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Figure 4			
Average Salary Disadvantage for Assistant Professors at Public Institutions Compared with Assistant Professors  
at Private-Independent Institutions, 2006–07 to 2012–13 (Percent)
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NOTES

	 1. A Portrait of Part-Time Faculty Members (Coalition on the 
Academic Workforce, 2012), http://www.academicworkforce 
.org/CAW_portrait_2012.pdf.

	 2. Ibid., 48, table 38.

	 3. The institutional categories in tables C through G are for 
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tion, working conditions, and benefits for those institutions 
are not included in the analysis presented here.
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	 5. Jack H. Schuster and Martin J. Finkelstein, The Ameri-
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emphasis in the original.

	 6. The CAW questionnaire used the label “distance”; we 
can infer that in most cases this means an online course or 
course component.
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Project (Washington, DC: American Institutes for Research, 
2012), 3, http://www.deltacostproject.org/pdfs/Delta-Cost 
-College-Spending-In-A-Turbulent-Decade.pdf. 


