24 NCES

National Center for
Education Statistics

L/CS,

Fast Response Survey System

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research
and Improvement

NCES 2002-018

Infernet Access in
U.S. Public Schools and
Classrooms: 1994-2001

E.D. Tabs




NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

E.D. Tabs September 2002

| nter net Accessin
U.S. Public Schools and
Classrooms. 1994—-2001

—//HSS

Fast Response Surnvey System

Anne Kleiner
Elizabeth Farris
Westat

Bernard Greene
Project Officer
National Center for Education Statistics

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research and Improvement NCES 2002-018



U.S. Department of Education
Rod Paige
Secretary

Office of Educational Research and Improvement
Grover J. Whitehurst
Assistant Secretary

National Center for Education Statistics
Gary W. Phillips
Deputy Commissioner

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) is the primary federal entity for collecting, analyzing,
and reporting data related to education in the United States and other nations. It fulfills a congressional
mandate to collect, collate, analyze, and report full and complete statistics on the condition of education in
the United States; conduct and publish reports and specialized analyses of the meaning and significance of
such statistics; assist state and local education agencies in improving their statistical systems; and review
and report on education activities in foreign countries.

NCES activities are designed to address high priority education data needs; provide consistent, reliable,
complete, and accurate indicators of education status and trends; and report timely, useful, and high quality
data to the U.S. Department of Education, the Congress, the states, other education policymakers,
practitioners, data users, and the general public.

We strive to make our products available in a variety of formats and in language that is appropriate to a
variety of audiences. You, as our customer, are the best judge of our success in communicating
information effectively. If you have any comments or suggestions about this or any other NCES product or
report, we would like to hear from you. Please direct your comments to:

National Center for Education Statistics

Office of Educational Research and Improvement
U.S. Department of Education

1990 K Street NW

Washington, DC 20006

September 2002

The NCES World Wide Web Home Page is: http://nces.ed.gov
The NCES World Wide Web Electronic Catalog is: http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch

Suggested Citation

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Internet Access in U.S. Public
Schools and Classrooms: 1994-2001, NCES 2002-018, by Anne Kleiner and Elizabeth Farris. Project
Officer: Bernard Greene. Washington, DC: 2002.

Contact:

Bernie Greene

(202) 502-7348

email: Bernard.Greene@ed.gov



Table of Contents

Section Page
gL goe 1o 1o o PP UPPP PP 1
SAECIEA FINAINGS ...ttt e e e ab e e e e e an e e e ane e e ne e e e 3
SCNOOI CONNECLIVITY. ..o ettt et e e e e e s e e e e ennees 3
SCHOOI ACCESS.......eiieee ettt ettt e e e e e e e e e naeeeeeeseeeeeanns 3
INStructional ROOM ACCESS......ccciiuiiieeiiiiee e ettt e e see e e e e e e e e e snnee e e nnnees 3
TYPES Of CONNECLIONS........vviieeiiiieee ettt e e e et e e e e e e e eaaee s 4
Students and COMPULES ACCESS ........uueeiirieeieieeieeeaiee e st e et e e b e sire e s sareessseeesnnneeennes 5
Students Per Instructional Computer With Internet ACCESS.......ocovvuvvveeviiiieeeens 5
Availability of Computers With Internet Access Outside of Regular School
HOUFPS.....c bbb bebsbnbsenennes 5
Laptop COMPULES LOBNS.........eeiiiiiiieeeiiiiee ettt 6
Operating Systems, Memory Capacity, and Disk Space...........cccevvvveeeiiiiiiee s 6
Special Hardware and Software for Students With Disabilities............cccooceeiiieeiiieennne 7
The Internet as a Way to Communicate With Parents and Students.............ccccceecveeeenns 8
School-Sponsored E-Mail AdAreSSES........c.vvvviiiiiiiee e 8
SCHOOI WED SITES. ....ceeeiiiiiii et et e e e e e e e e neeeeeanes 8
Technologies and Procedures to Prevent Student Access to Inappropriate Materia on
TNE INEEIMIEL.......eeeee e s s e e e nnees 9
RS F= =0 I 0101107 1o ISR 10
References and Related REPOITS..........oouiiiiiiiiiice e e e e erree e e 11
List of Appendixes
Appendix Page
A Methodology and TeChniCal NOES ..........cciiiiiiiiieiiee e A-1
B (@ 01= ([0 0107 1 (TSP B-1



Table

Table of Contents (continued)

List of Tables

Page
Percent of public schools with Internet access, by school characteristics:
S O SR 14
Standard errors of the percent of public schools with Internet access, by school
CharaCteristiCs: 1994—2001..........ueiiiiieiiiie ettt 15
Percent of public school instructional rooms with Internet access, by school
CharaCteristics: 1994—2001........cccuierierrieiee st estee et e sttt sr e sne e e nneenne e 16
Standard errors of the percent of public school instructional rooms with Internet
access, by school characteristics: 1994—2001 .........cooueieiiieeiiieeniee e seee e 17
Percent of public schools with Internet access using various types of
(0070107 o1 S A2 0 RS 18
Standard errors of the percent of public schools with Internet access using various
types of CONNECLIONS. 200L.........uueiieiiiiieeeiiiie e et ee et e e s s e e e s e e e e snbeeeeeanes 19
Percent of schools with Internet access using broadband connections, by school
characteristics: 2000—2001.........ccuuierieiireeiee sttt ettt e e nne e 20
Standard errors of the percent of schools with Internet access using broadband
connections, by school characteristics: 2000-—2001.........cccceeiiieriiieeniee e 21
Ratio of public school students to instructional computers with Internet access,
by school characteristics: 1998—-2001............eeiiiiiiiiieaiie e 22
Standard errors of the ratio of public school students to instructional computers
with Internet access, by school characteristics: 1998-2001 .........coooviviveiiiiieeeiiiiieenennns 23
Percent of public schools alowing students to access the Internet outside of regular
school hours, by school characteristics: 2001..........ccoiiiiieeiiiiiie e e 24

Standard errors of the percent of public schools allowing students to access the Internet
outside of regular school hours, by school characteristics: 2001 ........ccoocvveveiiiieeeeenee, 25

Percent of public schools lending laptop computers to students, by school
CharaCteristiCs: 2001.........ceieiiiiiee e et e e e e e e e e e e e e s e e e et e e e e esnneeeeesnneeeeeennnees 26



Table

Ta

10

10a

11

11a

12a

Table of Contents (continued)

List of Tables

Page

Standard errors of the percent of public schools lending laptop computers to students,
by school characteristics: 2001..........ccciiuiiieeiiiiie e aaee s 27

Percent of public schools lending laptop computers to students for various maximum
[engths Of tIME; 2001 .......coueieiiiieeiee ettt e e e sn e e e e s neeas 28

Standard errors of the percent of public schools lending laptop computers to students
for various maximum lengths of time; 2001 ........cocviiieiiiiiiee e 29

Percent of public schools reporting which operating system/platform was used most
frequently on their instructional computers: 2001 ........ccccuviieeiiiiieee e 30

Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting which operating system/
platform was used most frequently on their instructional computers. 2001 ..................... 31

Percent of public schools indicating which operating systems/platforms are used most
frequently on their instructional computers, by school characteristics: 2001.................... 32

Standard errors of the percent of public schools indicating which operating systems/
platforms are used most frequently on their instructional computers, by school
CharaCteristiCs: 2001.........ceieiiiiieeeeiieie e e e e e et e e e e e e e s e e e et e e e esneeeeennneeeeeennnees 3

Percent of public schools reporting which operating system/platform, disk space,
and memory capacity were used on most of their instructional computers. 2001 ............ A

Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting which operating system/
platform, disk space, and memory capacity were used on most of their instructiona
COMPULESS, 2001 ceeeeeeeiiiieete e e e ettt e e e e e st e e e e e e e e s b bbe e e e e e e e e e s snnbeaeeeaaeeeeannnes 35

Percent of public schools with students with various disabilities, and of those,
percent with special hardware and special software for these students, by type of
disability and by school characteristics: 2001.........ccooviiiiieiiiiiie e 36

Standard errors of the percent of public schools with students with various

disabilities, and of those, standard errors of the percent with specia hardware

and specia software for these students, by type of disability and by school

CharaCteristiCs: 2001.........ceieiiiiiee e et e e e e e e e e e e e e s e e e et e e e e esnneeeeesnneeeeeennnees 37



Table

13

13a

14

14a

15

15a

16

16a

17

17a

18

Table of Contents (continued)

List of Tables

Page

Percent of public schools indicating that administrative staff, teachers, and/or students
may have a school-sponsored e-mail address and how many within those groups have
an email address, 2001 ........uueeiieieiiiiiiiriee e e e e e e e a e e e e e aaanns 38

Standard errors of the percent of public schools indicating that administrative steff,
teachers, and/or students may have a school-sponsored e-mail address and how many
within those groups have an email address: 2001..........ccceeeeiiiiieeiiiiee e 39

Percent of public schools with a Web site, and of those, percent where students or
parents can communicate with the school through the Web site, by school
CharaCteriStiCS. 200L........eeeiiieeiiiieesiiie et e ettt et e et e e e snb e e snbeesnneeeeneeeennee 40

Standard errors of the percent of public schools with a Web site, and of those, standard
errors of the percent where students or parents can communicate with the school

through the Web site, by school characteristics: 2001..........ccovvveeeiiiiiieeeeiiieee e 41
Percent of public schools with various topics appearing on their Web site: 2001............. 42

Standard errors of the percent of public schools with various topics appearing on their
WED SIEE 2001, .0 ciiieitie ettt ettt et e e et e b e re e nra e aeennen 43

Percent of public schools with various topics appearing on their Web site, by school
(007 = o (= 1S (o 00 R vavi}

Standard errors of the percent of public schools with various topics appearing on their
Web site, by school characteristics: 2001 ..........eiiiiiiiiiieiieieciiee e 45

Percent of public schools updating their Web site daily, weekly, monthly, or less
than MONNlY: 2001........cueii et ne e s ea 46

Standard errors of the percent of public schools updating their Web site daily, weekly,
monthly, or lessthan monthly: 2001 ...........cooiiiiiiie i 47

Percent of public schools where students participated in the creation of the school

Web site, participated in its maintenance, and contributed materials to the Web site,
by school characteristics: 2001..........cooiiiiiiieiiiii e 48

vi



Table

18a

19

19a

20

20a

2la

Table of Contents (continued)

List of Tables

Page

Standard errors of the percent of public schools where students participated in the
creation of the school Web site, participated in its maintenance, and contributed
materiasto the Web site, by school characteristics: 2001..........cccoveeviiiieeiiciieeeecieee, 49

Percent of public schools using technologies or procedures to prevent student
access to ingppropriate materia on the Internet, and of those schools, percent
using these measures on all computers with Internet access used by students,
by school characteristics: 2001..........cooiiiiiiieiiiie e 50

Standard errors of the percent of public schools using technologies or procedures

to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the Internet, and of those

schools, standard errors of the percent using these measures on al computers with

Internet access used by students, by school characteristics: 2001 ..........ccoeveeeiiieennnen. 51

Percent of public schools with Internet access using various technol ogies/procedures

to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the Internet, by school

CharaCteristiCs: 2001.........eeeeiiiieeeeeiiiie e e etie e e e e e e e e e e s e e e et e e e e enneeeeesneeeeeennnees 52
Standard errors of the percent of public schools with Internet access using various

technol ogies/procedures to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the

Internet, by school charaCteristics: 200L.........cvuiveeieiiieeeiiieee e e e eeee e neaeee s 53

Standard errors for data not shown in tables: 2001........cccvvveeviieeeieieee e eeee e 54

Vii



viii



| ntroduction

Since 1994, the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) has surveyed public schools to
estimate access to information technology in schools and classrooms. In the fall of each academic year, a
new nationally representative sample of approximately 1,000 public schools has been surveyed about
Internet access and Internet-related topics.

Although some items, such as those on school and classroom connectivity, have been constant on all
surveys, new items have been added as technology has changed and new issues have arisen. For
example, an item on types of Internet connections was added in 1996 and has remained part of the
subsequent surveys, with some modifications. The fall 2001 survey included items on access to the
Internet outside of regular school hours; technologies and procedures used to prevent student access to
inappropriate material on the Internet; specia hardware and software for students with disabilities;
operating systemg/platforms, memory capacity, and disk space on instructional computers; school Web
sites; and laptop loans to students.

This survey was conducted by NCES using the Fast Response Survey System (FRSS). FRSS is
designed to administer short, focused, issue-oriented surveys that require minimal burden on respondents
and have a quick turnaround from data collection to reporting. Questionnaires for this survey were mailed
to a representative sample of 1,209 public schools in the 50 states and the District of Columbia. Data have
been weighted to yield national estimates. Detailed information about the survey methodology is provided
in appendix A, and the questionnaire can be found in appendix B.

In addition to national estimates, selected survey findings are presented by the following school
characteristics:

e ingructiona level (dementary, secondary);
e school size (enrollment of less than 300, 300 to 999, 1,000 or more);
o locde (city, urban fringe, town, rural);

e percent minority enrollment (less than 6 percent, 6 to 20 percent, 21 to 49 percent, 50 percent or
more); and

e 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 more), which is used as a measure of poverty
concentration at the school.

It is important to note that many of the school characteristics used for independent analysis may
also be related to each other. For example, enrollment size and instructional level of schools are related,
with secondary schools typicaly being larger than elementary schools. Similarly, poverty concentration
and minority enrollment are related, with schools with a higher minority enrollment aso more likely to have
a high concentration of poverty. Other relationships between analysis variables may exist. Because of



the rdatively small sample size used in this study, it is difficult to separate the independent effects of these
variables. Their existence, however, should be considered in the interpretation of the data.

All specific statements of comparison made in this report have been tested for satistical
significance through chi-square tests, trend analysis tests, and t-tests adjusted for multiple comparisons
using the Bonferroni adjustment and are significant at the 95 percent confidence level or better. However,
only selected findings are presented for each topic in the report. A detailed description of the statistical
tests supporting the survey findings can be found in appendix A.



Selected Findings

This report presents key findings from the survey “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall
2001." For selected topics, data from previous FRSS Internet surveys are presented as well. The findings
are organized as follows:

e school connectivity;

e students and computer access,

e Operating systems, memory capacity, and disk space;

e gpecid hardware and software for students with disabilities;

o thelnternet as away to communicate with parents and students; and

o technologies and procedures to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the Internet.

