longest of any state analyzed to date. In addition,
these data were supplemented with a survey of newly hired teachers
in Indiana public schools during the academic year 1988-89.
Together, these provide a comprehensive and powerful base on which
to build models of the individual components of teacher supply and
demand and to test the validity of an integrative model.

This study and the companion reports analyze the data collected in
the survey of entering Indiana teachers. This survey was admin-
istered to all Indiana teachers who taught in 1987-88 but who did not
teach in the Indiana public school system in the previous year. It col-
lected information concerning their previous labor force and educa-
tional activities, their first-year teaching experiences, their attitudes
toward and participation in the mentor program, and their experi-
ences in the teacher labor market regarding job search and job selec-
tion.

Specific questions that we address in this and companion studies
are:
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1. What are the sources of teacher supply and the paths into
teaching taken by newly hired teachers? How have these
paths changed over time?

2. How satisfied are teachers with their entering or reentering
teaching experiences? What are the primary sources of dis-
satisfaction?

3. What are their short-term and long-term career plans? What
factors are important in these decisions?

4. What are new teachers’ experiences in and opinions of the
Indiana Beginning Teacher Internship Program?

The first topic is the focus of this report. The fourth topic is described
in Hudson, Grissmer, and Kirby (1991). The second and third topics
will be the subject of future reports.

In addition to these reports presenting data from the survey of new
hires, an additional report (Grissmer and Kirby, 1991) analyzes the
attrition patterns of full-time teachers over the 24-year period, using
the computerized database. A final report will present the results
from an integrated model of teacher supply and demand that will
address questions of possible teacher shortages.

OKGANIZATION OF THE REPORT

Section II describes historical sources of new teacher supply based
on the longitudinal 24-year file. Section III presents a demographic
and economic profile of teachers who responded to our survey and the
paths through which they entered teaching. Conclusions are
presented in Sec. IV. Appendix A discusses the development and
implementation of the survey and the survey questionnaire is
included in Appendix B.




II. THE CHANGING PROFILE OF NEWLY
HIRED TEACHERS

To provide some ! .ckground on traditional sources of new hires in
Indiana and to set the context for the survey findings, we first present
some historical data from the teacher personnel files supplied by the
Indiana State Department of Education. These contain data on all
regular contract employees of the Indiana public school system from
1965 to 1988. These records contain a variety of demographic data
such as age, sex, and educational attainment, as well as teaching-
related variables such as years of teaching experience, subjects
taught, and grade level. The subsections below look at new hires!
over time and examine how the relative proportions of inexperienced
and experienced teachers have changed from 1967-68 to 1988-89.
We also present evidence to show that the distribution of these new
hires in terms of gender and age has changed markedly over this time
period.

THE CHANGING MIX OF INEXPERIENCED, MIGRATING,
AND RETURNING TEACHERS

Figure 2.1 shows that the number of new hires has fallen dramati-
cally over time, from a high of over 9,000 in 1970 to a low of about
2,300 in 1982. If we assume that the teacher labor market has not
been supply-constrained, then we can interpret these numbers as
reflecting demand? for new teachers. The steady decline in demand
over the 1970s miirrors the decline in enrollments that occurred over
this time period as well as declining teacher attrition rates. Since
1982, however, as the legislature mandated smaller class sizes, we see
that demand has risen slowly and now stands at a little over 3,000.

The data allowed us to categorize newly hired ieachers as experi-
enced and inexperienced (or new) teachers.® Further, because our

'New hires are defined as all teachers who were not teaching full-time in the Indi-
ana public school system in the previous year.

By demand, we mean the number of new teachers demanded in & given year (i.e.,
the number of vacancies that the school has to fill) s a function of the number of
teachers leaving (turnover in the school), pupil-teacher ratios, and enroliment.

3Experience is given by a data field that includes teaching experience for which the
teacher was given credit when hired. In most cases, we believe that this encompasses
public school experience only. Thus, in this section, experience probably refers to
experience in public schools either in Indiana or out of state.
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Fig. 2.1—Number of new hires, 1967-88

data are linked over time, we were able to distinguish whether teach-
ers newly hired in any given year had taught before ir. the Indiana
public school system. If they had, they were classified as “experi-
enced, returning Indiana teachers.” If they had not, they were
classified as “experienced, migrating teachers”; these teachers could
be immigrants from another state (from either public or private
schools) or from private schools in Indiana.*

Figure 2.2 shows that the relative proportions of inexperienced and
experienced new hires has changed over time. In the earlier period,

“The distinction be. ween migrating and returning is less clearcut for earlier periods
for which we have data. This is because some teachers may have taught in Indiana
before 1965, the first year for wnich we have data. These teachers would be classified
as migrating simply because we did not have earlier records indicating their Indiana
service. This bias raises the estimates of migrating teachers and depresses estimates
of returning teachers in the early period. Since almost all teachers who return to
teaching do 8o within five yoars (see Grissmer and Kirby, 1991), this bias becomes
negligible by about 1970-71.
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far more inexperienced than experienced teachers were hired. Since
then the situation has somewhat reversed. Over the 1980s, the
number of inexperienced teachers hired has been around 1,000 to
1,500 and the number of experienced new hires has ranged from
1,500 to 2,200.

Figure 2.3 further breaks cut the number of experienced new hires
into those who are returning Indiana teachers and those who are
transferring from elsewhere. Because of the problem of using this
classification with earlier cohorts of new hires, the figure displays
these data for 1971-88 only. We find that the reiative magnitudes of
these two types of teachers are approximately equal over time,
between 1,000 to 1,500 (with the exception of thc early 1980s when
the number of migrating teachers hired dropped to around 500).
Since then, this has increased and stands now at a little under 1,000.

Another way of looking at these data is presented in Fig 2.4, which
summarizes the relative proportions of each type of hire over time.
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Fig. 2,2—-Number of inexperienced compared with
experienced new hires, 1967-88
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Fig. 2.3—Number of new, returning, and migrating teachers
hired, 1971-88

The bars depicting total demand in each year add to 1 and the dif-
ferent shaded areas depict the relative proportinns of inexperienced
(new), returning Indiana, and migrating teachers. The graph shows
the rather dramatic increase in the proportion of returning teachers
hired relative to new teachers. For example, in 1971, new, inexperi-
enced teachers accounted for over 60 percent of all new hires, return-
ing teachers for 15 percent. By 1988, these proportions were 40 per-
cent and 30 percent, resp.ctively. The proportion of new hires
accounted for by migrating teachers has remained relatively constant,
a little over 20 percent, although it is a little higher in 1988, about 25
percent.

These data show that when demand declines,” the number of
returning teachers hired is the least affected; the greatest effect

SAgain this assumes that the teacher labor market is not supply-constrained. As
such, declines in the total number of new hires can be interpreted as declines in
demand.
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Fig. 2.4—Relative proportions of new, returning, and migrating
teachers hired each year, 1971--88

appears to be on the number of inexperienced new hires. This in turn
presumably affects the decisions of individuals in college to enter
teaching and may cause a decline in future new teacher supply.

THE CHANGING DISTRIBUTION OF NEW HIRES
BY GENDER

The proportion of men among new hires has declined markedly
over time from about 30 percent in the late 1960s and middle 1970s to
about 22 percent in 1988, a decrease of almost 27 percent. This is
shown in Fig. 2.5. A breakdown by gender shows that men are a
declining proportion of returning, migrating, and new teachers (Fig.
2.6). The decline appears te be the largest among migrating teachers.
The increasing proportion of women overall among new hires may be
partially explained by the fact that returning teachers are a higher
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Fig. 2.5—Men as a proportion of new hires, 1967-88

proportion of new hires in the later years. Returning teachers have
the highest proportion of women, generally around 80 percent,
although in recent years, this proportion has shown some slight
decline.

THE CHANGING DiSTRIBUTION OF NEW HIRES BY AGE

The age distribution of new hires has also changed markedly. Fig-
ure 2.7 shows the changing profile of new hires over time: New hires
have become increasingly older. Indeed, from 1983 onward, we find
that well over a third of new hires are 35 years of age or older; before,
this group accounted for a little over 15 percent of new hires. Con-
versely, we find a sharp decline in the proportion of new hires that
are younger than 24 years—the group that presumably is primarily
composed of newly graduated teachers. For example, young teachers
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Fig. 2.6—Men as a proportion of new, returning, and migrating
teachers, 1971-88

initially constituted 30 percent of new hires; however, during
1983-86, they accounted for under 10 percent of all new hires. The
proportion has risen somewhat to a little under 15 percent during
1987-88. The group in the middle, those aged 25-29 years, has sta-
bilized at about 25 percent of all hires, although between the late
1970s and early 1980s the proportion hired in this age group sharply
increased

At first glance, it seems likely that we can attribute this gradual
aging to the changing distribution of inexperienced and experienced
teachers among new hires that we had seen earlier. However, as Fig.
2.8 makes clear, this is not entirely the case. Figure 2.8 presents the
distribution by age of new, inexperienced teschers over time. It is
clear that inexperienced teachers entering teaching for the first time
have themselves tended to be older.
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Fig. 2.7—Age distribution of all new hires, 1967-88

For example, the proportion under 24 years pf age has declined
markedly from a high of over 50 percent during 1967-70 to a low of a
little over 20 percent in the 1983-88 cohorts. The relative increase
here has been among those 25-29 years of age and to a smaller
degree, among those 30 and older. The middle group, for example,
now accounts for almost 35 percent of all new, inexperienced hires
compared to about 15 percent in the late 1960s. Similarly, we find
that the 30 and over group represents about 25 percent of new, inex-
perienced teachers during 1987-88. The phenorenon is a little
surprising—either newly graduated teachers are choosing te remain
in school for further education or greater proportions of them are try-
ing other occupations before entering teaching or both.

Among returning teachers, we find the same pattern repeated as
shown in Fig. 2.9. Although returning teachers tended to be predom-
inantly younger than 35 in earlier cohorts of new hires, we find that
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by 1983 and onward, older teachers, thos? 35 years of age and older,
now represent between 65-70 percent of re' urning teachers hired.
The same is true, although to a less marked degree, of migrating
teachers (Fig. 2.10). Here we find that teachers 35 years old and
older constitute between 40-45 percent of 1l such teachers hired
from 1983 onward, with a concomitant decline in the proportion of
25-29 year-olds, who formerly constituted the bulk of this group.

SUMMARY

The discussion above regarding the his’ yrical trends in characteris-
tics of new hires has focused on three important points. These are (a)
the increasing proportion of new hires over time who are experienced
teachers, (b) the decreasing proportion of men among new hires, and
(c) the agi..g of the newly hired cohorts over time.
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Fig. 2.9—Age distribution of returning teachers hired, 1967--88

One explanation for the first trend is that experienced teachers
form a supply-constrained pool preferred by school districts or pro-
tected in rehiring by union rules or simnply with better job-search and
interviewing skills. If this is true, then experienced teachers are
likely to obtain jobs more readily than inexperienced teachers who
may be hired only when experienced teachers are not available.
Thus, when demand is high, more inexperienced teachers are hired
because the supply of experienced teachers is exhausted. At lower
demand levels, fewer inexperienced teachers are needed because
more of the demand can be met by experienced teachers.

An alternative explanatic * is that the shift from inexperieiiced to
experienced teachers simply reflects supply constraints on hoth tywes
of teachers. More inexperienced teachers were available when
demand was high, and this pool declined as demand declined. The
supply of experienced teachers may not have declined as much as the
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Fig. 2.10—Age distribution of migrating teachers, 1967-88

supply of new teacher graduates, either because there was a large
reserve pool created by the large nuinber of teachers who left teach-
ing in the late 1960s and early 1970s or because the supply of such
teachers is less responsive to changes in demand, compensation, and
working conditions. In any case, what is evident here is that the
reserve pool of experienced former teachers has played an
increasingly important role in filling teacher demand and any projec-
tions that do not take this into account are likely to erroneously
predict teacher shortages.

We have shown that men form a decreasing proportion of all three
teacher supply groups. A possible explanation of the decreasing pro-
portion of men among migrating teachers is that they migrate volun-
tarily to achieve higher salary, whereas women teachers have more
often migrated involuntarily in response to a spouse’s job change.
More men would have migrated earlier in the veriod in response to
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high demand. In later periods, migration was probably constrained
by tight demand conditions.

Returning teachers have the highest proportion of women, gen-
erally around 80 percent, although in recent years, this proportion
has shown some slight decline. This occurs because women more
often than men leave for reasons related to family and child care and
later return to teaching. In our earlier analysis of attrition (Grissmer
and Kirby, 1991), we showed that although men tend to have lower
attrition rates than women, once they leave, they are unlikely to
return,

The aging of the migrating and returning pool of teachers probably
reflects the aging of the teaching force itself. Since the number of
new hires has sharply decreased in the last 15 years, the average age
of the teaching force has increased, and is currently at 41 years. As
the teaching force itself gets older, so do the populations of migrating
and returning teachers; however, this does not explain why inexperi-
enced teachers themselves appear to be entering teaching at an older
age.

All of these trends are at least partly the result of the changing
role of women in the labor force over time. For example, older women
who tended in earlier years to return part-time or not at all are now
returuing to professions full-time, and more women in general are
choosing to work, partly because of society’s changing mores and
partly because of economic reasons. As we have shown in our report
on teacher attrition (Grissmer and Kirby, 1991), men’s real incomes
have fallen over this time period and women’s labor-force participa-
tion increased dramatically from 43 to over 70 percent by 1987.

