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Section 1: Student Use of Digital Learning

Resources Outside of the Classroom

Paspen 1: cnosib30BaHve yuyeHUKaMU
LQpoBble yueOHbIe pecypchl 3a
npeziesiaMy KJjacca

This section presents nine indicators based
on analyses of the most recently available
nationally and internationally
representative survey data that provide an
overview of student habits related to
digital learning resources (DLR) outside
of the classroom. The first six indicators
describe the percentages of children in the
United States who have access to and use
computers and the Internet in their homes
and other locations outside of school.
Information is presented for children
overall as well as by characteristics of
children, their families, and their home
locations. The final three indicators
provide comparisons within the United
States and at the international level
regarding access to DLR outside of the

classroom.

B sTOM pa3spzene npejcraBiieHbl e€BSITh
ToKa3aTesiel, OCHOBaHHbIX Ha aHa/u3e
CaMbIX MOC/IEJHUX JOCTYHBIX
HalMOHAJ/IbHBIX U MeKyHapOIHbIX
perpe3eHTaTUBHBIX JAHHBIX OTPOCa,
KOTOpbIe ZIal0T 0030p TIPUBBIYEK
yyYaluxcsi, CBS3aHHbIX C [IU(POBLIMU
yuebHbIMEU pecypcamu (DLR) BHe
KJ/IaCCHOW KOMHaThI. [1epBble 1mecTb
roKa3aTesiel OMUChIBAlOT MTPOLIEHTHYIO
nomo aetert B CoenuHeHHbIX IlITarax,
KOTOpPbIe UMEIOT JJOCTYM K
KOMIbIOTepaMm U IHTepHeTy u
WCIIOb3YIOT UX JIOMa U B IpyTUX
MeCTax 3a npejie/laMU IIKOJIbI.
Wudopmatius nipesicraBiieHa Ajis feTeid
B LIeJIOM, a TaKXKe [0 XapaKTepuCTUKaM
JleTel, X ceMel U MeCT UxX
nipoxuBanus. [locneguve Tpu
TIoKa3aTesist 00ecIieunBar0T CpaBHeHHEe
B CoenuHeHHbIX [lITaTtax v Ha
MeJKyHapO/IHOM YPOBHE B OTHOIIIEHUH
nocryna K DLR 3a npepenamu

KJIAaCCHOW KOMHATHI.

Access to and Use of Digital Learning

Resources in the United States

Hoctym K 1udpoBbIM yueOHBIM

pecypcaM U ux ucrosibzoBanue B CIIIA

Results from the indicator analyses show

Pe3ysibTaThl aHa/M3a MoKa3aTesneu




that 94 percent of children ages 3 to 18
had a computer at home and 61 percent of
children ages 3 to 18 used the Internet at
home in 2015 (Indicators 1 and 2). The
percentages of children having computer
and internet access were higher for
children who were older, whose parents
had higher levels of educational
attainment, and whose families had higher
incomes. For those children who had
access to the Internet in 2015, the two
locations with the highest reported levels
of internet access were at home (86
percent) and at school (65 percent), and
the two most common means of internet
access at home were a high-speed internet
service and a mobile internet service or
data plan (Indicators 3 and 4). In 2015,
about 88 percent of 8th-graders and 83
percent of 4th-graders reported that they
used a computer at home, and 80 percent
of 8th-graders reported using a computer
for schoolwork on a weekday (Indicators
5 and 6). The percentages of students
using a computer at home and using a
computer for schoolwork varied by

student and family characteristics.

TI0Ka3bIBaroT, uto B 2015 rony 94
TIpOLeHTa ieTel B Bo3pacTe oT 3 10 18
JIeT MeJTM KOMITbIoTep [oMa, a 61
TIPOLIEeHT JieTel B Bo3pacTe oT 3 10 18
JIeT TI0/1b30Ba/IMCh IoMa VIHTepHeTOM
(nokasatenu 1 u 2). Jons peteu,
MMEIOLLMX KOMITBIOTEp U AOCTYT B
WuTepHeT, Obljia BbIllie cpeiu feTei
CTapIlero Bo3pacTa, Ub" pOAUTEeN
umenu 6osiee BBICOKHHM YPOBEHb
oOpa3oBaHus ¥ UbHM CEMbU UMen OoJiee
BBICOKUE 10X0bl. [l/1s1 Tex feTeu,
KOTOpPbIe UMe/H 0CTYII K VIHTepHeTy B
2015 roay, ABa MecTa C CaMbIM
BBICOKMM 3aperuCcTpUpPOBaHHBIM
ypOBHeM fiocTyTia B UHTepHeT 6buin
noMa (86 mporjeHTOB) U B 111KoJie (65
TIPOLIEHTOB), a /IBa Haubosee
pacIpocTpaHeHHbIX CIIocoba 0CTyTia B
WuTepHeT foma 6butH ycityra
BBICOKOCKOPOCTHOT'O UHTEPHeTa U
ycyra MOOUIbHOTO UHTepHeTa Uu
tapudHbIi iad (MHaukatopsl 3 u 4).
B 2015 roay okosno 88 npoijeHToB
BOCbMMKJ/IACCHUKOB U 83 mpoijeHTa
YeTBePOK/IACCHUKOB COOOIIIIH, UTO
OHM MCTI0JIb3YIOT KOMITBIOTED /I0Ma, a
80 mpo1eHTOB BOCbMHUK/TACCHUKOB
COOOLU/IN, UTO UCTIONB3YIOT

KOMITBKOTED JId IKOJIbHBIX 3aHATUH B




OyaHuii JeHb (TT0Kasarenu 5 u 6).
ITpOLeHT yyalluXCsl, UCII0/Ib3YIOLHX
KOMIIBIOTED /IOMa U UCTIOJTb3YIOIIUX
KOMITBIOTEP [I/Is1 IKOJIbHBIX 3aHATHH,
BapbUPOBAJICS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT

XdPAKTEPUCTHUK YUaIlIUXCA U ceMei.