School Connectivity
School Access

o Infdl 2001, 99 percent of public schools in the United States had access to the Internet. When
NCES first started estimating Internet access in schools in 1994, 35 percent of public schools
had access (table 1). As reported previoudy (Cattagni and Farris 2001), there have been
virtually no differences in school access to the Internet by school characteristics since 1999.

Instructional Room Access

e Public schools have made consistent progress in expanding Internet access in instructional
rooms," from 3 percent in 1994 to 77 percent in 2000 and 87 percent in 2001 (table 2).

e In 2001, asin previous years, there were differences in Internet access in instructional rooms by
school characteristics. For example, in schools with the highest minority enrollment (50 percent
or more), a smaler percentage of instructiona rooms were connected to the Internet (81
percent) than in schools with lower minority enrollments (88 to 90 percent of instructional
rooms) (table 2).

e A gmilar pattern occurred by poverty concentration. In 2001, schools with the highest poverty
concentration (75 percent or more students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch) had fewer

YInstructional rooms include classrooms, computer and other labs, library/media centers, and any other rooms used for instructional
purposes.



rooms with Internet access than schools with less than 35 percent digible students and schools
with 35 to 49 percent digible students (79 percent of instructional rooms compared with 90 and
89 percent, respectively) (table 2).

o Despite these continuing differences, however, the percentage of instructional rooms with
Internet access increased between 2000 and 2001 in these schools: from 60 to 79 percent in
schools with the highest concentration of poverty, and from 64 to 81 percent in schools with the
highest minority enrollment (table 2).

Types of Connections

e Over the years, changes have occurred in the types of Internet connections used by public
schools and the speed at which they are connected to the Internet. In 1996, dial-up Internet
connections were used by amost three-fourths (74 percent) of public schools having Internet
access (Heavisde, Riggins, and Farris 1997). In 2001, the mgjority of public schools (55
percent) reported using T1/DSL lines, a continuous and much faster type of Internet connection
than dia-up connections, and 5 percent of schools used dia-up connections (table 3).

e In 2001, 85 percent of public schools used broadband connections to access the Internet (table
4). This is an increase from 2000, when 80 percent of the schools were using this type of
connection.?

e In 2001, asin 2000, the likelihood of using broadband connections increased with school size; in
2001, 72 percent of small schools reported using broadband connections to access the Internet,
compared with 96 percent of large schools (table 4).

e The likelihood of using broadband connections aso increased with minority enrollment and
poverty concentration. For example, in 2001, 81 percent of public schools with the lowest
minority enrollment used broadband connections when connecting to the Internet, compared
with 93 percent of schools with the highest minority enrollment (table 4).

e The use of broadband connections increased between 2000 and 2001 from 81 percent to 93
percent in schools with the highest minority enrollment (table 4). Similarly, the percent of
schools with the highest poverty concentration using broadband connections to access the
Internet increased from 75 percent to 90 percent.

Students and Computer Access

According to a recent study, more school-age children in the nation use computers at school than at
home (Newburger 2001). The survey “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fal 2001" obtained
information on various measures of student access to computers at school, such as the ratio of students to

2 Respondents were instructed to circle as many types of connections as there were in the school. These percentages include schools
using only broadband connections, as well as schools using both broadband and narrowband connections. They do not include schools
using narrowband connections exclusively. Broadband connections include T3/DS3, fractional T3, T1/DSL, fractional T1, and cable
modem connections. In 2001, they also included DSL connections, which had not been an option on the 2000 questionnaire.



instructional computers with Internet access, student access to the Internet outside of regular school hours,
and laptop loans to students.

Students Per Instructional Computer With Internet Access

e Theratio of students to instructional computers with Internet access was computed by dividing
the total number of students in al public schools by the total number of instructional computers
with Internet access in al public schools (i.e., including schools with no Internet access).® In
2001, the ratio of students to instructional computers with Internet access in public schools was
5.4 t0 1, an improvement from the 12.1 to 1 ratio in 1998, when it was first measured (table 5).
This level of access corresponds to the 4- to 5-students-per-computer ratio that many experts
consider reasonable for effective use of computers in schools (President’s Committee of
Advisors on Science and Technology 1997).

e However, as in previous years (Cattagni and Farris 2001), there were differences by school
characteristics in 2001. For example, the ratio of students to instructional computers with
Internet access was higher in schools with the highest poverty concentration (6.8 to 1 compared
with 4.9 or 5.6 to 1 in other schools) (table 5). Despite this gap, the ratio improved from 9.1
students in 2000 to 6.8 students per computer in 2001 in schools with the highest poverty
concentration.

Avalilability of Computers With Internet Access Outside of Regular School Hours

In 2000, 21 percent of children in the nation used the Internet a home for school-related tasks
(Newburger 2001). Making the Internet accessible outside of regular school hours alows students who
would not otherwise have access to the Internet to use this resource for school-related activities such as
homework.

e In 2001, 51 percent of public schools with access to the Internet reported that they made
computers with access to the Internet available to students outside of regular school hours
(table 6). Differences by school characteristics were observed for instructional level and school
size. Secondary schools were more likely to make the Internet available to students outside of
regular school hours than were elementary schools (78 percent compared with 42 percent).
Similarly, large schools (enrollments of 1,000 students or more) reported making the Internet
available to students outside of regular school hours more often than did medium-sized and small
schools (82 percent compared with 47 percent each for medium-sized and small schools).

e Among schools providing computers with access to the Internet to students outside of regular
school hours in 2001, 95 percent made them available after school, 74 percent before schoal,

% This is one method of calculating students per computer. Another method involves calculating the number of students in each school
divided by the number of instructional computers with Internet access in each school and then taking the mean of this ratio across all
schools. When “students per computer” was first calculated for this NCES series in 1998, a decision was made to use the first
method; this method continues to be used for comparison purposes. A couple of factors influenced the choice of that particular
method. There was (and continues to be) considerable skewness in the distribution of students per computer per school. In addition,
in 1998, 11 percent of public schools had no instructional computers with Internet access.



and 6 percent on weekends (table 6). Availability of computers with Internet access before
school decreased as minority enrollment increased—from 84 percent of schools with the lowest
minority enrollment to 66 percent of schools with the highest minority enrollment. A similar
pattern occurred by poverty concentration of schools for the availability of computers with
Internet access before regular school hours.

e The percentage of schools providing students with Internet-connected computers after school
ranged from 91 percent (small schools and schools with 50 to 74 percent of students digible for
free or reduced-price lunch) to 98 percent (large schools and schools with the lowest poverty
concentration) (table 6).

Laptop Computer Loans

In addition to asking about the availability of computers with Internet access outside of regular
school hours, the survey asked whether the schools lent laptop computers to students, how many laptops
were available for loan, and the maximum length of time for which they could be borrowed.

e In 2001, 10 percent of public schools lent laptop computers to students (table 7). Schools in
rural aress (14 percent) were more likely than city schools (6 percent) and urban fringe schools
(7 percent) to lend laptops.

e Schools lending laptop computers to students had, on average, 10 laptops available for loan (not
shown in tables). About half (53 percent)* of the 10 percent of schools lending laptop
computers reported that students could borrow them for 1 week or more (see table 8). Of these
schools, 22 percent of schools reported lending Iaptops for the entire school year (table 8).

Operating Systems, Memory Capacity, and Disk Space

In order to gather information on how current the computers available to students in public schools
are, the survey asked respondents to indicate which operating system/platform was used most frequently®
on ingructiona computers, as well as the memory capacity and disk space of most instructional
computers.

e The single most common response, given by 40 percent of public schools in 2001, was that the
operating system most frequently used on their instructional computers was Windows 98 (table
9). Twenty-five percent had Mac OS 7.6 or greater, and 19 percent had Windows 95. Overall,

“ This estimate is derived from the percent of public schools indicating that students could borrow laptop computers for 1 week, 1
month, 1 semester, the entire school year, or for another length of time. Although estimates for the details are shown in table 8, the
total in the text is based on the raw data and because of rounding, it differstrivially (i.e., 1 percent) from the estimate that would be
obtained by adding details directly from the table.

® The question was worded this way because more than one operating system/platform can be used in one school.



95 percent of schools reported using Windows 95 or a newer version of Windows, or Mac OS
7.6 or greater most frequently on their instructional computers (see table 10).°

Twelve percent of schools reported that the latest versions of Windows (NT or 2000) were the
most commonly found on their ingtructiona computers (table 10). Secondary schools (19
percent) were more likely to report these types of operating systems than were elementary
schools (9 percent), which reported using the latest versions of Mac OS (Mac OS 7.6 or
greater) more often than secondary schools (28 percent compared with 14 percent).

Eighty-two percent of schools had 16 megabytes (MB) or higher memory capacity (not shown
in tables) on most of their ingtructional computers. Sixty-three percent of schools had 1
gigabyte (GB) or higher disk space (not shown in tables).

Overdl, 58 percent of the schools used Windows 95 or a more recent version of Windows, or
Mac OS 7.6 or greater, combined with 16 MB or higher memory capacity and 1 GB or higher
disk space most frequently on their instructional computers (see table 11).”

Special Hardwar e and Softwar e for Students With Disabilities

The Individuals with Disahilities Education Act requires that students digible for specia education
under the law receive specialy designed instruction: “ Specially-designed instruction means adapting, as
appropriate to the needs of an digible child, . . . the content, methodology, or delivery of instruction - (i) to
address the unique needs of the child that result from the child’s disability; and (ii) to ensure access of the
child to the genera curriculum, so that he or she can meet the educational standards within the jurisdiction
of the public agency that apply to al children” (Special Education Regulation 2001). The survey collected
data on whether public schools had students with various disabilities and, if so, whether they had assstive
or adaptive hardware and software® available for these students.

In 2001, 95 percent of public schools reported that they enrolled students with learning
disabilities (table 12). Sixty-seven percent had students with physical disabilities, 54 percent had
students with hearing disabilities, and 46 percent had students with visud disabilities.

At the national level, depending on the type of disability, 55 to 64 percent of schools that had
students with disabilities provided assistive or adaptive hardware, and 39 to 56 percent provided
assistive or adaptive software (table 12).

® This estimate is derived from the percent of public schools using Windows 95, Windows 98, Windows ME, Windows 2000, Windows
NT, or Mac OS 7.6 or greater most frequently on their instructional computers. Although estimates for the details are shown in table
10, the total in the text is based on the raw data and because of rounding, it differs trivialy (i.e., 1 percent) from the estimate that
would be obtained by adding details directly from the table.

" This estimate is derived from the percent of public schools using Windows 95, Windows 98, Windows ME, Windows 2000, Windows
NT, or Mac OS 7.6 or greater and having 16 MB or higher memory capacity and 1 GB or higher disk space most frequently on their
instructional computers. Although estimates for the details are shown in table 11, the total in the text is based on the raw data and
because of rounding, it differs trivially (i.e., 1 percent) from the estimate that would be obtained by adding details directly from the

table.

8 For example, special hardware may include closed-captioned TV, screen readers, or keyboard alternatives, while special software may
include Jaws for Windows, Zoomtext, or Overlay Maker.



Specid hardware was less likely to be available to students with learning disabilities in schools
with the highest minority enrollment than in schools with the lowest minority enrollment (47
percent compared with 61 percent) (table 12).

The likdihood of having specid software available for students with physical disabilities
increased with school size: from 40 percent in smal schools to 60 percent for large schools
(table 12).

Differences by instructiona level aso were observed. For example, 48 percent of secondary
schools provided special software to students with hearing disabilities, compared with 35
percent of elementary schools (table 12).

Schools with the highest poverty concentration were less likely to have specia hardware and
software available for students with visual disabilities than were schools with the lowest poverty
concentration (52 percent compared with 71 percent for hardware, and 42 percent compared
with 63 percent for software) (table 12).

The Internet asa Way to Communicate With Parents and Students

Since 99 percent of public schools were connected to the Internet in 2001, most schools had the
capability to make information available to parents and students directly via e-mail or through a Web site.
This section presents key findings on the availability of school-sponsored e-mail addresses and on school

Web sites.

School-Sponsored E-Mail Addresses

The survey asked whether administrative staff, teachers, and students may have a school-sponsored
e-mail address. If the answer was yes, schools were asked whether few, some, or al or most of the
members of these three groups had school-sponsored e-mail addresses.

Overall, 95 percent of public schools with Internet access reported that administrative staff may
have a school-sponsored e-mail address (table 13). Ninety-two percent of schools reported that
addresses were available for teachers, and 16 percent that they were available for students.

Among schools that made e-mail available to staff, teachers, and students, respectively, 92
percent said that al or most administrative staff had a school-sponsored e-mail address, and 89
percent reported that al or most teachers had a school-sponsored e-mail address (table 13).
Fewer schools (34 percent of the 16 percent providing e-mail addresses to students) indicated
that al or most students had a school-sponsored e-mail address.

School Web Sites

The survey asked whether the schools had a Web site, the type of information it carried, how often
it was updated, and whether parents and students could communicate with the school through the Web



gte. In addition, the survey asked whether students helped develop the Web site, helped maintain it, and
contributed materiasto it.

o Seventy-five percent of public schools had a Web site in 2001 (table 14). There were
differences by school characteristics. For example, the likelihood of having a Web ste
decreased as the poverty concentration of the school increased; 83 percent of schools with the
lowest poverty concentration had Web sites compared with 59 percent of schools with the
highest poverty concentration.

e Among schools with a Web site, about three-fourths indicated that their Web site contained the
schedule of school events/school calendar (76 percent) and the staff directory (73 percent)
(table 15). Between 50 percent and 70 percent of schools with a Web site reported that their
site contained information on programs and classes (70 percent), information for parents (64
percent), links to Web sites for educational tools for students (61 percent), information on sports
and/or clubs (58 percent), school policies/rules (52 percent), and links to, or information on,
middle/high schools (50 percent).

e Whether selected topics appeared on schools Web sites varied by school characteristics. As
the poverty concentration of schools increased, the likelihood of having links to Web stes for
educational tools for students decreased (from 66 percent in the schools with the lowest poverty
concentration to 44 percent in schools with the highest concentration) (table 16).

o Fifty-two percent of the schools having a Web site reported that parents and students could
communicate with the school via the site (table 14), and 63 percent reported that the Web site
was updated at least monthly (see table 17).°

e Among the 75 percent of schools with a Web site, 41 percent reported that students had
participated in its creation and 31 percent reported that they participated in its maintenance
(table 18). In addition, in 57 percent of the schools, students contributed materials to the Web
site. This proportion decreased as the poverty concentration of schools increased.

