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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
classesto agreat extent: using instructional strategies aligned
with high standards (56 percent) and assisting all studentsto
achieve to high standards (52 percent). Only

7 percent of teachers reported incorporating innovative
technol ogies 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 agreat
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).



Fifty-six percent of public school teachers participating in
professiona development reported attending activitiesin
which information on high standards was a major focus (table
9).

Teachers who reported that they implemented larger numbers
of reform activitiesin 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 ingtitutes 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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Introduction

I ncreas ngly, national initiatives are directed toward finding ways to
improve the quality of education for al students. Theseinitiatives
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. 1n addition, the study gathered
nationally representative data on specific reform activities teachers
reported implementing in their classrooms. The study aso 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 | 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 effortsin
U.S. public schools as reported by school teachers through amail
survey. Theinformation has not been independently verified.
Because of the survey questions and collection methodol ogy used,
results should be interpreted carefully for the following reasons:

1. Sinceall teachers do not share the same concept of reform, survey
guestions were designed to be inclusive of awide variety of
reform activities.

2 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.



2.

3.

There may be atendency for respondents to over-report activities
in which they believe they should be engaged.

As a Fast 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 surveysin the form
of ageneral definition of new higher standards. It was defined on the
guestionnaire 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 isimportant 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 devel oped standards of their own.

The teacher survey included questions on the following topics:

Teachers' understanding of the concept of new higher standards
for student achievement;

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

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

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

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

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

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

Teachers preferred format for receiving information;



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

Characteristics of professiona 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
characterigtics 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.

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

Geographic region (Northeast, Southeast, Central, West);
Enrollment size (less than 500, 500-999, 1,000 or more);
Locae (city, urban fringe, town, rura);

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

more);

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

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

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



Teachers’ Under-
standing of and
Ability to Apply
High Standards

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 t-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.

School reform i ncorporates a multitude of activities. The goals of the
reform movement include setting standards for development of
curriculum instructional materials that offer a high level of challenge,
evaluating students more fully and appropriately, and 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. Lessthan
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 Felt equipped to set or apply new
higher standards

higher standards
Not at all

Somewhat
well

Not at all

Somewhat

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




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 teachersin 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 enrollment Very well Somewhat well Very well Somewhat well

Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent| se | Percent | se.

All teachers.......ccoovvveneiinicnenn 42 21 52 20 35 18 57 20

Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent...........c......... 27 31 64 3.3 28 3.8 59 4.2

610 20 percent ........cceeeeereeennnnnn 48 4.7 47 45 39 4.4 55 4.4

21 to 49 percent........cceceeeeeennnnn 47 49 48 51 36 38 57 37

50 percent or more...................... 48 25 48 2.7 38 25 56 2.9

NOTE: Percentsdo 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




Types of T eachers were also asked to report the extent to which they were

Education Reform implementing specific activities associated with education reform in
... their classes (table 2 and appendix table B-2). Teachers reported

Activities Teachers incorporating instructional strategies aigned with high standards

Are | mp|ementi ng (56 percent) and assisting al students to achieve to high standards (52

. . percent) in their classes to a great extent more frequently than the

in Their Classes 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 al 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 .
. . 1 Information
o implemented in class 5
Reform activity most needed
Great extent Moderate extent
Percent S.e. Percent S.e. Percent S.e.
Using instructional strategies aligned with high standards.............c.cceceeee. 56 18 35 17 34 2.0
Assisting all students to achieve to high standards...........ccccoooeeeeicicnenenne 52 17 39 18 28 17
Using curricula aligned with high standards............ccccoceeeeieneniniencneee 38 19 45 18 31 18
Using textbooks or other instructional materials aligned with high
SEANAAIAS ...ttt 36 2.0 43 19 30 18
Providing students or parents with examples of work that meets high
SEANAAIAS ...ttt 30 18 42 2.3 33 17
Using authentic student assessments, such as portfolios that measure
performance against high standards............ccoceeeeieneninie s 20 1.6 33 17 53 21
Using innovative technol ogies such as the Internet and
telecommuni cations-supported iNSIrUCHON.........c..ovvvveeieeseiiieieiieeeeee 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




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 1
80 1
61%
60
52%
49%

44%
40 T
20 1

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:

Using curricula aligned with high standards (38 percent);

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).



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 T he survey asked teachers to report about the use of the seven reform
Teachers Are activitiesin four core subject areas: English/language arts,

. . . history/social studies, mathematics, and science (table 3 and appendix
Using in Various table B-3). The activities most often reported in history/social studies
Su bj ect Areas were incorporating instructional strategies aligned with high standards

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

In al four subject areas, teachers reported the use of innovative
technol ogies 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/ h . .
Reform activity language arts socia studies Mathematics Science
Percent | se Percent | se Percent | se Percent | se
Using instructional strategies (e.g.,
hands-on activities, cooperative
learning) aligned with high standards.. 75 23 73 2.8 82 18 81 23
Assisting all students to achieve to high
standards..........coeeeeeerieeneneeeneeen 82 19 78 2.6 79 2.2 74 24
Using curricula aligned with high
standards..........ccoveenenieenenieeneneeea 69 24 59 2.8 67 25 66 3.0
Using textbooks or other instructional
materials aligned with high standards. 66 2.7 57 3.0 69 2.9 59 24

Providing students or parents with
examples of work that meets high
standards.........ccoveeenenieenneeneeee 67 2.7 52 2.2 64 31 52 2.8

Using authentic student assessments

such as portfolios that measure

performance against high standards.... 64 2.6 38 2.6 51 3.2 42 3.0
Using innovative technol ogies such as the

Internet and telecommunications-

supported instruction................cc.cc...... 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




There were some significant differences by subject areasin 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/
socid 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/socia studies classes
(57 percent).



Implementing
High Standards
for Students with
Special Needs

For new standards to be ful ly applied, they must be incorporated into
the curriculum for all students. The survey asked teachers to report
on the application of high standards to two specia groups of
students—those with limited English proficiency and those with
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 with special needs students 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 helping special needs students achieve to high

standards: 1996

Teachers with Extent applied same standards* Need for information
special needs Great Moderate Very much Somewhat needed
Type of student students extent extent needed
Percent| se. [Percent] se [Percent] se |Percent] se. [Percent]| se
Students with limited English
ProfiCieNCY ..c.coveveerieeceriecereeeeriene 56 24 33 24 47 24 26 17 31 19
Students with disabilities..........ccccovuenene 79 1.9 28 2.1 51 2.5 31 1.9 42 1.8

*Percents are based on teachers with specia needs students enrolled in their classes.
NOTE: Percents do not add to 100 because this table does not show the two additional response categories—not at al 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

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 al teachers very much needed information on helping
students with disahilities achieve to high standards (table 4 and
appendix table B-4).

10



Involving Parents Various studies, including Strong Families, Strong Schools

in Student (U.S. Department of Education, 1994), show that when parents are
] involved in their children’s education, children perform better at
Learni ng school. Many schools have been actively looking for ways to improve
Activities and parental involvement in student academic activities. Thus, teachers
Need for were asked to indicate the extent to which they engaged in particular
) activities with parents of students enrolled in their classes (table 5 and
Information 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 al teachers reported involving
parents in classroom activities to a great extent (table 5 and appendix
table B-5).

At least one-fourth of all teachers (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 needed
Parental involvement activity extent extent needed
Percent| se. [Percent| se [Percent| se [Percent] se

Providing information or advice to parents to help them
create supportive learning environments at home............ 28 17 36 19 27 15 a7 18

Involving parentsin classroom activities..........coceeevereneens 10 14 26 18 29 1.6 45 2.3
Sharing responsibility with parents for academic
performance of their children............cccccocceveveveiceneennnnne. 26 2.0 34 2.0 33 2.0 44 19

NOTE: Percentsdo 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

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 activitiesto 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 amore
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 activitiesto a great extent

11



Figure 3.—Percent of public school teachers reporting that they engaged in selected parental
involvement activities to a great extent: 1996

- 1m -
100
E 80 1
80
E 60 1
60
46%
J 40
40
28%
| 20% 20 4 17%
20
10% 10%
0,
_ N e —
0
All public  Elementary Middle High All public  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 1
80 1
60 1
40 1 35%
26% 25%
201 15%
O -
All public  Elementary Middle High
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on
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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
agreat extent than were mathematics, science, social studies, and
English/language arts teachers. About half of al 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 parentsin 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

Main subject area taught

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

Sharing responsibility with
parents for academic
performance of their

Involving parentsin
classroom activities

= home children
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.
Self-contained class'.........c.ooeeveereeenne. 48 3.6 21 3.8 38 35
MathematiCs.......ccoceevvveeecieeeceeeciee 17 4.2 2 1.3 15 4.0
SCIENCE....cvveeecteee et 11 3.4 2 1.6 17 4.2
SoCial SUAIES ... 18 5.0 4 21 20 45
English/language arts..............cccuc....... 22 4.4 2 0.9 25 4.3

The teacher is responsible for teaching all or most academic subjectsto one class. Thisincludes core academic subjects taught in self-contained

classrooms.

2Including history, geography, and civics.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on
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Professional
Development
Activities Among
Teachers

An important component of educational reform involves promoting
continued professional growth among teachers. The survey asked
teachersto 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 professiona development.
These teachers reported that they completed an average of 42 hours of
professiona 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 | Percent or mean | s.e.
Percent of teachers engaged in professional
development activities........ccocceveeeeieicneenne. 94 percent 1.0
Mean number of hours spent on professional
development activities® ......ccoceiiiiiiicienne, 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 professiona 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 professiona 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 |  se
Inservice workshop or program.... 97 0.5 41 19 46 19 13 12

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

development program............... 71 2.0 a7 2.9 46 3.0 7 12
Professional teacher association

MEEtING ..o 54 19 22 24 60 2.7 17 21
Summer institute......cccoeeeiinnenene. 36 1.6 45 3.8 45 37 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 al 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
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Attendance at professional development activities where information
on higher standards was a major focus was related to implementation
of reform activitiesin 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 activitiesto 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 activitiesto a great extent: 65 percent reported attending
professiona 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 not they attended professional development activities
with a major focus on higher standards: 1996

Attended professional development activities
Number of reform activities with amajor focus on higher standards
implemented Yes No

Percent | se Percent | se
TOtaAl ..o 56 25 44 25
NONE....coiieie e 39 4.4 61 4.4
LOM 2 53 4.0 47 4.0
BOM e 65 3.6 35 3.6
50 MOr€....ccceiiiiiiiiiiiic 65 4.4 35 4.4

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
professiona 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); amost one-third (30 percent) felt that the activities
provided opportunities to share information with colleagues at their
schools to agreat 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 activitiesto 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 Gresat extent Moderate extent
development activity Percent | se. Percent | se.

Planned according to school needs............ 41 21 41 2.0
Provided opportunities to share

information with colleagues at your

SCNOO! <. 30 2.3 35 2.3
Useful for helping students achieve to high

StanNdards.........coeeeveeenenieeneneeee e 28 21 45 2.0
Aligned with high standards..................... 28 19 44 18
Provided strategies to apply in the

ClaSSIO0M ... 28 1.9 40 18
Ongoing, integrated professional

development program ..........cccceeeeeeeenne 26 19 40 2.0
Provided followup activities...........cccecueue 17 17 33 21
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: Percentsdo 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
professiona development activities they attended. Forty-one percent
of elementary school teachers felt that to a great extent the
professiona 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
asincluding ongoing, integrated professiona development programs to
agreat 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 | integrated Provided
strategiesto apply| o ptecgional followup
School level in the classroom development activities
program
Percent| se. [Percent| se [Percent] se

All teachers........cccoeeeiinee 28 1.9 26 1.9 17 1.7

Instructional level*

Elementary schoal ................ 41 3.8 34 3.8 25 31
Middle school............cccoeueeee. 19 21 25 25 12 18
High school ......cccoecviinnnnee. 19 34 16 2.6 8 2.3

*Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate ingtitutional level because there are very
few such schoolsin the sample. Datafor combined schools areincluded in the totalsand in
analyses by other school characteritics.

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 anumber of sources of information or

Information and assistance in integrating and better understanding reform strategies.

. . Respondents were asked to report the extent to which a series of
Assistance In specific information resources were effective in this regard (table 12
Hel pi ng Under- and appendix table B-9). Teachers appear to rely largely on state and

local sources, teacher organizations, and professional journals for

stand or Use
Comprehensive
Reform Strategies

information.

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). Federa government sources and electronic
networks/discussion groups were |ess 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:
Source of information or assistance Used source Very Somewhet effective’
effective’

Percent | se Percent | se Percent | se
Other tEACHEIS .....ceiceieriee e 97 0.6 39 21 55 2.2
Inservice training . 97 0.6 37 2.2 54 2.2
School adMINISIFALOrS.......coveeeereeeeene e 94 0.7 23 1.9 59 21
INSLItULES OF WOTKSNOPS ...t 92 0.9 38 2.0 56 2.0
School district................ " 91 11 16 17 64 2.2
Professional journals . 87 13 26 23 65 24
State-devel oped content standards...........oocoveeeeeieninieeneneneeee 82 14 15 14 63 18
State- or district-sponsored education conferences.............cooeeuene 80 17 28 21 61 21
Media (e.g., newspapers, television).........cc.cceeeeeenee. . 80 15 12 15 58 21
Professional teacher associations......... . 79 18 20 18 61 20
Ingtitutions of higher education.... . 74 16 26 2.0 61 2.2
State department of education..................... . 68 18 7 11 56 25
Other teacher organizations or networks.... . 65 2.2 19 2.3 62 2.8
TEACNEN UNIONS.......ieeiieesiee et 60 24 11 16 53 22
National model content standards.............ccceeerereeeenenereeieneneene 57 21 12 17 59 27
Intermediate or regional education agency.. . 56 2.2 8 15 58 2.6
Electronic networks/diSCUSSION groups.........cooeeeververeeieesiesenieennes 37 23 15 18 56 33
National Science Foundation-funded initiatives (e.g., SSI, USI) ... 34 2.2 16 24 56 35
U.S. Department of Education’SERIC ..........cccooeiinerienencneene. 33 21 11 21 50 33
Other U.S. Department of Education offices/ programs... . 30 18 7 14 54 2.8
U.S. Department of Education Regional Labs............cccccun...... 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
legidation and initiated in 1996. The term would have been interpreted broadly for avariety of school reform activities.

2Percents 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
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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:

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

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 asjournal articles and
magazines (34 percent). Only 6 percent said they preferred electronic
media (e.g., email, 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
Electronic

Workshops
and summer
institutes

Hardcopy

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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Summary

T he Teacher Survey on Education Reform provides information
about teachers perspectives on the status of education reformin 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

technol ogies, such as the Internet and tel ecommuni cations-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, amgjority of teachers in core academic subjects aso
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 agreat extent, than
middle and high school teachers. Also, since amost al 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 devel opment
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 |ong-term ongoing comprehensive professional development
programs, and summer institutes. Elementary school teachers were
more likely than middle and high school teachersto report that the
professiona 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. At the
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, vocationa,
and dternative/other schools, schools in the territories, and schools
with the highest grade lower than grade one.

The sample was dtratified by instructional level (dementary, middle,
secondary/combined), poverty status (as defined by percent of
students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch: less than 35 percent;
35 to 49 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 alocation 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 alist of eligible teachers for
sampling purposes. Eligible teachersincluded al persons assigned to
the school full time and teaching at least one class of childrenin
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 alist 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 hated 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

25



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.

T he 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 fina 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. Thefindingsin thisreport 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 statitic,
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. Caseswith missing or inconsistent items were
recontacted by telephone. Imputations for item nonresponse were not
implemented, as item nonresponse rates were very low. Datawere
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
All teaChers.......cocovvvvieiec e, 1,288 100 2,200,000 100
Instructional level®
Elementary school..........cccccoevveeieiiee e 473 38 945,000 44
Middle SChOOol ........ocvviiiiiiiie e 396 32 520,000 24
High school........oovviiiiiie 366 30 670,000 31
Geographic region
NOMhEESE ......eevveeciiecee e 251 20 500,000 23
SOULNEESE ...t 389 30 560,000 26
Cantral ....cceeveeceeceece e 234 18 520,000 24
WESL ..ot 414 32 615,000 28
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccevvviieiiniiniie e 384 30 700,000 32
500t0999......cciiiiieiiee e 554 43 925,000 42
1,000 OF MOFE....cocvveieeeieieiiieiie e eee e e 350 27 575,000 26
Locade
L] ST 423 33 550,000 25
Urban fringe ......coooveeeiiceee e 292 23 615,000 28
TOWN oottt e 322 25 590,000 27
RUFE ... 251 20 440,000 20
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-
price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent ........cccoccvvevvvieiiesinsinenns 406 32 1,105,000 50
3510 49 PErCENt .oovveeeeie e 204 16 405,000 18
5010 74 PEFCENt .oovveieeie e 318 25 350,000 16
75 PErCent OF MONE......ccuvvveeeeeeeiiiirireereaeessnnnes 360 28 335,000 15
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent ........ccccceeveeeeevieecciciieeenns 244 19 540,000 25
610 20 PErCENL ...oovvveieeie e 220 17 520,000 24
21 t0 49 PEFCENt voovveeieeie e 274 21 600,000 28
50 percent or MOre........cccccevveevvvcciviieeeee e 541 42 515,000 24
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........cccovevviviiiniece e 460 36 705,000 32
L0 (o 12 O T 434 34 740,000 34
2L OF MOTE ...eiiiieiiie ettt 394 31 750,000 34
Main subject area taught
Self-contained Class® .........cocceveveeiieiesseennas 413 32 760,000 35
MahematiCS ......cccvvveieiiiiiir e 152 12 245,000 11
SCIENCE .eoveeciee ettt e 95 7 150,000 7
SoCial StUIES.....cccvveiieieeeecie e 120 9 180,000 8
English/language arts..........ccccoeeevcveeeeiirnneennns 188 15 300,000 14

Data for combined schools are not reported as a separate institutional level becauise 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.
*The 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
enrollment 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 al other
analyses.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on
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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. Thisis
what is called a 95 percent confidenceinterval. 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. Aswith 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 a atime, 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 SheilaHeavisde. Anjali Pandit was the Research
Assistant. Judi Carpenter and Shelley Burns were the NCES Project
Officers. The datawere requested by Office of Education Research
and Improvement (OERI), and the Planning and Evauation Service
(PES), U.S. Department of Education.

