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Background

Executive Summary

“No matter where you are, parents want their students to be
safe and secure... that might even precede a quality
education...” With drugs, gangs, and gunson therisein
many communities the threat of violence “ weighs heavily on
most principals minds these days...Anyone who thinks they
are not vulnerable isreally naive.” (Principal Michael
Durso, Springbrook High School, as quoted in the
Washingtonian Magazine, September 1997).

Recent events have again focused the nation’ s attention on violencein U.S.
public schools, an issue that has generated public concern and directed
research for more than two decades.* Despite long-standing attention to the
problem, there is agrowing perception that not al public schools are safe
places of learning, and media reports highlight specific school-based violent
acts. The seventh goal of the National Education Goals states that by the year
2000, “dl schoolsin Americawill be free of drugs and violence and the
unauthorized presence of firearms and alcohol, and offer a disciplined
environment that is conducive to learning.” In response to this goa, the
Congress passed the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Act of
1994, which provides for support of drug and violence prevention programs.
As part of thislegidation, the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES)
isrequired to collect data to determine the “frequency, seriousness, and
incidence of violencein elementary and secondary schools.” NCES responded
to this requirement by commissioning a survey, the Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence, 1996-97, the results of which are
detailed in this report.

The school violence survey was conducted with a nationally representative
sample of 1,234 regular public elementary, middle, and secondary schoolsin
the 50 states and the District of Columbiain the spring and summer of 1997.
The survey requested information on four main topics:

Theincidence of crime and violence that occurred in public schools during
the 1996-97 academic year;

Principals' (or school disciplinarians’) perceptions about the seriousness
of avariety of discipline issuesin their schools;

The types of disciplinary actions schools took against students for
serious offenses; and

1 U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, “Violent Schools - Safe Schools: The Safe School
Study Report to the Congress,” December 1977.



Key Findings

The kinds of security measures and violence prevention programs that
were in place in public schools.

Thetypesof criminal incidents that schools were asked to report included
murder, suicide, rape or other type of sexual battery, assault or fight with a
weapon, robbery, assault or fight without a weapon, theft/ larceny, and
vandalism. Any effort to quantify the frequency and seriousness of these
crimes and violent incidents occurring in public schools will be affected by
the way in which the information is collected and reported. Three important
aspects of the process that were used to gather the data reported in this
publication were:

The survey questions asked, including how the questions were phrased,
definitions applied, time span covered, and the context in which they
were asked;

The choice of survey respondent; and

The survey sample size.

The reader should keep these aspects of the survey in mind when comparing
results of this particular sample survey with other studies on school crime
and violence. The data reported from this study may vary from data reported
elsawhere because of differencesin definitions, coverage, respondents, and
sample. For example, the data reported in this survey describe the number of
incidents of crime, not the number of individualsinvolved in such incidents.
It should be noted that an incident could involve more than one individual
perpetrator or individual victim. Similarly, an individual perpetrator or
victim could be involved in multiple incidents.

HOW SERIOUSA PROBLEM WASCRIME AND VIOLENCE IN
U.S. PUBLIC SCHOOLSIN THE 1996-97 SCHOOL YEAR?

Morethan half of U.S. public schoolsreported experiencing at least one
crimeincident in school year 1996-97, and 1 in 10 schoolsreported at
least one seriousviolent crimeduring that school year (table7).

Fifty-seven percent of public elementary and secondary school
principals reported that one or more incidents of crime/violence that
were reported to the police or other law enforcement officials had
occurred in their school during the 1996-97 school year.

Ten percent of all public schools experienced one or more serious
violent crimes (defined as murder, rape or other type of sexual battery,
suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery) that were
reported to police or other law enforcement officials during the 1996-97
school year.



Physical attacks or fights without a weapon led the list of reported
crimes in public schools with about 190,000 such incidents reported for
1996-97 (figure 1). About 116,000 incidents of theft or larceny were
reported along with 98,000 incidents of vandalism. These less serious
or nonviolent crimes were more common than serious violent crimes,
with schools reporting about 4,000 incidents of rape or other type of
sexual battery, 7,000 robberies, and 11,000 incidents of physical attacks
or fights in which weapons were used.

While 43 percent of public schools reported no incidents of crimein
1996-97, 37 percent reported from one to five crimes and about 20
percent reported six crimes or more (figure 3).

WHAT TYPESOF SCHOOLSWERE LIKELY TO HAVE MORE
SERIOUSPROBLEMSWITH CRIME AND VIOLENCE?

Crime and violence were mor e of a problem in middle and high schools
than in elementary schools. Middle schools and high schools were more
likely toreport that they had experienced one or mor e incidents of any
crimeand one or moreincidents of seriousviolent crime than
elementary schools (table 7).

Forty-five percent of elementary schools reported one or more violent
incidents compared with 74 percent of middle and 77 percent of high
schools.

Four percent of elementary schools reported one or more serious violent
crimes compared with 19 percent of middle and 21 percent of high
schools.

Of the less serious or nonviolent crimes, the largest ratios of crimes per
100,000 students were found in middle and high schools compared with
elementary schools. Thiswastrue for physical attacks or fights without
aweapon, theft/larceny, and vandalism (table 10).

In general, elementary schools reported proportionately fewer incidents
of seriousviolent crime. They reported lower rates of physical attacks
or fights with a weapon and rape or other type of sexual battery when
compared with middle schools and high schools. However, while
elementary schools reported lower ratios of robbery compared with high
schools, they were not significantly different from middle schools.



Schoolsthat reported seriousdiscipline problemswere morelikely to have
experienced one or moreincidents of crime or violence, and weremore
likely to experience serious violent crimethan those with less serious
discipline problems (table 7).

Sixteen percent of public school principals considered at least one serious
discipline problem (out of 17 discipline issues that they were asked about)
to be aserious problem in their schoolsin 1996-97 (table 12). The
remaining schools were about equally divided between those that had
minor or no discipline problems on all 17 issues (43 percent) and those
that reported a moderate (but no serious) problem on at least 1 of the
issues (41 percent).

Principalsin public high schools and middle schools were more likely than
public elementary school principalsto rate at least one disciplineissueasa
serious problem in their schools. Thirty-seven percent of high school
principals reported at least one serious discipline problem in their schools
compared with 18 percent of middle school principals and 8 percent of
elementary school principals (table 12).

In both 1990-91 and 1996-97, the three discipline issues most frequently
rated as serious or moderate problems by principals were student tardiness,
student absenteeism or class cutting, and physical conflicts among students
(table 13).

WHAT MEASURES ARE SCHOOLSTAKING TO DEAL WITH
PROBLEMSOF CRIME AND VIOLENCE?

Most public schools reported having zer o tolerance policiestowards
serious student offenses (table 19).

Principals were asked about whether the school had * zero-tolerance’
policies, defined as school or district policy mandating predetermined
consequences for various student offenses. The proportion of schools
that had such policies ranged from 79 to 94 percent on violence, tobacco,
alcohol, drugs, weapons other than firearms, and firearms (figure 8 and
table 19).

Most schoolsreported that they employed low levels of security
measuresto prevent violence (figure 11).

To discover what types of security were employed, schools were asked
whether visitors must sign in, if there was a closed campus policy for
most students during lunch, if accessto the school building was
controlled, if access to school grounds was controlled, if there had been
one or more drug sweeps, whether the school used random metal
detector checks on students, or whether students must pass through

Vi



metal detectors daily (table 22). Schools were also asked about the
presence of police or other law enforcement at the school (table 23).

Two percent of public schools had stringent security, which was defined
as afull-time guard and daily or random metal detector checks

(figure 11). Eleven percent of schools had instituted moderate security
measures such as a full-time guard, or a part-time guard with restricted
access to the school, or metal detectors with no guards, while 84 percent
of public schools reported having alow level of security-restricted
access to their schools but no guards or metal detectors. Another

3 percent reported that none of the security measures asked about in the
survey were used.

Most schoolsreported having formal school violence prevention
programs (table 25).

Seventy-eight percent of schools reported having some type of formal
violence-prevention or violence reduction program or effort.

Fifty percent of public schools with violence-prevention programs
indicated that all or ailmost al of their students participated in these
programs (figure 12 and table 30).
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I ntroduction

The disruption caused by violence in our nation’s public elementary and
secondary schoolsisanational concern. Crime in and around schools
threatens the well-being of students, school staff, and communities. It also
impedes learning and student achievement. The seventh goal of the National
Education Goals states that by the year 2000, “all schoolsin Americawill be
free of drugs and violence and the unauthorized presence of firearms and
alcohol, and offer adisciplined environment that is conducive to learning.”
To accomplish this goal, the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities
Act of 1994 provides for support of drug and violence prevention programs.
The Act includes an impact evaluation component, which contains a
provision requiring the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) to
collect data to determine the frequency, seriousness, and incidence of
violence in elementary and secondary schools.

Responding to this legislation, NCES commissioned a survey (the
Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence) to obtain
current data on school violence and other discipline issuesin our nation’s
public elementary and secondary schools. The survey requested information
about 1) the actual number of specific crimes that had occurred at school
during the 1996-97 academic year; 2) principals’ perceptions about the
seriousness of avariety of discipline issues at their schools; 3) the types of
disciplinary actions schools took against students for some serious
violations; and 4) the kinds of security measures and violence prevention
programs that were in place in public schools. Principals were asked to
provide information about incidents of crime and violence that were serious
enough for the police or other law enforcement representatives to have been
contacted. They were also asked to report only on incidents occurring in
school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at school-
sponsored events or activities held in places other than school grounds or
school property. The data collected indicate both the incidence and
frequency of many types of serious crimes that took place in public schools
and the types of security and other violence-prevention measuresin placein
schools.

This report presents the findings from the survey, which was conducted for
NCES by Westat, aresearch firmin Rockville, Maryland. The survey was
conducted through the NCES Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) during
the spring and summer of 1997. FRSSis asurvey system designed to collect
small amounts of issue-oriented data with minimal burden on respondents
and within arelatively short time frame. Questionnaires were mailed to
school principals, who were asked to complete the survey form or to have it
completed by the person most knowledgeable about discipline issues at the
school.

The survey was conducted with a nationally representative sample of regular
public elementary, middle, and high schools in the 50 states and the District
of Columbia. Special education, alternative, and vocational schools, and
schools that taught only prekindergarten, kindergarten, or adult education



were not represented in the sample. Survey findings are presented separately
for al regular public schools, and by the following school characteristics
(defined in the glossary of terms on pages 32 through 35):

Instructional level: elementary, middle, high school.

Size of enrollment: less than 300 students (small schools), 300 to 999
students (medium-sized schools), 1,000 or more students (large schools).

Locale of school: city, urban fringe, town, rural.
Geographic region: Northeast, Southeast, Central, West.

Percent minority enrollment: lessthan 5 percent, 5 to 19 percent, 20 to
49 percent, 50 percent or more.

Percent of students eligible for the federally funded free or reduced-price
lunch program used as a measure of poverty concentration: lessthan

20 percent, 20 to 34 percent, 35 to 49 percent, 50 to 74 percent,

75 percent or more.

Some survey findings are also presented by school characteristics reported in
the survey:

Principals' reports on discipline problemsin their schools: no problems/
minor problems reported by principal, moderate problems, and serious
problems.

Types of crime reported: no crime, any crime (including less serious or
nonviolent crime only and/or some serious crimes reported), |esser
crimes only, some serious crimes reported.

Zero tolerance policy for violence: schools reporting that they do have a
zero tolerance policy for violence, schools reporting that they do not
have a zero tolerance policy for violence.

Police/law enforcement presence: 30 hours or more per week; 10-29
hours per week; 1-9 hours per week; stationed as needed; none stationed
at the school.

It isimportant to note that many of the school characteristics used for
independent analyses may also be related to each other. The size of
enrollment and instructional level of schooals, for example, are known to be
related with middle schools and high schools typically being larger than
elementary schools. Similarly, locale may be related to poverty level and
other relationships between analysis variables may exist. The sample size
was not large enough to control for these types of relationships. Their



existence, however, should be considered in the interpretation of the data
presented in this report.

Among the data collected on school discipline and violence issuesin public
schools were incidents of specific crimes and on a variety of specific
disciplineissues. Thetypes of crimes and discipline issues on which this
survey focused do not represent an exhaustive list of possible school crime
or discipline infractions. Also, the number of incidents of crime reported by
schoolsis not the same as the number of individualsinvolved in such
incidents and the reader should keep in mind the specifics of this study when
comparing the findings reported here with other studies on school crime and
violence. The datareported in this study may vary from data reported
elsawhere because of differencesin definitions, coverage, respondents, and
sample. Among the issues to consider in interpreting the data presented in
thisreport are:

The Choice of Survey Respondent. Thissurvey relied on the responses of
public school principals (or school disciplinarians) to report on all dataitems
requested. Thisincludes the reports on the incidence of specific crimesin
their schools. There are other surveysin existence, most notably the annual
National Crime Victimization Survey of the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
Department of Justice, that request information from actual crime victims?
Itislikely that the incident reports provided by athird party, in this case
school principals, may be an undercount of the incidents of crime and
violence that might have occurred during the school year examined. Thisis
particularly likely for lesser incidents, such as theft, that may not have been
reported to the principal asthey occurred. Thus, comparisons with reports
by victims of crimes that occurred in public schools will not necessarily
match those reports provided by school principalsin this study.

The Survey Questions Asked. For reporting on specific incidents of
crime, principals were asked to provide information only on those serious
enough for the police or other law enforcement representatives to have been
contacted. Additionally, the incidents reported were restricted to those that
occurred in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at
school-sponsored events or activities held in places other than school
grounds or school property. These restrictions were necessary to improve
recall and to ensure that the incidents that were reported were both of a
serious nature and comparable across schools. These restrictions could
result in alower number of reported incidents when compared with the
number reported by other studies that do not similarly restrict the questions
asked.

2 For victim-reported student crime data see L. Bastian and B. Taylon, School Crime, U.S. Department of
Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1991 (NCJ-121645),



The Survey Sample Size. The sample sizefor this survey, 1,234 public
schools, was too small to ensure reliable estimates for very rare events. In
the case of school-based violence, both murders and suicides are relatively
rare events. In fact, no murders were reported by principalsin this survey.
Although a small number of suicides were reported and later verified, the
number was too small to allow the calculation of reliable estimates and is
therefore not reported in the results of this survey, except where combined
with other types of violent events to present general statistics. This does not
mean that no murders or suicides occurred in public schools during the 1996-
97 school year. Other studies have detailed both incidents of murder and
suicide in public schools and discussed the methodology employed to make
such estimates.®

Finally, the reader should be cautioned that any sample survey is subject to
data collection errors and response bias. Further information on the technical
specifications, response rates, calculation of standard errors and testing of
comparisons presented in this text are provided in the section on survey
methodology and sample selection at the end of the report.

Data have been weighted to national estimates of regular public schools and
table A on page 28 provides the weighted and unweighted distribution of the
sample by the analysis variables. All comparative statements made in this
report have been tested for statistical significance through chi-square tests or
t-tests adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni adjustment
and are significant at the 0.05 level or better. However, not all statistically
significant comparisons have been presented. Data are presented in figures
appearing in the text and in reference tables that appear in the Table of
Estimates and Standard Errors on pages 37 to 122. The survey questionnaire
isreproduced in appendix A.

3S. P. Kachur, et al., “School Associated Violent Deaths in the United States, 1992 to 1994, “Journal of
the American Mediical Association, June 12, 1996, 275 (22): 1729-1733.



I ncidents of
Crimeand
Violencein
Public Schools

Public school principals were presented with alist of crimes and asked to
report the number of incidents of each type of crime that had occurred at
their schools during the 1996-97 school year. The crimes about which
schools were asked were murder, suicide, rape or other type of sexual
battery, physical attack or fight with aweapon, robbery, physical attack or
fight without a weapon, theft or larceny, and vandalism. Respondents were
provided with definitions for each of these types of crime (those definitions
appear in the glossary of this report on pages 32 through 35). Under the
assumption that crimes or offenses reported to police would be more
accurately recalled, schools were asked to report only those incidents for
which the police or other law enforcement representatives had been
contacted. It was also assumed that requiring a benchmark of law
enforcement contact would minimize subjective judgment about which
incidentsto include. Only crimes occurring at the school, including those
that took place in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and
at school-sponsored events or activities, but not officially on school grounds,
were to be reported. While student victimization and teacher-reported data
on crimes occurring at school have been collected and reported el sewhere,
schoo‘! principals were asked to report unduplicated incidents at the school
level.

During 1996-97, about 4,000 incidents of rape or other types of sexual
battery were reported in our nation’s public schools (figure 1 and table 1).
There were about 11,000 incidents of physical attacks or fightsin which
weapons were used and 7,000 robberies in schools that year. About 190,000
fights or physical attacks not involving weapons also occurred at schoolsin
1996-97, along with about 115,000 thefts and 98,000 incidents of vandalism
(tables 2-6).

“See W. Mansfield, D. Alexander, and E. Farris, Teacher Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free
Schools, Fast Response Survey System, FRSS 42, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for
Education Statistics, 1991 (NCES 91-091) for teacher-reported data. For student-reported crime data
see L. Bastian and B. Taylor, School Crime, U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics,
1991 (NCJ}131645), and M.J. Nolan, E. Daily, and K. Chandler, Sudent Victimization at School, U.S.
Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1995 (NCES 95-204).



Figure 1.—Number of various crimes occurring in public schools:
1996-97
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Because the sample size was not large enough to produce reliable estimates
for very rare events, the survey was not able to estimate either the percentage
of schools experiencing one or more incidents of murder or suicide or the
total number of these crimes that occurred at public schools during 1996-97.
For example, in the sample of 1,234 public schools, murder was not reported
by any of the schools and, similarly, only 4 schools in the sample reported
any incidents of suicide. The rarity of the occurrence of these crimes at
school, given the sample size of the study, precluded the generation of
reliable national estimates. In a descriptive case study of violent deathsin
schools, Kachur, et al., estimated that there were 105 school -associated
violent deaths including 85 murders occurring at schools during a 2-year
period from 1992 to 1994.°

5 SP. Kachur, et al., “School Associated Violent Deaths in the United States, 1992 to 1994,” Journal of
the American Medical Association, June 12, 1996, 275(22): 1729-1733.



Per cent of
Public Schools
Reporting
Crimeand
Violence

Schools were asked to report the number of incidents of various crimes. To
understand the extent to which crimes affect our nation’s public schools and
public school students, the incidence of crime in terms of the proportion of
schools experiencing crimes are examined below. Nationally, 43 percent of
schaools reported that none of the listed crimes had occurred there during the
1996-97 school year (figure 2 and table 7). Fifty-seven percent, however,
reported that at least one of these crimes had occurred and had been reported
to the police. Onein 10 public schools reported at least one serious violent
crime such as rape or sexual battery, suicide, physical attacks or fights with
weapon, or robbery had occurred at the school. Almost half (47 percent)
indicated that they had experienced no incidents of serious violent crime, but
one or more less serious crimes such as a physical attack or fight without the
use of aweapon, theft, or vandalism had occurred.

Figure 2—Per cent of public schoolsindicating the seriousness of
reported crimes occurring at the school: 1996-97

At least one
serious violent
crime

No serious violent
crime but at least
one serious
or nonviolent
crime

No crime*

*No crime means school did not report contacting the police or other law enforcement representative
during the 1996-97 school year about crimes listed in the questionnaire. However, other crimes not
specified on the survey questionnaire could have occurred or crimes could have occurred but not been
reported to the police.

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that any one of the following crimes occurred at the school: murder,
rape or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less
serious or nonviolent crimes include physical attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, and
vandalism.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.




Vandalism was reported by 38 percent of public schools, theft/larceny by

31 percent of schools, and physical attacks or fights without a weapon by 28
percent (table 8). These crimes were the most frequently occurring in terms
of the percentages of schools affected. Smaller percentages of schools
reported more serious crimes. 3 percent of public schools reported the
occurrence of arape or other type of sexual battery at the school; 3 percent, a
robbery; and 6 percent, a physical attack or fight in which a weapon had

been used.

With the exception of vandalism, roughly the same percentage of schools
reporting various types of crime aso reported incidents involving students as
either victims or perpetrators and that crime occurred during school hours or
at school-sponsored events.

A smaller percentage of elementary schools than middle schools or high
schools reported that any crime at al occurred during the 1996-97 school
year (table 7). About half of all elementary schools (45 percent) reported at
least one crime. In contrast, 74 percent of middle schools and 77 percent of
high schools did so. Higher percentages of middle and high schools also
reported at least one serious violent crime (i.e., robbery, rape or sexual
battery, or assault or fight with a weapon), with about 20 percent indicating a
serious violent crime had occurred at the school compared with 4 percent for
elementary schools.

School crime was also more likely in larger schools. While 38 percent of
small schools reported any incidents, 60 percent of medium-sized schools,
and 89 percent of large schools reported criminal incidents. Serious violent
crime was more likely to be reported by the largest schools. One-third of
schools with enrollments of 1,000 or more reported at |east one serious
violent crime, compared with 4 to 9 percent in schools with fewer than 1,000
students.

Schoolsin cities were at least twice as likely to report serious violent crime
asthosein towns and in rural locations, although city schools were not
significantly different from urban fringe schools. Seventeen percent of city
schools reported at least one serious violent crime, while 8 percent of rural
schools and 5 percent of schools located in towns reported any serious
violent crime. Eleven percent of schoolsin urban fringe areas reported a
serious violent crime, which was not significantly different from cities.

Schools with the highest proportion of minority students were more likely to
report crimes than schools with the smallest proportion of minority
enrollment. Sixty-eight percent of schools with minority enrollments of 50
percent or more reported some crime compared with 47 percent of those with
less than 5 percent minority enrollment. Further, schools with 50 percent or
more minority enrollment were more likely to report serious violent crime
than with less than 5 percent minority enrollment (15 percent compared with
6 percent).



Frequency of
Crimeand
Violence

Schools indicating that they have a policy to report crimes to the public were
lesslikely to report having experienced any crime than those without this
policy, but both types of schoolswere about aslikely to report at least one
serious crime. Greater police or law enforcement presence, however, was
associated with the incidence of serious crime. Schools with police or other
law enforcement stationed at the school for 30 or more hours per week were
more likely to report having experienced a serious violent crime (38 percent)
compared with schools in which police were not stationed or stationed only
as needed (6 to 14 percent, respectively).

Schools in which principal s perceived that general discipline issues were not
a serious problem were more likely to report that they had no crime
incidents. Sixty percent of public schoolsin which principals reported no
discipline problems or only minor discipline problems reported no crime for
the 1996-97 school year. Thirty-eight percent of those in which school
principals reported some moderate discipline problems reported having no
crime, and 14 percent of schools with at least one discipline problem
considered serious by their principal had no reported crime. Among schools
with at least one discipline problem considered serious, 28 percent reported
serious crime compared with 3 percent of schools with no discipline
problems or minor problems, and 10 percent of those with moderate
problems.

M ost public schools experienced arelatively small number of crimesin
1996-97. While 43 percent reported none of the crimes for which the survey
collected data, 37 percent reported 1 to 5 incidents of crime at the school
(figure 3). Seven percent of public schools reported having between 6 and
10 separate incidents during the 1996-97 school year, and 12 percent
reported more than 10 incidents for that period. The number of incidentsisa
factor of the size of schools. Therefore, another measure, the ratio of
incidents of crimes, was used to determine the frequency of crimein
schools.’®

Overall, about 1,000 crimes per 100,000 students were reported in our
nation’s public schools (table 9). Thisincluded about 950 crimes per
100,000 that were not serious or violent crimes (theft, vandalism, fights or
assaults without a weapon) and about 50 serious violent crimes per 100,000
students (rape or sexual battery, robbery, fight with aweapon, suicide). The
overal rate of crime differed by school characteristics. Elementary schools
reported about 350 crimes per 100,000 students, compared with about 1,625
in middle schools and about 1,800 in high schools. Theratio of serious
violent crime was lowest in elementary schools, with 13 violent crimes

8 |t should be noted that the ratio of incidents of crimes was calculated from the number of incidents
reported by public schools per 100,000 public school students and does not represent student-reported
victimization rates.



reported per 100,000 students compared with 93 per 100,000 studentsin
middle schools and 103 per 100,000 students in high schools.