It is interesting to decompose the trends regarding the gender and
age composition of the newly hired cohorts to determine the cause of
the change. Can it be attributed to the foct that (a) the distribution
by age and gender within each pool of new hires has been changing
over time or that (b) the proportions of ..aw hires from each source
have also been changing over time? If we examine the proportion of
men from 1967-87, we find a decrease of almost 27 percent. If we
assume that the proportion of new hires from each source remained
the same as in 1967-70, we find that because of the changing distri-
bution within each source, the proportion of men in the newly hired
cohorts by 1983-87 would have still declined by a little over 21 per-
cent. In other words, most of the decline can be attributed to the
changing mix of men and women within each group of newly hired
teachers. Similarly, if we examine the age distribution across time
under various assumptions, we find that the largest change again
results from the dramatic change over time in the age composition of
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new hires within each group. For example, there was a 57 percent
decline over time in the proportion of new hires aged 20-24 years.
Had the proportion of new hires remained the same as in 1967-70,
the decline wouid still have been quite large—40 percent. Had the
age composition of each pool remained the same as in 1967-70, even
with the changing proportion recruited from each group, the decline
would have been much smaller--a little over 25 percent. Similar
results are obtained when we examine those aged 35 years and older.
Thus, the changes in the composition of newly hired cohorts by age
and gender are mainly attributable to the fact that the age and sex
distribution of each source of supply has been changing over time as
older teachers return to the labor force and more women enter the
labor force at a lator age, although certainly the fact that more experi-
enced teachers are being hired has contributed to these trends.




III. PROFILE OF TEACHERS IN
THE SURVEY SAMPLE

For the recent cohort (1988-89), the data we obtained from the sur-
vey of new hires allow us to develop more disaggregate groupings of
new hires than the computerized teacher files (see Appendixes A and
B for details). Whereas the teacher files only allow classification into
new, returning, and migrating teachers, the survey allows us to
answer questions such as:

*  Where do migrating teachers come from?

* How many migrating teachers went to school in Indiana or
had previous teaching experience?

* How long ago did returning teachers teach, and what was
their main activity during their break from teaching?

* How many inexperienced teachers graduated from Indiana
colleges, and how soon after college do they enter teaching?

* How many inexperienced teachers try other occupations
before entering teaching?

* How many newly hired teachers come from private schools?

Survey respondents were classified into one of five categories
depending on their answers to questions in the survey regarding prior
teaching experience and the state where the teacher had most
recently taught. These categories are:

* No prior experience in either public or private schools;
* Prior experience most recently in:

— Indiana public schools,

— Indiana private schools,

~—  QOut-of-state public schools,

—  Out-of-state private schools.

The survey was administered to all Indiana public school teachers
newly hired in the school year 1988-89. Qur initial population con-
sisted of 3,066 teachers in grades K-12. The survey questionnaire
focused on five separate topics: (1) current assignment, (2) future
plans, (3) work history, (4) teacher labor market experience, and (5)
personal background. The survey wa. fielded in May-June 1989. A
total of 1,953 people completed the survey, giving us an un idjusted
response rate of 64 percent. However, initial anclyses revealed that
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288 of the respondents were ineligible either because they were not
full-time teachers or because they had taught in Indiana the previous
year. Another five surveys were rejected because less than half of th.e
survey had been completed. This gave us a total of 1,660 usable, eligi-
ble surveys (see Appendix A for details on survey development, imple-
mentation, and nonresponse).

Of these 1,660 teachers, fewer than half (46 percent) are first-year
teachers who have never taught before (Table 3.1). A little more than
a quarter are returning Indiana public school teachers, and 16 per-
cent are migrating teachers from out-of-state public schools. About
10 percent are transfers from private schools, the majority of whom
are from in-state schools. These reflect the relative proportions
reported in Sec. II, when we had looked at the historical profiles of
newly hired teachers in 1987-88. We had seen then that new, inex-
perienced teachers constituted about 45 percent of the total number
of hires, and returning teachers and migrating teachers accounted for
about 30 and 25 percent, respectively.

Table 3.1
TEACHER TYPOLOGY
Percent
Teacher Type Definition No. of Total
New No prior teaching experience o 763'. 46.0
Returning Most recent teaching experience
in Indiana public schools 461 27.8
Migrating Most recent reaching experience
in out-of-state public schools 268 155
Transfers from Indiana  Most recent teaching experience
private schools in Indiana private schools 131 7.9
Transfers from out-of- Most recent teaching experience
state private schools in out-of-state private schools 47 28

Total

1,660 100.0
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DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE OF THE 1988-89
COHORT OF NEW HIRES

Tais subsection presents some background data on the newly hired
1988-89 cohort, artly because it is interesting to see how typical or
atypical this cohort is with respect to the earlier cohorts, and partly to
previde a better understanding of who these new teachers are, where
they a»» coming from, what motivates them, and what their economic
status is. Part of the motivation fi- this section is purely
descriptive—we wish to provide a fuller, richer picture than would
emerge from merely studying historical trends. However, informa-
tion such as that presented here is also important in understanding
the future career plans of teachers, reasons for entering or staying,
the alternative occupations they may be attracted to or recruited
from, etc. The subsection that examines the paths into teaching is an
important addition to the literature on modelling teacher demand and
supply—this is, we believe, the first time that these different paths
into teaching have been detailed to this extent and it shows clearly
that even modelling inexperienced teacher supply is not merely a
question of counting new teacher graduates. In this sense, this report
sets the context for a number ut . 'mpanion reports that focus on par-
ticular aspects of teacher demand and supply.

Table 3.2 presents a demographic profile of teachers by teachex
type. Three-quarters of the inexperienced teachers are women as
compared with over four-fifths of all other types of teachers. Again,
we saw that the proportion of men in every category of teacher has
been decliiing over time and this reflects what we had seen earlier in
Sec. II. The proportion of blacks in each group of teachers varies,
from a low of 2 percent among new teachers to a high of 5 percent
among those transferring from Indiana private schools. This com-
pares with 6.9 percent among all teachers nationwide in 1986 and 5.5
percent among all teachers in Indiana.

The age distribution is quite different among the subgroups. New
teachers tend to be the youngest; over two-fifths are under 25 years of
age and almost three-quarters are under 30. Returning teachers are
the oldest amung all the teachers; about 40 percent are over 40 and 70
percent are over 35. Teachers transferring from Indiana private
schools seem similar to Indiana returning teachers; about 65 percent
are 35 or older. The teachers transferring from out of state are a lit-
tle younger; 45 percent cf them are under 35.

The pattern of educational attainment differs markedly, not unex-
pectedly, when one compares new to experienced teachers. Although
only about 6 percent of new teachers have master’s degrees, between

4]
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Table 3.2

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS’ DEMOGRAPHIC
CHARACTERISTICS, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
In-State Out-of-State
Selected Measure New Returning Migrating Transfer Transfer Totsl
Sex
Female 76.4 822 79.6 82.3 82.6 79.1
Race
Black 1.9 3.5 4.7 5.4 2.2 3.0
Age in years
20-24 41.4 2.2 0.0 b 2.2 19.6
25-29 30.7 12.6 25.5 271 17.4 24.2
30-34 89 157 20.4 16.9 15.2 13.3
35-39 9.3 304 22.4 22.3 34.8 18.9
40-44 7.0 2156 20.0 10.8 19.6 13.8
4549 1.6 122 7.5 13.1 8.7 6.5
50-54 0.7 3.7 3.1 54 2.2 2.4
55+ 0.7 1.7 1.2 2.3 0.0 1.3
Mean age 284  38.0 36.0 35.9 36.3 33.1
Education
Graduated from high
school in Indian.. 823 83.7 41.5 78.6 59.6 75.2
Graduated from college
in Indiana 87.7 878 40.7 83.2 48.9 78.9
Highest attained degree
Associate 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
Bachelor’s 93.3 33.6 53.1 54.3 65.2 66.0
Master's 6.2 63.8 44.1 44.1 32.6 32.2
Specialist 0.1 2.4 2.0 1.6 2.2 1.3
Ed.D 0.0 0.0 N4 0.0 0.0 0.1
Ph.D. 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2

Marital status
Married, spouse

employed full-time 459  72.6 64.4 59.7 60.9 57.7
Married, spouse

employed part-time 5.0 4.4 7.1 1.1 6.5 5.6
Married, spouse not

employed 3.0 2.9 5.5 3.9 6.5 3.0
Not married 46.1 21.2 22.1 28.7 26.1 33.2

Dependents

Children under 5 years 139 424 394 37.9 314 27.1
Children over 5 years 246  73.2 60.4 60.7 58.5 47.4

No. 763 461 131 258 47 1,660
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a third and three-fifths of experienced teachers do. Returning Indi-
ana te “ers appear, on average, to have the most educational attain-
ment.

Differences between new and experienced teachers with regard to
marital status and the presence of dependents are a function largely
of age. Slightly fewer than half of new teachers are not married, com-
pared with between 20-30 percent of other types of teachers. Among
those who are married, most have spouses who are working full-time.
Wich the exception of new teachers, between a third to four-fifths of
teachers have children under five years, whereas between 60-73 per-
cent have children older than five years. The proportions for new
teachers are much smaller, 14 and 25 percent, respectively.

It is useful to look at the previous teaching experience of our sam-
ple, shown in Table 3.3. This fills out the picture of how soon, for
example, teachers are likely to return to teaching. Most of the teach-
ers, with the exception of inexperienced teachers who are omitted
from the table for obvious reasons, have between 1-5 years of teach-
ing experience, although between 15-25 percent have between 6-10
years of experience. The mean years of teaching experience are
surprisingly similar across all four groups, between 6.5 and 7.4 years,
with the highest being among those previously teaching in Indiana
private schools.

The types of schools at which these teachers previously taught may
provide some indication of the extent to which, for example, teachers
might be recruited from private schools. Not surprisingly, Indiana
returning teachers have spent the greater part of their teaching
careers with Indiana public schools—almo .t six years—but a small
proportion have taught both in private schools and out of state
although the length of service in both seems to have been rather
short. Amung migrating teachers, somewhat over a third have taught
previously in Indiana public schools (although their most recent
experiences have been in out-of-state public schools) on average for
about a year. Most have about five years of teaching experience in
out-of-state public schools, although like the returnees, a small pro-
portion of them have taught in private schools.

Turning now to teachers transferring from private schools, we find
that between 36-46 percent of them have taught before in Indiana
public schools, with smaller proportions having taught in out-of-state
public schools as well. The average teaching experience seems to be
five year.: for those teaching previously in Indiana private schools and
four years for those in out-of-state private schools. The patterns
shown in Tables 3.2 and 3.3 reveal a greatly mixed and fluid picture
of the teacher labor market: Teachers seem to move from private to

43
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Table 3.3

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS’ TEACHING
EXPERIENCE, BY TEACHER TYFE

Teacher Type
In-State Out-of-State
Experience® Returning Migrating Transfer  Transfer  Total
Length of experience
1-5 ycars 52.5 53.9 48.1 55.3 524
6-10 years 29.9 25.2 29.0 14.9 277
11-15 years 115 13.6 12.2 25.5 12.9
16-20 years 4.3 4.3 5.3 4.3 4.5
20+ years 1.8 3.1 5.3 0.0 2.5
Mean ycars 6.5 6.9 74 6.9 6.8
Median years 5 5 6 5 6
No. 461 131 258 47 897
Place of ¢'.perience
Indiana public schools 100.0 35.3 45.8 36.2 69.6
Mean years 5.7 1.3 2.2 1.3 3.7
Indiana parochial
schools 7.4 2.3 100.0 149 19.2
Mean years 0.3 0.1 4.3 0.4 0.8
Out-of-state public
schools 11.3 100.0 13.7 25.5 7.1
Mecan ycars 0.4 5.1 0.6 12 1.8
Out-of-state parochial
schools 2.4 8.1 9.9 100.0 10.0
Mean years 0.0 0.3 0.3 4.0 04

8Because new teachers have no prior teaching experience, they are omitted from
this table.

public schools and vice versa and from one state to another with
much greater frequency than one would have expected.

To determine if some teachers we had classified as migrating hnd
“roots” in Indiana, we asked teachers whether they had graduated
from a high school or a college in Indiana. Well over four-fifths of
Indiana teachers (those returning as well as those from private
schools) had done so as had the overwhelming majority of new teach-
ers. However, a surprisingly large number of those transferring from
ouf. of state had attended schools in Indiana; between a half to four-
fitths had graduated from colleges in Indiana. This suggests that
some migrating teachers are essentially returning home after a
period in another state and that examining the proportion of newly

4
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certified teachers who enter teaching in Indiana is likely to underesti-
mate the number who actually do teach as well as those who are
likely to teach in Indiana subsequently.

ECONOMIC STATUS OF TEACHERS

The economic status of teachers plays an important role in deci-
sions to remain in teaching. The extent and need for moonlighting
either during the school year or during the summer is a useful indica-
tor of how constrained teachers feel in terms of financial resources
and may have a bearing on whether they stay or leave.

The contract salary for teachers varies both by degree attained and
by years of experience. As such, it is not surprising to find that the
largest difference in mean annual contract salary is between new and
experienced teachers, a difference of almost $4,000 (Table 3.4). The
mean salary for returning Indiana teachers is marginally higher
reflecting their somewhat higher educational attainment and perhaps
greater years of teaching experience for which they receive credit
within the Indiana schoo! system. The median salary for new teach-
ers is $19,000 compared with $22,000 for most other groups, a differ-
ence of 16 percent. Between a third and one-half (in the case of first-
year teachers) report receiving some form of supplemental salary for
extra duties performed during the school year (for example, serving
as coach or band instructor). The mean amount of such earnings is
between $1,200 and $1,700 and the median amount for all types of
teachers is $1,000. Given the median salaries, this adds between 4.5
to 5.3 percent to annual teacher earnings.

Teachers can supplement their contract salaries either by moon-
lighting, through additional duties within education (coaching, club
monitors, etc.), or through summer jobs. These jobs can significantly
supplement teacher salaries and their availability may play a role in
d- -ermining whether teachers continue teaching or pursue other
full-time opportunities.

Teachers were asked about employment durir.g the school year as
opposed to summer employment. Surprisingly, about 40 percent of
first-year teachers claimed to hold jobs either part-time or full-time
outside the school during the school year (although only 88 actually
answered when asked about the amount of their earnings), as did
between 12 and 30 percent of experienced teachers.! The mean earn-

1t is possible that respondents misread the question. These proporticns seem
much higher than one would have expected.