This report was reviewed by the following individuals:
Outside NCES

Daphne Hardcastle, PES
Nancy Loy, OERI
VaenaPlisko, PES
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Terms Defined on
the Survey
Questionnaire

Classification
Variables

Andrew Porter, University of Wisconsin—Madison

Ramsey Selden, American Institute for Research

Inside NCES

Michagl Cohen

Mary Frase

Arnold Goldstein

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: Animpairment 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 asthe
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: Nationa 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 technol ogy.

USI: Nationa 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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Locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural)

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)

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

Reference U.S. Department of Education. (1994). Strong Families, Strong
Schools. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.
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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
cent | 5% | cent | %% | cent | 3% [ cent | 3% | cent | 5% | cent | °¢
All teachers.......ccoovveircine, 42 21 52 20 5 08 35 18 57 20 8 10
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .................... a4 34 B2 34 4 14 38 34 56 35 5 17
Middle school .........cccccceeenenee. 39 24 54 31 7 18 31 21 59 26 9 18
High school ........cccooviviieenee, 45 34 50 34 5 13 35 30 54 36 11 23
Geographic region
Northeast ........ccoevreerereeieenn 45 39 51 35 4 12 33 38 60 37 7 22
Southeast ........ccoeverveieniieene 48 30 47 35 5 17 40 3.7 56 37 4 1.0
Central ......cccoeeereeeeiereeeeeeen 31 40 60 43 9 27 30 41 56 49 13 34
WESE . 46 40 51 41 3 08 37 37 55 38 8 20
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500..........ccccrereruenne 43 36 50 35 6 18 34 38 56 37 10 21
500t0999......coeiiiieieeeeeen 37 30 57 29 5 11 34 30 58 28 8 16
1,000 OF MOYE......covrveneereeanen 50 32 47 33 4 12 38 26 56 3.0 6 16
Locale
(01 46 43 50 4.3 5 14 36 30 58 33 6 20
Urban fringe.......cccccoovvvennnen. 50 41 47 39 3 12 4 42 52 39 7 17
TOWN. .o 38 34 54 34 8 18 32 33 58 41 10 24
RUral ..o 34 42 60 4.8 6 17 30 41 60 39 9 22
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent................. 38 32 56 33 6 13 35 29 56 3.0 9 16
35t0 49 percent........cccceerueennee 48 52 45 51 6 17 32 56 59 51 9 24
50 to 74 percent...........cceevueenee 44 28 51 37 5 20 37 32 57 3.6 6 15
75 percent Or Mmore ................... 49 28 47 3.0 4 12 38 26 55 34 7 18
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent................... 27 31 64 33 8 20 28 38 59 42 13 29
6t0 20 percent .......ccceeeeeerieeenee 48 47 47 45 5 18 39 44 55 4.4 6 18
21 to 49 percent........cccceeevueenee 47 49 48 51 4 14 36 38 57 37 7 16
50 percent or more.................... 48 25 48 27 3 08 38 25 56 29 6 11
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.......ccccoevreenennenne 40 33 56 34 4 14 31 32 59 35 10 18
101020 i 43 32 50 32 7 18 34 30 58 3.0 8 19
21 0r MOT€.....cveeeereeee e 44 32 51 30 4 12 4 35 53 3.3 6 16
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’................. 42 37 52 38 5 16 38 35 57 38 5 14
Mathematics.........cccveevervenennen. 35 50 56 55 9 30 27 41 59 6.2 14 42
SCIONCE. .. veeereenereeesiereeie e 42 6.3 52 6.7 6 31 # 6.3 55 65 11 41
Socia studies.........ccoeereeiennn 44 6.0 50 5.9 6 25 38 55 53 5.8 9 32
English/language arts................ 49 6.3 47 6.3 4 16 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. Datafor combined schools are
included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

2This 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
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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

Using instructional strategies (e.g., hands-on activities, cooperative 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| se |[Percent| se.
All teachers...........c...... 56 18 35 17 8 0.8 1 0.3 34 20
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl......... 62 35 32 34 5 11 1 0.3 31 3.8
Middle school ............... 50 24 39 25 9 1.6 2 0.8 36 19
High schodl................... 52 3.6 35 34 11 19 2 0.7 36 3.7
Geographic region
Northeast...........ccveee 53 4.0 35 44 10 20 2 0.8 28 35
Southeast........cccevreeens 62 4.0 29 33 9 18 1 04 39 33
Central ....ccoooovvvrenenens 55 4.3 36 44 8 23 1 0.7 33 55
WeESt...oiieeeeeeee 54 31 39 3.0 6 13 1 04 33 34
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 52 3.8 40 41 8 18 1 0.6 31 33
50010999 .....cccevvriinnns 59 33 33 28 7 12 1 0.5 33 31
1,000 or more............... 57 3.2 31 3.2 10 1.9 1 0.7 38 34
Locale
CitY v 63 29 26 20 10 18 1 0.6 32 29
Urban fringe................. 62 4.1 29 3.8 8 15 (+) 0.4 31 4.1
TOWN oo 50 3.7 41 34 7 18 2 0.8 35 28
Rura .....cooocvvvereene 47 4.0 45 43 7 24 1 0.8 37 51
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 56 3.2 36 28 6 12 1 0.5 32 34
35 to 49 percent............ 57 55 33 5.8 10 24 1 0.5 35 4.4
50 to 74 percent............ 53 45 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....... a4 5.1 a4 4.3 10 2.3 1 0.7 30 4.3
6 to 20 percent.............. 61 3.7 31 33 6 15 2 0.8 34 5.0
21to 49 percent............ 61 3.6 30 3.6 8 16 1 0.3 34 4.2
50 percent or more........ 56 22 34 24 8 15 2 0.7 36 22
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10 ................. 60 24 32 21 7 15 1 0.3 32 26
10t020 ... 55 3.6 35 33 8 16 2 0.6 33 4.0
210r more.......cccceeveneen. 53 35 37 35 8 14 1 0.6 36 3.3
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®..... 65 37 29 36 5 1.4 (+) 0.2 29 37
Mathematics................. 37 46 43 55 18 37 2 1.0 35 5.7
SCIENCE....ccvvrviririiriiins 49 6.2 46 6.6 5 20 1 0.5 35 5.9
Socia studies................ 47 5.7 39 51 13 3.6 1 11 40 51
English/language arts.... 57 4.6 36 4.4 5 21 3 15 34 5.0




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

Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed

School characteristic

Percent| se. [Percent] se [Percent| se [Percent| se |[Percent| se.

All teachers.........c...... 52 17 39 18 7 12 1 0.3 28 17
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl......... 61 31 32 29 7 18 (+) 0.2 30 3.3
Middle school ............... 49 34 42 3.2 7 15 2 0.7 32 3.0
High schodl................... a4 29 47 34 7 25 1 0.7 24 26
Geographic region
Northeast...........cceeee 48 4.0 43 3.6 7 17 2 0.9 29 3.6
Southeast.........cccovreeens 60 3.6 36 31 4 11 G 0.2 25 31
Central ....ccoooovvvrenenens 52 41 35 34 12 3.0 1 0.7 25 34
WeESt...oiieeeceeece 50 26 43 31 7 21 1 04 33 33
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 50 34 40 29 9 21 G 0.3 26 25
50010999 .....cccevvriienns 55 3.2 36 29 8 17 1 0.5 31 26
1,000 or more................ 51 2.8 44 29 4 1.4 1 0.7 26 33
Locae
City covevererireneseneiens 56 34 36 29 7 21 1 04 28 28
Urban fringe................. 60 3.8 36 3.6 3 12 1 0.6 28 33
TOWN .o 49 3.9 39 4.0 10 33 2 0.8 28 33
Rural ......cccocovviiiiiinn 42 3.8 49 3.7 9 24 1 04 30 4.1
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 53 25 37 22 9 19 1 04 28 26
35 to 49 percent............ 51 51 42 51 6 22 1 0.9 28 39
50 to 74 percent............ 51 45 42 3.7 6 17 1 04 28 26
75 percent or more........ 54 32 40 3.0 5 17 1 0.7 28 2.6
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent....... 42 4.3 41 3.8 16 3.2 1 0.7 26 33
6 to 20 percent.............. 59 3.6 36 3.2 4 15 1 0.6 27 31
21to 49 percent............ 56 3.8 39 3.9 4 14 1 0.5 30 29
50 percent or more........ 52 2.6 41 2.6 6 14 1 0.5 30 23
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10 ................. 47 3.6 46 3.7 7 17 1 04 26 3.2
10t020 ... 50 33 40 3.2 9 21 1 04 32 3.0
21 or more.......cccceueeenee 60 22 33 23 6 15 1 0.6 26 27
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..... 62 34 32 34 7 20 0 0.0 29 3.6
Mathematics................. 46 4.8 44 5.3 9 3.2 1 12 20 4.0
SCIENCE....ccvvrvireiriiriiins 38 5.2 49 5.3 11 4.8 2 16 32 5.3
Socid studies................ 36 5.2 58 5.6 5 24 1 0.9 31 5.7
English/language arts.... 56 5.2 35 4.5 6 2.8 3 15 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

Extent to which activity was implemented in class Information
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed

School characteristic

Percent| se. [Percent] se [Percent| se [Percent| se |[Percent| se.

All teachers.........c...... 38 19 45 18 13 11 4 0.6 31 18
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl......... 42 34 46 35 9 25 2 0.9 33 35
Middle school ............... 36 27 45 3.0 14 18 4 1.0 27 24
High schodl................... 35 34 a4 39 16 24 6 15 31 2.8
Geographic region
Northeast...........cceeee 33 3.8 50 3.6 13 24 4 1.0 33 3.2
Southeast.........cccovreeens 42 41 43 3.6 11 15 4 14 27 3.0
Central ....ccoooovvvrenenens 40 3.7 41 3.8 14 3.0 5 18 31 4.2
WeESt...oiieeeceeece 38 3.8 46 3.7 12 29 3 0.9 33 3.2
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 33 35 50 3.7 12 23 4 14 35 34
50010999 .....cccevvriienns 40 3.2 42 28 14 21 4 0.8 30 27
1,000 or more................ 41 35 45 3.7 11 2.3 3 1.2 28 3.2
Locae
City covevererireneseneiens 44 34 41 3.2 12 23 4 12 34 25
Urban fringe................. a4 4.1 42 3.0 11 2.8 2 11 29 3.8
TOWN .o 30 29 50 3.9 15 25 5 15 29 3.7
Rural ......cccocovviiiiiinn 33 4.6 48 4.1 13 27 6 17 33 3.6
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 39 28 44 28 14 21 3 0.8 31 28
3510 49 percent............ 37 4.8 47 5.2 10 25 6 23 28 3.8
50 to 74 percent............ 36 44 47 4.3 13 25 5 18 31 35
75 percent or more........ 40 4.0 44 54 11 25 5 14 35 3.6
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent....... 29 4.0 48 3.8 20 29 4 13 36 4.3
6 to 20 percent.............. 47 3.9 42 3.8 8 17 3 1.0 30 3.9
21 to 49 percent............ 40 5.0 44 46 11 27 5 16 28 3.6
50 percent or more........ 37 2.8 48 35 11 16 5 0.8 31 2.6
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10 ................. 31 35 49 3.2 15 26 4 13 33 26
10t020 ... 40 28 42 3.2 13 21 4 11 26 29
21 or more.......cccceueeenee 43 31 44 33 10 21 3 1.0 35 2.8
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..... 43 3.7 46 33 9 21 2 0.7 31 3.7
Mathematics................. 37 44 42 4.6 17 4.0 4 18 26 44
SCIENCE....ccvvrvireiriiriiins 31 5.6 46 5.2 20 5.1 3 16 35 6.0
Socid studies................ 28 55 53 6.4 16 3.8 4 18 27 4.8
English/language arts.... 43 5.2 41 5.3 10 2.7 6 2.9 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 extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent| se. [Percent] se [Percent| se [Percent| se |[Percent| se.
All teachers...........c...... 36 20 43 19 17 12 4 0.7 30 18
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl......... 38 3.8 42 3.0 17 22 3 11 32 34
Middle school ............... 36 23 42 29 18 18 4 0.9 27 27
High schodl................... 34 34 45 35 15 20 6 1.6 30 23
Geographic region
Northeast...........ccveee 27 29 50 3.2 19 29 3 1.0 35 44
Southeast........cccevreeens 48 3.7 36 3.2 13 23 3 0.8 32 4.0
Central ....ccoooovvvrenenens 32 3.8 43 4.0 20 28 5 20 27 4.3
West....ooiiieeeieeee, 37 4.0 44 37 15 27 4 14 27 35
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500................ 30 3.9 48 4.0 19 22 4 15 31 3.9
50010999 .....cccevvriinnns 40 3.2 40 25 17 21 3 0.7 29 3.0
1,000 or more............... 38 3.2 42 3.8 14 2.4 5 1.8 31 2.8
Locale
City e 42 3.6 37 29 17 3.0 5 13 33 35
Urban fringe................. 36 3.6 45 4.2 15 2.8 3 13 31 4.0
TOWN ..o 31 37 44 34 19 25 6 16 31 4.0
Rural ......cccocovviiiiiinn 37 5.2 46 5.2 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 20 4 1.0 27 28
35 to 49 percent............ 41 5.7 42 51 14 31 3 16 29 5.0
50 to 74 percent............ 38 34 40 34 18 24 4 13 36 5.0
75 percent or more........ 38 41 40 3.0 16 29 6 22 37 38
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent....... 24 33 48 35 25 29 3 14 28 4.3
6 to 20 percent.............. 41 5.9 45 5.7 12 23 2 0.8 30 45
21 to 49 percent............ 43 44 40 38 13 2.8 4 14 29 42
50 percent or more........ 38 2.6 39 2.6 17 25 6 15 33 32
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10 ................. 32 3.6 46 3.6 17 20 5 14 32 3.0
10t020 ... 36 31 45 3.2 17 25 3 0.8 29 3.0
210r more.......cccceeveneen. 41 3.7 39 35 17 26 4 13 30 3.6
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..... 42 4.0 a2 33 15 25 2 0.9 29 35
Mathematics................. 44 4.6 43 5.2 11 34 2 0.8 22 4.3
SCIENCE....ccvvrviririiriiins 35 7.9 46 6.8 18 4.8 1 0.5 28 5.4
Socid studies................ 31 4.6 49 5.6 17 6.3 3 14 33 5.3
English/language arts.... 37 4.6 42 5.0 18 4.1 2 1.4 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.........cc...... 30 18 42 23 22 15 5 1.0 33 17
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl......... 38 3.2 41 3.6 17 24 4 16 33 35
Middle school ............... 27 23 43 26 26 24 5 1.0 31 27
High schoal................... 24 26 42 3.6 26 29 8 15 34 29
Geographic region
Northeast...........ccceveee 27 35 47 4.3 20 3.7 6 22 31 3.6
Southeast.........ccccvveeens 35 4.0 42 3.7 19 3.2 4 11 33 31
Central ...ccooovvvriienens 27 44 42 5.9 23 4.3 8 22 32 41
WeESt...oiieieeceeecee 31 27 39 28 26 24 4 15 34 34
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 29 33 43 3.7 23 28 5 15 30 34
50010999 .....cccevvriiinns 30 31 41 29 23 20 6 15 37 25
1,000 or more............... 31 34 43 35 20 29 6 16 28 34
Locae
City v 32 34 45 3.8 20 26 3 1.0 32 31
Urban fringe................. 33 3.7 41 34 21 31 5 15 32 39
TOWN oot 27 27 43 44 23 3.0 7 20 32 31
Rural ......cccoovviiiiininn 29 45 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 26 8 16 35 27
351049 percent............ 34 4.0 41 45 22 29 3 16 28 3.8
50 to 74 percent............ 29 42 43 41 24 4.0 4 1.0 28 37
75 percent or more........ 34 3.0 42 32 21 21 3 1.0 37 3.6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent....... 24 43 39 41 27 37 9 22 39 3.6
6 to 20 percent.............. 37 3.9 36 4.1 24 3.7 3 0.9 29 4.1
21to 49 percent............ 30 35 48 3.6 16 22 6 19 27 3.6
50 percent or more........ 30 24 44 27 23 20 3 0.8 35 3.0
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10 ................. 26 23 43 26 27 24 5 14 34 26
10t020....ccccviiiiiiennn 32 34 39 4.1 23 28 6 20 32 31
210r more.......cccceeveneen. 32 30 44 3.6 17 25 6 14 32 29
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..... 38 3.6 43 4.2 17 26 3 12 34 3.8
Mathematics................. 24 49 37 4.6 31 4.8 8 3.9 33 49
SCIENCE....ccvirviririiiiiins 23 4.7 34 49 34 6.3 9 4.0 42 75
Socid studies................ 20 4.7 46 5.4 28 5.0 6 24 35 5.8
English/language arts.... 31 4.4 44 4.9 21 4.3 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
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all most needed
Percent| se. [Percent] se [Percent| se [Percent| se |[Percent| se.
All teachers................... 20 16 33 17 31 14 16 16 53 21
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl......... 24 2.7 39 3.2 28 34 9 2.2 52 3.8
Middle school ............... 17 21 30 26 31 24 22 27 55 33
High schoal................... 17 24 28 3.0 34 3.0 20 27 50 32
Geographic region
Northeast.........cccceeeee 14 29 37 41 30 4.0 18 27 52 45
Southeast........cccceeeeneee 17 28 36 35 32 3.0 14 33 55 39
Central ......ccooeeeereeeenn 26 44 26 4.0 30 39 18 34 52 4.8
WESE ... 22 34 32 29 31 33 14 25 51 45
Enrollment size
Less than 500................ 22 29 33 34 27 32 18 27 52 38
50010999 .....cccvveeenen 20 23 34 29 31 28 15 24 54 33
1,000 or more................ 17 2.3 32 3.0 36 2.7 15 2.4 51 3.2
Locale
(0] |V 21 29 38 35 29 33 11 19 53 39
Urban fringe................. 21 3.8 36 3.6 30 3.6 14 3.3 54 4.5
TOWN ..o 18 32 27 3.0 34 37 21 38 54 4.3
Rural ......ccooveiieiee 18 33 32 35 31 33 18 32 49 5.2

Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price

lunch
Less than 35 percent ..... 20 29 30 29 32 26 17 24 54 3.6
3510 49 percent............ 18 3.2 33 4.0 31 4.7 18 34 58 4.8
50 to 74 percent............ 12 25 39 4.6 30 33 18 3.6 48 45
75 percent or more........ 26 34 36 33 28 37 9 19 45 32
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent....... 19 34 29 34 33 4.1 19 26 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 27 32 4.3 34 3.8 18 33 58 3.7
50 percent or more........ 22 22 36 2.8 30 24 12 16 48 24
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10 ................. 23 28 29 26 30 28 18 26 56 35
10t020....cccciiiiiieenn 18 28 33 24 34 26 15 25 54 3.8
210r more.......cccceeveneen. 19 2.8 37 3.3 29 29 15 21 47 35
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..... 23 31 37 3.6 31 3.8 8 22 57 3.7
Mathematics................. 8 23 22 3.9 46 4.8 24 4.2 67 5.0
SCIENCE....ccvvrviririiiiiins 16 3.7 23 5.2 30 5.0 31 5.9 54 5.9
Socid studies................ 9 28 31 5.6 33 5.8 28 55 46 5.8
English/language arts.... 29 4.3 41 4.7 22 4.2 8 3.1 42 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 innovative technologies such as the Internet and tel ecommunications-supported instruction
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.

School characteristic

All teachers.................. 7 1.0 20 1.6 31 1.9 42 1.8 79 1.6
Instructional level®

Elementary schoadl ........ 6 15 23 35 29 34 43 34 79 2.8

Middle schodl............... 8 1.9 17 1.9 30 2.2 46 2.2 80 1.9

High schoal .................. 9 15 19 29 35 34 37 3.2 78 2.7
Geographic region

Northeast.........ccccueueee. 5 2.0 19 3.8 27 3.7 48 4.2 81 3.2

Southeast.........ccoeveneenee 8 24 25 4.2 26 3.8 40 39 79 2.7

Central ....coooevveeeeinene 5 1.4 15 3.0 35 31 45 43 80 3.3

WESt..oociveeceeeeee e 9 2.3 20 3.3 36 35 35 3.7 78 33
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500............... 8 1.9 19 2.8 31 3.2 43 34 84 2.6

500t0999.......cccuveunene 6 1.2 21 29 29 25 44 34 78 25

1,000 or more............... 9 1.8 20 3.0 34 3.6 37 34 77 34
Locde

(@] Y 6 1.8 22 34 28 2.6 43 3.6 76 2.2

Urban fringe................. 8 2.2 27 4.1 31 34 34 4.0 84 31

TOWN..covev i 8 2.2 16 25 29 31 47 41 77 2.8

Rurdl .....coooeevveiieeee 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 16 22 27 33 27 37 28 82 27
35 to 49 percent............ 7 22 17 44 30 43 46 54 81 33
50 to 74 percent............ 5 2.6 19 34 31 4.0 44 47 78 33
75 percent or more........ 7 14 20 25 26 2.6 47 3.6 72 38
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent....... 6 17 21 34 25 2.7 48 3.6 81 31
6 to 20 percent.............. 9 23 20 3.6 33 45 38 44 81 3.2
21 to 49 percent............ 7 21 21 4.0 34 3.6 37 3.6 79 27
50 percent or more........ 6 16 19 22 31 29 45 34 76 2.8
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................. 6 16 20 25 28 20 45 27 78 24
10t020.c.ccciierieieiene 8 16 18 3.2 35 29 39 34 81 27
21 0rmore......c.cceveuenne. 8 20 22 34 30 3.0 40 3.0 79 3.3
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’..... 6 17 21 31 30 33 43 35 81 26
Mathematics................. 3 19 10 29 41 5.4 46 45 84 3.6
SCIENCE.....ccvvrviriiiiiene 6 26 19 55 35 5.9 40 6.4 72 4.8
Socid studies............... 4 14 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

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

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

2This 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
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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 Englistv Hlstory/. Mathematics Science
language arts social studies
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.

All teachers......ccoeveveveninere 75 23 73 28 82 18 81 23
Instructiona level*

Elementary schodl ..........ccccceeeenne 72 3.3 71 3.8 84 2.2 84 2.8

Middle school .........c.ccoovvviencnnnnn 79 34 76 4.6 80 3.6 78 5.6

High school ... 81 4.7 79 5.1 78 5.0 72 6.7
Geographic region

NOrheast .........covverininiieneene 76 45 75 5.8 85 3.7 82 5.3

SOULhEBSE .....oveviieiiiiiiiciesiesieins 70 4.6 65 5.9 74 4.8 72 6.1

Central .....ooeiiiiiiies 75 5.9 77 6.4 81 5.2 80 5.4

WESE ..o 78 5.0 75 45 88 27 88 3.0
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500.........ccccevvreienennnnn 72 45 74 4.8 84 31 82 4.0

50010 999....cciiiiiriniiniinienienienins 74 35 71 3.9 81 34 81 3.8

1,000 Or MOre.......coeevvvveieeiieeeeeene. 83 4.5 77 54 78 5.8 80 6.3
Locale

CItY oo 65 35 57 4.7 74 3.9 72 5.0

Urban fringe........ccooveovvivenvicnnens 80 4.0 80 4.7 87 3.6 92 25

TOWN. e 80 4.3 79 5.8 84 3.8 78 44

RUMEL ... 71 7.7 78 5.3 83 4.0 83 5.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Lessthan 35 percent..........ccccueennne 79 3.6 75 4.4 88 26 89 25

35t0 49 percent........cccceeveeenienanne 71 7.2 80 71 78 6.1 73 6.8

50 t0 74 PErcent........ccouvrererennens 71 5.4 65 5.6 76 4.7 75 5.9

75 percent Or MOre ........cccceeeveeenee. 71 38 69 37 76 31 75 34
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent........cccocveeeennnne 75 5.0 77 6.0 80 4.7 86 4.1

61020 percent .......ccceeceeereeenienene 73 6.1 70 6.4 88 38 84 47

2110 49 PErcent.......coourerererennens 79 4.7 79 55 81 4.7 81 5.3

50 percent or Mmore ...........cceevueennee 72 34 66 35 78 31 74 3.6
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10........ccccvvvvenenenicnnnnn 80 3.6 74 4.2 86 22 84 33

1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiiie e 79 4.1 73 5.9 82 31 83 45

21 0F MOTE....eviieeiieieieese e 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 English/ language History/ Mathematics Science
arts social studies
Percent | se. | Percent | se | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.
All teachers.......ccoovvviiiiiiiinns 82 19 78 26 79 22 74 24
Instructional level*
Elementary schodl .........c.cccccvveeenee 81 29 75 3.6 77 3.0 71 3.2
Middle school.........cccoevenirincninne. 82 3.6 83 33 85 31 78 44
High school ..o, 83 4.6 82 5.8 83 49 86 5.3
Geographic region
NOMhEaSt.......evvereeriieeerecccee 74 4.8 67 5.8 70 5.8 66 7.2
SOULhEBSE.....c.veveeeeeieececeeee 80 45 77 5.2 78 45 73 6.1
Central ..o 85 3.9 85 4.0 81 5.1 75 49
WESL...oeii e 86 3.9 81 4.2 85 3.6 77 3.9
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500 ........cccceverenenenienienne. 84 3.7 81 41 79 4.2 73 4.6
50010 999.....coiiiieiieeeeee e 81 33 74 4.3 79 3.6 71 4.1
1,000 OF MOTE....cevveieeaieaeieeaieeenaenes 78 55 79 55 78 51 84 5.8
Locae
CItY e 82 34 71 5.4 75 3.9 70 4.2
Urban fringe.......ccccooovvvenvenniienne 82 4.4 83 4.7 82 4.8 76 5.7
TOWN. et 82 3.8 79 4.8 82 3.7 76 4.7
RUFEL ..o 80 44 76 5.1 76 6.0 72 6.8
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent........cccccveveeenne 84 3.2 80 39 80 3.8 75 4.1
351049 percent.........coceeeeeereeenieeene 74 6.3 69 7.3 74 5.6 70 6.8
5010 74 percent.........ccceeceereeenienane 84 46 83 4.0 84 5.2 77 7.3
75 percent Or MOre..........ceeveeenueeane 80 33 73 39 76 37 70 46
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........ccceevrveenennne 78 5.6 74 59 70 6.5 66 6.3
610 20 percent.......ccoeceeveeeneeenieeene 84 41 79 5.9 81 46 73 48
21 t0 49 PErcent........ocoeerveeneeenieeanee 84 48 86 5.8 84 46 80 51
50 percent or More..........cccceceeenueenee 80 32 70 44 77 37 72 45
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.....cccoeverenenencnicniene, 81 33 78 3.6 84 29 78 3.2
1010 20.uumeiiiiiicciieeeee et 85 3.8 79 4.4 81 4.2 76 49
A N 1110 (T 79 4.2 75 4.8 72 5.2 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
School characteristic | anzrl]gg;?;rts © (l; ;ISt;)t%i s Mathematics Science
Percent | se. | Percent | se | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.

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

Elementary schodl ............ccccoveneeee. 69 3.3 53 4.0 64 4.0 66 4.0

Middle school .........c.ccoovviiininicne. 67 3.9 69 3.6 72 4.0 65 4.3

High school ......cccoovviiiiere 70 5.8 73 5.6 77 5.3 68 7.8
Geographic region

NOrtheast .........ccovvvrinininininieee, 66 5.7 62 6.1 60 4.7 56 7.1

SOULhEBSE .....ovvveiiieieeie e 59 45 48 4.8 61 45 54 55

Central .....oovveiiie 73 5.6 68 6.8 77 4.6 74 5.9

WESE ..o 76 45 58 6.7 70 75 74 5.8
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500.........ccccevviiienenienne. 72 4.2 58 4.6 68 4.7 66 5.4

50010 999....cciiiiiiiiieiee e 66 3.6 55 5.0 63 4.8 64 5.0

1,000 Or MOre.......coeevveeieeiieieeeeeee, 69 55 70 51 75 6.0 68 6.7
Locae

CItY e 64 45 52 4.8 64 35 61 5.0

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

TOWN. et 69 5.9 62 5.9 73 55 74 5.4

RUMEL ... 70 4.8 60 7.1 66 6.2 60 7.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccceeneeene 75 4.2 62 5.2 70 45 71 4.9

351049 percent........occeeveeeeeennnnnn 64 7.2 58 71 61 8.7 68 85

50t0 74 percent.........cccceeveeeceeennnnnn 66 5.8 55 51 68 51 61 6.4

75 percent Or MOre ........ccceeeeeeenens 59 39 54 45 62 45 55 43
Percent minority enrollment

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

61020 percent .......cceveeeieriiieennnnnn 75 6.1 56 6.4 68 6.7 78 6.2

211049 Percent.......ccoovverererennenne 69 4.6 58 5.3 66 5.8 66 5.6

50 percent Or More ..........ccceeeeeeeen. 62 35 57 38 63 4.0 56 39
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10........cccvvviiiincncnienne. 70 35 55 4.8 70 49 67 4.8

1010 20....cciiiiiiiiinieeeseeeeeees 69 3.8 60 4.7 70 4.0 65 4.7

21 OF MOF€.....eeeieiieeeeiea e 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 Sclence
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.
All teachers......coeveveienerereee, 66 27 57 3.0 69 29 59 24
Instructional level*
Elementary schodl ............ccccceeneeee 65 3.8 52 4.2 66 4.0 58 35
Middle school ........c..ccceevevvieeennne. 67 4.2 66 4.1 72 4.3 60 4.4
High school ......cccoovviiiiieree 72 5.4 74 6.9 85 4.1 68 85
Geographic region
NOrtheast .........ccoovvvriniiiieniniene 58 6.1 51 5.4 62 6.6 46 6.4
SOULhEBSE .....ovvveeiieiccic e 64 44 58 44 62 5.2 56 4.8
Central .....oovveiiiie 72 5.2 61 7.6 82 4.2 65 4.2
WESE .. 69 5.4 60 6.6 72 5.3 66 5.6
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccevviiienenienne. 62 5.0 57 44 66 4.3 54 3.8
50010 999....ccuiiiiiiiiiee e 68 4.0 55 5.3 71 4.7 61 44
1,000 OF MOTE.....ccevveerieaareanieeainnns 70 52 64 5.7 74 6.5 68 6.8
Locae
CItY e 65 4.6 61 49 69 44 58 34
Urban fringe.......cccccvoevievviiennne 68 4.9 51 6.8 68 6.2 61 6.6
TOWN. e 63 5.9 56 6.0 72 5.8 64 49
RUMEL ... 68 6.9 63 7.4 68 6.7 51 6.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........cccccveneene 74 4.0 60 5.6 76 3.8 63 39
35t0 49 percent........ccceeeveeeeeennnnnn 59 75 54 5.8 66 8.6 51 6.2
50 t0 74 Percent.......cc.cuevvrererennenn 61 3.7 51 4.7 64 5.1 54 49
75 percent Or MOre ........ccceeeeeeeenenn 56 48 60 42 62 3.6 62 33
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...........c.coceenenee. 63 6.2 62 6.9 70 5.6 56 5.9
61020 percent .......ccceveveieeiiieeninnnn 72 55 63 6.6 75 6.2 67 47
211049 percent.......coovvvrererennenn 69 6.3 48 6.9 68 6.4 52 55
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeceeeeen. 58 42 57 38 63 3.6 62 39
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccvvvnviinenicnienne. 62 5.1 56 5.8 73 4.1 64 4.1
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiieeee e 69 4.8 60 55 68 5.4 57 5.1
21 OF MOF€.....eeeieiiieieeiee e 66 5.2 56 5.3 68 54 56 5.0