Figure 3.—Percent of public schools with number of reported crime
incidents at the school: 1996-97

No 1to5
reported reported
incidents incidents

6to 10
reported
incidents

More than 10
reported incidents

NOTE: The number of reported incidents of crime at the school are based on the total number of the
following crimes for which the school reported that the police were contacted: murder, rape or other
sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with and without a weapon, robbery, theft or larceny, and
vandalism. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

While alower percentage of small schools reported any serious violent crime
compared with medium and large schools, the ratio of serious violent crimes
per 100,000 students was lower in medium-sized schools than in large
schools. Medium-sized schools reported 38 serious violent crimes per
100,000 students, compared with the 90 serious violent crimes per 100,000
students reported by large schools. Small schools reported 61 serious violent
crimes per 100,000 students.

City schools reported 95 incidents of serious violence per 100,000 students,
compared with 28 serious violent incidents per 100,000 students in towns.
City schools, however, were not significantly different from rural or urban
fringe schoolsin this regard.

The ratio of serious violent crime was associated with percent minority
enrollment. While the ratio of serious violent crime per 100,000 students
was 19 in schools with less than 5 percent minority enrollment, it was 51 per
100,000 students in those schools with 20 to 49 percent minority students,
and 96 per 100,000 in schools with 50 percent or more minority enrollment.

10



Frequency of
Specific Crimes

For every 100,000 public school students, 26 attacks or fights with a
weapon, 17 robberies, and 10 rapes occurred at school (table 10). These
represented the serious violent crimes for which the survey collected data.
More frequently reported were the less serious or nonviolent crimes
including 444 attacks or fights without a weapon, 274 incidents of theft or
larceny, and 234 incidents of vandalism per 100,000 students in public
schools.

Elementary schools, which reported proportionately fewer incidents of
serious violent crime in general, reported lower rates of both physical attacks
or fights in which weapons were used and rape or other type of sexual
battery than middle and high schools. Differences between elementary
schools and high schools were also found in the rate at which robbery was
reported, although no difference was found between elementary and middle
schoolsfor this crime. Physical attacks or fights in which weapons were
used were almost 7 times more frequent in middle and high schoolsthanin
elementary schools. While there were 7 physical attacks or fights with a
weapon per 100,000 students in elementary schools, the rate was 49 per
100,00 middle school students and 46 per 100,000 high school students.
Rapes or other types of sexual battery were reported in middie and high
schools at about the same rate, with 17 per 100,000 studentsin middle
schools and 18 per 100,000 in high schools, as compared to the 3 rapes or
other type of sexual battery per 100,000 students reported in elementary
schools.

Of the less serious or nonviolent crimes (vandalism, physical attacks or
fights without a weapon, and theft or larceny), the ratio at which al three
crimes occurred was more frequent in middle and high schools than in
elementary schools. Physical attacks or fights without a weapon were the
number one crime in both middle schools and high schools, followed by
theft and vandalism.

11



Principals
Per ceptions of
Discipline
Issuesin Their
Schools

Princi pals were asked to report the extent to which specific discipline issues
were a problem in their schools during the 1996-97 school year so that the
relationship between discipline and crime could be examined. Additionally,
data were available on this topic from a 1991 survey which could be used for
comparisons.

Principalswere asked to rate each of the following discipline
issues as a serious problem, moder ate problem, minor problem,
or not a problem at the school

Student tardiness - Student possession of
Student absenteeism weapons

Physical conflicts among Trespassing

students - Verbal abuse of teachers
Robbery or theft of items - Physical abuse of teachers

worth over $10 Teacher absentesism

Vandalism of school
property
Student alcohol use

Teacher alcohol or drug use
Racial tensions and

Student drug use Gangs

Sale of drugs on school
grounds

Student tobacco use

Overall, principals generally perceived these discipline issuesin their
schools as no more than minor problems (43 percent) or moderate problems
(41 percent; figure 4). Sixteen percent of public school principals, however,
perceived at least one discipline issue as a serious problem.

During the 1996-97 school year, student tardiness (40 percent), student
absenteeism or class cutting (25 percent), and physical conflicts among
students (21 percent) were the three discipline issues most often cited by
public school principals as serious or moderate problemsin their schools
(derived from table 11). Public school principals were much less likely (O to
2 percent) to indicate that teacher alcohol or drug use, physical abuse of
teachers, the sale of drugs on school grounds, and student possession of
weapons were serious or moderate problems at their school than the three
most prevalent problems.

12



Types of Schools
With Discipline
Problems

Figure 4.—Per cent of public schoolsreporting the extent to which
disciplineissueswere a problem at the school: 1996-97

Moderate

N blems/
O probiem problems

minor problems

Serious
problems

NOTE: Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issueswas a
serious problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a
moderate problem and there were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the
respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor problem.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Principals were more likely to perceive at least one discipline issue as a
serious problem in high schools and schools with enrollments of more than
1,000 students (table 12). Comparatively, the lowest percent of schools with
principals reporting serious discipline problems were elementary schools (8
percent), followed by middle schools (18 percent). Twice as many
principalsin high schools reported some serious discipline problems (37
percent). Thirty-eight percent of principalsin large schools reported some
serious discipline problems compared with 15 percent of principalsin
medium-sized schools and 10 percent of principalsin small schools.

The discipline issues most frequently reported as moderate or serious
problems by principals differed by instructional level, school size, location
of school, minority enroliment, and the percentage of students eligible for
the federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program (tables 13 through
17). For elementary and high schools, student tardiness and student
absenteeism or class cutting were among the three most often cited serious
or moderate discipline problems (32 and 67 percent, respectively, for student
tardiness, and 17 and 52 percent, respectively, for student absenteeism/class
cutting; figure 5 and table 13). Principals of elementary and middle schools
also reported physical conflicts among students as one of their top three
serious or moderate discipline problems (18 percent and 35 percent,
respectively), whereasin high schools, student tobacco, drug, and alcohol
use were more often reported as serious or moderate problems than physical

13



conflicts among students (48, 36, and 27 percent compared with 17 percent,
respectively).

Figure 5.—Percent of public schoolsreporting that specific discipline
issues wer e a serious or moder ate problem at the school, by
instructional level: 1996-97
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Principalsin large schools were more likely to report student tardiness was a
serious or moderate problem than those in medium-sized and small schools
(64 percent compared with 42 percent and 29 percent, respectively; table
14). Student absenteeism/class cutting was also more of anissuein large
schools, with 53 percent of these schools compared with 24 percent of
medium schools and 19 percent of small schools considering it a serious or
moderate problem. Tobacco use was also more frequently regarded as a
serious or moderate problem in large schools (40 percent of large schools,
compared with 11 percent of medium and 13 percent of small schools).

Physical conflicts among students were more frequently reported to be
serious or moderate discipline problemsin city schools than in rura schools
(25 percent versus 14 percent; table 15). Student tardiness was more
frequently reported as a serious or moderate problem by principalsin schools
with aminority enrollment of more than 50 percent (56 percent) compared
with 25 to 42 percent in schools with less than 20 percent minority
enrollment (table 16). This pattern was also found in schools with the
highest percentage of students eligible for the federally funded free or
reduced-price lunch program compared to the lowest (table 17). Twenty-
nine percent of schools with 75 percent or more students eligible for the
school lunch program reported physical conflicts as a serious or moderate

14



Relationship
Between Safety
and Principals
Per ceptions of
Discipline I ssues

Comparisons of
Principals

Per ceptionsin
1991 and 1997

problem, compared with 13 percent in schools that have fewer than 20
percent of students eligible for the free or reduced-price lunch.

Principals perceptions of discipline issues were related to reported crime in
their schools. Among principalsin schools with no reported crime,

59 percent reported that discipline issues were either not a problem or that
there were only minor problems compared with 31 percent in schools with at
least one crime (figure 6). Conversely, 24 percent of principalsin schools
with any crime at their schools perceived at least one discipline issue as a
serious problem while 5 percent of principalsin schools with no crime
perceived that their schools had one or more serious discipline problems.

Figure 6.—Per cent of public schoolsreporting the extent to which
disciplineissueswere a problem at the school, by reported
crimein the school: 1996-97
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O Serious problems!
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ISerious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at least one discipline issue was a moderate
problem and there were no serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent
indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or aminor problem.

2No crime means school did not report contacting the police or other law enforcement representative
during 1996-97 school year about listed crimes. Any crime means the school reported contacting the
police or other law enforcement representative at least once about the listed crimes.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

| dentical information on principals perceptions of discipline problems, with
the exception of an item about gangs, was collected in another FRSS survey
conducted in 1991. A few comparisons of the principal-reported data over
time are noteworthy, and tables 13 through 17 provide data for both years.

15



School Actions
and Reactions
to Discipline

| ssues

Although student tardiness, student absenteeism/class cutting, and physical
conflicts were the three most often mentioned serious or moderate discipline
problemsin 1991 and 1997, principals in high schools were more likely to
report tardiness, absenteeism/class cutting, and student drug use as serious or
moderate problemsin 1997 (67, 52, and 36 percent, respectively) thanin
1991 (50, 39, and 20 percent, respectively; table 13).

Among those schools with 75 percent or more students eligible for the
federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program, teacher absenteeism
was less likely to be rated as a serious or moderate problemsin 1997 by
principals (table 17). In 1991 teacher absenteeism was reported to be a
serious or moderate problem by 33 percent of principals compared to 15
percent of principalsin 1997.

The survey asked respondents to indicate how many of three specific
actions were taken against students for each of the following offenses:

The possession or use of afirearm;
The possession or use of aweapon other than afirearm;

The possession, distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs, including
tobacco; and

Physical attacks or fights.

The three disciplinary actions about which schools were asked to report were
expulsions, transfers to alternative schools or programs, and out-of-school
suspensions lasting 5 or more days. It isimportant to note that schools may
have chosen to invoke any, more than one, or none of these disciplinary
actions during the 1996-97 school year for the above offenses. They may
also have taken other disciplinary actions. Thus, these three disciplinary
options are not an exhaustive list, simply those that were focused upon in
thissurvey. Itisimportant to note that schools may not have experienced
any of the crimes or infractions and therefore took no actions.

Possession or use of afirearm. For the possession or use of afirearm,

5 percent of al schools reported taking one or more of these three actions
against students for atotal of 16,587 actions (table 18). Half of the actions
reported were out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days (49 percent;
figure 7). Twenty percent of school-reported actions were transferring
students to alternative schools or programs, and 31 percent were expulsions
of students for the possession or use of afirearm (figure 7 and table 18).

Possession or use of a weapon other than a firearm. Weapons other than
afirearm were defined as any instrument or object used with the intent to

16



threaten, injure, or kill, including knives, razor blades or other sharp-edged
objects, ice picks or other pointed objects, baseball bats, sticks, rocks, or
bottles. Twenty-two percent of public schools reported having taken one or
more of the specific actions against students for possession or use of a
weapon other than afirearm (table 18). About 58,000 actions were reported:
23 percent of these actions were expulsions, 22 percent were transfers to
alternative programs or schools, and 55 percent were out-of school-
suspensions lasting 5 or more days (figure 7 and table 18).

Possession, distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs, including tobacco.
For the possession, distribution, or use of alcohol, drugs, and tobacco,

27 percent of schools reported taking atotal of about 170,000 actions:

62 percent of the actions were out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more
days, 20 percent were transfers to aternative schools or programs, and 18

percent were expulsions (figure 7 and table 18).

Figure 7.—Per cent of specified disciplinary actionstaken by public
schoolsfor specific offenses, by type of action taken:
1996-97
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Physical Attacksor Fights. About 40 percent of all public schools reported
having taken at least one of the actions against students for fighting for an
estimated total of 331,000 actions (figure 7 and table 18). The most
commonly reported action was out-of-school suspensionslasting 5 or more
days (66 percent), followed by transfers to an alternative school or program
and expulsions (19 and 15 percent, respectively).
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T hree-quarters or more of all schools reported having zero tolerance policies
for various student offenses (figure 8 and table 19). “Zero tolerance policy”
was defined as a school or district policy that mandates predetermined
conseguence/s or punishments for specific offenses. About 90 percent of
schools reported zero tolerance policies for firearms (94 percent) and
weapons other than firearms (91 percent). Eighty-seven and 88 percent had
policies of zero tolerance for alcohol and drugs, respectively. Seventy-nine
percent had a zero tolerance policy for violence and 79 percent had a zero
tolerance policy for tobacco.

Figure 8.—Per cent of public schoolsthat have adopted zero tolerance
policiesfor various student offenses. 1996-97
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Schools with no crime reported were less likely to have a zero tolerance
policy for violence (74 percent) than schools that had reported one or more
serious crimes (85 percent).

T hirty-nine percent of public schools had a policy to report serious crimes to
the public (table 20). Schools with no reported crime (46 percent) were
more likely than schools with reported crime (34 percent) to have such a

policy.
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Uniforms
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T hree percent of all public schools require students to wear uniforms (table
21). About one-fourth (26 percent) of these schools initiated the requirement
prior to the 1994-95 school year, 40 percent initiated it between the 1994-95
and 1995-96 school years, and 34 percent initiated it in 1996-97 (figure 9).

Figure 9.—Per cent of public schoolsrequiring school uniforms, by year
requirement initiated
O Prior to 1994-95 school year

[ 1994-95 or 1995-96 school years

[l 1996-97 school year

NOTE: Based on the 3 percent of all public schools which require uniforms.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Uniforms were more likely to be required in schools with a high percentage
of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (11 percent in schools
with 75 percent or more free or reduced-price lunch eligibility) compared
with schools in which less than 50 percent of students were eligible (2
percent or less; table 21). Schools with 50 percent or more minority
enrollment were also more likely to require student uniforms than those with
lower minority enrollment (13 percent compared with 2 percent or less).

Schools completing the survey were given alist of seven security measures
widely used to ensure safety in schools and asked if these measures were
used in their institutions.

Schools reported on whether the following actions were taken:
Visitorswererequired to signin;
Access to school grounds was controlled;
Access to the school building was controlled;

School campuses were closed for most students during lunch;
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Students had to pass through metal detectors daily;
Random metal detector checks were performed; and

Schools conducted drug sweeps (e.g., locker searches, dog searches).

Ninety-six percent of public schools reported that visitors were required to
sign in before entering the school buildings (figure 10). This measure was
required by almost all schools, with a range of 91-100 percent, regardless of
instructional level, size, locale, region, minority enrollment, or percentage of
students eligible for free or reduced-priced school lunch (table 22).

Figure 10.—Percent of public schools reporting various types of security
measur es at the schools: 1996-97
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

Security included controlled access to school groundsin 24 percent of public
schools and was most prevalent in large schools. Forty-nine percent of large
schools reported controlling access to school grounds, compared with 16
percent of small schools and 24 percent of medium-sized schools.

Controlled access to school grounds also varied by locale, region, percent
minority enrollment, percent of students eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch, and principals reported discipline problems. City schools were more
likely to secure school grounds than rural schools (35 percent, compared
with 13 percent). Schoolsin the Central region of the country were about
half as likely to report controlling access to school grounds asthosein the
Southeast and the West (12 percent compared with 28 to 31 percent,
respectively). Controlled access to school grounds was higher in schools
with the highest percentages of minority students than those with the lowest
percentages (14 percent in schools with less than 5 percent minority
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enrollment and 38 percent in schoolsin which at least half the students were
minorities) and in schools with the largest proportions of studentsin poverty
than in those with the lowest (18 percent in schools with less than 20 percent
eligibility for the free or reduced-price school lunch program and 37 percent
in schools with 75 percent eligibility for the school lunch program).

Fifty-three percent of public schools controlled access to their school
buildings. Elementary and middle schools were more likely to secure access
to the school building than high schools (57 and 51 percent compared with
40 percent). Differences were also found by school size. Fifty-five percent
of large schools and 57 percent of medium-sized schools controlled access to
their school buildings compared with 40 percent for small schools. City and
urban fringe schools were also more likely to control building access (62 and
68 percent, respectively) compared with those located in towns (49 percent)
and rural areas (33 percent). Northeastern schools were more inclined to
have controlled access to their school buildings (70 percent) compared with
Western schools (46 percent), Central schools (48 percent), and Southeastern
schools (52 percent).

Eighty percent of schools reported having a closed campus policy
prohibiting most students from leaving the campus for lunch. At 93 percent,
middle school principals overwhelmingly reported having this policy (table
22). A smaller percentage of elementary and high schools had this policy
(76 and 78 percent, respectively). Sixty-seven percent of small schools had
instituted the closed campus policy compared with 82 percent of large
schools.

Daily use of metal detectors as a security measure was reported in 1 percent
of public schools. Schools where serious violent crimes were reported were
more likely to employ metal detectors than those with less serious crime only
or no crime (4 percent compared with 1 percent or less). Random metal
detector checks were more likely to be reported by large schools (15 percent)
compared with small schools (less than 1 percent) or medium-sized schools
(4 percent). Similarly, ahigher percentage of schools where a serious crime
was reported (15 percent) performed these checks compared to schools
where no crime was reported (1 percent) or schools where only less serious
crimes were reported (4 percent).

Middle and high schools where principals reported at least one serious

discipline problem were more likely to use drug sweeps (36 and 45 percent,
respectively) compared with elementary schools (5 percent).
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| n addition to the security measures above, 6 percent of public schools had
police or other law enforcement representatives stationed 30 hours or more
at the school, 1 percent of schools had law enforcement officials stationed 10
to 29 hours, 3 percent had officials stationed from 1 to 9 hours, 12 percent of
schools did not have officials stationed during a typical week (but were
available as needed), and 78 percent of schools did not have any officials
stationed at their school during the 1996-1997 school year (table 23). The
full-time presence of law officials, whilerare at elementary schools

(1 percent), was found in 10 percent of middle schools and 19 percent of
high schools. It was also reported in 39 percent of large schools with 1,000
or more students, in 13 percent of city schools and schools with 50 percent
or more minority enrollment, in 15 percent of schoolsin which principals
felt there were some serious discipline issues, and in 23 percent of schoolsin
which at least one serious crime was reported in 1996-97.

From school -reported information on the types of security measures and
police presence at the schools, a composite variable was developed to
determine how stringent security was in public schools during 1996-97.
Security measures were considered to be stringent if a police or other law
enforcement representative such as a guard was present full-time and
students passed through metal detectors on adaily basis or were subject to
random checks with metal detectors. Moderate security measures were
defined as either a full-time policeman or guard with no metal detectors and
no controlled access to the school building, or a part-time guard with or
without metal detectors and controlled access to the school building.
Schools with no regular guard but with metal detectors were also considered
to have moderate security measures. Schools with low security measures
were those with no guards, no metal detectors, but controlled access to the
school building. Schools were considered to have no security measures if
there were no guards, no metal detectors, and no controlled access to the
school.

Overall, security was considered stringent in 2 percent of public schools

(table 24). Security was moderate in 11 percent of schools, but most, 84
percent, had low security, and another 3 percent had no security (figure 11).
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Figure 11.—Percent of public schools, by degree of security: 1996-97
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NOTE: Security measures were considered stringent if a full-time guard was present and students must
pass through a metal detector daily or were subject to random checks with metal detectors. Moderate
security measures were defined as either a full-time guard with no metal detectors and no restricted access
to schoal, or a part-time guard with or without metal detectors, but had restricted access. No security
measures were schools with no guards, no metal detectors and no restricted access to the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

A majority of public school principals (78 percent) reported having some
type of formal school violence prevention or reduction programs (tables 25
and 26). The percentage of schools with both 1-day and ongoing programs
(43 percent) was amost double the percentage of schools with only ongoing
programs (24 percent) and quadruple the percentage of schoolswith only 1-
day programs (11 percent).

Schools in which a serious crime was reported were more likely to have
violence prevention programs than those in which no crime or only less
serious crime had occurred (93 percent compared with 74 and 79 percent,
respectively; tables 25 and 27). Schools with serious crime also had more
programs per school. They reported a mean of 6 programs per school
compared with 3.4 violence prevention programsin schools with no crime or
lesser crimes only (table 27).

In some public schools, incidents during 1996-97 requiring police contact
were used to modify or introduce new violence prevention programs. Of
schools with violence prevention programs that had reported one or more
crimesin 1996-97, 31 percent had used these incidents to introduce or
modify their violence prevention programs (table 28).

School principals were asked if, during the 1996-97 school year, they had

any formal programs or efforts intended to prevent or reduce school
violence. Selected components of prevention/reduction programs were
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listed and principals were asked if any of their programs included each of the
following:

Program components

Prevention curriculum, instruction, or training for students (e.g., social
skills training)

Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students

Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for
students

Activitiesinvolving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring,
mentoring)

Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for students

Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute
or conflict resolution or mediation, student court)

Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management
for teachers

Review, revision, or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practices and
procedures

Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention
programs or efforts

Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a
school, “houses’ or “teams’ of students)

The prevention curriculum, counseling/social work, and review/revision of
schoolwide discipline practices were components used most often by schools
with violence prevention or reduction programs (89 percent, 87 percent, and
85 percent, respectively), while reorganization of school, grades, or
schedules was used |east often (28 percent; table 29). With the exception of
community/parental involvement, which 48 percent of schools reported
using, between 63 percent and 81 percent of the schools with violence
prevention or reduction programs reported using the remaining components.

24




Participation in
Violence
Prevention
Programs

W hen asked how many students in their schools participated in violence
prevention programs that directly served students, 50 percent of principalsin
schools with violence prevention programs reported that all or amost all of
their students participated (figure 12 and table 30).

Figure 12.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention
programs, by the proportion of their studentsthat
participated in these programs. 1996-97

M ost

About half

All or
almost all

Some

None

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response
Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

When asked what proportion of teachers and staff in the schools were
substantially involved in the programs, 44 percent of principalsin schools
with violence prevention programs reported all or aimost all (table 31).
Fifty-one percent of elementary school principals reported that all or almost
al of their staff were substantially involved in school violence efforts or
programs compared to 40 percent of middle schools and 26 percent of high
schools. Forty-six percent of medium-sized schools reported that al or
amost al of their staff were involved in violence prevention programs,
compared to 32 percent of large schools.
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Summary and
Conclusions

Providing asafe and disciplined learning environment in which our children
can learn is a national and worthy priority. The FRSS Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence was conducted to estimate the
incidence and frequency and seriousness of school related crime and
violence during the 1996-97 school year. A nationally representative sample
of 1,234 regular schools participated in the study, and data were weighted to
national totals of al regular public schoolsin the 50 states and the District of
Columbia.

The sample size was not large enough to yield reliable estimates for
incidents with very low incidence such as murder and suicide at school.
However, the survey provided estimates for a number of other school-related
violent and nonviolent crimes. Data obtained regarding the occurrence of
crime reflect only incidents that occurred at school, including those that took
place in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at school-
sponsored events or activities.

Almost half of al public schools reported no incidents of the types of crimes
examined during the 1996-97 school year. However, other schools
experienced avariety of crimes ranging from minor to very serious offenses.

Serious violent crime in schools was of particular interest since it speaks to
the safety of our children in their schools. Schools reported incidents of
suicide, rape or sexual battery, robbery, and physical attacks or fights with a
weapon--all of which were considered serious violent crimes. Onein 10
public schools experienced at |east one of these crimes, which occurred at a
rate of 53 incidents per 100,000 students, during 1996-97. Serious violent
crimes were more likely to occur in large schools. Thirty-three percent of
schools with 1,000 or more students experienced a serious violent crime
compared with 4 to 9 percent in small and medium-sized schools. Large
schools aso had aratio of 90 incidents per 100,000 public school students,
compared with the medium-size schools, with 38 serious violent crimes per
100,000.

Higher percentages of middle and high schools experienced serious violent
crime than elementary schools. Schoolsin central cities, while more likely
to experience serious violent crime than those in towns and rural locales, did
not differ significantly from urban fringe schools in terms of the percent of
schools reporting at least oneincident. City schools also reported a much
higher ratio of violence than those in towns, with 95 incidents per 100,000
students compared with 28 per 100,000 students attending schoolsin towns.

L ess serious crimes were also examined since they also threaten the order
and safety of schools. Less serious crime for which data were obtained
included incidents of physical attacks or fights without a weapon, theft or
larceny, and vandalism. The rate of less serious crime was nearly 20 times
that of serious violent crime with 949 incidents per 100,000 students.