Access to Digital Learning Resources at

the State and International Level

Hoctyn K 1udpoBbIM yueOHBIM
pecypcaM Ha rocyJJapCTBEHHOM U

MEX/TyHapOJHOM YPOBHe

The percentages of households with
computer and internet access varied by
state. For example, the percentage of
households with internet access ranged
from 62 percent in Mississippi to 85
percent each in New Hampshire and
Washington (Indicator 7). When
comparing the United States with other
countries, the United States had higher
percentages of students with computer and
internet access than the average of
countries participating in the Trends in
International Mathematics and Science
Study (Indicator 8). Similarly, the United
States had a higher percentage of 16- to
19-year-olds using spreadsheet or word
processing software every day than the
average of countries in the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and

Development (Indicator 9).

[TpoLieHT JOMOXO3SIUCTB C
KOMITIbIOTEPOM U J0CTYyIIOM B VIHTepHeT
BapbUPOBAJICI B 3aBUCHMOCTU OT
wtara. Haripumep, npoLjeHT
ZIOMOXO35IUCTB C JOCTYIIOM B VIHTepHeT
KosiebGasicst OT 62 MPOLIEHTOB B
Muccucunu g0 85 nipoueHToB B Hbto-
[Nemmimpe u Bammnrrone (MaaukaTop
7). Ilpu cpaBHeHun CoejiHeHHbIX
[ITTaToOB C APYyrMMU CTPAHAMHU TTPOLIEHT
yyYaluxcsi, UMeLINX KOMIbIOTED U
poctyr B IHTepHeT, B CoeiMHEHHBIX
[IITaTax Bblllie, UeM B CpeJHeM T10
CTpaHaM, y4acCTBYIOLUM B
HCcieloBaHUM « TeHIeHIMU B

M€K yHapOJHOW MaTeMaTHKe 1
eCTeCTBeHHbIX HayKax» (MHUKaTop 8).
AnHanornuHsIM 006pa3om, B
CoenuHenHbIX IlITaTtax gosis
TIOJPOCTKOB B Bo3pacte ot 16 g0 19

J1IeT, e)KeJHeBHO MCIIOJIb3YHOIINX




3/IEKTPOHHBIe TaOIULIbI T
ITPOrPaMMBI 7151 00pabOTKH TeKCTOB,
BBIIIIe, UeM B CpPeHEM TI0 CTPaHaM
OpraHu3alui 3KOHOMHUUeCKOT O
COTPYJHUYECTBA U Pa3BUTHS

(uapuKartop 9).

Prevalence of Computer Access at Home

PacrmpocTpaHeHHOCTb 0CTyTIa K

KOMIIBIOTEpPY ZloMa

In 2015, the percentage of children ages 3
to 18 living in households that had a
desktop, laptop, netbook, or notebook
computer was highest for children with
family incomes of over $100,000 (97
percent) and lowest for children with
family incomes of less than $10,000 (58
percent). The percentage of children living
in households that had a handheld
computer or smart mobile phone was also
highest for children with family incomes
of over $100,000 (96 percent) and lowest
for children with family incomes of less

than $10,000 (74 percent).

B 2015 roay gonst geteu B Bo3pacTe OT
3 no 18 sieT, mpoXKMBarOLLUX B JOMaX, Y
KOTOPBIX €CTb HaCTO/IbHBIA KOMITbIOTED,
HOYTOYK, HETOYK W/TH TIOPTAaTUBHBIHN
KOMITbIOTEp, Oblsla caMoi BBICOKOM
cpeay JieTel C CeMeMHBbIM [J0X0/10M
6omee 100 000 gonnapos CIIIA (97
TIPOLIEHTOB) U CaMOM HU3KOHW Cpeaiv
JleTel C ceMerHbIM 0X0a10M MeHee 10
000 monnapos (58 mpoiieHTOB). [Jomst
JieTel, )KUBYIUX B IOMax, Y KOTOPbIX
eCTb KapMaHHbIN KOMIbIOTEp WA
CMapT-MOOU/IbHBIN TenedoH, Takxe
Obl7Ia caMOi BBICOKOH Cpeau JeTel C
cemeliHbIM 10X00M 6omee 100 000
nosiapoB CIIA (96 npolieHTOB) U
caMOU HU3KOU CpeJiu ieTel C
ceMmelHbIM Jox00M MeHee 10 000

nonnapoB CIIA (74 ripouieHTa).

Prior research suggests access to
computers outside of the classroom varies

by child and family characteristics. Lower

[Ipenpigyie ucciesoBaHus
TOKa3bIBaIOT, YTO AOCTYII K

KOMIIBKOTE€PAaM BHE K/1aCCHOM KOMHAThI




rates of computer access at home were
found among children from families with
lower incomes, children whose parents
had lower levels of educational
attainment, and children who were of

racial/ethnic

minorities (DeBell and Chapman 2006;
Gant, Turner- Lee, and Li 2010). This
indicator uses data from the American
Community Survey (ACS) to examine the
percentages of children ages 3 to 18 living
in households that had different types of
computers at home in 2015, by selected

child and family characteristics.

