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Highlights

Forty-two percent of elementary and secondary public
school teachers reported understanding the concept of new
higher standards for student achievement very well, and
35 percent said they felt very well equipped to set or apply
new higher standards for their students (figure 1).

Two activities associated with education reform were
frequently cited by teachers as being incorporated into their
classes to a great extent: using instructional strategies
aligned with high standards (56 percent) and assisting all
students to achieve to high standards (52 percent). Only

7 percent of teachers reported incorporating innovative
technologies such as the Internet and telecommunications-
supported instruction to a great extent (table 2).

Seventy-nine percent of teachers identified innovative
technologies as one of the three areas for which they most
needed information, and 53 percent reported needing -
information on using authentic student assessments, such as
portfolios that measure performance against high standards
(table 2).

According to teachers, authentic assessments (such as
portfolios) that measure performance against high standards
were more likely to be used in English/language arts

(64 percent) than in mathematics (51 percent), science (42
percent), and history/social studies (38 percent; table 3).

Fifty-six percent of teachers reported having students with
limited English proficiency enrolled in their classes, and

79 percent reported having students with disabilities.
Thirty-three percent of such teachers reported applying, to a
great extent, the same high standards of performance used
for other students to students with limited English
proficiency, as did 28 percent for students with disabilities
(table 4).

Twenty-eight percent of all teachers reported that they
provided information or advice, to a great extent, to parents
to help them create supportive environments at home.
Forty-six percent of elementary school teachers reported
engaging in this activity, compared to 20 percent of middle
and 10 percent of high school teachers (table 5, appendix
table B-5, and figure 3).

Ninety-four percent of teachers reported attending an
average of 42 hours of professional development activities
such as professional meetings, inservice workshops, and
conferences during the period September 1, 1994, through
August 31, 1995 (table 7 and appendix table B-6).
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Fifty-six percent of public school teachers participating in
professional development reported attending activities in
which information on high standards was a major focus
(table 9).

Teachers who reported that they implemented larger
numbers of reform activities in their classrooms were more
likely to report attending professional development activities
with a major focus on higher standards (table 9).

Among teachers who used various sources of information or
resources to help them understand or use comprehensive
reform strategies,' one-third or more reported they felt that
other teachers (39 percent), inservice training (37 percent),
and institutes or workshops (38 percent) were very effective
resources. U.S. Department of Education resources were
considered very effective sources of information on
comprehensive reform strategies by 4 percent to 11 percent
of teachers consulting these sources (table 12).

! Data were collected prior to the Obey-Porter legislation and do not report information
about the Comprehensive School Reform Demonstration Program created under that
legislation and initiated in fall 1997. “Comprehensive reform” would have been
interpreted broadly for a variety of school reform activities.
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Imtroduction

anreasingly, national initiatives are directed toward finding ways to
improve the quality of education for all students. These initiatives
address many aspects of the educational process, including the
application of high standards for student achievement. The Public
School Teacher Survey on Education Reform was conducted to
provide nationally representative data on teachers’ understanding of
standards-based education reforms. In addition, the study gathered
nationally representative data on specific reform activities teachers
reported implementing in their classrooms. The study also
attempted to identify information and assistance needed by teachers.

Data from this report represent findings from one of two studies that
were requested jointly by the Office of Educational Research and
Improvement (OERI) and the Planning and Evaluation Service (PES)
in the U.S. Department of Education. The Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform provides data from a nationally
representative sample of 1,445 public elementary, middle, and high
school teachers on their individual efforts toward education reform.
The other study, Public School Survey on Education Reform,
collected data from a sample of nationally representative public
school principals that are intended to provide information about
public school education reform strategies being implemented,
principals™ need for information and assistance, and the role of Title
I program resources in supporting education reforms. Findings from
the principal survey are presented in a separate report.

Both studies were initiated during the spring of 1996. Followup with
nonresponding principals was completed in July 1996 and with
nonresponding teachers in October 1996 (see appendix A for survey
methodology). The study was conducted through the Fast Response
Survey System (FRSS) for the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES) by Westat, a research firm in Rockville, Maryland.
The survey asked teachers to report for the 1995-96 school year.

This report contains information about education reform efforts in
U.S. public schools as reported by school teachers through a mail
survey. The information has not been independently verified.
Because of the survey questions and collection methodology used,
results should be interpreted carefully for the following reasons:

1. Since all teachers do not share the same concept of reform,
survey questions were designed to be inclusive of a wide variety
of reform activities.

1 U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, Status of Education Reform in Public Elementary and Secondary Schools:
Principals’ Perspectives, FRSS 54, 1998. '
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2. There may be a tendency for respondents to over-report
activities in which they believe they should be engaged.

3. As aFast Response survey, the questionnaire was brief and
could not collect information to judge the accuracy of the
teachers’ reports about their reform efforts.

Teachers were given guidance for completing their surveys in the
form of a general definition of new higher standards. It was defined
on the questionnaire as “recent and current education reform
activities that seek to establish more challenging expectations for
student achievement and performance, such as the National Council
of Teachers of Mathematics standards for mathematics, state- or

local-initiated standards in various subjects, and those outlined in
Goals 2000.”

It is important to note that the survey did not limit standards to those
adopted by states, since schools in states that have not adopted
standards could have locally developed standards of their own.

The teacher survey included questions on the following topics:
e Teachers’ understanding of the concept of new higher standards
for student achievement;

e How well equipped teachers feel to set or apply new higher
standards of achievement for their students;

o The extent to which teachers are implementing various reform
activities and in what areas information is most needed,;

e Incorporation of specific education reform activities in English/
language arts, history/social studies, mathematics, and science
classes;

e The extent to which teachers hold students with limited English
proficiency and disabilities to the same high standards as other
students;

e The extent to which teachers have engaged in activities to
involve parents in student learning;

e  Sources of information or assistance in understanding and using
reform strategies and activities;

@ Teachers’ preferred format for receiving information;

12



o Total number of hours teachers spent on professional
development, types of professional development activities
attended, and whether information on high standards was a
major focus of the activities attended; and

e Characteristics of professional development activities sponsored
or supported by teachers’ schools.

Survey findings are presented throughout the report in aggregate for
all schools; where significant differences were found, they are
presented by school characteristics. Appendix B contains reference
tables of the survey data broken out by the school and teacher
characteristics listed below. Findings from these tables were not
discussed in great depth in the report because many of the
comparisons between school and teacher characteristics on the extent
of their reform activities did not show relevant or statistically
significant differences. Readers can use the appendix reference
tables to make comparisons not cited in the text of the report.

e Instructional level (elementary school, middle school, high
school);

o Geographic region (Northeast, Southeast, Central, West);

e Enrollment size (less than 500, 500-999, 1,000 or more);

o Locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural);

e Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (less
than 35 percent, 35-49 percent, 50-74 percent, 75 percent or

more);

e Minority enrollment (less than 6 percent, 6-20 percent,
21-49 percent, 50 percent or more);

o Number of years teacher has been teaching (less than 10, 10 to
20, 21 or more); and

e Main subject area teacher taught (self-contained class,
mathematics, science, social studies, and English/language arts).

13




Data have been weighted to national estimates of public school
teachers. All comparative statements made in this report have been
tested for statistical significance through chi-square tests or r-tests
adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni adjustment
and are significant at the 0.05 level or better. However, not all
statistically significant comparisons have been presented.

Teachers’ Under- School reform incorporates a multitude of activities. The goals of
standing of and the reform movement include setting standards for development of
ey curriculum instructional materials that offer a high level of
Ablhty to Apply challenge, evaluating students more fully and appropriately, and
ngh Standards incorporating teaching methods and techniques to foster a higher

level of achievement for all students. An important part of the
school reform effort is that teachers should understand and teach to
new higher standards for student achievement. Therefore, the survey
asked sampled teachers how well they understood the concept of
new higher standards and how well equipped they felt to set or apply
them. In response, almost all teachers reported having some
understanding of the concept of new higher standards and almost all
felt at least somewhat equipped to set or apply new higher standards.
Less than half (42 percent) reported understanding the concept very
well, while 35 percent felt very well equipped to set or apply new
higher standards (figure 1 and appendix table B-1).

Figure 1.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which they understood the
concept of new higher standards and the percent reporting the extent to which they felt
equipped to set or apply new higher standards: 1996

Understood concept of new 4 Felt equipped to set or apply new
- higher standards higher standards
Not at all

Not at all

Somewhat

Somewhat
well

well
Very well Very well

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.




About one-fourth of teachers in schools with less than 6 percent
minority enrollment reported understanding the concept of new
higher standards very well compared with about half of teachers in
schools with larger minority enrollment (table 1 and appendix table

B-1).

Table 1.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which they understood the
concept of new higher standards, and the percent reporting the extent to which they felt
equipped to set or apply new higher standards for student achievement, by percent

minority enrollment: 1996

Understood concept Felt equipped to set or apply standards

Minority enroliment Very well Somewhat well Very well Somewhat well

Percent | s.e. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent [ s.e.

All teachers......cccoveeuieeereencernienienne 42 2.1 52 2.0 35 1.8 57 2.0

Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent...........coeevniee 27 3.1 64 33 28 38 59 4.2

6 to 20 percent............... 48 4.7 47 4.5 39 44 55 4.4

21 to 49 percent......... 47 49 48 5.1 36 3.8 57 3.7

50 percent or more 48 2.5 48 2.7 38 2.5 56 2.9

NOTE: Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the third response category—not at all well—that was included on the
questionnaire. Five percent of teachers reported not at all understanding the concept of new higher standards and 8 percent reported being not
at all well prepared to set or apply new higher standards for student achievement.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher

Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Types off - Teachers were also asked to feport the extent to which they were

Education Reform implementing specific activities associated with education reform in
e ags their classes (table 2 and appendix table B-2). Teachers reported
Activities Teachers incorporating instructional strategies aligned with high standards
Are Emplementing (56 percent) and assisting all students to achieve to high standards

. . (52 percent) in their classes to a great extent more frequently than
in Their Classes the other reform activities. Elementary school teachers (61 percent)
were more likely than middle school teachers (49 percent) and high
school teachers (44 percent) to report assisting all students to achieve
to high standards to a great extent (figure 2 and appendix table B-2).

Table 2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform activities
were being implemented in their classes and areas for which information was most
needed: 1996 ' '

Extent to which activity was .
Information

implemented in class' 2
most needed

Reform activity

Great extent Moderate extent
1 Percent I s.e. Percent s.e. Percent s.e.

Using instructional strategies aligned with high standards......................... 56 1.8 35 1.7 34 20
Assisting all students to achieve to high standards..............cccc..... i 52 1.7 39 1.8 28 1.7
Using curricula aligned with high standards............cocoovvvirireeveeeerenennns 38 1.9 45 1.8 31 1.8
Using textbooks or other instructional materials aligned with high

SEANAAIAS .rre e sesees e s s s 36 20 43 19 30 18
Providing students or parents with examples of work that meets high

SLANAALAS ...t 30 1.8 42 23 33 1.7
Using authentic student assessments, such as portfolios that measure

performance against high SANAArds.................oooveorrveeecervereeeereevereeereneen 20 16 33 1.7 53 21
Using innovative technologies such as the Internet and ) '

telecommunications-supported INStrUCHON .........ccvvererereereereniernirrnnenes 7 - 1.0 20 1.6 79 1.6

'Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the third response category—small extent—that was included on the
questionnaire. )

*Teachers could select up to three activities for information.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Figure 2.—Percent of public school teachers who reported that
they assisted all students to achieve to high standards
- to a great extent, by instructional level of school:

1996
100 4
80
61%
604 .
: - - 52%
- 40 4
20 -
0
All public  Elementary Middle "~ High
schools schools schools schools

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast
Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55,
1996.

About one-third of teachers reported implementing certain other
activities to a great extent, including:

o ' Using curricula aligned with high standards (38 percent);

e Using textbooks or other instructional materials aligned with
high standards (36 percent); and

® Providing students or parents with examples of work that are
successful in meeting high standards (30 percent).

Fewer teachers (20 percent) reported using authentic student
assessments to a great extent. The smallest percentage of teachers
reported implementing innovative technologies such as the Internet
and telecommunications-supported instructions to a great extent

(7 percent; table 2 and appendix table B-2).
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Of the seven reform activities listed, teachers were asked to identify
the three areas for which information was most needed (table 2).
Innovative technologies was listed most frequently by teachers

(79 percent). Next most frequently mentioned was using authentic
student assessments such as portfolios that measure performance
against high standards (53 percent of teachers).

Reform Activities The survey asked teachers to report about the use of the seven

Teachers Are reform activities in four core subject areas: English/language arts,
. . . history/social studies, mathematics, and science (table 3 and

USElﬂg in Various appendix table B-3). The activities most often reported in

Sub j@cq Areas history/social studies were incorporating instructional strategies

aligned with high standards and assisting all students to achieve to
high standards (73 and 78 percent). Assisting all students to achieve
to high standards was reported by 82 percent of English/language
arts teachers.

In all four subject areas, teachers reported the use of innovative
technologies least often, when compared to the use of other reform
activities (less than 30 percent).

Table 3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various reform
activities in any classes, by subject area: 1996

English/ History/ Math . Sci
Reform activity language arts social studies athematics cience
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.

Using instructional strategies (e.g.,

hands-on activities, cooperative

learning) aligned with high standards 75 23 73 .28 82 1.8 81 23
Assisting all students to achieve to high

Standards........cocoececeeecieneninnnneennns 82 1.9 78 2.6 79 22 74 24
Using curricula aligned with high

StANAards..........covevrerereerneerennnnceneeenes 69 24 59 28 67 2.5 66 3.0
Using textbooks or other instructional '

materials aligned with high standards 66 2.7 57 3.0 69 29 59 24

Providing students or parents with
examples of work that meets high
standards..........ccccccevevevenrnrinnnnnnnnnenennns 67 2.7 52 22 64 3.1 52 28
Using authentic student assessments
such as portfolios that measure
performance against high standards... 64 2.6 38 2.6 51 32 42 3.0
Using innovative technologies such as
the Internet and telecommunications-
supported inStruction...........cceeveveeennss 29 2.8 20 2.3 22 2.4 20 2.6
NOTE: Percents are based on those respondents that teach the subject, including teachers who teach multiple subjects and who teach the
subject in self-contained classes.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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There were some significant differences by subject areas in teachers’
reports of the use of authentic student assessments, such as '
portfolios, that measure performances against high standards.
Teachers were less likely to report using authentic student
assessments in history/social studies (38 percent), science

(42 percent), and mathematics (51 percent; table 3).

Proportionately more teachers reported using curricula aligned with
high standards in English/language arts (69 percent) than in history/

~ social studies (59 percent), but no significant differences were
reported between teachers of English/language arts and mathematics
and sciences classes (67 percent and 66 percent, respectively).

Teachers were more likely to report using textbooks and other
instructional materials aligned with high standards in mathematics
(69 percent) than in science (59 percent) or history/social studies
classes (57 percent).
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Implementing For new standards to be fully applied, they must be incorporated.

High Standards into the curriculum for all students. The survey asked teachers to

_ . report on the application of high standards to two special groups of
for Students with students—those with limited English proficiency and those with
Specia] Needs disabilities (table 4 and appendix table B-4). Seventy-nine percent

of teachers reported that students with disabilities were enrolled in
their classes, and 56 percent reported teaching students with limited
English proficiency.

Table 4.—Percent of public school teachers wnth special needs students i in their classes indicating
the extent to which they applied the same high standards of performance used for other
- students to these students, and the percent of all public school teachers indicating the
extent to which they needed information on helpmg speclal needs students achieve to
high standards: 1996

Teachers with Extent applied same standards* Need for information
special needs Great . Moderate Very much Somewhat
Type of student
students extent extent needed needed
Percent| s.. |Percent| se. [Percent] se. |Percent] s.e. |Percent| s..

Students with limited Engllsh ‘

Proficiency .......ovivvninscioiinnnernnnna. - 56 24 33 24 47 24 26 1.7 31 1.9
Students with disabilities 79 1.9 28 2.1 51 2.5 31 1.9 42 1.8
*Percents are based on teachers with special needs students enrolled in their classes. ‘

NOTE: Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the two addmonal response categories—not at all and small extent—that ’
were included on the questionnaire.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.

One-third of the teachers with students with limited English

proficiency reported that they applied the same high standards of

performance to these students to a great extent. Similarly,

28 percent of teachers with students with disabilities enrolled in their
- classes reported doing so. With regard to the need for information,

26 percent of all teachers reported they very much needed

information to help students with limited English proficiency, and

31 percent of all teachers very much needed information on helping

students with disabilities achieve to high standards (table 4 and

appendix table B-4).
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Involving Parents " Various studies, inicluding Strong Families, Strong Schools
in Student o (U.S. Department of Education, 1994), show that when parents are
' - - involved in their children’s education, children perform better at

Learnlng ACthltles " school. Many schools have been actively looking for ways to '
and Need for - improve’parental involvement in student academic activities. Thus,

‘ . ' teachers were asked to indicate the extent to which they engaged in
Infor mation particular activities with parents of students enrolled in their classes
(table 5 and appendix table B-5).

About one-fourth of all teachers reported that they provided
information or advice to parents to a great extent to help them create

- supportive learning environments at home, and a similar proportion
of teachers said they shared responsibility with parents for the

~-academic performance of their children to a great extent (28 percent
and 26 percent, respectively). Ten percent of all teachers reported
involving parents in classroom activities to a great extent (table 5
and appendlx table B-5).

At least one-fourth of all teachérs (27 to 33 percent) reported that
_they “very much needed” information about involving parents in
student learning for each type of activity (table 5).

Table 5.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities and the percent indicating that information was needed: 1996

Extent to which engaged in activity Need for information
. - Great Moderate Very much Somewhat
. Parental involvement activity extent extent’ | needed needed
Percent | se. [Percent]| s.e. [Percent] se. [Percent] s.e.

Providing information or advice to parents to help them . .
create supportive leaming environments athome ......... 28 1.7 36 1.9 27 1.5 47 1.8

Involvmg parents in classroom actlvmes .................. SRR 10 14 26 1.8 29 1.6 45 23
Sharing responsibility with parents for academic .
performance of their children ...........ccoceceervveveverereieirnnne 26 20 34 2.0 33 2.0 44 1.9

NOTE: Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the other response categories—not at all and small extent—that were
included on the questlonnalre

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Educatlon Statlstncs, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.

Differences among parental involvement activities were found
primarily by school level. Elementary school teachers were more
likely than high school or middle school teachers to report engaging
in these parental involvement activities to a great extent. For
example, while 46 percent of elementary school teachers reported
providing information or advice to parents to a great extent to help
create a more supportive learning environment at home, 20 percent
of middle school teachers and 10 percent of high school teachers did
so (figure 3 and appendix table B-5). Similarly, elementary school
teachers were more likely than middle and high school teachers to
report involving parents in classroom activities to a great extent
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Figure 3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities to a great extent: 1996

100 T 100 -
80 T 801
60 1 60 4
46%
NN
] \ \1 40 4
40 (\i
?\i 20%
20 - :\\) 20 -5
‘\1 10% 10%
R i
o DN\ 0
Allpublic  Elementary  Middle High Allpublic  Elementary  Middle High
schools schools schools schools
schools schools schools schools
Providing information or advice to parents to help Involving parents in classroom activities
create a supportive learning environment at home
100 4
80 -
60 4
40 1 35%
26% 25%
20 4 15%
0
All public  Elementary Middle High
schools schools schools schools

Sharing responsibility with parents for
academic performance of their children

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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(17 percent compared to 5 and 3 percent, respectively). Elementary
school teachers were more likely than middle or high school teachers
to report sharing responsibility with parents for the academic
performance of their children to a great extent (35 percent compared
to 15 percent, respectively).

Self-contained classroom teachers, those responsible for teaching all
or most subjects to the same class, are primarily elementary school
teachers, and differences reported by subject area are correlated with
those reported by level. Self-contained classroom teachers were
more likely to report that they engaged in parental involvement
activities to a great extent than were mathematics, science, social
studies, and English/language arts teachers. About half of all self-
contained classroom teachers reported providing information or
advice to parents to help them create supportive learning
environments at home (48 percent) compared to 11 percent of
science, 17 percent of mathematics, 18 percent of social studies, and
22 percent of English/language arts teachers (table 6 and appendix
table B-5). Similar differences by main subject area taught were
reported by the extent to which teachers involved parents in '
classroom activities. Self-contained classroom teachers were more
likely to report sharing responsibility with parents for academic
performance of their children (38 percent) than those teaching
mainly social studies (20 percent), science (17 percent), and
mathematics (15 percent).

Table 6.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities to a great extent, by main subject area taught: 1996

Providing information or Sharing responsibility with
advice to parents to help . . .
. . Involving parents in parents for academic
. . them create supportive . .
Main subject area taught 1 . . classroom activities performance of their
earning environments .
children
at home

Percent | s.€. Percent | s.c. Percent | 5.€.

Self-contained class'........ccceeerrerernnnnn 48 3.6 21 3.8 38 35
Mathematics 17 4.2 2 1.3 15 4.0
Science......ccuu.... 11 34 2 1.6 17 4.2
Social studies.... 18 5.0 4 2.1 20 4.5
English/language arts.............cccevevnee.. 22 44 2 0.9 25 4.3

'The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class. This includes core academic subjects taught in self-
contained classrooms.

Including history, geography, and civics.

- SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Professional
Developmemnt
Activities Among
Teachers

An important component of educational reform involves promoting
continued professional growth among teachers. The survey asked
teachers to report the number of hours they spent on any professional
development from September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995,
including attendance at professional meetings, workshops, and
conferences, but not including regular college courses. Ninety-four
percent of teachers reported participating in professional
development. These teachers reported that they completed an
average of 42 hours of professional development during the 1994-95
school year (table 7 and appendix table B-6).

Table 7.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they
engaged in professional development activities, and
the mean number of hours they spent on professional
development activities during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995: 1996

Characteristic I Percent or mean l s.e.

Percent of teachers engaged in professional
development activities............cccooeveceecceneencn. 94 percent 1.0

Mean number of hours spent on
professional development activities* .......... 42.3 hours 1.8

*Mean is based only on those teachers who reported that they participated in professional
development during the period September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995.

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

Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55,
1996.
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Teachers were asked to report on the types of professional
development activities they attended and whether the activities
focused on high standards (table 8 and appendix table B-7). The

largest percentage of teachers reported attending inservice

workshops or programs (97 percent), followed by district or school-
based long-term or ongoing comprehensive professional
development (71 percent). About half (54 percent) attended
professional teacher association meetings, while 36 percent attended
summer institutes.

Between 41 and 47 percent of teachers attending inservice
workshops or programs, district or school-based long-term or
ongoing comprehensive professional development programs, and
summer institutes reported that information on higher standards was
a major focus of the professional development activities they
attended (table 8). However, only 22 percent of teachers attending
professional teacher association meetings indicated that it was a
major focus.

Table 8.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they attended specific types of
professional development activities, and the percent reporting that information on high
standards was a focus of the activity attended: 1996

Information on high standards presented?

Professional development Attended! . Not major focus, but . .
activity Major focus information provided No information
Percent |  se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | s.e.
Inservice workshop or program... 97 0.5 41 1.9 46 1.9 13 12
District or school-based long-
term or ongoing
comprehensive professional
development program.............. 71 2.0 47 29 46 3.0 7 1.2
Professional teacher
association meeting ................. 54 1.9 22 24 60 2.7 17 2.1
Summer institute.........ccccceveerunns 36 1.6 45 3.8 45 3.7 10 1.9

'Percents are based on public school teachers participating in professional development activities during the period September 1994 through

August 1995—94 percent of all teachers.

