DOCUNENT HESOAE

IR ED 191 894 : TM BOO 518
. AUTHOR . skillett, Jack; And Otkers a
TITLE KATE: Kansas' Attitudes Toward Education; First
A S Annual Public Cpirion Foll. Preliminary Repozt.
.INSTITOTIORN Enporia State Univ., Kans.
. SPONS AGENCY Kansas State Dept. cf E&ﬁéatiéﬁ, Topeka.
POB DATE May 80 o
' NOTE : B 79ps )
EDFS PRICE UFQ!/EQOQNEJE§,PQSF39§:,,,,
DESCRIPTORS =~ *xdults; Educational Needs: *Educgg;ggglf@gality.

Elementary Secondary Education: Participant
Characteristics: *Public Opinion: Public Schools:
sampling: *School Attitudes: School Communlty
Rela‘ionship-«*State surveys

IDENTIFIERS *Gallup Pecll: *Kansas:

ABSTRACT ' -
' A survey pat terned after the annual Gallup Poll of

' public lttltudés Toward Education was conducted; by calling 880

adults in their homes. Every effort was made to minimize sampling < -

error. Respondents answered B demographic and 22 opinica guestioms.

E; ' Bccording to the majority of Kansans local newspapers and word of

£ ~ moutk or perscmal involv«ment are the best sources of information_

s about local public schools: English ard mathematics are the most ' .
_ inportart subjects: teacﬁers should be required to pass state board i'"

:~ . examinations, -and to take inservice education: teachers should not.ie

B mdrard o o oy S ] At vl oren - P RN P ¢

g " allowed to strike:; children receive a better education thar the

respondents did: children.with physical disabilities shouid be

painstreamed but those with mental or emotional problems should not:
: -preschool education is not the responsibili ty of public schcols~' i
- education shkculd _receive more tax dollars than health and . -
environsent, roads and highways, or social welfale. Reépondents wérev;
eveuly divided on whether boards of' eaucation or a neutral -party_
. sheuld setfle contract. aisputes. similarly. there was an ever, balance

T oo ™ o oo —_ o7 F 2%

eﬁucation. in general. Kansans vere satisfie& with their pﬁSlie

s‘ ' schoolss few expressed major veaknesses. (The survey guestiommaire is: -
. ’appendedt. (CP) - S . o

i
"

v . . H

L i e ee e 4 s e mes e o e e—

o ii#fiii*fif* ifi***ﬁ*************fﬁ****************************** ******

AR ‘A* Eeproauctiéﬁs supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *
e N l,.,*-.‘




S

7-':- i - ————

B o PN i . = :

EN : : : - s us: osun:meutos MEALTH,

ol EDUCATION 8 WELFARE

% NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION , -

THIS DOCUMENT. MAS- BEEN REPRO- -
DUCED EXACTLY_AS RECEIVED FROM .-
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN- -+ -
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS | . *
STATED DO-NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- ;. -
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF | .
.EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY.

KANSANS' RT’"TUEES
'E'GWARD EDUCA’S’ION

=&

Public GFII‘IIIGI‘I_ Polll’_/ B

J‘

| “PERMISSION iqéffsl'ﬁgﬁ,ﬁéé THS

1, .TERiAL HAS FBE;NOG%ANTED BY
‘ 0. SRlﬂPt‘E

!
N TO THE EDUCATIONAL agg.ouacss
. INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)."

5

3

§éﬁ6§£ OF EBueA'neN ANpPsveHOLer R

"“"‘“EMPGR’A‘STATE UNlVERS'TY o o




— . u
' _ - s
- ’c - i
) : All rights reserved: No pargiqtj gl}iswgulg;iicagﬁogi
may be reproduced or trmmitted in any form or by
A any means without the pemission in writing from
v B . the project direetor. .




LY

§ 7 J"‘;. . : o
¥ * - S
8 ¢ KATE .
: |
RANSANS' ATTITUDES TOWARD EDUCATICN :
- First Anngal Poll e
-'Q,, ,,:7,,,7 I AP ¢ "
- Preliminary; Report e
b
~ ) R

SAMPLE DESIGN AND
ANALYSIS .OF DATA
(TASK GROUP A) '

Bill Schmte, Director, Institutional Research

EEEn. J:.on& Edwarils,——l)irector,qjata Processing -
" Ray Heath, Assoc. Professor; Educ. Admin.
Phﬂ; Frye, Research Assistant, Educ. Admin

. IMPLEMENTATION OF
PUBLIC OPINION POLL
(TﬁSK GROUP C)

Géne Wémer, Chairmm, Educ. Admin.
I:‘red Markow:[tz, Asaoc. "Dean, School

: f’hil Wurtz Assoc. Professor, :
Counselor Eaucation '7 . -

e

o | meJ””'Ecr-ﬁmEcr’ OR

“PUBLIC. opmmn Pom.f

-’Daryl Berry, Professor, Educ.. Admi:m
- “Howard Carvajal, Assoc. Ptofessorf‘

' Bill Scofieid,

CONSULTANTS

| Phil Thomas, Ditector, Gducational =

SRR Jack Skiﬁett. Associate Pﬁfessﬂ' S

QUESTIONS
(TASK GROUP B)

_Psychology .-

Assoc. _ Pro‘essor,
Educational Administration ~ )

Ponna Wolfinger; Asst. rofesaor,v :
Curriculum and Instruction

STATE DZ'PARTHENT OF EDUCﬁIGN

Improvement and Development

Ann Harrisom, Director, Program’

Analysis and Evaluation

SRR A TN e T




{ I

~ ACTNOVLEDGEMENTS
L e ', , ,; . ] \ .- —_
AcknoWledgewent is’extended to Geivge H. Sallup for providing the leaderg '
ship in conducting an anmuzi nationai poil which focuses :& fssues in |
- -education. Appreciation is alsc féif.*fééﬁ’c":” to Dr. Richard Ishler, Dean of _
_}Eﬁé School of Education and Psychology at Imporia State University, S  ; e
.‘1‘3;, Merle Bolton, Comissioner of ffiiiéétion, Dr. L. €. Crouch; Assistant .
Coiﬂmissioner of Education, and Dr. John Pogg:to, Professor of Education at 7
B K&ﬁ§é§ University, for their adv:tce and interest in this research project. ° E
13: debt of éi‘i.f:iiizde‘ and apprec;.aiioﬁ is expressed to Vo;na Nelson for
E’ypi'n'g.o'f the ﬁaﬁﬁgcripit. o ; F
£
> L S e




L 7 .
) TABLE OF CONTENTS
e | : Page
List of TableS « . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ e e e o o o e o o o o o s o o o s o @ ii
Section : A g )
1. IDETOAUCEION « o o o = o o o o v o o o o o o o s o o o o « = & 1
' §§§E§g§ﬁ§§ cf the Study . - . ¢ ¢ o 4 o 0 s .o i s e s o 2 : -
e e - Purpose of the Study = ¢ . . ¢ . 355558 Q 3

¥

.
.
.
.
.

W

2. ﬁééééfchifrbceduieé_Empioyed G e e s e e e s e

- Safiple SELECtIOn « - « o o o o o s o b Te o b 0 s & 5
: Development of Questions and Establishment of’

N content Va.:.idity - - e e s e . [ ] - - . - ] - 3 ] ] . L4 [ 7
Administratian of theé Instrument . . . c i e e e e . . . 8
Bescription of Sample Tolerances . . . : s s = + + = = - + &+ .10
: e s 5 e e e e e .t 12

Sample Error e e s e s 3 3 e s = 3.

3. Analysis of Data . . . . ;‘; P R |
. } | . o N
J}Jﬂ __ Data and Related Interpretations T [ LT
4.

ém"""’ﬁ e & o ® s > e o o o o o .. s e @ o' s o o o o2 o . ' . 5‘

.
.
.
.

.
.
.
.
.r
.
.
*

.
.
.
.
Y
g -3

qumary and timitations s

Bibliographv - L T IR 57

Appendixes . < -
A. Sample Interview INSEAUMENE - - 2 v o o o v o o s o o o v .. 5B
B. SampleAiert‘.ettei‘..-..;;;;;;;..;....;;. 64
C. Composition of Sample - Age . + + . s+ s s . s s ssaas 65
D: Composition of Samp*e ~8ex . . .00 0. . . 66




Table

I.

T II.

| IIL.

; | TABLES
NN - I3 -
Allowances for Saﬁpling Error of a Perceutage ..... . . e

Allowance for Sampling Error of the Differeuce - Perpentages
Neau Twenty OI' Eighty e & & o & ° o 8 % 6 e a2 e e & 6 e a o o

Allowance for Sampling. Error of the Difference - Percentages

Near FIfty . & & ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o 2 2 o o o o o = T e e e .

IV. Best Source of .Information e e e e e e e e e e .

AL | School Subjects - Degree of i.iiii:i’o’rta’ii’cé' ...........

V1., State Board Exsmination - TeacheFs . « « + i . :: s c s

| VIL.' Advanced Vork - Aduinistrators and Teachers . . . . . . . .

VITT. Educatfomal Need . - . o 2 ¢ ¢ v v soo aia e e a st e are s

X. iiiéiéégtiﬁbﬁgééﬁaai... ..... e

XI. Child to a Different School = : « . : + .+ . : . S i ai. ..

XIi. Ratfngs of the Public SCHOOLS & + « 4 v e . iiiiiiin

'iiii; Education - Better or Worse l C e e e e e f%: . e e e e
XIV. Physically Handibapped\;_§fgfrate or Regular c ot e e e s .

XV, Mentallyﬁﬂandieapped--‘Separate_or Reguiar 1;_; ; PR {”.’.

XVI: Emotionaiiy bi;turﬁcd - Separate or Regular . : . ; 2 e e o .

XVIl. Pre-School Education e

XVIIL. - Contract Disputes - Fiﬁﬁi-fﬁciéibﬁ e e e e PP

KIX. Teacher SEEIKES . o s o o s e o s v ae s e e et e s

’ | . Priorities - New Funds :,-;: e e e e e e e e e ..