26



Survey

M ethodology
and Data
Reliability

Sample Selection

Respondent and
Response Rates

Overall, 38 percent of public schools reported vandalism, 31 percent
reported theft, and 28 percent had at |east one physical attack or fight in
which no weapon was used during 1996-97.

Students attending schools with crime experience alearning environment in
which discipline and safety are jeopardized. The study found that efforts to
prevent or reduce violence were being implemented in 78 percent of public
schools. Those in which serious crime was reported were more likely to
have these programs than those with no crime or only less serious crimes
(93 percent compared with 74 and 79 percent, respectively).

The sample of public schools for the FRSS Principal/School Disciplinarian
Survey on School Violence was selected from the 1993-94 NCES Common
Core of Data (CCD) Public School Universe File. Over 84,000 public
schools are contained in the CCD Universe File, of which almost 79,000—
49,000 regular elementary schools, 14,000 regular middle schools, and
15,801 regular secondary/combined schoolsin the 50 states and the District
of Columbia—meet the digibility criteriafor this study. Excluded from the
sampling frame were special education, vocational, and alternative/other
schaools, schoolsin the territories, and schools with a high grade lower than
one or ungraded.

The sample was stratified by instructional level (elementary, middle, and
secondary/combined), locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural), and school size
(less than 300, 300 to 999, and 1,000 or more; table A). Within the primary
strata, schools were a so sorted by geographic region (Northeast, Southeast,
Central, West) and by percent minority enrollment (less than 5 percent or
missing, 5 to 19 percent, 20 to 49 percent, and 50 percent or more). The
sample sizes were then alocated to the primary stratain rough proportion to
the aggregate square root of the size of enrollment of schoolsin the stratum.
The use of the square root of the size of enrollment to determine the sample
alocation is considered efficient for estimating school-level characteristics
(e.g., number or percent of schools that reported an incident of robbery
occurred at their school). The sample sizes were large enough to permit
limited analysis of the questionnaire (along one dimension) by the four
regions, four locales, three enrollment size categories, five levels of poverty
concentration, and four categories of minority enrollment, but not the
independent effects of each characteristic.

I n April 1997 questionnaires were mailed to 1,415 school principals. The
principal was asked either to complete the questionnaire or to have it
completed by the school disciplinarian who was most knowledgeabl e about
discipline issues at the school. Telephone followup of nonrespondents was
initiated in late April, and data collection was completed in July 1997.
Eleven schools were found to be out of the scope of the study (no longer in
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Table A—Number and percent of responding public schoolsin the study sample and estimated
number and percent of public schools the sample represents, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Respondent sample National estimate
School characteristic Number | Percent Number | Percent
All public schooIS .....cccoeveieicrceie, 1,234 100 77,752 100
Instructional level
Elementary ......cccoveeeveineenseneeenecees 354 29 48,100 62
MiIddI€ ... 439 36 14,008 18
SECONANY ..o 441 36 15,644 20
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300......cccoeereineennereeecees 169 14 20,280 26
300t0 999.....cuiiiiieriee e 745 60 50,071 64
1,000 OF MOYE.....oeeeuieeerieinireesreeeeeeeee e 320 26 7,402 10
Locae
CIY e 406 33 17,990 23
Urban fringe......ccooveveeeeieiicesecieeececc e 279 23 19,017 25
TOWI o 296 24 19,656 25
RUFEL ..ot 253 21 21,089 27
Geographic region
NOIMhEESE......cveeceeereeee s 229 19 14,997 19
SOULNEASE ... 296 24 16,949 22
CaNtral ..o 323 26 22,500 29
WESE...eee e 386 31 23,203 30
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent ........ccoovveveveeeeeeennennen 309 25 24,208 31
51019 PErcent ......ccovcvveeninieneseese e 297 24 17,555 23
2010 49 PEFCENt ..cvveveereerieee e 290 24 17,747 23
50 percent Or MOre.......ccoovveereeieenierensennnens 328 27 17,425 23
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent .......ccoovvveveeveeeennennen 332 27 18,473 24
2010 34 PEFCENt ..cvveeereerieee e 281 23 17,350 22
351049 PEFCENt ..c.vvevvveericee e 204 17 12,958 17
5010 74 PEFCENt ..ovvevvvreericeecie e 233 19 16,038 21
75 PErCENt OF MOFE....cc.evvireireeeeeeeieene e 177 14 12,520 16
Zero tolerance for violence
Y BS ittt 987 80 61,185 79
NO e 246 20 16,538 21
Policy to report crimes to public
Y Sttt e 454 37 30,467 39
NO e 776 63 47,101 61
Principals' report on problemsin school
No problems/only minor problems.............. 352 28 33,312 43
Only minor or moderate problems............... 574 47 31,907 41
Some problems considered serious.............. 307 25 12,419 16
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME ... 352 28 33,566 43
ANY CHME .t 881 72 43,992 57
Lesser CrimeSonly .......ccovvvvieciereeeeneennens 628 51 36,134 47
Some serious crimes reported.................... 253 21 7,859 10

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because data were not available for some schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Sampling and
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existence), and atotal of 1,234 schools completed the survey. Thus, the
final raw response rate was 88 percent (1,234 schools divided by the 1,404
eligible schoolsin the sample). The weighted overall response rate was 89
percent. Weighted item nonresponse rates ranged from O percent to 0.9
percent. Because the item nonresponse was so low, imputation for item
nonresponse was not implemented.

Comparisons with principals perceptions about school disciplinein 1991
used the results the 1991 FRSS Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and
Drug-Free Schools. That survey was mailed to a sample of 890 public
schoolsin April 1991. Six of the schools were found to be closed, leaving
884 schools in the sample. Telephone followup commenced in mid-May;
data collection was completed by the end of June, 1991. A response rate of
94 percent was achieved (830 responding principal s divided by 884
principalsin the sample) for the 1991 study and item nonresponse ranged
from 0.0 percent to 3.1 percent.

Because of small sampling differences between the 1991 and 1996-97
surveys, it was preferable not to simply make comparisons with data
provided in the 1991 survey report; consequently, new analyses were run on
the 1991 datafile. The 1991 survey design had included regular, vocational
education, and alternative schools in the sasmple, while the 1996-97 survey
included only regular schools and excluded vocational and alternative
schools from the sampling frame. Thus, additional analyses were done
dropping vocational and alternative schools from the 1991 data set so that
the samples would be comparable. Thirteen vocational and alternative
schools were dropped from the analyses, and all 1991 data were recal culated
on asample of 817 regular public schools.

T he responses were weighted to produce national estimates. The weights
were designed to adjust for the variable probabilities of selection and
differential nonresponse. The findings of this survey are estimates based
upon the sample selected and, as aresult, are subject to sampling variability.

The survey estimates are a so subject to nonsampling errors that can arise
because of nonobservation (nonresponse or nonNcoverage) errors, errors of
reporting, and errors made in collection of the data. These errors can
sometimes bias data. Nonsampling errors may include such problems as the
differencesin the respondents’ interpretation of the meaning of the
guestions; memory effects; misrecording of responses; incorrect editing,
coding, and data entry; differences related to the particular time the survey
was conducted; or errors in data preparation. While general sampling theory
can be used in part to determine how to estimate the sampling variability of a
statistic, nonsampling errors are not easy to measure and, for measurement
purposes, usually require that an experiment be conducted as part of the data
collection procedures or that data external to the study be used. To
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minimize the potential for nonsampling errors, the questionnaire was
pretested with public school principals like those who completed the survey.
During the design of the survey and the survey pretest, an effort was madeto
check for consistency of interpretation of questions and to eliminate
ambiguous items. The questionnaire and instructions were extensively
reviewed by the National Center for Education Statistics. Manual and
machine editing of the questionnaire responses were conducted to check the
datafor accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent items
were recontacted by telephone. Data were keyed with 100 percent
verification.

T he standard error is ameasure of the variability of estimates due to
sampling. It indicates the variability of a sample estimate that would be
obtained from all possible samples of agiven design and size. Standard
errors are used as a measure of the precision expected from a particular
sample. If all possible samples were surveyed under similar conditions,
intervals of 1.96 standard errors below to 1.96 standard errors above a
particular statistic would include the true popul ation parameter being
estimated in about 95 percent of the samples. Thisisa 95 percent
confidence interval. For example, the estimated percentage of public
schools reporting any incidence of crimeis 57 percent, and the estimated
standard error is 2.1 percent. The 95 percent confidence interval for the
statistic extends from [57-(2.1 times 1.96)] to [57+ (2.1 times 1.96)] or from
52.8t0 61.1 percent.

Estimates of standard errors for this report were computed using a technique
known as ajackknife replication method. Standard errorsfor all of the
estimates are presented in the tables. All specific statements of comparison
made in this report have been tested for statistical significance through t-
tests adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni adjustment, and
they are significant at the 95 percent confidence level or better.

T he survey was performed under contract with Westat, using the NCES Fast
Response Survey System (FRSS). Westat’s Project Director was Elizabeth
Farris, and the Associate Project Director and Survey Manager was Sheila
Heaviside. Shelley Burnsand Edith McArthur were the NCES Project
Officers. The data were requested by Kathryn Chandler of the National
Center for Education Statistics, Office of Educational Research and
Improvement, U.S. Department of Education, and Joanne Wiggins of
Planning and Evaluation Services in the U.S. Department of Education.
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Terms Defined on the Survey Questionnaire

Firearm - any weapon that is designed to (or may readily be converted to)
expel aprojectile by the action of an explosive. Thisincludes guns, bombs,
grenades, mines, rockets, missiles, pipebombs, or similar devices designed to
explode and capable of causing bodily harm or property damage.

Incident - a specific criminal act or offense involving one or more victims
and one or more offenders.

Physical attack or fight without a weapon - an actual and intentional
touching or striking of another person against his or her will, or the
intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual without using a weapon.
This category should be used only when the attack is serious enough to
warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Police or other law enfor cement representatives - any regular state or
local law enforcement officers, school resource officers, campus police,
security personnel employed by school or district, or other security personnel
with power to arrest or hold for arrest.

Robbery - the taking or attempting to take anything of value that is owned
by another person or organization, under confrontational circumstances by
force or threat of force or violence and/or by putting the victimin fear. A
key difference between robbery and theft/larceny isthat athreat or battery is
involved in robbery.
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Sexual battery - an incident that includes rape, fondling, indecent liberties,
child molestation, or sodomy. These incidents should take into
consideration the age and developmentally appropriate behavior of the
offenders and are severe enough to warrant calling the police or other law
enforcement representative.

Theft/lar ceny - the unlawful taking of another person’s property without
personal confrontation, threat, violence, or bodily harm. Included are pocket
picking, stealing purse or backpack (if left unattended or no force was used
to take it from the owner), theft from a building, theft from a motor vehicle
or motor vehicle parts or accessories, theft of bicycles, theft from vending
machines, and other types of thefts.

Typical week - atypical full week of school. Avoid weeks with holidays,
vacation periods, or weeks when unusual events took place at the school.

Vandalism - the damage or destruction of school property including
bombing, arson, graffiti, and other acts that cause property damage.

Weapon - any instrument or object used with the intent to threaten, injure, or
kill. Examplesinclude guns, knives, razor blades or other sharp-edged
objects, ice picks, other pointed objects (including pens, pencils), baseball
bats, frying pans, sticks, rocks, and bottles.

Zerotolerance policy - aschool or district policy that mandates
predetermined consequences or punishment for specific offenses.

Sample Universe and Analysis Variables

Instructional level — Schools were classified according to their grade span
in the Common Core of Data (CCD).

Elementary school —low grade of 3 or less and high grade of 1 through
8.
Middle school — low grade of 4 through 9 and high grade of 4 through 9.

High school — low grade of 9 through 12 and a high grade of 10 through
12.

Schools that did not precisely meet these qualifications were classified
as “combined” and included in the analyses with high schools.
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Size of enrollment - total number of students enrolled as defined by
Common Core of Data (CCD).

Small — less than 300 students.
M edium — 300 to 999 students.
L arge— 1,000 or more students.
L ocale - as defined in the Common Core of Data (CCD).

City - acentral city of aMetropolitan Statistical Area (MSA).

Urban fringe - a place within an MSA of acentral city, but not
primarily its central city.

Town - aplace not within an MSA, but with a population greater than or
equal to 2,500 and defined as urban by the U.S. Bureau of the Census.

Rural - aplace with a population less than 2,500 and defined as rural by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census.

Geographic region:

Northeast - Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New Y ork,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont.

Southeast - Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, and
West Virginia.

Central - Illinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

West - Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, |daho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washington,
and Wyoming.

Per cent minority enrollment - The percent of students enrolled in the
school whose race or ethnicity is classified as one of the following:
American Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian or Pacific Islander, black, or
Hispanic, based on datain the 1993-94 CCD file.

Per cent of students at the school eligiblefor free or reduced-price
lunch - Based on responses to question 9 on the survey gquestionnaire (see
appendix A). Thisitem served as the measurement of the concentration of
poverty at the school.



Principals report on discipline problemsin school - based ona
composite of principal responses to question 1, items a-q on the
guestionnaire (see appendix C).

No problems/minor problems - principals selected the responses “not a
problem” or “minor” for all of the discipline problems listed in items
aq.

M oder ate problems - principals selected “moderate” for one or more
items a-q, but did not select “serious’ for any of theitems a-q.

Serious problems - principals selected “serious’ for one or more items
aq.

Typesof crimereported - based on a composite of principal responsesto
guestion 2, items a-h on the questionnaire providing the number of each of
the following listed crimes: murder, suicide, rape or sexua battery, physical
attack or fight with aweapon, rabbery, physical attack or fight without a
weapon, theft or larceny, and vandalism.

No crime - principals reported none of the crimes specified in question
2, ah.

Any crime - principals reported at least one of any of the crimes
specified in question 2, a-h.

Lessserious or nonviolent crime - principals reported at
least one incident of any of the specified less serious crimes
(physical attack or fight without a weapon, theft or larceny,
or vandalism) and no incidents of the more serious crimes
(murder, suicide, rape or sexual battery, physical attack or
fight with aweapon, or robbery).

Seriousviolent crime - principals reported at |east one
incident of any of the specified more serious or violent
crimes (murder, suicide, rape or sexual battery, physical
attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery).
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Tables of

Estimates and Standard Errors
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Table 1.—Number and per cent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of rape or other
type of sexual battery, and total number of incidents of rape or other type of sexual
battery reported in public schoolsin which police or other law enforcement were
contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Rape or other types of sexual battery
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 2,326 3 4,170
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 404 1 690
Middle SchOOl ..o 731 5 1,400
High SChOO ..o 1,191 8 2,070
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 255 1 320
300-999 1,232 2 2,010
840 11 1,830
912 5 1,930
708 4 1,130
256 1 290
451 2 820
Region
NOIHEASE ...t 333 2 510
SOULNEASE ... 595 4 1,210
661 3 1,180
738 3 1,270
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveeeenenennesenecee s 430 2 680
5to 19 percent........ 557 3 760
20 to 49 percent...... 636 4 1,480
50 PErceNnt OF MOTE .......c.cveveveuereeeieieieeesere e 704 4 1,250
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.coeeveveveneneneneeenesienenes 531 3 820
20 to 34 percent 589 3 1,140
35 to 49 percent 566 4 970
50 to 74 percent 250 2 630
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ... 373 3 590
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 2,017 3 3,670
NO s 309 2 500
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Table 1.—Number and percent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of rape or other
type of sexual battery, and total number of incidents of rape or other type of sexual
battery reported in public schoolsin which police or other law enfor cement were
contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Rape or other types of sexual battery
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems...........cccocevvveenerenene. 129 (+) 180
Moderate problems. 1,028 3 1,930
Serious Problems..........coveeeeieiieeeeeeee 1,169 9 2,060

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.

The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 1la—Standard errorsof the number and percent of public schoolsreporting oneor more
incidents of rape or other type of sexual battery and of the total number of incidents of
rape or other type of sexual battery reported in public schoolsin which police or other
law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Rape or other types of sexual battery
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 3714 0.5 676.1
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........cooovevrnineineecec e 229.4 0.5 417.6
Middle SChOoL..........coonieiriciee e 169.1 1.2 364.5
High SChOO .......cocviiiicce e 197.4 13 334.8
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........c.cueueueeimienirererirereresesesee e 129.2 0.6 173.0
300-999 317.8 0.6 5735
119.6 17 312.7
174.9 1.0 439.4
186.3 1.0 294.2
106.3 0.5 117.2
187.1 0.9 364.6
Region
88.2 0.6 136.0
155.3 0.9 329.9
231.3 1.0 475.4
176.7 0.8 337.0
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveeeevenencneneneceeseenes 188.2 0.8 341.1
5to 19 percent........ 215.8 12 332.9
20 to 49 percent...... 125.7 0.7 317.6
50 PErCeNnt OF MOTE .......cvcveveeeeereieieicieeesese e 169.4 1.0 258.6
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 Percent..........coovvrrrrrerseeeererenenenenenes 147.7 0.8 238.8
20 to 34 percent 176.4 1.0 364.6
35 to 49 percent 214.7 17 411.2
50 to 74 percent 64.7 0.4 218.0
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ...t 104.3 0.9 151.1
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 367.7 0.6 674.0
NO s 113.0 0.7 201.4
Principals' report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems...........cccocvivecneneene. 56.4 -- 90.1
Moderate problems. 265.2 0.8 494.3
Serious Problems...........covveeeeeiieeeeeeee 246.0 2.0 432.7

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 2—Number and per cent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of physical
attacks or fightswith weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights with weaponsreported in public schoolsin which police or other law enforcement
wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Physical attack or fight with a weapon
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 4,694 6 10,950
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 1,108 2 1,590
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueueeiiiiererrr e 1,626 12 4,080
High SChOO ..o 1,960 13 5,280
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 383 2 1,400
300-999 2,804 6 5,700
1,000 or more 1,507 20 3,850
Locale
Gty vttt 1,845 10 5,430
Urban fringe......ooviveienieeeee e 1,230 6 2,060
580 3 1,670
RUFEL .o 1,039 5 1,800
Region
627 4 1,130
850 5 1,570
1,313 6 4,310
1,904 8 3,940
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveeeenenennesenecee s 773 3 860
5to 19 percent........ 974 6 2,440
20 to 49 percent...... 1,320 7 2,220
50 PErceNnt OF MOTE .......c.cveveveuereeeieieieeesere e 1,628 9 5,440
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.coeeveveveneneneneeenesienenes 946 5 1,380
2010 34 PEICENE.....cveereeeeeerereieieiei et 1,120 6 2,370
35 to 49 percent 785 6 1,460
50 to 74 percent 959 6 2,890
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 844 7 2,740
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 3,860 6 9,180
NO s 834 5 1,770
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Table 2—Number and per cent of public schoolsreporting one or more incidents of physical
attacksor fightswith weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fightswith weaponsreported in public schoolsin which police or other law enfor cement
wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued

Physical attack or fight with a weapon
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems...........cccocevvveenerenene. 479 1 530
Moderate problems. 1,998 6 4,910
Serious Problems..........coveeeeieiieeeeeeee 2,217 18 5,510

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 2a.—Standard errorsof the number and percent of public schoolsreporting oneor more
incidents of physical attacks or fights with weapons and of the total number of
incidents of physical attacks or fights with weaponsreported in public schoolsin which
police or other law enforcement wer e contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physical attack or fight with a weapon
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......cooereeerireereee 365.2 0.5 1,882.2
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 383.0 0.8 555.3
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueuiieiiieerrrr e 170.4 12 1,440.4
High SChOO ..o 235.2 15 1,078.6
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 174.1 0.9 978.0
300-999 377.7 0.8 1,570.2
1,000 or more 137.7 2.0 514.8
Locale
Gty ettt 285.2 17 1,518.8
Urban fringe......ooviveienieeeee e 229.4 12 3718
170.7 0.9 964.1
RUFEL .o 252.0 12 586.9
Region
136.2 1.0 260.2
210.1 13 4229
304.2 14 15771
281.8 12 995.7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveevevenennenenecre s 2115 0.9 230.4
5to 19 percent........ 207.3 12 972.6
20 to 49 percent...... 265.6 16 478.0
50 PErcent OF MOTE .......c.cveveveeereeeieicieeesese e 208.0 13 15121
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 Percent..........oovvrrrrnereseeeererenenenenenes 198.6 12 321.0
20 to 34 percent 2324 13 485.0
35 to 49 percent 219.6 17 455.1
50 to 74 percent 213.3 13 1,462.8
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 174.3 14 976.4
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 320.8 0.6 1,836.3
NO s 209.3 13 587.9
Principals' report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems...........cccocvevecnereene. 222.4 0.7 229.0
Moderate problems. 269.3 0.9 1,650.9
Serious Problems...........covveeeieiieeeeeeee 314.9 24 1,095.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 3.—Number and percent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of robbery, and
total number of incidents of robbery reported in public schoolsin which police or other
law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Robbery
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccoveeerieereeeeee 2,389 3 7,150
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........cocovevrininereceeeee 395 1 390
Middle school 760 5 2,330
High SChOOL .......cocviiicee e 1,235 8 4,430
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 101 +) 240
300-999........... 1,123 2 3,040
1,000 or more 1,166 16 3,870
Locale
Gty ettt 1,461 8 4,520
520 3 1,510
171 1 590
237 1 530
Region
468 3 1,570
394 2 1,310
582 3 2,100
946 4 2,160
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent 231 1 260
5to 19 percent........ 366 2 640
20 to 49 percent...... 520 3 1,450
50 percent or more 1,273 7 4,800
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.ooeeeerenenenereneeeneseenenes 222 1 670
20 to 34 percent 473 3 1,550
35 to 49 percent 373 3 880
50 to 74 percent 607 4 1,960
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 698 6 2,020
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y B ottt 2,003 3 6,260
N s 386 2 890
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Table 3.—Number and per cent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of robbery, and
total number of incidents of robbery reported in public schoolsin which police or other
law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued

Robbery
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
Principals' report on discipline problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems...........cccccvvvivecnenenene 288 1 330
Moderate problems...........cceevereereneneierereere e 820 3 2,590
Serious Problems..........c.ocveeviveeeeeee e 1,282 10 4,230

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher acohol or drug/
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.