2percents are based on teachers who reported attending the type of activity.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher

Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Attendance at professional development activities where information
on higher standards was a major focus was related to implementation
of reform activities in classes. Overall, 56 percent of teachers
reported that they attended such activities (table 9). Of those
teachers who reported that they had not implemented any reform
activities to a great extent, 61 percent reported that they had not
attended such professional activities, whereas 39 percent said they

" had. The reverse pattern held for teachers who reported that they
implemented three or more reform activities to a great extent: 65
percent reported attending professional development activities that
had a major focus on higher standards, and 35 percent reported that
they had not attended such meetings.

Table 9.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they
implemented activities associated with education
reform into their classes to a great extent, by whether
or mot they attended professional development
activities with a major focus on higher standards:

1996
Attended professional development activities
Number of reform activities with a major focus on higher standards
implemented Yes No
Percent |  s.e. Percent | s.e.
Total..cooieiiceceee e 56 25 44 25
39 4.4 61 4.4
53 4.0 47 4.0
65 3.6 35 3.6
65 44 35 44

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast
Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55,
1996.
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In the survey, teachers were also asked to describe or characterize
professional development activities sponsored or supported by their
schools. Many reported that the activities were planned, to a great
extent, according to school needs ( 41 percent; table 10 and appendix
table B-8); almost one-third (30 percent) felt that the activities
provided opportunities to share information with colleagues at their
schools to a great extent. Four of the remaining characteristics—
useful for helping students achieve to high standards, aligned with
high standards, provided strategies to apply in the classroom, and
ongoing, integrated professional development programs—were
described as being true to a great extent by 26 to 28 percent of the
teachers. Fewer, 10 to 17 percent, felt that the activities provided
followup or networking activities to a great extent.

Table 10.—Percent of public school teachers describing school-
sponsored or supported professional development
activities they attended* during the period
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995: 1996

Professional Great extent Moderate extent
development activity Percent | s.. Percent | s.e.
Planned according to school needs .......... ‘ 41 2.1 4] 2.0

Provided opportunities to share
information with colleagues at your

SChOOL ..o 30 2.3 35 2.3
Useful for helping students achieve to

high standards .........cccovuevrivriirvirerecrinnas 28 2.1 45 2.0
Aligned with high standards 28 1.9 44 1.8
Provided strategies to apply in the

Classroom .......oveceveerieirennesnenieices 28 1.9 40 1.8
Ongoing, integrated professional

development program ............ovveveneenns 26 1.9 40 2.0
Provided followup activities .............c...... 17 1.7 33 2.1
Provided networking activities................. 10 1.3 24 1.6

*Percents are based on public school teachers who reported that they participated in
professional development during September 1994 through August 1995—94 percent of all
teachers.

NOTE: Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the other response
categories—not at all and small extent—that were included on the questionnaire.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast
Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55,
1996.
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Elementary school teachers more frequently reported that these
characteristics were present in the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended. Forty-one percent
of elementary school teachers felt that to a great extent the
professional development sponsored or supported by their school
provided strategies to apply in the classroom, compared to

19 percent of middle and high school teachers (table 11 and
appendix table B-8). About one-third of elementary school teachers
described the professional development sponsored or supported by
their school as including ongoing, integrated professional
development programs to a great extent, compared to the 16 percent
of high school teachers who felt that way. While 25 percent of
elementary school teachers indicated that followup activities were
provided to a great extent, 8 percent of high school teachers and 12
percent of middle school teachers agreed.

Table 11.—Percent of public school teachers indicating that
school-sponsored or supported professional
development they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995,
included selected criteria to a great extent,
by instructional level of school: 1996

. Ongoing,
Provided . .
strategies to mtegrz.ned Provided
. professional followup
School level apply in the L
classroom development activities
program
Percent| s.. [Percent] se. [Percent] se.
All teachers.........oeuuee. 28 1.9 26 1.9 17 1.7
Instructional level*
Elementary school ............... 41 38 34 3.8 25 31
Middle school......c..coeveenene 19 2.1 25 2.5 12 1.8
High school.............coevvinee 19 34 16 2.6 8 2.3

*Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate institutional level because there are
very few such schools in the sample. Data for combined schools are included in the totals and
in analyses by other school characteristics.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast
Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55,
1996.
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Sources of T eachers have at their disposal a number of sources of information

Information and or assistance in integrating and better understanding reform

. . strategies. Respondents were asked to report the extent to which a
Assistance in series of specific information resources were effective in this regard
He]l]pﬁtmg Under- (table 12 and appendix table B-9). Teachers appear to rely largely

on state and local sources, teacher organizations, and professional
journals for information.

stand or Use
Comprehensive

Reform Strate gﬂ es Of the 21 listed sources, 5 were reported being used by at least

90 percent of the teachers: other teachers and inservice training (97
percent each); school administrators (94 percent); institutes or
workshops (92 percent); and school district (91 percent). Eleven
other resources were reported being used by more than 50 percent of
the teachers (table 12). Federal government sources and electronic
networks/discussion groups were less frequently used (27 percent to
37 percent).

Table 12.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that specific information sources were used
and that they were somewhat or very effective in helping the respondent to understand
or use comprehensive reform strategies:' 1996

In understanding and using compre-
hensive reform strategy source was:’

Used source

Source of information or assistance Very Somewhat

effective® effective’
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | se.
Other teaChers. .o ueeiei ettt ettt 97 0.6 39 2.1 55 2.2
INSErvice traiMing........ccocevieimiiieieieieieiei et 97 - 0.6 37 22 54 22

School administrators .. 94 0.7 23 1.9 59 2.1
Institutes or workshops... 92 0.9 38 2.0 56 2.0
School district.............. 91 1.1 16 1.7 64 2.2
Professional journals ... 87 1.3 26 2.3 65 24
State-developed content standards ............cccovvrevirnns 82 1.4 15 14 63 1.8
State- or district-sponsored education conferences.... 80 1.7 28 2.1 61 2.1
Media (e.g., newspapers, television).............c.oveevene. 80 1.5 12 1.5 58 2.1
Professional teacher associations ......... 79 1.8 20 1.8 61 2.0
Institutions of higher education..... 74 1.6 26 2.0 61 22
State department of education ............occceevverieeeeirmeenieeee e 68 1.8 7 1.1 56 2.5
Other teacher organizations or networks...........cococeeieceiececeieinons 65 22 19 2.3 62 2.8
Teacher unions 60 24 11 1.6 53 22
National model content standards .............c.ccoovvveviiernrereccirnnn, 57 2.1 12 1.7 59 2.7
Intermediate or regional education agency.........occoeeeeieeeieinenns 56 2.2 8 1.5 58 2.6
Electronic networks/discussion groups ........oevvcveuriorvenreernennns 37 23 15 1.8 56 - 33
National Science Foundation-funded initiatives (e.g., SSI, USI) 34 2.2 16 2.4 56 3.5
U.S. Department of Education’s ERIC.........ccoooveeeerericrererernnne. 33 2.1 11 2.1 50 33
Other U.S. Department of Education offices/ programs.............. 30 1.8 7 1.4 54 2.8
U.S. Department of Education Regional Labs............ccccooeveeene, 27 1.8 4 1.1 36 3.4

'Data were collected prior to the Obey-Porter legislation and do not report information about the Comprehensive Reform Report created under
that legislation and initiated in 1996. The term would have been interpreted broadly for a variety of school reform activities.

*Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the other response categories—not used and not at all effective—that were
included on the questionnaire.

*Percents are based on public school teachers who used sources of information or assistance.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.

e BESTCOPTAINLABLE o

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



One-third or more of teachers reported that they found other teachers
(39 percent), inservice training (37 percent), and institutes and
workshops (38 percent) to be very effective sources of information.
Ten percent or less of the teachers using them reported finding the
following sources very effective:

e State department of education (7 percent);
o Intermediate or regional education agency (8 percent);
o U.S. Department of Education Regional Labs (4 percent); and

e Other U.S. Department of Education offices or programs
(7 percent).

Teachers also reported the method in which they prefer to receive
information. Most teachers’ reported first choice for receiving
information was through workshops and summer institutes (56
percent), followed by hardcopy sources, such as journal articles and
magazines (34 percent). Only 6 percent said they preferred
electronic media (e.g., e-mail, Internet, electronic bulletin boards,
micro cards; figure 4 and appendix table B-10).

Figure 4.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that
various formats were their first choice for receiving
information: 1996

Other

34%

Electronic

Workshops
and summer
institutes

Hardcopy

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 becaﬁse of rounding.

SOURCE: US. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast
Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55,
1996.
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Summary

The Teacher Survey on Education Reform provides information
about teachers’ perspectives on the status of education reform in
U.S. public elementary and secondary schools. In this report, most
findings are presented in the aggregate because there were few
significant differences by school/teacher characteristics.

Forty-two percent of the teachers reported understanding the concept
of new higher standards very well, and 35 percent reported feeling
very well equipped to apply them.

About half of the sampled teachers reported that certain activities
related to education reform were incorporated into the classroom to a
great extent, including assisting all students to achieve to high
standards and using instructional strategies aligned with high
standards. Teachers did not report incorporating innovative
technologies, such as the Internet and telecommunications-supported
instruction, and authentic student assessment, such as portfolios that
measure performance against high standards, into the classroom to a
great extent. Teachers were, however, likely to report a need for
more information in these areas. With the exception of innovative
technologies, a majority of teachers in core academic subjects also
generally reported use of education reform activities to some extent
in at least one class.

The survey asked teachers whether they applied the same high
standards of performance to special needs students, i.e., those with
limited English proficiency and those with disabilities. About 30
percent of the teachers reported applying the same high standards to
such students to a great extent. Future research efforts might ask
teachers whether they have made adjustments to their teaching
methods to allow these students to achieve to the same high
standards.

Elementary school teachers were more likely to report engaging
parents in parental involvement activities, to a great extent, than
middle and high school teachers. Also, since almost all self-
contained classroom teachers taught at the elementary level, they too
were more likely to report involving parents than were teachers
whose main assignment was teaching a single subject.

Almost all teachers reported participating in professional
development activities. Fifty-six percent reported that they attended
professional development activities where information on high
standards was a major focus. Teachers who reported that they
implemented more reform activities were more likely to attend more
professional development activities with a major focus on higher
standards. Teachers reported receiving information on high
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standards from inservice workshops or programs, district or school-
based long-term ongoing comprehensive professional development
programs, and summer institutes. Elementary school teachers were
more likely than middle and high school teachers to report that the
professional development activities sponsored or supported by their
schools were ongoing, included classroom strategies, and provided
followup activities to a great extent.

Eighty percent or more of teachers reported using other teachers,
inservice training, school administrators, and institutes or workshops
to help them understand or use comprehensive reform strategies.
Eleven of the other 21 specific information sources were used by
more than 50 percent of the teachers. However, less than 50 percent
of teachers reported that any of the sources they used were very
effective in'helping them understand or use comprehensive reform
strategies.

Teachers reported making use of many sources of information and
assistance to help them understand or use comprehensive reform

strategies. Teachers reported that their first choice for receiving
information was workshops and summer institutes.
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Survey
Methodology and
Data Reliability

Sample Selection

Teacher Sampling

Response Rates

A two-stage sampling process was used to select teachers for the
FRSS Public School Teacher Survey on Education Reform. Atthe
first stage, a stratified sample of 758 schools was drawn from the
1993-94 NCES Common Core of Data (CCD) public school universe
file and included over 77,000 public elementary, middle, and high
schools. Excluded from the frame were special education,
vocational, and alternative/other schools, schools in the territories,
and schools with the highest grade lower than grade one.

The sample was stratified by instructional level (elementary, middle,
secondary/combined), poverty status (as defined by percent of
students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch: less than 35

.. percent-35to*4% percent; 50 to 74 percent; 75 percent or greater),

school size (less than 300; 300 to 499; 500 to 999; 1,000 to 1,499;
and 1,500 or more), and locale (city, urban, fringe, town, rural). The
allocation of the sample to the major strata was made in a manner
that was expected to be reasonably efficient for national estimates, as
well as for estimates for major subclasses.

The 758 schools in the sample were contacted by telephone during
spring 1996 and asked to produce a list of eligible teachers for
sampling purposes. Eligible teachers included all persons assigned
to the school full time and teaching at least one class of children in
grades 1-12. Excluded from the list were principals, itinerant
teachers (unless at their home-based school), prekindergarten or
kindergarten teachers, substitute teachers, teachers’ aides, and
unpaid volunteers. Using a list of randomly generated line numbers,
a telephone interviewer specified the sequence numbers of the
teachers on the list who were to be included in the survey. On
average, one to two teachers were selected per school. The survey
data were weighted to reflect these sampling rates (probability of
selection) and were adjusted for nonresponse.

At the first stage of sampling of the 758 schools, 5 schools were
found to be out of scope of the study. A response rate of
93.9 percent was obtained for the remaining 753 schools.

In April 1996, questionnaires (Appendix C) were mailed to 1,445
teachers at their schools. Telephone followup of nonresponding
teachers was initiated in early May and temporarily halted in late
June because of school closings for summer vacation. Followup for
nonresponse was resumed in September 1996. Of the sampled
teachers, 9 were found to be out of scope. Data collection was
completed on October 16, with a teacher response rate of
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Sampling and
Nonsampling Errors

89.7 percent (1,288 of the 1,436 eligible teachers; table 12). The
overall study response rate was 84.2 percent (93.9 percent rate of
school response multiplied by the 89.7 percent response rate at the
teacher level). The weighted overall response rate was 85.9 percent
(94.9 percent weighted school response rate multiplied by the 90.5
percent weighted teacher response rate). Item nonresponse rates
ranged from 0.0 to 4.9 with nonresponse rates under 1.0 percent for
most items.

The response data were weighted to produce national estimates.
The weights used were designed to adjust for the variable \
probabilities of selection and differential nonresponse. The final
poststratification adjustment was made so that the weighted teacher
counts equal the corresponding estimated teacher counts from the
CCD frame within cells defined by instructional level, poverty
status, school size, and locale. The findings in this report are
estimates based on the sample selection and, consequently, are
subject to sampling variability.

The survey estimates are also subject to nonsampling errors that can
arise because of nonobservation (nonresponse or noncoverage)
errors, errors of reporting, and errors made in collection of data.
These errors can sometimes bias the data. Nonsampling errors may
include such problems as the differences in the respondents’
interpretations of the meaning of the questions; memory effects; or
misrecording of responses; incorrect editing, coding, and data entry;
differences related to particular time the survey was conducted; or
errors in data preparation. While general sampling theory can be
used in part to determine how to estimate the sampling variability of
a statistic, nonsampling errors are not easy to measure and, for
measurement purposes, usually require that an experiment be
conducted as part of the data collection procedures or that data
external to the study be used. ’

To minimize the potential for nonsampling errors, the questionnaire
was pretested with teachers similar to those who completed the
survey. During the design of the survey and the survey pretest, an
effort was made to check for consistency of interpretation of
questions and to eliminate ambiguous terms. The questionnaire and
instructions were extensively reviewed by the National Center for
Education Statistics, Office of Education Research and
Improvement, and the Planning and Evaluation Service. Manual and
machine editing of the questionnaire responses were conducted to
check the data for accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or
inconsistent items were recontacted by telephone: Imputations for
item nonresponse were not implemented, as item nonresponse rates
were very low. Data were keyed with 100 percent verification.
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Table 13.—Number and percent of responding teachers in the study sample and the estimated
number and percent of teachers the sample represents, by school characteristics: 1996

. . Respondent sample National estimate
School characteristic Number |  Percent Number [  Percent
Al teachers..........ccooovvevvveeeeceee i 1,288 100 2,200,000 100
Instructional level'
Elementary school............... et 473 38 945,000 44
Middle school ..........ccccueveeeieeeeeeeeeecc, 396 32 520,000 24
High school ..o 366 30 670,000 31
Geographic region
NOMhEaSt .....covevieeeeiritee ettt 251 20 500,000 - 23
SOULhEASt «..covvirreieiieierie et 389 30 560,000 26
Central ......oeveeeieeeecee e 234 , 18 520,000 24
WESE ..ottt et sttt 414 32 615,000 28
Enrollment size ' o
Less than S00.......ccccooveeenecveicennd eereenes 384 30 700,000 32
5000 999....ci i 554 43 925,000 42
1,000 Or MOre ........ccvveeeeveeerieeieceeece e 350 27 575,000 26
Locale : :
071 O 423 - 33 550,000 25
Urban fringe ........ccoeoveveveieceenieecee e 292 23 615,000 28
TOWNLc..oiiieieie ettt e 322 25 590,000 27
Rural ..o 251 20 440,000 20
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-
price lunch
Less than 35 percent..........cccccoveevveveevernennnnne, . 406 32 1,105,000 50
35t049 percent..........cooeveeueeeeveeeeeeeeceeeenens 204 16 405,000 18
5010 74 PErcent..........ccoeeevvveeeveeeevererereeneenen 318 25 350,000 16
75 percent OF MOTE........ocueeerverereceeceereereeeereenens 360 28 335,000 15
Percent minority enrollment . .
Less than 6 percent............coccoeeeveveveeeevencrcrencsen. 244 ) 19 540,000 25
6 to 20 percent....................... e evereeas 220 - 17 520,000 24
21t049 percent...........ccvevveeevereeveresrieneeeee e 274 21 600,000 28
50 percent OF MOTE........cccevvveeierreererrereererereenees : 541 - 42 515,000 24
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccoooeeieveneeieeceeeeee e 460 - 36 705,000 32
10020 434 34 740,000 34
A ) o 111 (OO 394 31 750,000 34
Main subject area taught®
Self-contained class’.............coovevveeeeeeeeveeeaenn. 413 32 760,000 35
Mathematics ..........ccceevvevvevece e ) 152 12 245,000 11
SCIENCE evvviiieicieeeeeeeereee e s 95 7 150,000 7
Social Studies........coceeveeiiiiiiieeieee e 120 9 180,000 8
English/language arts ....................cueuvurrennnni. . 188 15 300,000 14

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate institutional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

*Details do not add to totals because this table does not show the response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.
3The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding and details may not add to totals because of rounding for weighted estimates.
Minority enroliment was not available for 9 schools in the sample. There were 59 schools in the sample with combined elementary and
secondary grade levels. These schools were dropped from instructional level analyses because there were so few. However, they are included
in the totals and in all other analyses.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Variances

Background
Information

The standard error is a measure of the variability of estimates due to
sampling. It indicates the variability of a sample estimate that would
be obtained from all possible samples of a given design and size.
Standard errors are used as a measure of precision expected from a
particular sample. If all possible samples were surveyed under
similar conditions, intervals of 1.96 standard errors below to 1.96
standard errors above a particular statistic would include the true
population parameter being estimated in about 95 percent of the
samples. This is what is called a 95 percent confidence interval.
For example, the estimated percentage of teachers reporting that they
understand the concept of new higher standards very well is

‘42 percent, and the estimated standard error is 2.1 percentage points.

The 95 percent confidence interval for the statistic extends from
[42 + (2.1 times 1.960)], or from 37.884 to 46.116 percent.

Estimates of standard errors were computed using a technique
known as known as jackknife replication. As with any replication
method, jackknife replication involves constructing a number of
subsamples (replicates) from the full sample and computing the
statistics of interest for each replicate. The mean square error of the
replicate estimates around the full sample estimates provides an
estimate of the variance of the statistic. To construct the
replications, 40 subsamples of the full sample were created and then
dropped, one at a time, to define 40 jackknife replicates. A
proprietary computer program (WESVAR), available at Westat, Inc.,
was used to calculated the estimates of standard errors.

The survey was performed under contract with Westat, Inc., using
the NCES Fast Response Survey System (FRSS). Westat’s Project
Director was Elizabeth Farris, and the Survey Managers were Debbie
Alexander and Sheila Heaviside. Anjali Pandit was the Research
Assistant. Judi Carpenter and Shelley Burns were the NCES Project
Officers. The data were requested by Office of Education Research
and Improvement (OERI), and the Planning and Evaluation Service
(PES), U.S. Department of Education.

This report was reviewed by the following individuals:

Outside NCES

Daphne Hardcastle, PES

Nancy Loy, OERI
Valena Plisko, PES
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Terms Defined on
the Survey
Questionnaire

Classification
Variables

e Andrew Porter, University of Wisconsin—Madison

e Ramsey Selden, American Institute for Research

Inside NCES *

e Michael Cohen
e Mary Frase
e Armold Goldstein

e Elvie Germino Hausken

For more information about the Fast Response Survey System
contact Shelley Burns, Office of Educational Research and
Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, 555 New
Jersey Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20208-5651, telephone 202-
219-1463.

Disability: An impairment that substantially limits one or more of
the major life activities of an individual.

New higher standards/high standards: Refers to recent and
current education reform activities that seek to establish more
challenging expectations for student achievement and performance,
such as the National Council of Teachers of Mathematics standards
for mathematics, state- or local-initiated standards in various
subjects, and those outlined in Goals 2000.

Parent/school compact: Voluntary written agreements between the
school and parents on what each will do to help students succeed in
school.

SSI: National Science Foundation’s Statewide Systemic Initiatives
program. For this program, NSF has cooperative agreements with
states to undertake comprehensive initiatives for education reform in
science, mathematics, and technology.

USI: National Science Foundation’s Urban Systemic Initiatives
program. For this program, NSF has cooperative agreements with
urban areas to undertake comprehensive initiatives for education
reform in science, mathematics, and technology.

Instructional level (elementary, middle, high school)

Geographic region (Northeast, Southeast, Central, West)

Enrollment size (less than 500, 500-999, 1,000 or more)
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Reference

© Locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural)

o Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (less
than 35 percent, 35-49 percent, 50-74 percent, 75 or more
percent)

¢ Minority enrollment (less than 6 percent, 6-20 percent, 21-49
percent, 50 or more percent)

® Number of years teaching (less than 10, 10 to 20, 21 or more)

e Main subject area taught (self-contained, mathematics, science,
social studies, and English/language arts)

U.S. Department of Education. (1994). Strong Families, Strong
Schools. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.
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Appendix B

| Referenéé and Standard Error Tables
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Table B-1.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which they understood the
concept of new higher standards, and the extent to which they felt equipped to set or
apply new higher standards for student achievement, by school characteristics: 1996

Understood concept Felt equipped to set or apply standards
Very Somewhat Not at all Very Somewhat Not at all
School characteristic well well well well well well
: Per- Per- Per- Per- Per- Per-

cent | 5€ | cent | S | cent | 5¢ | cent | 5 | cent | 5€ | cent | 5€

All teachers..........cccecrnecennennnne 42 2.1 52 20 5 08 35 1.8 57 2.0 8 1.0
Instructional level!

