
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Appendix:
Data
and Methods

istration. Teachers completed the questionnaires
and returned them at their schools. {Some teach-
ers who did not receive a survey form at school
were mailed a form and a self-addressed envelope
and returned their forms by mail.} An updated
version of the survey and the interview protocols
is available from the CLJE (Gamoran et al.,, 1996).

Over 80% of the teachers in each community
filled out and returned the questionnaire, for a
total of 983 teachers out of 1192 who were
surveyed. In analyzing the results, we avoided
sampling inferences {e.g., t-lests) because we
are analyzing population figures, not samples.
Respondents include 302 day school weachers,
392 supplementary school leachers, and 289
pre-school teachers. Teachers who work al more
than one type of setting were calegorized accord-
ing to the setting {day school, supplementary
school, or pre-school) at which they teach the
most hours (or at the setting they listed first, i
hiours were the same for two types of settings).
Each teacher was counted only once. If teachers
were counted in all the scttings in which they
teach, the results would look about the same,
except that supplementary school teachers would
look more like day school teachers, because 61
day school teachers also work in supplementary
schools. In most cases, we report results separ-
ately by setting (day, supplementary, and pre-
school); in some cases where differences were
salient, we further separate day schools and
pre-schools under Orthodox sponsorship [rom

other day and pre-schools.

Despile differences in the Jewish populations of
the three communities, results were generally
comparable across communities for schools of a
given type; we do not pravide separate results by

cemmunity in this report. The broad compara-
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bility of results [rom the threc communities in
this study suggests that the prolile of teachers
presented here is likely (o resemble that of many
other communities. Where possible, we provide
results from other surveys carried out in Boston,
Miami, and Los Angeles, which shed light on the
generalizability of our results. We also compare
findings to the 1990 National Jewish Population
Survey to see how teachers differ from other

Jewish adults on some indicators.

Missing responses were excluded from calcula-
tions of pecreentages. Generally, fewer than 5%
of responses were missing for any one item. An
exception was the questiocn about certification in
Jewish educalion-fse&belew?./hl two commu-
nities, many teachers left this blank, apparently
because they were not sure what it meant. On
the assumption that teachers who did not know
what certilication meant were not themselves
certified, for this ilem only we calculated percent-
ages hased on the total who returned the survey
forrus, instead of the total who responded to the
question. Another question with subsiantial
missing data asked teachers to report their apes.
Because 50% of teachers did not respond 1o

this question, we have not reported this result.

The interviews for our study were designed
and carried out by Julie Tammivaara, Roberta
Goodman, and Clajre Rottenberg, CLIE field
researchers. Interviews were conducted with
teachers in pre-schools, supplementary schools,
and day schools, as well as with educaticnal
directors and educators at central agencies and
institutions of Jewish higher learning. In rotal,
125 educators were interviewed, generally for
one to two hours. All quotations in this report

are from those interviews.









To: [unknown], 74671,3370

From: INTERNET:GOLDRIEBActrvax.Vanderbilt.Edu, INTERNET:GOLDRIEBRctrvax.Vandarbilt.Ed

Date: 1/29/98, 11:32 AM
Re: Teacher report

Sender: GOILDRIEBRctrvax.Vanderbilt . Edu
Recaived: from ctrall Vanderbilt.Edu {(ctrall.Vanderbilt.Edu [129.59.1.22])
by arl-img-6.compuserve.com (8.8.6/8.8.6/2.10) with ESMTP id LAAR28668
for <74671_3370fcompuserve.com>; Thu, 29 Jan 1588 11:31:42 -0500 (EST)
From: GOLDRIEB@ctrvax.Vanderbilt.Edu
Received: from PATHWORKS-MAIL by ctrvax.Vanderbilt.Edu (PMDF V5.1-10 #24212)
id <01ISY2D6NOJYSFYNBLActrvax.Vanderbilt . Edu> for 74671.337068compuserve.com;
Thu, 2% Jan 1998 10:31:13 CST
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 1998 10:31:13 -D600 (CST)
Subject: Teacher report
To: 74671.33700 compuserve.com
Massaga-id: <01ISY2D6NSBWSFYNBELActrvax.Vanderbilt.Edu>
X-VMS-To: ink"74671.33708compuserve.com’
MIME-version: 1.0

Bill, Can you fed ex me tha latest version of the Teachars' Report,

the one from Nessa that "looka"like the report already? I gave her back
my copy. Send it to my Ed Leadership office.