The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 3a.—Standard errorsof the number and percent of public schoolsreporting oneor more
incidents of robbery and of the total number of incidents of robbery reported in public
schoolsin which police or other law enforcement wer e contacted, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Robbery
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 306.4 04 1,538.1
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 197.7 04 197.7
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueuiieiiieerrrr e 128.7 0.9 1,021.2
High SChOO ..o 151.7 1.0 886.5
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........c.cueueueeimienirererirereresesesee e 74.9 -- 206.3
300-999 261.8 0.5 1,249.1
1,000 or more 122.2 18 769.7
Locale
Gty ettt 234.3 13 1,192.6
Urban fringe......ooviveienieeeee e 127.8 0.7 623.8
87.9 0.4 355.8
RUFEL .o 122.6 0.6 291.1
Region
80.7 0.6 399.6
105.1 0.6 660.8
185.6 0.8 1,010.5
174.4 0.8 4714
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveerevenennesenecne e 125.7 0.5 1354
5to 19 percent........ 142.7 0.8 247.8
20 to 49 percent...... 1445 0.8 498.4
50 PErCeNnt OF MOTE........c.cveeeverereeeieiceeesesese s 180.7 11 1,433.3
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.coeeveevereneneneneeeneseeseenes 95.7 0.5 339.7
20 to 34 percent 123.7 0.7 607.5
35 to 49 percent 135.9 11 355.3
50 to 74 percent 151.2 1.0 1,017.9
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ...t 150.5 12 519.8
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 255.1 0.4 1,306.3
NO e 147.8 0.9 383.6
Principals' report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems...........cccocevevecnereene. 137.6 04 145.0
Moderate problems. 178.6 0.6 996.4
Serious Problems...........covveeeoeiieeeeeeee 194.8 15 892.0

--Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table4—Number and percent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of physical
attacks or fights without weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights without weaponsreported in public schools in which police or other law
enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physical attack or fight without a weapon
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......covieerieereeeee 21,576 28 187,890
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 5,801 12 21,470
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueueeiiiiererrr e 7,177 51 73,330
High SChOO ..o 8,598 55 93,090
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 3,372 17 15,590
300-999 13,260 26 87,940
1,000 or more 4,944 67 84,350
Locale
Gty vttt 5,463 30 62,130
Urban fringe......ooviveienieeeee e 5,369 28 54,780
6,242 32 46,290
RUFEL .o 4,501 21 24,680
Region
NOIHEASE ...t 3,424 23 29,060
SOULNEASE ... 4,871 29 50,690
5,949 26 45,590
7,332 32 62,540
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent..........cocovvvrrrnerenseeerereneeennes 5,401 22 24,340
5to 19 percent........ 4,810 27 35,600
20 to 49 percent...... 5,595 32 53,960
50 PErCeNnt OF MOTE .......cvcveeeeeeerieieicieeeserese s 5,545 32 72,600
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 Percent..........coovverrrrererseerererenenenenenes 5,343 29 39,990
20 to 34 percent 4,738 27 34,880
35 to 49 percent 3,658 28 33,270
50 to 74 percent 4,494 28 45,900
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..o 3,102 25 28,800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 17,436 29 157,710
NO s 4,140 25 30,170
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Table 4—Number and per cent of public schoolsreporting one or more incidents of physical
attacksor fightswithout weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights without weaponsreported in public schoolsin which police or other law
enforcement wer e contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Physical attack or fight without a weapon
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems...........cccocevvveenerenene. 3,828 11 13,680
Moderate problems. 10,204 32 94,610
Serious Problems...........covveeeeeiieeeeeee e 7,544 61 79,590

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 4a.—Standard errorsof the number and percent of public schoolsreporting oneor more
incidents of physical attacks or fights without weapons and of thetotal number of
incidents of physical attacks or fights without weaponsreported in public schoolsin
which police or other law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school char acteristics:

1996-97
Physical attack or fight without a weapon
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovieirireereeeee 932.8 11 17,030.4
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineinneeceeee 817.3 17 6,994.9
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueuieiiieerrr e 343.8 23 10,432.4
High SChOOL ..o 463.3 29 9,362.2
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 616.4 29 3,702.9
300-999.......ccc.... 737.4 14 10,727.6
1,000 or more 2277 3.0 11,519.4
Locale
Gty ettt 4175 24 9,216.2
Urban fringe.....coovveveieerieeeee s 521.1 2.6 11,539.2
TOWN oo 452.7 2.3 5,769.4
RUFEL .o 556.1 2.6 4,298.4
Region
NOIHEASE ...t 3834 2.3 6,820.7
SOULNEASE ... 4432 2.7 8,804.0
CONTAL.....eeeieiirerr e 705.2 2.6 10,026.6
WWESE ...ttt 681.7 3.0 7,301.6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent..........cocovvrrrnnnesseeeereneeenees 603.2 24 3,251.0
5to 19 percent........ 593.0 3.0 5,122.2
20 to 49 percent...... 574.5 29 9,325.6
50 percent or more 575.7 31 13,703.7
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 Percent..........coovrvrrrererneeeererenenenenenes 462.0 25 5,547.4
2010 34 PEICENE.....cvreereeeeeerereieieiee e 534.1 29 7,725.4
3510 49 PEICENE.....cvveereeeeeeeeteieeee e 458.5 34 6,976.7
50 to 74 percent 612.5 34 9,867.3
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 380.5 3.0 5,945.3
Zero tolerance policy for violence
907.0 15 15,703.4
433.3 2.7 5,350.6
Principals' report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems, 541.3 16 2,402.1
Moderate problems................... 678.9 21 14,128.7
Serious Problems...........covveeeieiieeeeeeee 585.4 4.4 9,994.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 5.—Number and per cent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of theft or
larceny, and total number of incidents of theft or larceny reported in public schoolsin
which police or other law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school char acteristics:

1996-97
Theft or larceny
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 23,798 31 115,500
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 9,041 19 19,480
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueueeiiiiererrr e 6,166 44 31,470
High SChOO ..o 8,591 55 64,550
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 3,568 18 9,850
300-999 15,211 30 51,430
1,000 or more 5,019 68 54,220
Locale
Gty vttt 6,192 34 39,930
Urban fringe......ooviveienieeeee e 5,446 29 28,270
7,102 36 28,990
RUFEL .o 5,057 24 18,320
Region
NOIHEASE......eveeeeecc s 3,964 26 18,070
5,385 32 23,270
5,783 26 22,990
8,666 38 51,170
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent..........cocovvnrrnnenenseereveneeennes 5,865 24 21,410
5to 19 percent........ 4,924 28 29,410
20 to 49 percent...... 5,418 31 25,910
50 PErCENt OF MOTE.......evvereereeieiceee e 7,188 41 34,830
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 Percent..........oovvrrrrnereseeeererenenenenenes 5,538 30 29,490
20 to 34 percent 4,277 25 26,050
35 to 49 percent 4,506 35 21,630
50 to 74 percent 4,956 31 22,410
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 4,439 35 15,800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 18,971 31 98,410
N s 4,798 29 17,060
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Table 5—Number and percent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of theft or
lar ceny, and total number of incidents of theft or larceny reported in public schoolsin
which police or other law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics:
1996-97--continued

Theft or larceny
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems...........cccocevvveenerenene. 5,508 17 13,040
Moderate problems. 11,097 35 49,160
Serious Problems..........coveeeeieiieeeeeeee 7,078 58 52,960

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.
The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 5a.—Standard errorsof the number and percent of public schoolsreporting oneor more
incidents of theft or larceny and of the total number of incidents of theft or larceny
reported in public schoolsin which police or other law enforcement wer e contacted, by
school characteristics. 1996-97

Theft or larceny
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 1,200.6 15 8,404.0
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 983.2 2.0 3,393.6
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueueeiiiiererrr e 350.9 25 3,374.4
High SChOOL .......cocvieiice e 519.1 31 5,665.4
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 653.8 31 2,272.3
300-999 954.5 18 4,447.1
1,000 or more 286.9 3.2 5,284.7
Locale
Gty vttt 462.3 2.7 4,185.4
Urban fringe......ooviveienieeeee e 465.2 24 4,133.6
680.9 35 3,548.5
700.4 33 3,591.5
Region
493.4 33 4,826.9
662.2 3.6 3,148.7
616.1 2.7 2,797.2
679.8 3.0 4,968.8
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent..........cocovvnrrnnenenseereveneeennes 629.0 2.8 3,618.7
5to 19 percent........ 580.8 31 45185
20 to 49 percent...... 659.2 33 4,046.2
50 PErceNnt OF MOTE .......c.cveveveuereeeieieieeesere e 713.6 35 4,589.2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 Percent..........oovvrrrrnereseeeererenenenenenes 583.1 2.7 3,939.8
20 to 34 percent 511.1 29 4,361.3
35 to 49 percent 617.4 48 3,782.6
50 to 74 percent 703.3 3.6 3,404.1
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 588.5 39 2,703.1
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 1,067.5 17 7,602.2
NO s 495.2 33 2,562.0
Principals' report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems...........cccocvevecneneene. 718.0 21 1,875.4
Moderate problems. 861.9 25 6,020.3
Serious Problems...........covveeeieiieeeeeeee 595.2 4.2 4,907.9

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

53



Table 6.—Number and percent of public schoolsreporting one or more incidents of vandalism, and
total number of incidents of vandalism reported in public schoolsin which police or
other law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Vandalism
. Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccoveeerieereeeeee 29,269 38 98,490
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........cocovevrininereceeeee 14,596 30 34,850
Middle school 6,620 47 23,780
High SChOOL .......cocviiicee e 8,053 52 39,860
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 4,738 23 12,260
300-999........... 19,986 40 53,990
1,000 or more 4,546 62 32,240
7,352 41 32,750
7,025 37 22,820
8,535 44 25,710
6,356 30 17,210
Region
5,560 37 17,060
6,174 36 17,310
6,793 30 18,590
10,742 47 45,520
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent 7,020 29 18,700
5to 19 percent........ 7,005 40 19,680
20 to 49 percent...... 6,704 38 18,470
50 percent or more 8,151 47 40,440
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 Percent..........coovrrrrrererneerererenenenenenes 6,853 37 19,310
20 to 34 percent 5,821 34 17,690
3510 49 PEICENE.....cvverereeeeeereteieiee e 4,906 38 14,730
5010 74 PEICENE.....cvrerereeeeiereeeieieie et 6,237 39 20,150
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 5,211 42 25,800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y B ottt 24,098 40 83,250
N s 5,142 31 15,180




Table 6—Number and percent of public schoolsreporting one or moreincidents of vandalism, and
total number of incidents of vandalism reported in public schoolsin which police or
other law enfor cement wer e contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued

Vandalism

Number of schools

School characteristic with one or more

Percent of schools
with one or more

Total number of

incidents incidents Incidents
Principals' report on discipline problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems...........cccocvvveenieneene. 8,464 25 16,670
Moderate problems..........covveeererererneseseeee e 13,086 41 39,220
Serious Problems...........cevveeeieiieeeeeee e 7,719 63 42,600

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor

problem.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.

The total number of incidents are rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 6a—Standard errorsof the number and percent of public schoolsreporting oneor more
incidents of vandalism, and of the total number of incidents of vandalism reported in
public schools in which police or other law enforcement wer e contacted, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Vandalism
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more Tot_al qumber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public SChOOIS.......ccovierireereeeee 1,326.4 16 5,576.6
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocovevrinineieeeceeee 1,104.8 23 4,207.6
Middle SChOOL ........c.cueueeiiiiererrr e 396.0 2.6 2,283.3
High SChOO ..o 452.3 2.7 2,875.9
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccueueueuiuiinerererirereresesesee e 846.1 39 2,448.2
300-999 874.4 17 4,138.7
281.4 33 3,601.1
561.5 3.2 3,3815
559.9 29 3,505.2
696.5 35 2,780.0
804.3 3.7 2,654.4
Region
649.2 3.6 2,380.1
543.9 31 1,843.6
904.1 3.6 2,688.8
834.6 35 4,396.3
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent..........cocovvnrrnnenenseereveneeennes 855.1 33 2,7745
5to 19 percent........ 707.8 3.0 2,868.1
20 to 49 percent...... 679.6 35 2,2234
50 PErceNnt OF MOTE .......c.cveveveuereeeieieieeesere e 859.8 33 5,169.1
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 Percent..........oovvrrrrnereseeeererenenenenenes 714.3 3.6 2,3338
20 to 34 percent 704.7 40 2,329.2
35 to 49 percent 621.7 44 1,966.6
50 to 74 percent 760.9 3.6 2,562.9
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ..ot 659.0 39 4,306.3
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 1,241.5 18 5,247.7
NO s 578.1 33 2,327.7
Principals' report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems...........cccocvevecneneene. 873.2 25 2,076.1
Moderate problems. 892.5 25 3,259.4
Serious Problems...........covveeeieiieeeeeeee 746.1 4.5 4,662.7

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 7.—Percent of public schoolsreporting crimeincidents and the seriousness of crime
incidents reported, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime

o No incidents Any incidents Serious violent L ess serious or
School characteristic reported reported ime nqnwol ent
crime only
All public SChOOIS.......ccoviriierireereee 43 57 10 47
Instructional level
Elementary school ..o, 55 45 4 41
Middle school 26 74 19 55
High SChOol ..o 23 77 21 56
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........c.ceeueerueererererenererenesieereieieneienes 62 38 4 34
300-999 40 60 9 50
11 89 33 56
41 59 17 42
42 58 11 47
37 63 5 58
53 47 8 39
Region
48 52 7 45
41 59 9 50
49 51 11 40
36 64 12 52
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........coceevevenecnenencneneenne 53 47 6 41
5to 19 percent........ 42 58 11 47
20 to 49 percent...... 42 58 11 47
50 percent Or MOFE ........couvevererererereeeereierereieeeneaenes 32 68 15 53
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent.........ccccvevereeerereenenereeneenes 46 54 9 46
20 to 34 percent 47 53 12 42
35 to 49 percent 41 59 12 48
50 to 74 percent 41 59 9 49
75 PErCeNt OF MOTE ....c.ceeerererereseeierereiereieeeieaeanes 41 59 10 49
Zero tolerance policy for violence
41 59 11 48
53 47 7 40
50 50 9 41
39 61 11 50
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per WeeK ..........cceevereererereennene 14 86 38 49
10-29 hours per WEEK ........ecervereereeeriereeeeeseeeenes 20 80 19 61
1-9 hours per week 13 87 28 58
Stationed asneeded..........cooecevreinnicinnecee 23 77 14 62
NONE SEALONEd......covceiiiiiiiric e 50 50 6 43
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Table 7.—Percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the seriousness of crime
incidentsreported, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued

Seriousness of reported crime
No incidents Any incidents ; . Less serious or
i Serious violent .
School characteristic reported reported ime nonvi olent
crime only
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school*
No problems/minor problems...........ccccceeveenen. 60 40 3 37
Moderate problems.... 38 62 10 52
Serious problems..........ccvvveeeviveneene 14 86 28 57

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder,
rape or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means
that no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school. Details may not add to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.

58



Table 7a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the
seriousness of crimeincidentsreported, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime
- No incidents Any incidents . ) Less serious or
School characteristic .
reported reported Ser'ocliisr;]’:;" ent nonviolent
crime only
All public sChOOIS.......ccooerierireeereeee 21 21 0.8 21
Instructional level
Elementary school ..o, 3.2 3.2 11 3.2
Middle school 2.3 2.3 19 2.8
High SChOol .......cocuiuiiiiiirrr e 24 24 21 3.0
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........c.ceeueereenerererenererireeieierereeieienes 4.9 4.9 14 44
300-999 22 22 12 25
23 23 24 3.2
3.7 3.7 21 41
3.2 3.2 18 3.2
38 38 14 3.7
4.2 4.2 15 41
Region
44 44 11 4.7
38 38 1.6 39
45 45 22 41
35 35 14 3.7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......c.coeevevenecenenennesenenne 3.7 3.7 13 35
5to 19 percent........ 38 38 21 36
20 to 49 percent...... 36 36 1.6 36
50 percent Or MOFE ........couverererererereeieieieiereeeieneaenes 32 3.2 18 39
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent.........cccceevereeiereenenenereeneenes 33 33 15 3.2
20 to 34 percent 4.3 4.3 2.0 4.3
35 to 49 percent 5.0 5.0 23 5.0
50 to 74 percent 41 41 14 45
75 PErCeNt OF MOTE ....c.ceeeerererereeieeereieiereieieieienes 4.7 4.7 17 4.7
Zero tolerance policy for violence
24 24 0.9 24
41 41 14 4.0
29 29 1.0 31
24 24 1.0 25
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per WeeK ..........cceevereererereennne 41 41 31 4.7
10-29 hOUrs Per WEEK ........cccoererererereresieierererenenenes 121 121 8.4 125
1-9 hours per week 5.9 5.9 6.9 6.4
Stationed asneeded..........coecevreinncinncce 4.4 4.4 2.7 5.0
NONE SLALIONEd. ...t 2.3 2.3 0.8 2.2
Principals' report on discipline problemsin
school
No problems/minor problems...........ccccoveeeee. 31 31 1.0 3.0
Moderate problems.... 2.8 2.8 13 3.0
Serious problems..........cccvvveeevivenene 4.0 4.0 2.9 4.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 8.—Percent of public schools reporting that various crimes occurred at the school, involved
students, and occurred during school hoursor at school-sponsored events, by type of
crimeat the school: 1996-97

Percent of schools reporting any:

Incidents” occurring
during school hours or
at school-sponsored
events or activities

Incidents’ involving
Type of crime Incidents’ students as either
victims or perpetrators

MUFEr ... t t t
SUIGIAEY ..ottt eeseenene t t t
Rape or other type of sexua battery.........c.cc....... 3 3 2
Physical attack or fight with aweapon ................ 6 6 6
RODDENY ... 3 3 3
Physical attack or fight without aweapon............ 28 27 26
Theft or [arCeny.......ccceevveveererereeee e 31 25 25
VandalisSM ... 38 24 17

Y1 the sample of 1,234 public schools, no incidents of murder were reported and 4 schools reported that a suicide had occurred. It
should be noted that the sample size was not adequate to produce reliable estimates for either of these crimes, which are believed to have
avery low incidence.

25chool's were asked to report only incidents serious enough for the school to have contacted the police or other law enforcement
representative.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 8a.—Standard errorsof the percent of public schools reporting that various crimes occurred
at the schoal, involved students, and occurred during school hoursor at school-
sponsor ed events, by type of crime at the school: 1996-97

Percent of schools reporting any:

Incidents occurring
during school hours or
at school-sponsored
events or activities

Incidents involving
Incidents students as either
victims or perpetrators

Type of crime

MUFDEN ..o - - -

SUICIAE ..ottt - - -

Rape or other type of sexua battery.........c.cc....... 0.5 0.5 04
Physical attack or fight with aweapon ................ 0.5 0.5 0.5
RODDENY ... 0.4 0.4 0.3
Physical attack or fight without aweapon............ 11 11 11
Theft or [arCeny.......ccceevveveererereeee e 15 12 13
VandalisSM ... 1.6 13 0.9

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 9.—Ratio of crimes per 100,000 public school students, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime

School characteristic All incidents reported Serious violent crime L_&ss serious or
nonviolent crime only
All public sChOOIS.......ccooireierireeee 1,003 53 949
Instructional level
Elementary school ..o 352 13 339
Middle school 1,623 93 1,530
High SChOol .......cocuiuiiiiieerr e 1,807 103 1,704
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 1,073 61 1,013
300-999.......ccc.c.. 730 38 692
1,692 90 1,602
1,164 95 1,070
882 38 845
1,023 28 995
899 45 854
Region
806 39 768
922 40 883
954 78 876
WESE ...ttt 1,218 55 1,164
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......c.coeeeeveneccnenenncnienene 693 19 674
5to 19 percent........ 871 40 830
20 to 49 percent...... 1,018 51 968
50 percent or more 1,325 96 1,229
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent.........cccevevereerereneenenereeneenes 813 26 787
20 to 34 percent 916 58 858
35 to 49 percent 1,073 49 1,024
50 to 74 percent 1,167 68 1,099
75 PErCEeNt OF MOTE ....c.cereeererereeeeeeee e 1,125 81 1,044
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y B ottt 1,047 57 990
NO o 814 39 775
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per week... 2,343 137 2,206
10-29 hours per week........... 1,549 58 1,490
1-9 hours per week ........ 1,679 130 1,549
Stationed as needed.... 1,258 41 1,217
NONE SEALiONEd. .....coveeieiiciisic e 608 33 575
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Table 9.—Ratio of crimes per 100,000 public school students, by school characteristics: 1996-97--
continued

Seriousness of reported crime

School characteristic All incidents reported Serious violent crime L_ess serious or
nonviolent crime only

Principals’ report on discipline problemsin

school*
No problems/minor problems...........ccccceeveenen. 299 8 290
Moderate problems.........ccoeveererenerniereneenens 1,058 52 1,006

Serious problems 2,051 130 1,921

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder,
rape or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means
that no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school. Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables
were missing for some schoals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 9a.—Standard errorsof theratio of crimes per 100,000 public school students, by school

characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic

All incidents reported

Seriousness of reported crime

Serious violent crime

Less serious or
nonviolent crime only

All public sChOOIS.......ccoovrierireceree

Instructional level
Elementary school
Middle schoal..........
High SChOO ..o

Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccceveeeeierieceeeeceeeeee e
300-999.......ceceeeee e

Region

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......c.coeevevenecnenennenieene
5to 19 percent
2010 49 PEICENE.....ceeerererererererereeiere e
50 percent Or MOFE ........cocvevererererereeeeieienereeeieieaenes

Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent.........ccccvevereeiereneeneneseenenes
2010 34 PEICENE.....cueeerererererereresiei e
35 to 49 percent......
50 to 74 percent......
75 percent or more

Zero tolerance policy for violence

Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per WeeK ..........cceevereererereennene
10-29 hours per WEEK .........ccvruereereeeriereeeneeseeneenes
1-9 hours per week
Stationed asneeded..........oecvvereinnicinenccne
NONE SLALIONEd. ..ot

Principals' report on discipline problemsin
school
No problems/minor problems...........ccccoveeee.
Moderate problems.........ccoceveerererernierenenens
Serious problems..........cccvvveeevvvcnenne

66.4

48.5
184.0
129.9

189.2
61.6
162.8

141.2
125.6

95.6
124.6

140.3
121.7
145.5

95.2

87.0
89.6
128.9
181.1

80.0
133.9
174.8
193.6
151.4

75.0
107.0

234.8
342.6
310.2
175.5

63.1

7.8

35
29.1
15.7

35.0
10.0
114

21.3

8.0
13.2
10.3

7.7
10.3
253
10.6

4.7
131
85
24.7

4.9
113
10.7
30.9
21.7

9.1
10.8

20.9
21.3
71.2
7.8
9.7

2.2
14.7
19.9

62.6

48.8
162.2
124.2

172.7
55.2
157.9

122.7
122.4

92.6
120.1

137.8
115.8
126.7

93.5

85.9
86.6
125.0
163.3

79.8
127.0
1715
170.0
140.5

70.5
101.8

227.9
328.8
263.4
175.6

56.4

31.6
115.7
149.6

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 10.—Ratio of reported crimes per 100,000 public school students, by type of crime and
instructional level: 1996-97

. Instructional level
Type of crime All public Element . .
P schools ay Middle school High school
school

T T T T

T T T T

10 3 17 18

26 7 49 46

17 2 28 38

444 96 872 808

274 87 374 562

234 157 283 347

Y1 the sample of 1,234 public schools, no incidents of murder were reported and 4 schools reported that a suicide had occurred. It
should be noted that the sample size was not adequate to produce reliable estimates for either of these crimes, which are believed to have
avery low incidence.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 10a.—Standard errors of theratio of reported crimes per 100,000 public school students, by
typeof crime and instructional level: 1996-97

Al public Instruct?onal level '
Type of crime Elementary Middle High
schools school school school
16 19 4.3 29
Attack/fight with aweapon..........ccccocvveveininenene 45 25 17.1 94
RODDEY ..o 3.7 0.9 12.2 7.7
Attack/fight without a weapon. 41.0 31.2 1231 83.1
Theft/larceny ... 19.9 15.0 39.5 495
VandalisSmM ... 134 19.2 27.2 24.4

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 11.—Per cent of public school principalsindicating the extent of problemsin their schools
with certain disciplineissues. 1990-91 and 1996-97

Extent of problem

T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Serious | Moderate Minor Nota Serious | Moderate Minor Nota
problem problem

Student tardingss..........cocoverervevnee 6 28 46 20 9 32 45 14
Student absenteei sm/class cutting.. 5 20 40 35 4 21 46 29

Physical conflicts among students.
3 20 53 25 1 20 59 21

Robbery or theft of items over $10.
G 7 31 62 1 5 37 58
Vandalism of school property........ 1 11 42 46 2 6 49 43
Student alcohol use 3 7 17 72 2 5 19 74
Student drug USe........coevevererereeennee 1 5 20 74 2 8 20 70
Sale of drugs on school grounds....  (+) 1 11 89 +) 2 15 83
Student tobacco USe........ccceverenee 3 10 24 63 4 10 25 60
Student possession of weapons...... +) 3 16 81 +) 2 21 77
TrespPassing.......ccceeeeeenerererenenens 1 6 27 67 G)] 4 25 71
Verbal abuse of teachers................ 2 9 44 45 2 10 46 42
Physical abuse of teachers +) 1 8 91 0 2 9 89
Teacher absenteeism.........c.coeevenne 1 13 37 49 1 10 38 52
Teacher alcohol or drug use........... +) 1 10 89 0 +) 6 94
Racial tensions.........ccccoceveeeerenienene +) 5 21 74 +) 3 24 73
GaNGS.....cuirrieeeeeeeieieieieeieieieieieeee ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ (+) 4 19 76