Technologies and Proceduresto Prevent Student Accessto Inappropriate
Material on the Internet

Given the diversity of the information carried on the Internet, student access to inappropriate
material is a major concern of many parents and teachers. Moreover, under the Children’s Internet
Protection Act (CIPA), no school may receive E-rate’ discounts unless it certifies that it is enforcing a
policy of Internet safety that includes the use of filtering or blocking technology.*

® This estimate is derived from the percent of public schools updating their Web site monthly, weekly, or daily. Although estimates
for the details are shown in table 16, the total in the text is based on the raw data and because of rounding, it differs trivialy (i.e, 1
percent) from the estimate that would be obtained by adding details directly from the table.

1% The Education rate (E-rate) program was established in 1996 to make services, Internet access, and internal connections available to
schools and libraries at discounted rates based upon the income level of the students in their community and whether their location is
urban or rural.

> More information about CIPA (Pub. L. No 106-554) can be found at the Web site of the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD),
Universal Service Administrative Company (http://www.dl.universalservice.org/reference/CIPA.asp). The law is effective for Funding




e In 2001, dmost all public schools with Internet access (96 percent) used various technologies or
procedures to control student access to inappropriate materiad on the Internet (table 19).
Across al types of schools, between 92 and 99 percent reported using these technologies or
procedures. In addition, 98 percent of these schools used at least one of these technologies or
procedures on all Internet-connected computers used by students (table 19).

e Among schools using technologies or procedures to prevent student access to inappropriate
material on the Internet, 91 percent reported that teachers or other staff members monitored
student Internet access (table 20). Eighty-seven percent used blocking or filtering software, 80
percent had a written contract that parents have to sign, 75 percent had a contract that students
have to sign, 46 percent used monitoring software, 44 percent had honor codes, and 26 percent
used their intranet. ¥ As these numbers suggest, most of the schools (96 percent) used more
than one procedure or technology as part of their Internet use policy (not shown in tables).

Related I nfor mation

This survey is part of an overal NCES effort to track the availability and use of technology in
schools. In addition to collecting information on advanced telecommunications and Internet access in a
series of public school surveys, NCES has conducted surveys on private schools use of advanced
telecommunications and on teachers use of technology. “References and Related Reports,” below,
includes reports on al of these surveys.

Year 4 (July 1, 2001, to June 30, 2002) and for all future years. Schools and libraries receiving only telecommunications services are
excluded from the requirements of CIPA.

12 Anintranet is a controlled computer network similar to the Internet, but accessible only to those who have permission to useit. For
example, school administrators can restrict student access to only their school’s intranet, which may include information from the
Internet chosen by school officials.
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Table 1.—Percent of public schools with Internet access, by school characteristics. 1994-2001
Public schools with Internet access
1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001

School characteristic

All public SChOOIS........ccoiiiiiiic s 35 50 65 78 89 95 98 99

Instructional level®

ELEMENEAIY ......voveeeevee et eesesee s et en s en e 30 46 61 75 88 94 97 99

SEEONABIY ..ot tereseeee s enesee et es e ss s essenneseasanens 49 65 77 89 94 98 %100 %100
School size

L eSS than 300..........c.ovveeueereereeeeiesesseseseseesessessesessenenesensas 30 39 57 75 87 96 96 99

30010999 ..ottt 35 52 66 78 89 94 98 99

1,000 OF MOFE ...oeevvreeeeeeeeeresee et en e en s en e 58 69 80 89 95 96 99 100
Locale

Y oottt s ettt ettt n s 40 47 64 74 92 93 96 97

UrBan fHINGE ... eeeeee e 38 59 75 78 85 96 98 99

TOWN ettt ettt enneen 29 47 61 84 90 94 98 100

RUIBLL ovcv ettt en e 35 48 60 79 92 96 99 %100

Percent minority enrollment®

Lessthan 6 Percent .........ccooeeeiieeiiieeniee e 38 52 65 84 91 95 98 99
610 20 PEICENL....c.viivieiieiriieiieiie ettt 38 58 72 87 93 97 100 100
21 £0 49 PEICENE.....eiviitiieiriieiieie ettt 38 55 65 73 91 96 98 100
50 PEIrCENE OF MOFE....ccciiiiiieeiiiiie et 27 39 56 63 82 92 96 98

Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch*

Less than 35 percent 39 60 74 86 92 95 99 99

3510 49 PEICENL.....ccviiieieireertee et 35 48 59 81 93 98 99 100
50 10 74 PEICENE.....ccvirieieiriesee et 32 41 53 71 88 96 97 99
75 PEIrCENt OF MOTE......ccouviieeiiiiie et 18 31 53 62 79 89 94 97

Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
?The estimate fell between 99.5 percent and 100 percent and therefore was rounded to 100 percent.

3Percent minority enrollment was not available for some schools. In 1994, this information was missing for 100 schools. In subsequent
years, the missing information ranged from 0 schools to 46 schools.

“Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for some schools. In the 1994 survey, free and reduced-
price lunch data came from the Common Core of Data (CCD) only and were missing for 430 schools. In reports prior to 1998, free anc
reduced-price lunch data were not reported for 1994. In 1998, a decision was made to include the data for 1994 for comparison
purposes. In subsequent years, free and reduced-price lunch information was obtained on the questionnaire, supplemented, if necessary,
with CCD data. Missing data ranged from 1 school (1998) to 10 schools (1999).

NOTE: All of the estimates in this report were recalculated from raw data files using the same computational algorithms. Consequently,
some estimates presented here may differ trivially (i.e., 1 percent) from results published prior to 2001.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “ Survey on Advancec
Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, K-12,” FRSS 51 (1994); “ Survey on Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools,
K-12,” FRSS 57 (1995); “Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1996,” FRSS 61; “Internet Access in U.S. Public
Schools, Fall 1997, FRSS 64; “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1998,” FRSS 69; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall
1999,” FRSS 75; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,”
FRSS 82.
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Table la—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with Internet access, by school
characteristics: 1994-—2001

Public schools with Internet access

School characteristic
1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001

All public SChOOIS........ccoiiiiiiic s 15 1.8 1.8 15 1.3 0.8 0.5 0.3

Instructional level

ElEMENEAY.....covieiieieeie e 1.9 2.4 2.1 2.0 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.4

SECONTANY ...eenveeeeieieeee e see e stee st ste e e e ee e sneesreenneeneees 2.4 2.7 1.8 17 2.1 0.8 0.2 0.2
School size

L eSS than 300........cccveieerieeieeieeie e see e see e se e 3.4 3.9 4.4 3.8 3.4 15 17 1.0

300 t0 999 ...t 2.0 2.2 2.0 2.0 1.4 1.0 0.5 0.4

000 0Ty 3o PSP 3.0 4.1 3.4 25 2.4 1.7 0.6 ©)
Locale

L1 PR 3.1 4.3 4.5 3.8 2.1 15 11 14

Urban friNge ..oveeeeeeeee e 2.9 3.8 3.3 2.8 2.8 12 12 0.5

I 7/ S 2.3 3.7 4.0 4.6 3.2 25 12 ©)

RUFEL.... e 2.7 3.8 3.3 3.2 3.4 14 0.9 0.1

Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 Percent .........ccooeeeiieeiiieeniee e 2.4 3.2 3.4 2.7 29 15 1.2 0.9
610 20 PEICENL....cviiveiriitietrereeee e e see e see e te e se e e nas 3.3 4.7 3.0 2.7 25 1.2 @) (1)
2110 49 PEICENL....eeeereeieeieeeieestee e ente e e e e eee e snee e e sneeneees 3.2 4.1 3.2 4.1 25 1.8 12 ©)
50 PEIrCENE OF MOFE....ccciiiiiieeiiiiie et 29 3.8 4.6 4.7 29 1.9 1.2 0.9

Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 percent 2.3 2.4 2.2 1.8 2.0 11 0.7 0.6

3510 49 PEICENL.....eeiieieeieerieestee e sie e e eee e s e e saeeneees 4.6 3.9 4.8 3.9 2.2 0.9 0.7 ©)
50 10 74 PEICENE.....ccvirieieiriesee et 5.0 4.6 5.1 4.0 3.0 17 1.3 0.5
75 PEICENE OF MOTE......cciiviieeiiiiieeeiieee e 4.6 4.4 5.4 5.3 3.7 3.1 1.7 1.1

TEstimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on an estimate of 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Survey on Advancec
Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, K-12,” FRSS 51 (1994); “Survey on Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools,
K-12,” FRSS 57 (1995); “Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1996,” FRSS 61; “Internet Access in U.S. Public
Schools, Fall 1997,” FRSS 64; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1998,” FRSS 69; “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schools, Fall
1999,” FRSS 75; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,”
FRSS 82.
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Table 2.—Percent of public school instructional rooms with Internet access, by school
characteristics. 1994—2001

Instructional rooms with Internet access

School characteristic
1094 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001

All public SChOOIS.........cociiiiiici 3 8 14 27 51 64 7 87

Instructional level®

ElOMENTAY...c.eeieeierieeieeieeeee e e 3 8 13 24 51 62 76 86
SECONAAIY ...ttt n e 4 8 16 32 52 67 79 88
School size
L eSS than 300 ........civrerieiirieieie e e 3 9 15 27 54 71 83 87
300t0999......... 3 8 13 28 53 64 78 87
1,000 or more 3 4 16 25 45 58 70 86
Locae
4 6 12 20 47 52 66 82
4 8 16 29 50 67 78 87
3 8 14 34 55 72 87 91
3 8 14 30 57 71 85 89
Percent minority enrollment?
Lessthan 6 Percent ..........coocueeieeeiie e 4 9 18 37 57 74 85 88
610 20 PEICENL....ctitiitiiiieiieie ettt 4 10 18 35 59 78 83 90
21 £0 49 PEICENE.....eititiieieiieiieie ettt 4 9 12 22 52 64 79 89
50 percent or more.... 2 3 5 13 37 43 64 81
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®
Lessthan 35 PErcent ........coouveriieeiiieiieeciee e 3 10 17 33 57 73 82 90
3510 49 PEICENE.....eiviitiieiiiieieie ettt 2 6 12 33 60 69 81 89
50 to 74 percent....... 4 6 11 20 41 61 77 87
75 percent or more. 2 3 5 14 38 38 60 79

'Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.

2percent minority enrollment was not available for some schools. In 1994, this information was missing for 100 schools. In subsequent
years, the missing information ranged from 0 schools to 46 schools.

3Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for some schools. In the 1994 survey, free and reduced-
price lunch data came from the Common Core of Data (CCD) only and were missing for 430 schools. In reports prior to 1998, free anc
reduced-price lunch data were not reported for 1994. In 1998, a decision was made to include the data for 1994 for comparison
purposes. In subsequent years, free and reduced-price lunch information was obtained on the questionnaire, supplemented, if necessary
with CCD data. Missing data ranged from 1 school (1998) to 10 schools (1999).

NOTE: Percentages are based on all schools. All of the estimates in this report were recalculated from raw data files using the same
computational algorithms. Conseguently, some estimates presented here may differ trivially (i.e., 1 percent) from results publishec
prior to 2001.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “ Survey on Advancec
Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, K-12,” FRSS 51 (1994); “Survey on Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools,
K-12,” FRSS 57 (1995); “Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1996, FRSS 61; “Internet Access in U.S. Public
Schoals, Fall 1997,” FRSS 64; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1998,” FRSS 69; “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schools, Fall
1999,” FRSS 75; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,”
FRSS 82.
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Table 2a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school instructional rooms with Internet
access, by school characteristics: 1994—2001
Instructional rooms with Internet access

1094 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001

School characteristic

All public SChOOIS.........cociiiiiici 0.3 0.7 1.0 1.6 1.8 1.6 11 0.9

Instructional level
ElEMENLArY......cooiiieiiieie e 0.4 1.0 15 1.9 2.3 18 15 1.1

Secondary ... 0.6 1.0 15 19 2.1 2.6 1.6 1.2
School size

Lessthan 300.........cceevuieieiieiieiee e see e e e 0.7 1.6 2.9 4.3 3.7 3.2 2.8 2.1

3000 999 ....iiiiieee e 0.5 1.0 1.2 2.0 2.2 19 15 1.1

1,000 OF MOTE ...ecvvieieeiieenieceeeeesreestaesree e e saeeteesaeenreeseeenns 0.6 1.0 2.1 2.4 3.9 3.0 2.2 1.7
Locae

[ SRS 0.8 13 1.6 2.2 3.2 2.6 2.2 2.1

Urban fringe .....oooveeie 0.8 1.4 2.2 2.9 29 25 2.0 1.3

17 SO 0.6 2.0 1.9 3.9 4.0 3.4 2.6 2.2

RUFEL....eee e 0.4 15 2.2 3.6 3.6 3.0 17 1.3

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 Percent ..........coceeeieeeiie e 0.7 1.4 2.4 3.5 2.7 2.3 1.9 1.5
610 20 PEICENL....ctitiitiiiieiieie ettt 0.8 15 17 3.0 3.3 3.1 21 1.6
21 to 49 percent.... 1.0 21 25 2.8 3.7 3.1 2.3 2.0
50 percent or more. 0.3 1.0 1.8 1.8 3.2 2.8 2.4 2.0

Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 PErCent ........ooovveieveiiiiienieeseeee e 0.5 1.2 1.6 2.0 2.4 2.3 15 1.2
3510 49 PEICENT......coiiiiiiiie ettt 0.4 1.4 2.2 4.3 5.1 34 2.9 2.2
50 to 74 percent....... 1.8 1.9 2.8 3.7 3.9 3.1 2.8 2.4
75 percent or more 0.9 1.0 1.8 2.4 4.3 4.4 3.3 2.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “ Survey on Advancec
Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, K-12,” FRSS 51 (1994); “ Survey on Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools,
K-12,” FRSS 57 (1995); “Advanced Telecommunications in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1996,” FRSS 61; “Internet Access in U.S. Public
Schools, Fall 1997, FRSS 64; “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1998,” FRSS 69; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall
1999,” FRSS 75; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,”
FRSS 82.
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Table 3.—Percent of public schools with Internet access using various types of connections:

2001
Type of connection Percent

LIS 11 S 5
Fractional T3 ettt 1
I 1 S 55
Fractional Td. ...ttt sttt 14
CaDIE MOGEIM. ...ttt e esineeane 8
2 PSRRI