3aBUCUT OT XapaKTepUCTHUK pebeHKa 1
cembu. bosiee HU3KMe TTOKa3aTenu
J0CTyTIa K KOMITBIOTEPY /IoMa ObLTH
oOHapy>keHbI CpeZivl [IeTel U3
MajioobecrieueHHBIX CEMEM, 1IeTeM, UbU
pOAMTE/TH UMeJTH Oosiee HU3KUH
ypOBeHb 00pa30BaHusl, a TaKXKe JieTei
PacoOBOW/3THAUECKOW MPUHAJIEXKHOCTH.
MenbliMHCTBa (DeBell and Chapman,
2006; Gant, Turner-Lee, and Li, 2010).
B 3TOM noka3zaresie UCTOJIb3YIOTCS
JlaHHbIe UCC/IeZIOBaHUsI aMePUKaHCKOT0
coobmiectBa (ACS) A/ u3yueHust
TIPOLIEHTHOM /I0/U JleTeii B Bo3pacTe OT
3 no 18 sieT, MpoXKMUBAKOLLUX B JOMax C
KOMITbIOTEPAMU Pa3/IMYHbIX TUIOB B
2015 roay, 110 OTAe/IBbHBIM

XapaKTepUCTUKaM JIeTel U CeMeH.

In 2015, about 94 percent of children ages
3 to 18 lived in households that had a
computer: 85 percent of children lived in
households with a desktop, laptop,
netbook, or notebook computer, and 89
percent of children lived in households
with a handheld computer or smart mobile
phone.1 In 2010, about 85 percent of
children ages 3 to 18 lived in households
with a computer: 83 percent lived in
households with a desktop, laptop,

netbook, or notebook computer, and 25

B 2015 roay okosio 94 nipoijeHToB
Jetel B Bo3pacte ot 3 70 18 seT xuiu
B CeMbSIX, T/ie ObLT KOMITbIOTED: 85
TIPOLIEHTOB JIeTel XKUU B CEMbSIX C
HaCTOIbHBIM KOMITBFOTEPOM,
HOYTOYKOM, HETOYKOM W/
TIOPTaTUBHBIM KOMITBIOTEPOM, a 89
TIPOLIEHTOB ZIeTel YKUTU B CeMbSIX C
KapMaHHbIMU KOMITbIOTEpaMHU.
KOMIIBIOTEP WM CMapT-MOOW/IbHBIM
tenedoH.1 B 2010 roay okomno 85

TIPOLIEHTOB JieTel B Bo3pacTe OT 3 fi0 18




percent lived in households with a
handheld computer or smart mobile
phone. Estimates for 2010 are based on
the Current Population Survey (CPS),
while estimates for 2015 are based on the
ACS. As aresult, estimates for 2010 may
not be comparable to those for 2015,
though the questionnaire items were

similar in nature.

JIeT TIPOKUBA/IU B CeMbSIX C
KOMIIbIOTepOM: 83 TpOoLieHTa KWU/IU B
CeMBbSIX C HACTOJIbHBIM KOMITbIOTEPOM,
HOYTOYKOM, HeTOYKOM W HOYTOYKOM,
a 25 TIPOLIEHTOB KWUJIA B CEMbSX C
MOPTaTUBHbIA KOMIBIOTEP WA CMapT-
MoOubHBIN TesedoH. Ouenku 3a 2010
roJi OCHOBaHbI Ha TeKYyILlleM
obcnenoBanny Hacenenus (CPS), a
oujeHkH 3a 2015 rog ocHoBaHbl Ha ACS.
B pe3synbrare onjeHku 3a 2010 r. moryT
OBbITb HECOTIOCTABUMBI C OL[eHKaMH 3a
2015 r., HeCMOTps Ha TO, YTO IMYHKThI
BOTMPOCHUKA ObUTA CXOKUMH T10 CBOEMY

XapakTepy.

In 2015, the percentage of children ages 3
to 18 living in households that had a
desktop, laptop, netbook, or notebook
computer was highest for Asian children
(96 percent), followed by White children
(91 percent), children of Two or more
races (89 percent), Pacific Islander
children (80 percent), Hispanic children
(75 percent), Black children (75 percent),
and American Indian/Alaska Native
children (69 percent). Higher percentages
of Asian children (93 percent), children of
Two or more races (93 percent), and

White children

B 2015 roay pgons feteit B BO3pacTte OT
3 o 18 net, »XUByLUX B ZlOMax, B
KOTOPBIX €CTb HaCTObHBIM KOMITHIOTED,
HOYTOYK, HeTOYK WK TTOPTaTUBHBIN
KOMITbIOTEp, OblJla CaMOM BBICOKOM
cpeiu a3uaTckux aetei (96
TIPOLIEHTOB), 3a HUMH CJiefloBaiu Oesibie
netu (91 mpoijeHT), JeTy ABYX U Oojiee
7ieT. packl (89 NpoLeHToB), AeTH
JKUTeIer TUXOOKeaHCKHUX 0CcTpoBOB (80
TIPOLIEHTOR), JIATUHOAMEPUKAHCKHe
netu (75 NpoLeHTOB), YePHOKOXKHUE
netu (75 MpoLeHTOB) U JleTH
aMepUKaHCKUX WHJEHNLEB / KOPEHHBIX

>xutener Asicku (69 rpoiieHTOoB).




(92 percent) lived in households with a
handheld computer or smart mobile phone
than of Pacific Islander children (84
percent), Hispanic children (83 percent),
Black children (83 percent), and American
Indian/ Alaska Native children (76
percent). In addition, the percentages of
children living in households with a
handheld computer or smart mobile phone
were higher for Pacific Islander, Hispanic,
and Black children than for American

Indian/Alaska Native children.