- iﬁi; esaiégg;l Prépbeal ... ; e s e e e e e e e e i e e e

iiii. ‘thor fﬁrpose of Education e et e e e e e e eee e e e



-~

* Section 1
INTRODUETION

In the spring of 1980 the School of Lducation and Psy-hology of iA

"Emporia State University conducted the fi"strof what is to become an

annual poll of Kansans attitudes ‘toward education. Hérein is a report

-

of that first effort.

N 4 _

‘In basic respects, the poii is patterned after the annual Gallup

_'Poll nf Attitudes Toward Education. which is considered -a source of
reliable information concerning national trends in opinion about signifi-

' cant school issués The faculty and administration of the School of

Education and ?sychoiogy at E:S: U. ‘are in charge of .the local project
named KAIE but much asgistance is prnvided by other units in the'
University and by off-campus- agqmcies.. .

Emporia State officials belieye that their Kanisas opinion poll can -

. ”'provide a vital service to school officials 1awmakers, and others who

make decisions that affect educatinn in the state., it is the Universityis-

year so that opinion trends can be measuréd. Other quéstibﬁs will change °
:as different educational issues arise n the state. About Eaif of'tﬁe'
questions are and will continue to be identical to selected inquiries im ~
the Gallup poll s? that state and naticnal results can be compared.

The attitudes of 880 Kansans-were collected in the first Emporia;étaté

polling effort.. Participants were selected by means of a sclentific system:

of random sampling. Trained interviewers conducted the poil by, telephone.’

- Dr. Jack Skiiiett;“associate‘prcfessor of educatio§§l administration, is

director of the - proJect.




- , Background of the Study -
| This survey, modeled after the Gallup Poll of the Public's Attitudes
. Toward the Public School, was éohééivEd’as an annual poil to determine

-~ .~ s-attitudes of Ransais tovard education in their state. The similarities

o ' of this study with the Gallup Poll fall within the general areas of (48]
e /

questions used in the Gallup Poll: The researchers involved in this study

e aéknowIedge the sigpificant contributiou of the Callup Poll toward their

project. v . A - L o .

The KATE poll, though similar to the Gallup_Poll in several areas, _;_,;MWL;

departs significantly with regard to (l) methodology empioyed to determine

"t’itud s toward educat*on and (2) several of the questions employed in the

a 3

poll. Specifically, the KATE poll utilized a telephone interviewing

;teehqique to ascertain attitudes while the Gallup poll employed a personal

»
e

interview tééﬁﬁiqué. Moreover, several of the questions in the KATE poll
were developed to focus on Specific Ransas issues, although several of the
uestions incorporated in this poll as "local state issues" wouid have
?-%, application ia other states. . ':‘,- 7 : ) ,
: ':; Initial funding for the kAIﬁ survey was provided by a grant ana@ded ' .
. E?ItheAResearch and Creativity eommittee-at Emporia State ﬁniversity in the
'aiﬁuﬁt'ofvél;SEéfﬁﬁ The purpose of the basic grant‘was to provide fuﬁds
?T“”‘;f for~ the devélopmeut,of the basic instrumentation involved in the poll in-

cludi ig consultants, travel copying, etc.

PN

iii. k, ___ Additional funds 4inthe amoumt

Star¢ Department of Education to assist in defraying the cost incurred in

o

interviewing prospeetive respoudents. lufaddition

l mited number of I

" ]
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T o R
state department personnel were made available to provide assistance

7 in the aéi‘;éiéﬁﬁéﬁi of the over-all project. ‘It should be moted here

that the cooperation of the State Department of Education was nost

? - “ — .
——44~-4 significant*rin—fact' -without that agency's encouragement and financial — i
44“§~?-~support'it'is"doubtful.that the'project would have reached a conclusion. L

Finally, highly important were the efforts made by task chairpersons

L ]

- and their committee menbers in the project. Indeed, the proJect S success

LR, g ——

- ~:: was due largeiy to their ‘advice and “counsel.

. Specific details focusing on the question ’déﬁéibp’ﬁéﬁt, saﬁpié désigﬁ—,

administration of the poll etc. 5 may be found in subsequent sections of E

¢

v this report. o | o

My
a

-~

' The primary purpose of this survey; which is the first annual survey
condﬁéted Eﬁithe researchers already ﬁoted;-iévto ascertain attitudes heid
by the popuiaée af'kaésas; eitheén%?ears and oider; tooard selected edu-
' caiionai issues. . : g |
ée}—érai,'sééaﬁaa’r}_ objectives emerge as the resalt of the process em-
ployed in the collection and dissemination of the data. First, the effort
" made Eo.define -the strvey's iimitations, which are uoted in this preliminary

report, should provide the public school practiticner with a basic foundztion .

for ascertaining attitudes at the local level The practitioner with an

operational procedure at his or her disposai could 1oca3ize the questions

_and establish a 1ongitndina14data base in the school district on attitudes

of its constituents. Secondly, it is hoped that the dissemination of the

S reSults of: thisvpoll will raise the awareness of ‘the lay public with regard -

'to issues and concerns in education.




- . -

€ ' 'rhifaiy; ééﬁgfﬁié&i;é use of these data isy' professional educators at
_ the Hniversity level for purposes of bringing about needed change is also
-

4 ansintegral part of the survey and one of its secondary objectives. Fourth—

1y, the review ana nodification of current thought and status of selected

~ 2

Finally, but extremely important is the refinement of skills of the

researchers at Emporia State Hniversity in conducting public opinion polls.

It 15 the thinking of the project directors that ‘such skiIls could be of

. substantial vaiue to faculty members and administrators at Emporia State

>

University as they become involved in local school district projects de-

:z,;signed tofascertain attitudes of isatfons in local school districts: Thus, .
' 3

the.secondary-obgectives—noted—may prove*tovbe‘as significant if*not more

significant than the primary opjective.

-

\



Section 2
RESE&R_CE PROCEDURES mpmm*

On the surface, conductiﬁg a P°11 bY use of teiephone intervievs Eﬁ?

-

éooear to the casual observer as a simplistic endeavor. Yet, as:most re-

-

A'searchers soon~discover, this observation is indeed unrealistic in view of

‘e

the *ogxstics invoiveﬁ and the constant struggle to minimize errors in

sampling procedures employed., . .-

Therefore, this section will be primeriiy concerned~with, and 1imited
to;'thé reséérch orocédorés éﬁolo?ed. vnore soeoificslly? those‘procedures
involved (i) Sample selection, (2) development oflfq'ifieétioﬁs an&'“:iié esta-
blishment of content validity; (3) adu‘nistration of the imstrument, (4)

<

~déScription of sample tolerances and (5) sample.error.

-

The ﬁfaaé&afég employed in the determinimg of the gaﬁgsié consisted of
(1) identifyiug ali teiephone directories serving res id ents of the State.of

= °

Kansas and fZ) establishing a systenntic procedure for seiecting at random

-

from the directories the residents to be included in:the poll. - L

. -

A11 telephone directories serving Kansas were located in the Tele-

Communications eenter of, the State of Ksnsas which is résﬁonSible for‘thé
T g ; -

coordination of telephone communications for state aééﬁéiésé‘,ﬁﬁoﬁ ciosé

perusal of the directories, it was determined that one hnndred'forti-one.j

- l‘

Al

' 5fwere_applicnb1e_to Kansas‘residents: Each telephone directory was, recorded

-

_and the following procedures were employed in determining the sample.

?

W



lig;DEtermining the number of teleghone listingg The name of each

’i‘éiepiiéﬁe Cmpmy ’ciiréi:i:isry for Allen, Kznséé, the 'i:’oi:ai number ﬁf .listings

- was determdnedvby estimating the number of listings on sanple directory pages
and multiplying by the total number of pages with listings in the directory.

'uAll-dirggtories were handlgd in this manper: When all listings were ééﬁﬁté&

in all directdries (gbvernméntnl agencies-nnd businesses exclnéedj; each '

directory vas assigned iﬁéiﬁéiiié ’cénééciitivé numbers. Each dfrectory vas

numbered consecutivq1y~starting from the 1ast number iﬂ"fhe prgsgging dir-

ectory. For example, book number one had 3 720 1istings, book number two

-had 2;153 Iistings; béok nnmber two thet ;ontained in canse;utive order

. names_frém 3,721 through 5,973 This proceds was continue
" one hﬁndréd forty-<ne directories. All listings were idgntifiabli by-sequeﬁbé

numbers. ‘ . o

2y Seiecting mamam tei:eLhone mmbers The researchers randonly Sy

-
~

selected a starting pcint among the tbtal listings. The “héxt sample listing

. was located by dividing the total nnmber of 1istings (985 508) by the desired

e . c -

sample size of 900.7 Thé ﬁﬁbtient was estdbli§hed at 1095. This quotient“

oL piir_malT

L sequentlsampie seiected tb compl




letter explained the purpose of the survey, the importance of their re-
sponse, time required of them and ‘the use of the resu?ts. This brior ex-

planation was designed to imnrove the cooperation of individuals surveyed

-~

ﬂ)- Séléétiﬁg ééﬁﬁlé alternates. If thé designated §éﬁﬁlérié§§6ﬁaéﬁ§$
were unablé to participate in the survey,-the next listing below the K
. selected.listing was utilized: A priof explanatory letter was also sent

. o R [ . ~ ° .

.-

to the alternate;

. 5). Selectigg;an individual within each household Four sample grids

'were developed to enhance the randomization of individuais within each
househoid The four grids were randomly assigned to the sample population.-

‘In summary, the sample selection procedure. outlined in this section __'

‘was designed to elicit a listing of telephone numnors which. represented a

random sample of honsﬁholds in_the State of Kansas. - -

Beveiopment of Questions and

 ——— . .' '

»

Task Group B reviewsd the questions used inrthe llth Annual Gallup Poll

k4

it considered*appropriate for obtaiuing Kansans responses: Since the Gaiiupf

questions are not copyrighted* some modificationa were made to ensure better

_Group identified the f&llowing"organizations, agencies, and . legislative
Zbodies from which it solicited questions or areas of concern: House Education

' :Gommittee, Kansas Association of Community Colleges, Kansas Association for

: P c
the Education of Young Children, Kansas Association of School Boards, Kansas :

o

o.
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N
A

trators. Upon receipt of tBesé questions of areas of .concern, the Task'
: Gronﬁ analyzed them and formulated specific questions to- cover the areas
identified. ﬁinetéén~inésti6ns were é&ﬁétrﬁété&féé a rééﬁit of the ééﬁﬁiﬁé&

. N
. used:
Gallup Poll : Gallup Poll
(Verbatim) (Modified) |  Other Sources
F 7‘56,5,76 Tziéiéiéi-ﬁ-sﬁsié . 4,5;13;15;15,
. o 17;18;19 T

B ‘The next »§Eé§ was to éééiﬁﬂéﬁ content f?aﬁ&i?’y’ for "Eﬁé :iiiééfiaﬁ )

j?;‘ﬂ “"formulated for the poll A vnlidation process was determined which in-

VI

:.volved six professors, five laypersons, and thirty-one graduate students’in

‘;wﬁ.education and psychology.\ Task Group meﬁb ts;were assigned to the‘designated

L categories of peopie to carefuiiy consider eaeh of the nineteen qnestione

:that there wss consensus on its interpre- T




‘. .