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 Sclence
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.
All teachers......coeveveienerereee, 67 27 52 22 64 31 52 28
Instructional level*
Elementary schodl ...........cccccoveneeee 68 3.8 47 31 63 4.2 48 35
Middle school .........cccooviiieninicne. 68 3.7 61 5.0 66 4.2 64 6.0
High school ......ccoovviiiiieree 67 6.4 67 6.1 70 4.9 59 8.0
Geographic region
NOrheast .........coovrvriniiinineniee, 58 6.8 50 6.8 53 6.3 48 6.9
SOULhEBSE ..o 63 5.2 53 4.7 63 5.0 42 3.6
Central ......oceveiiiiie 70 5.4 57 6.9 69 6.9 56 5.4
WESE .. 76 4.2 48 5.0 70 6.8 58 6.9
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccevviiienenenne. 69 4.6 48 44 67 49 47 45
50010 999....cciiiiiiiiiieieneeeee 64 4.3 52 4.0 60 5.3 54 5.2
1,000 Or MOre......cceevvveeeeeiiiieeeeee, 71 6.5 61 5.0 71 6.6 56 6.3
Locae
CItY e 65 5.1 48 4.7 60 4.2 48 4.3
Urban fringe.......ccccovvevieiniieninne 77 4.9 52 5.6 65 7.7 48 7.0
TOWN. ..t 64 55 56 5.4 69 6.1 59 5.3
RUEL ... 60 6.7 53 6.5 62 7.7 51 6.4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccoveneeene 72 4.2 52 45 64 5.8 52 5.2
351049 percent........cceverererennenn 62 7.6 60 7.8 61 7.2 53 7.4
50t0 74 percent.........cccveveeeceeennnnnn 68 6.3 55 5.0 69 5.9 53 5.0
75 percent Or MOre ........ccceeeeeeenen. 60 33 44 3.6 62 42 50 44
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........c.ccceeeenenne 64 6.5 57 8.0 60 75 47 6.8
61020 percent .......cceveeeieeeiieennnnnn 73 5.9 54 5.0 67 7.3 55 51
21 t0 49 percent.......coceeeneeeeeeennnnnn 72 6.4 53 53 65 7.2 53 7.0
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeeeeenenn 59 29 44 32 63 44 50 45
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........cccovvviviiicncnienne, 68 34 46 4.8 67 4.1 54 4.8
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiiieeee e 69 4.8 53 5.1 62 5.8 50 5.2
A N T 10 (T 65 4.9 55 4.7 64 4.5 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 Sclence
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.
All teachers......coeveveienerereee, 64 26 38 26 51 3.2 42 3.0
Instructiona level*
Elementary schodl ............ccccceeneeee 64 4.0 38 3.7 55 45 a4 4.2
Middle school .........c.ccoovivienenicne. 62 4.7 38 5.2 49 55 42 5.6
High school ......ccoovviiiiece 62 6.3 39 5.7 39 55 34 6.7
Geographic region
NOrtheast .........ccovvvriniiineneniene 65 5.3 43 6.5 49 7.6 44 75
SOULhEBSE ..o 53 5.1 26 4.3 45 5.1 34 4.3
Central ......ooeveiiiie 66 7.0 48 8.0 59 7.8 48 6.3
WESE .. 69 5.0 37 5.9 53 6.5 44 6.5
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccevviiienenienne. 61 5.0 40 5.1 52 5.2 44 6.0
50010 999....cciiiiiiiiiieerereeeee 66 4.2 39 45 56 5.2 42 4.8
1,000 Or MOre......cocovvveeeeeiiiieeeeeee. 60 6.8 31 7.0 36 7.0 37 7.9
Locale
CItY e 62 49 35 4.0 51 4.6 40 4.8
Urban fringe.......cccccvveveievcvieeninne 76 45 42 7.4 56 8.6 48 8.8
TOWN. et 56 6.4 30 5.7 46 6.8 40 6.6
RUMEL ... 57 6.4 47 6.2 51 6.8 41 8.7
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........cccoveneenne 70 4.0 38 5.1 52 5.7 a4 5.0
35t0 49 percent........ccceeverieeennnnnn 55 7.3 39 7.8 47 7.2 34 10.6
5010 74 percent.........ccceeveerceeennnnnn 57 5.6 36 8.8 50 7.0 44 7.8
75 percent Or MOre ........ccceeeeeeenenn 61 53 40 35 54 33 45 48
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........c.cccvvveneeene 61 59 47 75 50 5.6 39 6.7
61020 percent .......ccceveeeieriiieenennnn 68 6.1 41 7.0 55 7.3 48 5.8
21 t0 49 percent.......cocceeereeereeennnnnn 64 4.7 31 5.2 47 71 39 75
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeceeenen. 60 43 35 34 53 27 43 44
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccvvvivnincncnnenne. 66 4.2 43 5.1 54 49 44 5.6
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiieiee e 62 4.2 43 4.3 51 5.2 43 4.8
21 0N MOTE....ccviiieiiineseenneseesiens 62 5.0 30 3.7 49 54 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 characteristics: 1996

(continued)
Using innovative technologies such as the Internet and
telecommuni cations-supported instruction
School characteristic English/ History/ . .
language arts social studies Mathematics Sclence
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.

All teachers......coeveveienerereee, 29 28 20 23 22 24 20 26
Instructiona level*

Elementary schodl ............ccccceeneeee 25 3.7 17 3.3 20 3.2 16 3.3

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

High school ..., 39 6.6 28 6.4 28 5.4 32 7.8
Geographic region

NOrtheast .......ccccovevevieenierieeen 23 6.0 17 46 14 45 17 4.7

SOULhEBSE ..o 35 6.5 23 5.9 26 6.2 28 6.9

Central ......ooeieiirie 20 4.3 20 4.6 18 5.3 13 34

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

Lessthan 500........ccooevvevrieenennne 27 46 21 41 18 3.6 21 4.4

50010 999....cciiiiiiiiiienenereeeee 26 4.2 20 4.0 24 4.2 19 4.0

1,000 Or MOre......cceovvveeeeeiiiieeeeeee, 40 7.6 21 4.9 28 4.5 25 5.8
Locale

CItY oo 28 5.4 15 3.2 22 35 19 4.0

Urban fringe.......ccccoooevievvienenne 30 6.0 21 5.6 20 5.0 21 6.0

TOWN. ..t 29 5.1 24 49 26 5.8 22 55

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

Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccceeneene 28 4.4 22 4.3 22 4.1 22 45

35t0 49 percent........ccceveieeiieeennnnnn 22 5.6 22 6.4 17 5.7 19 6.7

50t0 74 percent.........ccceeveeeceeennnnnn 37 7.2 18 54 27 5.8 25 6.0

75 percent Or MOre ........coceeeeeeeenenn 28 3.6 16 2.6 21 4.0 15 22
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent........c.cccceveneene 24 45 19 4.6 19 5.3 16 4.6

61020 percent .......ccceveeeiereiieennnnn. 28 6.3 13 4.0 17 54 22 5.8

2110 49 PErcent.......coovrerererennenn 33 55 31 6.8 28 5.2 24 6.2

50 percent or More .........cccceeceeeeenn 28 32 16 27 21 31 16 24
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10.....cccevvieeneerniieneene 33 38 18 41 25 4.4 22 41

1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiee e 24 4.6 18 3.9 19 35 18 44

21 0N MOTE....ceviiieiiineseeeeaeeniens 29 4.9 24 4.3 22 4.9 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
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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 | se. Percent | se.
All teachers................. 33 24 47 24 17 21 3 1.0
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 33 4.9 48 5.0 16 3.8 3 21
Middle schoal .............. 29 3.3 51 35 17 2.6 3 12
High schodl ................. 37 4.0 42 35 18 3.3 3 12
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceeene. 34 41 46 4.7 16 3.8 5 17
Southeast..........cceveee 34 6.0 48 6.4 17 5.2 1 0.8
Central .......cccovvviennnn 32 6.8 43 7.3 22 49 3 17
WSt 34 35 48 3.6 14 29 3 16
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 24 4.3 50 5.6 22 41 4 17
500t0999......ccccvveene 34 3.6 48 3.9 15 25 4 16
1,000 or more.............. 41 3.7 42 35 15 33 1 0.5
Locae
City oo 35 4.8 49 3.8 14 3.8 2 0.7
Urban fringe................ 36 4.1 47 4.6 13 3.0 4 24
TOWN...ooiiiiiiieieiae 27 41 43 55 27 34 4 16
Rural ... 35 7.2 49 75 13 4.6 3 22
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 33 3.7 a4 3.6 20 31 3 14
35 to 49 percent........... 38 7.3 44 5.6 18 51 +) 04
50 to 74 percent........... 27 3.6 59 46 8 33 6 23
75 percent or more....... 37 44 45 44 15 2.6 3 13
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 27 5.8 41 6.2 28 6.9 4 2.2
6 to 20 percent............. 27 6.3 50 6.3 21 3.9 2 11
21 to 49 percent........... 36 48 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 3.7 48 3.8 18 26 4 19
10t020..c..cciiireieeenne 33 4.8 49 5.0 14 3.2 3 14
21 or more.........ccceueee.. 37 4.0 43 46 18 37 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 49 8 5.9
SCIENCe.....ccvvireiriiin 23 6.8 60 7.0 12 5.1 4 3.6
Socid studies.............. 26 5.7 42 6.9 30 6.4 3 18
English/language arts... 31 5.4 57 5.7 10 2.9 2 17
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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.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | se.
All teachers................. 26 17 31 19 42 20
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 25 3.6 31 3.7 43 4.0
Middle schoal............... 32 28 28 26 41 28
High schodl ................. 24 29 35 2.8 41 3.2
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceeene. 21 29 39 41 40 45
Southeast..........cceeee 22 33 23 35 55 4.0
Central .......cccovvvriennnn 22 33 28 3.2 50 4.3
WeSt..oiiieeeeie 39 44 35 35 26 34
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 25 34 27 35 48 3.9
500t0999......cccevveene 29 34 32 3.6 39 34
1,000 or more.............. 25 2.8 34 31 40 4.1
Locale
City o 29 4.0 34 4.1 37 34
Urban fringe................ 31 4.3 38 35 31 4.6
TOWN...oiiiiiiciieiae 24 34 32 3.0 44 3.6
Rural ..o 20 34 19 44 62 4.2
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 25 26 33 3.0 42 34
35 to 49 percent........... 18 3.0 32 47 50 5.0
50 to 74 percent........... 36 46 22 33 42 47
75 percent or more....... 29 42 35 22 35 43
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 18 2.6 28 39 54 3.8
6 to 20 percent............. 27 4.0 32 43 41 49
21 to 49 percent........... 26 3.6 31 42 43 45
50 percent or more....... 35 31 35 2.6 30 2.6
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 28 31 34 35 37 35
10t020..c..cciriiieeenne 25 29 29 34 46 3.6
21 0r more.......ccccevreeens 26 26 30 34 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 3.9
SCIENCE.....ccvrvireiieein 31 5.4 28 4.1 40 5.6
Socid studies.............. 32 6.4 37 6.4 32 44
English/language arts... 30 4.0 28 4.7 42 5.5

49



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
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 | se.
All teachers................. 28 21 51 25 19 18 2 0.6
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 24 39 55 45 18 3.2 2 1.0
Middle schoal............... 32 26 44 3.0 21 22 3 0.9
High schoal ................. 33 3.6 48 3.2 18 31 2 0.9
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceneene 25 34 50 4.8 23 49 2 0.9
Southeast..........cceveee 30 3.7 48 34 19 31 4 17
Central .......cccovvviennnn 29 5.3 54 5.6 16 3.9 1 0.6
WSt 30 4.2 51 4.6 18 25 2 0.9
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 20 3.7 58 4.1 21 3.8 1 04
500t0999......ccccvveene 28 3.6 52 3.8 18 25 2 0.7
1,000 or more.............. 41 3.8 39 4.1 16 31 4 1.8
Locae
City o 34 3.7 44 3.7 20 25 3 1.0
Urban fringe................ 33 4.9 51 5.4 14 25 3 15
TOWN...ooiiiiiiiicnieiae 24 3.9 48 4.2 25 31 3 1.0
Rural ..o 21 44 61 5.9 17 4.3 G 0.3
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 29 29 52 3.6 17 25 1 0.6
35 to 49 percent........... 29 5.2 50 5.0 21 47 1 0.6
50 to 74 percent........... 26 44 52 54 17 31 6 2.8
75 percent or more....... 28 54 46 43 23 24 3 13
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 27 4.7 49 5.4 24 4.2 1 0.4
6 to 20 percent............. 29 39 54 46 15 31 2 0.8
21 to 49 percent........... 24 4.6 55 5.3 17 4.0 4 17
50 percent or more....... 34 39 43 31 20 22 3 0.8
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 27 31 51 34 20 24 2 0.8
10t020..c..cciiiieiieenne 31 3.7 48 45 17 3.2 3 14
21 0r more.......ccocevreeens 27 3.3 52 39 20 3.6 1 0.5
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 28 3.8 52 5.0 18 3.7 3 13
Mathematics................ 28 5.3 51 5.9 21 4.1 0 0.0
SCIENCe.....ccvvireiriiinn 30 5.7 52 5.6 18 4.4 + 0.3
Socid studies.............. 29 5.0 39 6.2 30 5.4 2 12
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.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers................. 31 19 42 18 27 17
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 33 35 43 3.3 24 2.7
Middle schoal............... 32 27 42 3.8 26 26
High schodl ................. 25 29 42 35 32 3.6
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceeene. 36 4.6 39 3.7 25 33
Southeast..........ccceeee 30 3.7 43 4.2 27 3.0
Central .......cccovvviennne 22 33 43 4.0 35 4.2
WeSt..ooiiiiecieeeiee 35 4.3 44 3.6 22 35
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 28 3.9 47 34 25 29
500t0999......ccecvveene 34 35 40 33 26 26
1,000 or more.............. 28 3.0 41 4.5 31 4.1
Locae
City oo 36 33 34 3.9 29 27
Urban fringe................ 32 4.5 45 4.2 23 35
TOWN...oiiiiiiiicieine 28 3.8 47 3.7 25 34
Rural ..o 26 55 42 4.8 33 4.7
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 28 29 a4 2.7 28 2.7
35 to 49 percent........... 28 5.6 47 5.7 25 33
50 to 74 percent........... 33 52 39 43 28 38
75 percent or more....... 39 33 36 24 26 31
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 26 4.0 46 3.3 28 4.2
6 to 20 percent............. 25 41 47 37 28 38
21 to 49 percent........... 32 42 40 45 28 34
50 percent or more....... 39 31 37 3.0 23 24
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 32 34 44 35 25 29
10t020..c..cciiiriieeenne 31 28 43 29 26 29
21 0r more.......ccceveeeens 29 3.2 41 31 30 2.8
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’.... 33 4.0 41 3.8 26 3.0
Mathematics................ 30 5.0 36 5.4 34 5.2
SCIENCE.....ccvvireiriiin 33 5.8 45 5.6 22 55
Socid studies.............. 32 6.0 45 6.1 23 3.9
English/language arts... 21 3.7 44 4.7 34 5.0

(+) Lessthan 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.

2This 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
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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 | se Percent | se Percent | se Percent | se
All teachers................. 28 17 36 19 28 16 8 1.0
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl ....... 46 35 32 2.6 20 2.6 1 0.4
Middle schoal............... 20 3.0 41 3.8 30 29 8 18
High schoal ................. 10 23 36 33 36 3.2 18 29
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceeene 31 4.3 36 3.8 24 3.6 9 20
Southeast..........cccenee. 28 41 41 44 25 34 6 16
Central .......cccovvviennne 29 4.6 31 33 30 3.6 10 19
WSt 25 3.2 34 3.6 32 3.6 9 21
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 33 3.6 34 3.0 27 31 7 17
500t0999.....ccccevveene 30 3.2 38 28 25 26 7 14
1,000 or more.............. 19 33 35 34 33 31 13 2.7
Locale
City oo 31 34 34 31 29 25 6 13
Urban fringe................ 35 3.8 36 3.6 22 35 7 21
TOWN...oiiiiiiiiicieiae 22 3.9 36 3.8 30 3.2 12 20
Rural ... 23 4.6 38 35 32 4.2 7 20
Percent of students
eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 28 25 34 2.8 28 2.7 11 18
35 to 49 percent........... 32 52 34 45 28 39 5 13
50 to 74 percent........... 27 41 40 46 25 4.0 8 16
75 percent or more....... 26 33 39 2.8 29 34 5 16
Percent minority
enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 23 37 34 3.0 30 3.6 13 25
6 to 20 percent............. 27 38 35 46 30 45 8 21
21 to 49 percent........... 36 5.3 35 4.0 22 3.6 6 16
50 percent or more....... 25 23 39 2.8 30 23 6 13
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 19 22 36 3.2 36 26 9 19
10t020....cciiiiieeeene 35 4.0 32 3.2 24 27 8 19
21 0r more.......ccccveeeens 30 34 39 34 23 3.0 7 15
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 48 36 32 3.0 20 2.4 (+) 0.1
Mathematics................ 17 4.2 33 5.6 39 55 11 3.0
SCIENCe.....ccvvireiriiin 11 34 36 5.8 27 6.9 26 5.7
Socid studies.............. 18 5.0 46 6.7 30 49 6 3.0
English/language arts... 22 4.4 42 5.9 27 4.4 9 2.6
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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)