1 SR 5
L5 = PSS 6
Dial-up connection... 5
WITEIESS CONNECTION .......eiiuiiii ittt 4

NOTE: Percentages are based on the 99 percent of public schools with Internet access. Percentages add to more than 100 because
schools may use more than one type of connection.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schooals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 3a.—Standard errorsof the percent of public schools with Internet access using various
types of connections. 2001

Type of connection Percent

0.7
0.3
1.7
13
1.0
0.4

LS PRSP PSP ROPPUP 0.8
L] = PSPPSR 1.2
Dial-up connection 0.9
Wireless connection 0.7

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 4.—Percent of schools with Internet access using broadband connections, by school
characteristics: 20002001

- Percentage change
School characteristic 2000 2001 zooggzoo 1 9
All public schoals.........c.cccoueeee. 80 85 +7
Instructional level®
Elementary.......cccccoovevevriieiennnens 77 83 +8
SECONAAIY ... 89 94 +6
School size
Lessthan 300.......ccccevvevrieneennenns 67 72 +7
300t0999........ 83 89 +7
1,000 or more 90 96 +6
Locale
80 88 +10
85 88 +4
79 83 +5
75 82 +10
Percent minority enrollment?
Less than 6 percent..........ccceveenne 76 81 +7
610 20 percent.......ccccecveerveernnenne 82 85 +3
21 to 49 percent.......cccceeereveennnenne 84 85 +1
50 percent or MOre...........cceeeueeene 81 93 +15
Percent of students eligible for free
or
reduced-price lunch®
Less than 35 percent ... 81 84 +3
35to 49 percent.......ccceevveeinnenne 82 86 +5
50 t0 74 percent.......cccceeevcveennnenne 79 84 +5
75 percent of MOre....................... 75 90 +21

'Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics but are not shown separately.
2Percent minority enrollment was not available for 9 schools in 2000 and 31 schools in 2001.
3Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

NOTE: Respondents were instructed to circle as many types of connections as there were in the school. Percentages include schools
using only broadband connections, as well as schools using both broadband and narrowband connections. They do not include schools
using narrowband connections exclusively. Broadband connections include T3/DS3, fractional T3, T1/DSI, fractional T1, and cable
modem connections. In 2001, they also included DSL connections, which had not been on the 2000 questionnaire. Percentages are
based on the percent of schools with Internet access: 98 percent in 2000 and 99 percent in 2001.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schoals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 4a—Standard errorsof the percent of schools with Internet access using broadband
connections, by school characteristics. 2000—2001

- Percentage change
School characteristic 2000 2001 ZOOggZOO 1 9
All public schoals.........c.cccoueeee. 15 1.6 0.2
Instructional level
19 2.0 0.3
2.0 1.2 0.2
School size
Lessthan 300.......ccccevvevrieneennenns 4.4 43 0.6
3000 999 ..ot 1.8 14 0.2
1,000 Or MOre......cccoeveerrrrireeeens 2.4 1.4 0.2
Locae
CItY coeeeeeeeee e 3.0 2.4 0.5
Urban fringe .......cooevveveniciiene 2.6 2.1 0.2
TOWN .ceiiiiiiee e 4.9 4.6 0.5
RUMal. ..ot 35 3.0 0.6
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent..........ccceveenne 3.2 3.6 0.4
610 20 percent.......ccccecveerveernnenne 2.9 3.0 0.1
21 to 49 percent........ 2.6 2.7 0.1
50 percent or more. 2.6 1.8 0.6
Percent of students eligible for free
or
reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent ..........cccoeue. 2.3 2.6 0.1
35 to 49 percent 4.0 2.8 0.3
50 to 74 percent 3.8 3.8 0.3
75 percent of MOre....................... 3.6 2.7 1.2

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schoals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 5.—Ratio of public school studentsto instructional computerswith Internet access, by
school characteristics: 1998-2001

Students to instructional computers with

School characteristic Internet access

1998 1999 2000 2001
All public SChOOIS.......ccueiiiiiiie e 12.1 9.1 6.6 5.4
Instructional level®
ElEMENLAY .....eeiiiiie e 13.6 10.6 7.8 6.1
SECONABNY ...ttt 9.9 7.0 5.2 4.3
School size
Less than 300 9.1 5.7 3.9 4.1
300 10 999....ciiiiieiiieee e 12.3 9.4 7.0 5.6
1,000 OF MOTE...ccuviiieiiieitie st 13.0 10.0 7.2 5.4
Locae
141 114 8.2 5.9
12.4 9.1 6.6 5.7
12.2 8.2 6.2 5.0
8.6 6.6 5.0 4.6
Percent minority enrollment?
Lessthan 6 PErcent.........cccooveerieeiieeeiiee e 10.1 7.0 5.7 4.7
610 20 PEICENE ...ttt 10.4 7.8 5.9 4.9
21 to 49 percent ... 12.1 9.5 7.2 5.5
50 percent or more 17.2 13.3 8.1 6.4
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch?
Less than 35 PErCeNt ........coovveirieiiiieeee e 10.6 7.6 6.0 4.9
35 to 49 percent ... 10.9 9.0 6.3 5.2
5010 74 PEICENT ...ttt 15.8 10.0 7.2 5.6
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ...t 16.8 16.8 9.1 6.8

'Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.

%Percent minority enrollment was not available for some schools. Over the years, the missing information ranged from 0 schools
(1999) to 31 schools (2001).

®Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for some schools. Over the years, the missing
information ranged from 1 school (1998) to 10 schools (1999).

NOTE: Ratios are based on al schools. All of the estimates in this report were recalculated from raw data files using the same
computational algorithms. Consequently, some estimates presented here may differ trivially (i.e., 1 percent) from results published
prior to 2001.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Accessin
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1998,” FRSS 69; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1999,” FRSS 75; “Internet Accessin U.S. Public
Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schoals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 5a.—Standard errors of the ratio of public school studentsto instructional computerswith
I nternet access, by school characteristics. 1998—2001

Students to instructional computers with

School characteristic Internet access
1998 | 1999 | 2000 2001
All public SChOOIS.......ccvieiiiiic e 0.6 0.3 0.1 0.1
Instructional level
EIEMENTAY ..ot 0.9 0.4 0.2 0.2
SECONAANY ...ttt ettt ettt ettt e e saee e sneeeaneeas 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1
School size
Lessthan 300.........ccceiiiiieiieiieieseee e 0.7 0.4 0.3 0.3
3000 999.....iiiie e 0.7 0.4 0.2 0.1
1,000 or more 1.0 0.6 0.3 0.2
Locae
Gty ettt 12 0.8 0.4 0.2
Urban friNge ... ..oooueie et 0.9 0.4 0.2 0.2
TOWI o 12 0.6 0.3 0.3
RUFEL <. 0.8 0.4 0.3 0.1
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 PErcent.........cccooveerieeiieeeiiee e 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.2
6 to 20 percent......... 11 0.5 0.2 0.2
21 to 49 percent 11 0.7 0.3 0.2
50 PErCENE OF MOFE ...ttt 17 11 0.4 0.2
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 PErcent .........coouiiieriiiieiiee e 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.2
35 to 49 percent ... 1.2 0.4 0.4 0.2
5010 74 PEICENT ...ttt 1.4 0.8 0.4 0.3
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ....eeiiieiieeeeiiiiee ettt ettt e e e e eeeae e 2.5 2.2 0.7 0.3

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1998,” FRSS 69; “Internet Access in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 1999,” FRSS 75; “Internet Accessin U.S. Public
Schools, Fall 2000,” FRSS 79; and “Internet Accessin U.S. Public Schoals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 6.—Percent of public schools allowing students to access the I nternet outside of regular
school hours, by school characteristics. 2001

Internet ) S o
available to Time of availability
School characteristic stuQents
outside of
regular school After school Before school | On weekends
hours'
All public SChOOIS.......coviiiiieiie 51 95 74 6
Instructional level®
ElEMENLArY .....ooiiiiiieeeee e 42 94 69 4
SECONAANY ...ttt 78 97 85 8
School size
L eSS than 300.........ccoeeiieiieiiereeeee e 47 91 79 9
300 0 999.....iiieee e 47 96 71 4
1,000 OF MOTE.....cviiiiiiiiiie it 82 98 82 7
Locae
49 96 64 4
45 94 78 4
52 97 78 3
58 95 76 8
Percent minority enrollment*
Less than 6 percent 50 95 84 6
610 20 PEICENT ...t 45 97 74 9
21 L0 A9 PEICENT ...t 52 95 74 12
50 PEIrCENE OF MOFE ....cciiiiiiieeriieeee e 56 96 66
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®
Less than 35 PErCent ........coouviiiieeiiieiie e 52 98 79 6
35 to 49 percent 50 94 77 4
50 to 74 percent 50 91 73 8
75 percent or more 49 95 61 3

IThe coefficient of variation is greater than 50 percent; interpret data with caution.
*Percentages are based on the 99 percent of schools with Internet access.

2percentages are based on 50 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 51 percent allowing students to access
the Internet outside of regular school hours).

®Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
“Percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.
®Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access
in U.S. Public Schoals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 6a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools allowing studentsto accessthe
Internet outside of regular school hours, by school characteristics. 2001

Internet . Lo
available to Time of availability
School characteristic stuQents
outside of
regular school After school Before school | On weekends
hours
All public SChOOIS.......coviiiiieiie 1.8 1.1 2.1 11
Instructional level
ElEMENLArY .....ooiiiiiieeeee e 2.4 1.6 3.2 14
SECONAANY ...ttt 2.1 1.0 2.2 15
School size
L eSS than 300.........ccoeeiieiieiiereeeee e 4.2 3.4 5.9 3.6
300 0 999.....iiieee e 2.3 1.4 2.8 1.0
1,000 OF MOTE.....cviiiiiiiiiie it 2.9 1.4 2.7 17
Locae
4.0 2.7 4.1 15
2.7 21 3.1 15
5.5 25 5.6 14
34 1.8 3.8 2.3
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent 4.0 2.2 3.6 2.2
610 20 PEICENT ...ttt 3.7 2.1 5.3 3.5
21 L0 A9 PEICENT ...t 4.2 2.5 6.0 1.2
50 PEIrCENE OF MOFE ....cciiiiiiieeriieeee e 3.4 1.7 3.9 1.4
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 PErCent ........coouviiiieeiiieiie e 2.3 1.3 34 17
35 to 49 percent 4.3 2.5 5.5 1.9
50 to 74 percent 4.0 3.3 4.7 3.2
75 percent or more 4.7 2.9 5.6 15

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access
in U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 7.—Percent of public schools lending laptop computersto students, by school
characteristics: 2001

School characteristic Percent of schools lending laptop computers
Al PUDIIC SChOOIS.......eeiiiiceie e 10
Instructional level®
EIOMENTANY...c.ei ittt 7
SECONAIY ...ttt ettt 18
School size
Less than 300 15
30010 999 ..o as 7
1,000 OF MOTE ...veviiveereeeeeeeeeeeeeeteste e e e et et et estestesresressserseresseesresrssreans 13
Locale

13
14
Percent minority enrollment?
Less than 6 percent ... 11
6 10 20 PEICENT....e.tiititieiieiieie ettt sttt ettt sttt b e e e e e b sne s 9
2110 49 PEICENT.....euviitinietiit ettt ettt 10
50 PEICENE OF MOTE......cviuieveiereereietesteeereseresreaseresesessesseressessssensare e 9
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®
L eSS than 35 PErCENE ...ccueiiiieiesiestee e 10
3510 49 PEICENL.....ooiiiiiiiiiie e 9
50 10 74 PEICENT.....cveveitieietecteeeetet et e et re et sa s sresaeaesaeneaae e 10
75 PEFCENE OF MOTE....e.veiuieeienietestesteeteereeraeae e stestestesreereeseesesensesrearens 10

'Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
2percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.
3Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 7a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools lending laptop computersto
students, by school characteristics. 2001

School characteristic Percent of schools lending laptop computers
Al PUDIIC SChOOIS.......eeiiiiceie e 1.0
Instructional level
ELEMENTANY ...cueiiiiieeiiee ettt et 11
SECONTAIY ..ottt sttt b et ettt e e e sre e e st e sneenneens 1.9
School size
LSS than 300.......coeiiiiiiiieiiiesiiesie ettt 3.2
300 £0 999 ...t e et 11
1,000 OF MOTE ...cuviinieieeeeiee et sneene s 19
Locae
1.3
14
3.1
2.2
Percent minority enrollment
L eSS than 6 PErCENt ........c.eeiiiieiiee e 2.1
610 20 PEICENT. ...ttt ettt 2.4
2110 49 PEICENT. ...ttt ettt 2.7
50 percent or more 1.8
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch
LesSthan 35 PEICENT .....c.uiiiiiieiiee e 1.4
3510 49 PEICENT.....eeiiiit ettt 2.6
50 10 74 PEICENT. ...ttt 2.7
75 PEICENTE OF MOFE....ceiiiiiiieeeeiiiee e ettt e e et et e e e e s e e e e nnr e e e e sanreeeeas 2.5

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Accessin
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 8—Percent of public schools lending laptop computersto studentsfor various maximum
lengths of time: 2001

Maximum length of time of loan Percent
LSS than 1 WEEK ......ouiviieiieiecice e 47
One week.... 11
ONE MONTN ...ttt sne e 6
ONE SEMESLET ...ttt ettt ettt ettt 9
The entire SChOOl YEaI..........cccciiveeieececeec e 22
OLNEI™ ...ttt ettt na e ene e 4

*For example, 60 days.
IThe coefficient of variation is greater than 50 percent; interpret data with caution.

NOTE: Percentages are based on the 10 percent of schools lending laptop computers to students. Details may not add to 100 because
of rounding. Standard errors (table 8a) are high because of small sample sizes.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.

28



Table 8a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools lending laptop computersto
students for various maximum lengths of time: 2001

Maximum length of time of loan Percent

5.2
3.6
4.1
3.2
4.5
2.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.