BboJsiee BBICOKMI MIPOLIEHT a3UaTCKUX
neter (93 nipolieHTa), AeTer IBYX WIA
6omee pac (93 mporjeHTa) ¥ HeBIX
JeTen.

(92 mpotieHTa) >XUIU B IOMax C
HOYTOYKOM CcMapT(hOHOM, UeM JIeTH
JKUATeJIer TUXOOKeaHCKUX OCTPOBOB (84
TMIPOLIeHTA), JIATUHOAMePUKaHCKUe 1eTU
(83 nporieHTa), yepHOKOXXHe AeTH (83
TMIPOLIeHTa) U AeTU aMepUKaHCKUX
VH/IeN11eB/KOPeHHBIX yKuTeneu AJscKu
(76 npouenToB) . Kpome Toro, nons
JieTel, TIPOXKUBAIOIIUX B IOMax C
HOYTOYKOM W cMapTdoHOM, Oblia
BbIIIIE CPe/U /leTeld BBIXO/ILEB C
TUXOOKEeaHCKUX OCTPOBOB,
JlaTUHOaMepHKaHLIEB U UePHOKOJKHX,
yeM CpeJiv fieTell aMepuKaHCKUX

VIH/Iel1leB/KOPEeHHBIX JXUTenen AJSICKU.

The percentages of children ages 3 to 18
living in households that had a desktop,
laptop, netbook, or notebook computer in
2015 were higher for children in older age
subgroups. For instance, 88 percent of
children ages 15 to 18 and 87 percent of
children ages 11 to 14 lived in households
with a desktop, laptop, netbook, or
notebook computer, compared with 83

percent of

Honst petent B Bo3pacte oT 3 A0 18 ner,
TIPO’KUBAIOLIUX B IOMaX, B KOTOPBIX
MIMeJICS HAaCTOJIbHBIA KOMITBIOTED,
HOYTOYK, HETOYK W/TH TIOPTAaTUBHBIHN
KomrbioTep, B 2015 r. Obls1a BbilIe
Cpey ieTed B MOATPYMIax CTapiliero
Bo3pacrta. Haripumep, 88 riporieHTOB
Jetel B Bo3pacte oT 15 f0 18 net u 87
TIPOLIEHTOB JieTel B Bo3pacTe OoT 11 mo
14 net npo)xuBav B joMax C

HdCTOJ/IbHBIM KOMIIEKOTEPOM,




children ages 5 to 10 and 81 percent of
children ages 3 and 4. In addition, higher
percentages of children ages 15 to 18 and
11 to 14 (89 percent each) lived in
households with a handheld computer or
smart mobile phone than of children ages
5to 10 and ages 3 and 4 (88 percent each)
in 2015.

HOYTOYKOM, HeTOYKOM W/ HOYTOYKOM,
10 CpaBHEHUIO C 83 npoLeHTaMu

Jetu B Bo3pacte oT 5 70 10 et u 81
TIPOLIEeHT JieTel B Bo3pacTe OT 3 10 4
jetT. oT 5 1o 10 et v B Bo3pacte 3 U 4

net (no 88 mpoueHToB) B 2015 rogy.

The percentages of children ages 3 to 18
living in households that had a computer
in 2015 were also higher for children
whose parents had higher levels of
educational attainment. For instance, the
percentages of children ages 3 to 18 living
in households with a desktop, laptop,
netbook, or notebook computer in 2015
were higher for children whose parents
had attained a bachelor’s or higher degree
(97 percent) and those whose parents had
attained an associate’s degree (92 percent)
than for children whose parents had
attained some college education (85
percent), those whose parents had
completed only high school (73 percent),
and those whose parents had not
completed high school (58 percent).
Similarly, the percentages of children
living in households with a handheld

computer or smart mobile phone were

Honst getent B Bo3pacte oT 3 A0 18 ner,
MPOKMBAIOIIUX B JOMOXO0351CTBAX, e
6b11 KoMIbioTep, B 2015 T. Takke Obina
BbIIIIE CPe/IU JIeTel, UbU POAUTETN
umenu 6osiee BBICOKHHM YPOBEHb
obpa3oBanusi. Hanpumep, o151 feTeit B
Bo3pacre ot 3 g0 18 e,
MPOKMBAOIIUX B JOMOX03MCTBAX C
HaCTOJIbHBIM KOMITBFOTEPOM,
HOYTOYKOM, HETOYKOM WU/
TOpPTaTUBHBIM KOMITbIOTEpOM B 2015
rozy, Obliia BblIllie Cpeiu fieTel, UbK
POJIUTE/N MOTYUYNU/N CTEeTeHb
OakasiaBpa Wiy Boliie (97 MPOLIEHTOB),
Y TeX, YbW POAUTEH TTOTYUYUTN
BhICIIIee 0Opa3oBaHue. CTeTieHb
MJIaJILIero crieruanvcta (92 rpoieHTa),
yeM [/l IeTel, UbU poAuTenu

TI0JTyUH/IM HEKOTOpOe 0Opa3oBaHue B




higher for those whose parents had
attained a bachelor’s or higher degree (96
percent), an associate’s degree (93
percent), and some college education (90
percent) than for those whose parents had
completed only high school (82 percent)
and those whose parents had not

completed high school (72 percent).