Elementary school..........cccccc..... 44 34 52 34 4 14 38 34 56 35 5 1.7

Middle school..........cccccccerrennns 39 24 54 3.1 7 1.8 31 2.1 59 2.6 9 1.8
High school .........cccocceninnncnns 45 34 50 34 5 1.3 35 30 54 36 11 23
Geographic region
Northeast ......c.ocoovvevveniicrennnne, 45 39 51 35 4 12 33 38 60 3.7 7 22
Southeast........cooovvereniiicnenan 48 30 47 35 5 1.7 40 37 56 3.7 4 1.0
Central........cccooreiicciniiiieanens 31 40 60 43 9 27 30 4.1 56 49 13 34
WESE ..ot 46 40 51 4.1 3 08 37 37 55 38 8 2.0
Enrollment size
Less than 500...........cccooovnnenne 43 36 50 35 6 1.8 34 38 56 37 10 2.1
50010 999 .....ccooiiiinrcnrees 37 30 57 29 5 1.1 34 30 S8 2.8 8 1.6
1,000 or more.........ccccceveerevcnnn 50 32 47 33 4 12 38 26 56 3.0 6 1.6
Locale
CHtY o 46 43 50 43 5 14 36 30 S8 33 6 2.0
Urban fringe ........ccccovvcernennns 50 41 47 3.9 3 12 4] 42 52 39 7 1.7
TOWN .o 38 34 54 34 8 1.8 32 33 S8 4.1 10 24
Rural......ccoveveeneimnninennens 34 42 60 48 6 1.7 30 4.1 60 39 9 22
Percent of students eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent.................. 38 32 56 33 6 1.3 35 29 56 3.0 9 1.6
35 to 49 percent........cccceceernnen, 48 52 45 5.1 6 1.7 32 56 59 5.1 9 24
50 to 74 percent.........cc.cceeneenen. 44 28 51 3.7 5 20 37 32 57 3.6 6 1.5
75 percent or more...........c.c...... 49 28 47 3.0 4 12 38 26 55 34 7 1.8
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent.................... 27 3.1 64 33 8 20 28 38 59 42 13 2.9
6 t0 20 percent.........cccocenvvevcnnnne 48 47 47 45 5 1.8 39 44 55 44 6 1.8
21 t0 49 percent.........ccoeereueenee 47 49 48 5.1 4 14 36 38 57 3.7 7 1.6
50 percent or more..................... 48 25 48 27 3 08 38 25 56 29 6 1.1
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.........c.cccvvvneevenns 40 33 56 34 4 1.4 31 32 59 35 10 1.8
1010 20 .o 43 32 50 32 7 1.8 34 30 S8 3.0 8 1.9
2] OF MOTE .oveneveecrrrimecersieeees 44 32 51 3.0 4 1.2 41 35 53 33 6 1.6
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’.................. 42 3.7 52 3.8 5 1.6 38 35 57 38 5 1.4
Mathematics...........ccocenirerervenns 35 50 56 55 9 30 27 4.1 59 62 14 42
Science ......ccovvvvveveer e 42 63 52 6.7 6 3.1 34 63 55 65 11 4.1
Social studies..........ccccccevrreinninn. 44 60 50 59 6 25 38 55 53 58 9 32
English/language arts ................ 49 63 47 6.3 4 1.6 42 44 50 4.6 7 2.4

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

*This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.
*The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996,
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Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
activities were being implemented in their classes and areas for whlch lnformatlon
was most needed, by school characteristics: 1996

Using instructional strategies (e.g., hands-on activities, cooperatxve learning)
aligned with high standards .
School characteristic Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all _most needed
Percent [ se. |Percent| se. [Percent| se. | Percent] s.e. | Percent ]
All teachers.................... 56 1.8 35 1.7 8 0.8 1 03 34 2.0
Instructional level'
Elementary school......... 62 3.5 32 34 5 1.1 1 03 31 38
Middle school................ 50 24 39 25 9 1.6 2 0.8 36 1.9
High school................... 52 3.6 35 34 11 1.9 2 0.7 36 3.7
Geographic region -
Northeast........c.ccoceuenee. 53 4.0 35 44 - 10 20 2 0.8 28 3.5
Southeast..........cccceueunen. 62 4.0 29 33 9 1.8 1 - 04 39 3.3
Central.........ccccceecevneenes 55 43 36 44 8 23 1 0.7 33 55
WESL..veerererenneseniaens 54 3.1 39 3.0 6 1.3 1 0.4 33 34
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 52 38 40 4.1 8 1.8 1 06 31 33
500 t0 999.......ccceevruenene 59 33 33 238 7 1.2 1 0.5 33 3.1
1,000 or more........ceuue. 57 3.2 31 32 10 1.9 -1 0.7 -’38 34
Locale v
City coocccrreneneneeneeceeneens 63 29 26 2.0 10 1.8 1 0.6 32 29
Urban fringe.................. 62 4.1 29 3.8 8 1.5 +) 0.4 31 4.1
Town.....ccoeviiiiinnne. 50 3.7 41 34 7 1.8 2 08 35 238
Rural .....ccccoviirevenennne 47 4.0 45 43 7 .24 1 08 37 5.1
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch : -
Less than 35 percent ..... 56 32 36 28 6 1.2 1 0.5 32 34
35 to 49 percent............. 57 5.5 33 5.8 10 24 1 0.5 35 44
50 to 74 percent ............ 53 4.5 36 3.6 10 25 1 0.6 - 37 34
75 percent or more......... 56 23 33 3.0 9 23 1 0.9 34 - 29
Percent minority enrollment :
Less than 6 percent ....... 44 5.1 44 43 10 23 1 0.7 30 43
6 to 20 percent .............. 61 3.7 31 33 6 1.5 2 0.8 34 5.0
21 to 49 percent ............ 61 3.6 30 3.6 8 1.6 1 0.3 34 42
50 percent or more........ 56 22 34 24 8 1.5 2 07 36 22
Number of years teaching
Less than 10 60 24 32 2.1 7 1.5 1 0.3 32 26
10t020......... 55 3.6 35 3.3 8 1.6 2 0.6 ° 33 4.0
21 or more.......ccceueeeeenne 53 3.5 37 3.5 8 1.4 1 . 0.6 36 33
Main subject area taught? -
Self-contained class®..... 65 37 29 3.6 5 14 +) 0.2 29 37
Mathematics.................. 37 4.6 43 5.5 18 3.7 2 1.0 35 5.7
Science........cccoeverreenen. 49 6.2 46 6.6 5 2.0 1 0.5 " 35 5.9
Social studies ................ 47 5.7 39 5.1 13 3.6 1 1.1 40 5.1
English/language arts.... 57 4.6 36 44 5 2.1 3 1.5 34 5.0
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Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
. activities were being implemented-in their classes and areas for which information
was most needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

_ Assisting all students to achieve to high standards
School characteristic - Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
' Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent | se.. Percent| s..  |Percent| se. [Percent] se. |Percent]| se.
" All teachers.................... 52 1.7 39 1.8 712 1 0.3 28 1.7
Instructional level' '
Elementary school......... 61 3.1 32 29 7 1.8 +) 0.2 30 33
Middle school ............... 49 34 42 3.2 7 1.5 2 0.7 32 3.0
-High school................... 44 29 47 3.4 7 2.5 1 0.7 24 2.6
Geographic region
Northeast.............ooee.ee. 48 4.0 43 3.6 7 1.7 2 0.9 29 3.6
Southeast............. e 60 3.6 36 3.1. 4 1.1 +) 0.2 25 3.1
Central........coevervenunncne 52 4.1 35 3.4 12 3.0 1 0.7 25 - 34
WESt ..o 50- 2.6 43 3.1 7 2.1 1 0.4 33 33
Enrollment size
Less than 500................. 50 ° 34 40 2.9 9 21 +) 0.3 26 25
500t0999.......cccecervenenn. 55 3.2 36 2.9 8 1.7 1 05 . 31 2.6
1,000 or more................ 51 2.8 44 29 4 1.4 1 0.7 26 33
Locale '
City oo 56 34 36 29 7 2.1° 1 0.4 28 2.8
Urban fringe.......cc...c..... 60 3.8 36 3.6 3 1.2 1 0.6 28 33
TOWN...ocoiiveirirrenan, 49 3.9 39 - 4.0 10 - 33 2 0.8 28 33
Rural .....cccoovvcenirinan 42 3.8 49 3.7 9 24 1 0.4 30 4.1
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch :
Less than 35 percent ..... 53 25 37 22 9 1.9 1 0.4 28 2.6
35 to 49 percent ............ 51 5.1 42 5.1 6 22 1 0.9 28 3.9
50 to 74 percent ............ 51 4.5 42 3.7 6 1.7 1 0.4 28 2.6
75 percent or more........ 54 3.2 40 3.0 5 1.7 1 0.7 28 - 2:6
Percent minority enrollment '
Less than 6 percent ....... 42 43 41 3.8 16 3.2 1 0.7 26 33
6 to 20 percent .............. 59 3.6 36 3.2 . 4 1.5. 1 0.6 27 3.1
21 to 49 percent ............ 56 3.8 39. 3.9 4 1.4 1 0.5 30 29
50 percent or more ........ 52 26. 41 2.6 6 14 1 0.5 30 . .23
Number of years teaching
Less than 10.................. 47 3.6 46 3.7 7 1.7 1 0.4 26 3.2
101020, 50 33 40 3.2 9 2.1 1 0.4 32 . 30
21 or more......o.covrueene 60 2.2 33 23 6 1.5 1 0.6 26 2.7
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’ ..... 62 3.4 32 34 7 2.0 0 0.0 29 3.6
Mathematics.................. 46 4.8 44 53 9 3.2 1 1.2 20 4.0
Science......coveeevercennnene. 38 5.2 49 5.3 11 48 2 1.6 32 53
Social studies................. 36 5.2 58 5.6 5 24 - 1 0.9 31 5.7
English/language arts.... 56 52 35 4.5 6 28 3 1.5 30 4.7
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Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
activities were being implemented in their classes and areas for which information -
was most needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Using curricula aligned with high standards
School characteristic: Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent | s.e. [Percent| se. |[Percent] se. | Percent] se. | Percent] se.
All teachers................... 38 1.9 45 1.8 13 1.1 4 0.6 31 1.8
Instructional level!
Elementary school......... 42 3.4 46 - 35 9 25 2 09 33 3.5
Middle school ............... 36 2.7 45 3.0 14 1.8 4 1.0 27 24
High school.................... 35 3.4 44 3.9 16 24 6 - 1.5 31 2.8
Geographic region
Northeast.............cc...... 33 3.8 50 3.6 13 24 4 1.0 - 33 32.
Southeast.........c.coceucne 42 4.1 43 3.6 11 1.5 4 1.4 27 3.0
Central.........cccoervnennnene. 40 3.7 41 38 14 3.0 5 1.8 31 42
1/ ST 38 3.8 46 3.7 12 29 3 0.9 33 3.2
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 33 3.5 50 3.7 12 23 4 1.4 35 34
500to 999 40 3.2 42 2.8 14 2.1 4 0.8 30 27
1,000 or more 41 3.5 45 3.7 11 2.3 3 1.2 28 3.2
Locale
L0313 44 34 41 3.2 12 23 4 1.2 34 25
Urban fringe.... 44 4.1 42 3.0 11 2.8 2 1.1 29 38
TOWN...covevvrereeernee. 30 29 50 39 15 25 5 1.5 29 3.7
Rural ....cccoevrvivvenvirnne. 33 4.6 48 4.1 13 2.7 6 1.7 33 3.6
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch ' :
Less than 35 percent ..... 39 2.8 44 28 14 2.1 3 0.8 31 2.8
35to 49 percent ............ 37 4.8 47 52 10 2.5 6 23 28 3.8
50 to 74 percent ............ 36 44 47 4.3 13 2.5 5 1.8 31 35
75 percent or more......... 40 4.0 44 5.4 11 2.5 5 1.4 35 3.6
Percent minority enrollment .
Less than 6 percent ....... 29 4.0 48 3.8 20 29 4 1.3 36 43
6t0 20 percent ............. 47 3.9 42 3.8 8 1.7 3 1.0 30 3.9
21 to 49 percent ............ 40 5.0 44 4.6 11 2.7 5 1.6 28 3.6
50 percent or more ........ 37 28 48 35 11 1.6 5 0.8 31 2.6
Number of years teaching
Less than 10.................. 31 35 49 3.2 15 2.6 4 1 33 2.6
10t020.....oeeevereenennne 40 28 42 3.2 13 2.1 4 . 26 29
21 ormore....c..0.oevnen.e 43 3.1 44 33 10 2.1 3 1.0 35 2.8
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®..... 43 3.7 46 33 9 2.1 2 0.7 31 3.7
Mathematics.................. 37 44 42 4.6 17 4.0 4 1.8 26 44
Science...... ..cccoverrvinnen 31 5.6 46 5.2 20 5.1 3 1.6 35 6.0
Social studies................. 28 55 53 6.4 16 3.8 4 1.8 - 27 48
English/language arts.... 43 52 41 53 10 2.7 6 . 29 34 4.9
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Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
activities were being implemented in their classes and areas for which information

was most needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Using textbooks or other instructional materials
aligned with high standards

-School characteristic . Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
' ' " Great éxtent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent | s.e. |Percent| se. | Percent| se. [Percent| se |[Percent] se.
All teachers ................... 36 20 43 1.9 17 1.2 4 0.7 30 1.8
Instructional level'
Elementary school......... 38 3.8 42 3.0 17 22 3 1.1 32 34
Middle school ............... 36 23 42 29 18 1.8 4 0.9 27 2.7
High school................... 34 34 45 35 15 2.0 6 1.6 30 23
Geographic region
Northeast..........ccoevenneee. 27 29 50 32 19 29 3 1.0 35 4.4
Southeast..........coccuvvnnn. 48 3.7 36 32 13 2.3 3 0.8 32 4.0
Central.......ccc.coooveevrnnnn. 32 3.8 43 4.0 20 2.8 5 20 27 43
WESt.oovioieieeeeeenene 37 4.0 44 3.7 15 2.7 4 14 27 3.5
Enrollment size
Less than 500 30 39 48 4.0 19 22 4 1.5 31 3.9
500t0999.............. e 40 3.2 40 - 25 17 2.1 3 0.7 29 3.0
1,000 or more 38 3.2 42 3.8 14 24 5 1.8 31 2.8
Locale
City oo 42 3.6 37 2.9 17 3.0 5 1.3 33 35
Urban fringe................. 36 3.6 45 42 15 28 3 1.3 31 4.0
TOWN ..ooveiiiieeieceeann 31 3.7 44 34 19 2.5 6 1.6 31 4.0
Rural ..o 37 52 46 52 15 22 1 0.8 24 34
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 33 3.0 46 3.0 17 2.0 4 1.0 27 28
35 to 49 percent ............ 41 5.7 42 5.1 14 31 3 1.6 29 5.0
50 to 74 percent ............ 38 34 40 34 18 . 24 4 1.3 36 5.0
75 percent or more......... 38 4.1 40 3.0 16 29 6 22 37 3.8
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent ....... 24 33 48 35 25 29 3 1.4 28 43
6 to 20 percent............... 41 59 45 5.7 12 23 2 0.8 30 45
21 to 49 percent 43 44 40 3.8 13 28 4 1.4 29+ 42
50 percent or more......... 38 2.6 39 2.6 17 25 6 1.5 33 3.2
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 32 3.6 46 3.6 17 2.0 5 14 32 3.0
10020 ..o, 36 3.1 45 32 17 25 3 0.8 29 3.0
21 ormore........coooevveeen. 41 3.7 39 35 17 2.6 4 1.3 30 3.6
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class® ..... 42 4.0 42 33 15 25 2 0.9 29 35
Mathematics.................. 44 4.6 43 5.2 11 34 2 0.8 22 43
Science......ovvvvevovinnnene 35 7.9 46 6.8 18 48 1 0.5 28 5.4
Social studies................. 31 4.6 49 5.6 17 6.3 3 1.4 33 53
English/language arts.... 37 4.6 42 5.0 18 4.1 2 14 37 5.6
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Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
activities were being implemented in their classes and areas for which information
was most needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Providing students or parents with examples of
work that meets high standards

School characteristic Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent | se. |[Percent] se. |Percent| se. | Percent] se. | Percent | se.
All teachers................... 30 1.8 42 23 22 1.5 5 1.0 33 1.7
Instructional level!
Elementary school......... 38 32 41 36 17 24 4 1.6 33 35
Middle school ............... 27 23 43 2.6 26 24 5 1.0 31 27
High school................... 24 2.6 42 3.6 126 29 8 1.5 34 29
Geographic region
Northeast............coceuunn. 27 3.5 47 43 20 3.7 6 22 31 3.6
Southeast..............cc....... 35 4.0 42 3.7 19 3.2 4 1.1 33 3.1
Central.........cccoueeriencnnnn. 27 44 42 5.9 23 43 8 22 32 4.1
= 31 2.7 39 2.8 26 24 4 1.5 34 34
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 29 33 43 3.7 23 2.8 5 1.5 30 34
500t0999.....ccceeceennnns 30 3.1 41 29 23 2.0 6 1.5 37 2.5
1,000 or more................ 31 3.4 43 3.5 20 29 6 1.6 28 34
Locale
City e 32 34 45 3.8 20 2.6 3 1.0 32 3.1
Urban fringe.................. 33 3.7 41 34 21 3.1 5 1.5 32 3.9
Town.....cccovvvnivrnnnnn. 27 2.7 43 44 23 3.0 7 2.0 32 3.1
Rural ..., 29 4.5 39 3.8 25 3.9 7 25 36 4.0
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 28. 29 42 3.6 22 2.6 8 1.6 35 27
35t049 percent ............ 34 4.0 41 45 22 29 3 1.6 28 3.8
50 to 74 percent ............ 29 42 43 4.1 24 4.0 4 1.0 28 3.7
75 percent or more......... 34 3.0 42 32 21 2.1 3 1.0 37 3.6
Percent minority enrollment : .
Less than 6 percent ....... 24 43 39 4.1 27 3.7 9 22 39 3.6
610 20 percent .............. 37 39 36 4.1 24 3.7 3 0.9 29 4.1
21to 49 percent ............ 30 3.5 48 3.6 16 22 6 1.9 27 3.6
50 percent or more......... 30 24 44 27 23 2.0 3 0.8 35 3.0
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.................. 26 23 43 2.6 27 24 5 1.4 34 2.6
10t020.......coovrireeenns 32 34 39 4.1 23 2.8 6 2.0 32 31
2l ormore.......c.coueeeenen. 32 3.0 44 3.6 17 25 6 14 32 29
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class® ..... 38 3.6 43 42 17 26 3 1.2 34 38
Mathematics.................. 24 49 37 4.6 31 4.8 8 3.9 33 49
Science................... s 23 4.7 34 49 34 6.3 9 4.0 42 7.5
Social studies................. 20 47 46 5.4 28 - 50 6 24 35 5.8
English/language arts.... 31 4.4 44 49 21 43 4 1.9 35 5.3
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Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
- -activities were being implemented in their classes and areas for which information
was most needed, by.school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Using authentic student assessments such as portfolios
that measure performance against high standards

School characteristic | ~ ° . =~  Extent to.which activity was implemented in class Information
o " Great extent . |. Moderate extent Small extent |- Not at all most needed
Percent [ s.. [Pércent| s.. [Percent| s.. [Percent] se. [Percent] se.
All teachers.................... 20 1.6 33 1.7 31 1.4 16 1.6 53 . 21
Instructional level!
Elementary school......... 24 2.7 39 3.2 28 34 9 22 52 . 38
Middle school................ 17 2.1 30 2.6 31 24 22 2.7 55 3.3
High school............. o 17 24 28 3.0 34 3.0 20 2.7 50 3.2
Geographic region
Northeast 14 29 37 4.1 30 4.0 18 2.7 . 52 4.5
Southeast... 17 2.8 36 35 32 3.0 14 33 55 39
26 44 26 4.0 30° 3.9 18 3.4 52 4.8
22 34. 32 29 31 33 14 2.5 51 4.5
22 2.9 33 3.4 27 3.2 18 2.7 52 3.8
20 23 34 2.9 31 2.8 15 2.4 54 3.3
17 23 32 3.0 36 2.7 15 24 51 3.2
21 2.9 38 3.5 29 33 11 1.9 53 3.9
21 3.8 36 3.6 30 3.6 14 3.3 54 4.5
18 3.2 27 3.0 34 3.7 21 3.8 54 4.3
18 33 32 3.5 31 3.3 18 3.2 49 5.2
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 20 2.9 30 2.9 32 2.6 17 24 - 54 3.6
35 to 49 percent ............ 18 3.2 33 4.0 . 31 47 18 3.4 58 4.8
50to 74 percent .......... 12 25 39 4.6 30 3.3 18 3.6 48 45
75 percent or more........ 26 34 36 3.3 28 . 3.7 9 1.9 45 3.2
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent ....... 19 34 29 3.4 33 4.1 19 . 2.6 51 4.7
6 to 20 percent .............. 23 4.2 34 3.7 27, 4.0 16 3.6 54 5.2
21 to 49 percent ............ 15 2.7 32 . 4.3 34 3.8 18 33 - 58 3.7
50 percent or more........ 22 22 36 2.8 30 - 24 12 1.6 48 2.4
Number of years teaching .
Less than 10 X § 2.8 29 2.6 30 2.8 18 2.6 56 3.5
10t0 20.............. .. 18 2.8 - 33 2.4 34 2.6 15 25 54 3.8
21 or more.....cccvevverveeenns 19 2.8 37 3.3 29 . 2.9 15 . 2.1 47 3.5
Main subject area taught? .
Self-contained class®..... 23 3.1 37 3.6 31 3.8 8. 2.2 57 3.7
Mathematics.................. 8 23 22 3.9 46 4.8 24, 42 67 5.0
Science....ovvvvrerrrrerennnnen 16 3.7 23 5.2 30 5.0 31, 59 54 5.9
Social studies................. 9 28, 31 5.6 33, 5.8 28 5.5 46 5.8
English/language arts.... 29 43 41 4.7 22 42 8 3.1 42 49

4’

39



Table B-2.—Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which various reform
activities were being implemented in their classes and areas for which information
was most needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Using innovative technologies such as the Intemet and telecommunications-supported instruction
School characteristic Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent | se. |Percent| se. [Percent| se. | Percent| se. | Percent] se.
All teachers.........cccc..... 7 1.0 20 1.6 31 1.9 42 1.8 79 1.6
Instructional level :
Elementary school ......... 6 1.5 23 3.5 29 3.4 43 34 79 2.8
Middle school................. 8 1.9 17 1.9 30 22 46 22 80 1.9
High school.................... 9 1.5 19 29 35 34 37. 3.2 78 2.7
Geographic region
Northeast..........cccorurnenee 5 2.0 19 3.8 27 3.7 48 42 81 32
Southeast...........cccenvene. 8 2.4 25 4.2 26 3.8 40 39 79 2.7
Central ....cccovvervecrrenne. 5 1.4 15 3.0 35 3.1 45 43 80 3.3
WESE...oovrerinernieecerianes 9 23 20 33 36 3.5 35 3.7 78 3.3
Enrollment size
Less than 500................. 8 1.9 19 28 31 3.2 43 3.4 84 2.6
500t0999.......ccoevvvennen 6 1.2 21 29 29 2.5 44 3.4 78 25
1,000 or more................. 9 1.8 20 3.0 34 3.6 37 3.4 77 34
Locale
City oo 6 1.8 22 3.4 28 2.6 43 3.6 76 22
Urban fringe........c.co....... 8 22 27 4.1 31 34 34 4.0 84 3.1
Town...oooveverenicrinne, 8 2.2 16 2.5 29 3.1 47 4.1 77 2.8
Rural.......occcconninienrinenans 6 1.8 14 34 37 5.8 43 4.9 80 3.6
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ...... - 8 1.6 22 2.7 33 2.7 37 2.8 82 27
35 to 49 percent.............. 7 22 17 4.4 30 43 46 54 81 3.3
50 to 74 percent.............. 5 2.6 19 3.4 31 4.0 44 4.7 78 33
75 percent or more......... 7 1.4 20 25 26 2.6 47 3.6 72 38
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent........ 6 1.7 21 34 25 2.7 48 3.6 81 3.1
6to 20 percent................ 9 23 20 3.6 33 4.5 38 4.4 81 32
21 to 49 percent ............. 7 2.1 21 4.0 34 3.6 37 3.6 79 2.7
50 percent or more......... 6 1.6 19 22 31 29 45~ 3.4 76 2.8
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................... 6 1.6 20 2.5 28 2.0 45 2.7 78 24
10t020...cccerverrerennnn. 8 1.6 18 3.2 35 2.9 39 34 81 2.7
21 or more.......cceevenrvevene 8 2.0 22 34 30 3.0 40 3.0 79 33
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’...... 6 1.7 21 3.1 30 33 43 3.5 81 2.6
Mathematics................... 3 1.9 10 2.9 41 5.4 46 45 84 3.6
Science........oocrerrveemrenneee 6 2.6 19 55 35 59 40 6.4 72 48
Social studies................. 4 1.4 20 5.4 35 6.3 41 5.8 72 5.8
English/language arts..... 9 2.7 25 4.4 29 4.6 38 5.0 78 3.9

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

*This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on u{equestionnaire.
{ *The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

“SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characteristics: 1996

Using instructional strategies aligned with high standards
School characteristic Englist/ lihstory/. Mathematics Science
language arts social studies
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se.