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 11a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsindicating the extent of

problemsin their schoolswith certain disciplineissues. 1990-91 and 1996-97

Extent of problem

T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Serious | Moderate Minor Nota Serious | Moderate Minor Nota
problem problem
Student tardingss..........cocoverervevnee 0.8 24 21 18 0.8 14 18 15
Student absenteei sm/class cutting.. 0.8 16 19 16 0.6 14 17 17
Physical conflicts among students.
0.6 15 17 18 0.3 12 1.9 1.6
Robbery or theft of items over $10.
-- 0.8 1.6 2.0 0.2 0.6 15 1.6
Vandalism of school property........ 0.5 1.0 14 16 04 0.6 15 14
Student alcohol use 0.5 0.9 15 1.6 0.3 0.6 1.0 11
Student drug USe........coevevererereeennee 0.3 0.6 13 14 0.3 0.6 1.0 0.9
Sale of drugs on school grounds.... -- 0.2 1.0 1.0 -- 0.3 0.8 0.7
Student tobacCo USe.........covvrereneenee. 0.5 1.0 1.6 18 0.5 0.8 13 13
Student possession of weapons...... -- 04 1.0 1.0 -- 04 11 12
TrespPassing.......ccceeeeeenerererenenens 0.3 0.9 17 19 -- 0.6 14 15
Verbal abuse of teachers................ 0.4 1.0 19 18 0.4 0.9 18 17
Physical abuse of teachers -- 0.3 1.0 11 -- 0.6 1.0 1.0
Teacher absenteeism.........c.coeevenne 0.4 12 13 17 0.2 0.8 17 1.6
Teacher alcohol or drug use........... -- 04 13 13 -- -- 0.9 0.9
Racial tensions.........cccovevvrereneeen. -- 0.7 15 15 -- 0.4 13 13
GaNGS.....cuirrieeeeeeeieieieieeieieieieieeee ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ -- 0.5 1.2 1.2

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 12.—Per cent of public school principalsreporting level of discipline problemsin their
schools, by school characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic No problems/minor Moderate problems Serious problems
problems
All public SChOOIS.......ccovieerireeeee e 43 41 16
Instructional level
Elementary school 56 36 8
Middle schoal.......... 30 51 18
High SChOO ... 15 48 37
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 52 39 10
300-999.......ccc.... 44 41 15
1,000 or more 14 49 38
Locale
Gty ettt 35 46 19
Urban fringe.....coovvveeerieeeeeee e 41 45 14
45 39 16
49 35 16
Region
48 39 13
38 a4 18
50 37 14
36 45 18
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveerevenenneseseeee s 57 33 10
5to 19 percent 43 40 17
2010 49 PEICENE.....cveeeeeeeeererereieiee et 38 45 17
50 PErceNnt OF MOTE .......c.cveveveeereeeieieeeesesese s 28 50 22
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.coecvevenenneneneeenesieneenes 52 35 13
2010 34 PEICENE.....ceeereeeeeeeeeereieie e 46 39 16
35 to 49 percent 33 48 19
5010 74 PEICENE.....cvreereeeeiceeeereieiecee e 43 41 16
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ...t 37 46 17
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y Bttt 41 43 16
NO s 51 35 14
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours Per WeeK ..........coeoveerereneereneneeneene 15 47 39
10-29 hours per week............ 14 58 29
1-9 hours per week ........ 17 52 31
Stationed asneeded...........ccoveeirnecinneeneee 26 50 24
NONE SEALTONED. ...ttt 49 39 12

NOTE: Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 specified discipline issue was a serious problem. Moderate
problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no serious problems. No
problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor problem. Percents may
not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 12a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsreporting level of discipline
problemsin their schools, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic No problems/ Moderate Serious
minor problems problems problems
All public SChOOIS.......ccooereerireereeee 17 16 12
Instructional level
Elementary school 24 2.2 16
Middle schoal.......... 25 25 1.8
High SChOO ... 2.0 2.8 25
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 45 42 21
300-999.......ccc.... 21 19 15
2.6 33 29
3.6 39 23
35 3.6 2.0
34 33 19
39 35 2.7
Region
NOIHEASE ...t 40 3.7 24
35 33 23
3.7 3.6 2.0
34 3.0 2.6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccoeveerereneneneneneeeneseenes 3.6 3.2 15
5to 19 percent 39 33 21
2010 49 PEICENE.....cveeeeeeeeeeeeereieiee et 35 41 3.0
50 PErCeNnt OF MOTE .......c.cveveeeeeeeieieecieeesere e 3.2 39 2.7
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.coeevveveveneneneneecneseenenes 3.6 35 14
2010 34 PEICENE.....cvreeeeeeeeererereeeie et 46 39 25
35 to 49 percent 38 44 31
5010 74 PEICENE.....covrerereeeeieteeeieeeiei et 46 3.8 25
75 PEICENE OF MOTE ...t 42 5.0 29
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y B ettt 16 19 14
NO o 47 41 2.2
Police/law enforcement presence
30 or more hours per WeeK ..........coceeeerereeneeiereneenenne 3.8 4.6 35
10-29 hours per week............ 8.0 13.0 12.3
1-9 hours per week ........ 7.2 75 7.2
Stationed asneeded...........ccoreernecennecnee 45 52 39
NONE SEALTONED. ...ttt 2.0 2.0 1.2

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 13.—Per cent of public school principalsreporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moder ate problemsin their schools, by type of issue and instructional level: 1990-91

and 1996-97
Instructional level
o 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue - - - -
Elementary| Middle High Elementary| Middle High
Total Total

school school school school school school

Student tardingss...........ccceevevevencnnes 34 25 44 50 40 32 40 67
Student absenteei sm/class cutting..... 25 18 31 39 25 17 24 52
Physical conflicts among students.... 23 20 40 17 21 18 35 17
Robbery or theft of items over $10... 7 4 10 14 5 2 7 15
Vandalism of school property 12 10 16 13 8 6 10 13
Student alcohol Use.........ccceveveeceenee 10 1 10 37 7 1 7 27
Student drug USe.........ceevevevereeceeecennes 6 1 5 20 9 G 10 36
Sale of drugs on school grounds....... 1 +) 1 2 2 0 1 10
Student tobacco USe.........ccevveveerienens 13 1 21 40 14 2 19 48
Student possession of weapons......... 3 2 6 3 1 5 2
TresPassing.....cccceeevereererereeneeeseneenes 7 5 14 7 4 3 5 8
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 8 20 13 12 6 23 20
Physical abuse of teachers 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 1
Teacher absenteeism.........cccovveeenee. 14 11 21 17 10 7 15 17
Teacher dcohol or drug use.............. 1 1 2 1 +) 0 +) +)
Racial tensions.........ocoeeeveiveceninnenene 5 4 7 5 3 2 4 7
GANGS.....cevrreeeieieieeeieieieieietereieaeeeeenns ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 2 10 9

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey On School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 13a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsreporting that certain

disciplineissues wer e serious or moderate problemsin their schools, by type of issue
and instructional level: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Instructional level

1990-91 1996-97
Problem - - - -

Total Elementary| Middle High Total Elementary| Middle High
school school school school school school

Student tardingss...........ccceevevevencnnes 25 3.0 4.7 35 1.6 2.6 24 2.6
Student absenteei sm/class cutting..... 18 23 4.2 32 15 23 22 2.8
Physical conflicts among students.... 14 21 51 23 12 16 2.6 16
Robbery or theft of items over $10... 0.9 1.0 20 22 0.6 0.6 12 18
Vandalism of school property 12 17 31 22 0.8 12 16 16
Student alcohol Use.........ccceveveeceenee 1.0 0.7 29 3.8 0.7 0.5 1.6 23
Student drug USe.........ceevevevereeceeecennes 0.7 0.6 1.6 25 0.6 - 1.6 25
Sale of drugs on school grounds....... 0.2 -- 0.7 0.9 0.3 -- 0.6 17
Student tobacCo USe........cvevevveveenee 11 0.5 31 3.8 0.9 1.0 19 3.0
Student possession of weapons......... 04 0.5 14 1.0 04 0.5 12 0.6
Trespassing.........cocoeerererererererereeeenns 1.0 13 2.7 13 0.6 0.8 11 13
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 12 29 24 1.0 13 2.0 19
Physical abuse of teachers 0.3 0.5 14 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.7 0.4
Teacher absenteeism.........cccovveeenee. 12 14 3.6 25 0.8 12 18 17
Teacher dcohol or drug use.............. 04 04 19 0.7 -- -- -- --
Racial tensions.........cccccoeeeenenenenenenens 0.7 11 17 12 0.5 0.6 11 12
GANGS.....cevrreeeieieieeeieieieieietereieaeeeeenns ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 0.5 0.7 1.6 1.3

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 14.—Per cent of public school principalsreporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moder ate problemsin their schools, by type of issue and size of school: 1990-91 and

1996-97
School size
T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Totd | <300 | 300999 | PP | toa | <soo | 300-909 | OO
more more
Student tardingss..........ceueveueeceiiinenenenenenene 34 26 34 62 40 29 42 64
Student absenteeism/class cutting................ 25 18 25 44 25 19 24 53
Physical conflicts among students............... 23 16 25 30 21 13 22 31
Robbery or theft of items over $10.............. 7 5 7 16 5 2 6 12
Vandalism of school property.... 12 12 10 24 8 7 7 20
Student alcohol USe.........ccueueeieieiiinenirenene 10 13 7 25 7 7 6 18
Student drug USE .......c.evevevevereececcceesenereene 6 6 3 19 9 8 7 29
Sale of drugs on school grounds.................. 1 0 1 4 2 1 1 11
Student tobaCCO USE ......c.evveveeeieiiiererereens 13 11 10 33 14 13 11 40
Student possession of weapons.................... 3 1 3 9 2 1 2 3
TrESPASSING.....cecueureererererererireeeeiereresereneaenes 7 3 8 12 4 2 4 12
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 4 14 17 12 7 12 26
Physical abuse of teachers 1 1 1 2 2 3 1 1
Teacher absenteeism.........covvveeccrcececcnnes 14 9 15 26 10 5 11 25
Teacher alcohol or drug use.........cccceceveneeee. 1 1 1 2 (+) 0 (+) 1
Racial tensions.........ccvvveverereneceerereens 5 3 5 11 3 (+) 4 7
GANGS.....ceeviieieieieteieteteteteteieteesseeneeenenenenas ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 2 5 16

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 14a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsreporting that certain
disciplineissues wer e serious or moderate problemsin their schools, by type of issue
and size of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

School size
T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Totd | <300 | 300999 | PP | toa | <soo | 300-909 | OO

more more
Student tardingss..........ceueveueeceiiinenenenenenene 25 35 29 6.0 16 3.6 2.2 33
Student absenteeism/class cutting................ 18 33 24 53 15 34 19 31
Physical conflicts among students............... 14 33 18 35 12 3.0 14 33
Robbery or theft of items over $10.............. 0.9 18 11 3.8 0.6 0.7 0.9 17
Vandalism of school property.... 12 3.0 14 4.4 0.8 18 10 24
Student alcohol USe.........ccueueeieieiiinenirenene 1.0 25 1.0 42 0.7 20 0.6 2.3
Student drug USE .......c.evevevevereececcceesenereene 0.7 21 0.8 33 0.6 16 0.6 25
Sale of drugs on school grounds.................. 0.2 -- 0.3 16 0.3 0.6 0.3 2.0
Student tobaCCO USE ......c.evveveeeieiiiererereens 11 16 13 42 0.9 2.6 0.8 3.0
Student possession of weapons.................... 04 0.7 0.6 2.8 04 0.6 0.5 0.9
TrESPASSING.....cecueureererererererireeeeiereresereneaenes 1.0 15 13 3.0 0.6 11 0.8 2.2
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 16 14 3.6 1.0 23 12 2.8
Physical abuse of teachers 0.3 0.7 0.5 11 0.6 19 0.5 0.4
Teacher absenteeism.........covvveeccrcececcnnes 12 23 18 48 0.8 19 12 2.8
Teacher alcohol or drug use.........cccceceveneeee. 04 10 04 12 -- -- -- 0.6
Racial tensions.........c.cocoeverernerrenrennnieenes 0.7 12 0.9 2.6 0.5 -- 0.7 15
GANGS.....ceeviieieieieteieteteteteteieteesseeneeenenenenas ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 0.5 0.7 0.7 1.9

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 15.—Per cent of public school principalsreporting that certain discipline issueswer e serious
or moder ate problemsin their schools, by type of issue and location of school: 1990-91

and 1996-97
Locae
o 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Total City U.rban Town Rural Total City U.r ban Town | Rural
fringe fringe
Student tardingss...........ccceueueueneeee 34 47 33 30 27 40 49 44 38 31
Student absenteei sm/class cutting. 25 35 24 22 20 25 28 24 24 25
Physical conflicts among students
23 30 26 21 15 21 25 25 19 14
Robbery or theft of items over
B0 7 9 6 4 9 5 5 5 7 4
Vandalism of school property....... 12 19 10 8 11 8 11 9 7 5
Student alcohol use.........ccccueueneeee 10 9 7 7 17 7 4 6 9 9
Student drug USe..........ceveveueucecnees 4 5 6 9 7 8 12 10
Sale of drugs on school grounds... 1 1 2 0 1 2 2 2 3 2
Student tobacco Use........ccueveeneee 13 11 9 13 17 14 10 11 17 18
Student possession of weapons..... 3 7 1 1 4 2 0 1
Trespassing.........cooeeerererererereneenens 7 14 7 2 5 4 7 5 3 3
Verbal abuse of teachers............... 11 18 10 9 7 12 17 12 10 9
Physical abuse of teachers............ 1 3 +) 1 0 2 5 (+) 1 1
Teacher absenteeism..........coce.... 14 20 14 11 12 10 12 10 11 10
Teacher acohol or drug use.......... 1 2 2 +) +) +) +) (+) (+) 0
Racial tensions.........ccoeevneenennee 5 8 5 5 2 3 6 3 3 1
GaNGS.....oerreiieeieiereietetereiereieeeneans ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 10 6 3 2

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 15a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsreporting that certain
disciplineissues wer e serious or moderate problemsin their schools, by type of issue
and location of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Locae
o 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue Urban Urban
Total City . Town Rural Total City . Town | Rurd
fringe fringe
Student tardingss...........ccceueueueneeee 25 44 44 3.2 31 16 34 3.8 3.0 31
Student absenteei sm/class cutting. 18 3.7 3.7 2.6 2.7 15 2.6 31 28 35

Physical conflicts among students
14 3.0 33 25 35 12 2.6 34 2.6 2.6
Robbery or theft of items over

B0 i 0.9 1.6 15 13 2.0 0.6 12 13 11 11
Vandalism of school property....... 12 3.2 21 19 33 0.8 19 20 18 12
Student alcohol use.........ccccueueneeee 1.0 21 13 12 2.6 0.7 0.6 1.0 11 21
Student drug USe..........ceveveueucecnees 0.7 16 11 14 19 0.6 0.8 12 13 17
Sale of drugs on school grounds... 0.2 04 0.7 -- 0.5 0.3 04 0.5 0.8 0.7
Student tobacco Use........ccueveeneee 11 2.2 15 2.0 21 0.9 11 14 14 2.6
Student possession of weapons..... 04 16 0.6 11 0.6 04 10 0.9 -- 0.6
Trespassing.........cooeeerererererereneenens 1.0 23 18 0.7 2.0 0.6 19 13 0.7 1.0
Verbal abuse of teachers............... 11 2.7 18 18 20 1.0 25 2.0 17 18
Physical abuse of teachers............ 0.3 12 -- 0.9 -- 0.6 18 -- 0.6 1.0
Teacher absenteeism..........coce.... 12 3.0 19 21 23 0.8 18 17 19 22
Teacher acohol or drug use.......... 04 10 16 -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Racial tensions.........c.ccceevevnenenenens 0.7 2.2 12 14 0.9 0.5 14 0.8 11 0.5
GANGS.....eeeeriririririris e ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 0.5 1.9 1.4 0.7 0.7

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free
Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 16.—Per cent of public school principalsreporting that certain discipline issueswer e serious
or moder ate problemsin their schools, by type of issue and minority enrollment

of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Minority enrollment

T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Totd | <% | 5-19% |20-49%| X | Tota | <59% | 5-10% |20-49%| 70"
more more
Student tardingss...........oveveveverererccccnes 34 22 32 48 53 41 25 42 45 56
Student absenteeism/class cutting............. 25 18 17 36 39 26 19 24 26 35
Physical conflicts among students............ 23 16 16 32 40 21 12 19 23 31
Robbery or theft of items over $10........... 7 5 10 7 9 5 4 6 5 7
Vandalism of school property.... e 12 7 11 18 21 8 6 6 6 16
Student alcohol USe.........ccveveveveveecicicicannes 10 11 12 6 11 7 10 10 5 3
Student drug USe ......ccvvveveeveeeverereiccicicaes 6 6 4 5 7 9 9 14 7 7
Sale of drugs on school grounds............... 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 4 1 3
Student tobaCCO USE ......ovvvvevevererericiiees 13 16 11 10 9 14 16 19 15 7
Student possession of weapons................. 3 2 +) 5 7 2 1 2 3
TrESPASSING.....c.cueueurmiiirenererereresereseseeeens 7 4 7 8 12 4 2 6 7
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 9 5 19 15 12 9 11 13 17
Physical abuse of teachers 1 1 0 1 3 2 1 2 3 1
Teacher absenteeism.........cccovvvrrericenne. 14 11 9 15 28 10 9 5 9 18
Teacher alcohol or drug use..........coceeveueee 1 1 +) 1 1 +) +) 0 0 +)
Racial tensions.........ccvvveevnieinenicienenne 5 2 2 13 6 3 1 5 3 4
GANGS.....ceerrereieieieieieieeieeeieteteteeeeeaeeeaens ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 (+) 5 4 12

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 16a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsreporting that certain

disciplineissues wer e serious or moderate problemsin their schools, by type of issue
and minority enrollment of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Minority enrollment

T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Totd | <% | 5-19% |20-49%| X | Tota | <59% | 5-10% |20-49%| 70"
more more
Student tardingss...........oveveveverererccccnes 25 22 3.0 6.0 6.3 15 2.7 39 3.7 34
Student absenteeism/class cutting............. 18 24 2.7 4.7 53 15 24 29 33 29
Physical conflicts among students............ 14 2.6 32 438 44 12 21 35 3.0 3.2
Robbery or theft of items over $10........... 0.9 11 23 18 21 0.7 11 12 0.9 15
Vandalism of school property.... 12 16 24 4.0 31 0.8 16 14 13 24
Student alcohol USe.........ccveveveveveecicicicannes 1.0 12 23 2.0 2.6 0.7 15 13 15 0.7
Student drug USe ......ccvvveveeveeeverereiccicicaes 0.7 11 13 11 25 0.6 14 17 13 12
Sale of drugs on school grounds............... 0.2 04 0.7 04 0.7 0.3 0.5 10 04 0.8
Student tobaCCO USE ......ovvvvevevererericiiees 11 19 2.6 24 2.6 0.9 2.2 2.0 2.0 11
Student possession of weapons................. 04 0.6 0.3 14 21 04 04 10 11 0.6
TrESPASSING.....c.cueueurmiiirenererereresereseseeeens 1.0 13 2.6 25 2.7 0.6 0.7 17 0.7 19
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 14 17 28 3.7 1.0 16 18 24 24
Physical abuse of teachers 0.3 0.6 -- 0.6 15 0.6 12 14 13 0.2
Teacher absenteeism.........cccovvvrrericenne. 12 18 2.6 2.7 3.9 0.8 17 0.9 12 25
Teacher alcohol or drug use..........coceeveueee 04 0.8 0.3 1.0 1.0 -- -- -- -- --
Racial tensions.........ccceeeeienenenenenenenenens 0.7 0.6 0.9 31 23 0.5 0.4 11 12 15
GANGS.....ceerrereieieieieieieeieeeieteteteeeeeaeeeaens ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 0.5 -- 14 11 1.8

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 17.—Per cent of public school principalsreporting that certain discipline issueswer e serious
or moder ate problemsin their schools, by type of issue and poverty level* of school:

1990-91 and 1996-97

Percent of students eligible for the federally funded

free or reduced-price lunch program

Disciplineissue 1990-91 1996-97
20- 35- 50- |75% or 20- 35- 50- |75% or
Total | <20% | 3105 | 4996 | 74% | more | "% | %% 3496 | 499 | 74% | more
Student tardingss...........oveveveverererccccnes 34 27 26 30 49 51 40 36 36 45 42 47
Student absenteeism/class cutting............. 25 17 18 23 35 46 25 21 24 25 28 32
Physical conflicts among students............ 23 15 19 21 32 40 21 13 19 22 24 29
Robbery or theft of items over $10......... 7 7 6 4 11 8 5 6 6 5 4 6
Vandalism of school property..........c..c..... 12 7 9 11 16 25 8 5 6 6 8 17
Student alcohol USe.........ccveveveveveecicicicannes 10 13 9 7 9 12 7 11 8 8 4 3
Student drug USe .......ccovvvveeveeererercicicccaes 6 7 3 2 4 13 9 12 10 9 7 5
Sale of drugs on school grounds............... 1 1 1 +) +) 0 2 3 3 1 2 1
Student tobaCCOo USE ......ovvvveveveverericiciees 13 16 11 10 13 9 14 18 17 20 10 6
Student possession of weapons................. 3 1 2 4 11 1 1 2
Trespassing.......c.cceeererenererenens 7 7 5 3 9 13 4 3 3 4 5 7
Verbal abuse of teachers 11 7 7 9 17 24 12 8 13 13 13 13
Physical abuse of teachers.........cccceceeenee 1 0 1 0 2 6 2 0 2 4 2 1
Teacher absenteeism.........cccovvvvrereeenee. 14 9 11 12 16 33 10 7 8 13 11 15
Teacher alcohol or drug use..........cocevveneee 1 1 +) 2 1 1 +) +) +) 0 +) 0
Racial tensions.........ccceeeeienenenenenenenenens 5 3 2 6 7 7 3 3 3 3 4 4
GANGS.....ceerrereieieieieieieeieeeieteteteeeeeaeeeaens ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 1 4 4 6 11

*The percent of students eligible for the federally funded free or reduced-price lunch program was used as a measure of poverty for the

school population.