KoJiie/pke (85 MpoLieHTOB), TeX, UbH
pPOJUTeNN 3aKOHYWIN TOJIbKO CPeJHIO0
1Koy (73 mpoLeHTa) U TeX, YbH
pOJUTeNN He 3aKOHUW/IN CPeIHIOI0
Koy (58 nporeHToB). TOYHO Tak ke
TIPOLIEHT JieTell, )KUBYIIUX B
JIOMOXO035IMCTBAaX C KAPMaHHbIM
KOMITBIOTEPOM H/IA CMapT(OHOM, ObLT
BBIIIIE CPe/IU TeX, YbH POAUTENN
TIOJTyUW/IA CTeTleHb OakaiaBpa Win
BbIlIe (96 MpOLeHTOB), CTeTeHb
MJIaJIlIero crieruaarcra (93 npoieHTa)
1 HeKoTopoe Bhiciiee obpa3oBanue (90
TIPOLIEHTOB). ), UeM y T€X, UbU
pPOJUTENN 3aKOHYWIA TOJIBKO CPeJHIO0
wKony (82%), u y Tex, 4bM POJUTENN

He 3aKOHUM/IM CpeHI00 Koy (72%).

The percentage of children ages 3 to 18
living in households that had a computer
increased with family income. For
example, the percentage of children ages 3
to 18 living in households with a desktop,
laptop, netbook, or notebook computer
was highest for children with family
incomes over $100,000 (97 percent) and
lowest for children with family incomes of
less than $10,000 (58 percent). Similarly,

the percentage of children ages 3 to 18

[IpoueHT metel B Bo3pacTe oT 3 10 18
JIeT, IPOKUBAIOIIHUX B JOMOXO035IMCTBAX,
B KOTOPBIX €CTh KOMITBIOTED,
YBeJINUMBAJICI BMeCTe C J0XOI0M
cembu. Hanpumep, nons geten B
BOo3pacte oT 3 70 18 e,
TIPO’KUBAIOIIUX B IOMOXO35IMCTBaX C
HACTOJIbHBIM KOMITBIOTEPOM,
HOYTOYKOM, HeTOYKOM WM
TIOPTaTHBHBIM KOMITbIOTEPOM, Oblsia

CcaMOU BBICOKOW CpeJiu ieTeu C




living in households with a handheld
computer or smart mobile phone in 2015
was highest for children with family
incomes over $100,000 (96 percent) and
lowest for children with family incomes of

less than $10,000 (74 percent).

cemeliHbIM 10X0a0M 6oee 100 000
nonnapoB CIIA (97 npouieHTOB), a
caMOM HU3KOU Cpeau fieTeu C
ceMeliHbIM J0x010M MeHee 10 000
nosnapoB CIHIA (97%). 58 nipoijeHTOB).
AHanornuHbeIM 00pa3om, /10715 eTeli B
BOo3pacre oT 3 70 18 e,
MPOKMBAOIIUX B JOMOX035MCTBAX C
KapMaHHbIM KOMITBIOTEPOM WU
MOOM/IbHBIM TestedoHOM, B 2015 romy
Obl1a caMOU BBICOKOU Cpeiv fieTeld ¢
cemeliHbIM 10x0a0M 6omee 100 000
nosiapoB CIIA (96 npolieHTOB) U
caMOM HU3KOU Ccpeau fieTeu C
ceMmelHbIM Joxo40M MeHee 10 000

nonnapoB CIIA (74 npoljeHTa)

Prevalence of Internet Use at Home

PacripocTpaHeHHOCTh MCI0/Ib30BaHUS

VHTepHeTa foMa

In 2015, a higher percentage of children
ages 3 to 18 used the Internet at home than
in 2010 (61 vs. 58 percent). Higher
percentages of children who were White
(66 percent), of Two or more races (64
percent), and Asian (63 percent) used the
Internet at home in 2015 than did Black
(53 percent), Hispanic (52 percent), and
American Indian/Alaska Native children

(49 percent).

B 2015 roapy fgons meteit B BO3pacTte OT
3 no 18 net, ucnons3yrwimx MHTEpHET
noma, Boiiie, uem B 2010 rogy (61
TPOLIEHT NPOTUB 58 MpoleHToB). B
2015 rogy HTepHeTOM A0Ma
MO/Ib30Ba/IMCh JIeTU, IPUHA/IJIeKallre K
6estoit pace (66%), TIpeiCTaBUTE/ISAM
IByX U 0osiee pac (64%) u a3uaty
(63%), yuem uepHOKOXMe (53%),
JaTMHOaMepHrKaHLpbl (52%) u Jetu
aMepUKaHCKUX WUH/IeULeB/KOPEHHBIX

xutenen Asicku (49 rpoLeHToB).




Studies have shown that differences in
internet access exist across students with
different characteristics. For instance,
households with members who are racial
or ethnic minorities or have low levels of
educational attainment or income are
much less likely to have access to digital
learning resources (DeBell and Chapman
2006; File and Ryan 2014; Horrigan and
Duggan 2015). This indicator uses the
Current Population Survey to examine the
percentages of children ages 3 to 18 who
used the Internet at home in 2015 by
selected child and family characteristics,
as well as changes from the percentages in
2010.1 The characteristics examined
include children’s sex, race/ethnicity, and
age; highest level of education attained by
either parent;2 and family income (in

current dollars).