School characteristic

Providing information or advice to parents to help them create

supportive learning environments at home

Need for information

Very much needed Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers................. 27 15 47 1.8 26 16
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 20 31 48 3.6 31 3.6
Middle schoal .............. 30 2.6 45 3.0 25 2.3
High schodl ................. 31 2.6 48 3.0 21 31
Geographic region
Northeast...........ccc....... 26 31 42 3.9 32 3.7
Southeast.........cccceeeeee 26 3.2 51 31 23 34
Central ....cccovevveeeninns 25 3.8 46 4.2 29 3.6
West....oooieeiieeeiee 29 39 50 39 21 3.2
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500 ............... 25 3.6 48 34 27 3.3
500t0999......ccccveneee. 26 21 48 3.0 26 3.0
1,000 or more.............. 30 3.0 46 2.8 25 33
Locae
(O] 1 29 3.2 44 2.8 27 34
Urban fringe................ 20 25 49 3.6 31 45
TOWN...oiiiiieeeeeeee 33 41 42 41 25 3.6
Rural ... 24 3.6 55 43 20 4.4
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 22 2.4 48 2.8 30 3.0
35 to 49 percent........... 26 39 49 44 25 45
50 to 74 percent........... 31 3.6 49 39 20 43
75 percent or more....... 36 54 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 4.2 27 4.0
21 to 49 percent........... 20 27 47 4.0 32 47
50 percent or more....... 37 39 44 35 18 23
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 35 24 44 27 21 25
10t020....cciiiiieeenne 21 21 53 33 26 26
21 or More.........coceuvee. 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.....ccvrvireiieein 29 4.2 49 6.0 22 6.1
Socid studies.............. 32 5.8 42 5.6 26 5.4
English/language arts... 30 3.6 48 5.4 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 | se Percent | se
All teachers................. 10 14 26 18 36 21 28 16
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 17 3.3 38 39 34 39 11 21
Middle schoal .............. 5 1.0 18 21 43 24 35 3.0
High schodl ................. 3 14 14 2.3 35 3.2 48 35
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceeene. 8 3.2 22 27 35 35 35 3.8
Southeast..........cccevee. 9 22 28 45 35 3.6 28 35
Central .......cccovvvrinnnn 9 29 28 4.3 38 4.0 26 3.7
WSt 12 33 25 3.2 38 44 25 31
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 12 27 33 3.2 34 31 21 27
500t0999.....ccccvvveene 11 28 25 31 40 3.2 23 22
1,000 or more.............. 4 1.6 18 25 32 3.8 45 3.2
Locae
City o 11 24 27 3.2 36 34 26 24
Urban fringe................ 11 35 29 39 31 4.4 29 3.7
TOWN...oiiiiiiiiicieiae 10 21 26 3.9 37 3.6 27 3.7
Rural ..o 6 28 19 33 43 44 32 45
Percent of students
eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.... 10 24 23 26 36 31 31 25
35 to 49 percent........... 13 38 27 5.0 33 45 27 39
50 to 74 percent........... 5 14 29 55 37 43 29 41
75 percent or more....... 10 18 28 27 41 35 21 34
Percent minority
enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 8 3.0 20 3.2 40 35 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 49 24 35
50 percent or more....... 8 15 26 23 38 27 28 33
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 6 13 20 24 44 31 31 28
10t020..c..cciiirieeenne 10 26 30 3.6 29 34 31 3.6
21 or More.........coeeueee. 13 25 27 3.0 36 29 24 23
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®.... 21 3.8 39 3.7 32 4.0 8 1.8
Mathematics................ 2 13 13 33 38 4.8 47 4.3
SCIENCe.....ccvvireiriiin 3 16 9 35 45 5.9 43 5.9
Socid studies.............. 4 21 20 4.7 39 6.4 37 6.2
English/language arts... 2 0.9 21 4.0 41 4.6 35 4.2




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

Need for information

School characteristic

Very much needed Somewhat needed Not needed
Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers................. 29 1.6 45 2.3 26 2.0
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 22 29 51 34 26 3.2
Middle schoal............... 36 3.0 42 2.7 22 2.0
High schodl ................. 33 24 38 34 29 37
Geographic region
Northeast...........cc....... 27 4.0 47 5.1 26 34
Southeast..................... 37 37 38 39 25 4.0
Central ....cccoveveveeeinnns 20 3.0 54 4.7 26 42
West....ccoeeeeeee, 32 31 42 31 26 3.2
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500 ............... 24 2.7 50 3.6 26 3.8
500t0999......ccceeeneee. 32 29 44 3.6 24 31
1,000 or more.............. 32 2.8 41 3.7 27 3.6
Locae
(O] 1 32 29 41 3.9 27 35
Urban fringe................ 24 35 45 3.6 30 34
TOWN...oiiiiiee e 31 37 42 3.6 27 3.8
Rurd ......ccoooveiiene 30 2.8 54 34 16 3.8
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 37 45 45 24 5.1
50 to 74 percent........... 40 5.3 39 5.2 22 47
75 percent or more....... 38 3.3 39 32 22 32
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent...... 22 35 51 4.4 27 3.3
6 to 20 percent............. 25 3.6 47 35 28 4.2
21 to 49 percent........... 28 3.7 46 4.6 26 47
50 percent or more....... 43 27 36 31 21 2.6
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 39 3.2 41 29 20 3.0
10t020..c..cciiiriieeenne 24 26 51 3.6 25 31
21 or More.........coceueee.. 26 27 43 4.0 31 35
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’.... 23 29 48 3.7 29 34
Mathematics................ 38 5.1 42 5.8 21 5.2
SCIENCE.....ccvrvireiieein 33 6.2 50 6.1 17 4.6
Socid studies.............. 38 5.1 39 55 23 4.3
English/language arts... 34 4.2 43 5.2 22 4.5
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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

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 | se
All teachers................. 26 20 34 20 24 17 16 15
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl ....... 35 35 31 3.3 22 2.8 11 2.3
Middle schoal............... 25 26 38 27 23 27 15 19
High schoal ................. 15 23 36 35 27 3.0 22 29
Geographic region
Northeast........c.ccceeene 26 42 33 49 26 3.2 16 3.2
Southeast..........cceeee 22 3.7 39 33 26 3.6 13 26
Central .......cccovvvvennnn 27 42 30 3.6 24 3.0 18 29
WeSt...iiiieeeeiee 28 3.7 33 3.2 22 3.0 17 3.0
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.............. 25 3.6 36 4.0 25 28 15 22
500t0999.....ccccevveene 30 3.8 30 23 25 29 15 22
1,000 or more.............. 20 2.4 38 3.8 23 34 18 35
Locale
City oo 33 4.0 33 34 22 28 11 25
Urban fringe................ 28 35 34 4.0 22 4.0 15 3.2
TOWN...ooiiiiiiicieiae 21 34 34 34 23 21 22 31
Rural ..o 20 55 35 3.9 32 3.6 14 3.0
Percent of students
eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.... 26 33 31 3.0 25 26 18 22
35 to 49 percent........... 24 46 40 51 25 3.0 11 2.8
50 to 74 percent........... 26 4.2 36 3.0 23 33 15 3.2
75 percent or more....... 28 29 36 2.8 22 21 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 46 35 41 25 48 15 3.6
21 to 49 percent........... 32 49 29 33 23 3.2 16 3.6
50 percent or more....... 28 22 3.6 22 21 20 15 20
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 21 22 35 34 29 29 14 22
10t020....cciiirieeeenne 29 29 34 34 21 26 16 3.0
21 0r more.......cccceveeeens 28 34 32 4.0 23 30 17 26
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’.... 38 35 31 31 22 33 8 19
Mathematics................ 15 4.0 36 4.7 31 5.0 17 41
SCIENCE.....eviveeereiraienns 17 42 34 54 27 5.7 22 5.9
Socid studies.............. 20 45 37 6.8 16 3.7 27 6.4
English/language arts... 25 4.3 31 4.2 26 4.7 17 35
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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 | s.e. Percent | s.e. Percent | s.e.
All teachers................. 33 2.0 44 1.9 23 17
Instructional level®
Elementary schoadl ....... 29 3.0 46 35 25 3.2
Middle schoal .............. 36 2.6 41 3.0 24 25
High schodl ................. 35 29 44 3.1 21 29
Geographic region
Northeast...........ccc....... 27 3.0 51 3.6 22 3.0
Southeast..........ccceeee 39 4.0 41 4.2 20 31
Central .......cccovvvieennne 27 41 45 3.8 27 3.0
West....oooieeiiieeiee 38 37 38 35 24 34
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500 ............... 28 3.0 44 3.9 28 3.9
500t0999......ccccvvenenen 35 2.8 44 29 21 2.4
1,000 or more.............. 37 3.6 42 4.2 21 35
Locae
(O] 1 36 3.6 39 3.8 24 2.4
Urban fringe................ 28 33 47 4.0 25 2.3
TOWN...oiiiiiie e 36 3.6 38 2.7 26 38
Rural ... 32 4.6 52 45 16 34
Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price
lunch
Less than 35 percent.... 27 2.3 46 2.6 27 24
35 to 49 percent........... 38 46 41 4.2 20 43
50 to 74 percent........... 43 57 42 5.6 15 2.8
75 percent or more....... 36 31 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 48 42 39 25 47
21 to 49 percent........... 33 3.8 42 5.2 25 38
50 percent or more....... 40 3.1 43 24 17 19
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10................ 40 4.2 42 35 17 29
10t020..c..cciiieieeenne 28 29 48 3.8 24 31
21 or More.........coceueee. 32 32 40 34 28 31
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.....ccvrvireiieein 38 7.1 50 6.6 12 4.1
Socid 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.

2This 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
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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
Percent | s.e. Number | s.e.

All teaChers......ooeveeeeeeee 94 1.0 423 18
Instructional level?

Elementary school .........cccccvevviienvennnen, 95 18 46.2 3.0

Middle school .........cccoviiiiiiniiiicie, 94 20 425 29

High school ......ccoovieieie e 93 16 37.8 2.7
Geographic region

NOMhEast .......cceeeerrereeeee e 95 20 41.8 45

SOULNEBSE ... 94 20 48.2 3.6

Central ..o 94 16 37.2 31

WESE .. 93 21 41.8 25
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500.........ccccvvviinininenincniene 95 16 425 3.0

50010 999....ccuiiiiiriiriinieee e 94 17 420 24

1,000 OFr MOrE....ccceeeeieeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 92 2.2 42.6 31
Locale

CItY et 92 23 440 31

Urban fringe........ccoovevvienieinieneeee e 95 16 49.8 3.8

TOWN. et 92 20 36.7 24

RUEL ... 97 12 37.2 3.9
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Lessthan 35 percent.........cceeeveveneenennnnns 94 12 40.1 24

3510 49 PErCant.......cceevveeeeeeiieenie e 89 34 384 38

5010 74 PErCent.......ccoeveeeieeerieeeneeeniee e 95 12 50.0 5.6

75 Percent Or MONE .......cccvevverrveeereenrennns 97 0.9 46.4 35
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent........cccoeveevveenevenenennn. 94 16 34.7 22

610 20 PErCENt ....ceeeeeeeeeiee e 97 16 48.0 46

21 t0 49 PErCaNt.....ccveeeeereieeeie e 91 2.6 424 3.6

50 percent or More .........cocceeveeeneeenieeene 94 16 44.2 2.6
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10.......ccccvvviininininenenenee, 89 25 38.2 24

1010 20....cciiiiieiiiiiie s 96 16 41.8 26

21 O MOTE....ceeviiieeieere e 97 1.0 46.8 3.7
Main subject area taught®

Self-contained class’..........c.cooocveeueeeee.e. 97 1.4 47.6 32

MathematiCs...........covvrviinininininineee, 93 3.0 35.9 29

SCIENCE. ... 91 3.8 46.5 6.1

Social StUIES......c.eovereiiiiiiiiiieeee 94 3.2 30.9 29

English/language arts............ccccceevenennn... 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.

2Data 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 characteritics.

*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
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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®

- 1 Not mgjor focus, . .
School characteristic Attended Major focus but information No |nfo.rzjne?jnon
provided provi
Percent | se Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se.
All teaChers......ocoeveviienererenee, 97 0.5 41 19 46 19 13 12
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl ...........cccoeeeeee. 98 0.5 45 34 46 3.3 9 19
Middle school .........c.ccooviiiininiene. 96 11 34 3.2 49 28 18 23
High school ......cccoevviiiiieee 95 13 42 3.3 a4 3.7 14 2.6
Geographic region
NOrtheast .........ccovvvrinininininieee, 95 11 41 4.7 47 4.0 12 23
SOULhEBSE .....ovvveiiieieieie e 97 12 40 34 47 35 13 25
Central .....oovveiiie 97 12 43 3.7 46 45 11 25
WESE .. 98 0.7 39 44 46 3.2 14 24
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccevviiienenienne. 98 0.6 46 3.7 46 3.7 8 18
50010 999....cciiiiiiiiiieieeeeeee 97 0.8 39 35 48 27 14 17
1,000 Or MOre......cccoeevveeeeeiieeeeeeee, 95 1.4 38 4.0 46 3.7 16 33
Locale
CItY e 96 11 44 33 48 3.2 8 21
Urban fringe........cccovvovvivevnieennne 98 0.9 42 4.3 46 3.7 12 21
TOWN. et 97 0.9 36 3.2 47 34 17 26
RUMEL ... 95 18 41 5.0 46 55 13 3.2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccceeneeene 96 0.9 37 29 48 2.7 14 20
351049 percent........cccceeveeeeeennnnnn 97 12 42 52 46 5.0 11 27
50t0 74 percent.........cccceeveerceeennnnnn 98 0.7 41 53 45 41 13 2.6
75 percent Or MOre ........coceeeeeeenens 97 12 49 3.6 42 4.0 8 15
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........ccccceeeeneene 96 12 34 4.1 52 4.6 14 2.7
61020 percent .......ccceveeeieriieennnnnn 98 0.7 44 45 40 42 16 31
21 t0 49 percent........ocevevieeieeennnnnn 97 13 40 5.0 49 44 11 22
50 percent Or More ..........cceeeeeenen. 96 12 46 29 44 29 10 17
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........cccovvvivnincnicninnne. 96 11 42 29 44 29 13 21
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiniieeeeee e 97 0.9 33 3.0 52 3.7 14 23
21 0F MOT€.....ceeeieereeeesiee e 97 0.9 47 31 42 26 11 21
Main subject area taught*
Self-contained Class’............coceuene. 98 0.6 45 3.7 44 3.7 12 2.3
Mathematics...........coevrvierenencnne. 97 17 43 5.2 46 5.0 10 35
SCIENCE. ....vvviiirienierieeseeie e 94 31 40 6.0 49 6.9 11 4.1
Social StUdIES.......ccvrvererieriiriiine 96 16 34 55 59 5.6 7 28
English/language arts...................... 96 1.9 32 4.6 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 devel opment program

Information on high standards presented®

School characteristic Attended! . Not major fogus No information
Major focus but information .
provided provided
Percent | se Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se.
All teachers......ccooeveveienecereee, 71 20 47 29 46 3.0 7 12
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl ...........ccccoeeeene 75 2.7 50 4.6 a4 4.5 6 19
Middle school .........c.ccooviiiininiene. 68 27 44 31 47 33 10 19
High school ......cccoevviiiiieee 68 3.0 47 3.8 46 4.1 7 2.3
Geographic region
NoOrtheast ........ccccvevvieerieirieeen 68 35 43 4.7 50 5.8 7 25
SOULhEaSt ... 70 3.6 48 4.7 47 46 5 17
Central ......cooveeeriere e 70 46 49 5.9 46 5.7 5 18
WESE ..o 75 38 48 6.3 42 51 11 27
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500........ccocerverrieenennne 71 32 52 51 43 51 5 18
50010 999....cciiiiiiiiieiee e 72 27 43 45 49 41 8 20
1,000 Or MOre.......coeevveeieeiieieeeeeee, 69 34 48 4.9 45 5.0 8 2.3
Locale
CItY e 69 4.0 54 3.9 42 3.8 4 13
Urban fringe........cccovvovvivevnieennne 73 39 46 6.4 42 5.8 12 2.8
TOWN. et 70 4.2 46 4.8 46 4.2 8 20
RUrA ..o 71 38 42 5.7 55 5.9 4 20
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccceeneeene 70 3.0 42 4.8 48 4.6 9 21
351049 percent........cccceeveeeeeennnnnn 79 39 48 52 45 51 8 2.6
50t0 74 percent.........cccceeveerceeennnnnn 65 42 49 7.2 48 7.0 2 11
75 percent Or MOre ........coceeeeeennenn 72 31 59 53 36 5.2 4 12
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........ccccceeeeneene 65 35 43 6.5 50 6.4 7 26
61020 percent .......ccceeeeeiereiieeninnnn 73 41 47 6.6 44 6.3 9 3.0
21 t0 49 percent........occeveieeeeeeennnnnn 76 43 42 49 51 52 6 22
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeceeeeenn 70 25 58 41 36 40 5 12
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.....cccevevieeniernceeneene 65 31 48 43 47 42 19
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeee 69 3.2 42 44 51 5.0 7 21
21 0F MOT€.....ceveieereeeesiee e 78 25 51 4.9 41 4.7 8 24
Main subject area taught*
Self-contained Class’............coceeene. 75 34 51 5.3 43 5.3 6 2.3
Mathematics.........ccovveereernieenenne 67 55 44 6.8 45 6.6 11 4.0
SCIENCE.....eviviieriirienienese e 65 7.1 50 8.3 44 9.0 6 4.0
Social StUdieS.......eeveveieiieireieiene 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
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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®