Thanx

E.



To: Chava Werber, CWerber

CC: ellen, INTERNET:ellen.goldring@vanderbilt.edu
CC: billr, [74104,3335)

From: Adam Gamoran, AGamoran

Date: 3/6/98, 6:39 AM

Re: Teachers Report - ONE LITTLE MISTAKE

Chava,

The report looks good, thanks for your careful proofreading. | think | found a MISTAKE we made.

Page 11, middle right, says the following: "When we define full-time teaching as more than 25 hours per week, ..."
This should be "When we define full-time teaching as 25 hours per week or more, ..." That's what it says a little

farther down, and that's what it says in Table 5. Chava, it would be good if you could check with Bill about this, but |
am 99.99% sure | am right.

Adam



To: Chava Werber, CWerber

CC: "Goldring, Ellen 8", INTERNET ellen b_goldring@vanderbitt.edu
CC: Adam Gamoran, INTERNET:gameran@post.tau. ac.il

From: Bill Robinson, [74104,3335]

Date: 3/18/98, 2:43 PM

Re: Teachers Report

Chava,

In addition to agreeing to Adam's correction {of wich we spoke), | have two other corrections to The Teachers
Report.

On page 1, paragraph 4: Three different types of punctuations (i.e., colon, period, and semi-colon) are used to
separate sets of two sentences in which the following sentence more specifically addresses the issue raised in the
initial sentence. It seems that more consistency is needed, but | only pass this along as a suggestion.

On page 12. second column, line 4: "full time" needs a hyphen.

That's it and good luck with the final version,
Bill



To: nessa, [74671,3370]

To: Chava Werber, CWerber

CC: ellen, INTERNET ellen.goldring@vanderbilt.edu
CC: billr, [T4104,3335]

From: Adam Gamoran, AGamoran

Date: 4/5/98, 6:50 AM

Re: typo

Dear Nessa and Chava,

| have discovered a minor typo in the Teachers Reporl. I'm sure it's too [ate to do anything but just in case, or Iin
case we do a second printing, or whatever:

On p.3 of the last version | saw, the following is part of a quote from Emanuel Gamoran:
Very few people today would think of entrusting their legal affairs to anyone but a
lawyer who had received special training entitling him to engage in his
professional activihes. Still less people would permit anyone who had
not received a long and arduous course of tramning followed by a period of
practice in medicine to minister to their physical ailments.

But the second sentence above should read:

Still less would people wouid permit anyone who had not received a
fong and arduous course of training followed by a period of practice in
medicine to minister to their physical ailments.

Somehow in the editing or typesetting process, the words "would” and “people” were transposed. | happened to
discover this because I'm using the quote in a presentation tomorrow.

No big deal, this should be the least of what we find

Adam



To: Chava Werber, CWerber

CC: ellen, INTERNET ellen.goidring@vanderbilt.edu
CC. nessa, [74671,3370]

CC. bilir, [74104,3335)

From. Adam Gamoran, AGamoran

Date: 4/9/98, 7:34 AM

Re: the teachers report

| found another typo in The Teachers Report, and this one is much more problematic: Figure 1 says 19% of
teachers are "Trained in Jewish Siudies Only,” but this number should be 12%!")) That's the number in the text, and
that's the number that makes the %'s add up.

I'm sorry this was not caught during the proofreading process. At least it is correct in the text. Any chance of fixing it
in Figure 1?7 | suppose it's too late. How about including an errata slip?

Adam



To: Chava Werber, CWerber

CC: ellen, INTERNET:ellen. goldring@vanderbilt.edu
CC: nessa, [74671,3370]

CC. billr, [74104,3335]

From: Adam Gamoran, AGamoran

Date: 4/20/98, 4:07 AM

Re: teachers report

Dear Chava, guess what. when | spotted the error in figure 1, that was in the next-to-most-recent copy, not the latest
copy. So | was all worked up over nothing, and our proofreading process worked after all. Figure 1 is already
correct in the version of 2/13/98 Sorry for the trouble.

The quote | spotted does need to be corrected.

Adam