29



Table 9.—Per cent of public schools reporting which operating system/platform was used most
frequently on their instructional computers. 2001

Operating system/platform Percent
WiINAOWS 2000.........cueeieerniereeeereneseeeeneseseeeeseseseseeseneseesenesesessssenssessesens 8
Windows NT .... 4
WINAOWS ME ......uiiiiiietieie ittt (#)
WINAOWS 98ttt sttt e e e neesresne s 40
WINAOWS 5.ttt ettt neenenene 19
WINAOWS 3.1ttt sttt 1
M@aC OS 7.6 OF QrEALET .....ccueieeeeiiesteeteeteeeeie ettt 25
MaC OS UNAEN 7.6 ..ottt 4
ANY DOS.....ee e #
ONET .. e #
DON’ T KNOW....tiiitiieieie ettt (#)

#L ess than 0.5 percent.
NOTE: Details may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 9a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting which operating
system/platform was used most frequently on their instructional computers. 2001

Operating system/platform Percent
WiINAOWS 2000.........ccoueeiierieneere e 11
Windows NT .... 0.6
WINAOWS ME.......oiiiiiiiiii ittt et 0.1
WINAOWS 8.ttt sttt ettt snees 1.9
WINAOWS 5.t e 15
WINAOWS 3.1t 0.3
MAC OS 7.6 OF GIrEALET......eeeiiiiieeeeiitiee ettt e et e e e ire e e 1.8
MaC OS UNAEN 7.6 ..ottt 0.7
ANY DOS.....ee e 0.1
ONET .. e 0.1
DON' T KNOW.....etiiiiiiiieiiee et 0.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 10.—Per cent of public schoolsindicating which operating systems/platforms are used
most frequently on their instructional computers, by school characteristics: 2001

. ; Windows 98 or Windows NT Mac OS 7.6 or
School characteristic Windows 95 ME or 2000 oreater
All public SChOOIS.......cvviiiiiecee e 19 40 12 25
Instructional level®
19 37 9 28
18 49 19 14
School size
L eSS than 300......ccciiiiriiiinieieie e 24 40 12 18
300 10 999 ...ttt 17 39 11 29
1,000 OF MOF@..ccuiiiieeeeiiiie e et e et eee e e snnaee e 16 46 19 16
Locae
13 37 11 32
17 38 12 27
15 47 13 21
26 40 12 20
Percent minority enrollment?
L eSS than 6 PErCENt........ccvvrveieriere e 27 38 8 22
610 20 PEICENE ..oveeeieeieeciietee et ee e ee e sae e ens 15 35 16 30
21 to 49 percent 15 50 10 19
50 PErCENE OF MOTE ...ttt 16 37 13 27
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®
Lessthan 35 PErCeNt........ccvveieiieeiesie e e 17 36 13 29
3510 49 PEICENT ....veiiiiie et 20 46 9 19
500 74 PEICENT ...ttt 25 41 13 20
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ...veeveeeieieeieeieeneeeneesneesreeseeesreeseeeneeens 15 41 9 25

!Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
2Percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.
3Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

NOTE: Percentages may not add to 100 because not all operating system/platform categories are shown in this table. Overal, 4
percent of public schools indicated that they were using Windows 3.1, Mac OS under 7.6, any DOS, or another operating
system/platform, or did not know what operating system/platform was used most frequently on their instructional computers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 10a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools indicating which operating
systems/platforms are used most frequently on their instructional computers, by
school characteristics. 2001

. ) Windows 98 or Windows NT Mac OS 7.6 or
School characteristic Windows 95 ME or 2000 orester
All public SChOOIS.........eeiiiiieiiie 15 1.9 1.3 1.8

Instructional level

ElemMentary ........cocoveeiiiiiiiecc e 2.0 23 15 2.1

SECONTANY....cveeeeeesiee s stee sttt ettt sae e ens 1.8 2.6 2.1 1.6
School size

L eSS than 300......cc.oieiiiiiiiieieie e 4.0 4.6 3.2 3.4

30010 999....ciiiieeiieieeiee e 1.7 21 14 2.1

1,000 or more 2.6 35 2.2 2.6
Locae

[ PSSR 2.2 3.3 2.2 4.0

UrDan friNQE ....veieiese et 24 3.3 1.8 2.6

TOWI ottt e et e e e e e nneas 3.8 4.8 3.1 4.6

RUFEL ... 3.2 3.6 2.3 2.7
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 PErCENt........ccveveeieeieeie e 2.9 35 1.9 2.8

610 20 PEICENE ..eovvieeiiie ettt 3.2 4.2 2.7 3.7

2110 49 PEICENL ...eeeieiee ettt e 2.6 4.2 2.0 3.2

50 PEFCENE OF MOTE ...vveeeieuierieiesieseestesteseereeseeaeseesseneessens 2.7 2.8 18 3.3
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch

Less than 35 PErCeNt......cuieiiiriieeiie e 2.0 2.7 1.9 2.4

35 to 49 percent 3.3 4.0 2.3 3.7

50 to 74 percent 3.6 35 2.8 3.4

75 PEICENE OF MOME ...vvivieeieteeieeieeseeeeeseesraesseessaesaeeneeens 3.3 3.5 2.4 3.9

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 11.—Percent of public schools reporting which operating system/platform, disk space, and
memory capacity were used on most of their instructional computers. 2001
Operating system/platform

Disk space and memory capacity

Windows 95 | Windows 98 or ME | Windows NT or 2000 | Mac OS 7.6 or greater
1 gigabyte or higher disk space
All s 11 29 8 14
16 megabytes or higher memory.... 10 26 7 14
Less than 16 megabytes memory ... 1 3 1 0
Under 1 gigabyte disk space
All e 5 8 2 10
16 megabytes or higher memory.... 3 5 1 8
Less than 16 megabytes memory ... 1 2 11 1

IThe coefficient of variation is greater than 50 percent; interpret data with caution.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding. Percentages do not add to 100 because 15 percent of the schools are not
included (e.g., those with other types of operating systems/platforms and those that did not know the memory capacity and the disk
space of their instructional computers).

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schooals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 11a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting which operating system/
platform, disk space, and memory capacity wer e used on most of their instructional
computers; 2001

. . Operating system/platform
Disk space and memory capacity

Windows 95 | Windows 98 or ME | Windows NT or 2000 | Mac OS 7.6 or greater
1 gigabyte or higher disk space
All e 1.2 1.6 1.0 1.4
16 megabytes or higher memory.... 1.2 15 0.9 1.4
Less than 16 megabytes memory ... 0.4 0.6 0.3 ©)
Under 1 gigabyte disk space
All i 0.8 0.8 0.6 1.2
16 megabytes or higher memory.... 0.7 0.7 0.4 1.2
Less than 16 megabytes memory ... 05 0.5 0.4 0.5

tEstimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on an estimate of 0 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 12.—Per cent of public schools with students with various disabilities, and of those, per cent
with special hardwar e and special software for these students, by type of disability and
by school characteristics. 2001

Learning disabilities Physical disabilities Hearing disabilities Visual disabilities
Has Has Has Has Has Has Has Has
School characteristic stuQents special Ha§ stuQents special Ha; stuc.ients special Hgs stuQents special Ha§
.W Ith hardware special W 'th hardware special W 'th hardware special W Ith hardware special
disabil- 1 software?| disabil- o |software?| disabil- 5 |software®| disabil- 4 software*
ities ities ities ities
All public schoals............ccccueeneee. 95 55 53 67 60 48 54 61 39 46 64 56
Instructional level®
Elementary.........cccoovieiiiiiniieiieens 94 52 50 65 57 45 52 58 35 43 59 53
SECONAAY .....eeevveeiiiie e 96 64 65 75 67 56 61 66 48 57 75 62
School size
Less than 300........ccccceeviiineienieenns 88 51 47 46 57 40 35 63 28 25 64 44
30010999 ... 97 55 54 72 59 48 58 59 39 50 60 54
1,000 OF MOTr€.....cevvieeeiiieeeeiiieee e 98 65 64 85 70 60 73 68 51 72 79 72
Locae
94 49 49 58 58 50 53 55 37 48 60 54
97 54 53 73 59 47 59 59 38 50 64 55
95 59 58 7 64 48 58 66 42 47 65 61
93 59 54 62 62 49 47 65 40 39 66 56
Percent minority enrollment®
Less than 6 percent .... 93 61 56 70 62 50 54 62 38 42 67 57
610 20 percent........ccceeevvveeeennennn. 95 59 62 68 68 54 51 71 50 48 72 66
21 to 49 percent........cceevuveeeeninnnn. 99 52 53 72 57 49 56 56 36 44 57 54
50 percent Oor MOre.........ccceeeeeueneen. 93 47 40 58 53 39 54 56 31 49 57 47
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch’
Less than 35 percent 95 62 61 75 68 55 59 65 45 48 71 63
35 to 49 percent 94 52 55 66 54 42 56 59 35 47 61 55
50 to 74 percent 95 48 44 62 51 45 45 60 37 38 60 52
75 percent Or MOre............ccc.ccueee... 93 48 43 52 54 38 51 52 25 48 52 42

Percentages are based on the 95 percent of public schools with students with learning disabilities.

2percentages are based on the 67 percent of public schools with students with physical disabilities.

3Percentages are based on the 54 percent of public schools with students with hearing disabilities.

“Percentages are based on the 46 percent of public schools with students with visual disabilities.

SData for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.

SPercent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.

"Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Accessin U.S.

Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 12a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with students with various
disabilities, and of those, standard errors of the per cent with special hardware and
special software for these students, by type of disability and by school characteristics:

2001
Learning disabilities Physical disabilities Hearing disabilities Visual disabilities
Has Has Has Has
School characteristic students| Has Has |students| Has Has |students| Has Has |students| Has Has
with | specia | special | with special | special | with special | special | with | special | special
disabil- |hardware|software | disabil- [hardware| software | disabil- |hardware| software | disabil- |hardware| software
ities ities ities ities
All public schoals............ccccueneee. 0.8 2.0 1.8 1.7 2.2 2.0 1.6 2.6 2.1 1.6 2.7 2.6
Instructional level
Elementary........cccoevveiiieeiinenieens 11 2.6 2.3 2.1 2.9 2.6 2.1 35 2.7 2.0 34 3.2
SECONAAIY ....eoivieiiieeiiee e 1.0 2.4 2.7 2.4 2.7 2.6 2.4 29 33 2.3 3.0 29
School size
Less than 300........cccceeviieiiirenieenns 29 4.9 5.6 5.2 6.7 6.2 4.3 7.1 7.5 3.9 9.7 10.3
30010999 ... 0.7 2.4 2.4 1.7 2.7 2.8 2.0 3.0 2.6 1.8 3.2 2.8

1,000 or more... 0.8 3.4 4.0 2.6 3.9 4.2 3.3 4.3 4.6 3.3 3.5 3.8
Locae

17 4.9 3.8 3.7 4.8 5.0 3.6 6.1 5.2 3.8 5.3 5.2
1.2 3.2 2.6 2.4 4.0 3.2 3.1 4.7 3.8 34 4.2 4.3
29 4.9 5.0 4.6 59 6.4 5.2 6.8 6.5 5.6 6.7 7.5
1.6 3.3 3.7 33 3.6 4.3 3.3 4.1 4.4 34 5.3 5.6

Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 6 percent ..........cccceeeveenen. 2.0 3.7 3.9 3.7 4.4 4.4 3.4 4.1 4.1 3.4 5.8 6.0
610 20 percent.......cccocveererevveennnen. 1.8 4.3 3.2 3.6 4.0 4.2 3.8 5.2 4.7 4.3 5.0 4.8
21 to 49 percent.......ccoceeverenneennnen. 1.2 49 4.2 3.1 5.0 4.6 3.9 5.1 5.9 3.6 6.9 6.5
50 percent or MOre...........ceeveveennnee. 1.6 3.5 3.6 3.2 4.1 4.3 3.0 4.7 4.2 2.9 4.4 4.6

Percent of students eligible for free or

reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent ........cc.ccccueenen. 14 2.6 2.4 2.5 3.0 2.8 25 3.5 3.0 2.7 3.8 3.3
3510 49 percent.......ccceceervereerinenne. 2.2 4.6 3.7 35 4.8 4.8 4.2 5.7 5.4 4.1 5.6 6.4
50 to 74 percent...... . 16 43 45 4.3 4.9 5.3 4.1 5.7 5.2 3.3 6.7 6.7
75 percent or more 2.1 4.0 3.2 4.0 5.2 5.6 4.3 5.0 4.5 3.7 5.8 5.6

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Accessin U.S.
Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 13.—Per cent of public schools indicating that administr ative staff, teachers, and/or
students may have a school-sponsor ed e-mail address and how many within those
groups have an e-mail address. 2001

May have a How many have e-mail address:?
Group school -sponsored
e-mail addresst Few Some All or most
Administrative staff..........ccocceieiiiiee i, 95 4 4 92
TEACHEIS ... 92 3 8 89
SHUAENES. ...ttt nis 16 37 29 34

!Percentages are based on the 99 percent of schools with Internet access.

%Percentage distributions are based on the 99 percent of schools with Internet access times the percent of schools allowing each group
to have a school-sponsored e-mail address. Thus, percentages for administrative staff are based on 94 percent of the schools;
percentages for teachers are based on 91 percent of the schools; and percentages for students are based on 16 percent of the schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 13a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolsindicating that administrative staff,
teachers, and/or students may have a school-sponsored e-mail address and how
many within those groups have an e-mail address. 2001

May have a How many have e-mail address:
Group school -sponsored
e-mail address Few Some All or most

Administrative staff... 0.8 0.6 0.9 1.0
TEACHEIS ... 1.0 0.6 1.0 1.1
SEUAENES ...ttt e 15 5.0 4.3 4.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 14.—Per cent of public schoolswith a Web site, and of those, per cent where students or
par ents can communicate with the school through the Web site, by school
characteristics. 2001

Parents/students can
- . communicate with the
School characteristic School has a Web site' school throtigh the Web
sité
All pUbliC SChOOIS.......ciiiiiiiie e 75 52
Instructional level®
EIEMENEANY....ccviiiieie ettt nee e 73 52
SECONAANY ...ttt ettt ettt ettt be et e b e e s bt e e s rbe e s nbee e snneeenees 83 54
School size
=SS = T 0O S 63 47
300 £0 999 ... aa et aenreenreens 78 52
1,000 OF MOT@ ....uiiiiiieiitiee ettt ettt ettt e e st e e s bt e e e e sabbea e e anreeeeeaae 87 63
Locale
73 48
79 50
80 55
70 57
Percent minority enrollment*
LeSSthan B PEICENT ......covueeieiiiiieitieiee et 78 55
610 20 PEICENE. ...euveeeeeeeeeieeieetee e st et e st e see e e teeee e e sneesreenneeneeens 80 50
A (o R Al o 1< o= o | O USSPV 78 48
50 PEICENT OF MOFE....ciiiiiiiieeeeiiiee et ettt e e e e e e et e e e e sanbeee s 65 55
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®
LSS than 35 PErCENt .....ocvviueiiiereeeree e e 83 55
R (oI Ll o< o= | PRSP 7 53
50 10 74 PEICENT......eeiieiitiiee ettt e e 71 50
75 PEICENT OF MOTE....eiiutiiiieeiieeieeeiiesteeseeestee et ebe e e e anee e sneesreesneenneens 59 46

Percentages are based on the 99 percent of public schools with Internet access.