Not mgjor focus,

- 1 ) )
School characteristic Attended Major focus but information No |nfo.rzjne?jnon
provided provi
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.
All teaChers......cooeveveiereceeee, 54 19 22 24 60 27 17 21
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl ...........ccccceeneeene 56 3.6 21 4.2 62 4.7 16 3.8
Middle school .........c.ccooviiieninicne. 51 33 24 3.2 56 44 20 33
High school ......cccoovviiiiieee 55 3.8 23 3.7 61 4.4 15 3.7
Geographic region
NOrtheast .........cccovrvrinininineniene, 62 41 22 5.2 61 5.6 16 34
SOULhEBSE ... 51 44 28 35 60 3.9 12 3.0
Central .....ooeveiirie 55 4.2 27 5.7 56 6.8 18 45
WESE .. 49 3.8 13 31 64 5.7 23 5.3
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccevvrvnenenenne. 53 35 21 5.0 59 6.0 19 4.6
50010 999....cciiiiiiiininieeeeeee 54 29 20 33 62 34 18 28
1,000 Or MOre.......cooevvveeeeiiiieeeeee, 55 4.2 28 4.2 59 4.7 13 3.6
Locale
CItY e 52 3.8 28 3.9 63 44 9 23
Urban fringe.......ccccovoevienniiennne 58 29 24 5.4 57 59 18 4.0
TOWN. ..t 54 3.2 16 3.9 58 6.4 26 6.8
RUEL ... 50 5.2 23 6.0 64 6.4 13 4.0
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccoveneeene 56 3.3 21 3.6 59 4.0 19 3.2
35t049 percent.......cocceveieeiieennnn. 52 55 22 53 61 84 16 8.3
50t0 74 percent.........ccceeveerceeennnnnn 54 52 19 3.6 66 5.8 15 3.6
75 percent Or MOre ........coceeeeeeenenn 50 37 31 54 57 6.9 12 3.6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........cccccveveneenne 58 4.1 25 5.6 52 4.8 24 4.0
61020 percent .......cceeeeeieeiiieennnnnn 50 45 17 39 72 6.0 11 38
21 t0 49 percent.......ceceveveeeiceeennnnnn 55 46 19 49 61 74 20 6.2
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeeeeeeenn 51 27 30 42 58 47 11 21
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccvvviviincnnnicnne, 39 3.6 22 44 60 5.4 18 44
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiiiieeece e 60 35 22 3.7 64 4.6 14 28
21 0F MOT€.....ceveieereeeesiee e 61 3.6 23 34 56 4.2 20 3.8
Main subject area taught*
Self-contained class’...............c...... 56 36 18 46 64 60 19 53
Mathematics...........ccovrvienenenenne. 44 5.7 28 8.2 55 9.1 17 6.2
SCIENCE.....eviviieriirienienese e 56 6.7 31 7.6 64 8.1 5 26
Social StUdIES.......covrveriniriirieine 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®
- 1 Not major focus, . .
School characteristic Attended Major focus but information No |nfo.rzjne?jnon
provided provi
Percent | se. | Percent | se. | Percent | se. [ Percent | se.
All teachers......coovveeveeeeeecee 36 16 45 38 45 37 10 19
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl ............ccccoveeeee 39 3.2 50 6.3 42 6.3 8 2.6
Middle school .........c.ccooviiiininicne. 33 28 36 5.4 48 55 16 3.6
High school ......cccoovviiiiiere 36 34 46 6.4 46 6.0 8 31
Geographic region
NoOrtheast ........ccovevvieerierieeen 32 45 43 7.8 48 74 9 34
SOULhEBSE .....ovvveiiieieeie e 42 3.9 56 6.1 36 5.4 8 28
Central .....oovveiiie 37 4.0 36 85 55 9.5 9 3.8
WESE ..o 34 37 42 7.9 45 1.7 12 4.0
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500........ccocervernieenennne 35 2.8 47 5.6 44 5.6 9 24
50010 999....cciiiiiiiiinieieneeeeee 39 2.7 41 5.4 49 5.6 10 28
1,000 Or MOre......ccoevvvveeeeiiieeeeeee, 33 3.7 50 7.5 39 5.6 11 35
Locale
CItY e 37 3.9 60 6.5 36 5.8 4 16
Urban fringe........cccovvovvivevnieennne 38 34 43 7.3 48 8.0 9 5.2
TOWN. et 35 3.2 46 75 38 6.6 16 3.7
RUMEL ... 34 34 28 6.2 62 7.4 10 44
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccoeeneeene 36 25 37 5.7 49 6.2 13 3.6
351049 percent........ccceveveeeeeennnnnn 40 51 51 10.2 43 9.6 5 2.6
50 t0 74 PErcent.......cccccvvvenvrvveneens 36 4.3 48 7.3 46 7.1 6 2.3
75 percent or MOre .......cccvevvveeereens 32 35 61 4.4 33 4.2 7 2.8
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent..........ccceeveneene 36 4.0 35 9.8 55 105 10 3.3
61020 percent .......ccceveeeieriieeninnnn 36 4.0 42 6.8 47 6.1 11 4.7
21 t0 49 percent.......ccccceeevieeeeeennnnnn 36 48 47 7.9 44 7.0 9 35
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeeeeeeen. 35 2.6 59 37 35 34 6 17
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccocvvvivnincnnnienne. 33 25 37 5.3 50 5.7 13 28
1010 20....cciiiiiiiiinieeeseeeeeees 37 26 43 5.7 48 5.7 8 28
21 0F MOT€.....ceveieeeeeeesieenre e 38 3.6 53 6.5 39 54 8 4.4
Main subject area taught*
Self-contained class’...............cc..... 42 36 50 5.9 41 6.0 9 28
Mathematics...........ccovrvienenenenne. 33 49 58 9.7 38 9.4 4 28
SCIENCE. ....vivieirierierie e 43 7.3 36 10.8 49 9.9 15 7.0
Social StUdIES.......covreririiririiine 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.

2Percents 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 ssmple. Datafor 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
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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 characteristic Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......cccccveeeeeee. 41 21 41 20 16 14 2 0.6
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 48 3.7 40 3.6 10 21 1 1.0
Middle school .................... 40 35 42 31 15 23 3 0.8
High schodl ........cccccveieene 31 4.2 43 29 23 31 3 1.0
Geographic region
Northeast .........ccccceevrereene. 34 5.3 46 4.3 18 3.7 2 0.8
Southeast .......cccccevrereenenne 46 44 35 3.7 17 34 2 0.8
Central .....coovevveiereeeen, 38 4.0 44 4.4 14 25 4 21
WESt ..o, 44 38 40 39 14 34 1 04
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500............ccce..... 43 44 38 4.2 16 31 2 13
50010 999.....ccccirvriiriiinn 44 31 40 24 15 19 2 0.6
1,000 or more..................... 33 33 47 4.2 17 2.4 3 1.2
Locale
CitY v 44 34 40 28 14 20 2 0.6
Urban fringe.........ccccovnuenne 39 4.1 46 4.2 12 26 3 11
TOWN.c.eeiieeieeieieeene 36 34 40 35 21 4.0 3 16
RUFEL ..o 46 6.2 37 48 17 31 ) 0.2
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent........... 39 3.3 a4 31 15 21 2 0.9
35t0 49 percent.................. 36 6.3 37 6.0 25 53 1 1.0
50 to 74 percent.................. 44 42 38 37 14 27 3 1.0
75 percent or more.............. 47 25 39 35 11 22 3 1.0
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 34 4.8 42 3.8 20 3.6 4 19
6t0 20 percent ........cccccueee 44 4.0 41 44 14 25 1 0.5
21 to 49 percent............c.... 47 41 37 41 15 31 1 04
50 percent or more.............. 39 25 45 3.0 12 17 4 11
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccccerenee. 37 26 42 31 19 23 2 0.6
10t0 20, 40 3.9 41 4.0 16 27 3 14
210r MOre.......ccvvvereeenenenn 45 34 41 3.8 12 26 2 0.6
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’........... a7 3.6 41 3.9 11 1.8 2 1.2
Mathematics...........cc.cceuenee. 40 5.8 42 5.9 16 35 2 0.8
SCIENCE.....vvvereiririeieieeee 35 5.8 38 6.5 26 6.4 1 0.8
Socia studies..........ccceu.... 33 54 47 5.9 17 45 3 12
English/language arts.......... 43 5.1 46 4.8 9 2.4 2 1.0
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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 opportunities to share information
with colleagues at your school

School characteristic

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......cccoeveneene. 30 23 35 23 26 18 8 11
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 39 3.6 35 34 20 3.0 6 17
Middle school .................... 26 23 38 26 27 28 9 18
High school ..., 21 3.2 34 34 32 3.2 12 16
Geographic region
Northeast .........ccccovvreneene. 25 3.9 39 5.0 29 3.9 6 14
Southeast .......ccccceerereenenn 32 3.6 37 3.7 23 3.0 8 3.0
Central .....cooovvviiiiiieninn 38 4.6 30 44 22 42 10 28
WESE ..o 27 3.7 34 4.3 29 34 9 22
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500...........cc.e.... 34 34 31 34 26 3.2 9 25
50010 999.....cccciririiriiinn 31 31 39 33 25 26 5 12
1,000 Or MOre.........cccoeruene. 26 33 34 28 29 34 12 20
Locae
CitY e 35 33 33 34 24 27 8 21
Urban fringe.........ccccovnvenne 33 4.8 31 4.3 28 3.6 9 20
TOWN.c.eeiieeieeieieeene 24 33 39 35 26 3.2 11 35
Rural ..., 29 4.2 39 55 27 35 6 17
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent........... 27 34 36 33 28 2.8 10 16
35t0 49 percent.................. 28 47 35 46 28 4.0 9 3.6
50 to 74 percent.................. 33 51 36 44 23 34 8 22
75 percent or more.............. 41 48 31 46 22 2.6 5 15
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 30 55 32 4.0 31 4.2 7 2.3
610 20 percent ..........c..... 32 35 31 35 23 3.6 14 27
21 t0 49 percent.................. 26 4.2 41 3.8 26 3.6 6 21
50 percent or more.............. 34 38 34 35 25 2.6 7 14
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccccveenee. 33 3.8 33 33 25 24 8 20
10t0 20, 29 34 35 28 29 31 7 16
210r MOre......ccovvvveneeeneenn 30 31 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 21
Mathematics...........c.ccouenee. 27 5.2 39 4.8 29 4.6 5 20
SCIENCE...oveeeeeereieeree e 27 52 27 7.1 31 6.2 15 43
Socia studies..........ccceeuee. 22 55 41 5.6 29 5.0 7 28
English/language arts.......... 21 4.5 43 5.3 25 4.6 11 3.2




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 | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......cccovveneenne. 29 21 45 20 22 18 5 0.7
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 37 3.8 46 3.3 14 25 3 1.0
Middle schoal .................... 24 24 45 2.6 25 25 6 12
High school .........cccvvvninee. 20 3.2 43 3.6 29 3.6 7 16
Geographic region
Northeast .........ccccceevrereene. 20 29 49 3.9 25 3.8 6 18
Southeast .......cccccevrereenenne 38 3.9 36 27 21 3.2 5 1.0
Central .....ccoovvviiiniiininn 31 44 45 5.0 19 3.2 5 20
WESE .o 25 3.9 49 4.3 22 3.9 4 12
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500............ccce..... 26 27 49 33 21 3.6 4 15
50010 999.....ccccirvriiriiinn 33 3.6 43 3.2 18 25 6 11
1,000 or more..................... 25 34 43 4.0 27 31 4 1.2
Locae
(@] P 37 45 38 34 21 31 4 11
Urban fringe.........ccccovnuenne 26 3.7 50 4.4 19 31 4 14
TOWN.c.eeiieeieeieieeene 22 3.0 44 3.9 26 44 8 22
RUra.....ccooovieeiiereee 30 5.0 47 4.7 19 31 4 15
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent........... 27 31 48 3.2 21 22 4 11
3510 49 percent.................. 22 5.8 39 4.8 32 5.4 6 23
50 to 74 percent.................. 29 37 46 41 19 27 7 16
75 percent or more.............. 40 32 39 31 16 2.6 4 12
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 22 39 45 39 27 4.0 5 20
6t0 20 percent ........cccccueee 27 3.6 46 4.0 21 35 5 16
21 to 49 percent............c.... 31 46 45 43 20 32 4 13
50 percent or more.............. 34 27 42 34 19 22 5 12
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccccerenee. 22 27 47 3.2 25 29 6 16
10t0 20, 30 34 45 3.0 20 26 5 15
21 OF MOT€......eeeeeeeiiaaieans 33 35 43 4.0 20 25 4 1.0
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’........... 37 3.8 44 3.6 15 31 3 13
Mathematics...........cc.cceuenee. 31 6.2 39 5.1 21 3.7 9 31
SCIENCE.....vvvvireiririeriiieeine 22 5.3 45 5.3 24 6.2 10 35
Socia studies..........ccceeue.. 20 5.1 50 6.4 26 5.1 3 14
English/language arts.......... 33 4.7 44 4.9 19 3.6 4 1.4
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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)

Aligned with high standards

School characteristic Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......cccccveeeeeee 28 19 45 18 23 17 5 0.7
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 34 34 47 34 15 31 3 11
Middle school .................... 26 20 42 29 25 26 7 12
High schodl ........cccccveeeene 22 3.3 43 35 30 31 5 12
Geographic region
Northeast .........cccccvevreneene. 25 3.8 41 3.7 28 4.0 5 12
Southeast .......cccccevrereennnne 35 4.3 39 3.0 21 3.2 4 11
Central .....cocovvviiiniiinn 26 3.8 50 44 19 28 5 22
WESE .o 26 3.2 48 3.7 22 3.9 4 1.0
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500...........cccu.... 30 3.6 44 3.9 22 3.6 5 16
50010 999......ccciririiniiinn 28 31 45 28 22 25 5 0.9
1,000 or more............c........ 27 3.8 44 3.8 24 25 5 1.2
Locale
(@] PR 32 43 44 41 19 31 4 1.0
Urban fringe.........cccoveuenne 30 3.8 45 3.7 20 26 4 11
TOWN.c.eeiieeieeieieeene 25 3.0 38 3.6 30 3.8 6 20
Rural ..., 23 4.6 52 45 22 3.6 4 12
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent........... 26 29 46 31 24 20 4 1.0
35t0 49 percent.................. 22 6.1 50 5.8 24 49 4 14
50 to 74 percent.................. 31 4.0 40 34 21 3.6 9 17
75 percent or more.............. 37 35 40 32 19 22 4 12
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 21 3.7 46 5.3 26 3.6 6 22
6t0 20 percent ........cccecuene 27 38 46 39 23 31 4 14
21 to 49 percent...........c.c.... 33 43 43 41 21 4.0 3 0.9
50 percent or more.............. 30 22 43 2.6 20 18 6 11
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccccveenee. 25 3.0 47 3.7 24 28 4 1.0
10t0 20, 29 29 42 3.0 24 3.0 5 14
210r MOre.......ccvvvenevenennns 29 31 45 35 21 2.6 5 12
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’........... 35 3.7 a7 41 14 34 4 13
Mathematics............c.cceuenee. 30 5.6 44 5.3 24 3.8 3 13
SCIENCE.....vvvireiririeieieee 31 4.8 32 5.1 31 6.0 7 34
Socia studies..........ccceu..... 24 4.4 45 54 26 5.7 5 3.0
English/language arts.......... 25 4.2 49 5.0 21 4.0 5 16
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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 | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......cccoceveneene. 29 19 40 18 24 19 7 12
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 41 3.8 40 3.3 16 2.7 3 11
Middle school .................... 19 21 44 26 29 27 8 15
High schodl ........cccccveeeene 19 34 38 3.6 29 35 14 25
Geographic region
Northeast .........cccccvevreneene. 26 3.9 39 4.8 29 49 6 15
Southeast .......cccccevrereenennn 37 3.6 40 4.1 17 28 7 19
Central ......ccooevviiiniiinenn 27 49 37 3.9 26 3.6 9 27
WESE .o 24 4.1 45 3.9 23 3.8 7 19
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500............ccce..... 28 3.9 44 3.7 22 33 7 18
50010 999......ccciririiriiinn 34 3.2 38 27 23 24 5 12
1,000 or more.............c....... 21 25 40 39 27 34 11 2.7
Locale
CitY e 34 3.9 39 3.0 20 3.0 6 17
Urban fringe........cccccovnnenn. 29 4.0 38 3.6 26 31 8 20
TOWN.c.eeiiiieeeescieeae 24 25 38 31 30 4.0 9 24
Rural ..., 26 5.6 49 4.3 17 3.2 7 18
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent........... 25 29 40 29 28 29 7 16
35t0 49 percent.................. 24 5.8 43 6.0 25 53 9 2.6
50 to 74 percent.................. 33 47 41 4.0 18 31 8 23
75 percent or more.............. 41 2.8 40 3.0 14 23 6 16
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 25 4.7 38 31 26 3.6 10 3.0
610 20 percent ...........c...... 30 4.2 37 3.9 25 3.2 7 18
21 to 49 percent.............c.... 26 46 43 4.0 26 48 5 16
50 percent or more.............. 33 23 42 23 17 23 8 17
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccceeerenee. 28 27 40 31 26 34 6 12
10t020....cceiiiiieiiiiiecneene, 28 34 41 3.2 23 27 9 24
210r MOre.......cvveveneeenennn 30 3.2 40 31 22 3.2 7 17
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’........... 39 4.0 40 3.7 17 34 4 14
Mathematics..........ccccovereenne 21 46 44 53 27 5.7 8 24
SCIENCE. ..o 18 4.4 39 6.5 33 5.7 10 4.7
Social studies..........cceeuee. 17 4.6 52 6.2 22 4.8 9 35
English/language arts.......... 31 4.8 43 4.6 22 3.3 4 15
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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 | se.
All teachers.......cccoceveneene. 26 19 40 20 23 19 11 13
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 34 3.8 40 3.8 18 3.2 9 20
Middle schoal .................... 25 25 37 24 25 25 13 20
High school .........cccvvvnenee. 16 26 43 33 29 33 12 21
Geographic region
Northeast .......cccccevveenninnne 28 4.0 41 51 21 35 11 25
Southeast .......cccccevrereennnne 25 35 40 3.9 21 34 14 3.2
Central .....cocovvviiiniiinn 31 5.0 34 3.9 25 5.2 10 21
WESE .o 22 4.3 44 3.8 25 3.8 9 20
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500............ccce..... 28 3.9 36 3.7 25 3.8 11 25
50010 999.....cccciririirieinn 29 34 40 27 19 22 12 20
1,000 or more..................... 18 2.7 45 4.2 27 33 9 1.8
Locae
(@] P 27 41 41 35 25 3.0 7 18
Urban fringe.......c.ccccovneenne 29 4.7 41 4.2 21 4.0 8 20
TOWN.c.eeiiieeeieeecieene 22 27 37 3.9 25 3.7 17 31
RUral.....ccoovvieieeeee 26 6.1 42 55 20 45 11 2.8
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent........... 27 3.0 38 26 23 28 11 16
3510 49 percent.................. 23 4.8 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 17
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 24 4.7 36 3.6 24 4.1 15 2.7
610 20 percent ..........c...... 29 3.8 35 3.6 26 3.9 10 3.2
21 to 49 percent.................. 26 49 44 45 20 43 10 24
50 percent or more.............. 25 25 45 32 22 18 9 15
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccccveeenee. 22 34 42 34 21 23 14 22
10t020....cciiiiiiiiiiniiniene, 27 3.2 39 33 24 28 10 21
21 Of MOT€......eeeeeeaieaieeanns 29 3.0 39 34 23 3.0 9 22
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’........... 35 4.0 36 3.9 17 34 11 2.3
Mathematics..........ccccovereenne 14 4.4 50 5.0 29 53 7 17
SCIENCE. ..o 20 54 35 5.8 35 7.2 11 54
Social studies..........cceeuee. 20 44 48 6.1 25 5.3 7 28
English/language arts.......... 26 4.7 43 4.4 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 | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.
All teachers.......cccoceveneene. 17 17 33 21 34 20 16 14
Instructional level®
Elementary schodl .............. 25 31 37 34 28 3.0 9 19
Middle school .................... 12 18 32 26 36 24 19 23
High schodl ........cccccveeeene 8 2.3 27 31 40 34 24 31
Geographic region
Northeast .........cccccvevreneene. 16 31 34 4.2 35 3.9 15 27
Southeast .......cccccevrereenennn 22 4.2 34 4.0 31 3.8 13 18
Central .....coovvvriieniien 16 3.2 32 5.2 32 4.2 20 34
WESE .o 13 3.6 31 4.1 39 4.0 17 27
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500............cccu..... 15 3.0 36 34 33 3.9 16 26
50010 999......ccciririiriiinn 21 28 33 3.0 31 26 15 20
1,000 or more.............c....... 12 2.3 28 33 42 4.2 19 2.4
Locale
CitY e 21 3.2 36 3.2 28 33 15 25
Urban fringe........cccccovnnenn. 18 3.8 30 4.0 34 35 17 2.8
TOWN.c.eeiiiieeeescieeae 12 24 29 33 41 33 18 3.2
Rural ..., 15 3.9 37 5.7 33 5.4 15 31
Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent........... 13 25 31 3.3 38 3.2 17 2.3
35t0 49 percent.................. 14 46 33 49 39 54 14 35
50 to 74 percent.................. 23 47 34 37 24 31 19 27
75 percent or more.............. 23 2.6 37 41 27 23 13 24
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 13 31 32 4.8 35 4.4 19 34
6t0 20 percent ........ccceceeee 17 42 34 35 32 34 17 35
21 to 49 percent.............c.... 18 35 28 4.0 39 43 14 2.8
50 percent or more.............. 18 19 37 32 30 22 14 20
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccceeerenee. 16 26 30 3.2 36 26 18 25
10t020....cceiiiiieiiiiiecneene, 17 27 34 35 32 28 17 25
210r MOr€......ccvvvevereeneenn 17 30 34 3.2 36 3.7 13 2.3
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class’........... 26 2.9 36 3.6 27 34 11 25
Mathematics............c.cceuenee. 10 34 31 5.3 39 49 20 3.7
SCIENCE.....vvvireiririeieieee 13 44 30 5.7 35 5.9 22 5.6
Social studies..........cceeuee. 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 | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.

