“Ideas About Interests”:

Explaining the Changing Partisan Politics of Education 
Appendix A: Education policy data
Party platforms
Using the Policy Agendas Project coding scheme developed by Baumgartner and Jones,
 we identified all quasi-sentences associated with K-12 education in both the Democratic and Republican platforms from 1948 to 2008.  We also reviewed all quasi-sentences coded as civil rights under the Policy Agendas Project coding scheme for K-12 education content.  All quasi-sentences identified as concerning K-12 education were then coded as a whole for party position (see Appendix B), and individual quasi-sentences were each coded according to both the “problem definition” and “policy alternatives” coding scheme (see Table 1).  All platform text was sourced from the American Presidency Project, which bears no responsibility for the analysis or interpretations presented here.
 
Media content

Given the huge number of press stories concerning public education in the postwar period, we sought a data source that would offer broad coverage over time while also providing a manageable format.  To that end, we employed the Vanderbilt Television News Archive’s searchable index of news stories, covering 1968 to the present day.
  (The Vanderbilt Television News Archive bears no responsibility for the analysis or interpretations presented here). While this resource does not extend back to the 1950s and 1960s, the ability to search for and then code short summaries recommended the source.  For manageability, we narrowed our search to the CBS Nightly News evening broadcast.
  
We performed a comprehensive search of all CBS nightly news broadcasts that contained the word “school” or “education,” and eliminated stories not principally concerned with K-12 education.  This search generated 1,310 substantive stories; of those 1,310, our problem definition codebook offered an easily identifiable problem definition for 1,233, or over 94% of the stories. The remaining stories were either lacking enough information in the abstract to make a competent coding decision or simply fell outside of our codebook and were instead coded as “miscellaneous.” 

Congressional Quarterly Key Votes

In order to focus on the most important roll call votes, we relied on the legislative experts at Congressional Quarterly (CQ).  Since 1945, the CQ staff have identified “Key Votes” for each congress, those votes CQ judges to represent “a matter of major controversy” and “of potentially great impact on the nation and lives of Americans.”  Where a specific proposal involves multiple roll calls, the CQ selects the Key Vote they judge to be “most important in determining the outcome.”
  Based on the short summaries provided by CQ, we identified all CQ Key Votes principally concerned with K-12 education.
  These votes were then used to gauge party positions over time (percent of each party’s delegation favoring policy change), and were coded for “policy alternative” (see Table 1).  We identified the following number of CQ Key Votes per decade:  six in the late 1940s/1950s (includes two roll calls in the late 1940s), twelve in the 1960s, 19 in the 1970s, eight in the 1980s, eight in the 1990s, and six in the 2000s.
Appendix B: Measuring Party Positions in the Platforms
We sought to measure partisan support for policy changes intended to improve the quality and performance of K-12 public schools.  Following from the work of Feinstein and Schickler,
 we developed a coding scheme for measuring the positions articulated in each party platform on several types of education policy proposals.  The discussion of K-12 education in each platform is read in its entirety, and then each platform is given a score on each policy type, reflecting the position articulated in that platform as a whole (that is, the party position codes reflect a coding of the entire platform, not line-by-line, as is the case for problem definition and policy alternative codes).  The platform policy position coding scheme employed is described in Tables B1-7 below.  
	Table B1. Position on federal funding for schools                                                                                
	Summary score

	Platform identifies deficiencies in funding/resources as a major problem and therefore proposes a significant increase or (if platform was written at a time where federal funding had not yet begun) a significant introduction of federal dollars for schools
	3

	Platform identifies deficiencies in funding as a problem and therefore defends a strong role for the federal government in financing schools or (if platform was written at a time where federal funding had not yet begun) argues for the introduction of federal dollars for schools
	2

	Platform identifies inadequate financing of schools as a temporary or limited problem but either does not articulate a role for the federal government in addressing this problem, articulates a limited and temporary role (introduction of emergency funds), favors the status quo in funding levels, or simply suggests that sub-national governments should play a larger role/devise solutions
	1

	Platform does not mention the issue of funding 
	0

	Platform takes a firm position against any role for the federal government in funding K-12 education or takes a position that federal dollars ought to be turned over entirely to states to use at their discretion
	-1

	Table B2. Position on racial inequality in education                                                                          
	Summary score

	Platform advocates at least two of the following policy reforms aimed at providing more equal educational opportunities for racial minorities: the elimination of tracking; government solutions (e.g. federal enforcement; busing, magnet schools) to eliminate/reduce segregation; requiring that schools report on achievement by racial subgroups and be held accountable for reducing gaps among racial/ethnic groups
	3

	Platform advocates at least one of the following policy reforms aimed at providing more equal educational opportunities for racial minorities: the elimination of tracking; government solutions (e.g. federal enforcement; busing, magnet schools) to eliminate/reduce segregation; requiring that schools report on achievement by racial subgroups and be held accountable for reducing gaps among racial/ethnic groups
	2

