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Abstract

The Effect of Strong Accountability on Teachers’
Turnover in the US

Lee, Kwanghyun(Busan National University of Education)

This paper analyzes the effect of strong accountability policy which emphasizes
monetary rewards and sanctions on teachers’ turnover in the United States. Using
NCES School and Staff Survey data, we run the logistic regressions. The results
show that teachers working at the states with the strong accountability policy are
more likely to leave. Also math and science teachers working under strong
accountability policy are more likely to leave than other teachers. Teachers who
graduated from very competitive colleges and teaching under strong accountability
policy are more likely to leave. This results implies that accountability policy causes
teachers’ turnover and could make teacher induction more difficult. Specifically, main
subject areas, math and science may have difficulty in inducing teachers. Also
accountability policy makes it difficult to induce teachers who graduated from
competitive colleges. Thus, the accountability policy which comprises of monetary
rewards and sanctions for narrowed student test scores would have a detrimental

effect on teaching and learning.

[key words] Accountability Policy, Teacher Turnover, Principal-agent Model.



