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Abstract: Although turnover rates are alarmingly high for early career and veteran
teachers, turnover rates are even higher for those who identify as a teacher of color. To
increase the retention of teachers, job satisfaction has become an important construct to
analyze. Teacher cooperation and principal support within the school are two influential
factors that directly relate to job satisfaction. Using the restricted 2011-2012 Schools and
Staffing Survey, a nationally representative dataset, principal support, teacher cooperation,
and their moderation effects were analyzed in relation to teacher job satisfaction using a
series of multilevel models. After controlling for teacher- and school-level characteristics,
principal support and teacher cooperation were statistically significant predictors of job
satisfaction for all teachers. The moderation effect between the two variables of interest
and race were also statistically significant. These findings emphasize the need to maintain
professional communities where teachers can interact and collaborate with the support of
their school leaders.
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Satisfaccion laboral del docente por el apoyo del director y la cooperacion docente:
Resultados de la Schools and Staffing Survey

Resumen: Aunque las tasas de rotacion son alarmantemente altas para todos los maestros,
las tasas de rotacion son aun mas altas para aquellos que se identifican como maestros de
color. Para aumentar la retencién de docentes, la satisfaccién laboral se ha convertido en
una construccion importante para analizar. La cooperacion docente y el apoyo del director
dentro de la escuela son dos factores influyentes que se relacionan directamente con la
satisfaccion laboral. Utilizando la Schools and Staffing Survey 2011-2012, se analizaron un
conjunto de datos nacionales, el apoyo del director, la cooperacién de los maestros y sus
efectos de moderacion en relacién con la satisfaccion laboral de los maestros utilizando
una serie de modelos de varios niveles. Después de controlar las caracteristicas del maestro
y de la escuela, el apoyo del director y la cooperaciéon del maestro fueron indicadores
estadisticamente significativos de satisfaccion laboral para todos los maestros. El efecto de
moderacion entre las dos variables de interés y raza también fue estadisticamente
significativo. Estos hallazgos enfatizan la necesidad de mantener comunidades
profesionales donde los maestros puedan interactuar y colaborar con el apoyo de sus
lideres escolares.

Palabras clave: Schools and Staffing Survey; Apoyo principal; Cooperacion docente;
Satisfaccion laboral

Satisfagdo profissional do professor pelo apoio do diretor da escola e cooperagao do
professor: Resultados do Schools and Staffing Survey

Resumo: Embora as taxas de rotatividade sejam alarmantes para todos os professores, as
taxas de rotatividade sdo ainda maiores para aqueles que se identificam como professores
de cor. Para aumentar a retengao de professores, a satisfagdo no trabalho tornou-se um
importante construto a ser analisado. A cooperacdo entre professores e apoio do diretor
dentro da escola sao dois fatores influentes que se relacionam diretamente com a satisfa¢ao
no trabalho. Utilizando a Schools and Staffing Survey de 2011-2012, um conjunto de dados
nacional, apoio do diretor da escola, coopera¢ao de professores e seus efeitos de
moderacao foram analisados em relagao a satisfacao no trabalho dos professores usando
uma série de modelos multiniveis. Depois de controlar as caracteristicas do professor e do
nivel da escola, o apoio do diretor e a cooperagiao entre professores foram preditores
estatisticamente significativos de satisfagdo no trabalho para todos os professores. O efeito
de moderacao entre as duas variaveis de interesse e raca também foi estatisticamente
significativo. Essas descobertas enfatizam a necessidade de manter comunidades
profissionais nas quais os professores possam interagir e colaborar com o apoio de seus
lideres escolares.

Palavras-chave: Schools and Staffing Survey; Apoio do Diretor da Escola; Cooperacao de
Professores; Satisfacdo no trabalho
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Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation:
Results from the Schools and Staffing Survey

Beginning in the 1980s, teacher-staffing problems have emerged as issues within school
systems across the United States (Borman & Dowling, 2008). Teacher turnover costs school districts
across the country over 7.2 billion dollars each year and has increased the burden on veteran
teachers who must devote additional resources to support new teachers (National Commission on
Teaching and America’s Future, 2012; Sass, Seal, & Martin, 2014). In addition, the 2012-2013
Teacher Follow-Up Survey by the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) reported that
8% of public teachers left the field, with 53% indicating that working conditions were better in their
current position (Goldring, Taie, & Riddles, 2014). These high rates of turnover disrupt program
and lesson coherence within schools and can negatively impact student outcomes (Guin, 2004;
Newman, 2001).

Although turnover rates are high for public school teachers, turnover rates are even higher
for teachers who identify as a person of color (Ingersoll & May, 2011). Research suggests that
teachers of color (ToCs), or teachers who identify as non-White, are more likely to change schools
ot leave the profession compared to their White counterparts (Ingersoll & May, 2011). In the 2003-
2004 academic year, 47,600 ToCs entered the profession and 56,000 left (Ingersoll & May, 2011).
This “revolving door” of ToCs is especially harmful for students of color (SoCs), or students who
identify as non-White (Dee, 2005; King, 1993). Due to these high rates of teacher turnover, the
objective of the current study is to explore the interactions between principal support, teacher
cooperation, and teacher race on job satisfaction.

Importance of ToCs

The prevalence of ToCs is important considering the changing demographics of students. In
2004, 42% of public school students identified as non-White, compared to 50% of students in 2014
(NCES, 2005, 2017). In 2004, only 16% of public school teachers identified as non-White, while
approximately a decade later in 2015, 20% of public school teachers identified as a ToC (NCES,
2017; 2018). These descriptive statistics demonstrate that although the number of SoCs has
increased, the number of ToCs has remained stagnant or decreased over time (Dilworth & Coleman,
2014; Luciano & Hooks, 2017).

The discrepancy between the number of ToCs and SoCs has several implications. First,
ToCs can setrve as role models for SoCs (Dee, 2005). When students see successful individuals with
whom they share common characteristics, their motivation and self-worth have been found to
increase (Dee, 2005; King, 1993). Furthermore, White students are also thought to benefit from the
presence of ToCs and interactions between White students and ToCs may dispel common
misconceptions and communicate that anyone, regardless of race, can be successful (Carver-
Thomas, 2018).

Second, ToCs improve academic outcomes for SoCs. This was demonstrated by Dee (2004),
who found that when students were randomly assigned into classrooms with racially similar teachers,
test scores improved. In the third and fourth year of exposure, SoCs saw their academic
achievement increase by approximately 2 to 3 percentile points with an effect size greater than 0.30
(Dee, 2004). Supporting this finding, research by Egalite, Kisida, and Winters (2015) using outcomes
from the Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test (FCAT) for students in Grades 3-10 found that
when Black and White students were taught by teachers of the same race reading scores increased,
and when Black, White, and Asian/Pacific Islander students were taught by teachers of the same
race, math scores increased. Just the presence of ToCs within schools has been found to produce
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positive effects. When the proportion of racial/ethnic teachers matched that of the student
population, SoCs had higher passing rates for high school graduation exams (Meier, 199; Pitts,
2007).

Finally, the presence of ToCs improve the overall school experience for SoCs. Recent
research has shown that students with the same racial/ethnic teachers are less likely to experience
exclusionary disciplinary practices such as suspensions (Lindsay & Hart, 2017) and are also more
likely to be identified as gifted students (Grissom & Redding, 2016) allowing access to more
challenging curricula. These examples illustrate that a student’s school experience can be positively
impacted by teachers who are able to connect with their students. Due to the importance of ToCs, it
becomes necessary to investigate possible ways to increase their job satisfaction.

Job Satisfaction

Given that many teachers are choosing to leave the profession (Ingersoll, 2001; Johnson,
2000), it is important to understand why. One measure that can be used is the construct of job
satisfaction as it has been strongly linked with teacher retention (Ladd, 2011; Skaalvik & Skaalvik,
2011). Job satisfaction within the teaching profession has been operationally defined by many
researchers, with most definitions including the degree to which an individual identifies, contributes
positively, or feels valued within their school (Darling-Hammond, 1995; Shen et al., 2012; Skaalvik &
Skaalvik, 2011). Evidence suggests that when job satisfaction is high, turnover lessens among
teachers (Johnson, Kraft, & Papay, 2011; Ladd, 2011).

Teachers who identify as non-White have lower levels of job satisfaction when compared to
White teachers (Fairchild et al., 2012). Possible reasons to explain this trend include experienced
ToCs retiring or leaving the field, decreasing opportunities for mentorship (Clotfelter, L.add, Vigdor,
& Wheeler, 2000), and an increased likelihood of teaching in high-poverty or urban schools
(Fairchild et al., 2012; KewalRamani, Gilbertson, Fox, & Provasnik, 2007; Kirby, Berends, & Nalftel,
1999). As a result, ToCs often report higher levels of stress (Reilly, Dhingra, & Boduszek, 2014) and
are more likely to leave the profession or move out of urban districts (Fairchild et al., 2011;
KewalRamani et al., 2007). Due to the importance of job satisfaction on teacher retention, it is
important to identify malleable protective factors or elements that could buffer the adverse aspects
of teaching to increase satisfaction among both White teachers and ToCs (Muller, Gorrow, & Fiala,
2011). Two possible protective factors that have been found to strongly influence job satisfaction
are related to school climate, specifically principal support and teacher cooperation (Durksen,
Klassen, & Daniels, 2017; Grissom, 2011).

Principal Support

Principal support has been consistently associated with teacher job satisfaction (Brown &
Wynn, 2009; Griffith, 2004; Grissom, 2011; Moir, 2009; Petzko, 2004). Research from multiple
disciplines, including education, have demonstrated that supervisors in workplaces greatly influence
employee satisfaction (Grissom & Keiser, 2011; Grissom, Nicholson-Crotty, & Keiser, 2012;
Trottier, Van Wart, & Wang, 2008). As the school leader, principals have considerable influence
over the school climate (Richards, 2005). Petzko (2004) established that principals who created
supportive environments that fostered recognition and appreciation had more satistied teachers and
Brown and Wynn (2009) found that principals who actively supported their teachers were more
committed to personal growth and retained teachers at higher rates compared to their peers. More
successful principals have the ability to create a culture of learning, mentoring, and improved
teaching conditions within the school (Meyers & Hitt, 2017; Moir, 2009), demonstrating that
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principal support is imperative for both the retention and satisfaction of new and veteran teachers
(Brown & Wynn, 2009; Roberson & Roberson, 2009).

Although the literature suggests that principal support is beneficial for all teachers due to
increased satisfaction and retention levels, there is less evidence on whether principal support is
specifically beneficial for the satisfaction of ToCs (Fairchild et al., 2011; Ingersoll & May, 2011;
Viano & Hunter, 2017). Although it is not possible to manipulate the racial identities of the actual
teachers and principals within a school, some of the literature focused on ToCs and principal
support has centered on principal-teacher race congruence (Fairchild et al., 2011; Grissom & Keiser,
2011; Viano & Hunter, 2017). According to Viano and Hunter (2017), White teachers in schools led
by Black principals reported lower levels of job satisfaction compared to ToCs. Similar findings were
also reported by Grissom and Keiser (2011) who found that teachers who shared the same race as
their principal turned over less frequently. It is speculated that when principal-teacher race
congruence is present, similar cultural values are shared increasing understanding and resulting in
heightened job satisfaction levels (Viano & Hunter, 2011). Due to the relationship between principal
support and job satisfaction, principal support has been identified as a predictor of interest in the
current study.