Table 3.4
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TEACHERS, BY TEACHING
SALARY AND OUTSIDE INCOME
o Teacher Type )
In-State  QOut.of-State
Selected Measure New Returning Mg ating  Transfer Transfer Total
Contract salary
Under $20,000 92.6 34.8 35.9 41.5 447 45.0
$20,000-$25,000 7.0 43.5 41.0 36.9 29.8 39.9
$25,000-$30,000 0.4 15.7 15.5 15.4 21.3 10.0
$30,000-$35,000 0.0 3.3 6.4 6.2 4.3 3.7
$35,000-$40,000 0.0 2.7 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.4
Mean $18,779 $22,960 $22,877 $22,569 $22,511 $20,971
Median $19,000 $22,000 $22,000 $22,000 $21,000 $20,000
No. 765 451 251 130 41 1,628
Supplemental salary

Percent with supplemental

salary 50.7 33.6 31.4 35.6 33.3 41.5
$1-$500 29.9 37.6 329 21.4 46.7 31.7
$500--$1,000 23.2 13.5 229 214 6.7 20.6
$1,000-$1,500 12,6 11.3 43 16.7 20.0 11.8
$1,500-32,000 14.5 13.5 17.1 16.7 0.0 144
$2,000-$2,500 6.4 5.3 5.7 4.8 13.3 6.2
$2,500--$3,000 6.2 7.6 7.1 2.4 13.3 6.5

$3,000+ 7.3 11.3 10.0 16.7 0.0 8.9

82



Table 3.4—continued

'I:e-acher ’I‘ype
In-State  Out-of-State
Selected Measure New Returning  Migrating  Transfer Transfer Total
Mean $1,363 81,446 $1,515 $1,678 $1,198 $1,415
Median $1,000 $1,000 $1,000 $1,100 $1,000 $1,000
No. 358 133 70 42 186 618
Income from other employment
during school year
Percent holding jobs outside
school during school
year 39.6 29.6 15.3 11.7 4.0 13.5
Mean $3,148 $5,356 $2,568 $3,240 $4,222 $3,825
Median $2,000 $3,500 $2,000 $2,000 $4,000 $2,000
No. 88 64 37 26 : 223
Expected income from
summer employment
Percent expecting to
hold & summer job 38.4 22.0 26.7 26.9 34.0 33.5
Mean $1,776 $2,299 $2,141 $1,836 $2,106 $1,941
Median $1,500 $1,800 $2,000 $1,800 $2,000 $1,600
No. 290 99 67 45 16 507
Spouse's incoine
Percent with employed
spouse 50.9 76.9 72.4 67.4 67.4 63.2
{
[S \J
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Table 3.4—continued

727

wa1“ox'rrsprous'(=.s émployed full-time.

Teacher Type
In-State  Out-of-State
Selected Measure New Returning Migrating  Transfer Transfer Total
Mean? $28,073 $33,320 $37,218 $33,535 $33,444  $32,049
Median® $25,070 $31,000 $33,000 $30,000 $30,000  $30,000
No. 325 306 147 71 27 876
Total fumily income

Under $20,000 29.7 5.7 7.4 6.5 114 174
$20,000-$30,000 246 13.2 20.8 26.8 18.2 20.9
$30,000-$40,000 15.7 16.3 147 16.3 15.9 15.8
$40,000-$50,000 16.2 19.9 16.5 16.3 15.9 17.3
$50,000-$60.000 8.5 20.6 16.5 16.3 114 13.7
$60,000-$70,000 3.0 13.2 10.8 11.4 13.6 8.0
$70,000-$80,000 1.0 7.8 6.9 4.9 9.1 4.3
$80,000~$90,000 0.1 19 1.7 0.8 2.3 1.0
$90,000+ 1.1 14 4.8 0.8 2.3 1.17
Mean $33,2564 $48,384 $47,336 $43,342 $46,386  $40,679
Median $27,000 $48,000 $45,500 $42,000 $45,600  $39,000
No.

423 231 123 44 1,648
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ings for such employment varies a good deal, ranging from $2,600 for
migrating teachers to a high of $5,700 for returning Indiana teachers.

About a third of all teachers expect to hold summer jobs, although
the proportions are a little smaller for experienced teachers.
Expected income on the average is between $1,500 and $2,000 and
this adds between 8 to 9 percent to median teacher salaries.

Between two-thirds to three-quarters of all teachers have spouses
who are employed part- or full-time, although the proportion is much
smaller for new teachers. The median income for spouses employed
full-time is about $30,000 for spouses of experienced teachers and
$25,000 for spnuses of inexperienced teachers.

Total family income varies depending on whether the teacher is
married or not and whether the spouse is employed part- or full-time.
Among new, inexperienced teachers, almost 30 percent have total fam-
ily incomes under $20,000; the proportion of experienced teachers
earning at that level is considerably smaller. Conversely, less than 10
percent of new teachers have family incomes over $50,000; the
corresponding proportion among experience teachers is about 40 per-
cent. Reflecting this, the median family income for the former group is
$27,000 and that of experienced teachers is between $42,000-$48,000,
a difference on average of 66 percent.

ALTERNATIVE OCCUPATIONS FOR TEACHERS

One important question regarding teacher supply is the alternative
choices available to teachers (Table 3.5). We find that between 40 and
50 percent of our respondents had been employed full-time in a non-
teaching occupation at some time previously. This is & little surpris-
ing particularly among the new, inexperienced teachers. When asked
about their main activity the previous year, we find that responses
differ depending on ihe type of teacher. Well over half of the inex-
perienced teachers were in school; teachers transferring from out of
state or from private schoois, of course, tended to be employed full-
time. About a fifth of tha returning teachers were homemaking in th«
prior year and another third were working full-time. About 30 per-
cent were working part-time.

Knowing the occupations to which teachers are drawn and from
which they may be attracted back into teaching helps us shed some
light on who constitutes the reserve pool. Of those employed full-
time, among the inexperienced teachers we find that about a third
were working in teaching either as substitutes or as part-time teach-
ers. A little under 20 percent were working in adminis*rative support
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Table 3.5

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' PREVIOUS
WORK EXPERIENCE, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
In- State Out of-State
Work Characteristic New  Returning Migrating ’I‘ransfer Transfer Total
Ever employed full-time
as nonteacher 40.6 50.3 43.6 42.0 51.1 44.2
Main activity in 1987-88
Employed full-time 18.0 37.5 65.0 70.8 62.2 36.1
Employed part-time 19.7 30.6 20.9 16.2 22.2 227
Military ser -ice 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Homemaker 2.9 20.7 9.1 6.9 2.2 9.1
Student 67.6 6.7 4.7 3.1 8.9 29.3
Unemployed 0.4 1.7 0.0 2.3 0.0 0.9
Other 1.2 3.9 0.4 0.8 4.4 1.2
No. .56 459 254 130 45 1,643
Occupation for those employed
full-time in 1987-88
Teaching
Substitute teacher 11.6 26.9 2.5 12 4.4 10.7
Teacher's aide 20.5 10.5 6.9 1.2 4.4 9.8
Classroom teacher 5.4b 0.0 69.2 76.0 65.2 37.9
Other 0.9 3.0 6.9 3.6 0.0 3.7
Nonteaching
Managerial/administrative 6.3 11.2 3.8 3.6 44 6.3
Professional specialty 3.6 6.0 19 0.0 0.0 2.9
Postsecondary teaching 2.7 6.7 19 12 8.7 3.5
Social service specialty 3.6 5.2 0.6 1.2 0.0 2.5
Technical support 4.5 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.4
Sales 4.5 11.2 1.9 1.2 4.4 4.9
Administrative support 8.9 6.7 0.6 1.2 8.7 4.5
Service 8.0 1.5 1.3 48 0.0 3.3
Farming 0.9 0.8 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.6
Other 18.8 10.5 13 4.8 0.0 8.0
No. 112 134 159 84 23 6512
Years in this occupation
<1 19.6 19.4 7.6 8.3 13.0 13.8
1 2717 18.7 26.4 214 43.56 24.6
2 13.4 179 23.9 16.7 17.4 18.6
3 12,6 164 146 10.7 13.0 13.9
4 5.4 9.0 5.0 9.5 8.7 7.0
3 6.3 4.5 3.8 6.0 0.0 4.7
5+ 15.2 14.2 18.9 274 4.4 17.6
Median 2 2 2 3 1 2
Annual salary
Under $10,000 33.0 21.3 9.2 3.6 4.8 16.4
$10,000-$20,000 417 35.4 28.1 79.8 61.9 44.5
$20,000-$30,000 119 25.2 52.9 143 23.8 29.0
$30,000-840,000 3.7 11.8 9.2 24 9.6 7.6
$40,000--$50,000 0.9 4.7 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.6
$50,000+ 2.8 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Mean (1988 $) 15,367 18,913 20,889 15,655 17,905 18,146
Medmn (1988 3) ld 000 18 000 11 000 15 000 16 000 18,000

8All subuquent data in the table are for those employed t‘ull txme in 1987-88
his is an anomaly—new teachers are classified a8 new precisely because they report having no
teaching experience.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Positions or service occupations, and another 6 percent in mana-
gerial/administrative positions.2 Among returning Indiana teachers,
about 40 percent were working in education, mainly as substitutes or
aides. About 11 percent were in managerial/administrative positions
and an equal proportion were in sales, About 7 percent were postsec-
ondary teachers. Among the other types of teachers, the overwhelm-
ing majority were working as classroom teachers,

We find that the median time that our respondents had spent in
this prior occupation is about three years, although a small minority
(between 8 and 27 percent) stated that they had worked at this occu-
pation for more than five years. This is particularly interesting to
find among the inexperienced teachers, suggesting that these indjvid-
uals chose to try out other occupations before turning to the occupa-
tion for which they were originally trained or for which they retooled.

Another point of interest is the comparison of average salaries in
previous jobs and the current teaching job. Among the inexperienced
teachers, we find a 21 percent salary differential between the prior
job and the teaching job; among returning teachers, the differential is
a little smaller, around 15 percent, but larger (30 percent) “ong
those transferring from private schools. In accordance with et or nic
theory, we find that all these individuals are better off in te..qs of
economic well-heing in their current teaching jobs.

It is interesting to compare the current to the previous Jjob along a
variety of dimensions. Again, economic theory suggests that individu-
als would change jobs only if such a change increased their well-
being. Of course, in the case of a spouse move, individuals may be
rather more constrained in their choices, We felt that comparison of
current and previous occupations would be more informative if we
grouped respondents by whether or not they had been previously
employed in education. Table 3.6 Presents these comparisons, along
with the chi-squared statistizs that test the significance of the
observed differences in the distribution of the selected attributes
between the two groups. The null hypothesis being tested is one of no
difference between those who previously worked in education and
those who had not.

Tuc Gata reinforce the simple economic hypothesis that individuals
move to better jobs overall. Almost 80 percent of those working out-
side elementary/secondary education rate their current job “better.”

?Research on new recruits to mathematics and science teaching (Kirby, Darling-
Hammond, and Hudson, 1989) showed that the primary occupations from which these
new recruits are drawn tend to be the administrative/support and mana-
gerial/professional fields and earnings on these jobs are generally less than what pro-
fessionals in these fields make.

3!
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Table 3.6

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS ANSWERING
“CURRENT JOB BETTER,” BY THOSE EMPLOYED
FULL-TIME PREVIOUSLY IN EDUCATION
AND THOSE IN OTHER SECTORS

Previous Job
Non-

Selected Characteristic Education Education Total x2
Overall 67.3 79.6 71.9 19.19*
Salary 76.3 62.3 71.1 16.00*
Potential for salary growth 67.8 56.3 63.5 18.19*
Long-term job security 48.9 58.1 524 4.09
Job benefits 63.3 56.0 60.5 3.23
Availability of resources and

materials 42.3 372 404 1.39
Work schedule 38.6 64.9 48.5 40.48*
Manageability of workload 314 38.6 34.1 2.76
Influence over workplace

policies and practices 41.0 30.5 37.1 18.40*
Intellectual challenge 46.5 59.5 514 16.44*
Emotional rewards 44.3 65.3 62.2 23.95*
Job stress 31.4 33.7 323  0.39
Respect from colleagues 41.1 46.1 43.0 1.54
Opportunities for professional

exchange 48.1 55.8 51.0 5.32
Opportunities for professional

advancement 51.8 41.9 48.0 16.50*
Safety of environment 28.5 36.8 316 5.92
General work conditions 41.0 474 434 2.38

No. 318 194 512

NOTE: * indicates that the chi-squarg is gfeafer than thé‘;x-'i‘tical
value of chi-square at 0.05 level of significance; hence the null
hypothesis of no difference between the two groups can be rejected.

However, only about two-thirds of those who had previousl worked
as teachers elsewhere did so, suggesting that these individuals were
somewhat mor= circumscribed in their choices and the difference
between the two proportions is significant.

When we asked the respondents to rate the specific characteristics
of the current job in comparison to the previous occupation, we find
some interesting and significant differences between those who pre-
viously worked in elementary/secondary education and those working
outside this field. Both ranked current salary as 1 etter; however,




35

prior teachers were much more likely to do so. This is not surprising
given that the m ur salary for prior teachers was approximately
$18,000; salaries f.. - :perienced teachers, as we saw earlier, average
about $23,000. This represents a substantial increase of almost 27
percent on average. However, for nonteachers, the average salary
was almost $21,000, much closer to current salaries. The “potential
for salary growth” characteristic also shows the same difference.