.~ ..
.

were budget restrictiona, limited access to WATS iiﬁes;'the recruitment

\

teiephone interviews. ' —
)
Budget restrictions and the need to identify an adequate pool of

o -

capable interviewers dictated the.need to:consider community and/or pro-

iessional groups that might be interested in assisting with the poll in

o

exchange forvminimai financial reward. The Emporia Chapter of the Amer-

ican Association of University Women readily accepted our request for

-

‘assistance.

In a three—hour training session the 50 interviewers in attendance

D

were provided with background information on the project and a thorough
review of the interview instrument. The session also included a briefing

on techniques and procedures, role piaying-of interviews, and practice with

actual live interviews.

Interviews were conducted from 62 30 .1 to 9: 30 p.m. on Hondays
through Thursdays and on Saturday morning from 9:00 ‘a. m. to noon. Twelvev .
calling sessions were conducted from March 20 through April 10. The 4

Easter holiday period caused some siight interruptions in the scheduie

, An average of slightly more than 70 interviews were conducted during each

S The iength of each interview averaged approximately 15. minutes. It

- is estimated that for each successfu11interview; an additional 15 minutes

were cousumed by technical*matters such as busy iines and no-answer calls.

Letters to alert potential 1nterviewees of the. impending survey and

to encourage their cooperation and assistance were mailed to approximately

2000 households in Ransas. Experience with this phase of the poll indicates:




"ffiﬁ&ifﬁé pre-intetview contact was instrumental in faking each calling

4_: : ssion productive, and may have been the .single most important factor
AR .'-5contributing to the Suce ful completion of the pd—ll._‘ —

~

The resiilts of a survey, when a sample of a popuiation is used, are
subject 'to e'rror caused by the sample itself The~ larger the percentage of
the population ineluded in the sample, the smaller the sample error. '
Specifically, the statistieal measurement of i;standard error of proportion

.may be employed to aeterm:tne 1imits applicab:‘l:e to the data. This measure- o

ment is expressed as. follows

2 .
_____ ; | H o .

In view of this measurement, the follow:l.ng table shows the plus and | .;‘ TR

minus errors in percents, depending on the size of the sample responding to .

: : :.' : "tionna:tre— 'fhe percentage range is the amount of

oul i:jexpect 952 of the t:hne, ‘1f tlte identical survey were re-'.r

"
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Eiaﬁﬁlei A reported percentage of 75 for a group that includes 900 re-

sponsea;_ The 75 percent is halfway between the 70 and 86 percentage
' row, and .the column 800 is used as the other coordinate. Tﬁe:nunﬁer is
between 3 and 4%; '3.5Z should be used. Thac,ié,-ché 752 antainéd in the
.55ﬁ§1e 1s éﬁsjéét to plus or minus 3.5% points. This unit of measurement
means that if the survey were réﬁé&fe&; chances are 95 aaé of 100 that
average results for that item would fall Befvieéi Eﬁe 71.5 E& 7’8:52%&@&:
. Comparing survey results between two variables, e.g., men and women,

the question arises as to how large a difference between the two variables

can be expected to ensure that the difference is a real one. Is the differ— .
“ence in.replies caused by the. di:ference in sex or in sample seiection’ E |
~ The foiiowing two tables can be used to test the allowable differences\
7T‘Setween variables.— One table is for percentages ot results that fe11 near
%iiié—;ZO-or-80 and the;other table is for percentages near 50, Fbr.percentages

in between these values, one must extrapolate to find the number.

Al

Allowance for Sampling Error S
' of the Difference S

~

P

In Percentage Points . s

TABLE II - s (at 95 1A 100 confidence Tevel)
?éi&éﬁéagéé near 20 or-80 - e
| size-of Sample 750 %00 400 - 200
et 750 : e 5° - | .
- 4oo o 6 . 6. 7 A
200 - .. 8 . 8 8 .10

Sl




R ] 12
N T ———— N _;.__e:: e ———————— - -
TABLE III - ' S  Percentages near 50
Size of Sample < 750 600 400 - 200
750 SN , |
’ .; . 660 ¢ ' 3)7 7,
_ 400° : C %- ; . 8 '8 o
- . - - -200" S Eﬂb & 10 10 12 -

To determine éﬁ&;&&ﬁ&é for sample error between two variables, the' -

following example is given: - 1600 men in a sample, 50" percent of them said

_ - yes to thé item aiid 60 percent of 480 wvomen also responded in the affirma-
tive. . Is the 10 percentage points difference due to the sex difference or

-

due to sampfl;ing error? Table ii should be used since the responses are . -
g _near SGZ. Using the ‘row and column headed f;OO, the male sample size, the

figure 8 is the alloirance for error. The range in percentage of responses

:':-NT for males called feii between 62 and 58 in 95 of 100 cases. TEere- is a

‘ : real difference in percentage response to- th:l:s question between men and

.women: If the difference :l;n percentage responses would nave been less than

S ':‘ | eight. in this case, the difference in results would ‘have been inconclusive.

T
o

f B A SagpleError , E

In select:lng a sample to respond for the totd: popui:ation, there are

G s,

.

aiways inherent biases. ‘Every effort was used to: recognize bias in sanpie |

seiect:ton and to minimize this error whenever possible. it is nearly.im-

' possib]:e to correct for error caused by sample bias. The best approach is.

to recognize the biases and make value judgments as to the degree of error:.

they might cause.
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e E é-

, The biases in selecting the sample for this survey were: (oot in
rder of importance to the results} |
1) The Kansan mst have had a telephone i:isting to be selected:
% This in probnbly not a significant bias since most residents
| hii?é liétéd telephone ’ﬁiﬁbéi‘é.
2) An adult at the sample household must normally be at the listed
address during the evening hours. ' 7 _ )
3) Responses mny have been di;fferent if they had beenr complete;l on

an impersonal mailed questionnaire rather than talking to somecne

) who knew .their identity. .
4) .Responding 'in a telephone interview, the respondent might have
e :f given a repi;y to a question without reai:iy gi;v:l:ng it much thought.
. fj.;i E 5) The rupondent must be willing to respond at the couvenience of the
= | B caller. Thetrespondent might have rushed the replies because of
. imédiéte concerns. ,‘L ,.__

In summary, ‘every effort was made to minimize sample error. ~ Certainly,

the degree of possible error in sample selectiod must be an integral part -of

any vniiie judgmen’ nts reported concerning the data tabulated. :

R o



- — FE Section 3
o ANALYSIS OF DATA B - .
It is the purpose of this section to report the data compiled and
S i . d . - B z

provide & basic iﬁtérprerétioﬁ of the data preseni:ed; In view of the
substantial quantity of data gemerated for each question included in the
" poll, it was decided to employ a tabular reporting format. Specifically,

alt 8&&4 were pi&ced in tabuiar form for each question and a brief inter-

pretation of the dats was provided for each ruest:ton withim the tabui:ar .

 form. . )

qu&tion due to- the preiim:tnary nature of th:ls report, however, those
,_variables which appear to be most sign:l:f:tcant were. ﬁsted. I;ikewise, only -
- a br:l.ef sunlnary pertaining to the data for each qu-tion was prov:tded. o

:A 1ist:ing of all variables and expansion of each of the sumfaries will be

providea :l.n the f:lnal report. g

ere’ conqailed and sumaries prepared for eﬁch of thi questions E

1t should be noted that “
”h'; that 1s;. the :percenta_ge"

a 5&&1&&&? Eééf;&ﬁéé ;




i T o . a ST . S
Male ez 3z o -t e
' Female. | 592 352 o8& .. 5L J
; Read: Hale . :

" 60% of the males responded - yes
~ © 38Z of the males responded ~ no . :
G e 2% of the males responded -_don t know/no anawer
S ;ﬁ8.32 of those sutveyed were males R
... - 59% of the females Eesponaed-; yes. - .
e L 35% of the females responded. - mo

' 6% of the females responded ~ don't knom'no answer
- :51 82 of those surveyed were femles S

-

All data were reported :ln the same tabular form and should be inter- . :

3prete& as :I.ndicated :I:n the example. Dat:a and related suunnaries pertaining '
;;:;‘ ;__,to the questi—ons indﬁ&é E he survey may be féiiia on the ensuing pages.
| / | |
i E :

N
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_ TABLE 1V 18
o -~ BEST SOURCE OF INFORMATION -
% What is your best . source of :Lnformation about the local schools?
.(Opeu-znt:tc:tpated responses listed) -——-— :
P 1 Local Newspaper , 5 Scﬁ&ijijl}i;;iééi:iéﬁéi .
- UESTION : co 2 56& T.v. V : . -Newslétters
A : PO 6 Word of Houth/Personal
e : 7 '3 Local Rad..o ) . | Tnvolvement; etc. 7
- 4 Other - 7 Don't Know/No Answer ' )
’ "% of

. STATE TOTALS - - 6.5 81 5.7 1,5 13.9 4l.0 Te6 ‘:' 100.0
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. No.Children in School . 50.4 ~ 9.1 6.4
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6.6 . 0.0 9.4 37.6 7
5.4 ° 2.0 15.1 42.7 6.8
5.5 2.8 13.4 41.0 4.6
5.4 0.0 17.7 &1.§. - 0.8
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The tocai news;;aper and word of mouthlpersonai: involvement, etc.; were

,indicated to be the best source of information about. the local public e

.' A schools.; ‘Approximately eight of every ten respondents were :I:x agree- .