%Percentages are based on 74 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 75 percent with a Web site).

®Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
“Percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.

®Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 14a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with a Web site, and of those,
standard errors of the percent where students or parents can communicate with the

school through the Web site, by school characteristics: 2001

School characteristic

School has a Web site

Parents/students can
communicate with the
school through the Web site

All PUDIIC SChOOIS... ..

Instructional level

School size

LeSSthan 300.........eeiiiiiiee i
3000999 .. e et earaa s
1,000 OF MOFE ...ttt e e e e e e e e e s et rreeeeeeeeeeaas

Locale

Percent minority enrollment

LesSthan 6 PErCENt ........c.eeiiiiiiiie et

6 to 20 percent

2110 A9 PEICENT.....eiiiiiieitieeie et
50 PEFCENTE OF MOTE......uiiiiiieiiiie ettt ettt

Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch

L eSS than 35 PEICENT ......ueeiiiieiiie et
3510 49 PEICENT.....oiiiiiiiiiieeee et
50 10 74 PEICENL.....ooviiiiiii i e
75 PEICENTE OF MOFE....ceiiiirieieieteeee e et e e e e e st e e e e s e e e s e e as

1.6

1.9
2.1

4.6
15
25

3.2
2.2
4.3
3.3

3.3
3.2
3.8
3.0

2.4
4.0
4.3
3.8

2.2

2.8
3.1

4.5
2.7
35

4.1
3.6
52
3.9

4.1
4.6
5.0
3.9

3.1
4.8
51
55

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in

U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001," FRSS 82.
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Table 15.—Per cent of public schools with various topics appearing on their Web site: 2001

Topic Percent
Links to district WeD Page........cccvvriiiiiiieiiesiee et 81
Schedule of school events/school calendar.............ccoceevveniiienniiiincce 76
SEAff AITECLONY ...t 73
Information on programs and Classes............coceeiiereiiiiiiinienese e 70
Information for parents (€.g., PTA, PTO, €C.)....ccceiiiiiiriiiieniereeseeneee 64
Links to Web sites for educational tools for students.............cccccvrvereeneenne 61
Information on sports and/or ClUBS ...........coeeiieiieiiii e 58
SChOO! POIICIES/TUIES. ... 52
Links to/information on middle/high SChOOIS...........ccceeiiiiiiiiiicecee 50
Information on library/media Center............cocvrieiieiiiiieicesee e 49
Presentation of students’ special projects/Works...........occevvvrveiiiirieeneeneenne 47
SCNOOI NEWSIEBLLET ...ttt 41
Grade-level 1earning ODJECHIVES.........c.ooiiiiiiieiic i 25
Information about professional development opportunities for teachers..... 24
HOMEWOrK aSSIGNIMENES. .......ooiiiiiiiiiiiesiee ettt 21
Links to/information 0N COIEQES..........oiviiiiiieiieee e 17
Links to/information on scholarships...........ccccovieiiiiiiieicesee e 17
Links to/information on careers 17
OBNEI™ ...t 11

*For example, lunch menu or link to local newspaper.
NOTE: Percentages are based on 74 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 75 percent with a Web site).

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 15a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with various topics appearing on
their Web site: 2001

Topic Percent
Links to district WeD page.........coveieieiieiieiiiescnceceeeeee e 1.7
Schedule of school events/school calendar............ccooovviiiciiiiininicice, 1.9
SEAT QIFECLOTY ... 1.9
Information on programs and ClasSES..........ccceueririeieieiieie e 1.9
Information for parents (e.g., PTA, PTO, €C.)....ccoceriiiiniiiienienienee e 1.8
Links to Web sites for educational tools for students.............ccccoevreneiennnne 2.1
Information on sports and/or ClUDS .............ccoiiiiiiiieieeee e 1.9
SChOOI POIICIEF/TUIES........ooviiriiiiieiciee s 2.1
Links to/information on middle/high schools............cccceviiieiiiiniiiicieee 1.9
Information on library/media center...........cccooriiiiiiiiiicieieee 2.0
Presentation of students’ special projects/Works..........cccceeveveviniiiienennne 25
SCHOOI NEWSIELLET ...ttt 1.9
Grade-level learning ObJECHIVES..........c.cceviiiiiiii s 1.8
Information about professional development opportunities for teachers..... 1.6
HOMEWOTK aSSIGNMENES........coveiiiiiiiiieieieresrese st 1.6
Links to/information on colleges 1.2
Links to/information on scholarships............cocoiiiiiiiiiicicee 1.4
Links to/information ON CAr€ErS.........c.oieeiiereerieeieeie et 1.1
(@1 0= RSSO 1.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 16.—Per cent of public schools with varioustopics appearing on their Web site, by school
characteristics. 2001

Selected topics'
Linksto
Schedule of Informatio .| Web sites
School characteristic school non Informatio for Grade!evel Homework
events/ n for . learning .
school programs parents educational objectives assignments
calendar and classes tools for
students
All public SChOOIS..........eviiiiiiie 76 70 64 61 25 21
Instructional level®
ElEMENTAIY......ooiiiiiiie e 72 70 67 58 27 18
SECONUAIY ..ttt 88 73 57 68 20 30
School size
L eSS than 300........cccevieriririirinieeeeeeeee s 69 69 52 52 11 15
300 10 999 ...t 77 69 68 63 29 22
1,000 OF MOFE...ccuviiniiiiieee et 85 76 67 61 26 28
Locae
CItY ettt 72 73 65 63 28 18
Urban fringe .....ooouieeiiei e 81 70 71 62 33 24
TOWN et 72 72 60 63 19 22
RUFEL. ...ttt 76 68 58 56 16 20
Percent minority enrollment®
Less than 6 Percent ..........oocuveeiieiiieiieee e 80 73 61 68 24 26
6 to 20 percent........ 74 69 62 60 20 20
21 to 49 percent 76 66 71 56 26 22
50 PErCENE OF MOFE.......eiiiiiiiiiiee e 76 70 66 57 30 16
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch*
Less than 35 percent .. 82 71 68 66 22 23
3510 49 PEICENT......eiiiiiieiiie et 70 69 64 62 29 25
5010 74 PEICENT.....eeiiiiie ittt 71 73 59 57 27 20
75 PEICENE OF MOTE.......viiiiiiiiiieiieeiiie e 73 65 59 44 26 13

*Only a subset of the topics on the questionnaire is included in this table.

’Datafor combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
3Percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.

“Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

NOTE: Percentages are based on 74 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 75 percent with a Web site).
Details do not add to 100 because schools could have more than one topic on their Web site.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schooals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 16a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with various topics appearing on
their Web site, by school characteristics: 2001

Selected topics
Linksto
Schedule of Informatio .| Web sites
School characteristic school non Informatio for Grade!evel Homework
events/ n for . learning .
school programs parents educational objectives assignments
calendar and classes tools for
students
All public SChOOIS..........eviiiiiiie 1.9 1.9 1.8 2.1 1.8 1.6
Instructional level
ElEMENTAIY......ooiiiiiiie e 25 2.6 25 2.7 2.3 2.0
SECONUAIY ...ttt 17 2.4 2.6 2.6 1.9 2.5
School size
L eSS than 300........cccevieriririirinieeeeeeeee s 5.2 4.8 5.4 5.9 3.6 4.7
300 10 999 ...t 21 24 22 2.3 2.3 1.8
1,000 OF MOFE...ccuviiniiiiieee et 24 3.8 3.3 35 2.9 3.4
Locae
CItY ettt 4.2 4.0 3.8 4.5 3.8 2.7
Urban fringe .....ooouieeiiei e 3.0 2.9 3.2 2.7 3.2 29
TOWN .o 6.4 6.9 5.4 6.0 4.3 4.4
RUFEL. ...ttt 3.9 34 4.2 3.8 24 3.2
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 Percent ..........oocuveeiieiiieiieee e 34 3.7 3.6 3.9 3.8 3.3
6 to 20 percent........ 4.0 3.7 4.4 4.3 2.8 3.5
21 to 49 percent 3.7 4.1 4.4 4.7 4.5 3.8
50 PErCENE OF MOFE.......eiiiiiiiiiiee e 3.8 4.0 35 3.9 3.5 2.8
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent .. 2.3 2.8 2.3 3.0 2.5 2.5
3510 49 PEICENT......eiiiiiieiiie et 3.8 4.2 4.0 3.4 4.2 4.1
5010 74 PEICENT.....eeiiiiie ittt 4.2 4.3 4.3 5.1 3.9 3.9
75 PEICENE OF MOTE.......viiiiiiiiiieiieeiiie e 5.6 4.7 5.3 6.0 5.8 3.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schooals, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 17.—Percent of public schools updating their Web site daily, weekly, monthly, or less
than monthly: 2001

Frequency with which the Web site is updated Percent

8
23
31
37

NOTE: Percentages are based on 74 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 75 percent with a Web site) and
may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 17a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools updating their Web site daily,
weekly, monthly, or lessthan monthly: 2001

Frequency with which the Web site is updated Percent

1.0
1.7
2.1
2.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 18.—Per cent of public schools wher e students participated in the creation of the school
Web site, participated in its maintenance, and contributed materialsto the Web site,
by school characteristics: 2001

Students
School characteristic Participated in Participated in Contributed materials
creation (_)f the Web mai ntenanc_e of the to the Web site
site Web site
All public SChOOIS........cooviiiiiiiiece e, 41 31 57
Instructional level®
Elementary ..o 31 22 51
SECONAANY ...ttt 69 58 70
School size
Lessthan 300.........cooiiiiiieiiieeiee e 51 41 55
30010 999 ...ttt 35 26 55
1,000 OF MOFE ...veevieeieeieereesieiensessestesresresneeraeneeeeseees 56 46 69
Locae
26 24 47
34 22 50
52 39 61
54 43 68
Percent minority enrollment?
Lessthan 6 PErCENt ........ccveveeeieiieeie e see e 52 42 66
610 20 PEICENL...cctiieiiii ettt 44 31 53
2110 49 PEICENL....veeiieieeii et 36 28 57
50 PEFCENE OF MOTE...vevieveeererieiesiesieseesieseesreereeseeseeneens 28 23 51
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch®
Less than 35 PErCent .......c.ocevveeiiiniieeiiie e 47 34 62
3510 49 PEICENL.....eviieieeiieieeieee e 43 32 56
50 t0 74 PEICENE.....ecviitieereererieriesie e sie e e e reeseeeeeens 34 28 57
75 PEICENt OF MOFE....vieveeiieieeieeteeeeeeeseeseesseesseenees 27 25 39

'Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
2percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.

3Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

NOTE: Percentages are based on 74 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 75 percent with a Web site).

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 18a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools wher e students participated in the
creation of the school Web site, participated in its maintenance, and contributed
materialsto the Web site, by school characteristics. 2001

Students
School characteristic Participated in Participated in Contributed materials
creation of the Web maintenance of the :
) . to the Web site
site Web site
All public SChOOIS........cooviiiiiiiiece e, 2.0 2.0 1.9
Instructional level
Elementary ..o 2.5 2.3 25
SECONAANY ...ttt 2.3 25 2.7
School size
Lessthan 300.........cooiiiiiieiiieeiee e 6.0 5.9 53
30010 999 ...ttt 2.2 21 2.4
1,000 OF MOFE ...veevieeieeieereesieiensessestesresresneeraeneeeeseees 3.3 3.7 3.2
Locae
3.8 3.4 3.8
3.0 2.6 35
53 5.4 6.1
4.2 4.3 4.0
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 6 percent 3.8 3.7 3.6
610 20 PEICENL...cctiieiiii ettt 3.8 3.8 4.2
2110 49 PEICENT.....eeiiiiieiie ettt 4.6 3.4 5.7
50 PEFCENE OF MOTE...vevieveeererieiesiesieseesieseesreereeseeseeneens 3.4 3.4 4.1
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch
Lessthan 35 percent .........ccccvvereeneeiienienecneeseeeen 2.8 2.6 25
3510 49 PErCENt......coviiieiiieit et 4.8 4.1 5.2
50 t0 74 PEICENE.....ecviitieereererieriesie e sie e e e reeseeeeeens 5.6 4.5 4.6
75 PEICENt OF MOFE....vieveeiieieeieeteeeeeeeseeseesseesseenees 5.6 5.3 5.5

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 19.—Per cent of public schools using technologies or proceduresto prevent student access
to inappropriate material on the Internet, and of those schools, percent using these
measures on all computerswith Internet access used by students, by school
characteristics. 2001

Use technol ogies/procedures Use these measures on all
to prevent student access to computers with Internet
inappropriate material on access used by students’
the Internet®

School characteristic

All PUBIIC SChOOIS. .. .. 96 98

Instructional level®

96 98
97 98

School size

Less than 300.... 94 96

300 10 1999 ...t 97 99

L0000 gy 3 To = PSR RPR 98 98
Locae

Y ettt b et bbb bbb e e n bbb 93 98

UrbDan friNGE ..o 98 98

TOWN oot a s s st enassenas 96 4100

RUFEL. ...ttt 97 98
Percent minority enrollment®

L eSS than 6 PEICENT ......eovvieieeicieerieese ettt 96 97

B0 20 PEICENE........ceeveeeeeceeteeeeeeeese s see et en e er e s e st sen s 98 4100

2110 49 PEICENT......eeiieiiieie ettt et a e 97 99

50 PEICENE OF MOTE... it stee st e ettt snee e esaeeneeens 95 98
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®

L eSS than 35 PEICENT ......ueeiiiieiiie it 99 99

3510 49 PEICENT.......eiiiiiieiee ettt 93 97

L O o o 1= ot o | PSPPI 98 97

75 percent or more 92 98

!Percentages are based on the 99 percent of public schools with Internet access.

%Percentages are based on 95 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 96 percent using technologies or
procedures to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the Internet).

®Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
“In this case, the estimate fell between 99.5 percent and 100 percent and therefore was rounded to 100 percent.

®Percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.

®Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price school was not available for 2 schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 19a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools using technologies or proceduresto
prevent student access to inappropriate material on the Internet, and of those
schools, standard errorsof the percent using these measures on all computerswith
Internet access used by students, by school characteristics. 2001

Use technol ogies/procedures
to prevent student access to
inappropriate material on
the Internet

Use these measures on all
computers with Internet
access used by students

School characteristic

All PUBIIC SChOOIS. .. .. 0.6 0.5

Instructional level

0.7 0.7
0.9 0.6

School size

Less than 300.... 2.1 1.8

300 10 999 ...ttt ettt n e nre s 0.6 0.4

L0000 gy 3 To = PSR RPR 0.9 0.7
Locae

Y ettt b et bbb bbb e e n bbb 15 0.8

UrBan friNGE .o 1.0 1.0

TOWN ettt bbbt 24 0.3

RUFEL. ...ttt 11 1.1
Percent minority enrollment

L eSS than 6 PEICENT ......eovvieieeicieerieese ettt 1.6 1.6

6 10 20 PEICENL....oiiiiitie ettt ettt ettt st e sne e 1.4 0.3

2110 49 PEICENT......eeiieiiieie ettt et a e 15 0.7

50 PEFCENTE OF MOTE......uiiiiiieiiiie ettt ettt 11 0.9
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch

L eSS than 35 PEICENT ......ueeiiiieiiie it 0.7 0.6

3510 49 PEICENT.......eiiiiiieiee ettt 2.4 1.8

50 10 74 PEICENT.....eiiitii ettt 11 15

75 percent or more 1.8 1.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 20.—Per cent of public schools with Internet access using various
technologies/proceduresto prevent student accessto inappropriate material on the
Internet, by school characteristics. 2001

_ Written written
’\k:IyOPeggrr\gg Blocking/ | contract Ootrr]:;tw Monitoring[Honor code]
School characteristic o other filtering |that parents students | software |for students) Intranet
<ot software ha\_/e to have to
sign sign
All public SChOOIS.......ccveeiiiiiiiie e 91 87 80 75 46 44 26
Instructional level®
90 85 78 72 43 44 24
93 93 87 87 52 45 33
School size
LesSthan 300........ccceeuiriiiiiriesie e 88 81 73 69 42 38 17
300t0999........ 92 88 82 76 47 46 29
1,000 or more 93 93 86 84 48 46 32
Locae
CItY ettt 90 83 78 72 49 51 29
Urban friNge ......eoveeieeece e 91 88 80 76 44 43 29
TOWIN ottt 84 87 79 76 37 39 19
RUFEL. ... 95 87 82 78 49 42 24
Percent minority enrollment?
Less than 6 Percent .........cooeveruieiiii i 92 86 82 77 47 41 21
6 10 20 PEICENT...cciiiieiieeeiiiee e ettt et e e 93 86 80 75 44 45 30
2110 49 PEICENL.....eiiieitiiiieiteeie ettt 91 86 79 7 46 46 29
50 percent or more. 88 87 78 72 45 44 27
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch®
Less than 35 percent .........ccceoeeiiiiiii e 92 87 82 77 45 48 29
3510 49 PEICENL.....eiiieitiiiieiteeiee et 94 86 83 78 40 38 23
50 to 74 percent...... 90 86 81 79 51 40 22
75 percent or more 87 86 73 64 46 45 28

'Data for combined schools are included in the totals and in analyses by other school characteristics, but are not shown separately.
2percent minority enrollment was not available for 31 schools.
3Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was not available for 2 schools.

NOTE: Percentages are based on 95 percent of public schools (99 percent with Internet access times 96 percent using
technologies/procedures to prevent inappropriate material on the Internet).

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Table 20a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with Internet access using various
technologies/proceduresto prevent student accessto inappropriate material on the
Internet, by school characteristics: 2001

_ Written written
- ’\k:IyOPeggrr\gg Blocking/ | contract Ootrr]:;tw Monitoring[Honor code]
School characteristic o other g;eri ng |[that parentg students | software |for students) Intranet
eff tware ha\_/e o have to
sign sign
All public SChOOIS.......ccveeiiiiiiiie e 11 14 14 14 1.9 1.8 1.6
Instructional level
14 1.8 1.8 1.7 24 2.3 1.9
1.3 14 1.7 1.6 2.6 2.6 2.9
School size
LesSthan 300........ccceeuiriiiiiriesie e 3.2 3.7 4.0 4.0 4.4 4.2 3.7
300t0999........ 12 15 1.7 1.7 2.2 2.0 1.9
1,000 or more 15 1.9 25 2.7 34 3.3 3.3
Locae
CItY ettt 2.6 3.3 3.1 3.1 3.9 3.8 3.2
Urban friNge ......eoveeieeece e 1.9 2.4 3.0 2.7 3.2 3.3 3.0
TOWIN ottt 4.4 3.6 4.4 4.7 5.1 5.0 4.0
RUFEL. ... 1.8 3.0 2.7 3.0 3.3 35 2.8
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 PerCent ..........occueeveeeiiiieiiiesie e 2.2 2.6 31 35 3.8 3.7 3.6
6 10 20 PEICENT...cciiiiiiii ettt 2.1 2.8 31 35 4.0 35 3.0
2110 49 PEICENL.....eiiieitiiiieiteeie ettt 25 3.2 4.0 4.1 4.5 3.9 3.6
50 percent or more. 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.9 3.4 4.0 3.2
Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch
Less than 35 percent .........ccceoeeiiiiiii e 1.7 2.2 2.3 2.4 29 2.8 29
3510 49 PEICENL.....eiiieerieiiierteeiee ettt 2.4 2.9 3.7 4.0 4.2 3.9 35
50 to 74 percent...... 2.6 3.1 3.6 3.9 4.3 4.1 34
75 percent or more 2.9 2.9 3.9 4.5 3.9 4.5 4.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.



Table 21a.—Standard errorsfor data not shown in tables: 2001

ltem | Estimate Standard error

Section: Students and computer access
Subsection: Laptop computer loans
Average number of laptop computers available for loan.............ccccceeieenee. 10 2.2

Of schools lending laptop computers to students, percent reporting that
students could borrow laptop computers for 1 week or more............ccccueenee.. 53 5.2

Section: Operating systems, memory capacity, and disk space
Percent of schools using Windows 95 or a newer version of Windows, or
Mac OS 7.6 or greater most frequently on their instructional computers..... 95 0.8
Percent of schools having 16 MB or higher memory capacity on most of
their instructional COMPULETS..........coociiiiiiiiiiie e 82 15
Percent of schools having 1 GB or higher disk space on most of their
INStrUCtiONal COMPULETS........eiiiieiieieeitieie ettt 63 15
Percent of schools using Windows 95 or a more recent version of
Windows, or Mac OS 7.6 or greater, combined with 16 MB or higher
memory capacity and 1 GB or higher disk Space..........ccoceevveeiiieniieeiieeene 58 15

Section: Internet as a way to communicate with parents and students
Subsection: School Web sites

Of the schools with a Web site, percent reporting that the Web site was
updated at 1east MONthlY ..........cooiiiiiiii e 63 2.0

Section: Technologies and proceduresto prevent student access to
inappropriate material on the I nternet

Percent of schools using more than one procedure or technology ................ 96 0.8

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Internet Accessin
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82.
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Methodology and Technical Notes

The Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) was established in 1975 by the National Center for
Education Statistics (NCES), U.S. Department of Education. FRSS is designed to collect small amounts
of issue-oriented data with minimal burden on respondents and with a quick turnaround from data
collection to reporting.

Sample Selection

The sample of elementary and secondary schools for the FRSS survey on Internet access in public
schools was selected from the 1999-2000 NCES Common Core of Data (CCD) Public School Universe
File, the most up-to-date file available at the time the sample was drawn. About 88,000 regular schools
are contained in the 1999-2000 CCD Public School Universe File. For this survey, regular elementary and
secondary/combined schools were selected.  Specia education, vocational education, and dternative
schools were excluded from the sampling frame, along with schools with a highest grade below first grade
and those outside the 50 states and the District of Columbia. With these exclusions, the final sampling
frame consisted of about 83,100 schools, of which about 62,100 were classified as elementary schools and
about 21,000 as secondary/combined schools.

A sample of 1,209 schools was selected from the public school frame. To select the sample, the
frame of schools was dratified by instructiona level (elementary, secondary/combined schools),
enrollment size categories (less than 300 students, 300 to 999, 1,000 to 1,499, 1,500 or more), and
percentage of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (less than 35 percent, 35 to 49 percent, 50
to 74 percent, 75 percent or more). Schools in the highest poverty category (schools with 75 percent or
more students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch) were oversampled to permit anayses for that
category.

Respondents and Response Rates

The three-page survey instrument was designed by Westat and NCES. The questions included on
the survey addressed access to Internet in public schools and classrooms; the types of Internet
connections used; student access to the Internet outside of regular school hours; laptop loans, operating
systemg/platforms, memory capacity, and disk space used on instructional computers, specia hardware
and software for students with disabilities; school-sponsored e-mail addresses; school Web sites; and
technologies and procedures used to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the Internet.

In September 2001, questionnaires were mailed to the principals of the 1,209 sampled schools. The
principd was asked to forward the questionnaire to the technology coordinator or person most
knowledgeable about Internet access at the school. Telephone follow-up of nonrespondents was initiated
in early October, and data collection was completed in December. Twenty-four schools were outside the
scope of the survey, and 1,064 schools completed the survey. Thus, the fina response rate was 89.8
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percent (1,064 of 1,185 eligible schools). The weighted response rate was 90.3 percent. The weighted
nonresponse rate for individua questionnaire items ranged from 0 to 2.1 percent; imputation for item
nonresponse was not implemented.

Sampling and Nonsampling Errors

The survey responses were weighted to produce national estimates (table A). The weights were
designed to adjust for the variable probabilities of selection and differential nonresponse. The findings in
this report are based on the sample selected and, consequently, are subject to sampling variability. The
standard error is the 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 the precision expected from a particular sample. If al 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. Thisisa 95 percent confidence interval. For example, the estimated percentage of public
schools with a Web site in 2001 is 75 percent, and the estimated standard error is 1.6 percent. The 95
percent confidence interva for the statistics extends from 75 — (1.6 times 1.96) to 75 + (1.6 times 1.96), or
from 72 to 78 percent. Estimates of standard errors for this report were computed using a technique
known as the jackknife replication method. The coefficient of variation (“c.v.,” aso referred to as the
“relative standard error”) expresses the standard error as a percentage of the quantity being estimated.
The c.v. of an estimate (y) is defined as c.v. = (s.e/y) x 100. Throughout this report, for any coefficient
of variation higher than 50 percent, the data are flagged with the note that they should be interpreted with
caution, as the value of the estimate is very unstable.

The test dtatistics used in the analysis were calculated using the jackknife variances and thus
appropriately reflected the complex nature of the sample design. In particular, an adjusted chi-square test
using Satterthwaite' s approximation to the design effect was used in the analysis of the two-way tables.
Bonferroni adjustments were also made to control for multiple comparisons where appropriate.  For
example, for an “experiment-wise” comparison involving g pairwise comparisons, each difference was
tested at the 0.05/g significance level to control for the fact that g differences were smultaneoudly tested.
The Bonferroni adjustment results in a more conservative critical value being used when judging statistical
significance. This means that comparisons that would have been significant with a critical value of 1.96
may not be significant with the more conservative critical value. For example, the critica value for
comparisons between any two of the four categories of poverty concentration is 2.64 rather than 1.96.

When comparing estimates across a family of three or more categories that were ordered, however,
such as percent minority enrollment, analysis was performed to test whether the estimates might be
ordered more efficiently than with a series of paired comparisons.  When percentages were examined
relative to a variable with ordered categories, Student’s t-test was applied to a measure of a linear trend.
The test involves estimating a smple linear regression with a variable representing the order of the
categories as the independent variable (e.g., percent minority enrollment), and the percentage of interest
(e.g., the percentage of schools with a Web site) as the dependent variable. Before estimating the
regression, the sample sizes must be adjusted by estimated design effects to approximately account for the
complex sample design. The t dtatistic is calculated as the ratio of the regresson coefficient to its
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Table A.—Number and percent of responding public schoolsin the study sample and estimated
number and percent of public schools the sample represents, by school
characteristics: 2001

Respondent sample National estimate
School characteristic
Number Percent Number Percent
All public SChOOIS.........ociiiiiiiii e 1,064 100 81,066 100
Instructional level
Elementary .......occoveerieneeiiiecc e 558 52 61,640 76
SECONTAIY ...ttt 464 44 17,627 22
School size
L eSS than 300........cceiereiiieieierie e 148 14 20,665 25
30010 999 ... 653 61 51,968 64
1,000 OF MOF@..cciiiiiiieiiiiiee ettt 263 25 8,433 10
Locale
262 25 17,997 22
367 34 26,260 32
133 12 10,180 13
302 28 26,628 33
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 6 Percent.........ccoovevereerienee e 268 25 23,073 28
610 20 PEICENT ...t 237 22 19,277 24
21 to 49 percent .......... 210 20 15,550 21
50 percent or more 318 30 20,917 26
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 35 Percent........cccceevieeiieeiiiieeiie e 482 45 34,928 43
3510 49 PErcent .......ccoceiviiiiiiiiic 187 18 14,753 18
5010 74 PEICENT ....eeeirieiiieeeee e 195 18 16,627 21
75 percent or more 198 19 14,710 18

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding or missing data. There were small amounts of missing data for the following
variables: percent minority enroliment in school (31 cases) and percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (2 cases).
Forty-two schools were combined schools and therefore are missing in the instructional level counts used here, but those cases were
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, “Internet Access in
U.S. Public Schools, Fall 2001,” FRSS 82, 2001.
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standard error. If tis greater than 1.96 (the critical value of t with “infinite” degrees of freedom at a
significance level of 0.05), there is evidence of a linear relationship between the two variables. However,
not al significant differences are reported.

The survey estimates are aso subject to nonsampling errors that can arise because of
nonobservation (nonresponse or noncoverage) errors, errors of reporting, and errors made in collection of
the data. These errors can sometimes bias the data. Nonsampling errors may include such problems as
the difference in the respondents interpretation of the meaning of the question; memory effects;
misrecording of responses; incorrect editing, coding, or data entry; differences related to the 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 satistic, 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 externa to the study be used. To minimize the potentia for
nonsampling errors, the questionnaire on Internet access in public schools was pretested in 1994, and again
each time it was substantially modified. The questionnaire was last pretested for the fall 2001 survey,
since a few new topics were introduced in the survey. The pretesting was done with public school
technology coordinators and other knowledgeable respondents like those who would complete the survey.
During the design of the survey, an effort was made to check for consistency of interpretation of questions
and to eliminate ambiguous items. The questionnaire and ingtructions were intensively reviewed by
NCES.

Manua and machine editing of the questionnaire responses were conducted to check the data for

accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent items were recontacted by telephone to
resolve problems. Data were keyed with 100 percent verification.

Definitions of Analysis Variables

Instructional level—Schools were classified according to their grade span in the 1999-2000 Common
Core of Data (CCD) School Universe File.

Elementary school—Had grade 6 or lower and no grade higher than grade 8.
Secondary school—Had no grade lower than grade 7 and had grade 7 or higher.

School size—Tota enrollment of students based on the 1999—2000 CCD School Universe File.
L ess than 300 students
300 to 999 students
1,000 or more students

L ocale—Is defined in the 19992000 CCD School Universe File,

City—A centra city of a Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area (CMSA) or Metropolitan
Statistical Area (MSA).

Urban fringe—Any incorporated place, Census-designated place, or non-place territory within a
CMSA or MSA of alarge or mid-size city and defined as urban by the Census Bureaul.
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Town—An incorporated place or Census-designated place with a population greater than or equal
to 2,500 and located outside a CMSA or MSA.

Rural—Any incorporated place, Census-designated place, or non-place territory designated as
rural by the Census Bureau.

Per cent minority enrollment—The percent of students enrolled in the school whose race or ethnicity is
classified as one of the following: American Indian or Alaskan Native; Asian or Pacific Idander; Black,
non-Hispanic; or Hispanic, based on data in the 19992000 CCD School Universe File.

Lessthan 6 percent
6 to 20 percent

21 to 49 percent

50 percent or more

Percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price school lunch—This was based on responses
to question 13 on the survey questionnaire; if it was missing from the questionnaire, it was obtained from
the 19992000 CCD School Universe File. This item served as a measurement of the concentration of
poverty at the schoal.

Lessthan 35 percent
3510 49 percent

50 to 74 per cent

75 percent or more

Geographic region—One of four regions used by the Bureau of Economic Anaysis of the U.S.
Department of Commerce, the National Assessment of Educational Progress, and the National Education
Association. Obtained from the 1999-2000 CCD School Universe File.

Northeast—Connecticut, Delaware, Digtrict of Columbia, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New Y ork, Pennsylvania, Rhode Idand, and Vermont.

Southeast—Alabama, Arkansas, Forida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missssppi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia

Central—lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

West—Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming.

It is important to note that many of the school characteristics used for independent analysis may
also be related to each other. For example, enrollment size and instructional level of schools are related,
with secondary schools typically being larger than dementary schools. Similarly, poverty concentration
and minority enrollment are related, with schools with a higher minority enrollment also more likely to have
a high concentration of poverty. Other relationships between analysis variables may exist. Because of
the relatively small sample size used in this study, it is difficult to separate the independent effects of these
variables. Their existence, however, should be considered in the interpretation of the data.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FORM APPROVED
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS O.M.B. NO.: 1850-0733
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006-5651 EXPIRATION DATE: 07/2002

INTERNET ACCESS IN U.S. PUBLIC SCHOOLS, FALL 2001
FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

This survey is authorized by law (P.L. 103-382). While you are not required to respond, your cooperation is ne@ded to make the results of
this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE E CORRECTIO @ECTLY ON LABEL.
Name of person completing form: \ Q Telephone:

Title/position:

Best days and times to reach you se of questions): Q

E-mail: \

THANK YOU. PLEASE KEEP A COPY OF THIS SURVEY FOR YOUR RECORDS.

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, CONTACT:
WESTAT Anne Cattagni
Attention: 716625 - Cattagni 800-937-8281, ext. 2710
1650 Research Boulevard Fax: 800-254-0984
Rockville, Maryland 20850 E-mail: annecattagni@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 is 1850-0733. The time required to complete this information
collection is estimated to average 20 minutes per response, including the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather
the data needed, and complete and review the information collected. 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, 1990 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006
FRSS Form No. 82, 9/2001



DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED IN QUESTIONNAIRE

INSTRUCTIONAL ROOMS AND COMPUTERS

Instructional rooms —refers to rooms in the school building used for any instructional purposes. This includes
classrooms, labs, library/media centers, art rooms, rooms used for vocational or special education, etc.

Instructional computers — refers to computers that are used for instructional purposes. Do not include computers used
for administrative purposes only.

OPERATING SYSTEM/PLATFORM s
Operating system/platform — software platform on top of which application pro n.

TYPES OF INTERNET CONNECTIONS

T3/DS3 - refers to a dedicated digital transmission of data and voi t thef’'speed of 45 MB per second. T3s are
composed of 672 channels.

Fractional T3 — one or more channels of a T3/DS3 line. Used f and voice transmission at the speed of less than
45 MB per second. @

T1/DS1 - refers to a dedicated digital transmission of dat @ oice at the S@ 1.5 MB per second. T1s are

composed of 24 channels. L 4

N for data and& nsmission at the speed of less than

a'through cable res at a speed of up to 2 MB per second.

Fractional T1 — one or more channels of a T1/DS1
1.5 MB per second.

Cable modem - refers to a dedicated transmissio

DSL (Digital Subscriber Line) — refers collegtivelyato"ADSL, SDSL, HDSL, and SDSL. DSLs have a dedicated digital

transmission speed of up to 32 MB per se€0
ISDN (Integrated Services Digital NetWork), — sends voice @a over digital telephone lines or normal telephone
wires at the speed of up to 128 KB p cond®
56 KB — refers to a dedicated digita @ isSion of data at l@peed of 56 KB per second.
Dial-up connection — refers ata thans

of 56 KB per second.

ission thro ormal telephone line upon command, at the maximum speed

Wireless connection —r s to connections to the Internet that do not use wire or cable.

TECHNOLOGIES/PROCEX& FOR INTERNET ACCESS CONTROL
Blocking software — uses a list of Web sites that are considered inappropriate and prevents access to those sites.
Filtering software — blocks access to sites containing keywords, alone or in context with other keywords.
Monitoring software — records e-mails, instant messages, chats, and the Web sites visited.

Intranet — refers to a controlled computer network similar to the Internet, but accessible only to those who have
permission to use it. Intranet system managers can limit user access to Internet material.

STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Students with disabilities — refers to students with impairments that substantially limit one or more of the major life
activities. This may include learning disabilities as well as physical impairments.

Special hardware — adaptive or assistive hardware such as closed-captioned TV, screen readers, or keyboard
alternatives that facilitate computer use by students with disabilities.

Special software — adaptive or assistive software such as Jaws for Windows, Zoomtext, or Overlay Maker software that
facilitate computer use by students with disabilities.
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10.

11.

12.

What is the total number of instructional rooms in your school? (Include all rooms used for any instructional
purposes: classrooms, computer labs and other labs, library/media centers, etc.)

instructional rooms

How many computers are there in your school? (Count all computers, including those used by administrators,
teachers, and students.) computers (If none, please enter “0” and skip to question 30.)

Of these computers, how many are used for instructional purposes (.e., not used for administrative purposes only)?
instructional computers (If none, please enter “0” and skip to question 7.)

Which one of the following operating systems/platforms is most frequently usedfen the instructional computers in

your school? (Circle only one.)

WINdows 2000 .........cceveiiieiieie e 1 Mac OS 7.6 or greatefMi. ..o . ovvveerieeiieenieenennn, 7
WINAOWS NT ... 2 Mac OS under g e 8
WiINdows ME ........cooiiiiiicice v 3 AnyDOS..... M 9
WINdOWS 1998 ......cconiiiiiiicieee e 4 Other (speci 10
WINAOWS 1995 ... it 5 Don't el et enas 11
WINAOWS 3.1 .. i 6

What is the memory on most of the instructional computers in ool? (Circle one.)

UNder 8 MB .. ..o 1 Or higher .....ooiiii e, 3
BIOASMB oo 2 ONTRMOW ..o 4

ers in your sch@Circle one.)

What is the disk space on most of the instruc‘iona @
UNAEr L GB ..o Q
1GBOrhigher....coc.ooviiiiiiiiiie e

DON't KNOW ... 0

Does your school have access to the | (.)

YeS..cooooivennnns 1 (Continue with qugstien 8.)%  No.%........... 2 (Skip to question 26.)

How many computers in your
computers.) comp

urrently have IQet access? (Include instructional and noninstructional

(If none, please enter *0” and skip to question 26.)

Of the computers withginter!

SS (question@@many are used for instructional purposes?

instruction puters (If none, plea nter “0.")
What type(s) of ¢ oes your school use when connecting to the Internet? (Circle all that apply.)
A T3/DS3.. . e 1 ge ISDN e 7
b. L e e e e eeas 2 N BB KBt 8
C. TL/DSL..oeiiiii 3 i. Dial-up connection (e.g., AOL, Earthlink)............. 9
d. Fractional T1l......coooiiiiiiiiii e, 4 j. Wireless connection..........ccooeeeveiiiiiiiiieiineniennn. 10
e. Cablemodem.........c.ccovviiiiiiii e, 5 k. Other (specify) 11
f DSL i 6
How many instructional rooms have a computer with Internet access? instructional rooms (If none,

please enter “0.”)

Does your school use any technology or other procedure to prevent student access to inappropriate material on the
Internet?

YeS..cooooivennnns 1 (Continue with question 13.) NO...evvne. 2 (Skip to question 15.)



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

What technologies or other procedures does your school use to prevent student access to inappropriate material on
the Internet? (Circle one on each line.)

<
(%2

Blocking/filtering SOftWare..........co.viiiii e
MONITOFING SOIWAIE. ...ttt eees
101172 10 1= PP PPN

Monitoring by teachers or other staff

Written contract that parents have to sign
Written contract that students have to sign

Honor code for students
Other (specify)

S@"p oo

RPRRPRRRERPRRELQO

NNRNRNNNNONE

Does your school use these technologies or other procedures to protect students@from inappropriate material on all
computers with Internet access used by students? Yes............ 1 No....... veer 2

s at times other than regular

Does your school allow students access to its instructional computers with |
| 2 (Skip to question 18.)

school hours? Yes......... 1 (Continue with question 16.)

When are instructional computers with Internet access available to stude

Yes N

o

e
a. Before school 1 2
b, After SChOOl ... 1 2
c. On weekends 1 2

How many instructional computers with Internet access
hours? computers

ularly available to_students outside of regular school

In column A, please indicate whether administrative hers, and stu in your school may have a school-

sponsored e-mail address. If yes in column Ay indi€ olumn B h any administrative staff, teachers, and
students have a school-sponsored e-mail addres AN
Recipient ave school- q\ If yes, how many administrative staff,
sored e-mail C) teachers, and students?
address? (" &
| No Few | Some | All or most

a. Administrative staff ................. £..5 & 1 2 3
b. Teachers .......cccoviiiiiiiiiii o8 02 1 2 3
C. Students..........cccooeeeunreenn, Q 2 1 2 3
Does your school have a W, O
YesS...counnnn. 1 (Con tion 20.)NOQ 2 (Skip to question 26.)
Do the following topi r on your school’'s Web site? (Circle one on each line.)

Yes No
. SChOOI POBIES/TTIRS . ... e 1 2
ST = 11 o [ (=T (0] L PPN 1 2
c. Information on rams and ClaSSES .....c..oeuuiiiiiiiiii e 1 2
d. Grade-level learning ObJECVES .........ovvviiii i 1 2
€. HOMEWOrK asSSIgNMENTS.......ccuiiieiie e e e e e 1 2
f. SCROOI NEWSIELLET . ... e 1 2
g. Schedule of school events/school calendar...............ccooveviiiiiiiiiiii e, 1 2
h. Information on Sports and/or CIUDS.............coiiiiiiii e 1 2
i. Links to/information on middle/high SChOOIS ............cooooiiiiiiii 1 2
- Links to/information 0N COIEGES ..........cvuuiiiiieiiiei e 1 2
k. Links to/information on scholarships..........ccooiiiiiiiiii e, 1 2
I. Links to/information ON CAr erS ..........coieuuiiiiiiiiii e 1 2
m. Information for parents (e.g., PTA, PTO, €tC.).....ccoveiiiiiiiiiiii e 1 2
n. Presentation of students’ special projects/works .............cccoceeeviviiiiiiiieiennn, 1 2
0. Information on library/media Center.............coeviiiiiiiiiiii e 1 2
p. Links to Web sites for educational tools for students .............cc.c.ccceiivininiinnns 1 2
g. Information about professional development opportunities for teachers ............ 1 2
. Links to diStriCt WEeD PAgE........covuiiiiiiiiic e 1 2
s. Other (specify) 1 2
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21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Can students and/or parents communicate with the school through the school’'s Web site?

Daily .o 1 3

WEEKIY ..o 2 4

Does your school lend laptop computers to students?

YeS..cooooivennnns 1 (Continue with question 27.)

How many laptops are available for students to borrow? laptops @

What is the longest time for which a student may bor p? (Circle on@\'

Less than one Week ..........cooceuviiiviniiiineinnnnns > A € SemMeSter. NN 4

One WEeK..........ccvviiiiiiii \ The entire sc | 5
Other (spe 6

ONEMONtN ...,

If yes in column A, indicate in colu
to students with disabilities in your

as students wWith¢ghe listed disabilities.

ther special hagdware (i.e., adaptive or assistive hardware) is available

If yes in column A, indicate in cg| whether special ware (i.e., adaptive or assistive software) is available to

~
Disabilities ave students @cial hardware is available | C. Special software is available
disabilities?<®o students with disabilities to students with disabilities
(e.g., closed-captioned TV, (e.g., Jaws for Windows,
screen readers, keyboard Zoomtext, Overlay Maker
alternatives) software)
Yes | No Yes | No Yes | No
a. Hearing disabilities ....... 1 2 1 2 1 2
b. Learning disabilities ...... 1 2 1 2 1 2
c. Physical disabilities....... 1 2 1 2 1 2
d. Visual disabilities ......... 1 2 1 2 1 2

What percent of the students in your school are eligible for the federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program?
%

THANK YOU. PLEASE KEEP A COPY OF THIS SURVEY FOR YOUR RECORDS.
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