All teachers......ccovvvvmicccnneivrsiecrens 75 23 73 2.8 82 1.8 81 23
Instructional level*

Elesnentary school 72 33 71 3.8 84 22 84 2.8

Middle school.......... 79 3.4 76 4.6 80 3.6 78 5.6

High School .....cvrvvvrmriiivrsiinnrinnnnns 81 47 79 5.1 78 5.0 72 6.7
Geographic region

Northeast 76 4.5 75 5.8 85 3.7 82 53

Southeast 70 4.6 65 5.9 74 48 72 6.1

Central.....ccccovirervrnnnnes 75 5.9 77 6.4 81 52 80 5.4

WESL .oviviverencrenreresmsrsorssnssrssaessnss 78 5.0 75 4.5 88 2.7 88 3.0
Enrollment size

Less than 500.........ccccomvvinvvinnniirnnnns 72 4.5 74 4.8 84 3.1 82 4.0

50010999 oo 74 35 I 3.9 81 34 81 3.8

1,000 OF MOTE ...cvvvvvirvrrcrinirresresnisesnen 83 4.5 77 5.4 78 58 80 6.3
Locale

CllY ceeeeeeicreeerirenrereerirsesrerssresrssnnees 65 3.5 - 57 4.7 74 39 72 5.0

Urban fringe ......cocovvvviveiinriiniinninnns 80 4.0 80 47 87 3.6 92 25

TOWN c.cvenveverecrersrcsiricccrarine i 80 43 79 5.8 84 38 78 4.4

RUAL.cceererenrireieceeniiressececnessscnens 71 7.7 78 53 83 4.0 83 5.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent.........ccoocevnennens - 79 3.6 75 4.4 88 2.6 89 2.5

351049 percent........ccoeeecivrairaeniens 71 7.2 80 7.1 78 6.1 73 6.8

50 t0 74 percent..........ccocceveeercnrinnns 71 5.4 65 5.6 76 4.7 75 5.9

75 percent OF MOTE......ovvrvveuvecriirnnnns 71 3.8 69 3.7 76 3.1 75 34
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent............ ORI 75 5.0 77 6.0 80 4.7 86 4.1

6 to 20 percent............... 73 6.1 70 6.4 88 38 84 4.7

21 to 49 percent...........oun.... 79 4.7 79 55 81 4.7 81 5.3

50 percent or more 72 34 66 3.5 78 3.1 74 3.6
Number of years teaching

Less than 10........cocovvnvniriniinninnns 80 3.6 74 42 86 22 84 33

108020 .o, 79 4.1 73 5.9 82 3.1 83 4.5

21 OF MO covvverrirvevcreivivavrerrrennens 67 4.7 72 4.5 78 3.9 76 5.2
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characteristics: 1996

(continued)
. ) . Assisting all students to achieve to high standards
.School characteristic Engllsh;rlt:nguage so:;l;lSts(iL}:j/ies Mathematics Science
Percent | se. [ Percent [ se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se.
All teachers........coceeecvrivervnrinnnnn, 82 1.9 78 26 79 22 74 24
Instructional level* '

. Elementary school 81 29 75 36 77 3.0 71 3.2
Middle school..................... 82 3.6 83 33 85 3.1 78 44
High school.......c.ooeverrvverrriinririnnnn, 83 4.6 82 58 83 49 86 53

Geographic region ’ . .
Northeast.. 74 4.8 67 5.8 70 5.8 66 7.2
Southeast 80 4.5 77 52 78 4.5 73 6.1
Central .................... 85 3.9 85 4.0 81 5.1 75 49
West.....cooniieieenae . 86 3.9 81 42 85 3.6 77 3.9
Enrollment size
Less than 500.........c..cccccovveerinnnn... 84 3.7 81 4.1 79 42 73 4.6
50010 999........ e 81 33 74 4.3 79 3.6 71 4.1
1,000 or more.........cccccererimmrireriinninnns 78 5.5 79 55 78 5.1 84 58
Locale
City 82 34 71 5.4 75 3.9 70 42
Urban fringe 82 44 83 4.7 82 4.8 76 57
Town 82 3.8 79 48 82 3.7 76 4.7
Rural 80 44 76 5.1 76 6.0 72 6.8
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch '
Less than 35 percent .......................... 84 3.2 80 39 80 3.8 75 4.1
351049 percent..........coverrrerrneen. 74 6.3 69 7.3 74 5.6 70 6.8
50to 74 percent.........ecouvrrrervecennann. 84 4.6 83 4.0 84 52 77 7.3
75 percent or more......... co...corevnan.. 80 33 73 3.9 76 3.7 70 4.6
Percent minority enrollment ‘
Less than 6 percent ................... . 78 5.6 74 5.9 70 6.5 66 6.3
6 to 20 percent ................ ' 84 4.1 79 5.9 81 4.6 73 48
21 to 49 percent 84 48 86 58 84 4.6 80 5.1
50 percent or more............c.coorunncn... 80 32 70 44 77 3.7 72 4.5
Number of years teaching ' »
Lessthan 10...........cccocovvevonnrvennnn, 81 33 78 3.6 84 2.9 78 3.2
101020 ..., 85 3.8 79 4.4 ‘81 4.2 76 49
21 0T MOTE.....cvrececinrcnrrraere e, 79 42 75 4.8 72 52 65 5.6
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characteristics: 1996

(continued)
Using curricula aligned with high standards
. English/ -History/ . .
School characteristic language arts social studies Mathematics Science
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s..

All teachers.........cccceeeeecnnnsvrriennnns 69 24 59 28 67 25 66 3.0
Instructional level*

Elementary school..........c.ccocennnnees 69 33 53 4.0 64 40 . 66 4.0

Middle school 67 39 69 3.6 72 40 65 43

High school. ............. 70 5.8 73 5.6. 77 53 68 . 7.8
Geographic region ’

Northeast 66 5.7 62 6.1 60 4.7 56 7.1

Southeast 59 45 48 4.8 61 45 54 55

Central........ccceueveeee. 73 5.6 68 6.8 77 " 4.6 74 59

WESE c.oeireernecrenieeennereneceersessssesisnsnes 76 45 58 6.7 70 7.5 74 5.8
Enrollment size

Less than 500...........cccccovvererevvcnnnnn 72 42 58 4.6 68 4.7 66 54

500 t0 999 ....cccveviiinrrenerennen 66 3.6 55 5.0 63 4.8 64 5.0

1,000 or more 69 55 70 5.1 75 6.0 68 6.7
Locale

CHY ceeeeerecnneenenrecreenreeseesreensensenes 64 45 52 4.8 64 35 61 5.0

Urban fringe .......ccocovevvvenvnennn 71 5.0 60 7.1 64 7.6 66 7.1

TOWN c.eneenieiieeraenreneeeneerenvens 69 59 62 59 73 55 74 5.4

RUTAL oo eeeeseeneeeeees 70 4.8 60 7.1 66 6.2 60 7.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent.........c..ccccceene 75 4.2 62 52 70 4.5 ! 49

35 to 49 percent........coeeveveeenneennes 64 7.2 58 7.1 61 8.7 68 85

50 to 74 percent.........ccceeveerevenenrnns 66 5.8 55 5.1 68 5.1 61 6.4

75 percent Or MOTE.........eevervverrerernne 59 39 54 4.5 62 4.5 55 43
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent.........coceevvvnnnne. 68 6.0 64 6.9 68 6.1 60 7.7

610 20 percent........oc.eeverevererrerererenes 75 6.1 56 6.4 68 6.7 78 6.2

21 t0 49 percent........ccoeeeeverreerecrene 69 4.6 58 53 66 5.8 66 5.6

50 percent Or MOTE........ccceeeeeeercnnnne 62 3.5 57 3.8 63 4.0 56 3.9
Number of years teaching -

Less than 10 70 35 55 4.8 70 49 67 4.8

101020 ...cccveevrnncnnnn 69 3.8 60 4.7 70 4.0 65 4.7

2] OF MOTE .eevveenreecereereeeenrnreeenneenens 67 5.2 60 5.2 60 5.0 64 6.0
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characteristics: 1996

(continued)
Using textbooks or other instructional materials
aligned with high standards
School characteristic English/ History/ . .
language arts social studies Mathematics Science
Percent | se. Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers........ccceovrevrvriennninnna. 66 2.7 - 57 3.0 69 2.9 59 24
Instructional level*
Elementary school........................... 65 3.8 52 4.2 66 4.0 58 3.5
Middle school e 67 4.2 66 4.1 72 4.3 60 44
High school ........................... e 12 5.4 74 6.9 85 4.1 68 8.5
Geographic region
Northeast .........ccccooevvvvnriririennn 58 6.1 51 5.4 62 6.6 46 6.4
Southeast ..o 64 44 58 44 62 5.2 56 4.8
Central..........cccoovrvvmniieen, 72 52 61 7.6 82 4.2 65 4.2
WESE o 69 5.4 60 6.6 72 53 66 5.6
Enrollment size
Less than 500 62 5.0 57 44 66 43 54 3.8
500 to 999 68 4.0 55 5.3 71 4.7 61 44
70 5.2 64 5.7 74 6.5 68 6.8
65 4.6 61 49 69 4.4 58 34
68 4.9 51 6.8 68 6.2 61 6.6
TOWN ..o, 63 5.9 56 6.0 72 5.8 64 4.9
Rural.....ccooeeiviiic e, 68 6.9 63 7.4 68 6.7 51 6.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent 74 4.0 60 5.6 76 3.8 63 3.9
35to 49 percent.......... 59 7.5 54 58 66 8.6 51 6.2
50 to 74 percent................oueunnn.... 61 37 51 4.7 64 5.1 54 4.9
75 percent Or more........................... 56 4.8 60 4.2 62 3.6 62 .33
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent.......................... 63 6.2 62 6.9 70 5.6 56 5.9
6 to 20 percent.......... 72 5.5 63 6.6 75 6.2 67 4.7
21 to 49 percent........ 69 6.3 48 6.9 68 6.4 52 5.5
50 percent or more 58 4.2 57 3.8 63 3.6 62 3.9
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.......c...coovrrerevcnennnnen, 62 5.1 56 5.8 73 4.1 64 4.1
10to 20 69 4.8 60 5.5 68 5.4 57 5.1
21 or more 66 5.2 56 5.3 68 5.4 56 5.0
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characteristics: 1996

(continued)
Providing students or parents with examples of work
that is successful in meeting high standards
School characteristic English/ History/ . .
language arts social studies Mathematics Science
Percent | se. | Percent | se. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.

All teachers.......cocoveeerireniciiinninnene. 67 2.7 52 22 64 3.1 52 28
Instructional level*

Elementary school ............cceveenie. 68 38 47 3.1 63 42 48 3.5

Middle school..........ccccceiiniiicnnee 68 3.7 61 5.0 66 42 64 6.0

High school ... 67 6.4 67 6.1 70 49 59 8.0
Geographic region

NoOrtheast .........cccoevvvrecvmvmvniiienrannnns 58 6.8 50 6.8 53 6.3 48 6.9

Southeast 63 5.2 53 4.7 63 5.0 42 3.6

Central.....c.coceeeeremiiieiicnceneeciernns 70 5.4 57 6.9 69 6.9 56 5.4

WESL ... eensn s 76 42 48 5.0 70 6.8 58 6.9
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500........c.cccocivicvrernncnnnee 69 4.6 48 44 67 49 47 45

50010 999 ..ot 64 43 52 4.0 60 53 54 5.2

1,000 OF MOTE ....ovvnvmciicciinnene 71 6.5 61 5.0 71 6.6 56 6.3
Locale

Gl oot 65 5.1 48 4.7 60 42 48 43

Urban fringe .......c.coovvcvmveneinicnnnnnne 77 49 52 5.6 65 7.7 48 7.0

TOWN ..t 64 5.5 56 5.4 69 6.1 59 5.3

RUTAL...cooiiiiiiiieriieietnere e, 60 6.7 53 6.5 62 7.7 51 6.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent..........cccoeu..e. 72 42 52 45 64 5.8 52 5.2

351049 percent........coccveerieenreennnes 62 7.6 60 7.8 61 72 53 7.4

50 t0 74 percent........c.coceeveeereenienences 68 6.3 55 5.0 69 5.9 53 5.0

75 percent Or MOXE...........coumrmmnrinnss 60 33 44 3.6 62 42 50 44
Percent minority enroliment )

Less than 6 percent..........cccccccoenn. 64 6.5 57 8.0 60 7.5 47 6.8

6to20 percent..........coceeeerevccrininins 73 5.9 54 5.0 67 73 55 5.1

21 to 49 percent.........cccceeereienieinns 72 6.4 53 53 65 72 53 7.0

50 percent OF MOTE.......c.cccceruerereeree 59 29 44 3.2 63 44 50 4.5
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10, 68 34 46 4.8 67 4.1 54 4.8

101020 .o e 69 48 53 5.1 62 5.8 50 5.2

2] OFMOTE ..o eiieeeiens 65 4.9 55 47 64 45 . 50 6.0
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characteristics: 1996

(continued) .
Using authentic student assessments such as portfolios
that measure performance against high standards
School characteristic English/ History/ . .
language arts social studies Mathematics Science
Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | se. | Percent [ se.

All teachers......c.occovveinvevrcreencnnnn, 64 26 38 2.6 51 3.2 42 3.0
Instructional level*

Elementary school .......................... 64 4.0 38 3.7 55 45 44 . 4.2

Middle school 62 47 38 52 49 5.5 42 5.6

High school ..o, 62 6.3 39 5.7 39 55 34 6.7
Geographic region )

Northeast ..........c.commninininninnnn, 65 53 43 6.5 49 7.6 44 7.5

Southeast ..........cccccinvinvcnunnnnnnnnne. 53 5.1 26 43 45 5.1 34 43

Central 66 7.0 48 8.0 59 7.8 48 6.3

WESE .ot 69 5.0 37 59 53 6.5 44 6.5
Enrollment size .

Less than 500............cccecccennnnnn... 61 5.0 40 5.1 52 5.2 44 6.0

50010 999 ..o 66 42 39 4.5 56 5.2 42 4.8

1,000 or more........c.ccccevereiennrennnn.. 60 6.8 31 7.0 36 7.0 37 7.9
Locale

Gty e 62 49 35 4.0 51 4.6 40 4.8

Urban fringe 76 4.5 42 7.4 56 8.6 48 8.8

Town ..o, 56 6.4 30 5.7 46 6.8 40 6.6

Rural.....cccociiiiicnnes 57 6.4 47 6.2 51 6.8 41 8.7
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent...............co.n.... 70 4.0 38 5.1 52 5.7 44 5.0

3510 49 percent...........couerererrennnne 55 7.3 39 7.8 47 7.2 34 10.6

50 to 74 percent................... 57 5.6 36 8.8 50 7.0 44 7.8

75 percent or more 61 5.3 40 3.5 54 33 45 4.8
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent........c.c..oceeneeen. 61 5.9 47 7.5 50 5.6 39 6.7

610 20 percent...........counn... : 68 6.1 41 7.0 55 7.3 48 5.8

21 to 49 percent 64 4.7 31 52 47 7.1 39 7.5

50 percent or more..............ccurveeeen.. 60 43 35 34 53 27 43 44
Number of years teaching

Less than 10..........cccconverecrnnnrnnene. 66 4.2 43 5.1 54 49 44 5.6

101020 ..o, 62 42 43 4.3 51 52 43 4.8

21 0T MOLE ..., 62 50 30 3.7 49 5.4 39 5.7
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Table B-3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they implemented various education
reform activities in any classes, by subject areas and school characterlstlcS° 1996

(continued)
Using innovative technologies such as the Internet and
e : telecommunications-supported instruction
School characteristic English/ History/ . .
' language arts social studies Mathematics Science
Percent | s.e. [ Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent [ s.e.

All teachers.........ccceveeenvenncrenncnns 29 2.8 20 23 22 24 20 2.6
Instructional level* : <

Elementary school... 25 3.7 17 33 20 3.2 16 33

Middle school.......... 33 3.6 27 44 27 4.7 29 5.1

High school............... teteteeereeteetees 39 6.6 28 - 6.4 28 5.4 32 7.8
Geographic region _ -

Northeast 23 6.0 17 4.6 14 - 4.5 17 4.7

Southeast ... 35 6.5 23 5.9 26 6.2 28 - 6.9

Central.......ccoeeeieeieieeee e 20 4.3 20 4.6 18 53 13 34

WESE ...ttt 34 5.1 21 4.0 28 5.2 23 4.6
Enrollment size :

Less than 500.........cccovverieneieccnene. 27 4.6 21 4.1 18 3.6 21 4.4

50010999 ..ot 26 - 42 20 4.0 24 4.2 19 4.0

1,000 0r more........c.co.leeereirirnensas e 40 7.6 - 21 4.9 28 4.5 25 5.8
Locale ‘

Gty et 28 5.4 15 3.2 22 3.5 19 4.0

Urban fringe ; 30 6.0 21 5.6 20 5.0 21 6.0

Town 29 5.1 24 4.9 26 58 . 22 5.5

Rural 28 4.0 21 6.9 18 5.1 19 5.6
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch : .

Less than 35 percent...........ccccurcenene 28 44 . 22 43 22 4.1 22 435

35 to 49 percent 22 5.6 22 6.4 17 5.7 19 - 6.7

50 to 74 percent 37 72 18 54 27 5.8 257 - 6.0

75 percent OF MOTE.............oeveernnnn. 28 3.6 16 26 21 4.0 s 22
Percent minority enrollment o - -

Less than 6 percent..............cccce.. 24 4.5 19 - 4.6 19 5.3 16 - 4.6

610 20 percent............cocovvverurernae. 28 6.3 13 4.0 - 17 = 54 22 58

21to49 percent.........coeveeeeienenne 33 5.5 31 6.8 28 5.2 24 © 6.2

50 percent or more...........c.ccecvenenene 28 3.2 - 16 2.7 21 3.1 16 . 24
Number of years teaching

Less than 10 33 3.8 18 ° 4.1 25 4.4 22 4.1

101020 ......... 24 4.6 18 3.9 19 3.5 18 ° 4.4

21 OF MOTE ...ttt 29 4.9 24 43 22 49 21 - 5.3

*Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

NOTE: Percents are based on those that teach the subject.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-4.—Percent of public school teachers with special needs students in the classes indicating
the extent to which they applied the same high standards of performance used for
other students to these students, and the percent of all public school teachers
indicating the extent to which they needed information on helping special needs
students achieve to high standards, by school characteristics: 1996

Students with limited English proficiency

Extent held to same high standards as other students

School characteristic

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | se Percent | se Percent | s.e. Percent | se.
All teachers...........ccc.c... 33 24 47 24 17 = 2.1 3 1.0
Instructional level' '
Elementary school ....... 33 49 48 5.0 16 3.8 3 2.1
Middle school............... 29 33 51 3.5 17 .26 3 1.2
High school.................. 37 4.0 42 3.5 18 33 3 1.2
Geographic region
Northeast...................... 34 4.1 46 4.7 16 3.8 5 1.7
Southeast...........cccceceue. 34 6.0 48 6.4 17 5.2 1 0.8
Central ......ccccoocvvrciinnnas 32 6.8 43 7.3 22 49 3 1.7
WESE..ouviiieeriierneeennens 34 3.5 48 3.6 14 29 3 1.6
Enrollment size
Less than 500............... 24 43 50 5.6 22 4.1 4 1.7
50010 999........cccveuene. 34 3.6 48 39 15 2.5 4 1.6
1,000 or more............... 41 3.7 42 3.5 15 3.3 1 0.5
Locale
City coceiirccccrnnnnens 35 48 49 38 14 3.8 2 0.7
36 4.1 47 4.6 13 3.0 4 24
27 4.1 43 55 27 34 4 1.6
35 72 49 7.5 13 4.6 3 22
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent .... 33 3.7 44 3.6 20 3.1 3 1.4
35 to 49 percent............ 38 7.3 44 5.6 18 5.1 ) 04
50 to 74 percent ........... 27 3.6 59 4.6 8 33 6 23
75 percent or more....... 37 44 45 44 15 2.6 3 1.3
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent ...... 27 58 41 6.2 28 6.9 4 22
6 to 20 percent ............. 27 6.3 50 6.3 21 3.9 2 1.1
21 to 49 percent........... 36 4.8 46 5.2 13 43 5 24
50 percent or more....... 40 3.0 46 32 12 23 2 0.7
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 30 37 48 38 18 2.6 4 1.9
1010 20...cccccvvcivvirrnnnns 33 48 49 5.0 14 3.2 3 1.4
21 ormore.......c...co.ee 37 4.0 43 4.6 18 3.7 2 1.0
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’.... 39 4.7 43 4.7 16 38 2 0.9
Mathematics................. 42 7.8 38 7.8 12 4.9 8 59
Science......c.cccvinnnnn, 23 6.8 60 7.0 12 5.1 4 3.6
Social studies............... 26 5.7 42 6.9 30 6.4 3 1.8
English/language arts... 31 5.4 57 5.7 10 2.9 2 1.7
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Table B-4.—Percent of public school teachers with special needs students in the classes indicating
the extent to which they applied the same high standards of performance used for
other students to these students, and the percent of all public school teachers
indicating the extent to which they needed information on helping special needs
students achieve to high standards, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

. Students with limited English proficiency

Need for information

School characteristic

Very much needed Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | s.€. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.c.
All teachers.................. 26 1.7 31 1.9 42 2.0
Instructional level'
Elementary school ....... 25 3.6 31 3.7 43 4.0
Middle school............... 032 28 28 2.6 41 2.8
High school.................. 24 2.9 35 2.8 41 3.2
Geographic region
Northeast 21 29 39 4.1 40 45
Southeast 22 33 23 3.5 55 4.0
Central ............ 22 33 28 3.2 50 43
WESL ... ovevevenrereniereneenens 39 44 35 3.5 26 3.4
Enrollment size
Less than 500 - 25 3.4 27 35 48 39
500t0999.....ccecevevenee 29 3.4 32 3.6 39 3.4
1,000 or more 25 2.8 34 3.1 40 4.1
Locale
29 4.0 34 4.1 37 3.4
31 43 38 35 31 4.6
24 3.4 32 3.0 44 3.6
20 3.4 19 44 62 42
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 25 2.6 33 3.0 42 34
35 to 49 percent............ 18 3.0 32 4.7 50 5.0
50 to 74 percent ........... 36 4.6 22 33 42 47
75 percent or more........ 29 4.2 35 22 35 4.3
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 18 2.6 28 3.9 54 3.8
6 to 20 percent............. 27 . 4.0 32 43 41 49
21 to 49 percent............. 26 3.6 31 4.2 43 4.5
50 percent or more....... 35 3.1 35 2.6 30 26
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................. 28 3.1 34 3.5 37 35
10t020..c.ccccvrivenenne 25 29 29 3.4 46 3.6
21 ormore.....coeveneen. 26 2.6 30 3.4 43 39
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 25 3.7 29 3.1 45 3.7
Mathematics................. 24 5.0 32 4.6 44 39
Science........coveerrmrenenne. 31 54 28 4.1 40 56
Social studies............... 32 6.4 37 6.4 32 4.4
English/language arts... 30 4.0 28 4.7 42 5.5
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Table B-4.—Percent of pilblic school teachers with special needs students in the classes indicating
the extent to which they applied the same high standards of performance used for
. other students to these students, and the percent of all public school teachers
indicating the extent to which they needed information on helping special needs
students achieve to high standards, by school characteristics: 1996 (contmued)

