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Student Climate Survey Results: Summary 
for 2009–2010 Through 2011–2012 

Who responded to the 2011–2012 Student Climate Survey? 

As they did in previous years, elementary school students in 2011–2012 

had higher participation rates than did their middle and high school 

peers; however, it is important to note that the high school response 

rate in 2011–2012 was 10 percentage points higher than in 2010–2011.  In 

total, 78% of the district’s 3rd through 11th graders participated in the 

2011–2012 survey (see Figure 1). 

% of secondary school responses 

% of secondary school population 

Note. In Figures 1 and 2, students’ grade level and ethnicity were self-
reported. Population data reflected enrollment as of the PEIMS snapshot in 
October 2011. The ethnicity/race reporting required students to first choose 
their ethnicity (Hispanic/Latino or non-Hispanic/Latino) and then to choose 
one or more of five race values; therefore, percentages in Figure 2 do not to-
tal 100%. 

Figure 1. Response Rates for the Student Climate Survey Over Time 

About this Report. This report sum-

marizes district results of the 2011–

2012 Student Climate Survey, with 

longitudinal data provided where 

applicable. Campus-level reports 

are available on the Department of 

Research and Evaluation’s website. 

What the Student Climate Survey 

measures. In 2011–2012, the Stu-

dent Climate Survey measured stu-

dents’ perceptions of five broad 

dimensions of climate: behavioral 

environment, adult fairness and 

respect, student engagement, stu-

dent academic self-confidence, and 

teacher expectations.  

Difference between statistically 

significant and meaningful differ-

ences. In this report, statistics 

were used to determine if differ-

ences between groups and across 

years were significant or meaning-

http://archive.austinisd.org/inside/accountability/evaluation/survey_reports.phtml
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How did students rate school climate? 

Note. Response options ranged from never (1) to always (4). Don’t know/NA responses were excluded from the analy-
sis. It is desirable to have a response of at least 3.0. 

In 2011–
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Behavioral Environment. This scale consists of eight items, two of which (items 29 and 30) were new in 

2010–2011. 



2011–
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2011–2012 Student Climate Survey Item and Subscale Averages, by School Level 

Table 6.  Academic Self-Confidence Ratings. Students’ ratings of academic self-confidence remained in the 

desirable range for the third year in a row. However, elementary and middle school students reported feel-

ing less prepared for Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills/ State of Texas Assessment of Academic 

Readiness (TAKS/STAAR) in 2011–2012 than they did in the previous two years.  

Academic self-confidence 
Elementary Middle High 

2009
-2010 

2010
-2011 

2011-
2012 

2009-
2010 

2010-
2011 

2011-
2012 

2009-
2010 

2010-
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Appendix: 2011–2012 Student Climate Survey Subscale Averages, by Campus 
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Note. Arrows represent the desirability of the mean score:  =3.0 or above,    =2.75-3.0,  =2.5-2.75 
=below 2.5.  
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Note. Arrows represent the desirability of the mean score:  =3.0 or above,    =2.75-3.0,  =2.5-2.75 
=below 2.5.  

Appendix: 2011–2012 Student Climate Survey Subscale Averages, by Campus 
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Appendix: 2011–2012 Student Climate Survey Subscale Averages, by Campus 
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ALL Middle 2.88 3.30 2.78 3.26 3.28 11,644 73%

Bailey 2.86 3.23 2.67 3.22 3.23 702 71%

Bedichek 2.75 3.17 2.70 3.12 3.19 854 83%

Burnet 2.83 3.21 2.78 3.19 3.22 269 26%

Covington 2.81 3.20 2.71 3.13 3.18 516 70%

Dobie 2.85 3.32 2.85 3.18 3.24 496 74%

Fulmore 2.71 3.26 2.81 3.24 3.24
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Note. Arrows represent the desirability of the mean score:  =3.0 or above,    =2.75-3.0,  =2.5-2.75 
=below 2.5.  
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