Fewer than half of prior teachers felt that their current Jjob was
better in terms of long-term job security; these teachers probably lost
seniority and vesting when they moved from other schools into the
Indiana public school system. Indiana teaching jobs were ranked
high in terms of job benefits, however, although poorly in terms of
manageability of workload, job stress, and safety of environment.
Teachers who transferred to teaching from other occupations, how-
ever, tend to be much more positive regarding their current Job. For
example, the teaching job was rated highly in terms of work schedule,
intellectual challenge, and emotional rewards, although like prior
teachers, job stress, safety of environment, and influence over work-
place policies and practices were matters of concern. Given these
individual ratings, the overall, highly positive ratings seem a little
inconsistent unless there are vnmeasured characteristics that we
have not been able to capture with our categorization.

How different types of teachers rank their current teaching job in
comparison to their previous teaching job (Table 3.7) may have an
impact on how long teachers are likely to stay. A real difference is
evident between former Indiana teachers and those transferring from
out of state. Well over half of returning Indiana public school teach-
ers rate their current job as “better”; almost three-quarters of former
Indiana private school teachers do so. In all, almost 85 percent of
both types of teachers feel that the current job ranks about the same
or better than their previous teaching job. Although teachers
transferring to Indiana from other states were also fairly enthusiastic
about their current Indiana job, a far higher proportion of them
tended to be critical as well. Well over a quarter of them rank their
former job as being better than their current job in Indiana. This is
not surprising if their choices were somewhat constrained by the area
to which they moved or if they lost beneiits in the transfer process.
We tested for the significance of these differences using a chi-squared
test. The computed chi-square was 50.38 and we reject the null
hypothesis of no association between these two variables,
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Table 3.7

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' VIEWS OF
PREVIOUS TEACHING JOB COMPARED WITH CURRENT
TEACHING JOB, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
In-State Out-of-State
View Returning Migrating Transfer  Transfer  Total
Current job much better 32.8 29.0 43.0 391 335
Current job somewhat better 21.5 22.8 30.5 19.6 23.1
Both jobs about the same 30.4 21.6 10.9 13.0 24.1
Former job somewhat better 9.8 12.6 8.6 8.7 10.3
Former job much better 5.5 14.1 7.0 19.6 9.0

No. 451 "3b 128 46 880

RE .SONS TEACHERS GIVE FOR THE BREAK IN THEIR
TEACHING CAREERS OR THEIR TRANSFERS TO
THE INDIANA PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM

Teachers who were not teaching last year were asked the primary
reasons for the break in their teaching carcer.® Such information
could be useful to school systems in determining whether there are
steps that could be taken to prevent teachers from leaving in the first
place or whether the majority leave for reasons that cannot be
affected by policy. Table 3.8 lists these responses. Regardless of type
of teacher, pregnancy/childrearing was the most frequent reason
given. Among Indiana teachers, about 15 percent had left to pursue.
another career, and another 6 to 7 percent left because of school
staffing action or merely to take a break from teaching. Most of these
appear to be voluntary reasons, unlikely to be affected by policy.
Among out-of-state teachers, the next most frequent reason given,
after pregnancy/childrearing, was the move to Indiana, either to
accompany a spouse or for other personal reasons.

Not surprisingly, the reasons differ greatly by gender. Overall,
about 55 percent of women left for reasons of pregnancy/childrearing;
another 17 percent had moved either for personal reasons or because
of a spouse move. Men, on the other hand, more often left to try
another career (43 percent), to pursue further education (13 percent),
or to take a sabbatical from teaching (10 perc nt).

%This question did not, of course, apply to first-year teachers or teachers from
private or out-of-state schools who were teaching full-time in 1987-88.

rv—,
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Table 3.8
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RFSPONDENTS' REASONS
FOR LEAVING TEACHING, BY TEACHER TYPE
T TeacherType
In-State Out.of-State

Reason Returning Migrating Transfer Transfer  Total
School staffing action 7.3 38 100 0.0 6.4
Pregnancy/childrearing 51.1 42.5 45.0 15.0 47.2
Family emergency 0.6 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.8

Sabbatical/break from
teaching 6.4 0.0 2.5 15.0 5.0
Try another career 15.2 6.6 15.0 10.0 .81
Pursue further education 3.8 5.7 10.0 15.0 5.2

Geographic move for

personal reasons 4.1 104 0.0 20.0 5.8
Spouse move 3.8 22.6 10.0 20.0 9.2
Retirement 03 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.4
Illness lu 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.8
Other 6.4 47 7.5 5.0 6.0
No. 316 106 40 20 481

The reasons for reentering teaching in 1988-89 are much as one
would expect from the reasons given for leaving teaching (Table 3.9).
Again, these are important in that they provide information on incen-
tives that might bring teachers back into teaching. For exanmple, the
four most frequently mentioned reasons were: (a) increased need for
extra family income, (b) lessening of childcare responsibilities, (¢) dis-
satisfaction with other job/activity, and (d) the first year a job was
offered. The first two, obviously, were cited most often by women.
Among out-of-state teachers, completion of Indiana certification
requirements also ranked high.

Defining a labor market for teachers requires information about
thr areas in which teachers taught previously. This can help define a
regiun from which teachers may easily be recruited. Tabe 3.10 shows
that well over half of the teachers come from states other than those
surrounding Indiana. Another 17 to 18 percent come from Illinois.
Smaller proportions (10 percent or less) come from Kentucky, Ohio,
and Michigan. It is clear that the Indiana teacher labor market is
much wider than we had anticipated.
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Table 3.9

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS’ REASONS FOR
REENTERING TEACHING IN 1988-89, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
In-State Out-of-State
Reason Returning Migrating Tr. .sfer  Transfer  Total

First year I was offered a job 11.9 19.1 114 14.6 13.6
Offered better teaching job

than previous teaching jo: 3.7 4.6 6.3 12.2 4.6
Completed Indiana certification

requirements 4.6 13.¢ 7.6 19.5 7.6
Completed educational program 4.1 4.0 2.5 7.3 41
Child-care responsibilities

lessened 19.5 19.1 17.7 7.3 18.6
Increased need for extra family

income 23.4 17.3 25.3 171 22.0
Became dissatisfied with other

job/activity 10.6 10.4 16.5 14.6 11.3
To earn additional retirement

credits 2.9 0.1 5.1 2.4 2.6
Leave of absence could not be

extended 7.0 0.1 0.0 2.4 4.7
Other 12.3 10.4 7.6 24 10.9
No. 512 173 79 41 805

NOTE: Respondents could respond with more than one anéWer. Thedtabl‘;-sho»?s the
relative frequency of each answer compared to all responses, not the proportion of respon-
dents giving each answer.

The most important reason for transferring to the Indiana public
school system appears to be related to a spouse’s job transfer to Indi-
ana. A littie over one-quarter of these teachers preferred to live in
Indiana. Among these, about two-thirds had graduated from Indiana
colleges.

We were also interested in teachers’ reasons for transferring from
private to public schools. The responses in Table 3.11 suggest that
salary and availability of better resources in public schocls are impor-
tant attractions. Public schools are also seen as more challenging by
a small group. Among those transferring from out of state, about
two-fifths moved to Indiana because of a spouse’s transfer.




Table 3.10

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' PREVIOUS STATE GF
TEACHING EMPLOYMENT AND REASONS FOR TRANSFERRING TO
INDIANA SCHOOLS, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
Out-oi-State
State and Reason for Transfer Migrating Transfer Total
State
Illinois 17.8 17.0 17.7
Kentucky 10.1 85 9.8
Michigan 5.8 10.6 6.7
Ohio 10.5 6.4 8.8
Other state 56.8 67.6 56.1
No. 268 47 305
Reason for transferring
Spouse’s job move 43.5 42.6 43.4
Preferred to live in Indiana 22.3 22.2 22.3
Teacher pay better in Indiana 6.5 5.6 6.3
Woerking conditions better in
Indiana 5.2 0.0 4.4
More teaching opportunities in
Indiana 3.2 1.9 3.0
Other reason 19.4 27.8 20.6
No. 310 54 364

PATTERNS OF ENTRY INTO TEACHING

A common perception is that individuals enter teaching directly
from college and that this group provides the primary supply source
for meeting teacher demand. In Sec. II, we saw that returning and
migrating teachers constitute important sources of supply; in recent
years, they constituted over 50 percent of entering teachers in a given
year. This subsection examines in more detail the patterns of entry of
each of the three groups into teaching.

Timing of Entry to Teaching

Table 3,12 shows the year that our respondents obtained bachelor’s
degrees. Only 52 percent of inexperienced teachers received their
degree in the school year preceding their entry in teaching. About

6
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Table 3.11

PERCENTAGE DISTRiBUTION OF RESPONDENTS’ REASONS
FOR TRANSFERRING FROM PRIVATE TO PUBLIC
SCHOOLS, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teachex; Type
In-State Out-of-State
Reason Transfer  Transfer  Total
Spouse’s job move V 31 25.3 8.7
Private school closed 2.7 1.3 2.3
Better pay in public schools 44.9 26.7 40.3
More resources in public schools 21.3 13.3 19.3
More challenging work in public
schools 9.3 8.0 9.0
No openings in private schools in
local area 3.6 5.3 4.0
Other 15.1 20.0 16.3
No. 225 75 300

one-quarter entered teaching after a one-ycar delay, whereas another
25 percent entered two or more years after receiving their bachelor's
degrzes. The delay in entering teaching could be deliberate as indi-
viduals choose to pursue a master’s degrce directly after a bachelor’s,
to work in a nonteaching job, or to stay at home because of family
responsibilities. On the other hand, such a delay may be due to a
tight labor market; the individual may choose to work as a substitute
teacher or as a teacher’s aide hoping to be hired full-time the next
year. It may also be caused by an inability io meet certification
requirements; the individual may use the additional time to obtain
the necessary credentials for certification.

We begin to get a picture of the reasons inexperienced teachers
delay entrance after college by looking at other factors. Table 3.13
shows the year respondents received their first Indiana teaching
certificates. Among inexperienced teachers, 76 percent received their
certificates in the previous year. Since only 52 percent .ctually
received their bachelor’s degrees in that year, this shows a significant
amount of delayed certification. This occurs either because individu-
als do not complete the required coursework for certification, do not
pass the state-mandated certification test, or simply do not apply for
certification immediately. At least some of this delay is probably
caused Ly the state certification test, as the passing rate for the
state’s “core battery” tests is only about 80 percent.
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Ta)le 3.12

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' YEAR OF
BACHELOR'S DEGREE, BY TEACHER TYPE
T T ey

In-State Out-of-State

Year New Returning Migrating Transfer  Transfer  Total
1987-88 62.4 1.3 0.0 0.8 2.2 24.6
1986-87 26.3 6.6 5.4 13.5 6.5 16.0
1981-85 12.0 14.8 28.8 23.8 28.3 16.7
1976-80 3.4 19.4 21.0 222 174 124
1971-75 4.6 27.8 21.8 16.7 26.1 15.3
1966-70 1.2 19.9 13.6 13.5 10.9 9.6
Before 1966 1.1 10.2 9.5 9.5 8.7 5.3

No. 741 453 243 126 46 1,609

Regardless of the reasons for the lag bewween receiving a college
degree and gaining certification, these data show that the year of
certification is a better predictor of immediate entry into teaching
than the year that individuals graduate from college. Over 92 percent
of inexperienced teachers received their certification within the last
two years.

As one would expect, inexperienced teachers are much more likely
to have recent bacheior’s degrees than are any of the experienced
teacher groups. However, some interesting differences emerge among
the experienced groups (Table 3.12). Interstate migration of teachers
and switching from private to public schools tend to occur closer to
the time of receiving the bachelor’s degree than does dropping out and
returning from Indiana schools. About 58 percent of returning teach-
ers in 1988-89 received bachelor’s degrees before 1975, and 40-45
percent of those transferring from private schools and other states
had graduated from college before 1975,

Table 3.14 indicates that returning teachers entered teaching
somewhat before either migrating or transferring teachers and these
differences are significant (chi-square is 28.83). The data reflect the
fact that returning teachers are an older, more experienced group
than the other groups of experienced teachers, as we saw in Sec. II.
Given the loss of seniority that typically occurs when teachers
transfer from the private sector or from out of state, it is not suprising
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Table 3.13

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' YEAR OF FIRST
INDIANA TEACHING CERTIFICATE, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
In-State Out-of-State
Year *’ow Returning Migrating Transfer  Transfer  Total
1987-88 157 6. 43.6 6.9 311 4.1
1986--87 15.9 6.6 12.8 14.6 20.0 12.8
1981-85 5.8 16.9 15.6 26.2 111 12.2
1976-80 0.5 22,0 12.8 17.7 13.3 10.2
1971-76 19 24.2 7.8 16.2 13.3 10.6
1966-70 0.1 16.9 49 10.0 44 6.5
Bcfore 1966 0.0 8.4 2.6 8.5 6.7 3.6
No. 736 455 243 130 45 1,609
Table 3.14

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF I'ESPONDENTS' FIRST YEAR
OF FULL-TIME TEACHING, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
In-State Out-of-State
Type New Returning Migrating Transfer  Transfer No.
198788 1000 7.5 47 12.2 4.3 50.1
198586 0.00 15.0 26.2 22,1 27.7 10.7
Before 198384  0.00 77.4 69.2 65.7 68.1 39.1

No. 762 4562 256 131 47 1,648

to find that these moves are more likely to occur earlier than moves
within the state’s public school system.

The certification peilern for experienced, returning teachers (Table
3.13) shows that most were certified before 1980; this is consistent
with the year of graduation. However, teachers from out of state
show a somewhat unexpected pattern. Over 40 percent of migrating
teachers and almost 50 percent of out-of-state transfers were certified
in Indiana before 1986. This indicates that a significant amount of

bo
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migration is probably “returning home” migration. That is, these
teachers probably either went to Indiana colleges and obtained
certification at that time, or taught in Indiana in earlier years before
migrating from Indiana. Thus some teachers entering from out of
state appear to have never taught in Ind’una before, and some have
prior connections to Indiana.