1 Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 17a.—Standard errors of the percent of public school principalsreporting that certain
disciplineissueswere serious or moder ate problemsin their schools, by type of issue

and poverty level of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Percent of students eligible for the federally funded

free or reduced-price lunch program

Discipline issue 1990-91 1996-97
20- 35- 50- [75% or 20- 35- 50- [75% or
Total | <20% | 3105 | 4996 | 74% | more | "% | %% 3496 | 499 | 74% | more

Student tardingss..........cocovererveenee. 25 2.2 35 54 54 7.0 16 34 41 3.7 42 42
Student absenteeism/class cutting 18 2.0 2.8 5.0 53 6.2 15 2.7 3.0 33 3.6 3.6
Physical conflicts among students............ 14 2.2 2.8 3.8 4.4 55 12 2.0 2.7 33 3.6 3.9
Robbery or theft of items over $10........... 0.9 14 16 2.0 2.8 2.8 0.6 13 11 14 11 2.0
Vandalism of school property.............c..... 12 11 2.6 3.7 2.9 53 0.8 13 21 2.2 18 2.8
Student alcohol USe.........cceveveveveriececicannes 1.0 14 2.2 19 2.7 5.9 0.7 19 14 21 11 1.0
Student drug USe .......cevvvveeveeceereeciciccces 0.7 12 11 11 15 5.2 0.6 16 14 19 18 14
Sale of drugs on school grounds.... ... 02 0.5 0.7 -- -- -- 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.8 0.7
Student tobaCCOo USE .......eoveveveveverericiiee 11 17 17 33 2.7 43 0.9 2.0 2.0 3.6 17 15
Student possession of weapons................. 04 04 0.8 13 13 35 04 0.6 0.2 15 10 0.6
TrESPASSING.....c.cueueureiiiererereresesereseseeeees 1.0 16 18 12 2.6 33 0.6 0.8 11 18 16 2.7
Verbal abuse of teachers.........c.covverveeeee. 11 13 21 3.0 31 5.8 1.0 13 2.2 25 25 24
Physical abuse of teachers.........c.cccovevenne 0.3 - 0.7 - 0.9 2.8 0.6 - 14 19 13 0.4
Teacher absenteeism.........cccovvvrrerieinne 12 15 21 33 3.6 53 0.8 14 17 2.7 21 29
Teacher alcohol or drug use..........coceeveueee 04 10 -- 12 0.8 10 -- -- -- -- -- --
Racial tensions.........coceeeeiinenenenenenenenens 0.7 0.9 1.0 2.6 2.0 29 0.5 0.6 0.7 14 12 18

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 0.5 0.4 0.9 15 13 2.1

¥ Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997; “Public School Principa Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.
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Table 18.—Number and percent of schoolsin which specified disciplinary actions wer e taken
against students, total number of actionstaken, and percent of specific disciplinary

actions taken against students,

by type of infraction: 1996-97

Total Percent of Percent distribution of actions taken
number of Total
schools Out-of-
schools ; number of
; taking one Transfersto school
Infracti taking one or more of these aternative suspensions
nfraction or more of specified | Expulsions per
these : schools or lasting
these ecified actions rograms 5 or more
specified Sgctions taken Ped days
actions Y
Possession or use of afirearm................. 4,170 5 16,587 31 20 49
Possession or use of a weapon other
than afirearm.......cococeveeeeceiceeceens 16,740 22 58,554 23 22 55
Possession, distribution, or use of
acohol or drugs, including tobacco .... 20,960 27 170,464 18 20 62
Physical attacksor fights...........cccco........ 30,160 39 330,696 15 19 66

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997
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Table 18a.—Standard errors of the number and percent of schools in which specified disciplinary
actions were taken against students, total number of actions taken, and percent of
specific disciplinary actionstaken against students, by type of infraction: 1996-97

Total

number of | Fercentof Total Percent distribution of actions taken
schools
schools ; number of
. taking one
fraction taking one or more of these Out-of-
Infrac or more of specified Transfersto
these : A school
these ecified actions Exoulsi aternative .
specified Spec taken pulsions <chools or suspensions
; actions lasting 5 or
actions programs
more days
Possession or use of afirearm................. 480.6 0.6 3,778.2 54 6.3 6.5
Possession or use of a weapon other
than afirearm.......ccccceevvvevecceeecrenee. 969.1 1.3 3,781.8 17 17 24
Possession, distribution, or use of
acohol or drugs, including tobacco .... 782.7 10 8,734.6 15 2.0 2.0
Physical attacks or fights.........cccccvevruenens 1,081.4 14 15,964.2 15 2.1 2.6

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 19.—Percent of public schools reporting that they have a zer o tolerance policy for various
specified student offenses, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Types of offenses
School characteristic ) ] Weapons,
Violence Firearms other than Alcohol Drugs Tobacco
firearms
All public schools.........cccccceveruenene. 79 94 91 87 88 79
Instructional level
Elementary school 79 93 91 87 88 82
Middle schodl......... 75 95 90 86 90 77
High school ........ccovveinniciincie 80 96 92 86 89 72
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccccecevnreenneininienne 76 93 89 84 84 76
300-999......ccueeeiee e 79 94 91 88 89 82
1,000 OF MOTE.....ccorvrreirerreniririeiinienene 86 98 93 85 92 72
Locale
87 97 95 89 91 83
82 95 90 88 90 80
71 90 86 82 83 77
76 94 92 88 89 78
78 89 90 83 84 79
83 95 89 90 92 80
72 93 88 82 83 75
83 97 95 91 93 83
Percent minority enrollment
Less than 5 percent 71 92 88 82 83 75
5to 19 percent........ 79 94 92 89 90 80
20 to 49 percent...... 83 95 90 87 89 79
50 percent or more 85 97 94 90 92 83
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent.........cccocveveenienne 76 92 88 86 87 77
20 to 34 percent......... 7 94 90 87 88 82
35 to 49 percent...... 79 97 95 89 92 81
70 to 74 percent...... 80 95 90 85 88 79
75 percent or more 84 95 93 87 89 81
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES .ttt 100 100 99 97 97 93
NO Lttt 0 73 59 49 54 30
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Table 19.—Percent of public schools reporting that they have a zer o tolerance policy for various
specified student offenses, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Types of offenses
School characteristic Wespons,
Violence Firearms other than Alcohol Drugs Tobacco
firearms
Principals' report on problemsin
school®
No problems/minor problems.............. 75 91 88 85 86 79
Moderate problems. 82 97 95 88 90 81
Serious problem......... 81 96 89 85 89 7
Types of crimes reported?
NO CTHIME...ceireee e 74 92 88 85 85 78
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeeeeeeese e 82 96 92 88 90 80
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY e 82 96 92 88 90 81
Serious violent Crimes.........ccoeveeene. 85 96 94 89 91 76

Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 19a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolsreporting that they have a zero
tolerance policy for various specified student offenses, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Types of offenses
- Weapons,
School characteristic Violence Firearms other than Alcohol Drugs Tobacco
firearms
All public sChoOIS........ccconveviiirinnne 16 1.0 1.2 1.2 11 15
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocoveiviieenne 24 16 18 18 18 21
Middle schoal...... 23 14 17 20 1.8 23
High school ........ccovveinniciincie 20 11 15 22 1.9 24
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccccecevnreenneininienne 38 27 31 36 36 38
300-999......ccueeeiee e 1.8 1.0 12 12 12 15
1,000 OF MOT€.....ccorvrreirerreniririeiririenene 24 0.7 1.8 23 17 28
Locale
G .o 25 14 1.6 22 21 23
Urban fringe.... 2.7 15 2.2 24 2.2 2.6
Town.... 32 24 25 27 27 31
RUMEl .o 35 20 23 24 23 29
Region
NOMheast.......coeeeerreerreerr e 3.6 25 24 29 29 3.6
SOUthEaSt........covvviciriccc e 26 13 21 15 14 27
Central.....cccoveeeeerereiereeeee e 34 21 28 3.0 3.0 33
WESE ..ot 23 13 15 1.9 1.8 20
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent..........cccceveinnnenne 34 27 29 29 29 32
5to 19 percent.... 3.9 18 2.2 2.6 2.6 2.9
20 to 49 percent...... 24 1.8 22 22 22 25
50 percent or MOre.........cceeeeveereereenenne 2.2 12 14 19 19 21
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccoceevvennenne 34 22 26 26 27 30
20 to 34 percent......... 37 2.7 2.9 31 3.0 3.2
35 to 49 percent...... 4.2 1.8 1.9 28 28 32
50 to 74 percent...... 3.2 18 2.3 31 2.8 3.2
75 percent or more 36 22 24 32 32 34
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES .ttt -- -- 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.9
NO e - 4.1 4.4 4.1 4.1 4.1
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems.............. 29 23 25 23 24 2.7
Moderate problems. 2.2 0.8 1.0 16 15 19
Serious problems..........ccocveeveenenenn. 2.7 11 24 2.6 2.2 3.0
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME.....ociiiiiiirctrre e 31 21 26 26 25 29
ANY CHIME...eeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 14 0.8 0.9 12 11 16
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
(o] 1.7 1.0 11 14 13 18
Serious violent Crimes.........ccoveeeee 2.6 1.7 1.8 21 21 29

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 20.—Per cent of public schoolswith policy to report crimesto the public, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic | Policy to report serious crimes to the public
All public SChOOIS......ccooeeireee e 39
Instructional level
Elementary SChool ..........ccoeeveeriieicececece e 42

Middle schoal..... 35

High SChOO ... 33
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 ........cccoeeuiiecieececeeeeeeeee e 49

300-999......ce e 35

1,000 OF MOT€...ceveieiieeeeeteeeeeree e e e e e eare e eeare e e eaeeeeaees 40
Locae

[ SRS 43

Urban fringe.... . 40

Town.... . 34

RUPED ..o 40
Region

NOIhEASE ... 36

SOULhEASE .......eeeeviiecee e 42

(1= 011 ¢ PRSP 38

WESE ..ottt et e 41
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 5 Percent.........coveeeeeeerereeesesieese e 35

510 19 PEICENL....cviieeeeereeeeee e 41

20 to 49 percent 40

50 percent or more 43
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 PerCent..........ccoeveeerereeiesesiereseseseeeseseenens 40

20 to 34 percent 34

35 to 49 percent 33

50 to 74 percent 44

75 PErCENt OF MOFE .....eeeeeieeeieeeieeete et eee e eeeeneas 44
Zero tolerance policy for violence

R =TS 42

30
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Table 20.—Per cent of public schoolswith policy to report crimesto the public, by school
characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Policy to report serious crimes to the public

School characteristic

Principals’ report on discipline problemsin school®

No problems/minor problems...........cccoovveeveenenecenesees 43
Moderate problems. . 37
Serious ProblEmMS.........cccviveirirece e 35
Types of crimes reported?

NO CHIMEL...eiiice e 46
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeeeieeeeee e 34

Less serious or nonviolent crimes only.. . 34

Serious VIolent CrimMeS.......coooieineicee e 34

!Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 20a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith policy to report crimesto the
public, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness and type of problem | Policy to report serious crimes to the public
All public SChOOIS.........coveeeeciecee e 19
Instructional level
Elementary school 2.9
Middle schoal.......... 25
High SChOOL ... 25
Size of enrollment
LesSthan 300 .......ccceririeerinieereriee e 5.0
21
34
4.0
34
3.6
32
4.2
4.1
35
38
Percent minority enrollment
LessSthan 5 PErCENt........ccuvueeeeerereere e 33
5to 19 percent........ 32
20 to 49 percent...... 4.1
50 percent or more 32
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 PErCeNt..........ccceerereiererenieeseseseseseseeesesseeens 3.2
20 to 34 percent 37
35 to 49 percent 4.2
50 to 74 percent 4.3
75 PEICENTE OF MOFE ...cieieeeieeee ettt e e e eae e e 5.0
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes... 2.0
NO L 38
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems..........cccoveveinineininercneee 3.2
Moderate ProblemS..........cceeeeerereiereseseeese e 25
Serious ProblEmMS........covvieree e 43
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME....iietrte ettt 32
ANY CHME...eeeeeerieieeeese e 18
L ess serious or nonviolent crimes only.. 2.2
SEriouS VIOIENt CHIMES......oviiiiiiiic ittt 31

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 21.—Per cent of public schools reporting that studentswere required to wear school
uniforms, by school characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic Uniforms required
All public SChOOIS ..ot 3
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccooovevrinineiencececee 4
Middle school 4
High SChOO ....c.coveiiiece e +)
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ... 0
300-999 4
8
9
6
(+
)
Region
1
4
2
6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........ccovveeeeveneinencnecee e +)
5to 19 percent 0
2010 49 PEICENT.....eovrveeierreieierctrie ettt 2
50 Percent OF MOFE .......cceeerveeriereeee e 13
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.ooeevverevenneneneecneseeneenes +)
20 to 34 percent...... 1
35 to 49 percent...... 2
50 to 74 percent...... 5
75 PEFCENt OF MOFE.......ovivceiiricerinreere et 11
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y Sttt 4
NO e 1
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Table 21.—Per cent of public schools reporting that studentswere required to wear school
uniforms, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued

School characteristic Uniforms required

Principals’ report on discipline problemsin school®
No problems/minor problems...........cccccveevecererenne.
Moderate problems.
Serious problems.......

w s N

Types of crimes reported?
NO CIIME....cviieeeeee et
ANY CHME...eeeeeeerieieeeeee e
Less serious or nonviolent crimes only
Serious violent Crimes........oevieiieiiieccseees

g wwb

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

!Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 21a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolsreporting that studentswererequired
to wear school uniforms, by school characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic Uniforms required
All public sSChOOIS.......cccoereeerereeereee e 0.6
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoooveeevenenececceeeee e 0.9

Middle schoal..... 0.8

High SChOO ... --
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ......ccceveeeeerenieeresesee e --
0.9
22
1.9
1.8
Region
NOIMNEBSE ...t 0.9
SOULNEASE ......veeeeeeiecieeeeee e 14
CaNEral.....oiiirce s 1.0
WESE ... e e 14
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.........cceveeeeeeererereeeseseeese e --
5to 19 percent........ -
20 to 49 percent...... 1.0
50 PErCENt OF MO .......cccvveeirirrctrirretresree st 23
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent........c.coeeeeeererereeeseseeeseseeseenes --
20 to 34 percent......... 0.7
3510 49 percent...... 12
50 to 74 percent...... 1.6
75 percent or more 2.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
R = TSRS 0.7
NO L 0.9
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems...........cccocveveenereenne. 0.8
Moderate problems. 12
Serious Problems.........ccvvvereiniree e 13
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME....eiiicetrc e 1.0
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeieeeeee e 0.6
Less serious or nonviolent crimes only.. 0.8
Serious Violent CrimesS..........cccvveeveeeeeeeeeeeseseennn 1.2

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 22.—Per cent of public schools reporting various types of security measures at the schools, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Closed Random Students
- campusfor | Controlled | Controlled must pass
Vistors most access to access to One or metal through
School characteristic must sign more drug detector
in studgnts s_ch(_)ol school Sweeps check on metal
during buildings grounds detectors
students
lunch each day
All public schoals........c.ccocceevenininene 96 80 53 24 19 4 1
Instructiona level
Elementary school ........cccccveveccnerieene. 96 76 57 25 5 1 +)
Middle school.........ccoeeerercienincceieene 96 93 51 22 36 7 1
High school ..........ccooieeinncccce 97 78 40 25 45 9 2
Size of enrollment
91 67 40 16 22 (+) 1
98 84 57 24 15 4 1
99 82 55 49 34 15 3
Locae
CILY ettt 100 81 62 35 12 8 2
Urban fringe... 98 85 68 31 13 3 (+)
TOWN .ttt 96 77 49 20 23 2 1
RUFAL <o 92 75 33 13 27 2 (+)
Region
NOMhEast .......cccoreerereeree e 98 83 70 30 6 1 G
Southeast.... 99 86 52 28 24 9 1
Central......cccceveeeeerisereeese e 95 76 48 12 17 1 1
WESE ...ttt 9% 76 46 31 25 4 1
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccoceveveeccncrieene. 94 77 42 14 17 +) 0
510 19 PErcent.......ccceeeevenerieenieseeeeeens 97 81 55 22 23 1 (+)
2010 49 PErCENt.....cvecererreeriereerieeereeine 98 77 55 27 18 6 (+)
50 percent Or MOre .......cccoeeeeeveerercenneenns 97 84 63 38 18 9 4
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccccovvevreereene. 9% 74 50 18 17 1 0
20 to 34 percent 99 77 51 19 20 3 (+)
35 to 49 percent 96 80 49 25 22 5 (+)
50 to 74 percent 95 85 57 27 22 4 1
75 percent or MOre........ccccvvvveeereereeerienens 97 83 58 37 13 8 5
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES ittt 96 80 54 25 20 4 1
NO Lo 95 78 46 21 15 4 1
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Table 22.—Per cent of public schools reporting various types of security measures at the schools, by school
characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Closed Random Students
- campusfor | Controlled | Controlled must pass
Visitors Oneor metal
School characteristic must sign most accessto accessto more drug detector through
in studgnts s_ch(_)ol school Sweeps check on metal
during buildings grounds detectors
students
lunch each day
Principals’ report on discipline problems
in school*
No problems/minor problems................. 94 75 48 18 9 2 +)
Moderate problems........c.ccoceveeereriennne. 97 86 58 29 22 5 1
Serious problems.........ccocvvverncnenenene 98 75 50 28 38 7 3
Types of crimes reported?
NO CIHIME . 95 74 53 24 10 1 +)
Any crime 97 84 52 25 25 6 2
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONMY et 96 85 50 24 24 4 1
Serious violent Crimes.........ccoveenenne. 100 80 59 31 33 15 4

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

!Discipline problemsincluded student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over $10,
vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student possession

of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug use, racia
tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious problem.

Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no serious problems.
No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or other
type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no serious
violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack or fight
without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that the police were not contacted for any
of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified crimes may have occurred

at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey

on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 22a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolsreporting various types of security measures at
the schools, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Closed Random Students
- campusfor | Controlled | Controlled must pass
Visitors Oneor metal
School characteristic must sign most accessto accessto more drug detector through
in studgnts s_ch(_)ol school Sweeps check on metal
during buildings grounds detectors
students
lunch each day
All public schoals........c.ccocceevenininene 0.9 17 19 15 11 04 0.3
Instructional level
Elementary school ........cccccveveccnerieene. 14 25 2.8 23 13 0.5 --
Middle schodl..........ccoeeveerenieceneriene 12 1.7 2.7 19 24 1.0 04
High school ..........ccooieeinncccce 1.0 22 2.3 20 32 11 0.7
Size of enrollment
30 39 37 32 32 -- 04
0.6 1.8 24 21 11 0.6 04
0.5 25 33 33 2.8 1.9 0.9
Locae
CILY ettt -- 29 32 37 1.0 1.0 0.5
Urban fringe... 12 2.8 3.6 3.6 15 0.8 --
TOWN .ttt 15 3.6 37 2.7 2.8 0.8 0.8
RUFEL ..o 24 34 3.8 2.8 3.0 1.0 --
Region
NOMhEast .......cccoreerereeree e 12 4.0 3.9 3.9 12 0.5 --
Southeast.... 0.9 28 39 2.8 24 14 0.7
Central.......ccooeeeeeeeee e 15 33 3.2 2.6 24 0.3 0.3
WESE ...ttt 1.8 39 38 29 24 0.9 0.7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccoceveveeccncrieene. 23 33 3.6 2.6 24 -- --
510 19 PErcent.......ccceeeevenerieenieseeeeeens 11 3.2 3.9 3.0 2.6 0.7 --
2010 49 PErCENt.....cvecererreeriereerieeereeine 0.9 39 4.0 32 25 1.2 --
50 percent O MOre ........ccoeeeeeveereerienneenns 16 3.2 41 3.8 21 13 12
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccccovvevreereene. 24 35 3.6 2.7 2.2 0.5 --
20 to 34 percent 0.5 3.6 4.6 35 3.0 0.8 --
35 to 49 percent 21 32 5.0 3.0 3.0 13 --
50 to 74 percent 19 4.0 4.4 3.9 2.9 0.8 04
75 percent or MOre........ccccvvvveeereereeerienens 17 45 51 5.0 2.2 1.6 15
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES ittt 0.8 20 20 18 13 04 0.3
NO oot 1.9 3.6 45 33 18 1.0 0.8
Principals’ report on discipline problems
in school
No problems/minor problems................. 2.0 2.8 3.0 24 15 0.6 --
Moderate problems 0.8 2.2 3.0 23 17 0.7 0.6
Serious problems........cccocvvveienenenene 0.8 3.6 34 33 31 11 0.9
Types of crimes reported
No crime..... 1.9 31 3.0 2.7 16 0.5 --
ANY CHIME...eceieeeeieeeee e 0.8 21 27 1.8 1.8 0.7 0.4
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY e 1.0 23 29 21 1.9 0.7 0.5
Serious violent Crimes.........occevvvveeene. -- 39 4.2 3.7 4.2 22 1.3

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School Disciplinarian Survey

on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 23.—Per cent of public schoolsreporting various levels of police or other law enforcement
presence during a typical week, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Police or other law enforcement representatives.
Stationed at the school Not stationed
Sehool characteristic during atypical | None stationed
30 hours or 101029 hours | 1to 9 hours week, but at school during
more available as 1996-97
needed
All public SChoOIS........ccccvvinieirncine 6 1 3 12 78
Instructional level
Elementary school 1 1 1 8 89
Middle schodl .......... 10 3 5 17 65
High SChOOL ..ot 19 2 6 18 54
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300........cccoreerneinneirneenecee 1 (+) 1 9 89
300-999......cueriieiriee e 4 1 3 12 80
1,000 OF MOTE.....covceirirreeirerietnenretreeree s 39 5 7 15 34
Locale
CIY ettt 13 4 3 11 69
7 1 2 11 80
5 1 4 11 78
1 (+) 2 14 83
6 (+) 2 11 81
9 2 2 11 77
4 2 3 11 81
7 1 4 14 74
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent .......cccoeveereveneccncnieene 1 1 3 10 85
51019 PErCant ......ceeeieiereeie e 6 1 3 10 80
20 to 49 percent 7 1 2 13 77
50 percent Or MOFE........ccceceereerierieeieneeeeiene 13 3 3 14 67
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent .......c.coceeeeveneercnenienene 5 1 4 10 79
20to 34 percent .......... 7 1 2 10 80
35 to 49 percent ... 5 (+) 3 12 80
50to 74 percent ....... 6 2 1 13 78
75 PErcent OF MOTE........cccuveeveereererereerenereeneas 8 2 4 14 72
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y BS. ittt 7 1 3 13 76
NO 4 1 3 7 85
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Table 23.—Per cent of public schoolsreporting various levels of police or other law enforcement
presenceduring a typical week, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Police or other law enforcement representatives.
Stationed at the school Not stationed
Sehool characteristi during atypical | None stationed
00l characteristic .
30 hours or 101029 hours | 1to 9 hours WQk, but at school during
more available as 1996-97
needed
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school®
No problems/minor problems...........ccccoeneee 2 (+) 1 7 89
Moderate problems 7 2 4 14 73
Serious problem ... 15 3 5 18 59
Types of crimes reported?
NO CHIME ...ttt 2 1 1 6 90
ANY CHME .t 10 2 4 16 68
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly ...... 7 2 4 16 72
Serious violent Crmes.............ccceveuvennne... 23 3 8 16 50

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 23a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolsreporting various levels of police or
other law enfor cement presence during a typical week, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Police or other law enforcement representatives.
Stationed at the school Not stationed
School characteristic during atypical | None staioned
30 hours or 10to 29 hours | 1to 9 hours week, but at school
more availableas | during 1996-97
needed
All public schools.........cccocevvirenncnine 04 0.3 04 1.0 11
Instructional level
Elementary school..........ccocovevrinineiniiene 0.5 04 0.6 14 15
Middle school ........ccoeveeeererieeereeeeesene 13 0.8 11 1.9 24
High SChOOL ..o 1.6 0.7 1.0 21 29
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300........cccoreerncenineirncenecee 04 -- 0.5 24 2.8
300-999......cuerireiriee e 0.6 0.4 0.6 12 13
1,000 OF MOTE.....coveererreeiierieeeeretreeree s 26 14 1.2 20 32
Locale
CIY ettt 14 1.2 0.8 29 31
Urban fringe.. 1.0 0.2 0.6 1.9 22
0.9 0.5 11 16 19
0.5 -- 0.8 2.3 25
16 -- 0.9 20 25
11 0.8 0.8 21 25
0.8 0.8 0.8 1.9 21
0.9 0.5 0.8 21 2.6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent .......cccoeveveeevenieicnenienene 0.3 0.3 0.8 17 18
51019 PErCant ......cooueuererieie e 0.9 0.3 0.8 18 23
2010 49 PEICENT ....eoveeeerrciieictreeree e 0.9 04 0.8 2.7 32
50 percent Or MOFE.......cccceeeereerierieerienereeieee 17 13 0.9 2.6 31
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent ... 0.8 0.5 1.0 18 2.2
20 to 34 percent .......... 1.0 0.5 0.7 19 23
35 to 49 percent ... 1.2 -- 11 29 33
5010 74 PErCENt ....eeveeeeieeeieee e 12 0.9 04 2.6 3.2
75 PErcent OF MOTE........cccvvueveeereerererierenerienens 20 13 14 37 4.4
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y BS. ittt 0.6 04 0.5 13 15
NO e 0.6 0.6 0.9 16 2.3
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school
No problems/minor problems............cccoeeee 0.6 -- 0.5 11 15
Moderate problems 1.0 0.6 0.7 22 22
Serious problems ..o 2.0 11 14 24 3.2
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME ...ttt 0.7 04 04 12 14
F N 0V 1 4= 0.7 0.5 0.5 15 15
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly ...... 0.7 0.5 0.6 18 18
Serious violent Crmes.............ccceeveevennne.. 2.3 1.1 1.8 2.8 3.8

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 24.—Per cent of public schools with various degrees of security measures, by school

characteristics. 1996-97

Degree of security measures’

School characteristic

Nosecurity | Lowsecurity | Moderate security | Stringent security
All public schools.........cccocevvirenncnine 3 84 11 2
Instructional level
Elementary school..........ccoovevrinineininene 4 92 4 0
Middle school 2 75 20 3
High SChool ........cooiieeeee 1 68 26 5
Size of enrollment
8 90 2 0
2 87 10 1
1,000 OF MOTE.....cutmeeiererirereresieieiere e 0 46 43 11
Locale
CItY ot G 77 19 4
Urban fringe.. 1 89 9 1
Town............. 3 84 12 +)
RUMA ..o 8 86 6 0
Region
NOMhEASE......ccveeeeeeseee e (+) 91 8 1
Southeast.... 2 80 16 3
4 87 8 1
5 80 14 2
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent .......cccovveereveneccncneene 6 89 4 0
5to 19 percent......... 2 88 10 (+)
20 to 49 percent....... 1 84 14 1
50 percent Or MOFE........ccceceereereereerieneeeeieee 3 74 19 5
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent .......c.coceeeeverercneneenene 5 84 10 1
2010 34 PEFCENT ... e 1 88 10 1
35t0 49 percent ... 3 85 11 1
50to 74 percent ....... 4 85 10 1
75 Percent Or MOTE.......c.cueueeeererererererererereeens 3 78 16 3
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y €5ttt 3 84 12 2
NO 3 85 11 1
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Table 24.—Per cent of public schoolswith various degr ees of security measur es, by school
characteristics: 1996-97--continued

School characteristic |

Degree of security measures’

No security Low security | Moderate security | Stringent security
Principals' report on discipline problemsin
school?
No problems/minor problems............ccoeeee 6 89 5 (+)
Moderate problems........ccccceeveeeererecesiesennns 1 83 14 2
Serious problems ..o 1 73 21 5
Types of crimes reported®
NO CHIME ...ttt 4 91 5 0
ANY CHME .ot 3 78 16 3
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly ...... 3 82 13 1
Serious violent Crimes............ccceveverene... 0 61 31 8

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

Security measures were considered stringent if a full-time (i.e., 30 hours or more) guard was present and students must pass through a
metal detector daily or were subject to random checks with metal detectors. Moderate security measures were defined as either afull-
time guard with no metal detectors and no restricted access to school, or a part-time guard with or without metal detectors and restricted
access to the school. Schools with no regular guard, but metal detectors were also considered to have moderate security measures.
Schools with low security measures were those with no guards, no metal detectors, but restricted access. No security measures were
schools with no guards, no metal detectors, and no restricted access to the school.

2Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

®Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 24a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith various degrees of security
measur es, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Degree of security measures

School characteristic

Nosecurity | Lowsecurity | Moderate security | Stringent security
All public schools.........cccocevvirenncnine 0.9 12 0.8 0.2
Instructional level
Elementary school..........ccoovevrinineininene 14 17 12 --
Middle school 0.9 21 1.9 0.6
High SChOOL ..o 0.8 24 2.2 0.7
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300........cccoreerncenineirncenecee 30 31 0.7 --
0.6 13 12 0.2
1,000 OF MOTE.....covceirirreeiririeereeret et - 33 33 16
Locale
CIY ettt - 22 2.3 0.5
Urban fringe.. 0.7 15 11 0.4
TOWN...oonnenee 15 21 16 --
RUMA ..o 25 2.9 13 --
Region
NOMhEASE......ccveeeeeeseee e 0.2 19 1.8 0.4
Southeast.... 1.2 24 2.2 0.6
15 22 16 0.2
1.8 22 15 0.3
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent .......cccovveereveneccncneene 24 25 0.8 0.2
510 19 percent.......... 1.0 18 14 --
20to 49 percent ....... 0.8 17 18 0.3
50 percent Or MOFE........ccceceereereereerieneeeeieee 15 3.2 31 0.6
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent .......c.coceeeeverercneneenene 24 2.6 15 0.3
2010 34 PEICANT ...eeeneeieeeeeee e 04 15 14 0.4
35 to 49 percent ... 1.8 27 19 04
50to 74 percent ....... 19 25 16 0.4
75 PErcent OF MOTE........cccvvueveeereerererierenerienens 17 4.3 39 0.7
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y BS. ittt 0.9 13 1.0 0.2
NO e 1.8 23 16 0.3
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school
No problems/minor problems...........ccccoeueee 2.0 2.2 11 --
Moderate problems 0.6 16 17 0.2
Serious problems ..o 0.7 23 22 0.8
Types of crimes reported
NO CHIME ...ttt 1.9 21 1.0 --
Any crime 0.8 14 13 0.3
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly ...... 10 17 15 0.3
Serious violent Crmes.............cccceveuvenene.. -- 34 3.5 1.4

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 25.—Per cent of public schools with formal school violence prevention or reduction programs

or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97
Percent of schools Percent of schools Percent of schools

Percent of schools

School characteristic - with only 1-day with only ongoing with both 1-day and
with any programs g
programs programs ongoing programs
All public schodls.........c.ccceevruenenee. 78 11 24 43
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoceeveeevviiennne 78 9 28 42
Middle school..........ccccvnveivneininicnne 82 7 19 56
High school ........ccooveveeeeeeeeceee 74 20 15 38
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 68 14 20 34
300-999.............. 81 10 26 45
1,000 or more 84 8 17 59
Locale
i 87 5 25 57
82 5 30 47
72 11 22 38
73 21 18 35
75 8 27 40
84 13 28 14
76 9 21 46
7 14 20 43
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccoveveeervriennne 67 11 20 36
510 19 PErcent.......cccovvecerrreerenrcenennes 78 10 24 44
2010 49 Percent.......ccoeerereeneeneneeins 86 12 30 44
50 percent or MOre.........coeeeverreenennee 84 10 22 52
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent...... 73 8 22 43
20 to 34 percent......... 75 6 24 44
3510 49 percent...... 81 15 27 40
5010 74 PErCent.....ccovvecererreerirreenenes 80 16 20 44
75 percent Or MONe.......cceeeeveeruerceeens 85 12 26 47
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S s 81 11 24 45
NO Lt 69 11 21 37
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Table 25.—Per cent of public schools with formal school violence prevention or reduction programs
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

o Percent of schools Per_cent of schools Pgrcent of scho_ols F_’ercent of schools
School characteristic - with only 1-day with only ongoing with both 1-day and
with any programs .
programs programs ongoing programs
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school*
No problems/minor problems, 73 11 25 38
Moderate problems................... 81 11 24 46
Serious problems..........cccoeveeecenenienn. 83 13 16 53
Types of crimes reported?
NO CIIME....ccviieeeieeeeee e 74 10 24 39
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeeeeeeere s 82 11 23 47
L ess serious or nonviolent crimes... 79 12 24 43
Serious violent Crimes..........coeveeee. 93 8 19 66

Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 25a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith formal school violence
prevention or reduction programsor efforts, by school characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic

Percent of schools
with any programs

Percent of schools
with only 1-day

Percent of schools
with only ongoing

Percent of schools
with both 1-day and

programs programs 0ongoing programs
All public schodls.........c.ccceevruenenee. 15 12 16 14
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoceeveeevviiennne 2.3 16 25 25
Middle school..........ccceevivennieniriene 2.0 15 19 2.8
High school ........ccooveveeeeeeeeceee 2.2 24 18 21
Size of enrollment
Less than 300 4.2 3.0 4.0 4.0
300-999.............. 1.6 12 19 18
1,000 or more 2.8 1.5 25 3.7
Locale
i 2.6 14 33 3.6
3.0 13 31 33
TOWN et 35 2.3 3.1 3.1
RUral ..o 3.2 3.2 2.9 33
Region
Northeast........cccoeevieveciceeececeees 4.4 2.3 4.0 4.1
25 2.8 34 37
33 17 2.7 3.6
2.8 2.3 25 2.8
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccoveveeervriennne 37 2.0 2.8 3.6
510 19 percent.......ccceveeveverererenienens 35 19 25 31
2010 49 Percent.......ccoeerereeneeneneeins 2.7 2.6 3.7 3.7
50 percent or More........coceveeeeervereenns 2.7 25 3.0 34
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent...... 3.0 15 2.9 34
20 to 34 percent......... 3.0 2.0 37 3.9
3510 49 percent...... 4.2 35 4.6 3.8
5010 74 percent........cccoevevererereniencns 3.6 3.2 3.8 3.9
75 percent Or MONe.......cceeeeveeruerceeens 34 3.8 4.3 4.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
| == TSR 15 1.4 1.7 1.7
NO Lo 4.5 2.1 2.8 3.8
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems.............. 2.7 18 25 2.9
Moderate problems. 21 16 25 23
Serious problems..........ccocvveeecenenienen. 21 25 2.2 31
Types of crimes reported
NO CHME.....ocueeieeiececeeeeeee e 2.7 1.9 3.0 2.9
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeereeeeee s 19 16 19 21
L ess serious or nonviolent crimes
ONlY o 2.3 19 2.3 2.3
Serious violent crimes 15 2.0 3.3 3.9

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 26.—Number of schoolswith violence prevention or reduction programsor efforts, and
mean number of programsin schoolswith violence prevention or reduction programs
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic [ Number of schools [ Mean number of programs
All public schodls.........c.ccceevrvennee. 60,720 3.7
Instructional level
Elementary school .........ccooevveeevviiennne 37,700 3.7

Middle schoal...... 11,460 4.3
High school ........cooviveeeeiieceeeee 11,550 3.2
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccceeevereeeneniecnenienene 13,750 23
40,770 4.0
6,200 5.3
15,710 5.2
15,520 4.0
14,110 3.0
15,380 2.8
Region
NOrheast ..o 11,350 38
SOULhEBSE ..o 14,300 4.3
Central.....ccooeeevicereceeeee 17,160 3.0
WESE ..o 17,910 3.8
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocveveeeeeriennne 16,200 2.4
5to 19 percent........ 13,750 34
20 to 49 percent...... 15,340 4.0
50 percent or MOre.........coeeeeverveenennes 14,710 53
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccceeervrvennne 13,370 3.0
20 to 34 percent......... 12,990 3.0
3510 49 percent...... 10,530 4.3
50 to 74 percent...... 12,880 38
75 percent or more 10,600 4.8
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES ittt 49,290 3.8
NO Lt 11,400 33
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Table 26.—Number of schoolswith violence prevention or reduction programsor efforts, and
mean number of programsin schoolswith violence prevention or reduction programs

or efforts, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued
School characteristic [ Number of schools [ Mean number of programs

Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school*

No problems/minor problems... 24,450 3.0
Moderate problems................... 25,910 41
Serious problems..........ccooveveecerenienen. 10,250 45
Types of crimes reported?
NO CIIME...cceeeeiece e 24,860 3.4
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s 35,850 3.9
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY oo 28,540 34
Serious violent crimes...........ccu...... 7,320 6.0

!Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because some classification variables were missing for some schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 26a.—Standard errors of the number of schoolswith violence prevention or reduction
programsor efforts, and of the mean number of programsin schoolswith violence
prevention or reduction programsor efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic [ Number of schools [ Mean number of programs
All public schodls.........c.ccceevrvennee. 1,240.4 0.2
Instructional level
Elementary school .........ccooevveeevviiennne 1,141.2 0.3

Middle schoal...... 292.8 0.3
High school ........cooviveeeeiieceeeee 411.9 0.2
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccceeevereeeneniecnenienene 1,124.0 0.3
941.2 0.2
2731 0.3
678.2 0.4
715.3 04
642.5 0.3
798.7 04
Region
NOrheast ..o 1,073.8 0.6
SOULhEBSE ..o 914.2 0.6
Central.....ccooeeevicereceeeee 1,058.5 0.2
WESE ..o 980.7 0.3
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocveveeeeeriennne 1,258.0 0.3
5to 19 percent........ 1,200.3 0.3
20 to 49 percent...... 1,106.7 0.4
50 percent or MOre.........coeeeeverveenennes 800.2 05
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccceeervrvennne 861.7 0.3
20 to 34 percent......... 989.2 0.2
3510 49 percent...... 830.3 0.7
50 to 74 percent...... 1,066.5 04
75 percent or more 907.2 0.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES ittt 1,332.8 0.2
NO ceirct e 1,011.3 05
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems.............. 1,308.3 0.4
Moderate problems. 1,251.8 0.3
Serious problems..........ccoceveeecerenienn. 795.3 0.3
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME...ceeieiece e 1,455.8 0.4
ANY CHME...vieeeeeeeeeeese s 1,434.7 0.2
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY it 1,439.1 0.2
Serious violent Crimes........c.ccoveeene 579.3 0.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 27.—Per cent of public schoolswith formal school violence prevention or reduction programs
and the mean number of programs, by type of crimereported at the school: 1996-97

Type of crime | Percent of schools with program | Mean number of programs
All public schools.........cccoeue. 78 3.7
NO CIIME ...t 74 34
ANY CHME .o 82 3.9
Lesser crimeonly ......cccceeveveneenene 79 34

SOme Serious Crimes...................... 93 6.0

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder,
rape or other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means
that no serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical
attack or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 27a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith formal school violence
prevention or reduction programsand of the mean number of programs, by type of
crimereported at the school: 1996-97

Type of crime | Percent of schools with program | Mean number of programs
All public SChOOIS......ccooeieireere e 15 0.2
NO CHIME .. 2.7 04
N 01V ] 2= 19 0.2
Less serious or nonviolent crime only .........c.ccoceeveevveeene. 23 0.2
SOME SEFOUS CHIMES......ceiiieiiiieicitisi ettt 15 0.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 28.—Per cent of public schoolswith violence prevention programsand reporting one or more
crimesto the policein 1996-97 indicating that crimes wer e used to maodify or to

introduce new violence prevention programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97
Percent of those schools indicating
1996-97 criminal incidents used to
modify or introduce new violence
prevention programs

Number of schools with violence prevention
School characteristic programs that reported one or more crimes
to the policein 1996-97

All public schools.........ccccceeeruenene. 35,330 31
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccocoveiviieenne 17,410 22
Middle school 8,930 34
High school .......cccoovveiniieneee 8,990 44
Size of enrollment
5,130 26
24,650 29
5,550 44
9,610 36
9,250 28
9,290 28
7,190 30
5,890 29
8,060 25
9,230 37
12,150 30
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......c.coceveeenvrieenne 8,120 31
5to 19 percent.... 8,090 24
20 to 49 percent...... 8,650 30
50 percent or MOre.........cceeeeveerereenenne 10,070 37
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent...... 7,580 30
20 to 34 percent......... 7,670 29
35 to 49 percent...... 6,250 25
5010 74 percent.......ccocceveeeeenenenieeeens 7,290 35
75 percent Or MOre......cccevveeeeeervereenens 6,290 36
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y Sttt 29,690 32
NO e 5,620 24
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Table 28.—Per cent of public schoolswith violence prevention programsand reporting one or more
crimesto the policein 1996-97 indicating that crimes wer e used to maodify or to
introduce new violence prevention programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97--
continued

Percent of those schools indicating

1996-97 criminal incidents used to

modify or introduce new violence
prevention programs

Number of schools with violence prevention
School characteristic programs that reported one or more crimes
to the police in 1996-97

Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school*

No problems/minor problems.............. 10,270 23
Moderate problems. 16,310 30
Serious problems....... 8,640 42
Types of crimes reported?

NO CIIME....cviieeeireeeeeeee e (--) (--)
ANY CHME...eeeveeeeeeeeeeee e 35,240 31

L ess serious or nonviolent crimes... 28,030 27

Serious violent crimes..................... 7,210 47

(--) Not applicable.

!Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racia tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated al discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Details may not add to totals because of rounding and because data for some schools were not available.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 28a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith violence prevention programs
and reporting one or more crimesto the policein 1996-97 indicating that crimeswere
used to modify or to introduce new violence prevention programs, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

Number of schools with violence prevention
programs that reported one or more crimes
to the police in 1996-97

Percent of schools indicating 1996-97
crimina incidents used to modify or
introduce new violence prevention programs

All public schodls.........c.ccceevrvenneee.

Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoceveeevviiennne
Middle school..........ccccvnveinniciiinicnne
High school ........ccooveveeeeeeeeceee

Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ........ccceeeeeeeiiecieeieieas

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocevveeervriennne
5to 19 percent........
20 to 49 percent......
50 percent or more

Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccceeevvriennne
20 to 34 percent.........
3510 49 percent......
50 to 74 percent......
75 percent or more

Zero tolerance policy for violence

Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems..............
Moderate problems.
Serious problems.......

Types of crimes reported
NO CHME.....ocueeieeiececeeeeeee e
ANY CHME...vieeeeeeeeeeese s

L ess serious or nonviolent crimes
ONMY e
Serious violent crimes

1,467.5

1,323.9
359.0
440.3

879.3
1,165.6
2717

431.2
297.6
459.8
495.3

756.8
706.3
975.0
868.1

829.2
795.9
773.8
695.3

570.4
753.7
692.2
810.4
710.2

1,396.6
630.4

179.6
1,028.4
649.9

1,463.0

1,463.3
583.5

1.9

33
3.2
29

6.9
2.5
31

2.2
4.4

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at |ess than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 29.—Per cent of public schoolswith formal violence prevention or reduction programs
indicating that at least one of these programsincluded selected components. 1996-97

Percent of schools indicating
Component component included in violence
prevention or reduction program

Prevention curriculum, instruction, or training for students (e.g., socid skillstraining).................. 89
Behaviora programming or behavior modification for Students..........cccoeveerieneneinenenecnesene 79
Counseling, socia work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students..........cccccovvvecrieneene. 87
Other activitiesinvolving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring, mentoring) 81
Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for Students............coccveerniecnnccncceees 63
Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict resolution or

Mediation, SEUAENT COUM) ....c.eiuiriiieieieree ettt 64
Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers.................... 67
Review, revision, or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practices and procedures............c.o....... 85
Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programs or efforts.................... 48
Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a school, “houses’ or “teams’

OF STUAENES) 1.ttt ettt et et e st st et eneeeeseeneeneeeeneenes 28

NOTE: Percentsin this table are based upon the number of schools with one or more violence prevention programs--78 percent of
regular public schools.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 29a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith formal violence prevention or
reduction programsindicating that at least one of these programsincluded selected
components. 1996-97

Percent of schools indicating
Component component included in violence
prevention or reduction program

Prevention curriculum, instruction, or training for students (e.g., socia skillstraining)... 11
Behaviora programming or behavior modification for students..........cccocevevreneneinenennenenens 17
Counseling, socia work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students..........cccccvvvveerivneenne. 16
Other activitiesinvolving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring, mentoring) .................... 18
Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for StUdents............ccccveeeirnecnnccnecece s 17
Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict resolution or

Mediation, SEUAENT COUM) ....c.eiuiriiieceieree ettt 19
Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers 2.0
Review, revision, or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practices and procedures............c.co....... 14
Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programs or efforts.................... 19
Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a schoal, “houses’ or “teams’

OF SIUAENES) 1.ttt e st et et es st et et ereseeneeneeeeneenes 17

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 30.—Per cent of public schools with violence prevention programsindicating the proportion
of their students participating in school violence prevention or reduction programs that
directly serve students, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Students participate in violence prevention or reduction programs
School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None
All public schodls.........c.ccceeerueneeee. 50 10 8 14 13 4

Instructional level

Elementary school ..........ccoceeevevviiennne 56 10 7 10 12 4

Middle school 53 11 9 17 10 1

High school ........ccooveveeeeiececeee 25 10 10 26 22 7
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 .......cceeeeeeenereeienesieene 46 10 10 12 17 5

300-999.....cot e 53 10 7 14 12 4

1,000 OF MOT€...ceveeecreeeeeree e 36 15 11 23 13 2
Locale

[ RO 53 15 9 15 6 2

Urban fringe......cocovvvevviinenecniiee 53 8 10 13 10 5

TOWN e 50 8 6 16 15 5

RUME ..o 43 10 7 12 23 5
Region

NOrtheast ..o 44 8 8 18 17 5

SOULhEESE ......veeeeeeeeieeeeee e 52 9 3 15 14 7

Central.....cccoeeeerecereceeee 48 10 9 14 14 5

WESE ... e 53 13 11 12 10 1
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocveveeeeeriennne 47 7 8 15 18 5

510 19 PErcent.......cccovvecerrreerenrcenennes 43 13 4 16 15 8

2010 49 Percent.......ccoeevereeenieseneeene 56 10 10 12 10 2

50 percent or MOre.........coeeererreenenee 51 12 11 14 10 2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Less than 20 percent..........ccceeervreennne 42 8 8 17 17 7

20 to 34 percent 47 12 7 15 17 2

35 to 49 percent 61 6 4 12 11 5

50 to 74 percent 48 13 9 14 13 3

75 percent O MOre.......cceeeeveereereeens 53 11 15 12 6 3
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S et 49 11 8 13 14 5

NO L 51 7 18 12 2
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Table 30.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programsindicating the proportion
of their students participating in school violence prevention or reduction programs that

directly serve students, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued
Students participate in violence prevention or reduction programs

School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None

Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school*

No problems/minor problems.............. 54 9 7 11 13 6
Moderate problems..........coceeeeererenene 49 12 9 18 11 2
Serious problems.........ccccoeveveceneiienn. 41 9 10 15 21 4
Types of crimes reported?

NO CIIME....cviieieieee e 54 10 10 11 11 5
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s 47 11 7 17 15 4

L ess serious or nonviolent crimes... 46 11 7 16 16 4

Serious violent Crimes.........ccoveeene 49 10 7 21 11 2

Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems.  No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percentsin this table are based upon the number of schools with one or more violence prevention programs--78 percent of
regular public schools. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 30a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith violence prevention programs
indicating the proportion of their students participating in school violence prevention
or reduction programsthat directly serve students, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Students participate in violence prevention or reduction programs
School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None
All public schodls.........c.ccceeerueneeee. 18 12 11 12 13 0.8
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoceeevevviiennne 2.9 17 15 17 19 11
Middle school 26 14 17 20 20 0.8
High school ........ccooveveeeeiececeee 2.7 18 21 31 2.6 19
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccceeevreeneniecnenienene 55 4.0 34 32 4.0 1.8
300-999.....cot e 22 14 1.0 13 15 1.0
1,000 OF MOT€...ceveeecreeeeeree e 34 2.4 2.6 29 2.1 1.0
Locale
[ RO 35 28 22 3.0 15 12
Urban fringe......cocovvvevviinenecniiee 35 2.2 25 2.6 21 17
TOWN ..t 35 24 14 26 3.0 1.9
RUME ..ot 4.2 29 22 28 35 17
Region
NOrtheast ..o 4.7 25 30 32 4.0 24
SOULhEBSE ......cveeeeeceeecee e 39 24 11 28 29 20
Central.....cccoeeeerecereceeee 39 28 26 25 26 1.8
WESE ..o 34 23 22 1.8 24 0.7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocveveeeeeriennne 4.4 24 2.3 24 33 21
510 19 PErcent.......cccovvecerrreerenrcenennes 4.2 27 14 33 28 24
2010 49 Percent.......ccoeevereeenieseneeene 4.0 25 25 2.3 2.2 12
50 percent or MOre.........coeeererreenenee 4.2 25 25 25 23 11
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccceeervrvennnne 3.9 21 2.2 2.8 2.9 2.0
20 to 34 percent 45 3.6 1.8 29 33 1.2
35 to 49 percent 4.6 2.0 18 2.7 2.9 2.3
50 to 74 percent 45 28 24 30 32 1.8
75 percent O MOre.......cceeeeveereereeens 51 3.2 3.9 3.0 2.2 17
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S et 2.0 14 12 14 15 1.0
NO ceirt e 44 1.8 31 33 30 0.9
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems.............. 3.7 21 18 2.0 24 17
Moderate problems..........coceeeeererennnne 2.6 19 18 21 18 0.9
Serious problems..........ccoceveeecerenienn. 3.6 21 2.3 3.0 3.0 17
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME....cviieieieeeeee e 3.6 2.3 24 17 24 15
ANY CHME....oiiviiriccireeereeeses 21 13 1.0 1.9 13 1.0
L ess serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY oottt 24 16 1.2 20 16 1.2
Serious violent crimes..................... 3.9 19 1.4 3.2 2.1 1.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 31.—Per cent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion of
teachersand staff in the school who wer e substantially involved in school violence efforts
or programs, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Teachers and staff substantially involved in school violence efforts or programs
School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None
All public schodls.........c.ccceeerueneeee. 44 12 8 15 18 3
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoceeevevviiennne 51 13 8 10 16 3
Middle school 40 12 8 21 18 2
High school ........ccooveveeeeiececeee 26 9 7 25 27 7
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccceeevreeneniecnenienene 43 17 6 15 16 3
300-999.....cot e 46 10 9 14 18 4
1,000 OF MOT€...ceveeecreeeeeree e 32 12 7 23 25 1
Locale
(0 Y 48 17 8 13 13 1
Urban fringe......cocovvvevviinenecniiee 48 10 8 15 17 3
TOWN ..t 39 10 5 18 23 4
RUME ..o 40 10 10 13 22 5
Region
NOrtheast ..o 37 9 11 18 23 2
SOULhEBSE ......cveeeeeceeecee e 50 6 5 13 19 8
Central.....cccoeeeerecereceeee 41 18 6 13 19 3
WESE ... e 46 12 10 16 15 1
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocveveeeeeriennne 40 11 8 13 23 4
510 19 PErcent.......cccovvecerrreerenrcenennes 44 9 6 15 23 3
2010 49 Percent.......ccoeevereeenieseneeene 45 12 6 17 15 4
50 percent or MOre.........coeeererreenenee 48 13 9 14 13 2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccceeervreennne 39 14 6 13 25 3
20 to 34 percent 40 11 11 15 21 3
35 to 49 percent 47 6 8 13 20 6
50 to 74 percent 43 14 6 18 17 1
75 percent O MOre.......cceeeeveereereeens 53 13 9 14 7 4
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S et 46 11 8 14 17 3
NO L 37 15 5 17 24 3
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Table 31.—Per cent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion of
teachersand staff in the school who wer e substantially involved in school violence efforts

or programs, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued

Teachers and staff substantially involved in school violence efforts or programs

School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None

Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school*

No problems/minor problems.............. 49 11 5 13 18 4
Moderate problems..........coceeeeererenene 42 13 9 16 18 2
Serious problems..........ccooeveeecenenienen. 35 10 10 18 22 5
Types of crimes reported?