Students with disabilities
Extent held to same high standards as other students

. School characteristic

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | s Percent | s.e Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers................... 28 21 51 2.5 19 1.8 2 0.6
Instructional level'
Elementary school ....... 24 39 55 4.5 18 3.2 2 1.0
Middle school.............. 32 2.6 44 3.0 21 2.2 3 0.9
High school.................. 33 _ 3.6 48 3.2 18 3.1 2 09
Geographic region
Northeast 25 34 50 4.8 23 49 2 0.9
Southeast 30 3.7 48 3.4 19 3.1 4 1.7
Central ........ 29 53 54 5.6 16 3.9 1 0.6
WeESt....ocoreeei e, 30 4.2 51 4.6 18 2.5 2 0.9
Enrollment size .
Less than 500............... 20 3.7 58 4.1 21 - 3.8 1 0.4
500t0999.......cccoveneen. 28 3.6 52 3.8 18 2.5 2 0.7
1,000 or more............... 41 3.8 39 4.1 16 3.1 4 1.8
Locale :
34 3.7 44 3.7 20 2.5 3 1.0
33 49 51 54 14 2.5 3 1.5
24 3.9 48 4.2 25 3.1 3 1.0
21 4.4 61 5.9 17 43 +) 03
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch .
Less than 35 percent .... 29 2.9 52 3.6 17 2.5 1 0.6
35 to 49 percent............ 29 .52 50 5.0 21 4.7 1 0.6
50 to 74 percent........... 26 4.4 52 54 17 3.1 6 2.8
75 percent or more........ 28 5.4 46 4.3 23 24 3 1.3
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent ...... 27 4.7 49 54 24 42 1 0.4
6 to 20 percent........ 29 39 54 4.6 15 3.1 2 0.8
21 to 49 percent............ 24 4.6 55 5.3 17 4.0 4 1.7
50 percent or more....... 34 3.9 43 3.1 20 2.2 3 0.8
Number of years teaching
Less than 10................. 27 3.1 51 3.4 20 24 2 0.8
101020 e 31 3.7 48 45 17 32 3 1.4
21 or more................... 27 . 33 52 39 20 3.6 1 0.5
Main subject area taught? - '
Sclf-contained class’ .... 28 38 52 50 18 3.7 3 1.3
Mathematics................. 28 53 51 59 21 - 4.1 0 0.0
Science................ eeerres 30 5.7 52 5.6 18 44 +) 03
Social studies 29 5.0 39 6.2 30 5.4 2 1.2
English/language arts... 34 6.2 51 6.1 14 3.4 1 0.9
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Table B-4.— Percent of public school teachers with special needs students in the classes indicating
the extent to which they applied the same high standards of performance used for
other students to these students, and the percent of all public school teachers

~ indicating the extent to which they needed information on helping special needs
students achieve to high standards, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Students with disabilities

Need for information

School characteristic

Very much needed Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | s.€. Percent | s.€. Percent | s.e.
All teachers.........ccou.... 31 1.9 42 1.8 27 1.7
Instructional level’ '
Elementary school ....... 33 3.5 43 3.3 24 27
Middle school.............. 32 2.7 42 3.8 26 2.6
High school.................. 25 29 42 3.5 32 3.6
Geographic region
Northeast...........cccounne. 36 4.6 39 3.7 25 33
Southeast... 30 3.7 43 4.2 27 3.0
Central ...... 22 3.3 43 4.0 35 42
WESL...comriiemrininnens 35 43 44 3.6 22 3.5
Enrollment size
Less than 500............... 28 3.9 47 3.4 25 29
50010 999........ccoeueeee. 34 3.5 40 3.3 26 2.6
1,000 or more............... 28 3.0 ‘ 41 4.5 31 4.1
Locale
City oo 36 3.3 34 3.9 29 2.7
Urban fringe................. 32 4.5 45 42 23 35
TOWN..ovviirirrrenenreeenene 28 3.8 47 3.7 25 3.4
Rural......ccocovvninnnann 26 5.5 42 48 33 4.7
Percent of students eligible ‘
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent .... 28 29 44 2.7 28 2.7
35 to 49 percent........... 28 5.6 47 5.7 25 33
50 to 74 percent ........... 33 5.2 39 4.3 28 3.8
75 percent or more....... 39 3.3 36 2.4 26 3.1
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent ...... 26 4.0 46 33 28 4.2
6 to 20 percent............. 25 4.1 47 3.7 28 3.8
21 to 49 percent............ 32 42 40 4.5 28 34
50 percent or more....... 39 3.1 37 3.0 23 24
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................. 32 34 44 3.5 25 29
1010 20...c.ccovvrrvvcnnnne. 31 28 43 29 26 29
21 or more........ccccueune.. 29 32 41 3.1 30 28
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’.... 33 4.0 41 3.8 26 3.0
Mathematics................. 30 5.0 36 5.4 34 52
Science.......ccoevricnraneen 33 5.8 45 5.6 22 5.5
Social studies............... 32 6.0 45 6.1 23 3.9
English/language arts... 21 : 3.7 44 4.7 34 5.0

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

"This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.
*The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-5.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities, and the percent indicating the extent to which information was
needed, by school characteristics: 1996

Providing information or advice to parents to help them create
supportive learning environments at home

School characteristic Extent held to same high standards as other students
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | s.e Percent | se Percent | se. Percent |  se.

All teachers.................. 28 1.7 36 1.9 28 1.6 8 1.0
Instructional level'

Elementary school ....... 46 3.5 32 2.6 20 2.6 1 04

Middle school.............. 20 3.0 41 3.8 30 2.9 8 1.8

High school.................. 10 2.3 36 3.3 36 32 18 29
Geographic region

Northeast........c.ccecene... 31 4.3 36 3.8 24 3.6 9 2.0

Southeast.......cccccceceerenne 28 4.1 41 44 25 3.4 6 1.6

Central .....cccccevrvvennnen. 29 4.6 31 3.3 30 3.6 10 1.9

WESL....cocreenierereeneenennnns 25 32 34 3.6 32 3.6 9 2.1
Enrollment size

Less than 500............... 33 3.6 34 3.0 27 3.1 7 1.7

50010 999.....ccoevvrunnenn 30 3.2 38 2.8 25 2.6 7 1.4

1,000 or more............... 19 33 35 3.4 33 3.1 13 2.7
Locale -

City coereirececeenrerenees 31 3.4 34 3.1 29 2.5 6 1.3

Urban fringe................. 35 3.8 36 3.6 22 3.3 7 2.1

TOWN..coverrerrrerarnnnn. 22 3.9 36 3.8 30 32 12 2.0

Rural.....cccooevvrverveneennne 23 . 4.6 38 3.5 32 42 7 20

Percent of students
eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent .... 28 2.5 34 2.8 28 27 11 1.8
35 to 49 percent............ 32 52 34 4.5 28 39 5 1.3
50 to 74 percent........... 27 4.1 40 4.6 25 4.0 8 1.6
75 percent or more....... 26 3.3 39 2.8 29 34 5 1.6
Percent minority
enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 23 3.7 34 3.0 30 3.6 13 2.5
6 to 20 percent.............. 27 3.8 35 4.6 30 4.5 8 2.1
21 to 49 percent............ 36 5.3 35 4.0 22 3.6 6 1.6
50 percent or more........ 25 2.3 39 2.8 30 2.3 6 1.3
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................. 19 22 36 3.2 36 2.6 9 1.9
101020 35 4.0 32 32 24 2.7 8 1.9
21 or more.......ccceevevenene 30 34 39 34 23 3.0 7 1.5
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 48 - 3.6 32 - -3.0 20 24 +) 0.1
Mathematics................. 17 42 33 5.6 39 5.5 11 3.0
Science......ocvveceenennne 11 34 36 5.8 27 6.9 26 57
Social studies............... 18 5.0 46 6.7 30 4.9 6 3.0
English/language arts... 22 44 42 5.9 27 44 9 2.6
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Table B-5.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
imvolvement activities, and the percent indicating the extent to which mformatlon was
needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued) :

Providing information or advice to parents to help them create
supportive learning environments at home

School characteristic Need for information
Very much needed Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers................. Y 1.5 47 1.8 26 1.6
Instructional level'
Elementary school ....... 20 3.1 48 3.6 31 3.6
Middle school .............. 30 2.6 45 3.0 25 2.3
High school.................. 31 2.6 48 3.0 21 3.1
Geographic region
Northeast 26 3.1 42 3.9 32 3.7
Southeast 26 32 51 3.1 23 34
Central .......... 25 38 46 4.2 29 3.6
WeSt..oecerereeieerernennnnn 29 39 50 39 21 32
Enrollment size
Less than 500............... 25 3.6 48 34 27 3.3
500t0999.....cceeueennenn 26 2.1 48 3.0 26 3.0
1,000 or more............... 30 3.0 46 2.8 25 33
Locale
O} T s 29 32 44 2.8 27 3.4
Urban fringe................. 20 2.5 49 . 3.6 31 4.5
TOWN...orvervirieriiinene 33 4.1 42 4.1 25 3.6
Rural ....ooovveivivirinnns 24 3.6 55 43 20 44
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch ‘
Less than 35 percent.... 22 24 48 2.8 30 3.0
35 to 49 percent ........... 26 3.9 49 44 25 4.5
50 to 74 percent............ 31 3.6 49 39 20 4.3
75 percent or more....... 36 5.4 41 4.0 23 3.6
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent ...... 24 3.0 50 3.1 25 2.8
6 to 20 percent.............. 24 34 48 42 27 4.0
21 to 49 percent............ 20 2.7 47 4.0 32 4.7
50 percent or more....... 37 3.9 44 35 18 2.3
Number of years teaching
Less than 10................. 35 24 44 2.7 21 2.5
1010 20..ccieieniieennnes 21 2.1 53 33 .26 2.6
21 or more......cccceuenee. 23 33 45 3.0 31 2.8
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class® ... 22 24 46 3.9 32 3.6
Mathematics.................. 32 4.8 51 5.6 17 3.6
Science......cccvveerennnns 29 42 49 6.0 22 6.1
Social studies................ 32 5.8 42 5.6 26 54
English/language arts... 30 3.6 48 54 22 4.8
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Table B-5.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities, and the percent indicating the extent to which information was
needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Involving parents in classroom activities

Extent held to same high standards as other students

School characteristic

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent |  se Percent | se Percent |  s.e. Percent [ se.
All teachers.................. 10 1.4 26 1.8 36 2.1 28 1.6
Instructional level'
Elementary school ....... 17 3.3 38 3.9 34 39 11 2.1
Middle school.............. 5 1.0 18 2.1 43 2.4 35 3.0
High school.................. 3 1.4 14 23 35 3.2 48 3.5
Geographic region
Northeast...................... 8 3.2 22 2.7 35 3.5 35 3.8
9 2.2 28 4.5 35 3.6 28 3.5
9 2.9 28 4.3 38 4.0 26 3.7
12 33 25 3.2 38 4.4 25 3.1
Enrollment size
Less than 500............... 12 2.7 33 3.2 34 3.1 21 2.7
500 to 999 11 2.8 . 25 3.1 40 3.2 23 2.2
1,000 or more............... 4 1.6 18 2.5 32 3.8 45 3.2
Locale
(313" 11 2.4 27 3.2 36 34 26 24
Urban fringe................. 11 3.5 29 3.9 31 44 29 3.7
TOWN...c.coeeieieeiecereienene 10 2.1 26 39 37 3.6 27 3.7
Rural......cccooverrireveennnes 6 2.8 19 33 43 4.4 32 4.5
Percent of students
eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 10 24 23 2.6 36 3.1 31 25
35 to 49 percent............ 13 3.8 27 5.0 33 4.5 27 39
50 to 74 percent........... 5 1.4 29 55 37 43 29 4.1
75 percent or more....... 10 1.8 28 2.7 41 3.5 21 34
Percent minority
enrollment
Less than 6 percent....... 8 3.0 20 3.2 40 3.5 32 34
6 to 20 percent.............. 12 3.9 29 44 29 4.1 29 3.8
21 to 49 percent........... 10 3.0 28 4.3 38 4.9 24 3.5
50 percent or more........ 8 1.5 26 2.3 38 2.7 28 33
Number of years teaching
Less than 10................ . 6 1.3 20 2.4 44 3.1 31 2.8
1010 20.....convivirnnen 10 2.6 30 3.6 29 34 31 3.6
21 or more........ceveevene. 13 25 27 3.0 36 29 24 2.3
Mam subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 21 3.8 39 3.7 32 4.0 8 1.8
Mathematics................. 2 1.3 13 33 38 4.8 47 4.3
Science.......oovveverevienenns 3 1.6 9 3.5 45 59 43 5.9
Social studies................ 4 2.1 20 4.7 39 6.4 37 6.2
English/language arts... 2 0.9 - 21 4.0 41 4.6 35 4.2
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Table B-S.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected. parental
involvement activities, and the percent indicating the extent to which information was
needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Involving parents in classroom activities

Need for information

School characteristic

Very much needed : Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | s.€. Percent | se. . Percent | s.€.
All teachers.................. 29 1.6 45 : 2.3 26 : 20
Instructional level! ' :
Elementary school ....... 22 2.9 - 51 34 26 32
Middle school.............. 36 3.0 42 2.7 2 2.0
High school.................. 33 2.4 38 34 29 T3y
Geographic region , -,
Northeast........cccceeeenee 27 4.0 .47 . 5.1 26 : 34
Southeast...................... 37 - 3.7 38 3.9 25 4.0
Central ......cccoeveienennne 20 3.0 54 4.7 26 42
WeSt....covereieieciene 32 3.1 42 3.1 26 o 32
Enrollment size :
Less than 500............... 24 2.7 50 3.6 26 " 38
50010 999.....cocrrurreenee. 32 29 44 ' 3.6 24 3.1
1,000 or more............... 32 2.8 41 3.7 27 3.6
Locale .
City o, 32 29 41 -~ 39 . 27 3.5
Urban fringe................. 24 3.5 45 - 3.6 30 3.4
TOWN...ooviiiniiiiiciee 31 3.7 42 . 3.6 27 3.8
Rural ... 30 2.8 54 34 ) 16 . ' 38
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch : :
Less than 35 percent ..., 23 2.6 48 3.3 29 3.0
35 to 49 percent ........... 31 3.7 45 45 24 5.1
50 to 74 percent ........... 40 ) 5.3 39 52 22 47
75 percent or more........ 38 33 39 32 22 32
Percent minority enrollment ) ] v .
Less than 6 percent ...... 22 3.5 51 44 27 . . 33
6 to 20 percent............. 25 3.6 47 35 28 42
21 to 49 percent........... 28 3.7 46 4.6 26 4.7
50 percent or more....... 43 2.7 36 3.1 21 2.6
Number of years teaching ' : -
Lessthan 10................. 39 3.2 41 29 .20 . 3.0
10020, 24 2.6 51 3.6 25 . 31
21 or more.................... 26 2.7 43 4.0 31 35
Main subject area taught? :
Self-contained class’ ... 23 . 29 4}8 3.7 29 " 34
Mathematics................. 38 5.1 42 58 21 5.2
Science.........ccceeennnnnns 33 6.2 50 6.1 B A 4.6
Social studies............... 38 5.1 39 5.5 23 43
English/language arts... 34 4.2 43 52 22 45
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Table B-5.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities, and the percent indicating the extent to which information was
needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Sharing responsibility with parents for academic performance of their children

.. Extent held to same high standards as other students
School characteristic

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | se Percent | se Percent | se. Percent | s.e.
All teachers.................. 26 2.0 34 2.0 24 1.7 16 1.5
Instructional level'
Elementary school ....... 35 3.5 31 33 22 2.8 11 23
Middle school.............. 25 2.6 38 2.7 23 27 15 1.9
High school.................. 15 23 36 3.5 27 3.0 22 29
Geographic region
Northeast..........cocereeeene 26 4.2 33 4.9 26 3.2 16 3.2
Southeast............ceeeueuene 22 3.7 39 33 26 3.6 13 2.6
Central ......cocoeirvernnenn. 27 4.2 30 3.6 24 3.0 18 29
WESE...cocoveeirinerinieicenens 28 3.7 33 3.2 22 3.0 17 3.0
Enrollment size
Less than 500............... 25 3.6 36 4.0 25 2.8 15 22
500t0999.........ccoceenee 30 38 30 23 25 29 15 22
1,000 or more............... 20 24 38 3.8 23 3.4 18 3.5
Locale
City e, 33 4.0 33 3.4 22 2.8 11 2.5
Urban fringe................. 28 3.5 34 4.0 22 4.0 15 3.2
Town....covevieiirncnnnn, 21 3.4 34 3.4 23 2.1 22 3.1
Rural.........coovieiireee 20 5.5 35 3.9 32 3.6 14 3.0
Percent of students
eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 26 33 31 3.0 25 2.6 18 22
35 to 49 percent ........... 24 4.6 40 5.1 25 3.0 11 2.8
50 to 74 percent ........... 26 42 36 3.0 23 33 15 3.2
75 percent or more....... 28 2.9 36 2.8 22 2.1 14 22
Percent minority
enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 19 3.8 36 4.1 27 24 17 2.8
6 to 20 percent ............. 24 4.6 35 4.1 25 48 15 3.6
21 to 49 percent ........... 32 4.9 29 33 23 32 16 3.6
50 percent or more....... 28 22 3.6 22 21 2.0 15 2.0
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................. 21 22 35 34 29 29 14 22
10t020.....cc.ceveeinee 29 29 34 34 21 2.6 16 3.0
21 or more..........c.c....... 28 34 32 4.0 23 3.0 17 2.6
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 38 3.5 31 3.1 22 33 8 1.9
Mathematics................. 15 4.0 36 4.7 31 5.0 17 4.1
Science.........cecvrervenne 17 42 34 5.4 27 57 22 5.9
Social studies................ 20 4.5 37 6.8 16 3.7 27 6.4
English/language arts... 25 43 31 4.2 26 4.7 17 3.5
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Table B-5.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities, and the percent indicating the extent to which information was
needed, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Sharing responsibility with parents for academic performance of their children

Need for information

School characteristic

Very much needed Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | 5.€. Percent | S.€. Percent | s.€.
All teachers................ 33 20 44 1.9 23 1.7
Instructional level'
Elementary school ....... 29 3.0 46 35 25 3.2
Middle school.............. 36 2.6 41 3.0 24 2.5
High school 35 29 44 3.1 21 29
Geographic region
Northeast 27 3.0 51 3.6 22 3.0
Southeast 39 4.0 41 42 20 3.1
Central ......ccovviinnencne 27 4.1 45 3.8 27 3.0
L] SO 38 3.7 38 3.5 24 34
Enrollment size
Less than 500............... 28 3.0 44 3.9 28 3.9
500t0999......cccevvneen. 35 28 44 29 21 24
1,000 or more............... 37 ' 3.6 42 42 ' 21 3.5
Locale
L6513 TN 36 3.6 39 38 24 24
Urban fringe................. 28 33 47 4.0 25 23
TOWN...cooviirerierieneceen, 36 3.6 38 2.7 26 3.8
3301 ¢:1 R 32 4.6 52 45 16 34
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..., 27 23 46 2.6 27 24
35 to 49 percent........... 38 4.6 41 ' 42 20 43
50 to 74 percent............ 43 57 42 5.6 15 2.8
75 percent or more....... 36 3.1 41 2.6 22 2.8
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 27 3.7 49 3.7 24 3.0
6 to 20 percent............. 33 4.8 42 3.9 25 4.7
21 to 49 percent........... 33 3.8 42 52 25 3.8
50 percent or more....... 40 3.1 43 24 17 1.9
Number of years teaching
Less than 10 40 42 42 35 17 2.9
10t020............ 28 29 48 3.8 24 3.1
21 ormore.......cc.cccouenee 32 32 40 34 28 3.1
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 30 3.0 45 3.6 26 3.6
Mathematics................. 40 5.0 40 5.2 19 5.0
Science.......ccccererinnnnnn 38 7.1 50 6.6 12 4.1
Social studies............... 38 6.0 39 6.0 23 6.0
English/language arts... 39 4.0 40 5.1 21 3.8

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.
3The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher

. Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-6.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in professional
development activities, and the mean number of hours they spent on professional
development activities during the period from September 1, 1994, through August

31, 1995, by school characteristics: 1996

: . Percent attending activities Mean number of hours'
- School characteristic -
L Percent | s.e. Number | s.e.

All teachers..........cccccoeceurnrennnn.. T 94 1.0 423 1.8
Instructional level?

Elementary school............ccocovervveennnnen. 95 1.8 46.2 3.0

Middle SChOL.........covueeeeerecreerirereens, ’ 94 2.0 425 2.9

High school ..o, 93 1.6 ' 37.8 2.7
Geographic region

NOIrtheast .......coveveerervieniievenee e, 95 20 41.8 4.5

Southeast..........cooiiireennieeer e 94 2.0 48.2 3.6

Central 94 1.6 37.2 3.1

WESE .o e 93 21 41.8 2.5
Enrollment size

Less than 500..........ccccreveereiveiecenecre, 95 1.6 42.5 3.0

50010999 ..o 94 1.7 42.0 2.4

1,000 or more.......ccceeervvrrenennnn. e 92 22 42.6 3.1
Locale

CltY oot 92 23 44.0 3.1

Urban fringe 95 1.6 49.8 3.8

Town 92 2.0 36.7 2.4

Rural 97 12 37.2 39
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch o

Less than 35 percent...........ccovcveeeeeennnn.. 94 1.2 40.1 24

3510 49 percent..........ooeeririererererereennan, 89 3.4 384 3.8

50 to 74 percent..............cen..e. [ 95 1.2 50.0 5.6

75 PErcent or MOre..........ocevenreeerrerereerenenas. 97 0.9 46.4 35
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent 94 1.6 34.7 22

6 to 20 percent........ 97 1.6 48.0 4.6

21 t0 49 percent........cc.cceuerreercnrnnenrirerenne 91 2.6 42.4 3.6

50 percent or more..........ccereviiivvenrcncnnnnn, . 94 1.6 442 2.6
Number of years teaching

Less than 10 ' 89 2.5 38.2 24

10 to 20 96 1.6 418 2.6

* 21 or more 97 1.0 46.8 3.7

Main subject area taught®

Self-contained class®...........cccoceeeencenrnnnan. 97 1.4 47.6 3.2

Mathematics.........ccoummeevrresveceierenreenerenines 93 3.0 359 29

Science 91 38 46.5 6.1

Social studies 94 3.2 30.9 29

English/language arts 92 3.2 37.6 3.4

'Mean is based only on those teachers who reported that they participated in professional development during the period September 1, 1994,
through August 31, 1995. !

*Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other schoo! characteristics.

*This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)}—that was included on the questionnaire.
*The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-7.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they attended specific types of
professional development activities, and the percent reporting that information on
high standards was a focus of the activity attended, by school characteristics: 1996

Inservice workshop or program

Information on high standards presented’
School characteristic Attended’ . Not r-najor foc-:us, No information
Major focus but information .
provided provided
Percent | se. | Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | s.e.