’ ’ment on these areas of information~ e
R v

ot Substantial difference may be found between respondents with children
BRI ¢ school and those without children in schools. Parents indicated with
- a greater frequency word. of. muth/personal‘*involvement as their best

- source of information while non-parents stated that the newspaper was = ~ .

- ‘their past sourfe: Interestingly, only 8.2% of the ndn-parént;respon-

deats indicated school pubiications as their best’ souree.u of information.

‘These dsta might have some implication for commumnication personnei ‘in

: school systenrs concetning schiopl. district pubiicntions. . e
\Respondents among tne var‘.l.ous income groups appear to have similer ‘views .
. on the best source of informtion with some indication- that the nempape'r <
. !ls a better source of information for higher income groups. g

s




" : Y TABLEV 2 18 ¢
. SCHOOL SUBJECTS DEGREE OF IMPORTANCE o -
s -~ : : ' . s + - ] — =

ESTIG*S Public Schools can teach many different things. Will _you tell me in the case gf each

very. important for a11 students?

. T Yery ‘Very  ° Not Veryo No

Important Important - Important Opimion -

-

D At S 4 ;
.. Busimess o ]
. English
‘Foreign Language
: Mathematics

S Mhsic - . oo . CL . )

s

Physical Education
Science

s ~ Sex Education

o ~ Social Studies

Vocational Education
o / :

/

’

_Important __ Important

i
\
{
{

L0 ' 27
48.0 . 2
6.3 2
48.6 36
22.3 -
62'8
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37.0 - 3.
52.6 - 15.

53.0, . 17.
 56.9 11,

_58.6. -7 - 8
66.4 - -8

OV & ;-4‘ 0.
B R Sy
g2  Raog
S e e

63.8 - 7

'.‘H‘!“.‘H‘“él

mﬂm KBUCATION. L I S
g gh School Grad, e 44.2 ? 44.2 3.9 7.8
77661 GE&. ST T 48, © 44,6 " 6.0 1:1 .
egree 2 &b - 436 . 1.8
3 7.7 -.2:.3

N
2. . 493
4 ' 54.6

-

LYy e e e

ducations 7;1§ea:|:~ly 76§79f"the respgg{gggg indicated Engii:sh was vety S

ttmt ';nd 71z pi:tced nth-t:tg:s in the 'very inportxng cztegory._ In-both subject reas;:;
r 298Z eq:rased the. opinion that: math tnd 11ish r {mpOTtAnt:

)

onal:éducation andﬁcten céiii ‘reééfﬁéi coﬁﬁi&éribié éuppbrt :ln the "'ver

levels educat:l:onai; attaimenta:onstdered the mportance of

a:higher level of ‘plurality than those with lower educational:’
e thog éuirgtgleted by the nﬁjarity cf th° respondents

e

01' mre
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TABLE VI

. - STATE BOARD EXAMINATION (TEACHERS) .

" . soE oo
S . . - -

: @: Should coHeggggggglgaggs}nf ggacher education be required to pass a “
-+ statecboard examination to .prove théir knowledge 1n subject (s) they _
© 3 - will'teach’ before they are h:lred" o R T
T - - I - Don't Know/ % of - -
SR .. Yes. _Fo ____No Answer. _ Total - Sample

. STATETOTALS . - 8L8  12.8 = 5.4 . 100.00 -
ﬁonBigﬁSchoiGrad;,i 8 . 6.6 -
' ‘Bigh School Grad. 8
coﬂ;ege (Non Degree) , 80.
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s 3ﬁ9 ' . . :"I 83;3 L 172.7 3
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différencg appears to exist 'Between respcndents in sub-groups of educational
-attainment ..an& age.;._._ o . B
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'Respondents in all the various occupatidnal groups strongly supported the need

for teachers to pass an examination. In addition, respondents in the occupational
 categories of skilled labor and unskilled labor appeared to support the pro- | _
-position at a higher level than other occupational groups. Regardless of educationm,

~ 'age agd;cﬁii:,tﬁ:uﬁgﬁﬁ; the message seems cle;r:  Kansans seer to believe that state .
' board -examinations should be required of teachers. - : T

.

ity
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TABLE VII

ADVANCED WORK

ADHINISTRATORS TEACHERS

- QUESTION: Should teachers and administrators be required to- take advanced work to kéeii
CRRE up-to-date with developments in their f:lelda? .

: 1”;'. Yes 2 No 3 bon't Imov/No Answer

’ e SO -

L o Ome é‘*fear*-' 2 Ouce Every Three Years, -3 Once Every Five Years

. . . Don't Kﬁ&w] . _ Z of |
I ‘ Yes No _No Answer - - Total Sangﬂ:e
State 'fotais 94.8 _ 2.2 .30 - |

. . Once Every Once Every Mo Opinion/
.. -Once A Year - Three Years . Five Years No Answer

v

State Totals . - 23.4 60:5 132 2.9

- . . . L4

B @jijéfg@éiiﬁg ‘number of the respondents interviewed ‘believe that adntnistrators

- and_teachers sbould be Tequized to take advanced work, with the majority indicating ’
" - once every three years as the time factor. : .

¢ B R T -
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TABLF, VIII _ N

T v

~
Id

| QUESTION: What do you consider o be the most serious educational need for Kansas - .

Agscdaéﬁfi—ii—éui—ﬁéﬁaois—today’ (Bpen - anticipafé& fééﬁ&ﬁ&es 1iste3)

T

1ig- — — 5 Addicional curr:lculum offerings

S - administrators
3 More equipment and materials R S i
' 7 Better school buildings S

2 Better qualified/competent teachers 6 Better qualified/competent

4 Improved school atmosphere/ _ | i
. discipline . : - 8 .Other . g

1 _#2  B_#

\!
|

»

|

STATE TOTALS 42.2 9.7 1.6 14.5
SEX: - R o
‘Male . = : 43,4 9.7 - 5 13?3- 5:9 , KT Ted'
g; Fémale A 9.6 2.6 15.1 5.1 7. 1.5 24:8

1%.5 7.8 2.4 0 233 -
14:.6 4.8 .. .5 5 27.1 - -
13.0 1366 ' .0 0 '

mﬂ&min&MM ,i
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O~ Wi
e
W o Q!
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‘ The number Eie repiy'to this question was clearly; "More emphasis on basic

- skills". This need was mentfoned nearly three times more often than the

?f lg-, second-ranked need which was; "Improvement of school atmosphereldisciplineﬁ.

Ina distant—third position was, “Better quiifted/competitive teachers
;When the group was differentiated by sex, children in school, income or
occupation, the priority of educational needs selected did notevary froﬁ

G‘up.

&

Better quaiiffedlcompetent a&ministrators, better school buildings, and more

TrEEEs ATEesseEE TR R it tentefhuindudubuivaing. A s

,equipment -and materiais were of minor concern, L 1

[
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| TABYE IX

e

LIKE MOST ABOUT SCHOOL | S

—————

_What do _you like most about the school your eldest child attends’_ (Open -~
fesponres liated) o S

I "”Gbod‘TEachers-——-~i~--v;~;;5 ?rﬁiiﬁifj to ﬁﬁié B ' : L :E;
B 2 B gh&mhﬁs - 7‘Gwd&mmﬁ&hm3&wmﬂﬂe ‘ ' 2,

A&&ulhumm . and School _
8 Good Principal

3
4 Discipline . . 7o
5 Small Classes . 9 othe?a”

IR - '1  ”u — -ZddeSm
_#1_ _ #2 #3 #4635 ~ #6 #7 _#8 #9 (7ateats;9ak
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~
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_College (Nom Degree) ~ 42.6 11:3 13:8- '5.0 22.5 3.8 6.3 1.3° 18
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| Respondenta ‘indicated with the greatestfgrgguency good teachers as the area they

 1iked most about the schools their eldest children attend. These data reflect an
~ ~ average of responses of 1.4 per respondent.

‘Listed in order of frequency the other responses were:

'“ij"‘ether {19:9) = Several areag Were' mentioned to include the genmeral

.response of "I 1ike everything about our school" to

o : "1 do not 1ike anvthing about our school".
2) Sﬁﬁll Classes (17. 2)
3) Special Programs (15.5) .

4) High Stardards (1&.5)

5) Good Communication Between Home (11.1)

6) Discipline (7.8)_

7) Good Principal (5. &)

8) Proximity to Home (E 1)




R ~ e - o - Zé
¢ - : ~. Li’_
' TABLE X | - S
S N . R N
a0 | LIKE LEAST ABOUT SCHOOL . - >
What do you like least about the school your eldest child attends? (Open -
N anticipated responses listed) _ ) . R
1 Lack of Discipline . 5 Teachers:
2 2 Low Standards 6 Condition of Scii’c_fdi Building
'3 Use of mrijuana,"*"w"'_; 7  Vandalism -
- . Alcohol, Drugs " . 8 . Too far from home ]
4  Over-crowding 9 Other

j:;sfg'fg 'I‘OTALS L . - 11 5.7 54 5.4 8.8 (4.1 1.0 2.7 55.8
EDUCATION: . | T
Mo High School Grads 7.5 7.5 10.0 10.0 7.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 ‘34:9
CHigh ‘School Grad. ~~  12.3 5.2 5.8 1.9 9.1 5.2 0.0 1.9 53:9
- College (Non Degree) 6.3 3.8 1.3 6.3 8.8 1.3 2.5 2.5 52.6
= llege _(Desree)hg__; 12.8 6.4 4.3 8.5 4.3 2.1 0.0 4.3 49.1
‘0:0 14:1 "14:1 0.0 141 0.0 0.0 14.1 28.2
3.5 6.9 0.0 6.9 3.5 6.9 3.5 3.5 58.8
11.8 3.4 3.4 5.4 5.9 3.9 5 2.5 56:2