B 2015 roay fgons meteit B BO3pacTte OT
3 no 18 net, ucnons3yrwimx HTEpHET
noma, Boiie, uem B 2010 rogy (61
TIPOLIEHT MPOTUB 58 npoleHToB). B
2015 rogy HTepHeTOM A0Ma
MO/Ib30Ba/IMCh JI€TU, PUHA/IJIeKallre K
6estoit pace (66%), TIpeiCTaBUTE/ISAM
IByX U 0osiee pac (64%) u a3uaty
(63%), yuem uepHOKOXMe (53%),
JaTMHOaMepuKaHUbI (52%) u fetu
a3uaTCKOro npoucxoxaenus (63%).
et ameprUKaHCKUX
VH/IelilleB/KOPeHHBIX >XKuTenen AsiCKu
(49 nipo1ieHTOB).

WccnepoBanus mokasasu, Uuto y
y4YallMXCs C pa3HbIMU
XapaKTepUCTUKAaMU CYLLeCTBYIOT
pa3nuuus B A0CTymne K VIHTepHeTy.
Hamnpumep, 10M0X03511CTBa, U/I€HbI
KOTOPBIX TIPUHA/IIeXKaT K paCOBbIM WUJTH
THUUECKUM MEHBIITMHCTBAM WU
HMMEIOT HU3KUM YPOBeHb 00pa30BaHus
WU 10X0/a, TOPa3zio peXxe UMerT
J0CTyM K LIU(PPOBLIM 00pa3oBaTe/IbHBIM
pecypcam (DeBell and Chapman, 2006;
File and Ryan, 2014; Horrigan and
Duggan, 2015). B sToM nokasatesne
ucrosb3yetcs Tekyiriee o06c/ieoBaHe
HaceJieHUs [1Jis U3y4yeHusl TIPOL|eHTHOM

JIonu fieTel B Bo3pacTe OT 3 7io 18 jer,




KOTOpbIe M0JIb30Banuch IHTepHETOM
noma B 2015 ., 110 OTJe/IbHbIM
XapaKTepUCTUKaM JleTel U cemel, a
TaK)Ke W3MeHeHWM MPOLIeHTHOU /10/11 B
2010 r.1 M3yuyaemble XapaKTepUCTUKU
BKJ/IFOUAIOT MOJI ZieTel, pacy/
STHUUYECKasi TPUHA/IJIE)KHOCTh U
BO3DPAacCT; HAUBBICILIMK YPOBEHb
o0Opa3oBaHusl, JOCTUTHYTBIA OJIHAM U3
poauTenen2; U 10Xo[ ceMbH (B

TeKYIIUX [o//Iapax).

In 2015, a higher percentage of children

ages 3 to 18 used the Internet at home than

in 2010 (61 vs. 58 percent). The
percentages of male and female children
who used the Internet at home were both
higher in 2015 than in 2010 (61 vs. 57
percent for male children and 60 vs. 58
percent for female children); and, there
were no measurable differences between

the male and female percentages in 2010

and 2015.

2015 roay monst jeter B Bo3pacTe OT 3
no 18 nert, ucrionb3yronux MHTepHeT
ZioMa, Bbile, ueM B 2010 rogy (61
MPOLIEHT NPOTUB 58 MpoLeHToB). ois
JleTeld My>KCKOT0 Y >KEHCKOT0 T10J1a,
KOTOpbIe M0JIb30Bauch THTEepHETOM
noma, B 2015 r. Ob11a BhIIIIE, UEM B
2010 r. (61% npotuB 57% cpenu neteit
MY>KCKOr0 1ioJia ¥ 60% mpotuB 58%
cpeqiv ZIeBOUEK); U He ObIIO
V3MEPUMBIX Pa3/IUuiU MeXIY
TIPOLIEHTHBIM COOTHOLLIEHHEM MY>KUKH

v keHIWH B 2010 u 2015 ropax.

Higher percentages of children who were
White (66 percent), of Two or more races
(64 percent), and Asian (63 percent) used
the Internet at home in 2015 than did

Black (53 percent), Hispanic (52 percent),

and American Indian/Alaska Native

B 2015 rogy HTepHeToM foMa
T0JIb30Ba/IMCh [IeTH, IPUHAAJIeXall[1e K
Oestoit pace (66%), TIpeICTaBUTE/ISAM
nByx u 6onee pac (64%) u a3uaty
(63%), uem uepHOKOXUeE (53%),

JlaTUHOAMepHUKaHIbl (52%) u netu




children (49 percent). The percentage of
Pacific Islander children (54 percent) was
not measurably different from that of any
other racial/ethnic group. While the
percentage of White children using the
Internet at home was higher than the
percentages of Black and Hispanic
children in 2010 as well, the percentage
differences between White and Black
children’s home internet use and between
White and Hispanic children’s home
internet use (i.e., the home internet use
gaps) narrowed between 2010 and 2015.
The White-Black gap narrowed from 19
percentage points in 2010 to 13 percentage
points in 2015, and the White-Hispanic
gap narrowed from 22 percentage points
in 2010 to 14 percentage points in 2015.
These changes were driven by higher
percentages of Black and Hispanic
children using the Internet at home in
2015 than in 2010 (53 vs. 46 percent for
Black children and 52 vs. 44 percent for

Hispanic children).

a3MaTCKOTrO MPoUCXoKaeHust (63%).
ety amepruKaHCKUX
VIH/IellleB/KOPEeHHBIX >XKuTenen AsiCKu
(49 npouenToB). [1polieHT AeTen
JKUTeJled TUXOOKeaHCKHUX OCTPOBOB (54
TIpPOLieHTa) CYyIlleCTBEHHO He OT/INYAJICS
OT JI0/IU fieTek moboii Apyroi
PacoOBOW/3THAUECKOM rpynribl. B TO
BpeMsi KaK TPOLIeHT be/bix feTel,
WCTIO/B3YIoIMX VIHTepHeT foMa, Obu1
BbIIIIE, YeM MPOLIEHT YepPHBIX U
JlaTUHOAMepUKaHCKUX feteit B 2010
rojly, pa3Hulia B MPOLIEHTaX MeXIY
WCII0/Tb30BaHUEM JIOMAIlIHEro
MHTepHeTa O6e/bIMU ¥ UepHBIMU AeTbMU
Y MEXK/ly UCII0/Ib30BaHUEM [JOMAaIIHero
WHTepHeTa 6ebIMU U
JTaTUHOAMEPHUKAaHCKUMU JIeTbMU (T.e.
pa3phIB B UCMOJIb30BaHUU JIOMAILIHETO
VHTEpHeTa) COKPAaTU/ICS B TIEPUOJ, C
2010 o 2015 rop. Pa3peiB Mexay
Oe/TbIMU 11 YepHBIMU COKPATUJ/ICS C 19
ripouieHToB B 2010 rogy mo 13
riporieHTOB B 2015 ropy, a pa3pbiB
MeXy OenbIMu U
JIaTUHOAMepHUKaHL[aM1 COKpaTuics ¢ 22
riporjeHTOB B 2010 rogy no 14
riporieHTOB B 2015 rogy. Ot
M3MeHeHMs ObI/IM BbI3BaHbI Oosee

BBICOKHM IIPOLEHTOM YE€PHOKOXXUX 1




JTaTUHOAMEPUKAHCKUX JIeTeu,
vcnonb3yromux NatepHer goma B 2015
rony, uem B 2010 rogy (53 mpouieHTa
MPOTUB 46 MPOLIEHTOB [/ YePHOKOXKUX
JeTer U 52 npoleHTa npoTus 44
MPOLIEHTOB /11 JTATUHOAMEePUKaHCKUX

JleTen).

The percentage of children who used the
Internet at home was higher for older
children than for younger children. In
2015, about 76 percent of children ages 15
to 18 and 65 percent of children ages 11 to
14 used the Internet at home, compared to
54 percent of children ages 5 to 10 and 39

percent of children ages 3 and 4.

The percentage of children using the
Internet at home was higher in 2015 than
in 2010 for children ages 3 and 4 (39 vs.
19 percent) and 5 to 10 (54 vs. 49
percent); in contrast, the percentage was
lower in 2015 than in 2010 for children
ages 11 to 14 (65 v. 72 percent) and 15 to
18 (76 vs. 78 percent).

[TpoiieHT AeTel, KOTOPbIe
T10/1b30Ba/IMCh VIHTepHETOM ioMa, Obu1
BbIIIIE CPe/IU JleTell CTapiliero Bo3pacra,
yeM Cpefiu ieTel MyaZliero Bo3pacra.
B 2015 rogy okoso 76 mpoLeHToB
Jeteu B Bo3pacte ot 15 f0 18 neT u 65
TIPOLIEHTOB JieTel B Bo3pacTe OoT 11 1o
14 net nosb3oBaivch IHTepHETOM
[loMa 10 CpaBHEHUIO C 54 NpOoLeHTaMU
neteu B Bo3pacte oT 5 0 10 et u 39
TIpOLieHTaMU JleTel B Bo3pacTe 3 u 4
JeT.

[IpoueHT AeTen, MOIb3yOLIUXCS
WuTtepHeToM fjoma, B 2015 1. ObI1
BhIllIe, ueM B 2010 r., cpeau JeTeit B
Bo3pacTte 3 u 4 net (39 npotus 19
niporieHToB) U oT 5 710 10 net (54
NpoTUB 49 MpOLeHTOB); HANPOTHUB, B
2015 rofty 3TOT TIPOLIeHT ObIT HIDKeE,
yem B 2010 roay, AJsis feTeid B BO3pacTe
ot 11 go 14 net (65 NpPOLEHTOB TIPOTHB
72 mipotieHTOB) M OT 15 fo 18 net (76

TIPOLIEHTOB TIPOTUB 78 MPOLIEHTOB).




In general, the percentage of children
using the Internet at home was higher for
children whose parents attained higher
levels of education. For instance, 71
percent of children whose parents had
attained at least a bachelor’s degree used
the Internet at home in 2015, compared to
52 percent of children whose parents’
highest education was a high school
diploma or the equivalent and 42 percent
of children whose parents had not
completed high school. From 2010 to
2015, the home internet use gap between
children whose parents had attained at
least a bachelor’s degree and children
whose parents had not completed high
school narrowed from 42 to 28 percentage
points, and the gap between children
whose parents had attained at least a
bachelor’s degree and children whose
parents’ highest education was a high
school diploma or the equivalent narrowed
from 24 to 19 percentage points. The
percentage of children using the Internet at
home was higher in 2015 than in 2010 for
children whose parents’ highest education
was a high school diploma or the
equivalent (52 vs. 47 percent) and for