All teachers......cccevvveevenee. 10 1.3 24 1.6 30 1.8 35 1.8
Instructional level®

Elementary schodl .............. 13 2.6 25 31 29 31 33 31

Middle schoal .................... 8 15 23 25 33 25 36 2.4

High schodl .........ccovvvveenee. 7 2.2 24 3.0 31 3.2 38 3.3
Geographic region

NoOrtheast ........cooveevreeveennee. 10 2.8 25 3.8 31 3.6 34 41

SOUthEast .......cceevevevieieene 14 3.7 18 3.0 35 4.4 33 3.2

Central .....coevvveeeeeieiiee 8 2.0 32 47 26 4.6 34 3.6

WESt ..o 8 2.2 22 2.8 30 4.4 39 34
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500..................... 7 1.8 28 3.8 25 3.2 39 41

50010 999......c.covvvirieirene 12 24 21 2.0 34 2.7 33 25

1,000 or more.............c....... 10 2.6 25 3.7 31 3.7 34 33
Locde

(O] Y 15 3.0 24 3.6 32 39 28 29

Urban fringe........cccccovnnenn. 12 29 24 35 29 4.0 35 39

TOWN...oueee 4 1.1 24 3.7 30 3.9 41 4.6

RUral.....ccovveeeeciecee e 8 3.0 26 43 30 4.4 36 4.9

Percent of students eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent........... 9 20 25 28 31 26 35 26
35t0 49 percent.................. 9 46 24 32 32 45 35 47
50 to 74 percent.................. 12 34 25 35 26 41 38 41
75 percent or more.............. 14 23 22 27 31 37 33 53
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent............. 6 20 27 4.8 29 4.5 38 39
610 20 percent ...........c...... 11 29 21 3.6 32 4.1 36 3.2
21 to0 49 percent.................. 11 3.0 27 44 28 3.8 33 3.8
50 percent or more.............. 11 14 22 22 33 32 34 4.0
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10........ccccceeerenee. 10 21 24 28 33 27 33 35
10020, 11 19 25 26 32 28 32 28
210r MOre.......cvveveneeenennn 9 2.3 25 3.2 26 29 41 3.7
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained class®........... 13 24 23 28 27 29 38 3.0
Mathematics............c.cceuenee. 6 35 23 4.7 36 5.3 34 55
SCIENCE.....vvvireiririeieieee 11 44 13 5.0 38 6.3 38 6.0
Socia studies........c.cccuenee. 6 18 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 schoolsin the sample. Data for combined
schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics.

2This 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
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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]| se. [Percent] se. [Percent] se [Percent] se. [Pecent]| se [Percent] se
All teachers........ccoeereeeeeeieiinn, 39 21 37 2.2 23 1.9 38 2.0 16 1.7 26 2.3
Instructional level*
Elementary school...........cccccvneeeennne 42 3.8 46 3.7 27 3.3 44 39 20 2.7 34 3.8
Middle school...........ccccveevriririinnne. 38 2.6 34 2.6 23 2.7 37 2.6 15 2.0 24 3.0
High school ..o 35 3.1 28 34 14 2.0 29 3.2 12 2.3 17 2.6
Geographic region
33 4.4 37 49 21 3.7 36 4.5 16 3.2 28 4.6
41 3.8 46 4.6 29 35 42 3.6 22 3.6 30 3.8
39 3.8 33 4.3 22 51 37 4.1 14 3.0 27 4.7
40 39 33 2.9 19 3.3 35 3.2 14 2.6 19 2.8
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ccccceveevreneverennan. 36 4.5 42 3.7 21 3.4 43 3.6 16 2.7 30 4.8
500 to 999 38 2.8 36 3.2 24 3.1 36 3.0 17 2.8 26 31
43 3.4 33 3.1 23 3.1 33 35 16 2.3 20 3.0
40 35 41 39 29 35 43 3.6 21 4.3 28 4.3
49 4.7 44 4.7 26 4.4 38 3.4 18 3.8 27 4.2
36 3.7 28 3.8 15 2.2 30 3.6 12 2.2 25 3.7
27 3.8 36 4.5 21 3.7 39 6.5 15 25 24 53
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent ........c.coeeeeeunne 37 3.3 36 3.0 21 2.9 38 3.0 14 21 30 3.3
35t0 49 percent ....... 35 51 34 5.0 18 4.0 34 4.5 17 4.2 21 4.8
50 to 74 percent ... .. 44 39 42 5.2 30 49 39 5.0 22 49 18 2.9
75 percent or MOre........ooeeeveeevenens 42 2.3 41 2.8 26 3.7 40 3.4 19 25 27 3.4
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent.........cccovveeeeunnne 34 3.2 33 3.6 22 4.6 33 5.0 12 2.7 27 5.0
610 20 PErCent ......ccoeveverereerereieieens 44 5.8 43 4.6 24 4.5 42 2.3 22 4.1 29 51
21 t0 49 percent ... .. 36 3.3 35 4.4 21 3.3 36 4.1 13 4.2 24 3.8
50 percent oF MOre........oovererverennes 41 2.6 40 3.0 25 3.0 39 28 19 23 25 28
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.......ccccoevevcevecicnesecnne 47 3.2 35 3.1 23 3.1 36 2.6 15 2.8 24 3.0
40 3.6 34 3.2 27 3.2 36 3.6 16 2.6 29 3.7
30 35 43 4.6 18 24 40 3.7 18 2.8 25 35
Main subject area taught?
Self-contained Class’ ... 45 4.1 45 4.3 30 3.7 45 4.0 20 3.2 33 4.6
35 4.4 24 4.8 18 5.0 29 4.1 11 34 13 3.6
32 4.7 28 5.6 13 4.7 25 6.0 16 4.6 26 5.7
31 5.7 32 5.0 18 35 24 4.2 14 4.5 20 5.4
47 5.1 38 4.3 20 3.5 45 5.0 20 4.0 28 4.9
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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)

School characteristics

State-devel oped
content standards

State or district
education
conferences

Media

Professional teacher
associations

Ingtitutions of higher
education

Percent | se.

Percent [ se

Percent [ se

Percent [ se

Percent [ se

All teachers........ccceeveveneee

Instructional level®

Elementary school...................

Middle schooal...

High school .........cooevicucirinenee

Geographic region

Enrollment size

Lessthan 500........ccccceevvvnnne.

Urban fringe..

TOWN ot

Percent of students eligible for free or

reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent
350 49 percent .......
50 to 74 percent ...

75 percent or More.........cov.e..

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent.................

6 to 20 percent

21to 49 percent .........cceuvenne
50 percent of MOre..........c.c....

Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10.......cccoevevivrennnee

Main subject area taught?

Self-contained class®
Mathematics..

Social studies...........

English/language arts..

15 1.4
16 2.7
15 2.6
13 2.4
14 4.1
17 31
15 3.0
12 2.8
18 35
13 2.5
13 2.5
13 2.2
16 35
14 3.2
17 3.8
14 2.5
14 3.6
12 3.2
20 3.2
16 4.0
12 24
14 3.3
16 2.3
11 1.9
14 2.8
18 3.0
16 3.0
14 4.9

6 2.8
12 3.6
15 3.6

28 21
32 3.9
29 2.5
22 2.3
21 5.0
35 4.1
24 4.3
30 3.6
29 4.2
25 2.6
30 31
29 2.9
31 3.6
20 2.6
32 7.0
24 34
27 34
36 45
32 2.7
25 5.7
29 4.0
24 31
33 2.2
26 2.8
28 3.2
29 4.6
32 33
20 45
14 4.4
21 51
34 55

12

15
14

12

14

11
15

15

20 1.8
21 31
24 2.8
15 2.2
18 33
20 2.8
18 51
22 33
17 3.6
21 2.7
21 33
18 2.9
25 4.8
21 35
12 31
23 3.3
12 31
21 3.7
16 21
17 4.7
22 3.9
21 3.7
18 2.3
16 2.7
22 2.9
21 3.8
21 3.6
25 53
21 5.6
16 3.9
16 3.8

26 2.0
31 4.4
25 2.7
19 3.2
31 5.7
23 3.2
26 51
23 3.8
31 3.9
26 2.8
19 3.0
24 3.0
32 52
21 33
25 45
27 3.2
20 3.9
21 3.6
32 3.0
27 4.2
24 55
24 4.1
28 2.7
28 2.6
21 3.0
27 4.1
30 4.4
15 4.3
20 52
18 4.4
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)

. Intermediate or
State department of Other teacher " National model . -
School characteristics education organizations Teacher unions content standards reglorz;dcl;catlon
Percent | se. Percent [ se Percent [ se Percent | se Percent  se
All teaChers......covvevveereeereieinne 7 11 19 23 11 16 12 17 8 15
Instructional level
Elementary schol..........ccoeuevennennes 8 22 22 3.6 12 2.8 12 29 8 2.7
Middle schoal ... 10 20 23 3.2 11 21 13 2.6 10 22
High school ..o 4 13 14 29 10 2.6 11 2.8 7 23
Geographic region
7 4.0 20 45 10 25 13 4.0 9 34
12 24 14 3.0 9 3.6 13 37 7 3.2
3 14 24 5.0 14 3.6 11 3.6 5 20
5 1.6 18 3.0 12 31 10 20 11 24
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ceweveeeeeeneeeeennes 8 2.8 18 33 7 2.7 15 38 9 3.0
7 16 21 3.6 14 2.7 10 22 7 14
6 16 18 43 12 29 11 2.7 8 4.2
10 21 18 37 14 3.6 10 3.0 8 18
Urban fringe.. 3 13 26 51 16 4.0 17 48 12 4.6
TOWN oo 6 13 15 39 6 19 9 34 5 17
RUIEL ... 11 4.0 15 34 8 3.8 11 34 8 2.8
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent ..........ccccveuennes 5 19 25 34 14 2.6 12 29 7 18
35 to 49 percent ....... 7 3.2 10 33 7 21 18 49 12 5.0
50 to 74 percent ... 8 23 15 3.0 8 4.2 6 20 5 24
75 percent Or MOre........ocoeeeveeerenens 14 24 17 27 13 22 8 18 10 23
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent..........cccooeveeennes 7 37 19 37 13 3.2 9 34 7 31
6 to 20 percent 5 14 24 49 6 2.7 15 29 9 2.8
21 t0 49 PEICENt ..ovvrerceeeeierreerenns 4 20 16 38 11 4.2 11 3.6 5 2.8
50 percent Or MOre........covererverenenns 14 21 19 22 15 24 11 25 10 20
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10......c.ceeereereeeeeeeerennennes 7 16 21 3.2 9 24 10 22 7 17
5 12 18 39 12 2.7 13 3.2 10 29
9 2.8 18 35 13 29 12 2.7 8 19
Main subject area taught?
Sdf-contained class’........cooocovvnns 6 12 20 45 14 38 14 35 8 2.6
Mathematics.. 4 16 10 4.0 8 39 12 44 6 44
Science.......... 10 39 28 6.3 6 5.0 10 44 11 4.6
Socia studies........... 3 20 14 45 10 43 13 45 2 12
English/language arts.. 8 4.0 23 5.1 15 5.6 5 2.4 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 Regiona
School characteristics Electronic networks initiatives U.S.EDERIC offices/programs Labs
Percent  se. Percent [ se | Percent | se. [ Percent | Percent [ se
All teaChersS......covveeiererereieinn, 15 18 16 24 11 21 7 14 4 11
Instructional level*
Elementary schol..........ccceuevernennes 14 4.0 15 3.6 13 4.7 8 25 5 2.6
Middle schoal ... .. 18 3.0 20 35 11 2.8 8 2.6 4 17
High school ... 15 38 12 37 7 33 3 20 1 0.4
Geographic region
NOMhEASE ......oevreeeeiereeiieiieiereieines 21 52 13 5.0 11 7.7 6 2.6 6 48
SOULNEBSE ..o 15 43 15 38 16 44 8 4.0 4 15
Central........coveeeereereeneeneeseieeeeens 11 41 16 55 9 3.6 6 29 2 18
WESE ..o 14 3.0 18 41 5 20 7 17 2 0.8
Enrollment size
Lessthan 500.........ceweeeeeeeerereenennes 14 41 13 31 16 6.2 4 19 4 31
500 to 999 13 3.2 17 4.2 8 16 9 31 4 13
1,000 or more. 19 44 16 39 7 25 6 22 2 1.0
Locale
CltY oo 19 3.6 18 5.0 16 38 13 3.6 6 20
Urban fringe.. 16 43 18 48 3 16 5 22 1 0.7
Town......... 9 2.8 12 31 3 14 2 1.0 1 0.6
RUIEL ... 15 44 14 48 27 9.8 5 2.6 7 6.6
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent ..........cocveuennes 17 31 9 39 12 43 3 14 3 23
35 t0 49 percent ....... 13 6.4 18 53 6 3.6 10 6.6 2 14
50 to 74 percent ... .. 13 39 19 55 6 22 4 22 2 1.0
75 percent Or MOFe........covveveeeeienens 15 27 27 5.0 16 3.8 17 3.0 10 25
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent...........ccoeveuennes 15 5.0 7 3.2 14 6.9 2 19 4 45
6 to 20 percent ..... 9 37 19 6.9 7 48 2 17 2 13
21to 49 percent ... .. 18 52 14 43 9 33 9 5.0 1 0.4
50 percent Or MOre........covervrverennnes 20 35 22 3.2 12 24 13 21 8 19
Number of years teaching
Lessthan 10......ceeereereeeeeeeenennennes 22 44 15 34 10 2.6 6 19 4 13
1010 20 13 3.6 13 3.6 8 38 8 3.6 2 0.9
21 0N MOF€...evereeeeeeeeseieeieeseeenns 12 3.2 19 4.6 14 5.6 6 20 5 3.6
Main subject area taught?
Sdf-contained class’.........ooocovvenns 14 38 20 4.6 12 35 10 34 4 12
Mathematics......... .. 18 7.6 10 3.6 13 7.8 2 17 1 11
Science...... 12 44 14 43 6 4.6 10 54 0 0.0
Socia studies........... . 19 6.3 16 114 3 21 2 17 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.