10.0 8.6 8.6 43 15.7 2.9 0.0 1.4 343

0.0 . 0.0 12.0 0.0 0.0 0.0- 0.0 0.0 60.2
25.6 ' 25.6° 25.6. 0.0 25.6 0.0 25.6 0.0 0.0

difficult to reach any - definite conclusiona Reapondents ranked discipline as the . T
er one concern, yet, the responses ‘were not overﬁhelming T . o

aTeas m bu Other’
ggatgwnent:poned, but mot in- ai ﬁﬁbstaﬁfiii mmber. vere: (i) admintstration. (2)
5““!!8-1'_8_!!3"'{33 fooﬁ service progrm N .

|



. . 29
TABLE X1

If given the Opportunity, would you send your child to a different

school?- i
.1 -Yes. -2 No 3 Don't Know/No Answer 3
R “Don't anl s z of ‘ru‘ta]: Samp1e

Yes No ' No Answer

sﬁﬁ&ﬁ&@ 0 223 7123 5.6
. Non High School Grad. 30.0,  60.0 10:0
High School Grad: 25:0 72,7 3.3

College : (Non 7Degree_) -20.0 7633 . 3.7
Coﬁege (Degree) 12.8 74.5 127
;g'-g 42.9  42.9 14.2
30"49 Y : '19.2 ] 77:3 : 3.5

. 21.4 72.9 537

sover: 0.0 750 .25.0

Not Besigna"ed 250 . 25:0 50.0

Less Than $10,000  30.7 . 65.4 3.9
,$10 ,000 to $15,000 31.1 62.2 6.7
" .$15,000 to $20,000°  18.1 o 719.2 2.7
. . $20,000 to $25,000 - 22.4 .. 73.1 4.5
' '$25,000 to $30,000 13.8  82.8 3.4
" $30,000~ over - 19:7 74.2 - 61

th Duiguated 50.0 56.0 ; O:_(K.

‘fhougb approxinnteiy one parent in five with chﬂ;dren in\achooi indicated they

** would prefer to send their children to a different school, mearly 70% indicated . . ...

general acceptauce of ‘their childrens schools. - Parents who 3 re non-high school -~ -
- g'aduatee were not &8 Fatisfied with their children 8 present oole as parents
“who were college graduatee. . N\ .

.....

“Considérible differences may also be fdiina among parents within vaz 7ous age o
o’iixﬂxcther they. would prefer.a different school for their éhildren, Re-

g

. groups. between 18:29 were more lilieiy :to: support \.the con-f““'
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- cept of a different school for their children than parents in the 30-65 age
group.

Differences also exist among parents in the lower income groups and the

higher income groups: Respondents in the $15;000-and-less income brackets

indicated a greater desire to send their children to a different school

dents in the $15 000-and-over income groups.

b
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TABLE XII

| RATINGS OF THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS . . . . - <.

‘‘‘‘ §§§§§ZQ§: If the local pubiic schnois were graded on the quality of their ﬁﬁfﬁ;"%ﬁéf gfaaé,é
~would—you give them?- : : _ s

1 A zZ B 3 -é, 4 D 5 F ~
P A __B. _ € __D F
sm;w TOTALS 191 3.6 219 4.0 1.0

W

b

(Ve

[ ]

(V)]
s
[ ]

" Children in School . 27.4
‘ﬁ - No Children in School - - 15.0
Not Designated ' . '13.0

RBes
th

'EHGA'HGN'-' I

Non High School . Gradnate 20.4 25,9 2.0 5.5 1.1 . 27.1 20..6
':. High School Graduate 21.0 38.9 23.9 2.6 1.1 12.5 40.0
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TABLE XIT - CONTZNVED  ~ + . Sei IR

1
19,0 38.0 221 4.2 1.1 - 15.7 95.1
24,1 31.0 - 13.8 0.0 0.0 31.0 3.3
0.0 50.0° 50.0, 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 . 0.2 -
16.7 16.7 33.3 6.0 0.0 33.3 0.7 E
- 0.0 50.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 50.0° 0.2
, 0.0 50.0 50.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0:2
50.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0:0 50.0 - '0:2
-Less than $10,000 - '18.4 30.5 21,1 2.1 1.6 26.3 21.6
-$10,000_to $15,000 . 15.8 38.8 2¥7 3.3 2.0 18,4 17.3
#7 .$15;000 to $20,000 - 20.7 42.1 21.3 5.5 0.6 3.8 18.5.
2 $20,000 to $25,000 . 21.0¢ 38.7 - 261 2.5 1.7 10:1 13.5
= $25,000 to $30,000. - - 20.8 .40:3° ‘'18.6 6.5 0.0 ___  14:3 . 8.8
~ - Over $30,000 20.6 39.7 23.8 3.2° ‘0.0 12.7 © 14:3
-Not Designated : 16.7 33.3 20.8 10.4 0.8 18:.8 5.9 .
TYPE -OF COHHDNITY L . I G
g‘. City or Town 17.3 - 39.8 21.9 3.9  1.3= 15.8 - ° 69.1
o .- Suburbam 29.8 28.8 1.4 7.17: 0.0 19.2 11.8
... Rural ~ 17,5  37.0 27.9 - 1.9- 0.6 - 14.9 17.5
“ " Not Besignated 35.7  14.3 14.3 0.0 . 0.0 35.7 1.6

the. two lsrg : cstegoties. Overall, ‘the ‘two categories rated IGnssé' Public Schools

approximately the same with one-fifth of them indicating a "C". The percentages of
"D" ﬁnd "‘r“" ratinga were almost: negl:lgible with responses under five percent. :

Using education es a class:lfieation on rating schm}.s, tEe greatest aifference existea _

in the "B" rating. Almost one-half of the. personE' with college degrees rated the

chools . with "B", wheress only one-fourth of the ‘non-high school graduates felt the

sch‘oofiisirated "B" _Interestingly, fewer ‘college degree people rated the schools an
. .while more of both nzon-h:tgh -school:: gradtmtes and high school graduates rated the. -
schools h:tghet. It ‘appears that” with more educat:lon the less likely people are in- o :

inad to rste the Bchools_an UAY, -

o AL
"uite simﬂ;ar in tﬁe:tr "G" fesponsé %d;tf: the hrgest percentage of the "en:
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The unﬁ%plo ed reSpondents revealed noticeable differences in their ratings o. -ub’-~
schools'\wheén compared to_the other occupational categories. _Less than fifteen per.-amt

‘of the retired and unemployed individuals rated the schools "A". Again the .- zp;.oyeo

" . was the lowest in the "B" and "C" ‘ratings and were the largest group of respc<dexis” in

*  all categories to rate Kansas Public Schools with "D". Although the unemploysd r=de

up less than three percent of the sample, it would appear that their attitudes tow‘ard

 public education were the most negative.

Racial’ background appeared to make little, if any, real difference in then school

ratings. With slightly over ninety-eight percent of the sample representing black
and white racial backgrounds,. small variances existed. Blacks were higher in the U

. rating than whites, while whites were higher in rating the public schools "B". In .
addition, fewer blacks rated the schools "c" than the white category: Nome of the
blacks sampled rated "D" or b : , :

People responding to the income category showed about one-fifth of the responses

rating the schools "A". Little variation in percentages was found in the "B" rating

for people earning $10,000 and above The largest "C" rating group was from the - Ea

.$20,000 to $25,000 classificatiom, as compared to the $25,000 to $30, 000 clan'ificati'op
hav1ng the least percentage of responses to "C" ‘but the ].arger percentage rating "D". .

Nearly sixty percent of the suburban conmnmities rated the public schooi;s/“A" or "B";

were lowest- in rating "C" but highest with a "D" rating. Both city or $m and mrii..;i‘;_

percent of the ratings from these two groups were "B" and "C".

DA
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SICALLY BANDICAPPED - SEPARATE OR REGULAR - E

T o . . - - 4
o] R - .

ESTION: . ‘Should physically handicapped childrén be placed in regular class— )
. ‘rooms with, all students or should they be placed in special classes? -
" | Regalar. 2 Spectal 3 Doa't Recg/No Amswer 4 ° Both

Scticol '48.3
Toos

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



age gro - Re=

nden ”»the age groups between 18—49 §upported the piacemeut of cl};;dggg
;jphysical handicaps in. the regular classroom while individuals in the age
8- of 50—65 -and. over did not indicate a §1milar plural:.ty of support.
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TABLEXV" Ch

HENTALnY HANDICAPPII = SEPARATE OR REGULAR

- “b\

S et

-~

I0N: f_'Shouid mentai:‘l;y handicapped students be placed iﬁ regular classrooms

_oa e S - . -

1 Regulara' 5 Spectal 3 .<ffojiit i&ﬁaﬁiﬁa Answer. 4 ‘Both

=

C’Eﬂdr_en in. Sc.ﬁooi: 11:8
No Ghildren"in Schoo:t 73"
: ' 0

L

¢ ol ol

L ] .
O I 0010 O '

i
R R R Y

‘BN

lamomNG®

L e

J:acemen in egtﬂ;ar ciaesrooms, those w:tth A higher level of

PR -Fomins,

he proposition ‘more ‘than individuals’ with

n»suEstantiai mjority prefef placenent in the " i




*

In view of recent. deveiopments in speciai education toward ﬁéiﬁétfééﬁihg of

gmentaiiy ﬁéﬁ&iéaﬁﬁé& children in the regular classroom on a full or part-time
basis, educators may encounter more resistance to this practice than originally

Hanticipated.
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| EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED - SEPARATE OR REGULAR

: jShould emotionaliy aisturbea chiidren be placed in regular c1ass~
"'~room8'with aii students or shouid they be piaced tn speciai classes?

- Regular 2 Sﬁééiél-' '3 Don't Raow/No Amswer -4 Both

_ Regular Special ' No Amswer - Both Total Sample’

. 15.6. . 689 . 141 . L5 . 100.00

@

71.2 1237 L T sz
66.7 15.5 1.5 . 51.8
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milar -views .on the issue as did- respon&ents
thaut children in schoal.,. - -
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,25 Vfav-ored : pi;acenent of emot:tonaiiy disturbed qhﬁdren in régular classes,

‘while only: an estimated 5.7% of the 65-and-over group supported this pro-
,-"-Both ‘groups, however, overwhelmingly . pported placement of

_' mt:totmiiy distm:bed children in separate clas3rooms.
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}"LPRE;Seﬁﬁéz iﬁﬁesézéﬁ N

Q§§§§§§§, Should the public EEhcals in ybﬁr commmity be responsible fbr prbviding
‘ and fiﬁiﬁcing each of the following? . '~ S

:?£§):55unervision or éhild care-for children of working parents (both
C schooi age ‘and pre-school) before.and after the school dny’ -

1 Yes i]Nb'iﬁ mthmwmAmmr_

iBS'.Ere-schoo1 education for. all children? ,
'L Yes - 2 No - 3 wftmwmbhwu

0 "naﬁ?t;xﬁaﬁl X of
Tes  No  Woduswer . Total Sample

'12:6 ~ 81.6° 58 - . 100:00°
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. i . : B o - . v
: 'Ihe basic assumption eonceru:l.ng pre—schocl education both fcr ‘working parents -
- .. -and for all children 1is that it should not ‘be the re’éphnsibility of the public
'”‘ *school.“l'h&responses are somewhat closer for Part B - Pre-school education,
* but the basic assumption would- st11l hold ‘true with the exceptions in the _
race break-down -of- BlacT:s and Orientals. S

7 e e

»'Income categories revea;led some variation in. responses to questions on pre- '

school education; Respondents in the lower income categories tend to’ support

\-the propositions on pre-school. education to a stronger degree_ than higher in- B
come respondents. Plurality of support did not emerge for - either of the pre- -
,’ool propositions -in any of the income categories. S . .
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 TABLE XVIII

ol

'GONTRACT DISPUTES - FINAL DECISION _ . »

>

es for elected board of education members to make the ,

ffj.nai dec:l:s,:a oxi coﬁttact disputes between . school boards and teachers.

uld the law be changed: to give an outside neutral party the authority to

~the-final is]:on ia- cemtract dtsputes?

:f i &”ﬂﬁo 3 Don't Knoviﬂo_énmeﬂr_h'i D

e in§ﬁiﬁkxiﬁﬁl;'"_ﬁ;f;fz'gf .;1T:;¥f¥f

-a:tidreggg.chooi 0. 42.2°0 470 - " 10.8
i No_Children in- Schooi‘-"i' C 408 - 47 - 175
: jNot: Designated : .. i 34.8 - 36.8 7 30.4
-40.7 - 50.0 ©.9:3
.56.9 ' 34.3 ~'10:8
42.3 - 42.0 10.7 -
. 43'4 K e 42-5 . ;g'g
28.6. " 42.3 . 29.2
37:5 0.0 — - 62.5 -,
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fKansans are almos: evenly divided on the- issueﬁo whether an outside neutral

- party should be given the authority to make the’final decision on contract

-'disputes. Respondents with children in sehoo and those without children,in

A

“Substantiai difference mny be found betweeu two age groups. 25-29 and 6% and

.. older? Slightly more than 50% of the respondents in the age group of 25-29

___favored am outside third party.in contract disputes while ‘only 28% in the age

“;group of 65 and over supported the concept of an outside party. o

Major differences appedr among the occupsttonel groups. Respondents classified

as students and those in the category of business and professionai tend to be

".divided on the issue, however, the occupational groups designated clerical-

~sa%es;~farming«~and retired~tend not -to -support third party intervention in

‘contract disputes. .In addition; the occupational groups of business, labor and .-

.retired tend to be more decisive on the Assue as only nine\percent of the re- . -

*‘spondents did not respond while 15-362 of the other occupatioq groups did not

3

' respond or expressed "don 't know'. . - = .

al
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, |
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" ' QUESTION: Should teachers be allowed to strike if an agreemet camnot be

'_muMdﬁ&budsﬁeMQdm9’ ~-\

_," . o \

1 Yes ;2-,"*}%6'----,..3_ lrcgﬁ't Kaou/No Angwer . - T

_ Zof= . .
Total San;gLe '
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. ABLE 5 ¥ ,«/ - e
INCOME: - < : o -
““Less Than $10,000 29:5  58.4 12.2 21.6
. '$10;000- to. $15,000 _-36.2  51.3 12.5 17.3
+$15,000 to .$20,000 . - - 37.8 - 51.2 - 11.0 - . 18.6
I 7 01000 tc:$25;000 - 47.9 1 47.9 7 4.2 13.5
' $25,000.to ~$30,000 . 50.6 45.5 . 3.9 8:8
- Over'$30,000 - . '38.9 53.3 ‘4.8 14:3
e ,‘m IEsignated : . 52:1 .. 37.5 10.4 ‘ 5.9 ¢
; ﬁt,sus}om' o 401 50.7 9.2 69:1
" Subutban . RS --38.5 55.8 5.8 11.8 B
. Rural; - " L T -35-2 . 5&.5- 9.7 = 7.5 -
o Not l’ks:lgnated' ST 3547 42,9 21.% - . 1.6
S—"”"’,g’ v 3,', : ‘ N
Of tﬁoae i—nter&ewed, tﬁe mjority indicated tpat teachers shouidiggtiygﬁf
-allowed. to strike as the ﬁ&jéﬁﬁ&ﬁ&éfﬁisgje@ﬁﬁe edge.. There are, points
kif*ﬁv in. .--; ous -categories. _More males Eﬁan females favbred ‘the -

s

.mg income groups w:l.th the income group oiiw H_m;-j

‘support: teacher strﬂ:es than those in lowver
ts In di’:ﬂerent ty-pes of cequnities were con~"

wtth:the _averaﬁ: htate response. R
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' PRIGRITIES - NEW FURDS

goins to nane four. mjot categoriee :l:n which tax monies are
S o gpent. ! : education, health and environment, roads and
- % g higfr-vays and*soc:tai; welfare. - Please- -indicate whicft category
Lo §§og§d Tece_:;ve 1’5: pr:t(ortty w:tt:h regard to new funds? Which should

LT ,;1”_f-§?§jﬁ #3 " #4 _ Dod't Kaow/No Answer -

e

: 75 8 ié,.‘i. 3.3 .9 0 g
5

ENT _13 e__ 56—6-'.- . 24:9 o es o 30 -
C2ro1s7 sz s 15
5. 5—--~i§.6 27 _47.0 — - &9 .
T e e — w— l - = —_

J,'n responding to the priorities on tax mon:les > education received the largest
percentage (over seventy-five percent) as; the first cho:lce. "Health and envir- .

t

—— e e o
N T — e I



TABLE XXI - s

Recently, legislation aas'ﬁfaﬁaééa which would substantially shift the way
_that public education (K-12) is funded. I would like to tell you about this

: :proposai and ftnd out how you fee1 about tt.

First, the proposal ubuld add 22 to the existing sales tax in Kansas for a i
total of 5%. Furthermore, all food purchases would be exempt from the sales ‘
o ¢ tax. In other wordsl+Kansans would as a result of the proposal pay a SZ
%ﬁ'- '~ ‘sales tax on all purchases except food. _

-Second; t he additionai funds raised from the saies tax increase would-be
used to reduce school taxes at the Iocai 1eve1 (on the,average of 64.82 =~ -
statewide) : : .

‘So, what has been proposed is a major shift in the way we support public
- education in Kansas, that being an increase in-sales tax with all food
items exempted and a substantial decrease in local school taxes.

How do you feel about this propoeal’ Are you strongiy 1n favor, somewhat in

_favor, somewhat opposed strongiy opposed.

1,,Strongiy 2, Somewhat 3 Somewhat 4 Strongiy 5 ﬁ&ﬁit Rﬁ&ﬁi'

in Favor N in Favor . Opposed Opposed = - - No. ansver

T . Stromgly ?éﬁewhai:@ Somevhat Stronglhy o't Faw/ X of.

in’Favor in Favor Opposed Opposed No Answer ©  Total Sampieﬁ

216 418 174 1050 87 100 °°‘
22.6 . 41.3 18.9 1.1 - 6.1 o -_4‘5.2'
. :,,:2.0,_-:9&:,_ :::iﬂz,.ﬁ; ... 16.0 r_;m.,‘__--___ .9 - 11,1 = - 51 .8

. 22 0 = -42.9 19.9 - 9.8 5.4 - 33.6
S Children in School' 217 419 - 15.5 . - 10.3 10-6 63.8
13.0 - 261 . 30.4 21.7 - 8.7 2.6,.
. 2.4 48.8 [ 17.4 5.8 3.5 9.8 §
Sees 0 19.6 0 - 1.52.9 14.7 © 7.8 4.9 11.6 -
~—23.5 - ;4.5 . 17.1 -110.0 5.0 31:9
25.0 -.40.8: - 15:4 6.5 . 8.3 25.9
12.6 . 29:7--._ 22.9 14:9 20.0 19.9
50.0 .  25.0 0.0~ 12.5 12.5 T0.9
97 |
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“Than—$10, 000 5.8 17.4 153 T I307 2106
) to $15,000 -  21.1 ' 40.8 17.8__ 7:9 - '12.5 17.3
) to $20,000  21.3 43.3 19.5 9.1 6.7 18.6
0 to $25,000 24.4 - 45.4 15.1 10.9 . 4.2 13.5
)00 .to $30,000° 28.6 - 40.3 16.9 9.1 ©5.2 - 8:8
| 23.8 45.2 . " 18.3 9.5 322 " 14.3
14.6 47.9 T 12.5 8.3 ° . 16.7 5:9
R oo R | o - S

18.0 43.2 - 20.1 10.9 7.7 - 38.4°

23.3 - 41.0 17.0 12.5 6.3 32.7

25:3 .39.8 - 14:5 7.0 13.5 21.1

18.2 54.5 9.1 - 9.1 9.1 to3:807

33.3, . 18.2 9.1 115.2 3.8.

nzas found considerable support among the respondents ‘in the poll. Approximately -
2. of~ every 3 respondents expressed some support for the proposition while only 1 out of

'.l‘he proposition which would substantially shift the way of funding public education in

Y

Littie aifference, if any, appears to exist between mles’ and females.. In addition, )

¥ respondents with children in school and those. without children in school held similar :

viewpoints concerning the aaies tax .proposal;

Substantial difference msy be found between the age group of 65 and over and a];l other

age groups designated. Those surveyed in the age group of 65 and over)ggrefa:]:glgsit eggn:

1y - divided on the. issiié while alt of the other age groups indicated strong support for the
oroposition. : 3 _ ‘ ) O

-;__Respondents in the various ‘Income groups appear to support the proposition with sotie in- L
‘dication that the lower income group did not support the sales tax proposition with the
same piurﬂ:ity as the other groups. . . .