NO CIIME....cviieieieee e 46 13 9 13 17 3
ANY CHME...eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s 43 11 7 16 20 3

L ess serious or nonviolent crimes..... 43 12 7 15 20 3

Serious violent Crimes.........cocoeenenne. 41 9 8 22 17 4

Discipline problemsincluded: student tardiness, student absenteeism, physical conflicts anong students, robbery or theft of items over
$10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sale of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racial tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated at least 1 of 17 different discipline issues was a serious
problem. Moderate problems means the respondent indicated at |east one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated all discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that at least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexual battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery. Less serious or nonviolent crime means that no
serious violent crimes occurred and at least one of the following occurred at the school for which police were contacted: physical attack
or fight without a weapon, theft/larceny, or vandalism. No incidents reported means that the school reported that police were not
contacted for any of the specified crimes. Specified crimes may have occurred but police were not contacted, or other, nonspecified
crimes may have occurred at the school.

NOTE: Percentsin this table are based upon the number of schools with one or more violence prevention programs--78 percent of
regular public schools. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 31a.—Standard errors of the percent of public schoolswith violence prevention programs
indicating the proportion of teachersand staff in the school who wer e substantially
involved in school violence efforts or programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Teachers and staff substantially involved in school violence efforts or programs
School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None
All public schodls.........c.ccceeerueneeee. 17 13 11 13 12 0.7
Instructional level
Elementary school ..........ccoceeevevviiennne 2.7 2.0 16 18 17 1.0
Middle school 27 16 16 23 25 0.9
. Highschool ........ccooieeeviiieeiee 2.9 19 13 2.7 25 16
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .......ccceeerreererieenenienene 5.3 4.3 26 34 3.6 13
300-999.....cot e 22 16 13 13 1.6 1.0
1,000 OF MOT€...ceveeecreeeeeree e 34 2.2 1.7 2.6 29 0.7
Locale
[ RO 4.2 35 21 28 26 1.0
Urban fringe......cocovvvevviinenecniiee 3.8 3.0 21 2.6 25 11
TOWN ..t 38 26 15 28 34 17
RUME ..o 4.6 32 27 28 35 17
Region
NOrtheast ..o 4.8 24 32 35 4.1 14
SOULhEBSE ......cveeeeeceeecee e 32 17 1.8 27 28 23
Central.....cccoeeeerecereceeee 4.2 32 1.9 27 31 11
WESE ..o 35 22 25 23 22 0.6
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......cccocveveeeeeriennne 4.4 2.9 2.6 2.9 3.2 14
510 19 PErcent.......cccovvecerrreerenrcenennes 4.6 22 1.8 32 38 13
2010 49 Percent.......ccoeevereeenieseneeene 3.7 2.8 21 2.8 2.3 16
50 percent or MOre.........coeeererreenenee 4.0 27 20 24 27 11
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent..........ccceeervreennne 4.2 33 18 25 31 15
20 to 34 percent 4.1 30 29 27 38 14
35 to 49 percent 51 25 2.7 25 33 2.0
50 to 74 percent 45 37 22 29 35 1.0
75 percent O MOre.......cceeeeveereereeens 4.4 33 2.8 3.2 2.0 19
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y ES ittt 20 14 12 16 12 0.8
NO ceirt e 44 39 1.8 31 38 11
Principals’ report on discipline
problems in school
No problems/minor problems.............. 3.8 24 15 2.3 2.7 12
Moderate problems..........coceeeeererennnne 31 2.2 19 2.0 2.0 0.7
Serious problems..........ccoceveeecerenienn. 3.9 2.0 33 2.9 2.8 19
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME....cviieieieeeeee e 3.7 2.2 21 2.7 2.6 1.0
ANY CHME....oiiviiriccireeereeeses 25 14 13 15 1.8 0.9
L ess serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY oottt 26 1.8 13 16 21 1.0
Serious violent crimes..................... 4.6 15 2.4 34 2.7 1.8

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 32a.—Tableof standard errorsfor thefigures

| Estimate Standard error
Figure 1. Number of various crimesoccurring in public schools:
1996-97
REPE/SEXUEl DEIENY ......coiuiiiiriririrre e 4,170 676.1
RODBENY ..o 7,150 1,538.1
Physical attack or fight with weapon............c.ccceevivenenenececneeee 10,950 1,882.2
VaANAAISM <. 98,490 5,557.6
TREFU/IICENY ...ttt 115,500 8,404.0
Physical attack or fight without weapon............ccccoovveieinenenecneneene 187,890 17,030.4
Figure 2. Percent of public schoolsindicating the seriousness of
reported crimes occurring at the school: 1996-97
At least 1 Serious VIOIENt CriMe .......cccoiveirrieinneerenc e 10 0.8
No serious violent crime but at least 1 other crime..........ccooveeevneenennee 47 21
NO CIIMIB..... ittt 43 21
Figure 3. Percent of public schools with number of reported
crimeincidents at the school: 1996-97
No reported incidents....... 43 21
1to 5 reported incidents 37 19
610 10 reported iNCIAENES........ooeeeereeree s 7 0.8
More than 10 reported iNCIAeNtS..........ccceererererenirereeereseeeese e 12 0.7
Figure 4. Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
disciplineissues were a problem at the school: 1996-97
No problems/minor problems 43 17
Moderate ProblEemS..........ccoeiririeeree e 41 16
SENOUS PrODIEIMS ... 16 12
Figure 5. Percent of public schoolsreporting that specific
disciplineissues were a serious or moder ate problem at the
school, by instructional level: 1996-97
Student tardiness
All public SChOOIS.........coveiiree e 40 16
Elementary SChool .........coooeirininee e 32 2.6
Middl€ SCNOOL........ccoriiiiiir s 40 24
High SChOOL ... 67 2.6
Student absenteeism/class cutting
All public SChOOIS.........coveiiree e 25 15
Elementary SChool .........coooeirininee e 17 23
Middl€ SCNOOL........ccorieiiiririrr s 24 22
High school 52 2.8
Physical conflicts among students
All public SChOOIS.........coveiiree e 21 12
Elementary SChool .........coooeiriieiner e 18 16
Middl€ SCNOOL........ccorieiiiriictr s 35 26
High SChOOL ... 17 16
Student tobacco use
All public SChOOIS.........coveeiree e 14 0.9
Elementary SChool .........coooeirininee e 2 10
Middl€ SCNOOL........ccorieiiiriicrc s 19 1.9
High SChOO ... 48 3.0
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Table 32a.—Table of standard errorsfor the figures--continued

| Estimate Standard error
Figure 6. Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
disciplineissues were a problem at the school, by reported crime
in the school: 1996-97
No problems/minor problems
NO CIIME...eiiiictet s 59 30
N 01V ] 4= 31 2.0
Moderate problems
NO CIIMEL..ciiiiicct s 36 28
Any crime... 45 2.2
Serious problems
NO CIIMEL..eitiicctrt e 5 16
N 01V ] =TSSR 24 16
Figure 7. Percent of specified disciplinary actionstaken by public
schoolsfor specific offenses, by type of action taken: 1996-97
Possession or use of afirearm
EXPUISIONS.....coeiiiiiiieisiesieeee st s eaenaenees 31 5.4
Transfers to alternative schools Or programs...........ccceeevereeeereseeneens 20 7.6
Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days 49 6.5
Possession or use of weapon other than a firearm
EXPUISIONS.....cueiiiiiiieiesiesieeee st ae et e saenees 23 17
Transfers to alternative schools Or programs...........ccceeevereeeeeesieneens 22 17
Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days .........ccoceeveereeneene. 55 24
Possession, distribution, or use of acohol or drugs, including tobacco
EXPUISIONS.....cueiiiiiiieisiisieeee sttt snenaenens 18 15
Transfers to alternative schools Or programs...........ccceeeeereeeeeeseennens 20 2.0
Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days..........ccoceeveerveneene. 62 2.0
Physical attacks or fights
EXPUISIONS.....cueiuiieiieisiesieeee sttt enesaenens 15 15
Transfers to alternative schools Or programs...........cceeeeeereeeeesieneens 19 21
Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days..........ccoceeveereeneene. 66 2.6
Figure 8. Percent of public schoolsthat have adopted zero
tolerance policies for various student offenses: 1996-97
VIOIENCE ..ottt 79 16
79 15
87 12
88 11
91 12
94 1.0
Figure 9. Percent of public schoolsrequiring school uniforms, by
year requirement initiated
Prior t0 1994-95 SChOOI YE& ........cceeiriiieirisierieeee e 26 9.4
1994-95 or 1995-96 SChOOl Y ........ccevveererieieeeeceeee e 40 9.1
1996-97 school year 34 9.6

121



Table 32a.—Table of standard errorsfor the figures--continued

| Estimate Standard error
Figure 10. Percent of public schoolsreporting various types of
security measures at the schools: 1996-97
ViISITOrS SION TN e 96 0.9
Closed campus for most students during lunch...........cccceeeveveineneenne. 80 17
Controlled access to school building ..........cocooeeeienineininceeeee 53 19
Controlled access to SChool grounds...........covveeeerereneneseneeeseseeneenes 24 15
ONE OF MOrE Arug SWEEPS .....cveveueererierieeeresre e see e e s e neenes 19 11
Random metal detector CheCKS...........cccoreinnicinnieesreesen e 4 04
Students pass through metal detectors daily .... 1 0.3
Figure 11. Percent of public schools, by degree of security:
1996-97
NO SECUMTY ..ttt 3 0.9
LOW SECUFLY .ttt 84 12
MOTEIAE SECUNILY ..ueveveeeieierieree ettt 11 0.8
SENQENE SECUMLY ..t 2 0.2
Figure 12. Percent of public schoolswith violence prevention
programs, by the proportion of their studentsthat participated in
these programs. 1996-97
AlLOr @lMOSt @l 50 1.8
IVLOSE .ttt e b e e n e eane s 10 12
ADBOUL NaIT.....ci e 8 11
SOMIB....e ettt e ettt 14 12
BV e e e 13 13
NN ettt sren e er e sren e n s 4 0.8

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FORM APPROVED
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS O.M.B. NO.: 1850-0733
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651 EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/98

PRINCIPAL/SCHOOL DISCIPLINARIAN SURVEY ON SCHOOL VIOLENCE
FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

This survey is authorized by law (20 U.S.C. 1221e-1). While you are not required to respond, your cooperation is needed to make the results of
this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

LABEL

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE MAKE CORRECTIONS DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of person completing form: Telephone:

Title/position: Number of years at this school:

Best days and times to reach you (in case of questions):

E-mail:
PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, CONTACT:
WESTAT Sheila Heaviside
1650 Research Boulevard 800-937-8281, ext. 8391
Rockville, Maryland 20850 Fax: 800-254-0984
Attention: 900262-Heaviside E:mail: HEAVISS1@westat.com

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid
OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is 1850-0733. The time required to complete this
information collection is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including the time to review instructions, search existing data
resources, gather the data needed, and complete and review the information collected. If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of
the time estimate(s) or suggestions for improving this form, please write to: U.S. Department of Education, Washington, D.C. 20202-4651. If
you have comments or concerns regarding the status of your individual submission of this form, write directly to: National Center for Education
Statistics, 555 New Jersey Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20208.

FRSS Form No. 63, 4/97
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Definitions

Firearm - any weapon that is designed to (or may readily be converted to) expel a projectile by the action of an explosive.
This includes guns, bombs, grenades, mines, rockets, missiles, pipebombs, or similar devices designed to explode and
capable of causing bodily harm or property damage.

Incident - a specific criminal act or offense involving one or more victims and one or more offenders.

Physical attack or fight with a weapon - an actual and intentional touching or striking of another person against his or
her will, or the intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual with a weapon. This category should be used only when
the attack is serious enough to warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Physical attack or fight without a weapon - an actual and intentional touching or striking of another person against his
or her will, or the intentional causing of bodily harm to an individual without using a weapon. This category should be used
only when the attack is serious enough to warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Police or other law enforcement representatives - any regular state or local law enforcement officers, school resource
officers, campus police, security personnel employed by school or district, or other security personnel with power to arrest
or hold for arrest.

Robbery - the taking or attempting to take anything of value that is owned by another person or organization, under
confrontational circumstances by force or threat of force or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear. A key difference
between robbery and theft/larceny is that a threat or battery is involved in robbery.

Sexual battery - an incident that includes rape, fondling, indecent liberties, child molestation, or sodomy. These incidents
should take into consideration the age and developmentally appropriate behavior of the offenders and are severe enough
to warrant calling the police or other law enforcement representative.

Theft/larceny - the unlawful taking of another person’s property without personal confrontation, threat, violence, or bodily
harm. Included are pocket picking, stealing purse or backpack (if left unattended or no force was used to take it from
owner), theft from a building, theft from a motor vehicle or motor vehicle parts or accessories, theft of bicycles, theft from
vending machines, and all other types of thefts.

Typical week - a typical full week of school. Avoid weeks with holidays, vacation periods, or weeks when unusual events
took place at the school.

Vandalism - the damage or destruction of school property including bombing, arson, graffiti, and other acts that cause
property damage.

Weapon - any instrument or object used with the intent to threaten, injure, or kill. Examples include guns, knives, razor
blades or other sharp-edged objects, ice picks, other pointed objects (including pens, pencils), baseball bats, frying pans,
sticks, rocks, and bottles.

Zero tolerance policy - a school or district policy that mandates predetermined consequences or punishment for specific
offenses.



Circle the number indicating to what extent, if any, each of the following has been a problem in your school during
the 1996-97 school year.

Not a
Serious Moderate  Minor problem
a. StUdent tardiNeSS........occvvieeiiiiiee e 1 2 3 4
b. Student absenteeism/class cutting..........cccccceevvviieennn. 1 2 3 4
c. Physical conflicts among students............ccccceeeeeviinnee. 1 2 3 4
d. Robbery or theft of items over $10 .......ccccoccverviieenienne 1 2 3 4
e. Vandalism of school property .......ccccccoviiiiiieniiniiinnnnn. 1 2 3 4
f.  Student alcohol USE ........c.cceiiiiiiiiiiiii e 1 2 3 4
0. StUdent drug USE .........eeevieeiiiiiiiiiiee e 1 2 3 4
h. Sale of drugs on school grounds............ccccccoeviiiiiiennen. 1 2 3 4
i. Student tobacCo USEe.........cccvveiiiiiiiiiie e 1 2 3 4
j-  Student possession of Weapons............ueeeeeeeeiiiiiiieennn. 1 2 3 4
K. TreSPasSINg .....coocuuvieieiieae ittt 1 2 3 4
[.  Verbal abuse of teachers............cccccviiiiiiini 1 2 3 4
m. Physical abuse of teachers...........ccoooiiiinniiiinn. 1 2 3 4
n. Teacher absenteeiSm.........cccccovviieeiiiiiic i 1 2 3 4
0. Teacher alcohol or drug USe.........cceeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiiiee, 1 2 3 4
P. RaCial tENSIONS ......ueeiiiiiiiiiiee e 1 2 3 4
0. GANGS ..iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee 1 2 3 4

During the 1996-97 school year, how many incidents involving each type of the following crimes or offenses have
occurred at your school? Only include incidents in which police or other law enforcement representatives (see
definition) were contacted.

In column [, record the number of incidents for each type of crime in which one or more incidents occurred at your
school.
If one incident included multiple crimes, include the incident only once in the first appropriate crime listed. For
example, if an incident included murder and rape, include the incident only under murder.
Include all incidents that occurred “at your school” including in school buildings, on school buses, on school
grounds, and at places that are holding school-sponsored events or activities, but are not officially on school
grounds. Include events or activities that took place both during and after normal school hours, including days
when school was not in session.
If a particular incident has not occurred at your school during the 1996-97 school year, enter “0” in column | and
leave columns Il and IlI blank.

In column I, indicate how many of the incidents reported in column | involved one or more of your students as
either a victim or perpetrator.

In column Ill, indicate how many of the incidents reported in column | occurred either during school hours or at
school-sponsored events or activities after school hours.
I. Number of
incidents in Il. How many
which police incidents involved
or other law students as either

Ill. How many
incidents occurred
during school
hours or at school-

enforcement victims or
sponsored events
were perpetrators? o
or activities?
contacted?

Physical attack or fight with a weapon ...............
Physical attack or fight without a weapon..........
Robbery - the taking of things directly from a
PErson by fOrCe ...
g. Theft/larceny - the taking of things without
personal confrontation ........ccccccoevvciiiieee e,
h. Vandalism - damage or destruction of school
property or personal items on school property .

~®oo0oTw
02}
<
5
o
(0]
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Does your school have a policy to report information about the types of incidents listed in question 2 to the public
(e.g., to parents in a school newsletter)?

During the 1996-97 school year, how many of the following disciplinary actions have been taken for each of the
listed offenses? Include all incidents listed below (a-d) for which the following disciplinary actions have been taken.
Police or other law enforcement representatives need not have been called. Report the number of times a given
disciplinary action was taken—one student suspended 5 times would be 5 suspensions.

Numbers of:
Transfers Out-of-school
. to alternative  suspensions
Expulsions .
schools or lasting 5 or
programs more days

a. Possession or use of afirearm........cccocveiiiiienniee i,
b. Possession or use of a weapon other than a firearm...........
c. Possession, distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs,

iNCluding tODACCO..........uiiiiiiiieiiiee e
d. Physical attacks or fights ...,
During the 1996-97 school year, did your school have:

Yes No

a. A requirement that visitors sign or check iN?..............coiiiiiiiiiii e 1 2
b. Controlled access to school grounds (e.g., locked or monitored gates)? ............. 1 2
c. Controlled access to school buildings (e.g., locked or monitored doors)? ............ 1 2
d. Metal detectors through which all students must pass each day? ...........ccccceee.. 1 2
e. Random metal detector checks on StudentsS? ............coviiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 1 2
f. Closed campus for most students during lunch (i.e., most students

are not allowed to leave school grounds for [UNCh)? .........cocciiiiiei e, 1 2
g. One or more drug sweeps (e.g., locker searches, dog searches)? ........cccccceeenn. 1 2

In a typical week during the 1996-97 school year, how many school hours have one or more police or other law
enforcement representatives (see definition) been stationed at your school (other than for instructional purposes)?
(Circle one)

30 hours or more per WeeK ..........cevveeiiiiiiiiiieie e 1
10-29 hours per WeeK.........ooviii i 2
1-9 NOUIS PEF WEEK........eviiiiiiee ettt e 3
None during the typical week, but stationed as needed.............. 4
None stationed at school during 1996-97 ...........ccccceeeevvvvieeeeenn. 5

During the 1996-97 school year, does your school have a zero tolerance policy (see definition) for:

Yes No
- T 10 ] 1= o T PEEPR 1 2
b, FIrearms? ... 1 2
c. Weapons, other than firearms?........ccccocecviieieiee v 1 2
d. AICONOI? ..o 1 2
€. DIUQGS? oo 1 2
LN o] o T- T o] 0 120 PPPPPPPPPRS 1 2

During the 1996-97 school year, are students at your school required to wear school uniforms?

Yes ..... 1 In what school year were uniforms first required? 19 — 19 school year

During the 1996-97 school year, what percentage of your students are eligible for the federally funded free or
reduced-price lunch program? %
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10. During the 1996-97 school year, how many formal (planned and organized) programs or efforts did your school
have that were intended to prevent or reduce school violence? (These programs or efforts can include
instruction, other services to students, or changes to classroom and school management, and can take place either
during school hours or after school hours.)

Number of one-day, one-time programs ...................
Number of ongoing programs (more than one day) ...
(If your school has no programs, enter “0’s” and go to question 15.)

11. Were the incidents of crimes and offenses reported in question 2 used to modify these programs or to introduce
new programs? Yes..... 1 No...... 2 No incidents reported in question 2..... 3

12. During the 1996-97 school year, did any of your formal programs or efforts intended to prevent or reduce school
violence include the following?

Yes No
a. Prevention curriculum, instruction, or training for students (e.g., social skills training) ............ 1 2
b. Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students...........cccccccooviiiiieeee e, 1 2
c. Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students ..............ccccccoo.e 1 2
d. Other activities involving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring, mentoring)............... 1 2
e. Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for StUdeNtS ..........ccccoviiiiiiiii e 1 2
f. Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict
resolution or mediation, StUAENE COUN) .......ieiiiiiiiiiiie e e e e e reeees 1 2
g. Training, supervision, or technical assistance in classroom management for teachers .......... 1 2
h. Review, revision, or monitoring of school wide discipline practices and procedures ............... 1 2
i. Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programs or efforts............. 1 2
j- Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a school,
“houses” or “teams” Of STUAENLS) ........ccciiiiiiiie e e e e s rrr e e e e e e e nanes 1 2

13. During the 1996-97 school year, about how many students in your school participated in (or will participate in)
programs or efforts that directly serve students and were intended to prevent or reduce school violence?
(Circle one)

All or almost all (91-100%6) .....ceueeeiieeeee et 1
MOSE (61-9090) ...vvereeeeeieiirieieee e e e esitrrr e e e e e s s e st e e e e e e e s nnnrranreaeees 2
AbOUL Nalf (41-60%0)......eeeeiieeiiiiieiee e 3
SOME (L1-4090) ..evvveeeeeeeeeieiiiieie e e e e e e e e e e e e st r e e e e e e 4
FEW (L1-1090) ..eeeiieiiieeeieiieeeesiiieeeeseteeeesseree e s st e e e snneeessnsaeeessnnneeens 5
NONE L.t e e e e e 6
14.  During the 1996-97 school year, about how many teachers and staff in your school were substantially involved in
any of the programs or efforts that were intended to prevent or reduce school violence? (Circle one)
All or almost all (91-100%6) .....cueeeeeeieeeee et 1
MOSE (61-9090) ...vveveeeeeieiirieiiee e e e seiirtr e e e e e s s e serrer e e e e e s s nnnrraereaeees 2
AbOUL Nalf (41-60%0)......eeeeiieeiiiiiieie e 3
SOME (L1-4090) ..evvveeieeee ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 4
FEW (L1-1090) ..eeeiieiiieeeieiiieeesiiiee e e seiree e e seree e s siaee e e sesae e s snsaaeeesnnneeeas 5
NONE et e e e e e e 6

15.  During the 1996-97 school year (including or in addition to those programs reported in question 10), did your school
provide or sponsor any afterschool programs? Yes..... 1 No...... 2

16. The U.S. Department of Education may want to ask some of the schools responding to this survey to participate in

a followup study on school safety at a later time. Like this survey, the followup study will be voluntary, and no data
will be released with identifying information. Does the U.S. Department of Education have your permission to
consider your school for a followup study? (Approximately 1 in 6 schools will be selected.)
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