	Platform is vaguely supportive of eliminating desegregation/the racial achievement gap in learning/racial inequality; however, the platform does not articulate specific proposals that address these problems
	1

	Platform does not mention the issue of racial inequality in education
	0

	Platform takes a view in opposition to one or more of the following equity-based policies: the elimination of tracking; government solutions (e.g. federal enforcement; busing, magnet schools) to eliminate/reduce segregation; requiring that schools report on achievement by racial subgroups and be held accountable for reducing gaps among racial/ethnic groups
	-1


	Table B3. Position on policies aimed at targeted groups
	Summary score

	Platform advocates at least two of the following policy reforms aimed at providing more equal educational opportunities: equity based funding for school districts; enhanced opportunities for disabled students to access mainstream education; enhanced opportunities for English second language students; enhanced opportunities for low-income students (e.g. expansion of Head Start/Title I). 
	3

	Platform advocates at least one of the following policy reforms aimed at providing more equal educational opportunities: equity based funding for school districts; enhanced opportunities for disabled students to access mainstream education; enhanced opportunities for English second language students; enhanced opportunities for low-income students (e.g. expansion of Head Start/Title I).
	2

	Platform is vaguely supportive of equal opportunities (e.g. mentions the imperative of narrowing the achievement gap), but does not advocate a specific government policy to do so.
	1

	Platform does not mention the issue of inequality of educational opportunity
	0

	Platform takes a view in opposition to one or more of the following equity-based policies: equity based funding for school districts; enhanced opportunities for disabled students to access mainstream education; enhanced opportunities for English second language students; enhanced opportunities for low-income students (e.g. expand Head Start/Title I).  
	-1

	Table B4. Position on discipline and morality
	Summary score

	Platform advocates a role for public schools in two or more of the following arenas: character/behavioral education; abstinence only education; civic education/citizenship education; “back to the basics” curricula; and school prayer/religious values
	3

	Platform advocates a role for public schools in at least one of the following arenas: character/behavioral education; abstinence only education; civic education/citizenship education; and school prayer/religious values
	2

	Platform articulates a vague position in support of schools as engineers of civic/character education, but stops short of identifying specific things that schools should teach
	1

	Platform does not mention policies related to discipline and/or morality issues in the schools
	0

	Platform takes a view in opposition to one of the above character/morality policies: character/behavioral education; abstinence only education; civic education/citizenship education; “back to the basics” curricula; and school prayer/religious values
	-1

	Table B5. Position on school choice
	Summary score

	Platform advocates enacting or expanding more than one form of parental choice options including: private school vouchers, tuition tax credits, charter schools, government support for students in private schools, and public school choice
	3

	Platform advocates enacting or expanding one form of school choice beyond mere “public school choice” including: private vouchers, tuition tax credits, charter schools, and government support for students in private schools
	2

	Platform is vaguely supportive of parental choice within the public school context but does not advocate choice outside of the public school system
	1

	Platform does not mention the issue of school choice
	0

	Platform takes a view in opposition to choice and/or issues a strong defense of traditional district schools as the only acceptable organization of public education
	-1

	Table B6. Position on education standards and accountability
	Summary score

	Platform proposes requiring states to adopt stronger academic standards and hold states/school districts/schools and public school employees accountable for students meeting those standards
	3

	Platform encourages states or offers them incentives to adopt stronger academic standards and hold states/school districts/schools and public school employees accountable for students meeting those standards
	2

	Platform is vaguely supportive of the notion of raising academic standards and instituting performance-based accountability in public education, but stops short of advocating specific action/policies to do so
	1

	Platform does not mention the issue of educational standards/accountability
	0

	Platform opposes raising educational standards/accountability or calls for repealing status quo policies that keep standards/accountability in place
	-1

	Table B7. Position on teacher quality reforms
	Summary score

	Platform advocates governmental action to improve teacher quality that includes more than one of the following: merit pay reform, market pay reform, combat pay reform, teacher accountability/evaluation reform, alternative certification, and tenure reform
	3

	Platform advocates governmental action to improve teacher quality that includes more than one of the following: merit pay reform, market pay reform, combat pay reform, teacher accountability/evaluation reform, alternative certification, and tenure reform
	2

	Platform is vaguely supportive of teacher quality reforms like pay and evaluation reform, but does not take a specific position or articulate a specific policy on the issue
	1

	Platform does not mention the issue of teacher quality 
	0

	Platform opposes pay and evaluation reforms that would tie both measures to student learning outcomes and instead advocates only a continuation of the status quo teacher policies (across the board pay raises)
	-1


Endnotes
� http://www.policyagendas.org/


� http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/


� http://tvnews.vanderbilt.edu/


� As Chong and Druckman (2010) suggest, sampling a smaller set of stories is the norm when stories are coded by humans (as opposed to computer content coding).


� See CQ Almanac 1958.


� http://library.cqpress.com/congress/


� Feinstein and Schickler 2008.
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