Age at Initial Indiana Certification

Tables 3.15 and 3.16 show the age at which individuals received
their bachelor's degrees and first Indiana certification. Because the
age of first certification in Indiara is likely to differ by whether these
teachers are new, were previously teaching in Indiana, or were pre-
viously teaching out of state, we have combined the out-of-state teach-
ers into one category in the following tables, while retaining the
remainder of the typology. About three-quarters of inexperienced
teachers obtain their bachelor's degrees by age 24; the remainder can
be classified as “late” graduates, who obtained their degrees after age
25. However, Table 3.16 shows that about 39 percent of inexperi-
enced teachers do not receive their certification until after age 25.
Since only 25 percent receive their bachelor's degrees after age 25,
this indicates a significant amount of delay between receiving the
degree and gaining certification for many individuals. These individ-
uals may have majored in other subjects in college, and only later
decided to become cer.iified.

Among experienced teachers, only about 12-18 percent obtained
their degrees after age 25; the younger age for degree attainment
among this group probably reflects trends in the age composition of
all college students (who have been becoming older on average).

Table 3.17 shows the gap «in years) between the attainment of the
bachelor's degree and first Indiana certification. About 20 percent of
inexperienced teachers have a gap of two or more years.
Surprisingly, this is about the same percentage as for returning
teachers. This could indicate that a fairly consistent percentage of
teachers decide after college graduation to seek certification.

Among out-of-state teachers, about 40 percent oblain their
bachelor’s degrees and Indiana certification within one year. This is
the group of “move and return” teachers. The remainder are probably
teachers who graduated and taught in other states, then moved to
Indiana and obtained state certification long after their graduation
from college.

Table 3.18 shows the percentage of teachers attending scnool in the
previous year. This provides additional insights into teachers’ entry
patterns. First, these data suggest that for some out-of-state

o
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Table 3.15

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' AGE AT
BACHELOR'S DEGREE, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type

Migrating
+
Out-of-
In-State State
Age New Returning Transfer Transfer 7Total

222 39.6 604 60.5 58.5 50.6
23 273 216 22.6 17.7 93.5
24 9.1 6.1 2.4 7.1 7.5
25-29  10.0 6.3 7.3 11.6 9.1
30+  14.0 5.6 7.3 45 9.3
No. 728 444 124 311 1,607

Table 3.16

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' AGE AT
FIRST INDIANA CERTIFICATION, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
Migrating
+
Out-of-
In-State State
Age New Returning Transfer Transfer  Total
<22 26.2 45.0 38.8 19.7 31.1
23 23.7 205 22.5 10.5 20.2
24 115 8.9 5.4 7.3 9.5
25-29 173 12,5 17.8 21.0 16.7
30+ 214 13.1 16.6 41.6 22.6
No. 730 449 129 315 1,623
Q b
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Table 3.17

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS' DELAY BETWEEN
RECEIVING BACHELOR'S DEGREE AND GAINING FIRST
INDIANA CERTIFICATION, BY TEACHER TYPE

Teacher Type
Migrating
+

Out-of-

Length of Gap In-State State
(Years) New  Returning  Transfer Transfer Total
0-1 79.8 81.0 71.4 39.3 71.3
2-5 111 10.5 16.2 19.3 13.0
6-10 4.3 3.1 6.7 13.7 6.0
11+ 4.8 54 5.7 27.8 9.7

No. 578 390 105 270 1,343

teachers, the delay in entering teaching may be due to the need for
additional coursework to become certified. This is suggested by the
fact that about 40 percent of them were atten”‘»7 school full- or part-
time in the previous year, compared to %1 pe . :t of returning teach-
ers. These data also show that the full-time pursuit of advanced
degrees accounts for only a small proportion of returning teachers’
activities during their break in teaching: Only 6 percent of returning
teachers were full-time students in the previous year. Finally, it is
instructive to note that among inexperienced teachers, 62 percent
were in school full-time during the previous year, compared with 52
percent who received their bachelor’s degrees in the previous year.
This indicates that about 10 percent either were pursuing master’s
degrees or were finishing teacher certification requirements after
completion of a bachelor’s degree.

Paths into Teaching

One reason for investigating the paths into teaching is to enable us
to use these data as inputs into a pc-based model of teacher supply
and demand. This model can then be used to analyze the teacher
labor market under various policy scenarios and could prove a valu-
able tool to Indiana policymakers.

The data we have shown here suggest that when modelling teacher
supply, it is important to identify the various paths taken into teach-
ing once the buchelor’s degree is obtained, especially by those who
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Table 3.18

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RE: " - JDENTS’' ENROLLMENT IN
COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY IN * (E PREVIOUS YEAR,

BY TEACHER TYPE
Teacher Type
Migrating
+
Out-of-
Length of Gap In-State State
(Years) New  Returning Transfer Transfer Total
College status -
Full-time 61.9 6.3 3.9 3.6 30.7
Part-time 16.5 25.4 31.5 36.5 23.9
Not enrolled 22.6 68.3 64.6 69.9 45.4

No. 762 460 130 304 1,656

have never taught before. Figure 3.1 shows these entry paths for
those inexperienced teachers entering teaching in Indiana in
1988-89. It distinguishes among three main groups—those entering
directly after receiving bachelor's degrees, those delaying entry by
one year, and those who enter two or more years after receiving
degrees. It further splits each group into those receiving their
bachelor’s degrees before age 25, and those receiving their degrees
after.

Only about 45 percent of the inexperienced teacher supply group
constitutes individuals aged 20-25 entering teaching dircctly after
college. Another 13 percent are individuals receiving their bachelor’s
degrees at age 25-45, but who enter teaching directly after obtaining
their degrees. About 12 percent of inexperienced teachers enter one
year after receiving a bachelor’s degree. Those entering two or more
years after a bachelor’s are further subdivided into two groups: those
who received their bachelor’s degrees and Indiana certification at the
same time (within one year of their degrees) and those who had a
significant delay in obtaining certification. The first group is
presumably composed of education majors who have delayed entry,
and the second group may be noneducation majors who need addi-
tional coursework before certification. The former group constitutes
about 9 percent of all inexperienced Indiana teachers, and the latter
constitutes about 18 percent.
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Fig. 8.1—Inexperienced teachers' paths into teaching

The above discussion shows that analyzing and predicting teacher
supply is complex because of the different paths that teachers take
into teaching. Unlike the traditional view of new teachers as individ-
uals newly graduated from teacher colleges, the pool of inexperienced
teachers is actually very diverse; a significant number of them enter
teaching years after obtaining their bachelor’s degrees, and many
become certified later or obtain their bachelor’s degrees at older ages.

Immigrants to the state also appear to form two groups: individu-
als who migrate to Indiana but who have had little or no previous
experience in the state, and individuals who return to Indiana to
teach after either going to college in Indiana or previously teaching in
Indiana. We estimate that the former group constitutes about 60 per-
cent of migrating t~achers, and the latter group constitutes 40 per-
cent.

6&




IV. CONCLUSIONE

HISTORICAL TRENDS

The number of new hires has fallen dramatically over time, from a
high of over 9,002 i:; 1970 to a low of about 2,500 in 1982. The compo-
sition of newv' bires with respect to experience, gender, and age has
changed m=cikedly over time, with inexperienced teachers now
accounting rur only between 40-45 percent of all new hires, and well
over a third of all new hires being 35 years of age or older. We find
that it is the changing composition within each group of teachers
(inexperienced, returning, or migrating) that is primarily responsible
for the trends we see with respect to gender and age ratr..r than the
changing proportions of inexperienced to experienced new hires.

These data suggest that (a) looking at propertions of newly gradu-
ated teachers who enter teaching may well underestimate the
number who eventually enter teaching and (b) there is a fairly laige
reserve pool of experienced and migrating teachers who are available
to fill the demand for new hires. Of course, the counter side to this is
the fact that this pool of teachers is getting increasingly older, and
with lower attrition rates (shown in Grissmer and Kirby, 1991), the
pool may eventually start shrinking. In addition, in 10 to 15 years, as
retirements increase, there is likely to be a sharp upsurge in demand
requiring aggressive recruiting of new and younger teachers.

RESULTS FROM THE SURVEY

Of the 1,660 teachers constituting the usable, eligible sample, a lit-
tle under half (46 rercent) are first-year teachers who have never
taught before. A little over a quarter are returning Indiana public
school teachers, and another 16 percent are migrating teachers from
ou of-state public schools. About 10 percent are transfers from
private schools, the majority of whom are {rom in-state schools. The
teacher labor market appears to be a great deal more fluid than we
had originally thought. We find that although Indiana returning
teachers have spent the greater part of their teaching careers in Indi-
anu public schouls—almost six years—a small proportion have taught
both in private schools and out of state although the length of service
in both seems to have been rather short. Among migrating teachers,
somewhat over a third have taught previously in Indiana public
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schools {although their most recent experience has ',een in out-of-
state public schools).

Modelling teacher supply, as our data show, is complex be¢ause one
needs to distinguish the various paths taken into teaching once the
bachelor’s degree is obtained. The pool of inexperienced teachers is
very diverse and a significant number of teachers enter teaching
years after obtaining their bachelor’s degrees, with many becoming
certified at later times or obtaining their bachelor’s degrees at older
ages.

The survey allows us to make some inferences regarding the
reserve pool for teachers. Of those employed full-time, among the
inexperienced teachers we find that about a third were working in
teaching either as substitutes or part-time teachers. A little under 20
percent were working in administrative support positions or service
occupations, and another 6 percent in managerial/administrative
positions. Among returning Indiana teachers, about 40 percent were
working in education, mostly as substitutes or aides. About 11 per-
cent were in managerial/administrative positions and an equal pro-
portion were in sales. About 7 percent were postsecondary teachers.
Among the other types of teachers, the overwhelming majority were
working as classroom teachers.

Data on the reasons teachers leave teaching and the reasons they
return to teaching are important in determining whether steps can be
taken to affect these decisions. Among women, pregnancy/child-
rearing was the most frequent reason for leaving teaching. Men
tended to leave to pursue other careers or simply to take a break from
teaching. Among out-of-state teachers, the next most frequent reason
given, after pregnancy/childrearing, for the interruption in teaching
was the move to Indiana, either to accompany a spouse or for other
personal rcasons.

The reasons given for reentering teaching in 1988-89 are much as
one would expect from the reasons given for leaving teaching. The
four most frequently mentioned reasons were: (a) increased need for
extra family income, (b) lessening of childeare responsibilities, (c) dis-
satisfaction with other job/activity, and (d) the first y2ar a job was
offered. Among out-of-state teachers, completion of Indiana certi-
fication requirements also ranked high.
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The data we have presented here have several policy implications.
First, a greater degree of cooperation between school districts and
businesses, with wider dissemination of information about teaching
opportunites in the state, might prove to be a cost-effective method of
recruiting. Second, the reserve pool of teachers appears to be larger
than we had originally thought, with people being drawn from vari-
ous administrative and support-type positions and it may prove possi-
ble, with low-cost certification programs and scholarships, to attract
midcareer switchers, as is being done in a number of states. Third, as
the reserve pool of experienced teachers grows older and new hires
appear to be increasingly older as well, some thought needs to be
given to ways of attracting younger individuals to teaching to help fill
the vacancies that are likely to occur in 10 to 15 years. Fourth, as
least as far as our data show, there seems little states can do to
prevent breaks in service for teachers who leave and later return to
teaching. The majority ot those who leave appear  do so for per-
sonal reasons that are unlikely to be responsive to policy changes.
ri>wever, we do not mean to imply that the attrition of younrer teach-
ers from teaching is not amenable to policy reform. Therc is ample
evidence to show that these teachers leave for a variety of reasons,
primarily salary, the work environment, and the extracurricular
demands of teaching. Certainly, we need to devise policies to attract
and retain these teachers, who otherwise are likely to be lost to teach-
ing.
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Appendix A

SURVEY OF NEWLY HIRED TEACHERS IN
INDIANA PUBLIC SCHOG .S, 1988-89

SURVEY DEVELOPMENT

To address the issues delineated in the last section, we developed a
survey to be administered to all Indiana public school teachers newly
hired in school year 1988-89. These new hires were defined as those
employed in a full-time teaching position in school year 1988-89 who
were not so employed in 1987-88.

Survey Sample

We used the educational personnel tapes provided by the Indiuna
State Department of Education to obtain a list of all full-time teach-
ers in 1988-89 who were not listed (as full-time teachers) in 1987-88.
This population of new hires thus includes not only those hired for
teaching positions for the first time, but also those returning to their
former teaching position, or to a new position, after a leave of absence
from teaching, and those transferring from an out-of-state or private
school teaching position. Not included in this population are teachers
who have moved from one Indiana public school to another between
1987 and 1988. This means that our analysis looks at “new” teachers
from the point of view of the state (rather than the local corporation).
The initial population of new hires consisted of 3,066 teachers in
grades K-12.

Survey Questionnaire

The survey questionnaire focused on five scparate topics: (1)
current assignment, (2) future plans, (3) work history, (4) teacher
labor market experience, and (5) personal background. (See Appen-
dix B for the survey questionnaire.) Specific questions addressed in
the survey included ‘he following:

* Current assignment: whether the teacher taught self-
contained or departmentalized classes; the number and type
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of students taught (in terms of ability); primary teaching
assignment; average courseload; and hours spent per week in
school-related activities during and after school hours.

+ Satisfaction with current assignment and working conditions
along a number of dimensions.

+ Experience with the Beginning Teacher Internship Program
and overall impressions.

« Future plans: likelihood of teaching next year and reasons for
considering leaving; likelihood of remaining in teaching given
improvements in teaching conditions or salary; importance of
various factors in the decision to leave teaching; likelihood of
transferring to another school district the following year and
the reasons for considering such a transfer; longer-term
career plans.

» Previous work history: main activity during the prior school
vear and the occupation if in the workforce; comparison of
prior occupation to the current teaching assignment; reasons
for reentering teaching or transferring from another state or
private school.

» Labor market experience: process of job search; importance of
various factors in the decision to apply to specific school dis-
tricts; timing of applications and offers; alternative occupa-
tions considered.