those whose parents had not completed

B 1jenom nipoijeHT zetew,
Nob3yoUXCcs VIHTepHeToM Zjoma,
ObLT BhIIIIE CpPev feTeld, POAUTE U
KOTOPBIX TIOTYUH/IN O0Jiee BbICOKUH
ypoBeHb 00pa3oBaHusi. Hampumep, B
2015 rogy 71 mpoOLIEHT feTel, UbU
POJWTE/N MOTYUYN/IA KaK MUHUMYM
cTereHb OakasnaBpa, M0/b30BaUCh
WNHTepHeTOM /0Ma, 110 CPaBHEHUIO C 52
TIPOLIEHTaMH JIeTel, Y KOTOPBIX
BBICIIIM 00pa30oBaHUEM pOJUTEeN
ObLT aTTeCTaT O cpefiHeM 00pa30BaHUH
VI ero 9KBUBAJIEHT, U 42 mpoLjeHTamu
JeTer, UbM POJIUTE/IA He 3aKOHUKJT
cpepHtoro wkony. C 2010 mo 2015 rog,
pasphIB B UCMOJIb30BAHWU JOMALLIHETO
VHTEpHeTa MeXy AeTbMU, UbU
POJIUTE/N MOTYUYN/IA KaK MUHUMYM
cTereHb OakanaBpa, M JIETbMH, UbH
POJUTe/N He 3aKOHUW/IY CPeJHIOH0
LIIKOJIY, COKpaTuics ¢ 42 no 28
TIPOLIEHTOB, a Pa3pbIB MeXY JeThbMH,
YbU POJUTEJIN MOTYUYUIA KaK MUHUMYM
cTernieHb OaKasaBpa, COKPaTU/ICS C 42
710 28 MpOIeHTOB. CTereHy OakaiaBpa 1
JleTel, BBICIIM 00pa30BaHHEM
poauTesielt KOTOPBIX ObLT aTTeCcTaT o
cpegHeM 00pa30BaHUM WU €T0
9KBUBAJIEHT, COKPaTU/IUCh C 24 10 19

nporieHTOoB. [lons eTe,




high school (42 vs. 29 percent).

Nob3yroUXcs VIHTepHeTOM Zjoma, B
2015 r. Obli1a BeIIe, yuem B 2010 1.,
Cpey ieTel, UbU POAUTEN MOy YUIU
BbICIIIee 0Opa3oBaHUe B BU/le aTTeCcTaTa
Cpe/iHel IIKOJIbl W/ ero SKBUBajieHTa
(52 mpotieHTa MpoTUB 47 MPOLIEHTOB), a
TaK)Xe CpeJiu ieTel, YbU POJUTEN He
3aKOHYMJIM CPe/IHION0 KOy (42

TMpPOLIeHTa). NPOTUB 29 MPOLIEHTOB).

The percentage of children using the
Internet at home was also generally higher
for children with higher family income. In
2015, about 72 percent of children with a
family income of $100,000 or more and
70 percent of children with a family
income between $75,000 and $99,999
used the Internet at home, whereas 40
percent of children with a family income
between $10,000 and $19,999 and 39
percent of children with a family income
of less than $10,000 did so. The
percentage of children using the Internet at
home was higher in 2015 than in 2010 for
children with a family income of less than
$10,000 (39 vs. 26 percent), but it was
lower in 2015 than in 2010 for children
wit$100,000 or more (72 vs. 77 percent).
As a result, the home internet use gap
between children in these two groups

narrowed from 51 percentage points in

[TpotiieHT AeTel, MOIb3yOLIUXCS
VIHTepHeTOM [J0OMa, TaKKe B I1eJIOM ObLT
BbIIlIe CpeJu feTeli ¢ 60Jiee BEICOKUM
noxogoM cembu. B 2015 roay okosno 72
TIPOLIEHTOB JleTel C CeMeMHbIM
poxogoMm ot 100 000 gonnapos CIIA u
6onee 1 70 MIPOIIEHTOB ZieTel C
ceMeuiHbIM Jj0xoa0M oT 75 000 mo 99
999 posnapos CIIIA mosib30Baivch
WNuTtepHeTOM J10Ma, TOra Kak 40
TIPOLIEHTOB JieTel C CeMEeUHbIM
noxonom ot 10 000 go 19 999
nonnapoB CHIA u 39 npoLieHT JeTeu C
ceMmelHbIM J0x040M MeHee 10 000
[10/171apoB cAenany 3t1o. [IporeHT
JieTeu, Mob3yrImuxcs THTepHeToM
noma, B 2015 r. 611 BoIlze, ueM B 2010
I., CPeId JleTel C CeMEeMHBIM [JOX0J0M
MeHee 10 000 gonnapos CIIIA (39%
npotuB 26%), Ho B 2015 1. oH OB

HIKe, uem B 2010 r., cpeay eTei ¢




2010 to 33 percentage points in 2015.
Additionally, the gap between children
with a family income between $75,000
and $99,999 and children with a family
income of less than $10,000 narrowed
from 43 percentage points in 2010 to 31
percentage points in 2015; and the gap
between children with a family income of
$100,000 or more and children with a
family income between $10,000 and
$19,999 was smaller in 2015 (32
percentage points) than in 2010 (37

percentage points).

noxogoM 100 000 gonnapos CIIA u
6onee ( 72% npoTtuB 77%). B
pe3yJbTare pa3pbiB B UCIO/Ib30BAaHUHU
JIOMallIHero UHTepHeTa MeXy 1eTbMU
B 3TUX [IBYX IpyIIiaxX COKpaTuics ¢ 51
riporjeHTa B 2010 rogy mo 33
TMPOL{eHTHBIX NyHKTa B 2015 ropy.
MeHee 10 000 gosmapos CIIA
COKpaTU/IUCH C 43 nporeHToB B 2010
roay no 31 npouenrta B 2015 rogy; a
pa3pbIB MeX/y AETbMHU C CEMENHBIM
noxogoM B pazmepe 100 000 mositapoB
CIIIA u 6o/1ee 1 1eTbMH C CEMEUHBIM
poxozom ot 10 000 mo 19 999
nosinapoB CIIIA 6wt MmenbItie B 2015
roaly (32 mpoLieHTOR)
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