AlLteachers..........covvwcroreereecnsinens 97 0.5 41 1.9 46 1.9 13 12
Instructionat level®

Elementary school ............cccccocne. 98 0.5 45 34 46 3.3 9 1.9

Middle school 96 1.1 34 3.2 49 2.8 18 23

High school ..o 95 1 42 33 44 3.7 14 2.6
Geographic region

Northeast 95 1.1 41 4.7 47 4.0 12 23

Southeast 97 1.2 40 3.4 47 35 13 25

Central.....oveeerererererccecireeeeee 97 1.2 43 37 46 45 11 25

WESE cevovreceirererercresee e sesenesnesrenennes 98 0.7 39 44 46 32 14 24
Enroliment size

Less than 500..........coccccniieeicnnenne. 98 0.6 46 3.7 46 3.7 8 1.8

500 to 999 97 0.8 39 3.5 48 2.7 14 1.7

1,000 OF MOTE ...ocecrvviecrreceiieieieneens 95 1.4 38 4.0 46 3.7 16 3.3
Locale

CltY oot 96 1.1 44 33 48 32 8 2.1

Urban fringe 98 0.9 42 43 46 37 12 2.1

Town 97 09 36 32 47 34 17, 2.6

Rural 95 1.8 41 5.0 46 5.5 13 3.2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent.............c......... 96 0.9 37 29 48 2.7 14 20

35to 49 percent..........coeeiiiecininnen. 97 1.2 42 5.2 46 5.0 11 2.7

50 to 74 percent....... 98 0.7 41 53 45 4.1 13 2.6

75 percent or more 97 1.2 49 3.6 42 4.0 8 1.5
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent...........coecvevneeneene 96 1.2 34 4.1 52 4.6 14 2.7

6 to 20 percent..........ocooevcvieiriirnnnne 98 0.7 44 4.5 40 42 16 3.1

21 to 49 percent 97 1.3 40 5.0 49 44 11 2.2

50 percent OF MOTE......c.ocveurveeruarenne 96 1.2 46 29 44 29 10 1.7
Number of years teaching

Less than 10......cccovereceecirenincerennens 96 1.1 42 29 44 29 13 2.1

101020 o 97 0.9 33 3.0 52 3.7 14 2.3

21 OF MOTE ...orererirereenenierecnriraraeas 97 0.9 47 3.1 42 2.6 11 2.1
Main subject area taught? , .

Self-contained class®............coonven... 98 0.6 45 3.7 44 - 3.7 . 12 23

Mathematics ........ccorueveucerrcrrrieirins 97 1.7 43 5.2 46 5.0 10 3.5

Science 94 3.1 40 6.0 49 6.9 11 4.1

Social studies........ccocoereveerenricnnnnns 96 1.6 34 5.5 59 5.6 7 28

English/language arts ...................... 96 1.9 32 46 - 48 5.4 20 4.7
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Table B-7.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they attended specific types of
professional development activities and the percent reporting that information on
high standards was a focus of the activity attended, by school characteristics: 1996
(continued)

District or school-based long-term or ongoing comprehensive
professional development program

. Information on high standards presented?
School characteristic Attended! ‘ Not {Tla_]()r fO(-:uS, No information
Major focus but information .
. provided
provided
Percent | s.e. Percent | se. [ Percent [ se. Percent | se.
All teachers.........ccoevevvernnnennnnnnnn.. 71 2.0 47 29 46 3.0 7 1.2
Instructional level®
Elementary school...........c.ccocovnin. 75 2.7 50 4.6 44 4.5 6 1.9
Middle school............cccoevuvrinnrinnnnn. 68 2.7 44 3.1 47 33 10 1.9
High school ...c.c.cccccevvnvveiiinninnnn, 68 3.0 47 38 46 4.1 7 23
Geographic region
Northeast 68 3.5 43 4.7 50 58 7 2.5
Southeast wee. 70 3.6 48 4.7 47 4.6 5 1.7
Central.......... 70 4.6 49 5.9 46 5.7 5 1.8
WESE .ot 75 3.8 48 6.3 42 5.1 11 2.7
Enrollment size
Less than 500.......c...c.ccccovveernviven. 71 32 52 5.1 43 5.1 5 1.8
50010 999 ...c.orcerreinrieee s 72 2.7 43 45 49 4.1 8 2.0
1,000 ormore.......ccoooevrcvcrrevnerinnnn.. 69 3.4 48 49 45 5.0 8 23
Locale
CHY oo e 69 4.0 54 39 42 38 4 1.3
Urban fringe.......coocooocvvvccvvee. 73 3.9 46 6.4 42 5.8 12 2.8
Town 70 4.2 46 4.8 46 42 8 2.0
Rural 71 3.8 42 5.7 55 59 4 2.0
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent 70 3.0 42 48 48 4.6 9 2.1
35 to 49 percent..................... . 19 3.9 48 52 45 5.1 8 2.6
50 to 74 percent....... 65 4.2 49 7.2 48 7.0 2 1.1
75 percent Or MOre............cuevevennnn.n. 72 3.1 59 53 36 52 4 1.2
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent........................ 65 35 43 6.5 50 6.4 7 2.6
6 to 20 percent............ w73 4.1 47 6.6 44 6.3 9 3.0
211049 percent..........cccovnen .. 76 43 42 49 51 52 6 2.2
50 percent Or more..........co.coeevevrnnenn. 70 2.5 58 4.1 36 4.0 5 1.2
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........cccceeevererererecennnnnnn. 65 3.1 48 43 47 42 5 1.9
101020 ..ooiviriveneveeerie e 69 32 42 44 51 5.0 7 2.1
21 OF MOTE ... 78 2.5 51 49 41 4.7 8 24
Main subject area taught
Self-contained class®.............co........ 75 3.4 51 53 43 53 6 23
Mathematics..............c.ccoeereeneennnn 67 5.5 44 6.8 45 6.6 11 40
SCIENCE ...ovrrniiieeeeeeiie e 65 7.1 50 8.3 44 9.0 6 4.0
Social studies.......cccocererriernrrierirennnn. 72 42 46 7.1 49 7.1 5 32
English/language arts ....................... 70 5.5 42 5.7 46 6.1 11 3.0
Q
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Table B-7.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they attended specific types of
professional development activities and the percent reporting that information on
high standards was a focus of the activity attended, by school characteristics: 1996

(continued)
Professional teacher association meeting
Information on high standards presented®
School characteristic Attended" . Not major foc.:us, No information
Major focus but information ded
provided provide
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent [ s.. | Percent | s.e.
All teachers........ccccovieiercvenieciennne 54 1.9 22 24 60 2.7 17 2.1
Instructional level®
Elementary school ........................... 56 3.6 21 42 62 4.7 16 3.8
Middle school............cc.covrvercnnnnee. 51 33 24 32 56 44 20 33
High school ..........cccooveiveiniieae. 55 38 23 3.7 61 4.4 15 3.7
Geographic region
NOThEaSt ......c..eveveererveirrnrenicecannae 62 4.1 22 5.2 61 5.6 16 34
51 44 28 3.5 60 39 12 3.0
55 42 27 5.7 56 6.8 18 435
49 38 13 31 64 5.7 23 5.3
Enrollment size
Less than 500............ccccceverivncenne. 53 3.5 21 5.0 59 6.0 19 4.6
50010 999 ..o, 54 29 20 33 62 3.4 18 2.8
1,000 ormore.....cccooveuviiecnieeieannenn. 55 42 28 42 59 4.7 13 3.6
Locale
ity oottt 52 38 28 39 63 4.4 9 23
Urban fringe ..........cccoceeiiivvnirennnn. 58 2.9 24 5.4 57 5.9 18 4.0
TOWN oottt 54 32 16 3.9 58 6.4 26 6.8
| 2311 ¢:1 OO OO RPR 50 5.2 23 6.0 64 6.4 13 4.0
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent...........ccceene... 56 33 21 3.6 59 4.0 19 3.2
35t0 49 percent......ococvevienvieneincnne 52 5.5 22 53 61 8.4 16 83
50 to 74 percent............occvereeveennnn. 54 5.2 19 3.6 66 5.8 15 3.6
75 percent OF MOTE.........ccererueerinenne 50 3.7 31 5.4 57 6.9 12 3.6
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............ccccocun.... 58 4.1 25 5.6 52 4.8 24 4.0
610 20 percent..........ccevvervrrecerenenens 50 4.5 17 3.9 72 6.0 11 38
21 to 49 percent...........coeeeeverenennen. 55 4.6 19 4.9 61 7.4 20 6.2
50 percent OFr More..........oceeevermenne.. 51 2.7 30 4.2 58 4.7 11 2.1
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........cccoevvnennnvincninnnne 39 3.6 22 44 60 5.4 18 4.4
101020 . 60 3.5 22 3.7 64 4.6 14 2.8
21 OT MOTE ...venereierereieneeeneionaens 61 3.6 23 34 56 42 20 38
Main subject area taught*
Self-contained class’....................... 56 3.6 18 4.6 64 6.0 19 5.3
Mathematics.........coceccerveeeneccerenennens 44 5.7 28 8.2 55 9.1 17 6.2
" SCIENCE ..vorvvererrerrereeiereneesersenensensenens 56 6.7 31 7.6 64 8.1 5 2.6
Social studies........ccceoeerreeerereruenenne 47 6.6 24 7.1 . 59 8.7 18 6.8
English/language arts ...................... 46 5.8 18 4.4 60 6.9 23 5.7
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Table B-7.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they attended specific types of
professional development activities and the percent reporting that information on
high standards was a focus of the activity attended, by school characteristics: 1996

(continued)
Summer institute (which may have included followup activities)
Information on high standards presented”
School characteristic Attended' . Not major fo<.:us, No information
Major focus but information .
provided provided
Percent | se. | Percent [ se. Percent | s.e. | Percent | se.

All teachers........ccoovevverermrnnrenrnrnennc. 36 1.6 45 3.8 45 3.7 10 1.9
Instructional level®

Elementary school..............ccccunee. 39 3.2 50 6.3 42 6.3 8 2.6

Middle school 33 2.8 36 5.4 48 55 16 3.6

High school ..........ccocovvvrvvrevererennn, 36 3.4 46 6.4 46 6.0 8 3.1
Geographic region

Northeast......coccoceeveerevrevencrennnn.. 32 4.5 43 7.8 48 7.4 9 34

Southeast ........ccooovrvrenneeercrcrnnnnnnne. 42 3.9 56 6.1 36 5.4 8 2.8

Central.......oovveeecercnernreneeenene. 37 4.0 36 85 55 9.5 9 3.8

WESL ..ottt 34 3.7 42 7.9 45 7.7 12 4.0
Enrollment size

Less than 500................. reeeeenenanes 35 2.8 47 5.6 44 5.6 9 2.4

50010 999 ......coovrriirrrriceen, 39 2.7 41 5.4 49 5.6 10 2.8

1,000 or more .......cooovvvvvveneenn.. 33 3.7 50 7.5 39 5.6 11 3.5
Locale

CitY oot erreeas 37 3.9 60 6.5 36 5.8 4 1.6

Urban fringe..... 38 3.4 43 7.3 48 8.0 9 52

TOWN .o, 35 32 46 7.5 38 6.6 16 3.7

Rural......ccovvenieeneineininciennen, 34 3.4 28 6.2 62 7.4 10 44
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent........................ 36 2.5 37 5.7 49 6.2 13 3.6

35 to 49 percent 40 5.1 51 10.2 43 9.6 5 2.6

50 to 74 percent 36 4.3 48 7.3 46 7.1 6 2.3

75 percent Or more...................... e 32 35 61 44 33 42 7 2.8
Percent minority enroliment

Less than 6 percent.......................... 36 4.0 35 9.8 55 10.5 10 33

6 to 20 percent..... v 36 4.0 42 6.8 47 6.1 11 4.7

21 to 49 percent......... w36 4.8 47 7.9 44 7.0 9 3.5

50 percent or more................c.v....... 35 2.6 59 3.7 35 34 6 1.7
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10.......cccocovvvvevnnrcerernnas 33 2.5 37 53 50 5.7 13 2.8

10t020........... e 37 2.6 43 5.7 48 5.7 8 2.8

21 or more..... 38 3.6 53 6.5 39 5.4 8 4.4
Main subject area taught*

Self-contained class’........................ 42 3.6 50 5.9 41 6.0 9 2.8

Mathematics........cccccovvrvrvrevrrennnnnn. 33 4.9 58 9.7 38 9.4 4 2.8

Science 43 7.3 36 10.8 49 9.9 15 7.0

Social studies 27 55 54 13.1 43 12.8 3 29

English/language arts 32 3.8 45 8.4 40 8.6 15 6.3

'Percents are based on public school teachers participating in professional development during the period September 1994 through August

1995—94 percent of all teachers.

?Percents are based on teachers who attended the activity.

*Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

*This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.

*The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.
y “OURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher

]: l C arvey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
by school characteristics: 1996

Planned according to school needs
School characteristi'c. . Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | s.e- Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......ococeecccecrnnnnes 41 A 41 2.0 16 14 2 0.6
Instructional level!
Elementary school............... 48 3.7 40 3.6 10 21 1 1.0
Middle school..........cocevenee. 40 3.5 - 42 3.1 15 2.3 3 0.8
High school .........cccovcuvenenes 31 4.2 43 2.9 23 3.1 3 1.0
Geographic region
Northeast.........ccoveeivereennnns 34 5.3 46 4.3 18 3.7 2 0.8
Southeast ........ccocveeeeerennns 46 44 35 3.7 17 34 2 0.8
Central........ccovevvevereeerevennnns 38 4.0 44 44 14 2.5 4 2.1
WESL et 44 38 40 3.9 14 34 1 04
Enrollment size .
Less than 500....................... 43 44 38 42 16 3.1 2 1.3
50010999 ....oovrieenriirrienne 44 o341 40 2.4 15 1.9 2 0.6
1,000 or more........cccceueenene 33 3.3 47 - 42 17 24 3 1.2
Locale
CitY v 44 34 40 2.8 14 2.0 2 0.6
Urban fringe ...l 39 4.1 46 4.2 12 2.6 3. 1.1
TOWN ..oviiiiiceecee, 36 34 40 3.5 21 4.0 3 1.6
Rural.......ccccooiiiiiiiiinins 46 6.2 37 4.8 17 3.1 +) 0.2
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch ‘
Less than 35 percent............ 39 33 44 3.1 15 2.1 2 0.9
35 to 49 percent................... 36 6.3 37 6.0 25 5.3 1 1.0
50 to 74 percent................... 44 4.2 38 3.7 14 2.7 3 1.0
75 percent or more............... 47 2.5 39 35 11 2.2 3 1.0
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent.............. 34 4.8 42 38 20 3.6 4 1.9
6 to 20 percent.............c...... 44 4.0 41 4.4 14 2.5 1 0.5
21 to 49 percent................... 47 4.1 37 4.1 15 3.1 1 0.4
50 percent or more............... 39 25 45 3.0 12 1.7 4 1.1
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........c.coeoeevinna. 37 2.6 42 3.1 19 2.3 2 0.6
101020 .....ccrvvennn s 40 -39 41 4.0 16 2.7 3 1.4
21 OF MOT€ ..vcvverrrvirneriinnis 45 34 41 3.8 12 2.6 2 0.6
Main subject area taught? )
Self-contained class’............ 47 3.6 41 ' 3.9 11 1.8 2. 1.2
Mathematics ............ccveeueene 40 5.8 42 5.9 16 3.5 2 0.8
Science........c.coovviviernnnnnn. 35 58 38 6.5 26 6.4 1 .08
Social studies........cccocvnne... 33 54 47 59 17 4.5 3 1.
English/language arts .......... 43 5.1 46 4.8 9 2.4 2 1.0
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Tabie B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected cnterla,
by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Provided opportunities to share information
with colleagues at your school

School characteristic

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent |  s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | s.e.
All teachers..........cccceeeenenn. 30 23 35 23 26 1.8 8 1.1
Instructional level'
Elementary school............... 39 3.6 35 - 34 20 3.0 6 1.7
Middle school...................... 26 23 38 2.6 27 2.8 9 1.8
High school 21 3.2 34 34 32 3.2 12 1.6
Geographic region
Northeast 25 3.9 39 5.0 29 3.9 6 1.4
Southeast 32 3.6 37 3.7 23 3.0 8 3.0
Central..... 38 4.6 30 44 22 4.2 10 2.8
West ........ e 27 3.7 34 43 29 34 9 22
Enrollment size
Less than 500..........cccccceeee. 34 34 31 34 26 3.2 9 2.5
500 t0 999 .....oovvvriiirrieenn 31 3.1 39 33 25 2.6 5 1.2
1,000 or more........cc.ceveeneeeee 26 3.3 34 28 29 3.4 12 2.0
Locale :
City oo, 35 3.3 33 34 24 2.7 8 2.1
Urban fringe 33 4.8 31 43 28 3.6 9 20
Town 24 33 39 35 26 32 11 3.5
Rural 29 4.2 39 5.5 27 3.5 6 1.7
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent............ 27 3.4 36 33 28 2.8 10 1.6
35 to 49 percent 28 4.7 35 4.6 28 4.0 9 3.6
50 to 74 percent 33 5.1 36 44 23 34 8 2.2
75 percent or more............... 41 48 31 4.6 22 2.6 5 1.5
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent.............. 30 5.5 32 4.0 31 42 7 23
6 to 20 percent..................... 32 3.5 31 3.5 23 3.6 14 2.7
21 to 49 percent................... 26 4.2 41 3.8 26 3.6 6 2.1
50 percent or more............... 34 3.8 34 3.5 25 2.6 7 1.4
Number of years teaching
Less than 10........cccoevreennn.n. 33 3.8 33 3.3 25 24 8 2.0
101020 ..cooovvivevivrerrcreinnnns 29 3.4 35 2.8 29 3.1 7 1.6
21 Or More .......ccoeeeevvereennnns 30 3.1 36 3.7 24 3.2 10 24
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’............ -39 3.8 34 3.9 20 3.6 7 2.1
Mathematics .........ccooouvunen. 27 5.2 39 4.8 29 4.6 5 20
SCIENCE ...cvveviirrrerrereivennee 27 5.2 27 7.1 31 6.2 15 43
Social studies...................... 22 5.5 41 5.6 29 5.0 7 28
English/language arts .......... 21 4.5 43 5.3 25 4.6 11 3.2
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Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Useful for helping students achieve to high standards
School characteristic Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | s.e. Percent | s..

All teachers.........cccocoeevennn 29 o241 45 2.0 22 1.8 5 0.7
Instructional level' v

Elementary school............... 37 3.8 46 33 14 25 3 1.0

Middle school............cccce... 24 24 45 26 25 25 6 1.2

High school .......ccccceoevenennns 20 32 43 3.6 29 3.6 7 1.6
Geographic region

Northeast ...........ccccervvccennen 20 29 49 3.9 25 3.8 6 1.8

Southeast .........ccccrvrvievennen. 38 39 - 36 2.7 21 3.2 5 1.0

Central..........occoeveniicnnennns 31 44 45 5.0 19 32 5 2.0

WESE ..o sicnnnenes 25 39 49 43 22 39 4 1.2
Enrollment size

Less than 500...........cccccevenns 26 2.7 49 33 21 3.6 4 1

50010999 .....ccccvvnininenns 33 3.6 43 3.2 18 25 6 .

1,000 or more ..........cccenneee. 25 34 43 4.0 27 3.1 4 1.2
Locale ‘

CItY oo 37 4.5 38 34 21 3. 4 1.1

Urban fringe .......cccccocevenne. 26 3.7 50 44 19 3.1 4 1.4

TOWN ..occviiriiiiiicricncnens 22 3.0 44 39 26 44 8 22

Rural....ccooiiiiiiniiinenn 30 5.0 47 4.7 19 3.1 4 1.5
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent............ 27 3.1 48 32 21 22 4 1.1

35 to 49 percent................... 22 5.8 39 48 32 54 6 23

50 to 74 percent..........o.c.... 29 3.7 46 4.1 19 2.7 7 1.6

75 percent or more............... 40 32 39 3.1 16 2.6 4 1.2
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent.............. 22 3.9 45 39 27 4.0 5 20

6 to 20 percent................c.... 27 3.6 46 4.0 21 3.5 5 1.6

21 to 49 percent................... 31 4.6 45 43 20 3.2 4 1.3

50 percent or more............... 34 2.7 42 34 19 2.2 5 1.2
Number of years teaching

Less than 10.......cccccocevnennns 22 2.7 47 32 25 29 6 1.6

101020 ., 30 3.4 45 3.0 20 2.6 5 1.5

2l ormore........ccocovvvcrenne. 33 3.5 43 4.0 20 25 4 1.0
Main subject area taught

Self-contained class’............ 37 3.8 44 3.6 15 3.1 3 1.3

Mathematics ...........ccceuenee. 31 6.2 39 5.1 21 3.7 9 3.1

Science ..., 22 5.3 45 5.3 24 6.2 10 3.5

Social studies..........coooeenene 20 5.1 50 6.4 26 5.1 3 1.4

English/language arts .......... 33 4.7 44 49 19 3.6 4 1.4

73

65




Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Aligned with high standards’

School characteristic Great extent Moderate extent |.  ‘Small extent Not at all
3 Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers........cccccvcenvennnee. 28 19 45 1.8 23 1.7 5 0.7
Instructional level'
Elementary school............... 34 34 47 3.4 15 3.1 3 1.1
Middle school 26 2.0 42 2.9 25 2.6 7 1.2
High school .......c.cc.ccciunnne 22 33 43 3.5 30 3.1 5 T2
Geographic region
Northeast .........ccovrveeeerrnencen 25 3.8 41 3.7 28 4.0 5 1.2
© SOULhEASt ...cvoonovrrerecrivrcrens 35 43 39 3.0 21 - 32 4 1.1
Central......ccocoevvnrinrecnnnenenns 26 3.8 50 44 19 28 5 22
WESE et 26 3.2 48 3.7 22 3.9 4 -1.0
Enrollment size
Less than 500.............ccccenu.. 30 3.6 44 3.9 22 3.6 5 1.6
50010999 .....cccviniriinn 28 3.1 45 2.8 22 25 5 . 0.9
1,000 or more.........c.ccccenene. 27 3.8 44 3.8 24 25 5 1.2
Locale
L0313 O 32 43 44 4.1 19 3.1 4 1.0
Urban fringe .......ccconeneee. 30 3.8 45 3.7 20 2.6 4 1.1
TOWN ..o 25 3.0 38 3.6 30 3.8 6 2.0
Rural......ccoooovivcivinnnnnn, 23 4.6 52 4.5 22 3.6 - 4 1.2
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent............ 26 29 46 3.1 24. 2.0 4 1.0
35 to 49 percent................... 22 6.1 50 5.8 24 49 4 1.4
50 to 74 percent................... 31 4.0 40 34 21 3.6 9 1.7
75 percent or more.............. 37 35 40 3.2 19 22 4 1.2
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent.............. 21 3.7 46 53 26 3.6 6 22
6 to 20 percent.........c........... 27 38 46 39 23 3.1 4 1.4
21 to 49 percent.................. 33 43 43 4.1 21 40 3 0.9
50 percent or more............... 30 22 43 2.6 20 1.8 . 6 1.1
Number of years teaching . i
Less than 10..........ccocceeenene. 25 3.0 47 3.7 24 2.8 4 1.0
1010 20 ..o 29 2.9 42 3.0 24 3.0 5 1.4
21 0r more......oocvuceerierrenees 29 3.1 45 3.5 21 2.6 5 1.2
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’............ 35 3.7 47 4.1 14 34 4 1.3
Mathematics .........c.cevcneunen 30 5.6 44 5.3 24 3.8 3 1.3
SCience ... 31 438 32 5.1 31 6.0 7 34
Social studies.........c..coeneu... 24 44 45 5.4 26 5.7 5 3.0
English/language arts .......... 25 4.2 49 5.0 21 4.0 5 1.6
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Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
. by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Provided strategies to apply in the classroom

School characteristic . Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
' Percent | se. .| Percent | se. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.

All teachers.......cccceeveverennnnen 29 1.9 40 - 1.8 24 1.9 7 1.2
Instructional level'

Elementary school............... 41 3.8 40 33 16 2.7 3 .

Middle school...................... 19 2.1 44 2.6 29 2.7 8 1.5

High school ..........cccourveneee. 19 3.4 38 3.6 29 3.5 14 2.5
Geographic region

Northeast.......ccceovervveiienee. 26 39 39 4.8 29 4.9 6 1.5

Southeast..................... e 37 3.6 40 4.1 17 2.8 7 1.9

Central........cccoooovrvririenien 27 49 37 39 26 3.6 9 2.7

WESE coeveereveiriicieeer e 24 41 - 45 39 23 3.8 7 1.9
Enrollment size

Less than 500...................... 28 3.9 44 3.7 22 33 7 1.8

500 to 999 34 3.2 38" 2.7 23 24 5 1.2

1,000 or more 21 25 40 3.9 27 3.4 11 2.7

" Locale

Clty oo 34 39 39 3.0 20 3.0 6 1.7

Urban fringe........cccccovnnnee. 29 4.0 38 3.6 26 3.1 8 20

Town ..o 24 25 38 3.1 30 4.0 9 24

Rural......c.cooovoviiiniien e 26 5.6 49 43 17 3.2 7 1.8
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent............ 25 29 40 29 28 29 7 1.6

35 to 49 percent................... 24 5.8 43 6.0 25 53 9 2.6

50to 74 percent.................. 33 47 41 4.0 18 N | 8 23

75 percent or more............... 4] 2.8 40 3.0 14 2.3 6 1.6
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent.............. 25 4.7 38 3.1 - 26 3.6 10 3.0

6to 20 percent.................... 30 42 37 3.9 25 3.2 7 1.8

21 to 49 percent................... 26 4.6 43 4.0 26 48 5 1.6

50 percent or more............... 33 23 . 42 23 17 23 8 1.7 -
Number of years teaching .

Lessthan 10.............ccoeveeee. 28 2.7 40 3.1 26 3.4 6 1.2

101020 ..ccieeeiieceeenne 28 3.4 41 3.2 23 2.7 9 24

21 ormore........c.cceevvereennnne. 30 3.2 40 3.1 22 3.2 7 1.7
Main subject area taught?

Self-contained class®............ 39 40 40 3.7 17 34 4 14

Mathematics..........ccccoveeene 21 4.6 44 53 27 5.7 8 24

Science ........ccceveiveirvernennnen 18 44 39 6.5 33 5.7 10 4.7

Social studies...........ccoreneee. 17 4.6 52 6.2 22 48 9 3.5

English/language arts .......... 31 4.8 43 4.6 22 3.3 4 1.5
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Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Ongoing, integrated professional development program
School characteristic Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | s.e.

All teachers.........ccccocvevennne 26 1.9 40 2.0 23 1.9 11 1.3
Instructional level’

Elementary school............... 34 3.8 40 3.8 18 3.2 9 2.0

Middle school..........c.cceeuens 25 25 37 24 25 2.5 13 2.0

High school 16 2.6 43 3.3 29 33 12 2.1
Geographic region

Northeast 28 4.0 41 5.1 21 3.5 11 2.5

Southeast 25 35 40 39 21 3.4 14 32

Central................. 31 5.0 34 3.9 25 5.2 10 o241

WESE ..coviiviriiieirienerericanne 22 43 44 3.8 25 3.8 9 20
Enrollment size

Less than 500............ccceveun.e. 28 3.9 36 3.7 25 3.8 11 2.5

50010999 .....cocovuenen. e 29 3.4 40 2.7 19 22 12 2.0

1,000 or more 18 2.7 45 4.2 27 33 9 1.8
Locale

City oo, 27 4.1 41 3.5 25 3.0 7 1.8

Urban fringe ........cccocvvvrennnen. 29 4.7 41 42 21 4.0 8 2.0

TOWN ..o, 22 2.7 37 3.9 25 3.7 17 3.1

Rural....ccooevinnienininenrinnns 26 6.1 42 55 20 4.5 11 2.8
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch i

Less than 35 percent............ 27 3.0 38 2.6 23 2.8 11 1.6

35 to 49 percent................... 23 48 42 5.0 26 5.0 10 3.6

50 to 74 percent................... 24 4.0 40 34 22 34 14 2.6

75 percent or more............... 29 3.0 43 3.6 20 20 8 1.7
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent.............. 24 4.7 36 3.6 24 4.1 15 2.7

6 t0 20 percent............ooeeenne 29 3.8 35 3.6 26 3.9 10 3.2

21 t0 49 percent...........oecevee 26 4.9 44 45 20 43 10 24

50 percent or more............... 25 2.5 45 32 22 1.8 9 1.5
Number of years teaching

Less than 10.......ccc.cvverrnnnne 22 34 42 34 21 23 . 14 22

10020 ..o, 27 3.2 39 33 24 28 10 2.1

2lormore.........cceevenrvicnnnne 29 3.0 39 34 23 3.0 9 22
Main subject area taught?

Self-contained class’............ 35 4.0 36 39 17 34 11 2.3

Mathematics.........cecocererunne 14 44 50 5.0 29 5.3 7 1.7

Science ..o.ovvervvieereserieiinnen 20 54 35 58 35 7.2 11 54

Social studies...........coeereenan 20 44 48 6.1 25 53 7 2.8

English/language arts........... 26 4.7 43 44 20 3.3 11 3.2
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Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Provided followup activities

School characteristic Great extent "Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | s.e.
All teachers......c..cooeeeriuennns 17 1.7 33 2.1 34 2.0 16 14
Instructional level'
Elementary school............... 25 3.1 37 34 28 3.0 9 1.9
Middle school...................... 12 1.8 32 2.6 36 24 19 23
High school ........cccoveiienes 8 23 27 3.1 40 34 24 3.1
Geographic region
© Northeast......coocoeeeviinnnne. 16 3.1 34 42 35 3.9 15 2.7
22 42 34 4.0 31 3.8 13 1.8
16 32 32 52 32 42 20 34
13 3.6 31 4.1 39 4.0 17 2.7
Enrollment size '
Less than 500...........cccceuenen 15 3.0 36 34 33 39 16 2.6
5000999 ..o 21 2.8 33 3.0 31 2.6 15 2.0
1,000 or more ......cccococeveuennen 12 23 28 33 42 42 19 24
Locale
City .o 21 3.2 36 3.2 28 33 15 25
Urban fringe ......ccccovevenennae 18 3.8 30 4.0 34 35 17 2.8
TOWN oo 12 24 29 33 41 3.3 18 32
Rural.....ccccoeviiiiniiiiins 15 39 37 5.7 33 5.4 15 3.1
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent............ 13 25 31 33 38 32 17 23
35 to 49 percent................... 14 4.6 33 4.9 39 54 14 35
50 to 74 percent................... 23 4.7 34 3.7 24 3.1 19 2.7
75 percent or more............... 23 2.6 37 - 4.1 27 23 13 24
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent......... e 13 3.1 32 48 35 44 19 34
6 to 20 percent.......cceeene. 17 4.2 34 35 32 34 17 35
21 to 49 percent................... 18 3.5 28 4.0 39 43 14 2.8
50 percent or more............... 18 1.9 37 32 30 22 14 2.0
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........cccoveeennas 16 2.6 30 3.2 36 2.6 18 25
101020 .o 17 27 34 35 32 2.8 17 25
21 Or MOTE ....ovevveevee e 17 3.0 34 3.2 36 37 13 23
Main subject area taught®
Self-contained class’............ 26 29 36 3.6 27 34 11 25
Mathematics ..........cococeveennes 10 34 31 53 39 4.9 20 3.7
Science ..o 13 4.4 30 5.7 35 59 22 5.6
Social studies............cccoceene. 9 25 37 6.9 41 6.8 14 44

English/language arts .......... 13 3.7 38 5.2 34 3.8 15 35
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Table B-8.—Percent of public school teachers describing the school-sponsored or supported
professional development activities they attended during the period from
September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995, according to selected criteria,
by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Provided networking activities
School characteristic Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent |  se. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.. Percent | s.e.
All teachers......c.coovreeuennene. 10 1.3 24 1.6 30 1.8 35 1.8
Instructional level' :
Elementary school............... 13 2.6 25 3.1 29 3.1 33 3.1
Middle school...........ccue... 8 1.5 23 2.5 33 - 2.5 36 24
High school ......cccvvvueuenene. 7 22 24 3.0 31 3.2 38 33
Geographic region
Northeast .......cccoovvrververennens 10 2.8 25 3.8 31 3.6 34 4.1
Southeast........ccoeverrrecrirennne 14 3.7 18 3.0 35 44 33 32
Central........cccoeveeeveeeerernenenn 8 2.0 32 4.7 26 4.6 34 3.6
WESE c.coveereenireeereenesessesaseanne 8 2.2 22 2.8 30 44 39 34
Enrollment size .
Less than 500.......ccccccveueueee 7 - 1.8 28 3.8 25 3.2 39 4.1
500 t0 999 .....ccovveereirenen 12 2.4 21 2.0 34 27 33 25
1,000 or more.........ceverunnene 10 2.6 25 3.7 31 3.7 34 33
Locale
CitY ceveeeeeeenereeccneneeresesaenes 15 3.0 24 3.6 32 3.9 28 29
Urban fringe .......cccccovevennne 12 29 24 3.5 29 4.0 35 3.9
Town 4 1.1 24 3.7 30 3.9 41 4.6
Rural....cccccevverenennn. reeeeenenes 8 3.0 26 4.3 30 44 36 4.9
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent............ 9 2.0 25 2.8 31 2.6 35 2.6
35 to 49 percent................... 9 4.6 24 3.2 32 4.5 35 4.7
50 to 74 percent................... 12 3.4 25 35 26 4.1 38 4.1
75 percent or more............... 14 2.3 22 2.7 31 3.7 33 53
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent.............. 6 2.0 27 4.8 29 4.5 38 3.9
6 to 20 percent.......... AR 11 29 21 3.6 32 4.1 36 3.2
21 to 49 percent 11 3.0 27 44 28 3.8 33 3.8
50 percent or more............... 11 1.4 22 2:2 33 32 34 4.0
Number of years teaching v
Less than 10.......ccccccevevevennen. 10 2.1 24 2.8 33 27 33 3.5
10 to 20 11 1.9 25 2.6 32 2.8 32 2.8
21 ormore.......ccoeeeeevevennens 9 23 25 3.2 26 2.9 41 3.7
Main subject area taught? .
Self-contained class’............ 13 24 23 2.8 27 29 38 3.0
Mathematics .........ocoeevrvennen 6 3.5 23 4.7 36 5.3 34 5.5
SCIENCE ..o ieeeceeernrenene 11 44 13 5.0 38 6.3 38 6.0
Social studies..........cceverervenes 6 1.8 29 6.1 32 6.3 33 6.1
English/language arts........... 7 2.2 27 4.4 34 4.0 32 4.0

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few such schools in the sample. Data for
combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

*This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.
*The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

NOTE: Percents are based on public school teachers participating in professional development during the period September 1994 through
August 1995—94 percent of all teachers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-9.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that specific information sources were
used and that they were very effective in helping the respondent to understand or use
comprehensive reform strategies, by school characteristics: 1996

o Other Inservice School Institutes or School Professional
School characteristics teachers training administrators |  Workshops districts journals
Percent| s.. |Percent| s.. |Percent] s.e. [Percent] se. [Percent] s.e. [Percent] s.e.
All teachers .........ccccoocrirrnnne 39 2.1 37 22 23 1.9 38 20 16 1.7 26 23
Instructional level!
Elementary school........................ 42 38 46 37 27 33 44 39 20 2.7 34 38
Middle school.... 38 26 34 26 23 2.7 37 2.6 15 2.0 24 3.0
High schoo] ... 35 3.1 28 34 14 20 29 32 12 23 17 2.6
Geographic region )
Northeast 33 44 37 49 21 3.7 36 45 16 32 28 4.6
Southeast 41 38 46 46 29 35 42 3.6 22 36 30 38
Central ... 39 38 33 43 22 5.1 37 4.1 14 30 27 47
WESE....ceeiciiciicineensiceecisicvsiines 40 39 33 29 19 33 35 32 14 26 19 28
Enrollment size
Less than 500..........ccccccoeorennrenn. 36 45 42 37 21 34 43 3.6 16 2.7 30 48
50010 999......oiiiririnrneeene 38 28 36 32 24 3.1 36 3.0 17 28 26 3.1
1,000 0r more .........ccecvreeenieinrcnne 43 34 33 3.1 23 3.1 33 35 16 23 20 3.0
Locale
CltY oot 40 35 41 39 29 35 43 36 21 43 28 43
Urban fringe .. 49 47 44 4.7 26 44 38 34 18 38 27 42
Town 36 3.7 28 38 15 22 30 3.6 12 22 25 37
Rural 27 38 36 4.5 21 37 39 6.5 15 25 24 53
Percent of students eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent..................... 37 33 36 3.0 21 29 38 3.0 14 2.1 30 . 33
35 to 49 percent........ 35 5.1 34 5.0 18 4.0 34 45 17 4.2 21 4.8
50 to 74 percent..... 44 39 42 52 30 49 39 5.0 22 49 18 29
75 percent or more........................ 42 23 41 2.8 26 3.7 40 34 19 2.5 27 34
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent....................... 34 32 33 3.6 22 4.6 33 5.0 12 2.7 27 5.0
6 to 20 percent....... 44 5.8 43 46 24 45 42 23 22 4.1 29 5.1
21 to 49 percent..... . 36 33 35 44 21 33 36 4.1 13 42 24 38
50 percent or more.............o.......... 41 2.6 40 3.0 25 3.0 39 2.8 19 23 25 2.8
Number of years teaching
Less than 10.........ccccomironinnaen. 47 32 35 31 23 31 36 26 15 2.8 24 3.0
10t0 20.......... 40 36 34 32 27 32 36 36 16 2.6 29 .37
21 or more 30 35 43 4.6 18 24 40 3.7 18 2.8 25 3.5
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.................... 45 4.1 45 43 30 37 45 4.0 20 32 33 4.6
Mathematics ...........ccocevnervenreeen. 35 44 24 4.8 18 5.0 29 4.1 11 , 34 13 3.6
SCIENCE ...ooeeriveiiereeeiisencene 32 47 28 5.6 13 47 25 . 6.0 16 46 26 5.7
Social studies..........ccoccovrerveiricen 31 5.7 32 50 . 18 35 24 4.2 14 45 20 5.4
English/language arts ................... 47 5.1 38 43 20 35 45 5.0 20 4.0 28 49
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Table B-9.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that specific information sources were
used and that they were very effective in helping the respondent to understand or use
comprehensive reform strategies, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

State-developed Statg or d.l strict . Professional teacher| Institutions of
School characteristics content standards education Media ‘associations higher education
conferences e
Percent | se. [ Percent | se. [ Percent | se. [ Percent| se. [ Percent] se.
All teachers ........cccoooevereeninennn. 15 14 28 2.1 12 15 20 18 26 20
Instructional level'
Elementary school.............cccccec. 16 2.7 32 39 14 2.7 21 3.1 31 44
Middle school . 15 26 29 25 10 19 24 28 25 27
High school ........ccccovicinercnnnns 13 24 22 23 10 22 15 22 19 32
Geographic region
Northeast ...........ccccereinvecnnenuenns 14 4.1 21 5.0 14 4.1 18 33 31 5.7
Southeast .... 17 3.1 35 4.1 12 22 20 28 23 32
Central..... . 15 3.0 24 43 12 28 18 5.1 26 5.1
WSt ccreecsracrereenes 12 28 30 3.6 10 20 22 33 23 38
Enrollment size
Less than 500........cccoceovcenruennnnnne. 18 3.5 29 4.2 13 3.1 17 36 31 39
50010 999......cciieeeen 13 25 25 26 10 2.1 21 2.7 26 28
1,000 0r MOTE .....oovevervecierennenne 13 25 30 31 13 26 21 33 19 3.0
Locale
CitY oo 13 22 29 29 15 24 18 29 24 3.0
Urban fringe .. . 16 35 31 3.6 14 32 25 4.8 32 5.2
TOWN oot 14 3.2 20 2.6 6 1.8 21 35 21 33
Rural......coovevcirnnccces 17 38 32 7.0 12 43 12 31 25 45
Percent of students eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent..................... 14 25 24 34 11 2.6 23 33 27 32
35 to 49 percent 14 3.6 27 34 11 3.1 12 3.1 20 39
50 to 74 percent 12 32 36 4.5 12 28 21 3.7 21 36
75 percent or more..............c......... 20 32 32 2.7 15 32 16 2.1 32 3.0
Percent minority enroliment
Less than 6 percent....................... 16 4.0 25 5.7 14 38 17 47 27 4.2
6 to 20 percent...... 12 24 29 4.0 7 22 22 39 24 5.5
21 to 49 percent.... 14 33 24 3.1 11 31 21 3.7 24 4.1
50 percent or more.... 16 23 33 22 15 24 18 23 28 2.7
Numpber of years teaching
Lessthan 10.........ccooocvriricncnenee 11 1.9 26 28 13 2.7 16 2.7 28 26
108020 14 28 28 32 12 23 22 29 21 3.0
21 OF MOFE ..ot 18 3.0 29 4.6 11 23 21 38 27 4.1
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..................... 16 3.0 32 33 14 28 21 3.6 30 44
Mathematics 14 49 20 4.5 4 1.7 25 53 15 43
SCIENCE ..ot 6 2.8 14 4.4 9 4.0 21 5.6 20 5.2
Social studies............ccooevneirenne 12 3.6 21 5.1 17 5.1 16 39 18 44
English/language arts ................... 15 3.6 34 5.5 11 33 16 38 23 4.6
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Table B-9.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that specific information sources were

used and that they were very effective in helping the respondent to understand or use
comprehensive reform strategies, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Other teacher

Intermediate or

State department of Teacher unions National model regional education
School characteristics education organizations content standards g agency
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent  se.
All teachers .........cocooceiniienennn 7 1.1 19 23 11 1.6 12 1.7 8 1.5
Instructional leve!'
Elementary school............c....cceuun. T8 22 22 36 12 2.8 12 29 8 27
Middle school.........cccocevvieieeninnne. 10 20 23 32 11 2.1 13 26 10 22
High school ..o 4 13 14 29 10 2.6 11 28 7 23
Geographic region
Northeast ............ e 7 4.0 20 4.5 10 25 13 4.0 9 34
Southeast .........ooovviiniiiienriininenne 12 24 14 3.0 9 3.6 13 37 7 32
Central ... 3 14 24 5.0 14 36 11 3.6 5 2.0
WESL....ocveie et enee 5 1.6 18 3.0 12 3.1 10 2.0 11 24
Enrollment size -
Less than 500.... 8 28 18 33 7 2.7 15 38 9 3.0
50010 999......... 7 1.6 21 3.6 14 27 10 22 7 1.4
1,000 or more 6 1.6 18 43 12 29 11 2.7 8 42
Locale
10 21 18 37 14 3.6 10 3.0 8 18
3 1.3 26 5.1 16 4.0 17 4.8 12 4.6
1.3 15 39 6 1.9 9 34 5 1.7
11 40 15 34 8 38 11 34 8 28
Percent of students eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent..................... 5 1.9 25 34 14 2.6 12 29 7 1.8
35 to 49 percent....... 7 32 10 33 7 2.1 18 49 12 5.0
50 to 74 percent... 8 23 15 3.0 8 4.2 6 20 5 24
75 percent Of MOTE..............oceeunis 14 24 17 27 13 22 8 1.8 10 23
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6'percent....................... 7 37 19 3.7 13 32 9 34 7 31
6 to 20 percent......... 5 1.4 24 49 6 2.7 15 29 9 28
21 to 49 percent....... 4 2.0 16 38 11 4.2 11 3.6 5 2.8
50 percent or more 14 2.1 19 22 15 24 11 2.5 10 2.0
Number of years teaching
Less than 10............cccocooviiiinns 7 1.6 21 32 9 24 10 2.2 7 1.7
1010 20 5 12 18 39 12 2.7 13 32 10 29
21 OF MOTE ..o 9 28 18 35 13 29 12 2.7 8 19
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®..................... 6 1.2 20 4.5 14 38 14 35 8 2.6
Mathematics 4 1.6 10 40 8 39 12 4.4 44
Science ... SOTPOVIP 10 39 28 63 6 5.0 10 44 11 4.6
Social studies.............ccocoiiiiennn 3 20 14 4.5 10 43 13 4.5 1.2
English/language arts .................. 8 4.0 23 5.1 15 5.6 5 24 7 3.0
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Table B-9.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that specific information sources were
used and that they were very effective in helping the respondent to understand or use
comprehensive reform strategies, by school characteristics: 1996 (continued)

. NSF-funded Other U.S. ED U.S. ED Regional
School characteristics Electronic networks initiatives US. EDERIC offices/programs Labsg
Percent  se. [ Percent | se. - | Percent | se. [ Percent | Percent | se.
All teachers.................. s 15 1.8 16 24 11 2.1 7 1.4 4 1.1
Instructional level
Elementary school.............c......... 14 4.0 15 36 13 4.7 8 2.5 5 2.6
Middle school........ . 18 3.0 20 35 11 2.8 8 2.6 4 1.7
High school ..o, 15 38 12 37 7 33 3 2.0 1 0.4
Geographic region
Northeast ...........ccooccveinieninnnne. 2] 52 13 5.0 11 77 6 2.6 6 48
15 43 15 38 16 44 8 4.0 4 1.5
11 4.1 16 55 9 3.6 6 29 2 1.8
14 3.0 18 4.1 5 2.0 7 1.7 2 0.8
Enroliment size
Less than 500............ccccvnvrnenns 14 4.1 13 3.1 16 6.2 4 1.9 4 3.1
500 to 999....... o 13 32 17 42 8 1.6 9 3.1 4 1.3
1,000 or more.........ococevrerviinrinnnnnn 19 44 16 39 7 25 6 2.2 2 1.0
Locale
Gty e 19 36 18 5.0 16 3.8 13 3.6 6 20
Urban fringe 16 43 18 48 3 1.6 5 2.2 1 0.7
Town 9 28 12 3.1 3 14 2 1.0 1 0.6
Rural 15 44 14 4.8 27 9.8 5 2.6 7 6.6
Percent of students eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch .
Less than 35 percent..................... 17 3r 9 39 12 43 3 1.4 3 23
35 to 49 percent......... v 13 6.4 18 53 6 3.6 10 6.6 2 14
50 to 74 percent............ccoemn.... 13 39 19 5.5 6 22 4 2.2 2 1.0
75 percent or more.........cercvivieee. 15 2.7 27 5.0 16 3.8 17 3.0 10 25
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...................... 15 5.0 7 32 14 6.9 2 1.9 4 45
6 to 20 percent........ 9 37 19 6.9 7 4.8 2 1.7 2 1.3
21 to 49 percent.. e 18 52 14 43 9 33 9 5.0 1 04
50 percent or more........................ 20 35 22 32 12 24 13 2.1 8 19
Number of years teaching
Less than 10..................... eveereraen 22 4.4 15 34 10 2.6 6 1.9 4 13
e 13 36 13 3.6 8 3.8 8 3.6 2 0.9
21 0T MOTE ....coveirerrrrrercrenieeans 12 32 19 4.6 14 5.6 6 2.0 5 3.6
Main subject area taught? : _
Self-contained class’.................... 14 3.8 20 4.6 12 35 10 34 4 1.2
Mathematics .................. .. 18 7.6 10 3.6 13 7.8 2 1.7 1 1.1
Science ....oovvvvririrecnninnns e 120 44 14 43 6 4.6 10 54 0 0.0
Social studies.......... 19 63 16 11.4 3 2.1 2 1.7 1 0.9
English/language arts 12 4.5 10 5.5 17 7.4 10 4.2 2 1.6

'Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few such schools in the sample. Data for
combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

*This table does not show the additional response category—other (specify)—that was included on the questionnaire.
*The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-10.—Percent of public school teachers reporting their ranking of selected formats for.
receiving information about comprehensive reform strategies or activities, by school
characteristics: 1996 ' :

Hard copy
.. First Second Third ' Fourth
School characteristic choice . choice choice choice
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers.........ccoveevevnccncicncneens 34 1.8 50 1.7 15 1.2 1 - 0.4
Instructional level*
Elementary school..........cccoeoeunnne. 28 34 53 33 17 2.5 1 0.8
Middle school.......c.cccovvieiniiininnnne. 40 3.2 49 33 10 1.5 1 0.5
High school .......ccooceenviiinniinnnne. 39 29 47 3.1 13 1.7 1 0.3
Geographic region : . :
NOMhEast ......oveeeeeieeeveeeiee et 40 36 . 48 33 12 22 +) 0.3
SOUtheast .......ccocvvvvereeveerernenrereeanes 31 32 51 3.4 16 24 2 1.6
Central 33 4.6 52 52 14 28 +) 03
WESE ..o reenineiiesses i 33 3.1 49 2.6 16 24 1 0.4
Enrollment size :
Less than 500............cccoooiiiinnins 30 42 51 3.5 17 2.8 1 1.3
50010999 ..o 37 24 50 2.6 13 1.8 1 03
1,000 OF MOTE ..vvcrvverecrerreeerenreenecenns 35 27 49 3.1 15 1.7 1 04
Locale
CHtY oo s 31 34 53 3.4 15 2.9 1 0.5
Urban fringe .....c.ccocevvevieevciininnnnnns 32 34 49 3.7 18 26 (B 0.2
TOWN et 39 3.6 46 32 12 24 2 1.3
RUral. ..o 34 . 4.1 51 3.9 12 27 +) 0.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch : :
Less than 35 percent.......c.ccccocureunes 36 2.9 46 2.8 17 1.9 +) 0.2
351049 percent..........ccoocveeirveurenenns 33 42 49 4.1 13 3.1; 3. 2.2
50 to 74 percent.........ccceeeiiniiiennnns 28 3.6 58 3.8 13 2.7 1 -+ 0.6
75 percent Or MOTE.........cooevrennrnnne. 35 5.0 53 3.8 11 2.2 1- 0.4
Percent minority enrollment Coe
Less than 6 percent.........ccoccoveenen. 40 34 46 3.8 14 23 +) 0.2
6 t0 20 percent..........cccoevevererinrennne. 34 44 46 3.5 18 3.0 ) 0.3
21 to 49 percent.........ccoevveriericnnne. 27 33 57 3.6 15 2.8 1 - 13
50 percent OF MOTE.........cceevvvenrrunnnn 35 33 51 3.0 12 1.7 2 0.6
Number of years teaching
Less than 10.......cocccieevvinnnicieninnnne 34 24 46 2.1 18 23 1 1.1
1010 20 .ot 34 34 52 3.9 12 24 1 0.3
21 OF MOTE ..vevenreeereneiecesieveessnnns 34 3.1 50 32 14 22 1 0.3
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Table B-10.—Percent of public school teachers reporting their ranking of selected formats for
receiving information about comprehensive reform strategies or activities, by school
characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Workshops and summer institutes
School characteristic Fir§ t Second Thi.rd Fourth
choice choice choice choice
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.

All teachers........coccocrvvviricrrcrn. 56 1.8 34 1.8 10 14 +) 0.0
Instructional level”

Elementary school.......................... 64 34 27 3.1 8 2.0 (+) 0.1

Middle school.........covevvveeirinnennnn, 52 3.5 37 3.1 10 1.5 -0 0.0

High school ..o, 49 34 40 3.5 12 2.5 0 0.0
Geographic region

Northeast .....c.ocveceiiniiiiiiirreeree, 53 32 38 3.5 9 2.3 +) 0.1

Southeast .......c..coocoviieciirircricrre 62 3.7 29 34 9 2.8 0 0.0

Central ..c..coovcniniiiii e 56 54 33 4.5 11 3.0 0 0.0

WESE ..coviricrenorenareniie e 54 3.8 35 33 10 2.1 0 0.0
Enrollment size

Less than 500..................ccccovrurunnn. 59 3.8 29 34 11 25 0 0.0

50010999 .o, 56 2.2 36 2.6 8 1.6 (+) 0.1

1,000 or more ..., 54 33 34 3.1 12 24 0 0.0
Locale

CitY et 62 32 30 2.8 8 1.5 +) 0.1

Urban fringe 56 34 36 3.1 7 2.1 0 0.0

Town 52 4.0 35 39 13 33 0 0.0

Rural.....cocooiiiiieeceee 55 4.5 32 4.1 12 3.9 0 0.0
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent........................ 52 29 37 2.6 10 2.1 0 0.0

35t0 49 percent..........ccuceeeenenn.... 56 4.6 31 4.1 13 3.1 0 0.0

50to 74 percent..............c.occeernenn.... 66 4.2 28 4.0 5 1.4 0 0.0

75 percent Or MOre...............oeeee.. 60 4.8 30 44 9 1.8 (+) 0.2
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent...........ccc............ 49 38 37 3.6 13 3.1 0 0.0

610 20 percent.......c...cocereenencnn.. 55 4.5 40 4.7 4 1.4 0 0.0

21to 49 percent...............cooevreeennne 63 36 24 29 12 3.0 0 0.0

50 percent or more.......................... 58 3.8 33 34 8 1.6 +) 0.1
Number of years teaching

Less than 10..........coccooveeiieccnnn, 51 2.2 36 1.8 13 2.0 0 0.0

101020 c.ooeirieircciriiierecreen 59 3.7 31 3.2 10 24 0 0.0

21 Or MO ...coveececrireeieeircre 59 34 34 34 7 1.5 +) 0.1
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Table B-10.—Percent of public school teachers reporting their ranking of selected formats for
receiving information about comprehensive reform strategies or activities, by school

characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Electronic
.. First Second Third Fourth
School characteristic . . . .
choice choice choice choice
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.c. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.

All teachers........cccoeveevvieecienieeennn. 6 1.0 13 1.3 39 1.6 3 0.7
Instructional level*

Elementary school ..........cccccoeneee. 4 1.3 14 23 32 34 4 13

Middie school......ccccevvviiriiciiciiens 5 1.1 11 1.5 43 2.7 2 0.7

High school ... 10 2.2 12 1.9 46 34 4 1.2
Geographic region

Northeast 4 1.5 12 2.4 36 4.6 4 1.3

Southeast 6 24 15 2.7 42 35 2 1.0

Central ............... 8 2.1 11 2.5 43 4.0 4 1.8

WESE it 8 1.8 13 24 36 37 4 1.8
Enroliment size

Lessthan 500.........cccooovivviviviinnne 8 2.1 14 2.2 31 3.2 3 1.1

50010999 ..o 4 0.8 11 1.8 42 34 4 1.3

1,000 Or more .......ccooeeveevvvcieecrennes 9 2.3 15 1.9 45 34 3 1.2
Locale

City oo 5 1.5 15 2.4 42 34 3 1.0

Urban fringe 6 1.6 12 2.1 40 44 5 1.8

TOWI .ot cevieete s et 7 2.3 13 2.6 37 4.0 3 1.3

RUFAL......ooviiiiiicii e 8 2.2 12 3.1 37 3.8 2 1.1
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent....................... 7 14 14 2.1 42 29 5 1.1

35to49 percent.........oceeeeeiveinanen. 8 2.8 13 2.7 33 4.7 2 1.7

50 to 74 percent..........ccoeoeiceeinennns 4 20 12 24 42 45 2 0.8

75 percent Or more.............c.cceuee 4 0.8 12 2.0 35 2.8 2 1.0
Percent minority enroliment

Less than 6 percent.............cccceeee. 8 22 16 2.7 35 4.2 3 1.2

610 20 percent..........cccveceiiiniienene 7 1.8 9 2.7 45 4.4 3 1.5

21 to 49 percent.........coeccciinennnne 6 19 14 3.0 40 4.0 5 2.0

50 percent OF MOTE.........ccovveeriiennas 5 1.2 12 1.8 36 20 2 0.6
Number of years teaching

Less than 10 10 2.1 14 2.2 38 2.8 5 1.5

10t020............. 5 1.5 14 3.0 42 2.8 2 0.8

21 OF MOTE oo 4 1.0 10 2.4 38 35 3 1.1
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Table B-10.—Percent of public school teachers reporting their ranking of selected formats for
receiving information about comprehensive reform strategies or activities, by school
characteristics: 1996 (continued)

Other
School characteristic Fir:st Second e Thi-rd . . Fourth
choice ‘choice choice “choice
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | se. Percent | se.

Allteachers..........coocvvveivveneennn. 3 0.7 3 0.6 5 0.8 2 0.6
Instructional level*

Elementary school........................... 4 1.5 4 1.2 7 1.6 3 1.1

Middle school..............c.cveverennn... 3 0.8 3 0.9 5 1.0 2 0.8

High school ..............cooovvvvvmven. 2 0.8 1 0.6 4 1.1 2 0.8
Geographic region

Northeast 2 1.5 2 0.9 7 2.1 2 0.8

Southeast 1 0.6 4 1.6 4 0.9 4 2.3

Central ......... 3 1.4 4 1.9 3 1.6 1 0.9

WESE .ottt 5 1.7 2 0.6 6 1.8 2 0.7
Enrollment size

Less than 500.............ccocooveevveennnnn.. 3 1.4 4 1.5 6 1.7 2 14

500 to 999 4 1.3 3 - 1.0 5 1.3 2 0.6

1,000 or more . 2 0.9 1 0.5 5 1.2 3 1.1
Locale

CltY oo 2 0.6 2 0.9 6 1.2 4 2.1

Urban fringe ............oooovvvvevveennn, 6 2.0 3 1.2 6 1.9 2 0.6

TOWN c.eeciiieeeec e 2 0.6 3 1.7 5 1.3 2 0.9

Rural.....ccooovoeciiiiicicece e, 2 1.7 3 1.2 3 1.9 2 0.8
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent........................ 4 1.4 3 0.9 4 1.2 2 0.9

35t049 percent.........coooovevveveeennn, 2 0.9 3 2.0 4 2.1 2 1.1

50 to 74 percent...........ccceoeeevvrrnenan. 2 0.9 1 0.6 6 1.8 1 0.6

75 percent or more........................... 2 0.6 4 1.2 8 1.7 4 1.3
Percent minority enrollment

Less than 6 percent 2 0.9 1 0.7 2 1.1 2 0.8

6 to 20 percent............ 3 1.5 4 1.8 5 1.8 3 1.7

21 to 49 percent.......... 4 20 3 1.3 5 2.2 2 08

50 percent or more........................... 2 0.6 3 0.9 8 1.2 -3 1.1
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10..............ccoovevvverennn.n. 4 1.6 2 0.7 5 1.3 2

101020 ..o, 2 0.7 2 0.6 4 1.4 2 1.1

21 OFMOTE ..., 3 1.1 4 1.7 6 1.6 3

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

*Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate instructional level because there are very few in the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public Schoo! Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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Table B-11.—Estimates and standard errors for the figures: 1996
Figure : {  Estimate [ Standard error

Figure 1. Percent of public school teachers reporting the extent to which they
understood the concept of higher standards and the percent reporting the
extent to which they felt equipped to set or apply higher standards: 1996
Understood concept of new higher standards ’

Very well 42 21
Somewhat well 52 2.0
Not at all 5 08
Felt equipped to set/apply new higher standards
VEIY WEIL...ooiiiiiiiie e ettt e e st et e e s ' 35 1.8
Somewhat well 57 2.0
NOLAL All...oeeeiriieerirecrecctce et et st 8 1.0
Figure 2. Percent of public school teachers who reported that
they assisted all students to achieve to high standards to a great
extent, by instructional level of school: 1996
All public schools 52 1.7
Elementary schools .... 61 3.1
MIAAIE SChOOIS ..o vttt et e see st ses s eses 49 34
High SChOOIS.....c.ooiierii ittt e sseesssas s s 44 29
Figure 3. Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged
in selected parental involvement activities to a great extent: 1996
Providing information or advice to parents to help create a supportive environment
All public schools...... 28 1.7
Elementary schools ... 46 35
MIdAIE SCROOIS .....ceovririe ettt sesssnsnn s 20 3.0
High SCROOIS ..ot s rsese st s esssnennsne 10 23
Involving parents in classroom activities
AL PUDBIIC SChOOIS. ....c.eervereriiireeeiiiiee ettt re e se et st sre st e anse s 10 1.4
Elementary SChOOIS ..........cooveeiiiericeriirs e e rrrer e eresassesres oo asnssnenaens 17 33
Middle schools........... 5 1.0
High SChOOIS......coiviereeeeeteiteertee ettt et es e ees e e e ssan s ern 3 14
Sharing responsibility with parents for academic performance of children
AlL PUDLIC SCROOIS......covirieeerienrieeneeieereneiteseseiesessseestessensisessssssssssssesssessssesssiannsese 26 2.0
Elementary schools ... 35 35
Middle schooils.......... 25 T 26
High SCROOIS. ...ttt et seae st taes ettt e ss s s s ena s 15 23
Figure 4. Percent of public school teachers reporting that various
formats were their first choice for receiving information: 1996
56 ' 1.8
34 1.8
EICCIIONIC ..ottt s e ne 6 v 1.0
OHNET ...ttt ttencr s teressssessssssessssesssssanss sessasessntossssassesssssssssasssnsens 3 0.7

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher
Survey on Education Reform,” FRSS 55, 1996.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION O.M.B. NO.: 1850-0727
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS EXPIRATION DATE: 5/31/96
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651

PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHER SURVEY
ON EDUCATION REFORM

FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

This survey is authorized by law (20 U.S.C. 1221e-1). While you are not required to respond, your cooperation is
needed to make the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

DEFINITIONS FOR THIS SURVEY:
Disability: An impairment that substantially limits one or more of the major life activities of an individual.

ERIC: Educational Resources Information Center. ERIC is an education database, clearinghouse, and document
reproduction service financed by the U.S. Department of Education.

New higher standards/high standards: Refers to recent and current education reform activities that seek to
establish more challenging expectations for student achievement and performance, such as the National Council
of Teachers of Mathematics standards for math, state- or local-initiated standards in various subjects, and those
outlined in Goals 2000.

Parent/school compact: Voluntary written agreements between the school and parents on what each will do to
help students succeed in school.

Parent/teacher compact: Voluntary written agreements between the teachers and parents on what each will do
to help students succeed in school.

SSI: National Science Foundation’s Statewide Systemic Initiatives program. For this program, NSF has
cooperative agreements with states to undertake comprehensive initiatives for education reform in science,
mathematics, and technology. :

USI: National Science Foundation's Urban Systemic Initiatives program. For this program, NSF has cooperative
agreements with urban areas to undertake comprehensive initiatives for education reform in science,
mathematics, and technology.

AFFIX LABEL HERE

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE MAKE CORRECTIONS DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of person completing form: Title:

Telephone: Fax: E-mail:

Best days and times'to reach you (in case of questions):

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, CONTACT:
WESTAT Sheila Heaviside
1650 Research Boulevard 800-937-8281, ext. 8391
Rockville, Maryland 20850 Fax. 800-254-0984
Attention: 900172-Heaviside E-mail: _heavis1@westat.com

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays
a valid OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is 1850-0727. The time required to
complete this information collection is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including the time to review instructions, search
existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review the information collection. If you have any comments
concerning the accuracy of the time estimate(s) or suggestions for improving this form, please write to: U.S. Department of
Education, Washington, D.C. 20202-4651. If you have comments or concerns regarding the status of your individual submission of
this form, write directly to: National Center for Education Statistics, 555 New Jersey Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20208.

O Form No. 55, 4/96
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2.

3.

4.

5.

EKC

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

Currently there is much discussion of the need to establish new higher standards for student achievement. How

well do you understand this concept?

Not at all well............ Somewhat well......... 2  Verywell.................

How well equipped do you feel as a teacher to set or apply these new higher standards of achievement for your

students?

Not at all well 2  Very well

Somewhat well

The following are examples of some types of activities that are part of new or ongoing education reforms taking
place in various parts of the country. For each, indicate in column A the extent to which you are implementing the
activity in your classes. In column B, check the three activities for which information is most needed.

A. Extent to which reform activity is being

implemented in your classes

B. Information
most needed

el e e e

a Assrstmg aII students to. achreve to htgh standards

L e caam e ~-.-u..¢(...,e-- LIRS

»Provndrng students or parents with examples of work
- thatis. successful |n meetrng hrgh standards

. Usmg authentrc student assessments such as i
‘portfollos that: measure performance agarnst hlgh

Not Small Moderate Great (Check
o o A o at all extent extent extent three) 1
T o S R R
Assi ] 2 3. Al ’:f‘

AUsnng |nstruct|onal strategres (e g hands-on

' actlvrtles cooperatrveJearnlng) aIrgned wrth hrgh
* standards.:

Using textbooks or other instructional materrals
alrgned with high standards

. Usrng rnnovatrv"‘ technologres such as. the Internet )

~For each of the educatron reform actrvrtles in questlond §hat;>p_ve,= sircle
" you are |mpIement|ng it in any of your cIasses in the foIIowrng subject are

- “circle NA..

P Ty S

,';'Engllsh/Ianguage arts .
Hrstory/socral studres-

ccirclesthezletter correspondlng to'the. actnvnty (a g)

Many educators are making efforts to apply the same high standards of performance to all students, including
students with limited English proficiency or with disabilities. In column A, indicate the extent to which you apply the
same high standards of performance for students with limited English proficiency and for students with disabilities
as for other students. In column B, indicate the extent to which you need information on helping these students

achieve to high standards. (Circle one response in each column for each student category.)

A. Extent to which you hold these to the same high B. Need for
standards as other students information
Some- Very
None Not Small Moderate Great Not what much
enrolled atall extent extent extent | needed needed needed
a. Students with limited English
_proficiency N 1. 2 3 4 1 2 -3
Ib._Students with disabilities .2 55,5 e s 3 4] sl 22 - - 3=
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6.

7.

8.

For each area of parental involvement below, in column A indicate to what extent you have engaged in the activity
with parents of your students, and in column B, indicate the extent to which you need information on these activities
to involve parents in student learning. (Circle one response in each column for each category.)

A. Extent to which engaged in activity B. Need for information
Some- Very
Not Small Moderate Great Not what much
~san extent extent extent | needed needed needed

a. Providing information or advice to
parents to help them create
supportive Iearnlng enwronments at
home (e.g., shared. parentchlld ST S IR
activities, periodic review of "> TS e o0 : O RTINSO

_homework folders by parents etc).... A T2 3 e T e e e

R} vw, ————
AT Vl\vvvv-,’— — o

b. Involving parents in classroom
activities............{...:,._.:......f...?.' .............. 1 2 3 -4 1 . 2 3

c. Sharing responsibility with paréents -
. for academic. performance of thelr
.children (e.g", parent/teacheror LR . _ s
parent/school-compact, etc)t.t..'...;'.,...' 12 3 4 12 3.

How effective have the following sources of information or assistance been in helping you understand or use
comprehensive reform strategies or activities such as those mentioned in question 3? (Circle one answer on each

line.)
Not Not at all Somewhat Very
used effective effective effectvive

Other teachers" '
Teacher unions .

1

.. 1
Other teacher orgamzatlons or networks ............... 1
" School administrators..... . L 1
School district...................c 1
Intermediate or regional: educatlon agency............. 1
1

1

1

-1

Se 0o a0 oW

State department:of education........................
U.S. Department of Education:Regional Labs . '

“U.S. Department of Education’s ERIC
_Other U.S. Department of Educatlon offi ces/programs

x o
ENENESENECECECE SN SRR N

AR
DWW WWLWWWWWWW,;

National Sc:ence Foundatlon funded lmtlatrves( g.,
SSI, USIH)

- Institutions. of higher’education ..
Professional Journals..........:...

] Inservrce training . .:
State- or district- sponsored educatlon conferences
Institutes orworkshops::# .1 5.1 in i AL sl . PR
Electronic networks/drscussnon groups .................. .
Media (e.g., newspapers, televisiony)......................
State-developed-content standards ....................
.National model content standards......... ST
Other (specify) __ = ...

,.
-—
7

<iE T ¢ 0T O3
L SESENENECERENE SR
CWWWWWWWWwWw

JIFEEE S AN T G N G

In what format do you prefer to receive information? Please rank the following in order of your preference from 1 to
4, with 1 = 1st choice; 2 = 2nd cholce 3 = 3rd choice; and 4 = 4th choice. If you do not have access to format “c”
(electronic), circle “no access.”

Rank
a. Hard copy (e.g., journal articles, MAagazines).............cccoeevieicvioeeeiees e ceeeecvaeea e aenens -
lh Workshops and summMEr iNStULES.........c..ooeiiiiiii e _
B KC Electronic (e.g., e-mail, Internet, electronic bulletin boards, m|cr§ c-:]ards) .......................... __ Noaccess



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

, d. Aligned with hlgh standards
-e. Provided strategres for:you to apply
£ Provided followup activities

-h." Provided opportunities to share |nformat|on W|th

d. Other(specify)

Approximately how many hours did you spend on any professional development during the penod from September
1, 1994, through August 31, 1995? Include attendance at professional meetings, workshops, and conferences, but
do not include regular college courses. (If 0 hours, skip to question 12.)

Total hours

In column A, please indicate whether you attended professional development activities listed below, and for each
activity attended, indicate in column B whether information on hlgh standards was a focus of the professional
development.

B. Information on
A. Attended higher standards
Not major
focus, but No infor-
information  mation
) ) .. . Yes  No Major focus provided prowded
a. Professuonal teacher: assocratlon meeting :: oD 2 1 B
b. In-service workshop or program 1 2. -3
c. :Summer |nst|tute (WhICh may ha e.in ” W S
d. District or school based Iong-term or ongorng :
comprehensrve professional development S 2. 1 2 3
program ... o e ' o
e. Other(specify) _ " .~ a0 e e T 1 - 2 3

Overall, to what extent do the following describe the professional development sponsored or supported by your
school in which you participated during the period from September 1, 1994, through August 31, 1995? (Circle one
answer on each line.)

Not Small Moderate Great
atall _ extent  extent _ _extent
a. Planned according to school needs A H S 3 4
b. Useful for helping students achieve to high standards o1 2 3 4
C.: Ongorng, |ntegrated professlonal develo ment -~ : )
Coprogram.. e AL D e S e T

g.~ Provided networking : act|V|t|es

W W W W W
i
SN NS
T e
L]
!

colleagues at your school 3 4
Including this school year, how many years have you been employed as a teacher?
At this school?
What is the main subject area you are currently teaching? (Circle one.)
Self-contained class (responsible for teaching all or most academic subjects to one class)................. 1
VBN e et e e e e b e b e st b e et e et be et tee s eas e eatene e e ne e enn e steeeetee e eesreeeaneas 2
SCIBMCE ...t ettt et e e et e aeeteaem b e ese et be et e e s bt e e e te s e et e e st eaeesbenteebeeatesreantesaren 3
History/geography/social StUdIES/CIVICS .........c.cceiiroiiiriiiiiieie ettt ettt eae 4
ENGlISh/IANGUAGE 8IES.........coiiiiiiiiiiiic ettt sttt et e s et aes e e 5
Otner (specify) OO 6
What grade(s) are you currently teaching? (Circle all that apply.)
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12  Ungraded,
specify age
groups:

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 9o
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