Teacher Cooperation

In addition to principal support, teacher cooperation, defined as teacher interdependence,
collaboration, and collegiality has also been shown to be an important predictor of job satisfaction
(Durksen et al., 2017; Leithwood, Leonard, & Sharratt, 1998; Madiha, 2011; Vangriecken, Dochy,
Raes, & Kyndt, 2015). Collaboration and cooperation among individuals have been valued as a way
to develop innovative ideas, increase self-efficacy, and increase job satisfaction (Decuyper, Dochy, &
Van den Bossche, 2010; Vangrieken et al., 2015). According to Leithwood et al. (1998) and Woods
and Weasmer (2004), when teachers, especially new teachers who are at the highest risk for turnover,
displayed high levels of cooperation and collaborated with each other, their job satisfaction
increased. Furthermore, when novice and veteran teachers formed partnerships, the benefits were
mutual as novice teachers could become more informed about their job responsibilities and veteran
teachers could learn new teaching practices and strategies to implement in their classrooms
(Bickmore, 2013).

Similar to principal support, teacher cooperation has been studied mostly in the context of
all teachers, suggesting there is little evidence on whether teacher cooperation is beneficial for
specifically ToCs. However, in one of the few studies that addressed ToC cooperation, enacting
team-based cooperation was found to damage both the personal and professional lives of ToCs
(Johnson, 2003). This was because cooperation resulted in silent dissent and debate that encouraged
White norms and practices (Johnson, 2003). Based on this study, it is important to continue
exploring this topic as teacher cooperation may not be beneficial for all teachers if racial biases are
not addressed. Therefore, teacher cooperation has also been identified as a predictor of interest in
this study.

Moderating Roles Between Principal Support, Teacher Cooperation, and Teacher Race

According to the literature, when there are strong levels of principal support and teacher
cooperation within a school, there are higher levels of job satisfaction (Brown & Wynn, 2009;
Durksen et al., 2017; Griffith, 2004; Grissom, 2011; Leithwood et al., 1998; Moir, 2009; Petzko,
2004; Vangrieken et al., 2015). However, little is known about the moderation effects or interactions
between principal support and teacher cooperation on job satisfaction for ToCs and White teachers,
as this has not been examined in previous studies. Investigating the moderation effects is important
because principal support and teacher cooperation in relation to job satisfaction may have stronger
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associations for either ToCs or White teachers, as seen in Johnson’s (2003) study. In addition, the
direction (e.g., positive or negative) of the association for the varying races can be investigated.
Implications from this analysis could inform school policy and possibly district, state, and federal
policy, as principals and administers would know whether principal support and teacher cooperation
predict job satisfaction at the same rates for both White teachers and ToCs. By understanding the
need to engage teachers and principals of differing racial, ethnic, and cultural backgrounds,
educational policies could constructively work to create more inclusive school climates.

Teacher-level Characteristics Associated with Job Satisfaction

Teacher-level characteristics can influence the degree of job satisfaction. For instance, job
satisfaction can be related to the teacher’s gender, race/ethnicity, salary, degree level, status as a full-
time or part-time teacher, and total years of experience. For gender on job satisfaction, there have
been three different findings reported. According to Lui and Ramsey (2008) who used the 2000-
2001 SASS Teacher Follow-Up Survey, women reported lower levels of job satisfaction when
compared with men. However, Stockard and Lehman (2004) found that gender was not associated
with job satisfaction, while Bogler (2001) and Kearney (2008), found that female teachers were more
likely to be satisfied with their jobs compared with male teachers.

There were also divergent findings about whether a teachet’s race is associated with his/her
satisfaction level. Renzulli, MacPherson, and Beattie (2007) found that White teachers who were in
schools with higher rates of SoCs, displayed lower levels of job satisfaction. Similar to Renzulli et al.
(2007), Master, Sun, and Loeb (2018) found ToCs had statistically significantly lower levels of job
satisfaction compared to White teachers when using three years of the nationally representative
Baccalaureate and Beyond datasets. Specifically, 78% of Black and Hispanic teachers reported being
satisfied compared to 86% of White teachers (Master et al., 2018). In an older study by Culver,
Wolfle, and Cross (1990), Black teachers were found to have higher levels of satisfaction compared
to White teachers.

The amount of money teachers earn from the profession is also an important characteristic
of teacher-level job satisfaction. In two studies, teachers reported that they were underpaid and that
their job satisfaction could be increased by raising their salaries (Feistritzer, 1986; Klassen &
Anderson, 2009). This finding was supported with research by Albert and Levine (1988), who
suggested that salary level is linked to occupational prestige within the teaching profession. The
higher the salary, the higher level of prestige and job satisfaction was reported.

There have also been conflicting reports on whether a teacher’s total years of experience in
the profession is associated with job satisfaction. Research has suggested that the number of years in
the profession is associated with three different outcomes. Bogler (2001), and Klassen and Chiu
(2010) found that number of years in the profession was not predictive of job satisfaction, while Lui
and Ramsey (2008) found it was positively associated, and Renzulli et al. (2007) found it was
negatively associated. However, years of experience has been identified as a significant predictor of
colleague trust within the school and has been found to positively impact teachers’ self-efficacy,
likely due to their increased experience and credibility in the classroom (Klassen & Chiu, 2010; Van
Maele & Van Houtte, 2012).

Additionally, it is important to account for degree level obtained, due to alternative
certification tracks and emergency certification programs that were created to decrease teacher
shortages (Cohen-Vogel & Smith, 2007). These alternative pathways to certification can result in
licensure without earning a bachelor’s degree. Individuals who have been trained through alternative
certification pathways have reported lower levels of job satisfaction and higher levels of turnover,
compared with traditionally certified teachers (Redding & Henry, 2018; Redding & Smith, 2016).
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Regarding employment status, research conducted by Ferguson, Frost, and Hall (2012) found there
were no significant differences between job satisfaction for teachers who were employed full-time
and teachers employed part-time.

Contextual Characteristics Associated with Job Satisfaction

Much like the teacher-level characteristics associated with job satisfaction, the evidence
regarding contextual characteristics for school-level variables is also mixed. These differences
suggest that accounting for school-level variables is necessary. In our study, school-level, school
setting, school type, principal’s race, principal’s highest degree, principal’s gender, principal’s total
years of experience, percentage of SoCs, rates of free and reduced priced meals (FRPL), and school
enrollment size were added as covariates (Bogler, 2001).

The type of school (i.e., elementary, secondary, or combined) is an important variable to
control for in relation to job satisfaction. Bogler (2001) and Kearney (2008) determined that
elementary school teachers were more satisfied as compared with secondary level teachers, while
Renzulli et al. (2007) indicated that high school teachers were more satisfied compared to both
middle and elementary school teachers. For school setting (i.e., rural, suburban, town, or city),
Ballou and Podgursky (1995) found that teachers were more satisfied in rural schools due to smaller
class sizes and a less stressful work environment. Another study reported that there were no
differences between urban and rural teachers with job satisfaction (Mahmood, Nudrat, Asdaque,
Nawaz, & Haider, 2011). Heyns (1988) documented that teachers were less satisfied in suburban
areas. School types were also investigated where teachers were less satisfied at alternatives types of
schools due to lower salaries, longer work hours, and less job security compared to regular schools
(Free, 2017; Gross & DeArmond, 2010; Stuit & Smith, 2012), although Lange (1998) found that
teachers were more satisfied in alternative schools due to increased levels of autonomy and freedom.

The percentage of SoCs enrolled in a school is also related to teacher job satisfaction.
Schools that enrolled high percentages of SoCs had teachers who reported lower levels of
satisfaction (Perie & Baker, 1997). Schools reporting high rates of SoCs also had higher percentages
of students requesting FRPL. Free and reduced priced meals, a common proxy for socioeconomic
status, has strong links to teacher satisfaction. Schools with higher rates of FRPL, tended to have
less satistied teachers (Kelly, 2004), while teachers located at affluent schools displayed higher levels
of satisfaction (Stockard & Lehman, 2004).

School setting (i.e., urban, city, town, rural) and school enrollment size have been found to
influence teacher satisfaction. Research conducted by Perie and Baker (1997) using the 1993-1994
SASS dataset found that school setting and school size were the only two school contextual factors
that influenced job satisfaction. Specifically, individuals teaching in suburban schools had the highest
satisfaction levels and individuals teaching in urban schools had the lowest levels of job satisfaction.
Larger schools tended to have less satisfied teachers (Perie & Baker, 1997), although it should be
noted that Henke, Choy, Geis, and Broughman (1996) did not find such a relationship.

To isolate differences between principal support and general indicators of principal
effectiveness, principal characteristics, including race, highest degree earned, gender, and total years
of experience, were accounted for in the analytic models. A study by Grissom and Keiser (2011)
found that a principal’s race was an important predictor of teacher job satisfaction. When there is
race congruence between the principal and teacher, higher levels of satisfaction were reported
(Grissom & Keiser, 2011). Grissom and Keiser (2011) hypothesized this result occurred because
race influences how principals treat teachers and how teachers perceive the treatment they receive.
For the principal’s highest degree, results indicated there was no relationship between the highest
degree of the principal and teacher job satisfaction (Shen et al., 2012; von Fischer & De Jong, 2017).
Grissom et al. (2012) also found that when there was gender congruence between principals and
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teachers, such as male principals with male teachers and female principals with female teachers, there
was less turnover and higher teacher job satisfaction. Total years of experience as a principal was
also investigated. In a multilevel model using the 2003-2004 SASS dataset, Shen et al. (2012)
investigated principal total years of experience and the total years of being principal at their current
school. Neither predicted teacher job satisfaction. Based on these studies it is important to control
for principal characteristics in this study.

Results from the literature demonstrate that it is important to control for a wide-variety of
teacher- and school-level characteristics, as many of these contextual variables have varied results in
research studying outcomes similar or related to job satisfaction. By accounting for these various
contextual factors, differences at the teacher- and school-level can be isolated. This will help increase
our understanding of how contextual factors, in addition to principal support, and teacher
cooperation influence teacher job satisfaction.

The Current Study

The objective of the current study is to explore how principal support and cooperation
among teachers may be associated with teacher job satisfaction. We were interested in determining
whether ToCs, compared to White teachers in public schools, had lower levels of job satisfaction
and if possible differences in satisfaction were associated with the perception of principal support
and the perception of teacher cooperation. Furthermore, due to the importance of retaining ToCs,
we addressed a gap in the literature by investigating whether the race/ethnicity of a teacher was
moderated by the perception of principal and colleague support on job satisfaction (Dee, 2005;
Egalite et al., 2015; King, 1993, Lindsay & Hart, 2017; Grissom & Redding, 2016). We also
investigated the divergent evidence on whether teacher race is associated with job satisfaction,
(Culver et al., 1990; Renzulli et al., 2007), the positive effects of principal support (Brown & Wynn,
2009; Roberson & Roberson, 2009), and the contradictory data regarding the benefits of teacher
cooperation (Bickmore, 2013; Johnson, 2003; Madiha, 2011; Woods & Weasmer, 2004).

Prior studies have discussed teacher satisfaction as applied to principal support and collegial
cooperation individually (Brown & Wynn, 2009; Sass et al., 2011; Shen et al., 2012). However, no
study has used a nationally representative dataset to analyze the moderation effects between
perceived principal support and teacher race, and perceived colleague cooperation and teacher race
while controlling for contextual and individual-level variables. Given the limited number of studies
addressing these issues, a nationally representative dataset was used to answer the following research
questions:

1. Do ToCs differ in their levels of job satisfaction when compared with White
teachers?
2. Are perceptions of principal support and perceived colleague cooperation

associated with teacher satisfaction?

3. Is the association of job satisfaction and teacher race/ethnicity moderated by the
perception of principal support and colleague cooperation?

Methods

Dataset

The data used for this study was from the restricted 2011-2012 Schools and Staffing Survey
(SASS) Questionnaire' conducted by the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), as the
2015-2016 National Teacher and Principal Survey dataset was not fully available for analysis at the

! Additional information is available at https://nces.ed.gov/sutveys/sass/
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time of this study. The goal of the SASS was to obtain information about teachers regarding their
education, training, workload, perceptions, and attitudes regarding teaching (Cox, Parmer, Strizek, &
Thomas, 2016). As part of the data collection, a stratified probability proportion to size sampling
design was used, meaning that schools were randomly selected and stratified by state,
public/ptivate/chatter sectors, and school level.

The SASS® dataset includes data from PreKK-12 public schools and teachers. In the present
study, the data were narrowed to exclude 7% of individuals who were not regular full-time or regular
part-time teachers, such as long-term substitute teachers, student teachers, or librarians. All
continuous variables were standardized into z-scores (M=0, §D=1). Data were inspected for
univariate outliers (>+/- 3 SDs) which led to approximately 5% of the data being excluded
(N=2,000). The final analytic sample used in this study consisted of 30,670 teachers from 6,620
public schools, representing a weighted sample of approximately 2.71 million teachers out of a
weighted total of 3.22 million teachers.

Measures

Items used to create the scales for the dependent and independent variables came from the
SASS teacher questionnaire. The response options included a Likert-type scale ranging from 1
(strongly agree) to 4 (strongly disagree). Responses were reverse coded to reflect that higher scores
indicated greater agreement. Factor structures for all scales were investigated using exploratory
factor analysis with principal axis factoring. Communalities were >.40 and appreciable factor
loadings were > .35 indicated support for the scales (Thompson & Daniel, 1996). Additionally,
internal consistency was investigated using ordinal coefficient omega with scores >.80 indicating
excellent reliability (McNeish, 2017). Scaled scores were created by summing the unit weighted
items. To make the SASS dataset generalizable, appropriate survey weights were used (TFNLWGT
represented the final teacher sampling weight). The weights in the analysis were normalized by
taking the raw weight and dividing it by the mean of the weights (Hahs-Vaughn, 2005).

Satisfaction. Three items were used to investigate the dependent variable of perceived
teacher satisfaction. Teachers were asked: “I am generally satisfied with being a teacher at this
school” (T0451; reverse coded; M=3.41, SD=0.74, Range=1 to 4), “The teachers at this school like
being here; I would describe us as a satisfied group” (T0466; reverse coded; M=3.02, $D=0.83,
Range=1 to 4), and “I like the way things are run at this school” (T0467; reverse coded; M=2.94,
§D=0.87, Range=1 to 4). Internal consistency of the scale (M=9.38, §D=2.08, Range=3 to 12) was
acceptable based on a coefficient omega of .92.

Teacher cooperation. Three items were used to investigate the independent variable of
perceived teacher cooperation. Teachers were asked: “Rules for student behavior are consistently
enforced by teachers in this school, even for students who are not in their classes” (T0442; reverse
coded; M=2.74, §D=0.90, Range=1 to 4), “Most of my colleagues share my beliefs and values about
what the central mission of the school should be” (T0443; reverse coded; M=3.17, SD=0.71,
Range=1 to 4), and “There is a great deal of cooperative effort among the staff members (T0445;
reverse coded; M=3.14, SD=0.81, Range=1 to 4). Internal consistency of the scale (M=9.23,
SD=2.00, Range=3 to 12) was acceptable based on a coefficient omega of .85.

Principal support. Four items were used to investigate the independent variable of
perceived principal support. Teachers were asked: “The school administration’s behavior toward the
staff is supportive and encouraging” (T0435; reverse coded; M=3.27, §D= 0.87, Range=1 to 4), “My

2 As part of the restricted use data agreement with the NCES, all counts were rounded to the nearest 10.
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principal enforces school rules for student conduct and backs me up when I need it” (T0441; reverse
coded; M=3.28, D= 0.85, Range=1 to 4), “The principal knows what kind of school he or she
wants and has communicated it to the staff” (T0444; reverse coded; M=3.28, §D=0.85, Range=1 to
4), and “In this school, staff members are recognized for a job well done” (T0446; reverse coded;
M=2.96, §D=0.89, Range=1 to 4). Internal consistency of the scale (M=12.82, §D=2.89, Range=4 to
16) was acceptable based on a coefficient omega of .87.

Teacher demographic information. In the SASS questionnaire, teachers identified as
either female (77%) or male (23%), dummy coded with male teachers as the reference group.
Teacher race/ethnicity, specifically White (83%), Hispanic (7%), Black (6%), and Other (4%) was
dummy coded with White teachers as the reference group. Asian, Pacific Islanders, and Native
American teachers were combined into the Other category due to small numbers which result in the
higher standard errors of the individual race/ethnicity categories as done by Cox et al. (2010).
Teacher status, full-time (97%) or part-time (3%), was accounted for with full-time teachers as the
reference group. Salary, in thousands, was also controlled for (M=$51.26, SD=$14.71, Range =
$3.00-8$96.00) in addition to total years of experience in the profession (M=13.58, §D=9.24,
Range=1-42). Highest degree held was dummy coded as a binary variable, where the reference group
was a bachelor’s degree or higher (96%) and the comparison group was an associate degree or no

degree (4%).

School-level characteristics. The SASS also included a principal- and school-level
questionnaire that was typically completed by the school principal. Continuous school-level
characteristics used for the present study included: the percent of students eligible for free or
reduced priced meals (M=48.23%, $D=29.02%, Range=0-100%), school enrollment size (M=752.87,
SD=679.47, Range=10-2,360), the percentage of SoCs enrolled (M=43.50%, $D=32.29%, Range=0-
100%), and principal’s years of experience (M=6.86, SD=5.55, Range=0-26). Categorical variables
included: school level, specifically elementary (65%), secondary (29%), or combined (6%) with
elementary as the reference group; school setting, including city (27%), suburb (31%), town (13%)
and rural (29%), with rural as the reference group; principal race, specifically White (80%), Black
(11%), Hispanic (6%), or Other (3%), with White as the reference group; the principal’s highest
degree with bachelor’s or lower (1%), master’s (60%), education specialist (27%), or doctorate (12%)
with master’s as the reference group; and principal gender, male (50%) or female (50%) with male as
the reference group. Due to the small number of alternative schools, special program emphasis
schools, career/technical/vocational schools, and alternative/other schools were combined into the
alternative school category (7%), and dummy coded with regular schools as the reference group

(93%).
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Table 1
Descriptive Statistics
% M SD Range SASS Variable Names
Teacher Level (IN = 30,670)
Teacher Gender T0525
Male 23%
Female 77%
Teacher Race
White 83% T0528
Black 6% 'T0529
Hispanic 7% T0527
Other 4% T0530, T0531, T0532
Teacher Status T0025
Full-Time 97%
Part-Time 3%
Teacher Highest Degree HIDEGR
Associates Degree or No Degree 4%
Bachelot's Degree or Higher 96%
Salary (in thousands of dollars) 51.26 14.71 3.00-96.06 T0508
Years of Experience 13.58 9.24 1-42 TOTYREXP
Principal Support 12.82 2.89 4-16 'T0435, T0441, 'T0444, T0446
Teacher Cooperation 9.23 2.00 3-12 'T0442,'T0443, 'T0445
School Level (IN = 6,620)
School Setting URBANS12
Rural 29%
City 27%
Suburban 31%
Town 13%
School Level SCHLEVEL
Elementary School 65%
Secondary School 29%
Combined School 6%
School Type S0055
Regular School 93%
Alternative School 7%
Principal Race
White 80% A0322
Black 11% A0323
Hispanic 6% A0321
Other 3% A0324, A0325, A0326
Principal Highest Degree A0058
Bachelot's or Lower 1%
Mastet's 60%
Education Specialist 27%
Doctorate 12%
Principal Gender 50320
Male 50%
Female 50%
Principal Years of Experience 6.86 5.55 0-26 A0025
% Eligible for FRPL 48.23 29.02  0.00-100.00 S0273, S0274, S0039
% SoCs 43.50 32.29  0.00-100.00 S0046
Entollment 752.87  679.47 10-2,360 S0039, S0271

Notes: FRPL means free and reduced-price meals. SoCs means students of color.
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Data Analysis Approach

Since teachers were nested within schools, teacher responses could have become correlated
due to shared commonalities (Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002). To address the clustering effect,
multilevel modeling was used, with level 1 representing the teachers and level 2 representing the
schools. To account for schools nested within states, state fixed effects models were used to control
for any variability attributed to the state level (Huang, 2010).

R 3.3 (R Core Team, 2016) was used for all data management and analyses. A two-level
random intercepts model with state fixed effects was modeled using the Ime4 package (Bates et al.,
2016) with full maximum likelihood estimation. The outcome variable was the standardized teacher
satisfaction scale and the predictors were the school- and teacher-level variables including the
standardized teacher cooperation and standardized principal support scale. All continuous variables
in the model, including the outcome variable were standardized to allow the regression coefficients
to be interpreted as standardized regression coefficients for continuous predictors and as an effect
size measure for binary predictors. Comparisons between dummy coded variables such as
race/ethnicity groups can be interpreted using Cohen’s (1992) 4 with the commonly used effect size
interpretation guidelines (0.20 = small, 0.50 = moderate, and 0.80 = large).

For this study, three multilevel models were developed to answer the research questions in
addition to an unconditional or baseline model necessary to determine the amount of variability at
both the school- and teacher-level. Building the models over several stages allowed us to assess
improvements in model fit using a likelihood ratio test (LRT; where a statistically significant LRT
suggested better model fit compared to the prior model). The three models included predictors
related to:

1. The race/ethnicity model that compared ToCs and White teachers on their levels of

job satisfaction.

2. The principal support and teacher cooperation model that adjusted for school setting,
school level, school type, principal race, principal highest degree, principal gender,

principal years of experience, percent eligible for FRPL, percent SoCs, enrollment,

teacher gender, teacher race, teacher status, teacher highest degree, teacher salary,

teacher years of experience, principal support, and teacher cooperation.

3. The interaction model that accounted for the variables in the principal support and
teacher cooperation model but also included the interactions between teacher race
and principal support, and teacher race and teacher cooperation.

The basic level 1 and level 2 formulas can be expressed as:

Level 1 (teacher-level)
Yij = Boj + B1;TC;j + B2jPSupport;; + p3;TCooperation;; + 1;;

Level 2 (school-level)
ﬁOj = (ao + azAlaSkaZ + -+ 0(51DC51) + ]/OlsC] + )/OZPC] + qu

,31j = Y10 "'33]' =VY2j

where ¥;; represents the outcome measure of teacher 7in school j. TCis a vector of teacher
background characteristics, PSupport is principal support, TCooperation is teacher cooperation, and 77;
is the level 1 residual term. At the school level, SC'is a vector of school characteristics, PCis a
vector of principal characteristics, and U, ; are the random effects that capture group differences
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after controlling for school-level predictors. Instead of Y typically found in a standard two-level
random intercept model, a set of dummy coded state coefficients (Huang, 2016) were used to absorb
any variability at the state-level (where g represents the population average value of the outcome in
the reference state while the remaining alpha coefficients represent the difference between the
means of each state compared to the reference state).

Results
Variability of Teacher Job Satisfaction

The variance in teacher job satisfaction was partitioned into both school- and teacher-level
variance using a multilevel model. The intraclass correlation (ICC) from the unconditional or
baseline model was .30, demonstrating that approximately 30% of the variance in teacher job
satisfaction was between schools and 70% of the variance was within schools. This indicates that a
majority of the variance resulted from differences between teachers from the same school.

Teacher Job Satisfaction Based on Race/Ethnicity

In the race/ethnicity model or Model 1, job satisfaction was predicted using only the teacher
race/ethnicity variables entered at level 1 (see Table 2). Results indicated that race/ethnicity-based
differences in comparison with the White teacher reference group were not statistically significant.
When there were no covariates accounted for, these results indicated that ToCs appeared to be
equally satisfied when compared to White teachers, p>0.05.

Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation on Teacher Job Satisfaction

For Model 2, school- and teacher-level variables were added to Model 1 including principal
support and teacher cooperation, the variables of interest (see Table 2). At the school-level, teachers
employed by alternative schools reported higher job satisfaction than teachers employed in regular
schools (B=0.07, p<.01). Principals’ race and gender were also statistically significant predictors,
where teachers with Black principals had lower levels of job satisfaction compared with teachers
who had White principals (B=-0.10, p<.001), and teachers with female principals had lower job
satisfaction compared with teachers who had male principals (B=-0.03, p<.05). Principals with more
experience also predicted higher levels of teacher job satisfaction (B=0.02, p<.01). However, for
every one unit increase in the percent of SoCs, teacher job satisfaction decreased by 0.09 SDs
(»p<.001) and for every one unit increase in the percent eligible for FRPL, teacher satisfaction
decreased by 0.03 SDs (p<.001), holding all other variables in the model constant. With the addition
of these covariates, the standard errors from Model 1 decreased in Model 2, increasing the precision
of the estimates.

At the teacher-level, Black teachers reported lower job satisfaction (B=-0.05, p<.05)
compared to White teachers, although the Other category of teachers reported higher levels of
satisfaction (B=0.05, p<.01) compared to White teachers. In addition, teachers who worked part-
time reported higher levels of satisfaction compared with individuals who worked full-time (B=0.05,
P<.05). Salary, in thousands, was also a statistically significant predictor of job satisfaction. For every
thousand dollar increase in salary, job satisfaction increased by 0.03 SDs, holding all other variables
in the model constant (p<.001). When analyzing the variables of interest, principal support and
teacher cooperation had the largest effects in the model. Specifically, for every one unit increase in
principal support, teacher satisfaction increased by 0.57 SDs (p<.001) and for teacher cooperation,
job satisfaction increased by 0.20 SDs (»p<.001), holding all other variables in the model constant.
Since the continuous variables were standardized, the beta coefficients can be interpreted as effect
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sizes, suggesting that the addition of principal support and teacher cooperation to the model were
practically meaningful. This demonstrates that both principal support and teacher cooperation can
significantly increase job satisfaction for all teachers.

Teacher Cooperation and Principal Support Interactions on Job Satisfaction

The final model, Model 3, included all the variables that were run previously with the
addition of the interactions between principal support and race, and teacher cooperation and race.
The results, shown in Table 2, indicate that the variables in Model 2 that were statistically significant,
remained significant in Model 3 with the exception of teacher status, suggesting there is no
difference in job satisfaction between teachers employed part-time and teachers employed full-time
(»>.05). Enrollment became statistically significant in Model 3, where larger schools resulted in
higher levels of job satisfaction (B=0.02, p<0.05). Furthermore, there were statistically significant
interactions between teacher cooperation and teacher race for job satisfaction. Specifically, when
White individuals perceived less teacher cooperation, they reported lower levels of job satisfaction
compared with Hispanic teachers and Black teachers. However, when White teachers perceived
more colleague cooperation within their schools, they reported higher levels of job satisfaction
compared to both Black and Hispanic teachers as indicated by the statistically significant interaction
terms for Hispanic X teacher cooperation (B=-0.10, p<0.001, CI=-0.13 to -0.06) and Black X
teacher cooperation (B=-0.10, p<0.001, CI=-0.14 to -0.00).

Additionally, there was a statistically significant interaction for principal support and teacher
race. With low levels of principal support, Black and Hispanic teachers were the least satisfied
compared to White teachers. However, when there were high levels of principal support, Hispanic
and Black teachers were more satisfied when compared with White teachers as seen by the
statistically significant interaction terms for Hispanic X principal support (B=0.05, p<0.01, CI=0.01
to 0.09) and Black X principal support (B=0.06, p<0.01, CI=0.02 to 0.10). These results demonstrate
that when different races of teachers perceive similar degrees of principal support and colleague
cooperation, they may have varying levels of job satisfaction.
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Table 2
Multilevel Models Predicting Teacher Satisfaction (N = 30,670)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

Teacher Race

Black* -0.04 (0.03) -0.05 (0.02) * -0.05 (0.02) **

Hispanic* 0.04 (0.03) 0.03 (0.02) 0.03 (0.02)

Other*$ -0.03 (0.03) 0.05 (0.02) ** 0.06 (0.02) **
Teacher Gender

Female¢ 0.01 (0.01) 0.01 (0.01)
Teacher Highest Degree

Associates or No Degree® 0.01 (0.02) 0.01 (0.02)
Teacher Status

Part Time’ 0.05 (0.03) * 0.05 (0.03)
Salary 0.03 (0.01) *=* 0.03 (0.01) *x*
Teacher Total Years of Experience 0.01 (0.01) 0.01 (0.01)
Principal Support 0.57 (0.01) Hxk 0.57 (0.01) Hx*
Teacher Cooperation 0.20 (0.01) #* 0.22 (0.01) #**
Hispanic*Teacher Cooperation -0.10 (0.02)  **+*
Black* Teacher Cooperation -0.10 (0.02) ***
Other*: Teacher Cooperation 0.04 (0.02)
Hispanic* Principal Support 0.05 (0.02) **
Black#: Principal Support 0.06 (0.02) **
Other*: Principal Support -0.02 (0.02)
School Level

Secondary! 0.001 (0.02) 0.004 (0.02)

Combined! -0.01 (0.02) -0.01 (0.02)
School Setting

Rural? 0.01 (0.02) 0.02 (0.02)

Suburhb? 0.01 (0.02) 0.01 (0.02)

Town? -0.03 (0.02) -0.03 (0.02)
School Type

Alternative/Other School? 0.07 (0.02) ** 0.07 (0.02) **
Principal Race

Black* -0.10 (0.02)  #** -0.10 (0.02)  ***

Hispanic* -0.01 (0.03) -0.01 (0.03)

Other*$ -0.05 (0.03) -0.05 (0.03)
Principal Highest Degree

Bachelor’s Degree or Lower? 0.004 (0.05) 0.001 (0.05)

Education Specialist® -0.01 (0.01) -0.01 (0.01)

Doctorate? 0.0001 (0.02) 0.001 (0.02)
Principal Gender

Female® -0.03 (0.01) * -0.03 (0.01) *
Principal Total Years of Experience 0.02 (0.01) ** 0.02 (0.01) **
% SoCs -0.09 (0.01) #*** -0.09 (0.01) »**
% Eligible FRPL -0.03 (0.01) »*+* -0.03 (0.01) #**
Total Enrollment 0.02 (0.01) 0.02 (0.01) *

Notes: ¥p<.05, *¥p<.01, ***p<.001. 'Elementary is the reference group. ?City is the reference group. *Regular school is

the reference group. *White is the reference group. *Bachelor's degree is the reference group. ®Male is the reference
group. "Full time is the reference group. The Other category is comprised of individuals who identified as Asian, Pacific
Islander, or Native American. °Alternative schools are comprised of special program emphasis schools,

career/ technical/vocational schools, and alternative/other schools. Standard errors are shown in parenthesis. FRPL
means free and reduced priced meals. SoCs means students of color.
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Simple Slopes Analysis on the Final Model

After analyzing the three different models, we determined that Model 2 and Model 3 fit the
data well. To determine the best fitting model, a likelihood ratio test was used. The results were
statistically significant, suggesting that Model 3 with the interaction terms best fit the data, p<.001.
To better understand the moderation effects in Model 3, the interactions were probed using simple
slopes analysis as suggested by Hayes and Montoya (2017). First, the moderation effect between
teacher race and the perception of principal support on job satisfaction was tested. For only
Hispanic teachers, the interaction was statistically significant when there were low levels of perceived
principal support (i.e., less than -1.5 SDs). Specifically, Hispanic teachers had 0.07 lower levels of
satisfaction compared to White teachers. For only Black teachers, the interaction was significant
when there were low levels of principal support (i.e., principal support less than -1 SDs). Only when
compared to White teachers, Black individuals had 0.04 lower levels of satisfaction.

Second, the moderation effect between teacher cooperation and teacher race on job
satisfaction was tested. For only Hispanic teachers, the interaction was statistically significant when
there were high or low levels of perceived teacher cooperation (i.e., teacher cooperation less than 1
SDs and teacher cooperation greater than 0.50 SDs), but not when there were moderate levels of
teacher cooperation. When there were low levels of perceived teacher cooperation, only Hispanic
teachers had 0.06 higher degrees of job satisfaction compared with White teachers, although when
there were high levels of perceived teacher cooperation, only Hispanic teachers had 0.08 lower levels
of job satisfaction compared with White teachers. Similar to Hispanic teachers, for only Black
teachers, the interaction was statistically significant when there were high and low levels of teacher
cooperation (i.e., teacher cooperation less than 0.50 SDs and teacher cooperation greater than 1.5
SDs). Specifically, when there were low levels of teacher cooperation, only Black teachers reported
0.10 higher levels of job satisfaction compared to White teachers, but when there were high levels of
teacher cooperation, only Black teachers had 0.09 lower job satisfaction compared to White
teachers.
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Figure 1: Interaction between principal support and teacher race on job satisfaction
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Figure 2: Interaction between teacher cooperation and teacher race on job satisfaction
Discussion

The goal of the present study was to identify whether principal support and teacher
cooperation were significant predictors of teacher job satisfaction and whether there was a
significant moderation effect between these two variables of interest and teacher race on job
satisfaction. The research questions were examined using a series of multilevel models with random
intercepts and state fixed effects where teachers were nested within schools. A total of three
different models were executed, utilizing different variables and analyzing different interactions.
Since a nationally representative dataset was used with the appropriate survey weights, the results are
generalizable to PreK-12 public school teachers across the United States.

Teacher Race and Job Satisfaction

To address the first research question, teacher race was regressed onto teacher job
satisfaction in Model 1 (see Table 2). When covariates were not in the model, there were no
differences between ToCs and White teachers in terms of job satisfaction. This demonstrates the
importance of the additional variables accounted for in Model 2 and Model 3 as they influence the
relationship between teacher race and job satisfaction.

Principal Support and Colleague Cooperation and Job Satisfaction

To answer research question 2, teacher- and school-level covariates were added in Model 2
(i.e., school level, school setting, school type, principal’s race, principal’s highest degree, principal’s
gender, principal’s total years of experience, percentage SoCs with in the school, percentage eligible
for FRPL, total school enrollment, teacher’s race, teacher’s gender, teacher’s highest degree,
teacher’s status, teacher’s salary, and total years of experience as a teacher) in addition to principal
support and teacher cooperation, the variables of interest (see Table 2).
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Findings regarding the demographic variables appear to align with the literature. Teachers in
alternative schools (i.e. special program emphasis schools, cateer/technical/vocational schools, and
alternative/other schools) were more satisfied than teachers in regular schools. However, this
variable should be interpreted with caution due to how alternative schools were operationalized. In
studies analyzing different types of alternative schools, teachers were less satisfied due to longer
work hours, less job security, and smaller salaries compared to similar teachers employed by regular
public schools (Free, 2017; Gross & DeArmond, 2010; Redding & Henry, 2018; Redding & Smith,
2016; Stuit & Smith, 2012), although it should be noted that Lange (1998) found different results
where teachers reported higher levels of autonomy or freedom within the school resulting in
increased satisfaction (Lange, 1998).

For the principal’s characteristics at the school-level, teachers reported lower levels of job
satisfaction when their principal was Black as compared with White and when their principal was a
female versus a male. Multiple studies have suggested that when there is race or gender congruence
between teachers and principals, job satisfaction increases (Grissom, 2011; Grissom & Keiser, 2011;
Grissom et al., 2012). Based on the demographic characteristics within this study, a majority of
principals (80%) and teachers (83%) were White, compared to Black principals (11%) and teachers
(6%). Based on these percentages for race, it is probable that there were many schools where
teacher-principal race congruence did not occut, justifying why teachers reported lower levels of job
satisfaction when in a school with a Black principal. This same argument could be applied to gender
as 23% of teachers were male and 77% of teachers were female compared to 50% of principals
being either male or female. Based on these lopsided percentages, it is possible that there were
schools where teacher-principal gender congruence did not occur, perhaps explaining why teachers
were less satisfied with female principals.

The percentage of SoCs and percentage of students eligible for FRPL were also significant
predictors of teacher job satisfaction. This result was not unexpected as schools with higher
percentages of SoCs often report higher percentages of students with FRPL (Perie & Baker, 1997).
Commonly associated with socioeconomic status, school rates of FRPL have strong links to teacher
satisfaction, where schools with higher rates of FRPL reported less satisfied teachers compared to
more affluent schools (Kelly, 2004; Stockard & Lehman, 2004). Our findings have replicated the
results in the literature, suggesting that the percentage of SoCs and percentage of FRPL are
statistically significant predictors of job satisfaction.

At the teacher-level, teacher’s salary and teachet’s race were significant predictors of job
satisfaction. Salary was predictive of job satisfaction, as most teachers believe they are underpaid
(Feistritzer, 19806; Klassen & Anderson, 2009). This finding also aligned with Albert and Levine’s
(1988) study that reported a link between salary and occupational prestige. For teacher race, after
controlling for both teacher- and school-level characteristics, Black teachers were less satisfied and
the Other category, composed of Asians, Pacific Islanders, and Native Americans, were more
satisfied, as compared with White teachers. These results appear to conflict with Banks (1987), who
found that Black teachers reported higher levels of job satisfaction as compared with White teachers,
although Albert and Levine’s (1988) results do align with Culver et al. (1990) who found that White
teachers exhibited higher levels of job satisfaction compared to Black teachers. A meta-analysis
examining studies analyzing Black-White mean differences on job satisfaction provided little clarity,
but concluded that job satisfaction is strongly influenced by context (Koh, Shen, & Lee, 2016). In
addition to teacher, principal, and school demographic characteristics, two important variables that
influence school climate or the context within a school are principal support and teacher
cooperation.



Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation 19

Teachers’ perceptions of principal support had the largest effect size in Model 2 at 0.57,
while teacher’s perceptions of teacher cooperation had the second largest effect size in the model at
0.20 (see Table 2). According to Cohen’s (1992) standards, these are medium and small effect sizes
respectively. When compared with other effect sizes within Model 2, principal support and colleague
cooperation were very strongly and positively associated with teacher job satisfaction for all teachers,
suggesting these variables are significant and practically meaningful.

As suggested by the literature, perceptions of principal support have been consistently
associated with teacher job satisfaction (Brown & Wynn, 2009; Griftith, 2004; Grissom, 2011; Moir,
2009; Petzko, 2004). As the school leader, the principal has influence over school climate and can
create environments that foster recognition and provide support (Petzko, 2004; Richards, 2005).
This study’s results suggest that principal support could be a malleable protective factor that
increases job satisfaction potentially reducing teacher burnout and turnover. In addition, perceived
teacher cooperation within a school is also an important predictor of job satisfaction. As commonly
observed in education, collaboration and cooperation is necessary to develop innovative ideas,
increase self-efficacy, and increase job satisfaction, potentially resulting in reduced turnover
(Decuyper et al., 2010; Vangrieken et al., 2015; Woods & Weasmer, 2004).

Although principal support and teacher cooperation are conceptually distinct measures, they
are both positively associated with school climate and have been found to be malleable protective
factors for job satisfaction and turnover (Decuyper et al., 2010; Ladd, 2011; Skaalvik & Skaalvik,
2011). As malleable protective factors they have the ability to buffer teachers from factors that
decrease job satisfaction. Since schools employ a diverse range of teachers and principals, these
findings suggest that principal support and teacher cooperation should be addressed when
attempting to improve the school climate for all teachers.

Principal Support, Colleague Cooperation, and Teacher Race Interactions

To answer research question 3, the moderation effects between perceived principal support
and teacher race, and perceived colleague support and teacher race on job satisfaction were
investigated in Model 3 (see Table 2). Results demonstrated statistically significant interaction effects
between teacher cooperation and teacher race, and principal support and teacher race, p<0.05 (see
Figure 1 and Figure 2). This suggests that principal support and teacher cooperation were positively
associated with job satisfaction, indicating that principal support and teacher cooperation are
positive factors for all teachers, regardless of race. On average, teachers with more positive
perceptions of their school climate had higher degrees of job satisfaction. This aligns with findings
in the literature as strong levels of principal support and teacher cooperation have been found to be
predictive of satisfaction (Brown & Wynn, 2009; Durksen et al., 2017; Griffith, 2004; Grissom, 2011;
Leithwood et al., 1998; Moir, 2009; Petzko, 2004; Vangrieken et al., 2015).

However, the association between principal support and job satisfaction differed slightly
based on teacher race. Although the relationship was positive, the association for principal support
on job satisfaction was marginally weaker for White teachers, evidenced by the slightly flatter slope
when compared to Black and Hispanic teachers (see Figure 1). This variability may affirm that there
are differences between White teachers and ToCs such as salary levels, years of experience, or degree
levels (Albert & Levine, 1988; Lui & Ramsey, 2008) that could have influenced satisfaction levels.

The relationship between teacher cooperation and job satisfaction also contrasted slightly
based on teacher race. Although all relationships were positive, the association for teacher
cooperation on job satisfaction was considerably stronger for White teachers, illustrated by the much
steeper slope when compared to Black and Hispanic teachers (see Figure 2). This variability may
reflect differences between White individuals on multiple teacher-level variables (Albert & Levine,
1988; Lui & Ramsey, 2008). These results may also support Johnson’s (2003) study that concluded
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team-based cooperation between White teachers and ToCs may result in silent dissent or debate that
encourages White norms and practices. Although teacher cooperation is still associated with positive
job satisfaction for all teachers, Johnson’s (2003) work may help explain why the slopes for Black
and Hispanic teachers were flatter when compared with White individuals. Overall, our findings
support the need to continue investigating variables related to school climate, such as principal
support and teacher collaboration, as these variables may act as protective factors for job satisfaction
resulting in possible reduced turnover.

Limitations

Although there are many benefits to using a nationally representative data such as the SASS,
there are limitations that accompany the use of secondary datasets. Since this was correlational data,
it is not possible to establish causal results. Second, the teacher satisfaction scale, teacher
cooperation scale, and principal support scale were based on self-reported perceptions from
teachers. Often self-report scales are criticized for lacking objectivity, although, research has
demonstrated that self-report scales may be beneficial for assessing theoretical constructs such as
attitudes, beliefs, perceptions, or emotions, as was done in this study (Haeffel & Howard, 2010).
Additionally, although this was a nationally representative dataset, these findings can only be
generalized to the 2011-2012 school year.

Implications for Policy

Due to the positive association of principal support and teacher cooperation on job
satisfaction, it is important that school principals and administrators explore strategies that promote
favorable school climates for teachers, as Kirkland, Villavicencio, and Fergus (2016) argued that
recent educational policy has been “anemic” (p. 2) regarding systematic changes that would benefit
teachers. The findings presented in this study indicate that perceived principal support and perceived
teacher cooperation should warrant the attention of school principals, administrators, and policy
makers to develop and implement solutions that foster healthy principal-teacher relationships and
teacher-teacher relationships as these relationships are crucial for maintaining or increasing job
satisfaction and possibly reducing teacher turnover. This has educational policy implications as 4.35
billion federal dollars have been spent specifically to increase the recruitment and retention of
maintaining effective teachers and principals (Shelton, 2011).

As leaders within the school, principals have the unique ability to create inclusive and
effective school climates (Richards, 2005). Principals can accomplish this goal by supporting their
teachers by being competent leaders. This entails recognizing the strengths and weaknesses of
faculty and staff, knowing how to make data driven decisions, and by being open to learning new
techniques and skills (Spiro, 2013). However, principals are rarely trained on strategies necessary to
increase their leadership capabilities (Garrison-Wade, Sobel, & Fulmer, 2007). This finding is
surprising as policymakers in 2010 declared principal leadership as one of the most crucial issues
facing public schools (The Wallace Foundation, 2013). In 2008, the Interstate School Leaders
Licensure Consortium standards updated the requirements for principal licensure and on-the-job
training and Race to the Top, a federal effort, emphasized the need and importance of effective
principals within schools (The Wallace Foundation, 2013).

Based on the results from the current study, there is still a need for educational policy
makers to recognize the links between school leadership, teacher satisfaction, and teacher retention.
One solution that educational policy makers could prioritize is designating resources to accelerate
the recruitment of teachers who have demonstrated the capacity, ability, interest, and cultural
competence to become a principal. To strengthen this recruitment pipeline, the Coalition for
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Teaching Quality has recommended that policy makers continue investing in high quality teacher
training programs that also aim to diversify the workplace (Coalition for Teaching Quality, 2015). By
bolstering the recruitment pipeline and leadership training programs for qualified individuals
interested in becoming a principal, policy makers can directly influence the leadership ability of
principals, which the current study has shown to be potentially beneficial for increasing teacher job
satisfaction.

One topic that should be emphasized in educational policy targeted for principal leadership
development are strategies on how to successfully implement professional learning communities
(PLCs) into their schools (Bush, 2018). When PLCs are implemented and supported by school
leadership, the culture within the school can change to create an environment that is more
conducive to collaboration, mutual goals, and increased understanding (Bush, 2018; Hausman &
Goldring, 2000, Little, 1982; Louis, Marks, & Kruse, 1996). Bryk and Driscoll (1988) supported this
finding as communally organized schools have reported higher levels of teacher satisfaction and
morale.

The results from the current study, specifically that White teachers appear to value
cooperation more than ToCs, could inform educational policy makers on how PLCs could be
successfully implemented in schools. According to Merritt (2017), due to distinct differences
between schools at the state-level, school districts in particular have started incorporating team-
building time into the school day, often through PLCs. Recently policy makers at the district-level
have recognized the necessity of PLCs and teachers have been given the opportunity to collaborate
with colleagues who teach the same grade-level or subject. This has allowed teachers to collectively
make decisions about students and instruction (Merritt, 2017). Although educational policy focused
on increasing teacher cooperation has been effective, policy initiatives could be taken further by
providing resources or programming on strategies aimed at developing effective collaborative skills.
This is important because as Johnson (2003) noted, the key to implementing these professional
communities is to promote inclusiveness, where all teachers, regardless of race are asked to
contribute and are not excluded due to different perspectives.

Given the positive influences of principal support and teacher cooperation on teacher job
satisfaction, principals, administrators, and policy makers should consider implementing educational
policies aimed at strengthening the pipeline for recruiting qualified candidates for administrative
positions. By increasing the recruitment of quality candidates and providing access to leadership
training programs, policy makers can help develop a pipeline of future leaders who will continue
supporting teachers (Coalition for Teaching Quality, 2015). In addition to changing educational
policy regarding how principals are recruited and trained, policy makers can continue supporting the
development of PLCs, particularly by increasing programming to strengthen collaboration skills with
individuals who may have different ideas, beliefs, or contributions (Bush, 2018). Possible future
policy initiatives should aim to determine whether principals differentially give out support and
encouragement or whether they treat teachers equally, but teachers perceive those efforts differently.

References

Albert, D., & Levine, D. U. (1988). Teacher satisfaction. Peabody Journal of Education, 65(3), 47-58.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01619568809538612

Ballou, D., & Podgursky, M. (1995). Rural schools — fewer highly trained teachers and special
programs, but better learning environment, Rural Development and Perspectives, (10)3, 6-16.

Banks, J. A. (1987). Ethnicity, class, and cognitive styles: Research and teaching implications. Paper presented at
the annual meeting of the American Educational Research Association, Washington, DC.


https://doi.org/10.1080/01619568809538612

Education Policy Analysis Archives V'ol. 27 No. 11 22

Bates, D., Maechler, M., Bolker, B., Walker, S., Christensen, R., Singmann, H., ... Green, P. (2016).
Ime4: Linear Mixed-Effects Models using ‘Eigen’ and S4. R package version 1.1-12.

Bickmore, S. T. (2013). Collaborative co-mentoring for the novice and the experienced English
teacher. The English Journal, 102(3), 49-57.

Bogler, R. (2001). The influence of leadership style on teacher job satisfaction. Educational
Administration Quarterly, 37, 662-683. https://doi.org/10.1177/00131610121969460

Borman, G., & Dowling, M. (2008). Teacher attrition and retention: A meta-analytic and narrative
review of the research. Review of Educational Research, 78(3), 367-409.
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654308321455

Brown, K. M., & Wynn, S. R. (2009). Finding, supporting, and keeping: The role of the principal in
teacher retention issues. Leadership and Policy in Schools, 8(1), 27-63.
https://doi.org/10.1080/15700760701817371

Bryk, A., & Driscoll, M. (1988). The school as community. Theoretical foundations, contextual influences, and
consequences for students and teachers. Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin, National Center on
Effective Secondary Schools.

Bush, T. (2018). Professional learning communities and school leadership. Educational Management
Administration & Leadership, 46(5), T11-712. https://doi.org/10.1177/1741143218782316

Carver-Thomas, D. (2018). Diversifying the teaching profession: How to recruit and retain teachers of color. Palo
Alto, CA: Learning Policy Institute.

Clotfelter, C., Ladd, H. F., Vigdor, J., & Wheeler, J. (20006). High poverty schools and the distribution of
teachers and principals. Durham, NC: Terry Sanford Institute of Public Policy, Duke University.

Coalition for Teaching Quality. (2015). Building a strong and diverse teacher and principal
recruitment pipeline. Retrieved from http://coalitionforteachingquality.org/images/upload/
201606 _Recruitment.pdf

Cohen, J. (1992). A power primer. Psychological Bulletin, 112, 155-159.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155

Cohen-Vogel, L., & Smith, T. M. (2007). Qualifications and assignments of alternatively certified
teachers: testing core assumptions. American Educational Research Journal, 44(3), 732-753.
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831207306752

Cox, S., Parmer, R., Strizek, G., & Thomas, T. (2016). Documentation for the 2011—12 Schools and Staffing
Survey (NCES 2016-817). U.S. Department of Education. Washington, DC: National Center
for Education Statistics. Rettieved from http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch

Culver, S. M., Wolfle, L. M., & Cross, L. H. (1990). Testing a model of teacher satisfaction for
Blacks and Whites. Awmerican Educational Research Journal, 27(2), 323-349.
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312027002323

Darling-Hammond, L. (1995). Policy for restructuring. In A. Lieberman (Ed.), The work of restructuring
schools: Building from the ground up (pp. 157-175). New York, NY: Teachers College Press.

Decuyper, S., Dochy, F., & Van den Bossche, P. (2010). Grasping the dynamic complexity of team
learning: An integrative model for effective team learning in organisations. Educational
Research Review, 5(2), 111-133. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/j.edurev.2010.02.002

Dee, T. S. (2004). Teachers, race, and student achievement in a randomized experiment. Review of
Economics and Statisties, §6(1), 195-210. https://doi.org/10.1162/003465304323023750

Dee, T. S. (2005). A teacher like me: Does race, ethnicity, or gender matter? Awmerican Economic
Review, 95(2), 158-165. https://doi.org/10.1257/000282805774670446

Dilworth, M. E., Coleman, M. J. (2014). Time for a change: Diversity in teaching revisited. Washington, DC:
National Education Association Report.

Durksen, T., Klassen, R. M., & Daniels, L. (2017). Motivation and collaboration: The keys to a


https://doi.org/10.1177/00131610121969460
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654308321455
https://doi.org/10.1080/15700760701817371
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1741143218782316
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.112.1.155
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831207306752
http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312027002323
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.edurev.2010.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1162/003465304323023750
https://doi.org/10.1257/000282805774670446

Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation 23

developmental framework for teachers’ professional learning. Teaching and Teacher Education,
67, 53-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.05.011

Egalite, A. J., Kisida, B., & Winters, M. A. (2015). Representation in the classroom: The effect of
own-race teachers on student achievement. Economics of Education Review, 45, 44-52.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econedurev.2015.01.007

Fairchild, S., Tobias, R., Corcoran, S., Djukic, M., Kovner, C., & Noguera, P. (2012). White and
Black teachers’ job satisfaction: Does relational demography matter? Urban Education, 47(1),
170-197. https://doi.org/10.1177/0042085911429582

Feistritzer, B. (19806). Teacher crisis: Myth or reality, a state-by-state analysis. Washington, DC: National
Center for Educational Information.

Ferguson, K., Frost, L., & Hall, D. (2012). Predicting teacher anxiety, depression, and job
satistaction. Journal of Teaching and Learning, 8(1), 27-42.
https://doi.org/10.22329 /jtl.v8i1.2896

Free, J. L. (2017). Is it our job to teach them to read or act appropriately?: Teachers’ and staff’s
perceptions of an alternative school. Sociological Inquiry, 8§7(3), 501-523.
https://doi.org/10.1111/s0in.12160

Garrison-Wade, D., Sobel, D., & Fulmer, C. L. (2007). Inclusive leadership: Preparing principals for
the role that awaits them. Educational 1 eadership and Administration, 19, 148-149.

Goldring, R., Taie, S., & Riddles, M. (2014). Teacher attrition and mobility: Results from the 2012—13 teacher
SJollow-up survey (NCES 20714-077). Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics.

Gritfith, J. (2004). Relation of principal transformational leadership to school staff job satisfaction,
staff turnover, and school performance. Journal of Educational Administration, 42(3), 333—-350.
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578230410534667

Grissom, J. A. (2011). Can good principals keep teachers in disadvantaged schools? Linking principal
effectiveness to teacher satisfaction and turnover in hard-to-staff environments. Teachers
College Record, 113(11), 2552-2585.

Grissom, J. A., & Keiser, L. R. (2011). A supervisor like me: Race, representation, and the
satisfaction and turnover decisions of public sector employees. Journal of Policy Analysis and
Management, 30(3), 557-580. https://doi.org/10.1002/pam.20579

Grissom, J. A., Nicholson-Crotty, J., & Keiser, L. R. (2012). Does my boss’s gender matter?
Explaining job satisfaction and employee turnover in the public sector. Journal of Public
Administration Research and Theory, 22(4), 649—673. https://doi.org/10.1093 /jopart/mus004

Grissom, J. A., & Redding, C. (2016). Discretion and disproportionality: Explaining the
underrepresentation of high achieving students of color in gifted programs. AERA Opern,
2(1), 1-25. https://doi.org/10.1177/2332858415622175

Gross, B., & DeArmond, M. (2010). How do charter schools compete for teachers? A local
perspective. Journal of School Choice, 4(3), 254-277.
https://doi.org/10.1080/15582159.2010.504104

Guin, K. (2004). Chronic teacher turnover in urban elementary schools. Educational Evaluation and
Policy Analysis, 12(42), 1-25

Haeffel, G. J., & Howard, G. S. (2010). Self-report: Psychology’s four-letter word. The American
Journal of Psychology, 123(2), 181-188. https://doi.org/10.5406/ametjpsyc.123.2.0181

Hahs-Vaughn, D. L. (2005). A primer for using and understanding weights with national datasets.
The Journal of Experimental Education, 73(3), 221-248.
https://doi.org/10.3200/JEXE.73.3.221-248

Hausman, C., & Goldring, E. B. (2000). School community in different magnet program structures.
School Effectiveness and School Improvement, 11, 80-102.

Hayes, A. F., & Montoya, A. K. (2017). A tutorial on testing, visualizing, and probing an


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econedurev.2015.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0042085911429582
https://doi.org/10.22329/jtl.v8i1.2896
https://doi.org/10.1111/soin.12160
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578230410534667
https://doi.org/10.1002/pam.20579
https://doi.org/10.1093/jopart/mus004
https://doi.org/10.1177/2332858415622175
https://doi.org/10.1080/15582159.2010.504104
https://doi.org/10.5406/amerjpsyc.123.2.0181
https://doi.org/10.3200/JEXE.73.3.221-248

Education Policy Analysis Archives V'ol. 27 No. 11 24

interaction involving a multicategorical variable in linear regression analysis. Communication
Methods and Measures, 11(1), 1-30. https://doi.org/10.1080/19312458.2016.1271116

Henke, R. R., Choy, S. P., Geis, S., & Broughman, S. P. (1996). Schools and staffing in the United States:
A statistical profile, 1993-1994. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

Heyns, B. (1998). Educational defectors: A first look at teacher attrition in the NLS-72. Educational
Researcher, 17, 24-32. https://doi.org/10.3102/0013189X017003024

Huang, F. L. (2016). Alternatives to multilevel modeling for the analysis of clustered data. The Journal
of Excperimental Education, 84(1), 175-196. https://doi.org/10.1080/00220973.2014.952397

Ingersoll, R. M. (2001). Teacher turnover and teacher shortages: An organizational analysis. Awmerican
Educational Research Journal, 38(3), 499-534. https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312038003499

Ingersoll, R. M., & May, H. (2011). The minority teacher shortage: Fact or fable? The Phi Delta
Kappan, 93(1), 62-65. https://doi.org/10.1177/003172171109300111

Johnson, B. (2003). Teacher collaboration: Good for some, not so good for others. Educational
Studies, 29(4), 337-350. https://doi.org/10.1080/0305569032000159651

Johnson, S. M. (2000). The workplace matters: Teacher quality, retention, and effectiveness. Washington, DC:
National Education Association Research Department.

Johnson, S. M., Kraft, M. A., & Papay, J. P. (2012). How context matters in high-need schools: The
effects of teachers’ working conditions on their professional satisfaction and their students’
achievement. Teachers College Record, 114(10), 1-39.

Kearney, J. (2008). Factors affecting satisfaction and retention of African American and European
American teachers in an urban school district: Implications for building and maintaining
teachers employed in school districts across the nation. Education and Urban Society, 40, 613-
627. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013124508316047

Kelly, S. (2004). An event history analysis of teacher attrition: Salary, teacher tracking, and socially
disadvantaged schools. Journal of Experimental Edncation, 72(3), 195-220.
https://doi.org/10.3200/JEXE.72.3.195-220

KewelRamani, A., Gilbertson, L., Fox, M., & Provasnik, S. (2007). Status and trends in the education of
racial and ethnic minorities INCES 2007-039). Washington, DC: National Center for Education
Statistics, Institute of Educational Sciences, U.S. Department of Education.

King, S. H. (1993). The limited presence of African-American teachers. Review of Educational Research,
63(2), 115-149. https://doi.org/10.3102/00346543063002115

Kirby, S. N., Berends, M., & Naftel, S. (1999). Supply and demand of minority teachers in Texas:
Problems and prospects. Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis, 21(1), 47-60.
https://doi.org/10.3102/01623737021001047

Kirkland, D.E., Villavicencio, A., & Fergus, E. A. (2016). How can we improve school climate and discipline
practices? New York, NY: NYU Steinhardt Education Solutions Initiative.

Klassen, R. M., & Anderson, J. C. (2009). How times change: Secondary teachers’ job satisfaction
and dissatisfaction in 1962 and 2007. British Educational Research Jonrnal, 35(5), 745-759.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01411920802688721

Klassen, R. M., & Chiu, M. M. (2010). Effects on teachers’ self-efficacy and job satisfaction: Teacher
gender, years of experience, and job stress. Journal of Educational Psychology, 201(3), 741-756.
https://doi.org/10.1037 /20019237

Koh, C. W., Winny, S., & Lee, T. (2016). Black-White mean differences in job satisfaction: A meta-
analysis. Journal of Vocational Behavior, 94, 131-143. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/.jvb.2016.02.009

Ladd, H. F. (2011). Teachers’ perceptions of their working conditions: How predictive of planned
and actual teacher movement? Educational Evalnation and Policy Analysis, 33(2), 235-261.
https://doi.org/10.3102/0162373711398128


https://doi.org/10.1080/19312458.2016.1271116
https://doi.org/10.3102/0013189X017003024
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220973.2014.952397
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312038003499
https://doi.org/10.1177/003172171109300111
https://doi.org/10.1080/0305569032000159651
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013124508316047
https://doi.org/10.3200/JEXE.72.3.195-220
https://doi.org/10.3102/00346543063002115
https://doi.org/10.3102/01623737021001047
https://doi.org/10.1080/01411920802688721
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0019237
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2016.02.009
https://doi.org/10.3102/0162373711398128

Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation 25

Lange, C. M. (1998). Characteristics of alternative schools and programs serving at-risk students.
High School Journal, 81(4), 183-199.

Leithwood, K., Leonard, L., & Sharratt, I.. (1998). Conditions fostering organizational learning in
schools. Educational Administration Quarterly, 34, 243-276.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X98034002005

Lindsay, C. A., & Hart, C. M. D. (2017). Exposure to same-race teachers and student disciplinary
outcomes for Black students in North Carolina. Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis,
39(3), 1-26. https://doi.org/10.3102/0162373717693109

Little, J. W. (1982). Norms of collegiality and experimentation: Workplace conditions of school
success. American Educational Research Journal, 19, 325-340.
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312019003325

Louis, K., Leithwood, K., Wahlstrom, L., & Anderson, S. E. (2010). Learning from leadership:
Investigating the links to improved student learning. Final report of research to the Wallace Foundation.
Minneapolis, MN, Toronto, Ontario: University of Minnesota, University of Toronto.

Louis, K. S., Marks, H., & Kruse, S. (1996). Teachers’ professional community in restructuring
schools. American Educational Research Journal, 33, 757-798.
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312033004757

Luciano, L., & Hooks, K. (2017). Teachers of color: Student diversity is up but not educators.

Retrieved from: http://www.abc10.com/news/local/sacramento/sacramento-needs-
more-teachers-of-color/411219019

Lui, X. S., & Ramsey, J. (2008). Teachers’ job satisfaction: Analyses of the Teacher Follow-Up
Survey in the United States for 2000-2001. Teaching and Teacher Education, 24, 1173-1184.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].tate.2006.11.010

Madiha, S. (2011). Barriers to teacher collegiality. Academic 1 eadership, 9(4), 1-4.

Mahmood, A., Nudrat, S., Asdaque, M. M., Nawaz, A., & Haider, N. (2011). Job satisfaction of
secondary school teachers: A comparative analysis of gender, urban and rural schools. Asian
Social Science, 7(8), 203-208. https://doi.org/10.5539 /ass.v7n8p203

Master, B., Sun, M., & Loeb, S. (2018). Teacher workforce developments: Recent changes in
academic competitiveness and job satisfaction of new teachers. Education, Finance, and Policy,
13(3), 310-332. https://doi.org/10.1162/edfp_a_00215

McNeish, D. (2017). Thanks coefficient alpha, we’ll take it from here. Psychological Methods. Advanced
online publication. https://doi.org/10.1037/met0000144

Meier, K. J. (1993). Latinos and representative bureaucracy: Testing the Thompson and Henderson
hypotheses. Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 3(4), 393-414.

Merritt, E. G. (2017). Time for teacher learning, planning critical for school reform. Retrieved from
http:/ /www.kappanonline.org/time-teacher-learning-planning-critical-school-reform/

Meyers, C. V., & Hitt, D. H. (2017). School turnaround principals: What does initial research
literature suggest they are doing to be successtul? Journal of Education for Students Placed at Risk,
22(1), 38-56. https://doi.org/10.1080/10824669.2016.1242070

Moir, E. (2009). Accelerating teacher effectiveness. Lessons learned from two decades of new
teacher induction. Phi Delta Kappan, 91(2), 14-21.
https://doi.org/10.1177/003172170909100204

Muller, S. M., Gorrow, T. R., & Fiala, K. A. (2011). Considering protective factors as a tool for
teacher resilience. Education, 131(3), 545-555.

National Center for Education Statistics. (2005). Percentage distribution of school teachers by
race/ethnicity, percentage minority, school type, and selected school characteristics: 2003—
04. Retrieved from https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/sass/tables/sass_2004_18.asp

National Center for Education Statistics. (2017). The condition of education: Racial/ethnic


https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X98034002005
https://doi.org/10.3102/0162373717693109
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312019003325
https://doi.org/10.3102/00028312033004757
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2006.11.010
https://doi.org/10.5539/ass.v7n8p203
https://doi.org/10.1162/edfp_a_00215
https://doi.org/10.1037/met0000144
http://www.kappanonline.org/time-teacher-learning-planning-critical-school-reform/
https://doi.org/10.1080/10824669.2016.1242070
https://doi.org/10.1177/003172170909100204
https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/sass/tables/sass_2004_18.asp

Education Policy Analysis Archives V'ol. 27 No. 11 26

enrollment in public schools. Rettieved from https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator
cge.asp

National Center for Education Statistics. (2018). Characteristics of public school teachers. Retrieved

from https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator_clr.asp

National Commission on Teaching and America’s Future. (2012). The high cost of teacher turnover.
Washington, DC: Author.

Newman, F., Smith, B., Allensworth, E., & Bryk, A. S. (2001). Schoo! instructional program coberence:
Benefits and challenges. Chicago, 11.: Consortium on Chicago School Research.

Perie, M., & Baker, D. P. (1997). Job satisfaction among America’s teachers: Effects of workplace conditions,
background characteristics, and teacher compensation (Statistical Analysis Report No. NCES-97-471).
Washington, DC: National Center for Educational Statistics.

Petzko, V. N. (2004). Findings and implications of the NASSP national study of leadership in middle
level schools (volumes I and II): Teachers in middle level schools. NASSP Bulletin, §5(638),
69-88. https://doi.org/10.1177/019263650408863806

Pitts, D. W. (2007). Representative bureaucracy, ethnicity, and public schools: Examining the link
between representation and performance. Administration & Society, 39(4), 497-520.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0095399707303129

R Core Team. (2016). R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. URL http://www.R-project.org/

Raudenbush, S. W., & Bryk, A. S. (2002). Hzerarchical linear models: Applications and data analysis methods.
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Redding, C., & Henry, G. T. (2018). Leaving school eatly: An examination of novice teachers’
within-and end-of-year turnover. American Educational Research Jonrnal. Advance online
publication. https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831218790542

Redding, C., & Smith, T. M. (2016). Easy in, easy out: Are alternatively certified teachers turning
over at increased rates? American Educational Research Journal, 53(4), 1086-1125.
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831216653206

Reilly, E., Dhingra, K., & Boduszek, D. (2014). Teachers’ self-efficacy beliefs, self-esteem, and job
stress as determinants of job satisfaction. International Journal of Educational Management, 28,
365-378. https://doi.org/10.1108/IJEM-04-2013-0053

Renzulli, ., MacPherson, H., & Beattie, 1. (2007). Are charter schools satisfying? The effects of racial
composition and school type of teacher satisfaction. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the
American Sociological Association, New York, NY. Retrieved from
http://www.allacademic.com/meta/p182879_index.html

Richards, J. (2005). Principal behaviors that encourage teachers: Perceptions of teachers at three different stages.
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Education Research Association,
Montreal, Canada.

Roberson, S., & Roberson, R. (2009). The role and practice of the principal in developing novice
tirst-year teachers. Clearing House: A Journal of Educational Strategies, Issues and Ideas, 82(3), 113-
118. https://doi.org/10.3200/TCHS.82.3.113-118

Sass, D., Seal, A., & Martin, N. (2011). Predicting teacher retention using stress and support
variables. Journal of Educational Administration, 49(2), 200-215.
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578231111116734

Shen, J., Leslie, J. M., Spybrook, J. K., & Xin, M. (2012). Are principal background and school
processes related to teacher job satisfaction? A multilevel study using schools and staffing
survey 2003-2004. American Educational Research Journal, 49(2), 200-230.
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831211419949


https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator_clr.asp
https://doi.org/10.1177/019263650408863806
https://doi.org/10.1177/0095399707303129
http://www.r-project.org/
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831218790542
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831216653206
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJEM-04-2013-0053
https://doi.org/10.3200/TCHS.82.3.113-118
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578231111116734
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831211419949

Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation 27

Shelton, S. (2011). Strong leaders strong schools: 2010 school leadership laws. Washington, DC: National
Conference of State Legislature.

Skaalvik, E. M., & Skaalvik, S. (2011). Teacher job satisfaction and motivation to leave the teaching
profession: Relations with school context, feeling of belonging, and emotional exhaustion.
Teaching and Teacher Education, 27, 1029-1038. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2011.04.001

Spiro, J. D. (2013). Effective principals in action. The Phi Delta Kappan, 94(8), 27-31.
https://doi.org/10.1177/003172171309400807

Stockard, J., & Lehman, M. B. (2004). Influences of the satisfaction and retention of 1* year
teachers: The importance of effective school management. Educational Administration
Quarterly, 40, 742-771. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X04268844

Stuit, D. A., & Smith T. M. (2012). Explaining the gap in charter and traditional public school
teacher turnover rates. Economics of Education Review, 31(2), 269-279.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econedurev.2011.09.007

The Wallace Foundation. (2013). The school principal as a leader: Guiding schools to better teaching
and learning. Retrieved from: https://www.wallacefoundation.org/knowledge-
center/Documents/The-School-Principal-as-Leader-Guiding-Schools-to-Better-Teaching-
and-Learning-2nd-Ed.pdf

Thompson, B., & Daniel, L. G. (1996). Factor analytic evidence for the construct validity of
scores: A historical overview and some guidelines. Educational and Psychological Measurement,
56(2), 197 - 208. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013164496056002001

Trottier, T., Van Wart, M., & Wang, X. (2008). Examining the nature and significance of leadership
in government organizations. Public Administration Review, 68(2), 319-333.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6210.2007.00865.x

Vangrieken, K., Dochy, F., Raes, E., & Kyndt, E. (2015). Teacher collaboration: A systematic
review. Educational Research Review, 15, 17-40. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.edurev.2015.04.002

Van Maele, D., & Van Houtte, M. (2012). The role of teacher and faculty trust in forming teachers’
job satisfaction: Do years of experience make a difference? Teaching and Teacher Education,
28(6), 879-889. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2012.04.001

Viano, S. L., & Hunter, S. B. (2017). Teacher-principal race and teacher satisfaction over time,
region. Journal of Educational Administration, 55(6), 624-639. https://doi.org/10.1108 /JEA-10-
2016-0122

von Fischer, P., & De Jong, D. (2017). The relationship between teacher perception of principal
servant leadership behavior and teacher job satistaction. Servant Leadership: Theory and Practice,
4(2), 53-84.

Woods, A. M., & Weasmer, J. (2004). Maintaining job satisfaction: Engaging professionals as active
participants. The Clearing House, 77(3), 118-121.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00098650409601242


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2011.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/003172171309400807
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X04268844
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econedurev.2011.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013164496056002001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6210.2007.00865.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.edurev.2015.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2012.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEA-10-2016-0122
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEA-10-2016-0122
https://doi.org/10.1080/00098650409601242

Education Policy Analysis Archives 'ol. 27 No. 11 28

About the Authors

Amanda A. Olsen

University of North Carolina — Chapel Hill

aaolsen(@unc.edu

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7707-7271

Amanda A. Olsen is a postdoctoral fellow at the UNC Eshelman School of Pharmacy at the
University of North Carolina — Chapel Hill. She is an applied quantitative methodologist who
investigates topics related to equity in education.

Francis L. Huang

University of Missouri — Columbia

huangf(@missouri.edu

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5900-7763

Francis L. Huang is an associate professor in the Statistics, Measurement, and Evaluation in
Education Program in the Department of Educational, School, and Counseling Psychology at the
University of Missouri. He is an applied quantitative methodologist with current substantive
interests in school climate, the disproportional use of exclusionary disciplinary sanctions, and various
policy-relevant topics. His methodological focus has been on the analysis of clustered data and the
development of empirically supported scales and measures.

education policy analysis archives

Volume 27 Number 11 February 11, 201 ISSN 1068-2341

Readers are free to copy, display, and distribute this article, as long as the work is
attributed to the author(s) and Education Policy Analysis Archives, it is distributed for non-
commercial purposes only, and no alteration or transformation is made in the work. More
details of this Creative Commons license are available at

http:/ /creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/. All other uses must be approved by the
author(s) or EPAA. EPAA is published by the Mary Lou Fulton Institute and Graduate School
of Education at Arizona State University Articles are indexed in CIRC (Clasificacion Integrada de
Revistas Cientificas, Spain), DIALNET (Spain), Directory of Open Access Journals, EBSCO
Education Research Complete, ERIC, Education Full Text (H.W. Wilson), QUALIS A1 (Brazil),
SCImago Journal Rank, SCOPUS, SOCOLAR (China).

Please send errata notes to Audrey Amrein-Beardsley at audrey.beardslev@asu.edu

Join EPAA’s Facebook community at https://www.facebook.com/EPAAAAPE and Twitter
feed @epaa_aape.



mailto:aaolsen@unc.edu
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7707-7271
mailto:huangf@missouri.edu
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5900-7763
http://www.doaj.org/
mailto:audrey.beardsley@asu.edu
https://www.facebook.com/EPAAAAPE

Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation

29

education policy analysis archives

editorial board

Lead Editor: Audrey Amrein-Beardsley (Arizona State University)
Editor Consultor: Gustavo E. Fischman (Arizona State University)
Associate Editors: David Carlson, Lauren Harris, Eugene Judson, Mirka Koro-Ljungberg, Scott Marley,
Molly Ott, Iveta Silova (Arizona State University)

Cristina Alfaro

San Diego State University

Gary Anderson

New York University

Michael W. Apple

University of Wisconsin, Madison
Jeff Bale

University of Toronto, Canada
Aaron Bevanot SUNY Albany

David C. Berliner
Arizona State University
Henry Braun Boston College

Casey Cobb

University of Connecticut
Arnold Danzig

San Jose State University

Linda Darling-Hammond
Stanford University

Elizabeth H. DeBray
University of Georgia

David E. DeMatthews
University of Texas at Austin
Chad d'Entremont Rennie Center
for Education Research & Policy
John Diamond

University of Wisconsin, Madison
Matthew Di Carlo

Albert Shanker Institute
Sherman Dorn

Arizona State University
Michael J. Dumas

University of California, Berkeley
Kathy Escamilla

University ofColorado, Boulder
Yariv Feniger Ben-Gurion
University of the Negev

Melissa Lynn Freeman

Adams State College

Rachael Gabriel

University of Connecticut

Amy Garrett Dikkers University
of North Carolina, Wilmington
Gene V Glass

Arizona State University

Ronald Glass University of
California, Santa Cruz

Jacob P. K. Gross

University of Louisville

Eric M. Haas WestEd

Julian Vasquez Heilig California
State University, Sacramento
Kimberly Kappler Hewitt University
of North Carolina Greensboro
Aimee Howley Ohio University

Steve Klees University of Maryland
Jaekyung Lee SUNY Buffalo
Jessica Nina Lester

Indiana University

Amanda E. Lewis University of
Illinois, Chicago

Chad R. Lochmiller Indiana
University

Christopher Lubienski Indiana
University

Sarah Lubienski Indiana University

William J. Mathis

University of Colorado, Boulder
Michele S. Moses

University of Colorado, Boulder
Julianne Moss

Deakin University, Australia
Sharon Nichols

University of Texas, San Antonio
Eric Parsons

University of Missouri-Columbia
Amanda U. Potterton
University of Kentucky

Susan L. Robertson

Bristol University

Gloria M. Rodriguez
University of California, Davis
R. Anthony Rolle

University of Houston

A. G. Rud

Washington State University
Patricia Sanchez University of
University of Texas, San Antonio
Janelle Scott University of
California, Berkeley

Jack Schneider University of
Massachusetts Lowell

Noah Sobe Loyola University

Nelly P. Stromquist

University of Maryland
Benjamin Superfine

University of Illinois, Chicago
Adai Tefera

Virginia Commonwealth University
A. Chris Totres

Michigan State University

Tina Trujillo

University of California, Berkeley
Federico R. Waitoller
University of Illinois, Chicago
Larisa Warhol

University of Connecticut

John Weathers University of
Colorado, Colorado Springs
Kevin Welner

University of Colorado, Boulder
Terrence G. Wiley

Center for Applied Linguistics
John Willinsky Stanford University

Jennifer R. Wolgemuth
University of South Florida
Kyo Yamashiro

Claremont Graduate University



Education Policy Analysis Archives V'ol. 27 No. 11 30

archivos analiticos de politicas educativas
consejo editorial

Editor Consultor: Gustavo E. Fischman (Arizona State University)
Editores Asociados: Armando Alcantara Santuario (Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México), Angelica Buendia,
(Metropolitan Autonomous University), Alejandra Falabella (Universidad Alberto Hurtado, Chile), Antonio Luzon,
(Universidad de Granada), José Luis Ramirez, (Universidad de Sonora), Paula Razquin (Universidad de San Andrés),

Maria Alejandra Tejada-Gomez (Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Colombia)

Claudio Almonacid
Universidad Metropolitana de
Ciencias de la Educacién, Chile

Miguel Angel Arias Ortega
Universidad Autonoma de la
Ciudad de México

Xavier Besalt Costa
Universitat de Girona, Espafia

Xavier Bonal Sarro Universidad
Auténoma de Barcelona, Espafa

Antonio Bolivar Boitia
Universidad de Granada, Espafia

José Joaquin Brunner Universidad
Diego Portales, Chile

Damian Canales Sanchez
Instituto Nacional para la
Evaluacion de la Educacion,
México

Gabriela de la Cruz Flores
Universidad Nacional Auténoma de
México

Marco Antonio Delgado Fuentes
Universidad Iberoamericana,
México

Inés Dussel, DIE-CINVESTAV,
México

Pedro Flores Crespo Universidad
Iberoamericana, México

Ana Maria Garcia de Fanelli
Centro de Estudios de Estado y
Sociedad (CEDES) CONICET,
Argentina

Juan Carlos Gonzalez Faraco
Universidad de Huelva, Espafia

Maria Clemente Linuesa
Universidad de Salamanca, Espafia

Jaume Martinez Bonafé
Universitat de Valencia, Espafia

Alejandro Marquez Jiménez
Instituto de Investigaciones sobre la
Universidad y la Educacion,
UNAM, México

Maria Guadalupe Olivier Tellez,
Universidad Pedagégica Nacional,
México

Miguel Pereyra Universidad de
Granada, Espafia

Moénica Pini Universidad Nacional
de San Martin, Argentina

Omar Orlando Pulido Chaves
Instituto para la Investigacion
Educativa y el Desarrollo
Pedagégico IDEP)

José Ignacio Rivas Flores
Universidad de Malaga, Espana

Miriam Rodriguez Vargas
Universidad Auténoma de
Tamaulipas, México

José Gregorio Rodriguez
Universidad Nacional de Colombia,
Colombia

Mario Rueda Beltran Instituto de
Investigaciones sobre la Universidad
y la Educacion, UNAM, México
José Luis San Fabian Maroto
Universidad de Oviedo,

Espafia

Jurjo Torres Santomé, Universidad
de la Corufia, Espafa

Yengny Marisol Silva Laya
Universidad Iberoametricana,
México

Ernesto Trevifio Ronzén
Universidad Veracruzana, México

Ernesto Trevifio Villarreal
Universidad Diego Portales
Santiago, Chile

Antoni Verger Planells
Universidad Autonoma de
Barcelona, Espafia

Catalina Wainerman
Universidad de San Andrés,
Argentina

Juan Carlos Yafiez Velazco
Universidad de Colima, México


javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/816')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/819')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/820')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/4276')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/1609')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/825')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/797')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/823')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/798')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/555')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/814')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/2703')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/801')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/826')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/802')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/3264')
javascript:openRTWindow('http://epaa.asu.edu/ojs/about/editorialTeamBio/804')

Teacher Job Satisfaction by Principal Support and Teacher Cooperation

31

arquivos analiticos de politicas educativas

conselho editorial

Editor Consultor: Gustavo E. Fischman (Arizona State University)
Editoras Associadas: Kaizo Iwakami Beltrao, (Brazilian School of Public and Private Management - EBAPE/FGV,
Brazil), Geovana Mendonga Lunardi Mendes (Universidade do Estado de Santa Catarina), Gilberto José Miranda,
(Universidade Federal de Ubetlandia, Brazil), Marcia Pletsch, Sandra Regina Sales (Universidade Federal Rural do

Almerindo Afonso
Universidade do Minho
Portugal

Rosanna Maria Barros Sa
Universidade do Algarve
Portugal

Maria Helena Bonilla
Universidade Federal da Bahia
Brasil

Rosa Maria Bueno Fischer
Universidade Federal do Rio Grande
do Sul, Brasil

Alice Casimiro Lopes
Universidade do Estado do Rio de
Janeiro, Brasil

Suzana Feldens Schwertner
Centro Universitario Univates
Brasil

Flavia Miller Naethe Motta
Universidade Federal Rural do Rio de
Janeiro, Brasil

Rio de Janeiro)

Alexandre Fernandez Vaz
Universidade Federal de Santa
Catarina, Brasil

Regina Célia Linhares Hostins
Universidade do Vale do Itajai,
Brasil

Alfredo Macedo Gomes
Universidade Federal de Pernambuco
Brasil

Jefferson Mainardes
Universidade Estadual de Ponta
Grossa, Brasil

Jader Janer Moreira Lopes
Universidade Federal Fluminense e
Universidade Federal de Juiz de Fora,
Brasil

Debora Nunes

Universidade Federal do Rio Grande
do Norte, Brasil

Alda Junqueira Marin
Pontificia Universidade Catdlica de
Sao Paulo, Brasil

Dalila Andrade Oliveira
Universidade Federal de Minas
Gerais, Brasil

José Augusto Pacheco

Universidade do Minho, Portugal

Jane Paiva
Universidade do Estado do Rio de

Janeiro, Brasil

Paulo Alberto Santos Vieira
Universidade do Estado de Mato
Grosso, Brasil

Fabiany de Cassia Tavares Silva
Universidade Federal do Mato
Grosso do Sul, Brasil

Antonio Teodoro
Universidade Lusofona

Portugal

Lilian do Valle
Universidade do Estado do Rio de
Janeiro, Brasil

Alfredo Veiga-Neto
Universidade Federal do Rio Grande
do Sul, Brasil