’ Ksnsas Republioans, Demcrats, Indepe:xdents and etc.; E}Leid simﬂ;ar views on the 1ssue,
that is, one of general support for the issue. - : ..
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J§§§§§;Q§_: What do you think the major purpose of education should be? (63&& anticipated
' To acquire basic & fbfprééére for a
skills and knowledge . - - job or career

g0 : 2 1o obtals a diplosa 5 To meet people/ - :
: R 65_&&&5&& o improve social éﬁill$ ?

n Tb provide for greater 6 Other |

h&nﬁm&

Basic ' Obtain Greater Prepare : Sociai % of

'Skills - @gu hhmﬁw%—&t&n%—&ﬂh—WMLJuﬂimﬁi
4.0 1.0 10.8 42.7  10.8-  15.8  100.00
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!?t??,??“??d :§7f§?9: basic ckillg 23 compa fed to females and were very similar i

. response to preparing for a career. ?Eﬁiies tended to rate greater independence and
“Zother purposes of edueation higher than did the maies.g .

- The 25-29—year-old age group rated basic skills as the greatest major purpose of
”feducation, ‘but indicated the degree and social skills were least important. The 18-
.~24~year-old age group responded that greater independence was of less importance when
" compared to the other age groups.  They also indicated the highest response to social

i‘skilis being an tmportant purpose. _ .

5 ’ <

’espondents in ‘the unempioyed category indicated more favorable support for preparation

for a career as the major purpose of -education thanm other occupational catégories.

% In addition, thosa in the unemployed category vhenxcompared to other occupationai

r - L4 . .
. «“ o . . w4 D e s

g




Section 4

< . . S

It is a weli estsbiished fact that . edncation in the American scheme

E— EX

of government is essentially a natter of state policy. Though public

13. ok schoois are lar e1 istered at the local 1e661 emer ent forces in
’ 4 Mdﬂn\\ f:4

O ————

L'our society have Provided an impetus for boards of education and other R ST

—— S - —

' :'governmental entities with public schooi governance responsibilities to ’

- seek s better understanding of the publics they serve: Indeed the con-'
l . <
vengence of this research pertains to this aspect: of seeking a more com-_

5 2

prehensive understanding of views feld by the public. ﬂ g

Whether all or any of the objectives identified in)tﬁis study will

\-‘

be accomplished remains unce;tiin3 yet; it 1is evident that the public PR :

attitudes identified in this study could~have implication for public
edncation.: Therefore, in this preliminary report we,hawe attempted to gather-:
"_and bring together in an organized form, attitudes of Kansans for consider-f

tation of those invoived In governance—of—onr~pubiic~schoois —Certsiniy,_ h.4%5 _:

' ':~"it is not advocated that those involved in the governance'of our public-
schoois depart frnm existing practices because of trends noted, but only

l_that they be alert to - these views as. they continue to address;the myriad f

]

_of issues focusing on the public schoois.

T P |
Although it is cnstomary for a research study :orsaﬁisfiié all of the -
E “_basic findings ‘this summary will focus oniy on a few general impressions _

- 'deue to thE/;ummary formnt empioyed for each of the qnestions in Section III.
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A'Vln addition, the: 1imitations of this study have bcen summarized for

1

review and consideration. : o - : : \

T '-.i.ﬁizstiaﬁs of the Studv. Firstlji, it. should be moted that in any- s’.Eﬁas;

which utilizes a'réséiréh design employing a sample" population rather than

‘the Eotii ﬁaﬁaiiii&ﬁ; there will'berinherent sampling errors. Though«.

every effort was made to recognize and minimize sampling errors in the

.s-of-a réséarch design modification ‘that had implication on tﬁe sampie “drawn.

le'selcction, it is nearly impoosible to correct for aii possibie error.
Secondly, due to the lack of funds for the purpose’of employing inT_

L
terviewers over an. extensive period of time for the purpose of making. a\

substantial number of call-backs, the research design was modified to inter-
\

view by random selection only those indiv1duals at home. As such, as may
be noted in the composition of the sampie, the samoie popuiation of this i
study deviates from the estimate& Kansas population Hbre specifically,

the poli saxple deviates from the estimated population in’ xsnsas 4in these

two age groups. i8~24 and 50 and over. Thus, the reader should be aware

Thirdly, the- summary provided for each of the questions in Section

It indicates trends; differences, etc., and should not be interpreted as
if a ststistical measure had been employed to determine significance ard/or
reject significarnce. Though statistical measures were utilized these
measures. are; still under review and will not be finalized for several
‘weeks: | | .
Finally, it should be noi:ed that this study specificaiigv excludes
tﬁree distinct groups of respondents 18 years of age and older. They are:

(l) individuals 18 and over without telephones, (2) individuals 18 and

©en
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66&5 with Eﬁiiétéd.télepﬁoﬁe nﬁmﬁérs iﬁd (3) individuals who dﬁé to
their employment and/or ‘other commitments could not be reached during

,‘the call ng hours utilized in this poll. Whether individuals in these

groups hold viewpoints substantially different from other Kansans is

one of conjecture; yet, this limitation is worthy of note and not;r

»

" addressed in this study:

general impressions should be reported

_; First thongh 9urely an observation, the supervisors and inter—

o

1 .)
;:'

all acceptance by the respondents of their public schools. Consistently;

v;il

respondents indicated via complimentary remarks a satisfaction with the
fpublic schools. In addition, Eéspoﬁdéﬁts found ‘it difficuit to express
msjornaéiinésses'in ‘the public schools. This is reflected in the substan-.
tial number of "no responses - other category" when respondents ‘were asked
what *hey liked least about their chlld’ school. Often;-the reSpondents |
. would indicste that they did~not,have any concerﬁs; . s
"Sé&&i&iﬁii Bnt extremely imptsri:ént; for it speékgaisout the pé’opié of
Ransas, intervievers were pleased with the cobperation they receivéd. from
Ransas .citizene,; " The respondenits were mot only interested in issues per- -

taining to education, but they were most willing to express their vi- .points.
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]  ENPARTA STATE LVIVERSITE ' s — - p—
e . . POLL OF RANSANS' ATTITUDES TOVARD EDUCATIGH s |
L DIERVER GE} ) : APPENDIX A
Bello. - Is this the (last nane) : testdence? (If Yo, Question #1 The first ome is, how many people 18 years
) 'f'v]e m:oer f was call .Ling is and it ' . a.na older are at hOme tonight mCiUdIng :
was for the (fizst & last asme) residence, '(If o yourself!
. wrong ouzder, terninate with, E.G.: T am sorry ' Civele Ancupr 3
' . to have bothered vou.) o
_ _ _‘ . ngﬁ_—___gg—#—z - " - - . i ;_-: )
LUOACH | Tais is _(interviever's nane) at Exporta ST K KON i O
N - (1dest Youngest Toungest .
| State University; I am catling from our || of them el JiomaL | Vowm
'} Public Opinion Center in Ecporia. We " are men? Olén | onan Oiﬁest -
are doing a state wide research studv in | S "1"!'” A g Veran
| order to find out how people feel about tirel L2 T 0liect [Tounzact | Tormzent
| selected issues in education. Your i swe:'. 5 ' }h:_s_ﬂ;:g s ;Iag -
| telegtione nurber was-drawn in & random B R s e — L
el A—— R I Mn | Ve
S o : - Bmeas i - 1 vxdest
- Last veek 3 Latter uas sat 1 our o 6k . B S
- plaining the study. Did i’dﬁ receive it? | S
o : (Intervtewer Ctrcie category st inter
@ proceed - | section and use in this sentence), s
If Iro - - T't sorry yours ditn't reach ' o o _
| ; N you: . _;t_was a brief letter Oka?; according t’q’ the method ‘used by our.” -
ve seat 'so people would know  university, I aesd to Interview the _ (Sex) _.
that we would be calling them; s in your household, S
It is ioporsant that e laterviev 4 zd 4n somé . (G Person on Hiue b5 {1F Person on Lue I5
housetiolds and & voman in others so that the = | k‘_igh_g Sex) l Yrong Sex)
. resilts will traly © represent all the people of - | o R o ,
the Stat te of Kansas, To find out who I need i Wo'u'l'd that be you? e e
to talk to in vour housLhald,\I need to ask L o B 7Y
two. shm questions. N ‘Y£s o May 1 speak to ‘et o
‘ ; - . - : 4. e Z_i"‘ person" 'L =
o i | i R Start‘Intervieﬂ vhea 86t ectedfpe;gon |
e 3 Co e - gnswers repeat intro-
| SR .I::; ve vould like to I duction and start ine
S | | . ‘terview. S .,';?
| Now we woula hke to -




— - = — v . _77;..:0' :u, U‘H ,m... S gg
(LSPG\‘DEN’T) INTERVIEWER'S NAXE

\fo we vould like to ask YOUu 2 o questivas about vorir«
-self, Ifve vout educa.mn, occufation; etc.

V. Whic‘z of the foﬁwiug best desc’lbes your racial
or ethnic tdentifxcation

7 ”\‘!b Answex] _

‘..

‘;f—Sex, of Respondent: (Note:  do mot ask) ann:e S[Qiiéﬁiéi 5 {Spenish

S st el et S | —  |imerican.

o L pe—— ' 2 [Black ﬁﬂ\ative Arericat . .

1 ivaled o 2 Temgled]. ‘ _ - p—
lf R fiimle B | ; 6.|--—-~0ther - 7

| I b"o’ :i"oti: 'ﬁ'ai'é an;: Eﬂiéféﬁ in school? (Grades iiiij : VL' I‘h1ch of the following categories best describes your'

1-1 2@

total family income for 1979: -~ -

somriarmr _ grem—— ;l'trLBEE thaa 10 0001 2 err' f'n_'l\ nnn él'}"c(l; ko0 ggg:
“’“T"f“\*iﬁ! ~r{ervEE S|tk am——— =
Lt 4 20,000 to 25,000 5 zs,eeo to 30,000 6{ovir 30,000
II. mat 15" tne hignest grade of sc"col ot year of college | ' L "_j S : :
oy have co"'pTeted" | HtLAns.\ev " >
;f:;\'j;: i des of R - ﬂ
Sl Gra &0 Sehuol < Vik n'hxch of the foﬂowing categorzes best describes | ; o
Y - your political affiliationss = . R

h | Nor/\n‘ﬂ.wdr-"li

p “ tlhege _ ',17Rennainand ZABéﬁﬁEét hff”*"ffuw- 535535] o

,_E i l‘l I"! ﬁ a— FNo—Answer ‘ R—E

dlammott &nwmgmm@ﬁékub%tamﬁ& ' Wﬁ.%vwlﬁemacnyutwmas@uwnuw,&ﬂé
"our age? T | : ‘a rural area? S |

No Answer

65-over 6
“ ,/ .

75-25] 3 (048] 4 069 5

1 57 2

[
de

I" fﬁi&i’vo ¢ the folloung categories best describes }'OLI'
occupation" oo L o

1 Business and"' I;

o "rofessional .

S

[ LébOl’ e ‘.‘ -

tleftc"aji_and_ 1 Earming A
Sales ;

Taskiiled ] 8
ALapor |

L

nemployed|

Student

3 3'-vousewe1 . Bltndesiguatadl G
.D...E:’E.\Ei‘ {!’_ ‘\._, o

10[N& Ansawor]| -

[Sabicoas Area) _3_Rﬁra'1 hrea | X

4

1 Bity or To| 2
% ¢ v

Abioist hO-‘ large
+1s your c1ty_;’town_ .

RN A
'Ab'b'u"t how large is
 the. nearest towm
1@%%24@%
2J2 5004953600—#,' B

'aumu o 0,000
5720,000 to 50,000

| 6 Yore than 50,000
[Pon'. RaowlNo Answer|
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ot B POLL o msns' T
- ATHTL’B§S 0% D reecmon =

I.oeal \'e"spapen

‘ _~ocd Bdls
;~- g—.-. '_‘_"___'_ . '

v

3 Should college graduates in teacher education be re-:-t_-{"é;

quired to pass a state board examination to ptove

© their knowledge in subject( ) thea' will teach oefore -
- they are hired? |

; i Yes | 2| Yo

EE

-, Should tea,chers and administrators be required to. take

;feruol i scnools can teach mans: different things. . Will
you tell ne i the case of each of these school sub-

‘Jects whether you tegard it a5 very important, moortant,
- :',"-'.or not verx {rsortant for all students’ o

iVery | \otVery I\‘

advanced work' to keep Lp-to-date with developments
in t’neir fields" | i

\w J 3 Don t Kno:v/\o Answr J

If ves bow cr*en"

-----__--&---
. .

e very | e ey |
? |Three reafs Sl‘f'ioélie&ré;,

s A

. 1 [ce Bvery 7
I{0nce 2 Year)

_ *é
1 E

&E

B j
e ¢D

Ly 1o

u l.i":l'r"f" i

5 What do"you consider to be the most serious edu-.
jeational need foro Kansas students in our schoois

R C YRR N (SR TRy

N_I.

14"[D»ﬂmm‘mo3m3\r1 1 o Yisa
LR mew

S N S U W

1 ‘bre emphasis. om | . -_5 edditionai curticﬂium
{baste.skitls . offerings. .
s L - ofeeterqelifEr] | 6 Better_eee%%ﬁfdr' R
Ty ey = °
:"-'ﬁ" - 3fYore. equipment ¢ 7iBetter. sdzool |
=t |mdeterdals | s ~*
* 4fTeproved school;&'_f 1 ‘-;.éfother =

atmosphereldis- s
: ciphner ' o




TR LI TN LN S
w0 "
-,

oL wegewr

Proximity "to Eote

n 'Between« Home and
R [ ~

1 Good: Comunlcatious |

foh b, T

‘}i"opeoma~

i

1|8etter | 2|Worse | 3|Don't Fnow/No Answer

ﬁs vou look back on your ovn clooegrgrg gpdihrg.
school education, is it your impression that
children today get a better -~ or worse - education

than you did’

* gt

. Should physically handicapped children be placed

in regular classroons vith all students o should

| they be placed in special classes’

| - 0

Sﬁ&ﬁ@ﬂ%&iﬁ&ﬁd&@&

e D

1,

F Should r‘cntally haudicapped studeuts be placed

10 regular classroons with all students or saould

| they be placed 18 special classes" o

3!Don ¢ Xeow ]\o P :

| Special
g

Parents
Tnly
scipline S ITeac?ners
ds: ‘;.‘,:,-_:6: Condition of School,
given the opportunity, "ould Jou. send [Fareats
% our cnild to a différent school° | Oaly

| Bon t Know]‘lo Answer ,

3 Sho.:ld emotionally disturbed children be placed
. i regular classrooms with a1 studedts ot should
_.....?.T.they be_.placed;lztspecial classes" %

*

1 RegularJ 2

Special : ?f Bon't knoil\o ingver




;S!_muld the pcblic schools in your commmity
be resoo siole tOt providmg and financing

'_ (a) Supervision o chﬂd care of working
. parents. {both school-age and pre=
genool). before and a‘ter the school
day" o ' :

| 1[?55' 2w} 3 p’dd';t gxmz‘i' Yo Aosver | .

(b) Pre-school educanon for a11 children’

* | '1 Ye| - 2@ 3 Don + Faow/So Answer

4

16,

- 1ffes| 2o

Should teachers be allowed to strike if an |
agreement cannot te reached vith boards of
edt.catton" -

D

Don't Raow/*: Aasver

15‘ Present state 1aw provides for elected boatd
- of *ducation members to ‘mgke the final deciszon .

teachers. Shouid the 1ew be changed to_giye__@_

= g-outsidemeutral party the authority to make
- a,he ﬂ*’d&’detﬁfoﬂo 'contrect:dﬁputes —

1 Y_‘ij , 3!BontKnc l\c knswer

17

T an goldg to nane four major categories i1
which tax nonies are spent. They are: edu-
catioc',' health and environnent; roads and

\ wh.cn category shouid receive st priority

with regard to new f:mds’ Yhich should be
second? Third?

. e g ) o
Education.

.neattp&tnvtmmen'c PIHE T
Roads b Hgways [ -

Sclal Welfare - 1117




" 1fserongly | 2[Somestat | 3 Somevtat | 4 strongly

18 Recently, legislation was propose& wﬁicﬁ woui&
- substantially shift the vay that public education
- {&12} s funled, I would Iike to tell you about

thxs 'voposea and fmd out. how you feel about it.

| First, the proposal nould add 2 to the existing
§21€8 tax in. Kansas for a total of 57, Further-
. more; ail food purchases vould be exempt frcm the

. sales tax.- I otner mrds, Ransans would as a

L resuit of the PIOPOSal pay 2 J/. sales tax ofi all

; purcnases exeept food. ,

" Second, ehe additional funds raised from the sales
tax increase would be used to reduce school taxes. o

. at the local level {on the average of 64:87
SLat:JfCE)

S0 st s boe proposed i a o shife By

the way ve support public education in Kansas;
that being an increase in sales tax with alt

: Lood itens exespted znd a substantial decrease
in local school taxes.

. Hov do vou feel aboit this proposal? Ate you
-strongly in faver,, socewhat, in favor, some-:
what ogposed, strongfy opposed,

in Favor| |in Favor|- 'Opposed Opposed

5{Don't Know/
Yo Ansver
R

19, ¥hat do you think the najor purpose of edication

should be?- "(Op'én - anticipated responses iié’téa)

To acquire basic

L R

To prepare fora |

independence .

i
skillsﬁanﬁmowledgef ~ [jobor career
2110 qbtam_e diploma - 5 To meet peopiez’im- 7
or degree” prove soctat skiﬁs :
31T previde for greaterr Gﬁhef




"I'EMPcﬁlA STATE UNIVERS!’TY (=

KRR L, e e g e e B R I NI SN R S

. 1200 coum / EMPORIA, xn&s ssoou 7 TELEPHONE 316-3&3-1200
’ ' mmmnz B '

. March 7, 1920 .

o Dear I-‘ellow Kansan: -

Ve *@a}eyg ASSISTANCE! Your household has been selected as one of
909 to be included in a state-wide research project. Vithin a few
- days, we will be calling you from Emporia State Vniversity. This is

7 -

a state-wide survey. in which we are seeking to determine Kansans'
attitudes tdward education. . .

H

.
e
s
.t
°§.
e
e

We are writing in advance of ST telephone call betmise ve believa
‘that many peopie appreciate being advised.thdt a research project is

‘in progress, and that they wﬁI be. caﬂ:led.

R .When our interviewer calls, she will ask to interview an adult. of .

S . your: family. We will ask to_interview a female in sone Eouseholds ;
B ;éii’d,a-mir.n ‘others to assure that our results reotesent ail people s
: - ﬁtogether the interview shonid take about‘ fifteen ninutes. If by

~ chance we should heppen to:call at an inconvenient time, please tell

the intetviewer and & call. éiii be made at a more convenient tive. .
,iYo‘iii' assistance and that of the others participating inﬁthis studY is

- .essential to the success of the project. In addition, we ‘believe the -
- results will provide our educationalleaders 'and legislators with = = . -

significant information éoiééﬁﬁg Kansanq attitudes towatd educatiou. Lo

B Ve gm:‘””iy appreciate it. S
B If you hiveény questions,wfsieziéé don't- h&cﬂ'ate to-ask GUr intemewer.
T ’fj s ‘you may: contact me by phone at (316) 343—1200 Ext. 43%, or




'ESTIMATED KANSAS POPULATION-- : .
RATE POLL SAMPLE o .
. ) AGE . . .v - N

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



R APPENDIX D

e o - COMPOSITION OF SAMPLE

_ ! ESTIMATED KANSAS POPULATION-
.. .RATE POLL SAMPLE
SEX -

70 ,v . _' o . ’ : - . . ::w,,.'::.-_':-:::;

Estimated Z

' of Population ' | Kmsss | Poll'| Ramsas| Pelt |

* Sex o wese remale xh