« Background: educational and demographic profile; marital
status; number of children under and over five years of age;
salary from various sources, including teach’ng, summer
employment, and total family income.

Pretest

We conducted a small-scale pretest with 14 teachers. The pretest
consisted of a two-hour discussion of issues assessed by the survey,
followed by completion of the survey instrument, and individual post-
survey discussions. Although the pretest respondents were not ran-
domly chosen (they were volunteers recruited by the principals), we
felt, that for our purposes, the “representativeness” of the pretest
sample was of less concern than the willingness of the pretest group
to share their experiences and volunteer feedback on the appropriate-
ness and clarity of the survey questions. We feel that this Lighly per-
sonal, interactive pretest procedure resulted in more useful informa-
tion for survey design than would have been derived from a larger
and more random sample pretested in the more traditional manner.
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The 14 teachers who Participated in the pretest had varied back-
grounds and teaching experiences. Eight were inexperienced new col-
lege graduates, one entered the Indiana public sckools after teaching
in an out-of-state private school, two came fron: out-of-state public
schools, one had been working as a substitute teacher, and one was a
former Indiana teacher returning to teaching from homemaking.

SURVEY ADMINISTRATION

The survey was mailed to teachers in May 1989. Two weeks after
the initial mailout, a reminder card wag sent to all nonrespondents.
Two weeks after that, a second packet of materials was sent to all
those who had still not returned a survey. Packets included a survey
instrument, Postage-paid return envelope, a jetter of endorsement
from the Indiana State Superintendent of Public Schools, and a cover
letter explaining the purpose of the study. All correspondence was
mailed to teachers at their schools,

We r-~ived 1,953 completed surveys from the 3,066 mailouts for
an un¢ :, sted response rate of 64 percent. Had the survey been
fielded scmewhat earlier than the end of May (which was close to e
end (1)f the school year), we might have obtained a higher response
rate,

Initial analyses of the responses revealed that 288 of the respon-
dents were actually ineligible, either because their responses to an
initial screening question revealed that they were not in full-time
teaching or because their survey responses indicated that they had
taught in Indiana in the previous year.

The former group may be teachers who have transferred during
the school year from a full-time teaching pusition to another position.
The latter group of ineligible teachers (.e., second-year hires) were
most likely those who had been hired in scheol year 1987-88 but after
October 1987. The Indiana personnel files list teachers as of October
of each school year. Teachers hired after October would be classified
by our analysis as new hires in the following year. It is also possible
that the respondonts simply erred in answering the questions regard-
ing previous experiencz, We have eliminated these surveys from the

10ur original plan was to field the survey in late April rather than May. However,
a printers’ strike delayed production of the machine-readable survey forms, and gubse-
quently the fielding of the survey by about three weeks. The delay is probably
significant because it places the follow-up mailouts at the same time that many Indi.
ana schools were closing for the summer. This probably lowered our response rate,
since at this point in the school year teachers are likely to be busier than usual with
end-of-the-year paperwork.
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analysis. After eliminating these cases, we had a final sample of
1,665.2

Normally, one attempts to correct for nonresponse bias in survey
data. However, the evidence available indicates little if any response
bias in our sample.3 Thus, the analyses presented in this and other
reports in the study are based on unweighted data.

2A true response rate could not be calculated because we cannot identify the true
universe of teachers who are new hires in 1988-89. This is because we cannot deter-
mine how many of the nonrespondents are actually ineligible, i.e., they did not respond
because they had self-selected themselves out of the sample, knowing themselves to be
ineligible. If we make the assumption that none of these are ineligible, then we get an
adjusted response rate of 60 percent (1,665/2,778, eliminating the 288 ineligibles from
both the numerator and denominator). However, if we make the assumption that the
proportion of ineligibles in the universe of 3,066 teachers is the same as among the
respondents (14.7 percent), then we get an adjusted response rate of 64 percent
(1,665/2,614),

3The question of nonresponse bias in our analytical results from the survey data is
moot. Given that we do not have a precise nicture of the population of newly hired
teachers, we could not compensate for nonresponse bias through some form of weight-
ing. However, we did compare the respondent sample with the overall population
along demographic categories and found that, with the exception of gender, the differ-
ences between the two were not statistically significant. With respect to gender, we
found that the population was 22.4 percent male whereas the respondent sample was
only 20.1 percent male. If this difference were indeed real, then our survey responses
are biased in those areas in which gender may be a factor, for example, in responses to
questions regarding reasons for leaving teaching or reasons for reentering, regarding
previous work experience in a sector outside of education, and regarding future plans.
However, as we said above, it is difficult to say much about the magnitude of the bias
because we do not know whether the difference we observe is an artifact of our incom-
plete data.

C
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Appendix B

1989 INDIANA TEACHER SURVEY

Survey Purpose

The RAND Corporation, a non-profit research center. 1s conducting a survey of all Indiana elementary and
secondary public school teachers who were nol teaching I1n the Indiana public schools dunng the p- ivious
school year The survey asks for information on your current teaching position. future plans. werk tnstory,
teacher labor marke! expenences, and background These questions are designed 1o oblain infurmatinn uselul
lo the Indiana Department of Public Instruction in understanding. monnoring and predict Gy nevs teache
supply. with a particular focus on those aspects of teaching which are most valuable for attracting and retaining
a highly-quabtied teacher workforce

Your responses on this survey will be strictly confidential. indwidual responses will be ccmbined with all
othar survey responses to yield group statistics, only these aggregated group statistics wili be resresed 1o the
indiana Department of Pubhc |nstruction or to any other organization or publication. Pleise answer every
question. unless you are asked 1o skip an tem {or section) that does not apply o you If you are unsure how
to answer a question, please give the best answer you can

Thank you for taking part 1n this survey

Statement of Confidentiality “l
All intormation that you provids will be rogerded as strictly confidential. and will be reported Gely through epgregsted
(oroup) statistics. Any identifying information collected will ba used only for the purposss of the study and will not e
disciosed or releaaed for eny other purpose, except as required by law

INSTRUCTIONS

Some 1tems will require that you mark ONLY ONE AN SWER
Other itoms will require that you mark ONE ANSWER OR
MORE. depending on how many apply in your case. Hers Yeos . _ O]
is an example of gach type of item. No ) ) ) ®

3. Do you have eny children? (Maik one answer)

1. Do you own any house pets? (Mark one answer)

Yes . . N O] Some items also ask you to skip to a later item. or to skip
No . . . (3) = sm 60703 to the next section of the survey. In the example above. if

you owned no house pets, you would skip ltem 2, and
continue with 1t: m 3 It 18 important to foliow the GO

TO “instructions whenever they appear. to save time

2 What kinds of house pets do you own? and 1o avoid confusion. If you firnd that you are attempting

{Mark all that apply) to answer a question that sgems ineppropriate (0.0 . it asks

- whare you taughs last yerr, when you were. in fact. not

Doy E) teaching lest yea:). chack the previous jtems to see if you

Cat >)) missed 8 "GO TO " statument

Fish .
Bird Q
Other o

= _$ use No.zpencitony ] I

6001 [_elele] [ ['le] T | lo] [elelolnlelele)

o w /b

RIC
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SECTION 1:

YOUR CURRENT ASSIGNMENT

1. How dJosas your schoot corporation classify your current position?

{Mark one answe’ -

Regular full sme teacher fncluding special education) .

Part time teacher
Substitute teacher

Full tume nonteaching corporalion employee

Other . .

F ORI P

YOUR TIME.

¥ YOU MARKED 1", PLEASE CONTINUE WITH THIS SURWVIEY. IF YOU MARKED
ANY RESPONSE OTHER THAN “1”, PLEASE STOP NOW AND W
QVUESTIONNAIRE TO DATA RECOGNITION CORPORATION.

THANK YOUFOR

2 Do vou MAINLY teach a self-contained class {one
group of students for all or most of the day) or
departmentalized classes (ditferent groups of
students throughout the day)? {Mark one answer)

Seif contaned clasy all day R
Sell - ontianed c1ass most of the ddy U
Departmentahzed classes

3. How many students are currently enrolled n your
self-cuntained class?

siudonts —» QGO YO 7
9@
010
@@ EXAMWILE
PLE) For this and aft grids.
@@ it yous answet has
[0]0) tewer digits than the
(.\@ numbsr atiotted.

4 entes leading 1arnes.
O} like this s
®®
1010

4 For the classes you teach

A Mow many differant preparations do you have
on an average roy?

O T I VN P R

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

For the classes you teach

B. How many class periods do you teach on an
average day?

C. What s the TOTAL number of students you
teach?

students taught

-

0 @0

[N “

1@ EXAMPLE

RNOXY For this and all gnids.
Kh K if your answer has
& " {fewar digits than the

number aliotted.
enter leading zerons.
hike this

e
K&

‘@ @ o~
<« 2>
J

N imn T

-

COCRRBREOE

6 How satisfied are you with the courses you have
heen assigned to teach {e g . would you prefer to
taach ditferent courses, fewer courses, etc.)?
Moty one answer)

Very satished
Satisbed
Dissatihied

Slelole

Very dissatis! ed
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6. What 18 your current PRIMARY teaching assignment
field (that is, the one in which you teach the most
classes) and what is your SECONDARY assignment
field (the one in which you teach the next-most
classes)? If your secondary assignmont field is the
same au your primary field, mark the same number
in both columns. Hf your teaching scheduls is divided
equally between two different fields. mark the one
for which you feel most qualified as your primary
assignment field. and the other as your secondary
assiynment field.

{(Mark ONE answer
in ¢ach column)

Secondary

Primary _'

Bisic skills remedial education g
Busmess education 2,0,
Computer science 3, 3
Enghsh language arts . (LT
Fine arts (music arts. dramay IS
Formgn language 8, B
Health, physical educahion . R4 7
Home econonics . L]
Industnal ants . .. .. .o Lo l ‘v
Mathematics - w0 "
Reading . . an n
Sciences.

Biolagy . 12 AH
Chenusiry R "3 1.
Earth science  1eoloygy e “4
Physics ALY 1
General olher science 16 e
Social studws sueial scence LT
Special education 18 e
Vocahiong! education L] 9
Al other fietds 20 o

7. Which of the following describes the type of students
you teach? (Matk all that appty)

Muinly high achioving students
M.ainly avirage actaeving students
Mainly Jow gchieving studients
Viade range af achievement lovels
Mainly mmordy student,

Mamnly pon nunonaty students

Mix ol racial groups

O

§7

8. On aver.ge. about how many hours per week do
you spund on school related activities during

and after school hours?

Dunng
school houes

per week

TN

GPROPEOOOO

Atter school
Lincluding weekends)

010]
©@
®O
¢®
5@
0JO]
OIO]

per week

9 How well did your educational traiming ard. or
previous teaching experience prepare you for your
teaching assignment this year? (If you provide
departmentatized instruction in more than one
field, answer for sour primary assignment field.)

10

({Mark e - ,wer)

I was very well prepared

I was winl prepated

I was just adequately prepared
I was nol adequately prepared

0]
@
@

What kind of Indiana state teaching certificate do

you hold? (Mark une answir)

Litetime certifieate
Reguiue standaed cornd,cate

Provis:omal thest year; cerlibeats

Temporary or emergency coruficate

CEEO

On the whole. hov. satistied are your with th
teachrng experience you have had this year?

(Mark o1 - answer)

Very satslied
Satrsband

Disnatinbied

Very thisqatinbod

®
(O]

0
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12. Yo what extent are you setisfied with each of the I *4. In this school year. have you been participating in
following working conditions? the Indiana Beginning Teacher Internship Proyram
{Mark one answer on each line} {1 ., was 8 more senior teacher assigned as a

mentor to offer instructional support and assistance)?
{Mark one answer)
Very Dissaustind

Dissatistiod — Yes .o LD
Neither No.... ... U A= GOTO 23
Satsfied
Vary Satisfied _ ._.._l
f
Stugent molivation to learn @G«@ e @® 156. During this school year. how many times have you
Student behavior . ROIHOKRO been ohserved in your classroont by your mentar
Support lrom pirents . [OIORNO) teacher and by your school principal?
Mot L QEHEEE (Mark ONE answer
Support from other teachers BN OIOIOKAO) m each column)
Paperwork clencal suppon L @@‘@’i @ Muntor Peoncipal
Other nonteaching duties KO Never . .. (‘) e (‘)
Time allowed for preparation ? e Once e a RO
Avarlatntiy of resuurces & materials ENOX Twice R RN €
Quality of textbooks 12) . Three tmes | Yy RS
Manageabihity of workload Q) s Four times e O
Class suze . Five or more imes [ N ]

[

Grade and/or cousse assignment(s)

-

2
.

Intellectual challenge uf assignment .

Physical condition uf schoot &
classioum

~
-

CRO 0OOORERG
PCE OEREEDEE

16 During an average week, about how much time do
you and your mentor teacher spend discussing
instructional issues? (Mark one answer)

~
-

Satety of envirunment
General work conditions

N

000 00020000

S

13. To what extent are you satsfied Less thdn one hour per week . \'~
with each of the following One hour per week C - {"_
other work factors? Two hours per week . R .3
{Mark one answer for each linej Three hours per werk B

Four hours, prr week (s

Current salary . O:Q® Maorre than four houts prer week O
Potential for salary growtt (CERORIECY
Job benefits [ORROR l'f)
Opporturly tor professior il ] )

advancenment URRORNO! 17 Would you prefer to have more ar less time spent
Opportumty to attend gradudte . on each of the toflowing?

schoot . DENORNO! tMark one answer on edch Linel

Procedures foi ovalugting ry

pettormance O 2 Qe @

Long teem job secunty O 10,4 @ Less Time —

Summer jh opportumties (ORNOKEO)]

Influence over work pohciens & Same Amount of T'mw .
practices [OEROEKNO!

Autonnniy or control gver my More Time
own v Grk Hi@e®

State student testing requirements, [ORBOKNO)]

Ability to nueel students emotional . Mentor obsersahions 1 E] V35
nieeds ORI RN Tine with mentof outside

Abilty to meet students ntelive taal ol chrsstonm ' ‘T 3
appfs [OREDERO fuvgludt-ons Dy prodpa 1 I |

Extunt of students nonat adenug D seussion of evaladtioas ' 2 ]
proltems 1) (?1 [NO)

Comptnting destance ChI) m e G_)

Area of tndhang in which 1 teaeh [CENORRO!

-1
-—
~rl

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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18. How usefu! do you find the assist
from your mentor taacher?
{Mark one answer 10 each section)

<@ you receive

A. For dealing with classroom management:

Extremely useful . o A ()

Moderately usefut ..... .. .. . . @

Not useful R )
B. For deuhng with instructional problems.

Extremely useful .. . . )

Moderately useful . . . . L @

Not useful ... . . £}
C. For adjusting to the school environment

in general:

Extremely usetul . . O

Moderately useful . . . N O

Not usetul. L . . D

19. How experenced s your men.or teacher in providing
instruction in each of the following?
(Mark one answer on each line)

Not At All Expenencea
Soinowhat Expernienced

—

Very Expetienced

Your grade fever . ® & ©
The types of students you teach ... ... (0 @) ()
The subject(s) you teach . @O G
Your teaching style or philusophy o @

20. In your opimort, 1o what gxtont is the teacher
assigned as your mentor an appropriate choice?
{Mark one answer)

Very appropriate choce o

Fauly appropnate cnoice 2

Faurly inappropriate chowe O

Very nappropnate choice O]
O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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21 To what extent are you satisfied with the following
aspects of the Beginning Teacher Internship Program,
as they apply in YOUR PARTICULAR CASE?

{Mask one answer on each line)

Vety Dissatisfiod
Dissatisfied

Naeither
Satisfied —
Very Satshied

Mentor and Observations

Availability of mentor . (D@@@@

Confidentiality of mentor i
relationship . @@@@@
oloJololo]

jololololo]

Mentor s responsibilities

Frequency of observations .

Pnincipal and Evalustions

i ololololo]
10161601010
Nol6lololo]
0jbloloJo)}
Nololo]o]0)
QOO

Avatlability of principal
Principal s responsibilities
Evaluation procedures
Frequency of evaluations
Objectivity of evaluations

Accuracy of evaluations

22. In GENERAL. what 13 your overall impression of
the Beginning Teacher Internship Program?
{Mark one answer)

Excellent program Lo R @
Good program @
Fau program o . O
Poor program ©®

()
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_SECTION 2: YOUR FUTURE PLANS

23. ASSUMING THAYT YOU NANT TO RETURN. do you
think you will be offared 8 new contract in your
currant corporation for the next school year?

(Mark one answer)

YeS ... Lo L HO)
<
Unsure L . e e (’
No {due to RIF or other reasons) R ¢ )
24. What 15 the probability that you will be teaching
next year? (Mark one answer)
Detintel
ehniely GO 70 28
Probably
Unsure .. (
Probably not .. . 8,
Defintety not . (s
26. What 1s the MAIN reason you are considering
not teaching next year?
(Mark one answer)
School stathing action 0
Matriage plans . 2
Pregnancy. chuldreaning homemdking n
To attend schnol . K |
Spouse fanuly move is,
Sabbhahical leave or other break
from teaching ‘s
Health related reasons Uy
To move mto nonjeaching
N
educational position A8
To move o Losihion outside
of education .9’

IF YOU ANSWERED 1-7,

GO 70 28

&

O

RIC
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26. Would you still be interested in seekitg a job
outsida of teaching it
{Mark one answer on each line)

Detinitely Not
Probabty Not
Unsurs
Probably
Datinitely
A your schocl corpotation

raised 85 s5alary scale

by $4.000 per year . e O@@@@

B your class size of teaching
load was cul by 20 percent

N 0]0JO10]0)

C you were assigned an aide
or other assistance for
dealing with paperwork and
of specidl needs students

01616100

27 How important was each of the following i your
decision to leave (or tu consider Jeaving) teaching?
{Mark one answer on edch nne)

Not At All tmportant —__
Sumewhat Impurtant _

Vety Important h‘

Satary . (!)@/\’:
Potental for satary, growth (‘)@‘ ¥
Oppoitunities tor professional

advancrment (9@”
Long term job securty IOR
Professional prestige \"\'@ )
Recogmution and support {rom

admusirators L @
Warkload responsibiidies o0, @ X))
Satety of environment M@0,
Genenl work condibons 1010
Avadatiioty of matenals and

resuurirs /.iJ @ »,'.“
CLans wenls) n@m
Schont hdrming vavannment \:‘) @@
Parental cammuo ity support £ @ "’,'

Studient achevement levels

M@

L



28. Will you seek u job in another school corporation

for the next school year?
(Mark one answer)

Definitely.
Probably
Unsure
Probably not
Definitely nol

GC 10 31

29. Would you stil be interested in seeking a job

in another corporation if

{Mark ane answer on each ine)

Definitely Not ______
Probably Not _____

Unsure

Probably _.

Definstely .

A your school corporanon
taised sty satary scale

by $4.000 per year

B your class suze or teaciung
toad was cut by 20 percent

C you were assigoed an aide
ot other assisiance lor
dealing valh paperwork and
o7 specnil needs students

ERIC
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30. How important was each of the tollowing in your

31

decision to move [or to considur moving) to
another corporation?
{Mark one answer on each hne}

Kol At Al Important

Somewhat Important —_—
L] o b

Very Important _—

Schoot statting action

School cuorporalion reotganszalhion

Spouse lamily mave

Marnage

Geoygraphic tocatwn commuling
distance

Available teaching assignmen|

Salary

Potential for salaty growth

Availabiity of matenals &
resources

Recognion support lram
adnunistrators

Class size(s}

Schoaol learning envitonmeny

Parentat communiy support

Student achievement (evels

Salety of environment

General werk conditions

Within the noxt five years, how probubie is 1t
that you will leave the teaching profession?
(Mark one answer)

Wit debinitaty Ieave
Wb probably leave
Unsure

Wl probably nof legve
Wil delinitely not leave

o
OO

OH@E
@O
QI6]6)
076710

O@W
0@

ROIOLO!

0D
0]0]0)

ROIOIO)

j0]ol0}
Q@)
10]0]6)
O@W
GJol0)
V@O

W
)
O
(a)

®
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SECTION 3: YOUR WORK HISTORY

32.

33.

34.

36.

36.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

When did you first think about entering elemantary
or secondaiy teaching as a career?
{Mark one answer|

Belore tugh school ... .. .. R )
Dunng tugh schoal ... .. . ... )
Between high schoot and college .. .. .......... @
Dunng first two years of college ... . . ®
Duning last two years of colleqe ... .. . ... ... ®

Alter | graduated fron: college . ..

Was K- 12 teaching your first caraer choice?
{Mark one answer)

Wera you anrolled in a college or univarsity
duting the |ast school year {1967-88)7
{Mark one answes)

Yes. as a full-time studes t ... ... R Y
Yes. as a part-time stude it .. o I O
No. ..o .. . . . 3,

Have you ever besn employad full-tima in a
permanent occupytion outside of the elementary
and saconilary education system: (Do not
count summer or other temporary jobs )

(Mark one answer|

Yes . A .o '

No .02,

What was your MAIN ACTIVITY dunng the
17,3t school yaar (1987-88)?
«Mack one answer)

Employed tull tune
Employed past time
Muttary service
Homemaker
Student

Hetired
Uremployed

Other

GO T0 42

37. If you were in the workforce in 1987.88, in what
occupation were you employed?
{Mark one answer)

An occupation in the K-12 3chool system:

Substtute teacher
Teacher's ade
Classroom teacher

Other school positron
An occupation outside of the K-12
school svstam:
Managenal- administrative occupation
(e 4. accountant. persenne' oflicer.
management analyst)
Prefessional specialty (e g . lawyer. enginger.
computer systems analyst] ... ... . . .. ...,
Post-secondary teaching.. .. . . .. . . ...
Social service specialty (¢ g. counselor.
psychologist. social worker). . . . ...
Techmcal support (# g . techmcian, nurse,
computer programmer) T
Sales occupation (e g . retail sales. real
eslate. insurance sales) . ... ...l
Admirustrative support {e g . computer
operator .o-retary. bookkeeper). ... ..o oL
Service occupat.. n (e g. chel. child care
worker, police officer) .. ... .0 oo
farming.. ... . ... ...,
Other e
38 For how many years wera you employed in the job
you held last year? (Mark one answer)
Less than 1 year
1 yedr
2 years
3 years
4 years
b years
Mote than 5 years
39 What was your annual
selury? {Ruund to s T ,000.00
the nearest $1 000) .
o)@
@
L@
O]
£@
\0@
N0
nE
P
NE

al

ORY)

. /‘-

L@
L@

)

®

)

RG]

5

. (g)'x

>
)
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40. Overall, how would you compare your current 42. NOT COUNTING this school veas (1988-89), how
teaching job to the job you held last year? many years of K-12 teaching experience do you
{Mark one answer) have in:

Current job much btter e K A. The Indiana B. Indiana private/
Current job somewhat better ... .. . ) publi: schools parochial schools
Both jobs about the same ., . S o3 years yewurs
Former job somewhat better ... . . 4
Former job muca better .. . L 1 °.® ©O

10) 010]

2@ Ol0]

O] O1O]

(O10) 0JO)

LHO) ®®

VO QIO]

41. How would you compare the foliowing aspects of N D10)
your current teaching job to tha job you held @ ®®
last year? (Mark one answer on each hne) EHO) ®O

Former Job Better C. Public schools D. Private/parochial
Both Jobs the Same ____ in other states schools in othar states
Cutrent Job Batter
I years years
7 °©@® @O
Salary . . . N O O] DO
Potentigl ot salary growth e MO (M O] o]0}
Opportumties for prolessional R 3 @ &) @
advancement S . INORI @ 010
Long term job secunty . RO ® 5O
Job benehts . HNON @ 0JO]
Procedures for performance 1O lo]
evaluation | . HON] L.® 010}
Avanlability of matenals & S ® (GIO]
1gS0Urces . B O
Influence over workplace policies
and practices SRR IF YOU HAVE NO PREVIOUS K-12
Autonomy o control over . EXPERIENCE (YOU ENTERED “00" IN A-
awn work e ABOVE) GO T0 83.
Manageability of workload . 1 @) 1
Work schedule @
Intetiectual challenge . .. RN O
Emotonal rewards a ' ' v "~, ®,] 43. In what year did you first begin full-time elementary
Job stress : RO or secondary teacwny? (Mark ane answer)
Professional prestige u@
'Rmtugmlnon and suppod from 1937 By
adrmuistrators managees . ¢ \”) ) 1986 87
Respect from cullevagues B @ ) 1985 86
Opportumty lor professional 1984 85
exchange T@o 1983 84
Continued yrowth and learning HOR] Belore 1943 84
Salvly of covaonmen: NON
General work conditinng @
44 Priot to this school year. what was the last school
year during which you taught? (Mark one answer)
1984 85 or befare "
1985 86 @,
1986 B/ 3
1987 88 . D=+ GOTO A7

REN L e
PRI B Ll
STST W I
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O

45. What is the main reason you took this leave

47.

48

ERIC
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from teaching? {Mark one answer)

Scrool stafling action ... ..

Pregnancy childreanng .

Fanmily emergency .

To take a sabbatical or other break
from teaching ...

To lry anott

T career

To pursue fuither education

Geoyraphic move for persondi reasons .
Spouse move .

Retirement .

e sy .

Other reason ..

What are the main reasons you decided to
re-enter teaching i THIS school year?
{Mark all that apply)

Furst year | wirs offered a jub
Was offered a belter teaching job than
previous teaching job

Completed Indiana cerbitcatiun requirements .

Compieted educationat program

Cheld care responsibilities lessencd
Increased necd for extra lanuly income
Became dissatistied with other job or activay
To earn additional retirement credids

Leave of absence could not be extended
Other

job to your pravious teaching job?
{Mark one answer)

Current job much beltter
Current job somewhat better
Both jobs ahout the same
Former jub somewhal better .
Former job mych better

In what state was your mos! recent prior
K 12 teaclt.ung expenence?
(Mark one answer)

Induina

Honges,

Kentucky

Michegan e
Ohio
Other spae @

How would you compare your current leaching

olole,

&

PRPEROGE

~
~s N

COCCOL

D)
-

49. Why did you tr:nsfer to the Indiana school system?

60.

51.

52

Mark all that apply)

Spouse’s job move . ..
Preferred to hive 1n Indiana
Teacher pay 15 better in (ndiana .
Working cond:tions are better in Indiana .
Mure tedact 1y oprortunities in Indiana .
Other reason ..

Whun you wa:e hired hy an Indiana school
corporation, did you receive full credit for
your out-of-state teachinc  varience?
(Mark one answer)}

Yoau for salary and pension purposes
Yes {0t pension purposes only ..
No

Was your most recent orior teaching experience

n 8 public school or in a private or parochial
school? {Mark une answer}

in a4 pnivate or -
parochial schoul . oW
tn o public schoot

Why did you switch to the public school system?

(Mark aif that apply!

Spous< & «ob move

My private school rlosed

Better pdy 10 public schouls

More resources i pulil scl.ools

Maote ctollenging work o0 public schools
No operings n priva'e schools in local area
QOlher

olcle

@~ govoes

@)
O

}

,\
AN

N

O¢

)
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SECTION 4: YOUR TEACHER LABOR MARKET EXPERIENCE

63. In school year 1988-89, gid you return to teach in
the sanie school corporetion after a leave of absence?
{Mark one answer)

Yes . . . m
No. .. . ®O— GoTo 68

64. Did you apply to any other school corporations for
a teaching position during your leeve of absence?
{Mark one answer)

Yes . R . M
No.. . ... . . . H— GoT077

55. What sources of information were available 1o help
you decrde on which school corporations to apply,
end which were most usaful 10 you?

Mark all that apply
1 edch columny

Avallable Usefui

Recew 'ers who came to my Sources Soutcos

coilirge umversity o -
Recrustment conterence N
Coliege advisor ; C
Job placement setvice . 0y
Personal knowledge of corporghion(s) ‘ .
Information | gathered from

corpotabionfs;
Recommendations from Inends

telatives or other teachers J .

56. To how many INDIANA school corporations did you
apply while seeking your current job?

corporation(s)

~ - a

2ECOPOOOE

[

°

57 How many of the INDIANA schoo! corporations to
which you applied offered Yyou a position for
1988-897 (Murk one answer)

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

58. In the grids below. enter tha school corporation
number {from the enclosed blue pages entitiad
"“Indiana School Corporation List'} of mach Indiana
corporation TO WHICH YOU APPLIED during the
last yuar (1988). Indicate the corporations in order
of preference at the time you appliad. if more than
4. mark your top 4 choices.

First Second Third Fourth
Choice Choice Choice Choice

| |

OO 0 @19 ®OE P@O®
OIONY WO 1010]0) OO0
@G@7 IO HOO 01010
NOI SNOJR OOG Q06
“O Hew 00w leee
SHORN EHOID: COO oloJox
L%, T I0J0I0] 1010JO;
i@ @ (30]0) o]alo]
OIOXH @O @OO® 0]0]0)
DIOKY ENOK) HOE 0I0]O)

59. How important were nach of the following in
deternuning your MOST PREFELRED school
corporetion? (Mark one answer on each line)

Not Impottant ____
Somewhat Important ___

Very Important —“I

A Located o g rural ared . S @@@
B Located in @ suburban area . . ")@Q)
€ Located 1n a targe iy . . (D@(g

B Guograpte locat.on near tanuly

os fhends . @@@

Greographie location near current home .. @@(’)
F Avadabiity of open:ngs . . ROIOIO)
G High satary fevels N O1010)
H Mosltly tigh dehieving students P (‘)@@)
Mix ol student dchuevempal tevels | - (‘)@@

[
J Many specal needs stugents @@(17
K Assignment nigey hing miy proferced gradets) (D@ ®
L Assgnmeny roalthing my preterred

subiect areag . (‘)@C’)
M Op[)mluml\ to teach upper fevel Courses \D@(‘)

N Up o date mstruyctiondl matetials

dIC equIpment . violo
O Ad wisirative staft | regpaet OIOIN]
P Ad quate mnstrucnional support staff (OI0]P)]

60 Whic i charactenstic was MOST important in
determuning in which corporation you most preferred
to work? (In the ¢ reles below mark the ONE ietter
from ltem 59)

Aﬂ(n;ugu.‘«ux‘uﬁ.nﬁ'(v}

56



61.

66

In the grids below. onter the school corporation
number of each indiana corporation THAT OFFERED
YOU A POSITION for this school year (1988-89),

63. How many Indiana corporations invited you to
interview with them? (Do not count interviews

beginning with your most preferred offer.

Second Third Fourth
Most Preferrad Preferred Prefarred
Preforred Ofter Ofter Ofter
Offer {if any) {1t any) f1f any}
@O OO ©eO [OI0I0)
101010 01010 01010} QO
0100 Q00 01010’ 161010
OO 0l0]0) OO0 @00
ololo]} 101010 OO 101010
OO® 101010} eO®O 1010]0]
OO 101010 01010 01010
000 000 (01010} 000
OO0 |00® OO |®OG
10J0J©)] 10JOJ0] 010]0) 010JO]

[ you necEvED oniy ONE OPFER. GO TO 83, |

62. From the job offars you received, how does your
tirst-choice offer compare to your sacond-choice
offer on each of the following characteristics?

O

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

{Mark one answer on each line)

Cunnot Compare

Applies More 10 Second Chosce

Apphies About Equally_
Applies More to First Choice

Located i arural area . ..., RNORRO]
vocated 1n a suburban area . . R OLOXHO)
Located in a large uily Nololo10]
Geographic Incation near family or

fnends .o EROI01OI0]
Geoqraphic location near current home ROIORNO)
High salary levels ROIOINO]
Mostly high achieving studenls BROI01IO10]
Mix of studen! achievement levels HOJ01010]
Many speciat needs students [GIOTOIO)
Assignment matches my preferred grades \‘)@ (D®
Assignment matches my preferred

subject areas GLOL®
Opportunsty to teach upper level courses 6)@&%)@
Up 1o date instrustional matenals

and cquipment [QI0JOI0]
Adnnunistranve stalt | respect (r, @@@
Adequate instructional support staff “TOTE

5%

held on a co'lege campusy

@ 0 @ 0 0 6 © 0 0 ©
64. How many interviews di(li you accept?

@ 0 056 @ »n G v e 6
65. In the lines below, mark the month in which you

66

{A) placed your fir<t job applicetion, (B) placed your
{ast job application, {C} received your first interview
request, (D) rsceived your {ast interview request,
{E} received your first job otter, (F) received your
jast job offer, and {G) acceptad your current job.
(Mark "8 n lines B. D or F if you placed only one
application, received only one interview reques! or
recetved onl one offer )

(Mark one answer on each hne)

Not Applicable

September or later
August

July

June —

May
March Apnil
Februaty or before —

A First apphication placed

B Last apphcaton placed ... ... OOOEOOO®
C Fust mterview request lglolofololololo]
D Last mterview request . ... COOOOOO®
£ Fustofter recerved NO16161010]010]0]
FLastotter recewed RO1010101010010)

G Accepted current job

When 1ouning tor a teaching job. did you do
any of the following?
(Mark all that appty)

Contact pnncipdls on your own auliative
Call curporastions attec sending application
Utihze tnends « 1 relatives as contacts

EERGI010Z00101610)

B OIJ10100]010]



€7. During your jub search IN INDIANA, how satisfied

were you witi. each of the foliowing?
Availability of informaton 1

{Mark one answ 21 on eich hne)
on job operings . '@

Availability of openings LNO)

@

Vety Dissatistied _
Somewhat Dissatishied ___
Somewhat Satistied
Vety Satistied.

- e

-

Constatency of appheation forms . '

CORECRRREAE

{2

lw

Treatment tecewed dunng imterviews
1

-

Tuming of teedback on apphicatons . . .
3

Tuning of terdback on interviews ' R

-

Ting of job offers R

1

@
®
@
@
¥e

0]
O]

Mateh of actual job 10 proreised job
3

3

Fauneas of hinng process '
Overall job search process !

68. Ona five-point scale. how would you rate the
difticuity of the job market for teachers in yuur
grade level and or subject area i Indiana?
{Mark one answer)

Very easy
1o find jobs

Vety difhcult
to find johs

Nl 2 El 4 L]

69. When you were on the job market, d d you have
any of the following “"cunnections™ to the
corporation that hived you?

(Mark all that apply)
1 student taught here
I substitute taught here
I had anather job here gante o1
[ had friends o relatives working here
I had other connections
[ burd o connertions
70 Had you apphed for a teaching position in Indiang

E

10 a previous year 1 e . belore 19507
tMurk al) that appty

Yos bapphed for a pasiticn o 17

Yoo Lapphed tar g position o1 g Vo
phot 1o 1987
No

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

6

71 In this school year. to how many “tates OTHER
THAN INDIANA did you apply for », teaching
position? (Mark one answerl

€)

7

L

IF NONE, MARK “0" AND.GO TO 73 l

72. To which other states did you apply?
(Mark all that apply)

Hlinoes
Kerducky
Miclhigan
Otuo

Other state(s)

73. For this year. did you apply for any full-time

jobs other than teaching?

(Mark one answer)

Yoy N

No i~ GOT077
74 Fur what other occupations did you apply?

(Mark all that apply)

An occupation in the K-12 school system.

Substiute teacher
Teacher « nde

Other school position

An occupation outside of the K-12
schuol system

Munagerial adm-mistiative vceupation
le g acc- antant persannel officer
ManageIment anaiyst)

Pratessinnal sprealty (v gy Liwyer engineer
camputer systems anatysi)

Post st andary Teaching

Soean) servicr specialty e 4 wounsetor
peychologist sueal workets

Techncat support (0 g teehnician nurse
compule programmes |

Saliss oc upation (e 4 tetad soles regl
estale ansurance Saies)

Admtustratig- Subporl (e yg computer
epeaitor sectetary hookkeepes)

Servi e Gecapal oo g chel chaid care
worker pohice oflicen

Farming

Other

-
A

{

o

-~

')
[

o<



O

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

76. Did you recaive any job offers from thesa

76.

68

other occupations?
(Mark one answer)

Yes ..
No.

How would you coripare the following aspects
of your current teaching position to the other
position you ware o fered? (It you ware offered
more than one other position. compare your
current position to the position you most

seriously considered }
(Mark one answer on each hine)

Cannot Compare
Better 1n Other Outnide Posiion ..

About the Same

Bettor in Curremt Teaching Position _]
] »

Salary

Potental for salary qrowth

Opportumly for protessional
atvancement

Long term job secunity

Job benetis

Autonomy or tonlrol over
OWN WOrk

Work schedute

Intellectual challenge

E11 ohional rewards

Professwonal prestige

Opportunties for professional
exchange

Continuerd growth and le, mng

Safely of tovirontent

General work conditions

0]
&= Q0T077

UIORIO]
OIOEHO)

Q10RO
OO
NOHE

WOOE
RO O]
DOCO®
DO
(01601610

(GIOXEN
lololo)
GO O
VOO

SECTION 6: YOUR BACKGROUND

77 Did you graduate from a high school in indiana?
tMirrk one answer)

Yeu
No

78. Did you graduate {rom a coliege in Indiana?
{Mark ane answer)

Yos N
No I graduated frem a ;i
college 1n anolher state k2

No 1 did not graduate
from college

79. What is your highest attained degree?
Matk one answer)

Assotate

Bchelor s

Muaster s

Speciahst of six year cerihicale
Ed D

Ph D

80 In what year did you receive your bachelor’s degree
and your master's degree’?

tMark NA of you 1o not have the degiee histed )
Bachelor's Mastar s
Degree b4 Degree A

19 19
10.(0 0@
I0) D@
o) 2@
ENO) 010}
4® “®
= ® s ®
s@® O®
Q@ 210}
£30 Qlo)
i@ » @

81 Did your undergraduale coursework fully prepare
you to reces  an Indiana teaching certificate?
(Mark gl 1t ipply!

Yig
Noo Dlacked subject gres coursewnrk
N

No 1lacked student tedehing expenene e

Pl ked edug ation coantseysork

-~
—

RO,
@

3—~ GOTOE83




82 Based on a four-point scale (with A dandD 1),
in what range were your college grades?
(Mark one answer)

400
37%
32y
225 275 .
175 228
175 or below .

375
32%
275

83. In what year did you receive your fiest Indiana state
teaching certiticate? Count provisional, but not
emergency certficates. (Mark NA  next to yegr of

you have never held an Indigng teachung certificate )

19 &

0O

EACK
@

.~

PRAE

<

84, Compared to the best teacher you know, how
would you ratr your current teaching ability?
(Mark one answer)

Exceltent

Above average
Average

Below average-
Well below average

85 What 1s your base teachung contract salary
{excluding extracurricular duties)?

(Round the the neacest $1.000)

$ ,000.00
°,©
NG
@
1
‘@
RO
$20]
NG
6 (®
“@®

O

ERIC ST

O

@
0
@

O

JJY

69

1 36 In additio (o your base teaching salary, how much
do you earn under supplemental school contracts
during the school year {8 g . for serving as coach,
band instructor. etc )2 (Mark NA f you have no
supptemental school conteacts

sU 1L

107 @

.00 e

EAORNO]
RHORNO]
IORNO)
EAOKHO)
IORNO)
L@e®
BJOKAO)

87 During the school year. do you hold another part.
tinie or full-ime job outside of your school

corporation? (Mark one dnswer)

Yoo
N()

0
(2 —= @GO TYO 89

88 FHow much do you earn from employment outside
your school corporation during the school year?

(Round to 1 eatest $1 000

r

$ ,000.00

-~ - 3

COCEPOCICHO

v -

89 Do you pxpect to hold a paym
tMark all that apply)

job this summer?

Yoo ooy wohoo! Corporanion ")
Yeu outade of my schoo
corpe s abiun S
Lnsure "
== GO TO 8
N, s/

Jy

Y AVAILARIE




70

S0. What 15 your expscted income from this summer 94. HOW MANY children do you have who are:
work?
Syearscoidor under (6, T (D @ @

S

“_J 00 ows o v @ @ ®
GOCO
OOED
HOQEE 95. Please use the space below to give us any suggestions
HONO)] you have for improving either the job search process
GWEOCE or a teacher’s first year in an Indiana public school.
SROLNO)
L@®O
VI0IQI0]
DIORIIO
e®2®

91 Do you havn a spo:use that 1s employed nither
part-ume or full-time? (Mark one answer)

Yes my spouse ts employed full e (O]

Yes, my spouse 15 employed pan time 12

No. my spouse 5 not employed ‘\"\J GO YO £3
K]

No. ! am nol marnied .

92 What s your spouse’s annual salary?
(Round 1o the nearest $1 000)

$ ,000.00

PEREEEELEOE

R e

@, = ~ o

93 What s your total fanuly income. yrom all sources?
{Round to the nearest $1 00O

$ .000.00

)
\Q‘|
@

o)

THIS COMPLETES THE QUESTIONNAIRE.
THANK YOU FOR ASSISTING US IN THIS
iMPORTANT RESEARCH. YOUR TIME
AND EFFORT ARE MUCH APPRECIATED.

a.‘,y‘
QEREES

Please return the pleted queeti e as
00N as possible to Data Recognition Corpora-
tion in the postage-paid envelope provided.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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