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terviewed and by important subgroupings. Separate
sets of tables were prepared for all US. tecchers and
for Californic teachers, The national data were then
analyzed by Louis Harris and Associates while the Cal-
ifornia data were analyzed by PACE, Policy Analysis for
California Education.

In the nationwide tabulations. the 502 California
teachers were weighted down to their preper propor-
tion of the nation’s teaching force. For the separate
Cdlifornia tabulations, teachers were divided into four
strata and weighted tc the proper proportion of each
stratum relative te the total statewide teaching force
in California. The four strata were: Los Angeles County,
the rest of Southern California, San Francisco Bay
Areq, the rest of Northern California,

The results from any sample survey are subject to
sampling variation. The magnitude of this variation is
measurable and is affected both by the number of
interviews involved and by the level of the percent-
ages expressed in the results. For results based on ali
502 Cdaiifornia interviews, the sampling variation that
needs to be allowed is typically + 4 percentage
points. When results from Califormia are compared to
results based on the entire nationwide sampie, dif-
ferences typically need to be atleast 5 percentage
points in order to be statistically significant.

Further details concerning methodoiogy response
rate, and sampling variation are contained in

the Appendix 10 the national report on The 1985
Metropolitan Life Survey of The American Teacher.
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