2This 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
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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 | se. Percent | se.

All teachers........ocovvveivceeeieeeece, 34 1.8 50 17 15 12 1 0.4
Instructional level*

Elementary schodl ............ccccoeeeeee 28 34 53 3.3 17 25 1 0.8

Middle school ........cccccoeveveiviiineenes 40 3.2 49 3.3 10 15 1 0.5

High school ......ccoovviiirieree 39 2.9 47 31 13 17 1 0.3
Geographic region

NOrtheast .......ccccovevvieenierceen 40 3.6 48 3.3 12 22 (+) 0.3

5010111575 = 31 3.2 51 34 16 24 2 1.6

Central ....ccveeeeeeee e 33 4.6 52 5.2 14 2.8 )] 0.3

WESE .o 33 31 49 2.6 16 24 1 0.4
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500........cccveeeveeeiiieneenes 30 4.2 51 35 17 2.8 1 13

500t0999......ccvieiiiieeeeee e 37 2.4 50 2.6 13 18 1 0.3

1,000 Or MOr€......ccccvvvveeeeeeeeeirreeenn. 35 2.7 49 31 15 1.7 1 0.4
Locde

(O] S SSRT 31 34 53 34 15 2.9 1 0.5

Urban fringe.......ccccoooevivevnieenenne 32 34 49 3.7 18 26 (+) 0.2

0 Y 39 3.6 46 3.2 12 2.4 2 13

RUMA ... 34 41 51 3.9 12 2.7 G 0.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Lessthan 35 percent.........cccoeeneenne. 36 29 46 2.8 17 19 (+) 0.2

351049 percent........ccceeveeeeeennnnnn 33 42 49 41 13 31 3 22

50t0 74 percent.........ccceeveeeceeennnnnn 28 3.6 58 38 13 27 1 0.6

75 percent Or MOre ........ccceeeeeeenenn 35 5.0 53 38 11 22 1 04
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent........c.cccvvveneeene 40 34 46 3.8 14 2.3 (+) 0.2

61020 percent .......ccceveeeieriiieenennnn 34 44 46 35 18 3.0 +) 0.3

21 t0 49 percent.......cocceeereeereeennnnnn 27 33 57 3.6 15 2.8 1 13

50 percent Or More ..........ccceeceeenen. 35 33 51 3.0 12 17 2 0.6
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10......ccccveveieeeee i 34 24 46 21 18 2.3 1 11

O (o 1720 T 34 34 52 3.9 12 24 1 0.3

21 0N MOFE.....uvvveeeeeeeeeciiiieeeeeeeeinne 34 3.1 50 3.2 14 2.2 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

First
choice

Second
choice

Third
choice

Fourth
choice

Percent | se.

Percent | se.

Percent | se.

Percent | se.

All teachers........ocovvveivceeeieeeece,

Instructional level”
Elementary schodl ............ccccoeeeeee
Middle school ........cccccoeveveiviiineenes
High school ......ccoovviiirieree

Geographic region
NOrtheast .........coovrvrinininenenene

Enrollment size
Lessthan 500........cccveeeveeeiiieneenes
50010 999.....c.ccciiiiiieeie e

Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
Lessthan 35 percent.........cccoeeneenne.
351049 percent........ccceeveeeeeennnnnn
50t0 74 percent.........ccceeveeeceeennnnnn
75 percent O MOre ........cceeeeviiveeennee

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 percent........c.cccvvveneeene
61020 percent .......ccceveeeieriiieenennnn
21 t0 49 percent.......cocceeereeereeennnnnn
50 percent Or More ..........ccceeceeenen.

Number of years teaching

18

34
35
34

3.2
3.7
5.4
3.8

3.8
22
3.3

3.2
34
4.0
4.5

29
4.6
4.2
4.8

3.8
4.5
3.6
3.8

22
3.7
3.4

34 18
27 31
37 31
40 35
38 35
29 3.4
33 4.5
35 3.3
29 3.4
36 2.6
34 31
30 2.8
36 31
35 3.9
32 4.1
37 2.6
31 4.1
28 4.0
30 4.4
37 3.6
40 4.7
24 29
33 3.4
36 18
31 3.2
34 3.4

10

10
12

11
10

11

12

13
12

10
13

13

12

13
10

14

20
15
25

23
2.8
3.0
21

25
16
24

15
21
3.3
3.9

21
31
14
18

31
14
30
16

20
24
15

~—~
coo ETooo

~—~
+
x

*)

0.0

0.1
0.0
0.0

0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.1
0.0

0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.2

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1

0.0
0.0
0.1

76



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 | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.

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

Elementary schodl ............ccccoeeeeee 4 13 14 2.3 32 34 4 13

Middle school ........cccccoeveveiviiineenes 5 11 11 15 43 2.7 2 0.7

High school ......ccoovviiirieree 10 22 12 19 46 34 4 12
Geographic region

NOIMhEast .......covveeeieieeeiiee e 4 15 12 2.4 36 4.6 4 13

5010111575 = 6 24 15 2.7 42 35 2 1.0

Central ....ccveeeeeeee e 8 21 11 25 43 4.0 4 1.8

WESE .o 8 1.8 13 2.4 36 3.7 4 1.8
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500........cccveeeveeeiiveneennns 8 21 14 2.2 31 3.2 3 11

50010 999......ccveeiiiieeeeee e 4 0.8 11 1.8 42 34 4 13

1,000 Or MOre.......ccovvveeeeeiiieeeeeeee, 9 2.3 15 1.9 45 34 3 1.2
Locde

O] RS 5 15 15 24 42 34 3 1.0

Urban fringe........ccocvevvienveinnnns 6 16 12 21 40 4.4 5 18

L0/ 7 2.3 13 2.6 37 4.0 3 13

[ U= 8 2.2 12 3.1 37 3.8 2 11
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccoeeneenne 7 14 14 21 42 29 5 11

351049 percent........occeeeveeeeeennnnnn 8 2.8 13 27 33 47 2 17

50t0 74 percent.........ccceeveeeceeennnnnn 4 20 12 24 42 45 2 0.8

75 percent Or MOre ........coceeeeeeenen. 4 0.8 12 20 35 28 2 1.0
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent..........cccveeeneene 8 22 16 2.7 35 4.2 3 12

61020 percent .......ccceveeeieriieeninnnn 7 18 9 27 45 44 3 15

21 t0 49 percent.......cocceeeveeeeeeennnnnn 6 19 14 3.0 40 4.0 5 20

50 percent Or More ..........ccceeeeeeeen. 5 12 12 18 36 20 2 0.6
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10......ccccveveieeiee i 10 21 14 2.2 38 2.8 5 15

0 (o 1720 T 5 15 14 3.0 42 2.8 2 0.8

210 MOFE.....uvvveeeeeeeeeciiiieaeeeeeeanns 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
. First Second Third Fourth
School characteristic choice choice choice choice
Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se. Percent | se.

All teachers........ocovvveivceeeieeeece, 3 0.7 3 0.6 5 0.8 2 0.6
Instructional level*

Elementary schodl .........c.ccccceeneeee 4 15 4 12 7 16 3 11

Middle school ........cccccoeveveiviiineenes 3 0.8 3 0.9 5 1.0 2 0.8

High school ......ccoovviiirieree 2 0.8 1 0.6 4 11 2 0.8
Geographic region

NOIMhEast .......covveeeieieeeiiee e 2 15 2 0.9 7 21 2 0.8

5010111575 = 1 0.6 4 1.6 4 0.9 4 2.3

Central ....ccveeeeeeee e 3 14 4 19 3 1.6 1 0.9

WESE .o 5 17 2 0.6 6 1.8 2 0.7
Enrollment size

Lessthan 500........cccveeeveeeiiveneennns 3 14 4 15 6 17 2 14

50010 999......ccveeiiiieeeeee e 4 13 3 1.0 5 1.3 2 0.6

1,000 Or MOre......coeevvveeeeeiiieeeeeeee, 2 0.9 1 0.5 5 1.2 3 1.1
Locde

G et 2 0.6 2 0.9 6 12 4 21

Urban fringe.......ccccovveviieiviienenne 6 20 3 12 6 19 2 0.6

BI04 2 0.6 3 17 5 13 2 0.9

RUMA ... 2 17 3 12 3 19 2 0.8
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch

Lessthan 35 percent.........ccccoeeneeee. 4 14 3 0.9 4 12 2 0.9

351049 percent........ccceveveeieeennnnnn 2 0.9 3 20 4 21 2 11

50t0 74 percent.........ccceeveeeceeennnnnn 2 0.9 1 0.6 6 18 1 0.6

75 percent Or MOre ........ccceeeeeeenenn 2 0.6 4 12 8 17 4 13
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent..........ccceevenenne 2 0.9 1 0.7 2 11 2 0.8

61020 percent .......ccceveeeiereieennnnnn 3 15 4 18 5 18 3 17

21 t0 49 percent........cocceeeveeeeeeennnnnn 4 20 3 13 5 22 2 0.8

50 percent or More ..........ccceeceeennenn 2 0.6 3 0.9 8 12 3 11
Number of years teaching

Lessthan 10.......c.coceveveieceiee i 4 1.6 2 0.7 5 1.3 2 0.6

0 (o 1720 T 2 0.7 2 0.6 4 14 2 11

210 MOFE.....uvvveeeeeeeeecirieeaeeeeeeanns 3 1.1 4 1.7 6 1.6 3 0.9

(+) 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.

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

Y=Y PSR 42 21

SOMEWNEE WEID ... see e 52 20

INOL @ 1.ttt bbb bbb bbb b b e 5 0.8
Felt equipped to set/apply new higher standards

Y= Y= PSP 35 18

SOMEWNEGE WEIL ...t r bbb see e 57 20

INOL @ @1ttt bbbt bbb bbb e 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 PUBIIC SCNOOIS ...ttt eeeneas 52 17
Elementary SCNOOIS ... ... ettt e st e eneas 61 31
MiIdAIE SCNOOIS ... sre e 49 34
[ 1T TS 10 =PRSS a4 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 PUBIIC SCNOOIS ...t 28 17
Elementary SCNOOIS ......cuviiieee ettt ee e neesneen 46 35
MiIdAIE SCNOOIS. ...ttt bbb b b e e 20 3.0
High schools 10 2.3
Involving parents in classroom activities
All PUBIIC SCNOOIS ...t 10 14
Elementary SCNOOIS ......couviiieese ettt neesneen 17 3.3
MiIdAIE SCNOOIS. ...ttt bbb bbb e e 5 1.0
HIigh SCNOOIS ...ttt e e neeeneenreens 3 14
Sharing responsibility with parents for academic performance of children
All PUBIIC SCNOOIS ...t nee s 26 20
Elementary SCNOOIS ......cui ittt e e neenneen 35 35
MiIdAIE SCNOOIS. ...ttt bbb bbb b e nnas 25 26
High SCNOOIS ... ettt e e st eseeeneesreens 15 2.3
Figure 4. Percent of public school teachers reporting that various
formats were their first choice for receiving information: 1996
Workshops and SUMMEr INSHEULES. ......cc.eeieiieiiere et nee s 56 18
[ =0 (670 PSSR 34 18
ETECIIONIC ...ttt bbbt bbb b bbb b b e 6 1.0
L L= PSP PP PUPPIN 3 0.7

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Public School Teacher Survey on
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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: heavisl@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.
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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........... 1 Somewhat well........ 2 Verywell................. 3
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........... 1 Somewhat well........ 2 Verywell................. 3
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| B. Information
implemented in your classes most needed
Not Small Moderate Great (Check
at all extent extent extent three)
a. Assisting all students to achieve to high standards.... 1 2 3 4
b. Providing students or parents with examples of work
that is successful in meeting high standards.............. 1 2 3 4
c. Using authentic student assessments such as
portfolios that measure performance against high 1 2 3 4
StANAANAS. ..o
d. Using curricula aligned with high standards............... 1 2 3 4
e. Using instructional strategies (e.g., hands-on
activities, cooperative learning) aligned with high
StANAANAS ..o 1 2 3 4
f. Using textbooks or other instructional materials
aligned with high standards ...........ccccoooveiiiiiiiiiinnnn. 1 2 3 4
g. Using innovative technologies such as the Internet
and telecommunications-supported instruction.......... 1 2 3 4

For each of the education reform activities in question 3 above, circle the letter corresponding to the activity (a-g)
if you are implementing it in any of your classes in the following subject areas. For any subjects you do not teach,
circle NA.

a. English/language arts .........cccccooviiiiviieeeieenniiiiiene, NA a b c d e f g
b. History/social studies...........c..uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiiees NA a b c d e f g
C. Math. .o NA a b c d e f g
. SCIEBNCE e NA a b c d e f 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 at all extent extent extent [ needed needed needed

a. Students with limited English
proficiency ........cccoevveeiiiiiiiiiinnnen. None 1 2 3 4 1 2 3
b. Students with disabilities............. None 1 2 3 4 1 2 3




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
at all extent extent extent needed needed needed
a. Providing information or advice to
parents to help them create
supportive learning environments at
home (e.g., shared parent-child
activities, periodic review of
homework folders by parents, etc.).... 1 2 3 4 1 2 3
b. Involving parents in classroom
ACHIVILIES. ..oeeiiiiiee e, 1 2 3 4 1 2 3
c. Sharing responsibility with parents
for academic performance of their
children (e.g., parent/teacher or
parent/school compact, etc.) ............. 1 2 3 4 1 2 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 effective

a. Other teaChers .........ccuveieeiieiiiiiiiiee e 1 2 3 4
b. Teacher unions .............cccoooeiiiii, 1 2 3 4
c. Professional teacher associations ...............cccceee..... 1 2 3 4
d. Other teacher organizations or networks ................. 1 2 3 4
€. School adminiStrators. ...........oooecvviieeieeeeiiiiiiiiiee e 1 2 3 4
f. SChOOI diSHCE ...ccevvvviiiiiiiiiiiiii 1 2 3 4
g. Intermediate or regional education agency.............. 1 2 3 4
h. State department of education ...............cccuvvuunnen. 1 2 3 4
i. U.S. Department of Education Regional Labs ......... 1 2 3 4
j- U.S. Department of Education's ERIC...................... 1 2 3 4
k. Other U.S. Department of Education 1 2 3 4

OffiCeS/Programs ..........cccuvevieiiieeii e
[. National Science Foundation-funded initiatives (e.g.,

SSI USH oo 1 2 3 4
m. Institutions of higher education...............ccccccceeeennee 1 2 3 4
n. Professional journalS............ccccevviviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee, 1 2 3 4
0. INSErVICEe traiNiNg.......ccuvveeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiie e 1 2 3 4
p. State- or district-sponsored education conferences . 1 2 3 4
g. Institutes or WOrkShOPS........ccooviuiiiiieeieeiiiiiiiiieeeenn 1 2 3 4
r. Electronic networks/discussion groups .................... 1 2 3 4
s. Media (e.g., newspapers, television) ....................... 1 2 3 4
t. State-developed content standards......................... 1 2 3 4
u. National model content standards ............cccceeeernnee 1 2 3 4
v. Other(specify) _ 1 2 3 4

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 choice; 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, MagaziNes)..........cciiieeuuiuiiiee ettt e e eeees
b. Workshops and SUMMEr INSHLULES ..........uiiiiiiiiiiiii e
c. Electronic (e.g., e-mail, Internet, electronic bulletin boards, micro cards) ....................... ___ No access



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

d. Other (specify) -
Approximately how many hours did you spend on any professional development during the period from September
1, 1994, through August 31, 19957 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 high 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 provided
a. Professional teacher association meeting............. 1 2 1 2 3
b. In-service workshop or program.............c...oeeeeeeee 1 2 1 2 3
c. Summer institute (which may have included
follow-up activitieS) ........cvveeeiieeiiiiiiiiiee e 1 2 1 2 3
d. District or school based long-term or ongoing
comprehensive professional development 1 2 1 2 3
81000 £= 1o | OT TP TP TP POPPPPPPPTTN
e. Other (specify) 1 2 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, 19957 (Circle
one answer on each line.)

Not Small Moderate Great
at all extent extent extent
a. Planned according to school needs.............ccccceveeeennnee 1 2 3 4
b. Useful for helping students achieve to high standards ... 1 2 3 4
c. Ongoing, integrated professional development
100 | = 11 1 1 2 3 4
d. Aligned with high standards..............cccceviiiiiiiiiiiininnnnnn. 1 2 3 4
e. Provided strategies for you to apply in the classroom.... 1 2 3 4
f. Provided followup activitieS...........ccoeuuuuiiiieiiiiiiiiine, 1 2 3 4
g. Provided networking actiVities..........cccceeeviiiuviieeeieeennnnne 1 2 3 4
h. Provided opportunities to share information with
colleagues at your SChOOl..........coouvuiiiiiiiiiiiiii e, 1 2 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) ...............
VN e
SCIBNCE ..
History/geography/social STUAIES/CIVICS .......ccoeiuiuuiii ettt e e e e e e e e e eeees
ENGISh/IANQUAGE GITS.....cooiiiiiiieiiiee ettt e e e e e e e e tbb e e e e e e e e estbba e e e eaaaaene
other (specityy s

OO WNPE

What grade(s) are you currently teaching? (Circle all that apply.)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Ungraded,

specify age
groups:







