NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

Statistical Analysis Report March 1998

Violence and Discipline
Problemsin U.S. Public
Schools: 1996-97

/IS

Fast Response Survey System

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research and Improvement NCES 98-030



NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS

Statistical Analysis Report March 1998

Violence and Discipline
Problemsin U.S. Public
Schools: 1996-97

/IS

Fast Response Survey System

Sheila Heaviside
Cassandra Rowand
Catrina Williams
Elizabeth Farris
Westat, Inc.

Shelley Burns

Edith McArthur

Project Officers

National Center for Education Statistics

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research and Improvement NCES 98-030



U.S. Department of Education
Richard W. Riley
Secretary

Office of Educational Research and
Improvement

Ricky T. Takai

Acting Assistant Secretary

National Center for Education Statistics
Pascal D. Forgione, Jr.
Commissioner

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) is the primary federal entity for collecting, analyzing,
and reporting data related to education in the United States and other nations. It fulfills a congressional
mandate to collect, collate, analyze, and report full and complete statistics on the condition of education in
the United States; conduct and publish reports and specialized analyses of the meaning and significance
of such statistics; assist state and local education agencies in improving their statistical systems; and
review and report on education activities in foreign countries.

NCES activities are designed to address high priority education data needs; provide consistent, reliable,
complete, and accurate indicators of education status and trends; and report timely, useful, and high
quality data to the U.S. Department of Education, the Congress, the states, other education policymakers,
practitioners, data users, and the general public.

We strive to make our products available in a variety of formats and in language that is appropriate to a
variety of audiences. You, as our customer, are the best judge of our success in communicating
information effectively. If you have any comments or suggestions about this or any other NCES product or
report, we would like to hear from you. Please direct your comments to:

National Center for Education Statistics

Office of Educational Research and Improvement
U.S. Department of Education

555 New Jersey Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20208-5574

March 1998

The NCES World Wide Web Home Page is:
http://nces. ed.gov

Suggested Citation

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Violence and Discipline Problems
in U.S. Public Schools: 1996-97, NCES 98-030, by Sheila Heaviside, Cassandra Rowand, Catrina
Williams, and Elizabeth Farris. Project Officers, Shelley Burns and Edith McArthur. Washington, DC:
1998.

Contact:
Shelley Burns
(202)219-1463

For sde by the U.S. Government Printing Office
Superintendent of Documents, Mail Stop: SSOP, Washington, DC 20402-9328



Background

Executive Summary

"No matter whereyou are, parents want their students to be
safe and secure... that might even precede a quality
education... " With drugs, gangs, and guns on therisein
many communities the threat of violence "weighs heavily on
most principals minds these days... Anyone who thinks they
are not vulnerable is really 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 violence in 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 goa of the National Education Goals states that by the year
2000, "al schoolsin America will 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 goal, 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 this legidlation, the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES)
is required to collect datato determine the "frequency, seriousness, and
incidence of violence in 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 anationally representative
sample of 1,234 regular public elementary, middle, and secondary schools in
the 50 states and the District of Columbiain the spring and summer of 1997.
The survey requested information on four main topics:

* The incidence 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 issues in their schools;

» Thetypes of disciplinary actions schools took against students for
serious offenses; and

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



Key Findings

* Thekinds of security measures and violence prevention programs that
were in place in public schoals.

The types of criminal incidents that schools were asked to report included
murder, suicide, rape or other type of sexua 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 differences in definitions, coverage, respondents, and
sample. For example, the data reported in this survey describe the number of
incidents of crime, not the number of individuals involved 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 SERIOUS A PROBLEM WAS CRIME AND VIOLENCE IN

U.S. PUBLIC SCHOOLSIN THE 1996-97 SCHOOL YEAR?

More than half of U.S. public schools reported experiencing at least one
crimeincident in school year 1996-97, and 1 in 10 schools reported at
least one seriousviolent crime during that school year (table 7).

* 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 al public schools experienced one or more serious
violent crimes (defined as murder, rape or other type of sexua 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 crime in

1996-97, 37 percent reported from one to five crimes and about 20
percent reported six crimes or more (figure 3).

WHAT TYPES OF SCHOOLSWERE LIKELY TO HAVE MORE
SERIOUS PROBLEMSWITH CRIME AND VIOLENCE?

Crime and violence were more of a problem in middle and high schools
than in elementary schools. Middle schools and high schools were more
likely to report that they had experienced one or more incidents of any
crime and one or more incidents of serious violent 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. This was true for physical attacks or fights without
aweapon, theft/larceny, and vandalism (table 10).

In general, elementary schools reported proportionately fewer incidents
of serious violent crime. They reported lower rates of physical attacks
or fights with aweapon 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 serious discipline problems were more likely to have
experienced one or more incidents of crime or violence, and were more
likely to experience serious violent crime than 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 a serious 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 al 17 issues (43 percent) and those
that reported a moderate (but no serious) problem on at least 1 of the
issues (41 percent).

* Principasin public high schools and middle schools were more likely than
public elementary school principalsto rate at least one discipline issue as a
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).

* Inboth 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 SCHOOLS TAKING TO DEAL WITH
PROBLEMS OF CRIME AND VIOLENCE?

Most public schools reported having zero tolerance policies towards
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 schools reported that they employed low levels of security
measur es to 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 access to 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 aso 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 apart-time guard with restricted
access to the school, or metal detectors with no guards, while 84 percent
of public schools reported having a low 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 schools reported 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 al or amost al of their students participated in these
programs (figure 12 and table 30).
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Introduction The disruption caused by violence in our nation's public elementary and
secondary schools is anational concern. Crime in and around schools
threatens the well-being of students, school gaff, and communities. It aso
impedes learning and student achievement. The seventh goa of the National
Education Goals states that by the year 2000, "all schools in 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."
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 datato 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 issues in 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 measures in place in
schools.

This report presents the findings from the survey, which was conducted for
NCES by Westat, aresearch firm in Rockville, Maryland. The survey was
conducted through the NCES Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) during
the spring and summer of 1997. FRSS is a survey system designed to collect
small amounts of issue-oriented datawith 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. Specia education, alternative, and vocationa 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 enroliment: 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: less than
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 problems in 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), lesser
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 schooal.

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 schools, 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 issues in public
schools were incidents of specific crimes and on avariety of specific
discipline issues. The types 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
schools is not the same as the number of individuals involved 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
elsewhere because of differences in definitions, coverage, respondents, and
sample. Among the issuesto consider in interpreting the data presented in
this report are:

The Choice of Survey Respondent. This survey relied on the responses of
public school principals (or school disciplinarians) to report on al dataitems
requested. This includes the reports on the incidence of specific crimes in
their schools. There are other surveys in existence, most notably the annua
National Crime Victimization Survey of the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
Department of Justice, that request information from actual crime victims.?
It is likely that the incident reports provided by athird party, inthis 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 principals in 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 size for 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 principals in this survey.
Although a small number of suicides were reported and later verified, the
number was too small to alow 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 thistext 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 al 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
is reproduced in appendix A.

%S, P. Kachur, et a., "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
Crime and
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 aweapon, 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 aso assumed that requiring a benchmark of law
enforcement contact would minimize subjective judgment about which
incidents to 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‘l1 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 fights in 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 schools in
1996-97, adong 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 deaths in
schools, Kachur, etal., 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
Crime and
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
schools 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 sexua 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 aphysica attack or fight without the
use of aweapon, theft, or vandalism had occurred.

Figure 2—Percent of public schools indicating 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 sexua battery, suicide, physical attack or fight with a weapon, 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 aweapon 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, aphysical attack or fight in which aweapon 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 aweapon), 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 least one serious
violent crime, compared with 4 to 9 percent in schools with fewer than 1,000
students.

Schools in cities were at least twice as likely to report serious violent crime
asthose intowns and in rural locations, athough 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 schools in 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
Crime and
Violence

Schools indicating that they have apolicy to report crimes to the public were
less likely to report having experienced any crime than those without this
policy, but both types of schools were about as likely 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 principals 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 schools in 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 |east 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 a relatively small number of crimes in
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 incidents is a
factor of the size of schools. Therefore, another measure, the ratio of
incidents of crimes, was used to determine the frequency of crime in
schools.®

Overdl, about 1,000 crimes per 100,000 students were reported in our
nation's public schools (table 9). This included about 950 crimes per
100,000 that were not serious or violent crimes (theft, vandalism, fights or
assaults without aweapon) 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. The ratio of serious
violent crime was lowest in elementary schools, with 13 violent crimes

5 |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 students in
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 1to$
reported reported
incidents incidents

reported
More than 10

reported incidents

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
sexud 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 rura or urban
fringe schools in 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 lessthan 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 aso found in the rate at which robbery was
reported, although no difference was found between elementary and middle
schools for this crime. Physical attacks or fights in which weapons were
used were almost 7 times more frequent in middle and high schools than in
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 middle and high
schools at about the same rate, with 17 per 100,000 students in 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 aweapon, and theft or larceny), the ratio at which all three
crimes occurred was more frequent in middle and high schools than in
elementary schools. Physical attacks or fights without aweapon were the
number one crime in both middle schools and high schools, followed by
theft and vandalism.

11



Principals
Per ceptions of
Discipline
Issuesin Thelr
Schools

Principals were asked to report the extent to which specific discipline issues
were a praoblem 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.

Principals were asked to rate each of the following discipline
issues as a serious problem, moderate problem, minor problem,
or not a problem at the school

Student tardiness e Student possession of

e  Student absenteeism weapons

* Physica conflicts among " Trespassing

students

Verbal abuse of teachers

*  Robbery or theft of items » Physical abuse of teachers

worth over $10 . Teacher ahsentesism

e Vandalism of school
property
e Student alcohol use

»  Teacher acohol or drug use
* Racia tensions and

*  Student drug use = Gangs

e Sdle of drugs on school
grounds

Student tobacco use

Overdl, principals generally perceived these discipline issues in 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 problems in their schools
(derived from table 11). Public school principals were much less likely (0 to
2 percent) to indicate that teacher acohol 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 prevaent problems.



Types of Schools
With Discipline
Problems

Figure 4—Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues wer e a problem at the school: 1996-97

Moderate

No problems/
P problems

minor problems

Serious
problems

NOTE: 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 least 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.

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
principals in high schools reported some serious discipline problems (37
percent). Thirty-eight percent of principals in large schools reported some
serious discipline problems compared with 15 percent of principals in
medium-sized schools and 10 percent of principals in smal schools.

The discipline issues most frequently reported as moderate or serious
problems by principals differed by instructional level, school size, location
of school, minority enrollment, 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), whereas in high schools, student tobacco, drug, and alcohol
use were more often reported as serious or moderate problems than physical



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

Figure 5—Percent of public schools reporting that specific discipline
issues were a serious or moder ate problem at the schoal, 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.

Principals in 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 an issue in large
schooals, 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 aso 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 problems in city schools than in rural schools
(25 percent versus 14 percent; table 15). Student tardiness was more
frequently reported as a serious or moderate problem by principals in schools
with a minority 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
Perceptions of
Discipline Issues

Comparisons of
Principals
Perceptions in
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 principals in 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 principals in 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.—Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues were a problem at the school, by reported
crimein the school: 1996-97
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!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 least 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 aminor problem.

No 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.

Identical 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.



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
problems in 1991 and 1997, principals in high schools were more likely to
report tardiness, absenteeism/class cutting, and student drug use as serious or
moderate problems in 1997 (67, 52, and 36 percent, respectively) than in
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 problems in 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 a firearm;

*  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 is important 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, smply those that were focused upon in
this survey. Itisimportant to note that schools may not have experienced
any of the crimes or infractions and therefore took no actions.

Possession or use of a firearm. For the possession or use of a firearm,

5 percent of all 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 a fireerm (figure 7 and table 18).

Possession or use of a weapon other than a firearm. Weapons other than
a firearm 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 a total 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 alternative schools or programs, and 18
percent were expulsions (figure 7 and table 18).

Figure 7.—Percent of specified disciplinary actions taken by public
schools for specific offenses, by type of action taken:

Percent W Expulsions
100 7 B Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or more days
B Transfers to alternative schools or programs
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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 Attacks or Fights. About 40 percent of al 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 suspensions lasting 5 or more
days (66 percent), followed by transfersto an alternative school or program
and expulsions (19 and 15 percent, respectively).
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Zero Tolerance
Policies

Policies to Report
Crimesto the
Public

Three-quarters or more of al 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
consequence/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—Percent of public schools that have adopted zero tolerance
policies for 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).

Thirty-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.



Requiring School
Uniforms

School Efforts
to Ensure
Safety and
Promote
Discipline

Three 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.—Percent of public schools requiring school uniforms, by year
requirement initiated
OPrior to 1994-95 school year

[ 1994-95 or 1995-96 school years

W 1996-97 school year

NOTE: Based on the 3 percent of al public schools which reguire 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 aso 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:
» Visitors were required to sign in;

» Accessto school grounds was controlled;

» Accessto 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 amost al schools, with arange of 91-100 percent, regardiess 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 schoals reporting various types of security
measures 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 grounds in 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 aso 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 rura schools (35 percent, compared
with 13 percent). Schools in the Central region of the country were about
half as likely to report controlling access to school grounds as those in 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 schools in which at least half the students were
minorities) and in schools with the largest proportions of students in 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 aso 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 smdller 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 (lessthan 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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Presence of Police
or Other Law
Enforcement in
Public Schools

Stringency of
Security Across
School
Characteristics

In 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 atypical 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, while rare 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 schools in which principals
felt there were some serious discipline issues, and in 23 percent of schools in
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 a daily 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 accessto 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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Violence
Prevention
Programs

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 ametal 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 school, 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 forma 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 schools with 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 aso had more
programs per school. They reported amean of 6 programs per school
compared with 3.4 violence prevention programs in 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 forma 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., socia
skills training)

» Behavioral programming or behavior modification for students

» Counseling, socid work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for
students

» Activities involving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring,
mentoring)

e Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for students

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

e 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 least 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.
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Participation in When asked how many students in their schools participated in violence

Violence prevention programs that directly served students, 50 percent of principals in
) schools with violence prevention programs reported that all or aimost al of

Prevention their students participated (figure 12 and table 30).

Programs

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

Most

. About half

All or
almost all

Some

Naone

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 principals in schools
with violence prevention programs reported all or amost all (table 31).
Fifty-one percent of elementary school principals reported that al or aimost
all 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 all 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 a safe and disciplined learning environment in which our children
can learn is anational 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 schools in 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 all 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 sexua battery, robbery, and physical attacks or fights with a
wegpon—d| of which were considered serious violent crimes. One in 10
public schools experienced at least 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 also 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. Schools in 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 one incident. 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 schools in towns.

Less serious crimes were also examined since they aso 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.
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Survey
Methodol ogy
and Data
Reliability

Sample Sdection

Respondent and
Response Rates

Overal, 38 percent of public schools reported vandalism, 31 percent
reported theft, and 28 percent had at least 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 schoals 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 schools in the 50 states and the District
of Columbia—meet the eligibility criteria for this study. Excluded from the
sampling frame were special education, vocational, and alternative/other
schools, schools in the territories, and schools with ahigh grade lower than
one or ungraded.

The sample was dratified by instructional level (elementary, middle, and
secondary/combined), locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural), and school size
(lessthan 300, 300 to 999, and 1,000 or more; table A). Within the primary
strata, schools were also sorted by geographic region (Northeast, Southeadt,
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 allocated to the primary strata in rough proportion to
the aggregate square root of the size of enrollment of schools in 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.

In 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 knowledgeable 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 schools in 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 schools 1234 100 71,752 100
Instructional level
Elementary ... 354 29 48,100 62
Middle............ 439 3% 14,008 18
Secondary......... 441 3% 15, 644 20
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300.... 169 14 20, 280 26
300t0999......... 745 60 50, 071 64
1,000 or more.... 320 26 7,402 10
Locae
City....ooveee 406 33 17,990 23
Urban fringe. 279 23 19, 017 25
Town....... 296 24 19, 656 25
Rural............. 253 21 21,089 27
Geographic region
Northeast ........... 229 19 14,997 19
Southeast .......... 296 24 16, 949 22
Central.............. 323 26 22,500 29
West............ 386 3 23, 203 30
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......... 309 25 24,208 3
5to 19 percent................. 297 24 17,555 23
20to 49 percent............... 290 24 17,747 23
50 percent or more........... 328 27 17,425 23
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan20 percent.......................... 332 27 18, 473 24
20to 34 percent.............. 281 23 17,350 22
35tod9percent ... 204 17 12, 958 17
50to 74 percent ...l 233 19 16, 038 21
75 percent Ormore.......................... 177 14 12,520 16
Zexo tolerance for violence
Y @S, oo 987 80 61, 185 79
NO....ooo 246 20 16, 538 21
Policy to report crimes to public
Y €S, 454 37 30, 467 39
NO....ooo 776 63 47,101 61
Principals' report on problems in school
No problems/only minor problems.. ... 352 28 33,312 43
Only minor or moderate problems.. ... 574 47 31, 907 11
Some problems considered serious... .. 307 25 12,419 16
Types of crimes reported
Nocrime. ... 352 28 33, 566 43
Anycrime............. 881 72 43,992 57
Lesser crimesonly. ... 628 51 36, 134 47
Some serious crimesreported ... 253 21 7,859 10

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

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Sampling and
Nonsampling
Errors

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 schools in 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 discipline in 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
schools in 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 principals divided by 834
principals in 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 data file. The 1991 survey design had included regular, vocational
education, and aternative schools in the sample, 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 aternative schools from the 1991 data set so that
the samples would be comparable. Thirteen vocationa and alternative
schools were dropped from the analyses, and all 1991 datawere recal culated
on a sample of 817 regular public schools.

The 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 also subject to nonsampling errors that can arise
because of nonobservation (nonresponse or noncoverage) 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
differences in 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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Variances

Background
Information

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 made to
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. Manua and
machine editing of the questionnaire responses were conducted to check the
data for accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent items
were recontacted by telephone. Datawere keyed with 100 percent
verification.

The standard error is a measure 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 dl 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 population parameter being
estimated in about 95 percent of the samples. Thisis a 95 percent
confidence interval. For example, the estimated percentage of public
schools reporting any incidence of crime is 57 percent, and the estimated
standard error is 2.1 percent. The 95 percent confidence interval for the
dtatistic extends from [57-(2.1 times 1.96)] to [57+ (2.1 times 1.96)] or from
52.8to 61.1 percent.

Estimates of standard errors for this report were computed using atechnique
known as a jackknife replication method. Standard errors for 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.

The 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 Burns and 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. 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 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 vaue 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 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/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 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. 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.

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.
Medium - 300 to 999 students.
Large - 1,000 or more students.
Locale - as defined in the Common Core of Data (CCD).

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

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

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

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

Geogr aphic region:

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

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

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

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

Percent 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.

Percent of students at the school eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch - Based on responses to question 9 on the survey questionnaire (see
appendix A). This item served as the measurement of the concentration of
poverty at the school.
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Principals report on discipline problemsin school - based on a
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 aq, but did not select "serious" for any of the items a-q.

Serious problems - principals selected "serious” for one or more items
aq.

Types of crime reported - based on a composite of principal responses to
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, robbery, 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, ah.

Less serious 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).

Serious violent crime - principals reported at least one
incident of any of the specified more serious or violent
crimes (murder, suicide, rape or sexua battery, physical
attack or fight with aweapon, or robbery).
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Table 1.—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of rape or other
type of sexud battery, and total number of incidents of rape or other type of sexua
battery reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement were
contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Rape or other types of sexud battery
Number of schools Percent of schools

School characieristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools . ... 2,326 3 4,170

Ingtructiond leve

Elementary school. ... 404 1 690

Middleschool. ... 731 5 1400

Highschool ... ... . 1191 8 2,070
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 ... .. ... ... 255 1 320

300-999 . 1232 2 2,010

1000 OF MOME . ..o 840 1 1830
Locde

Gty 912 5 1930

Urbanfringe. . ... 708 4 1130

TOWN 256 1 290

Rurd. 451 2 820
Region

Northeast ... .. . 333 2 510

Southesst .. ... 595 4 1210

Central. ... ] 661 3 1180

WSt 738 3 1270
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan5percent ... 430 2 630

S5tol9percent ... 557 3 760

20tod9percent ... 636 4 1480

S50 percent Or more . ... 704 4 1250
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 531 3 820

20to34percent . 589 3 1,140

3Btod9percent ... 566 4 970

S0to74percent ... 250 2 630

TS PErCEnt Or MOre .. ... ... . 373 3 590
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y €S . 2,017 3 3,670

NO 309 2 500
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Table 1—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of rape or other
type of sexud battery, and total number of incidents of rape or other type of sexua
battery reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement were
contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97—continued

Rape or other types of sexual battery

School characteristic Nu.mber of schools chmt of schools Tota number of
with one or more with one or more -
L - incidents
incidents incidents
Principals' report on discipline problems in school*

No problems/minor problems .. ... ... .. ... . ... 129 +) 180

Moderate problems .. ... ..........................1028 3 1,930

Seriousproblems oo 1169 9 2,060

(+) Less than 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, sae 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 least 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 1la—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of rape or other type of sexua battery and of the total number of incidents of
rape or other type of sexua battery reported in public schools in which police or other
law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Rape or other types of sexud battery
Number of schools Percent of schools

School characieristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools ... ... 3714 05 676.1

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... 2294 05 417.6

Middleschool..................... 169.1 12 364.5

Highschool ... 1974 13 334.8
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300. ... 1292 06 1730

300-999 . 3178 06 5735

1,0000rMOre . ... 119.6 17 312.7
Locde

Gy 1749 10 439.4

Urbanfringe..................... . 186.3 10 294.2

TOWN .o 106.3 05 1172

RUrAL 187.1 09 364.6
Region

Northeast ... 88.2 06 136.0

SOUhEast ... ... 155.3 09 329.9

Central. ... 2313 10 4754

WESL 176.7 08 337.0
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... 1882 038 3411

Stolopercent. ... 215.8 12 3329

20t049 percent ... 1257 0.7 3176

S0 percent Oor more ... 1694 10 258.6
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 1477 08 238.8

20to34percent. ... 1764 10 364.6

35tod9percent ... 2147 17 411.2

S0to74percent ... 64.7 04 2180

TS PErCENtOr MO ... .. ... 104.3 09 1511
Zero tolerance policy for violence

YOS 367.7 06 674.0

NO 1130 0.7 2014
Principals report on discipline problemsin schoal

No problemg/minor problems ... ... 56.4 — 01

Moderate problems ... 265.2 08 494.3

Seiousproblems . 2460 20 432.7

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 2—Number and percent of public schoals reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights with weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights with weapons reported in public schools in which police or other lawv enforcement
were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physicd attack or fight with aweapon
Number of schools Percent of schools

Schodl characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools ... 4,694 6 10,950

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... 1,108 2 1590

Middleschool. ... 1626 12 4,080

Highschool ... .. 1,960 13 5,280
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 ... ... ..o 383 2 1400

300-999 . 2,804 6 5,700

1000 OF MOME ... 1507 20 3,850
Locde

Gty 1845 10 5,430

Urbanfringe. ... 1,230 6 2,060

TOWN . 580 3 1670

RUrA. . 1,039 5 1800
Region

Northeast ... 627 4 1130

Southeast ... ... 850 5 1570

Centrd. . 1313 6 4310

West ... 1904 8 3,940
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... 773 3 860

S5to9Qpecent...............................974 6 2,440

2tod9percent ... 1320 7 2,220

S0 percentormore . ... 1,628 9 5,440
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 946 5 1330

2to34dpercent ... 1120 6 2,370

35to49ppercent . 785 6 1460

B0to74percent ... 959 6 2,890

TS PErcent Or MOre . ... ... ..o 844 7 2,740
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S 3,860 6 9,180

NO 834 5 1770
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Table 2—Number and percent of public schoals reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights with weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights with weapons reported in public schools in which police or other lawv enforcement
were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Physicd attack or fight with aweapon

- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
Principals report on discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems ... ... ... 479 1 530
Moderateproblems ... 1,998 6 4,910
Seriousproblems............. e 2207 18 5510

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physica conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verba abuse of teachers, physica abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no

serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl 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, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 2a—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of physical attacks or fights with weapons and of the total number of
incidents of physical attacks or fights with weapons reported in public schools in which
police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physicd attack or fight with aweapon
Number of schools Percent of schools

School characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools .. ... 365.2 05 1,882.2

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... 383.0 0.8 555.3

Middleschool. ... 1704 12 14404

Highschool ... . 235, 15 1,0786
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300... ... ... ... 1741 0.9 978.0

300-999 . 377.7 0.8 15702

1,0000rMOre . . . 137.7 20 514.8
Locde

Gty 285.2 17 15188

Urbanfringe. ... .. 2294 12 3718

TOWIN 170.7 0.9 964.1

Rural. 252.0 12 586.9
Region

Northeast ... ... 136.2 10 260.2

SoUtheast ... 210.1 13 4229

Cantrd. 304.2 14 15771

WS 281.8 12 995.7
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... ... 2115 0.9 2304

Stol9percent. ... 207.3 12 972.6

20tod9percent ... 265.6 16 478.0

S0 percentormore ... 208.0 13 15121
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lesthan 20 percent . ... ... 198.6 12 3210

2to34percent ... 2324 13 485.0

3Btod9percent . 219.6 17 455.1

BOto74percent ... 213.3 13 1462.8

TS PErcent Or MOIe . ......... ... 1743 14 976.4
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S 320.8 0.6 1,836.3

NO . 209.3 13 587.9
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problemg/minor problems ... ... ... 2224 0.7 229.0

Moderateproblems ... ... 269.3 09 1,650.9

Seriousproblems ... ... 314.9 24 10954

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 3—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of robbery, and
total number of incidents of robbery reported in public schools in which police or other
law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Robbery
- Number of schools Percent of schools
Schodl characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools . ... 2,389 3 7,150

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... ... 395 1 390

Middleschool. ... 760 5 2,330

Highschool ... 1235 8 4,430
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 .. .. .. .. 101 ) 240

300-999 . 1123 2 3,040

1000 Ormore .. ... 1,166 16 3,870
Locde

Gty 1461 8 4520

Urbenfringe. . ... 520 3 1510

TOWIN 171 1 590

Rural. 237 1 530
Region

Northeast ... 468 3 1570

SOUthEaSE ... 34 2 1310

Centrd. ... 582 3 2,100

WS 946 4 2,160
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... 231 1 260

5tol9percent.... .36 2 640

20tod9percent ... 520 3 1450

S0 percentor more . ... 1,273 7 4,800
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... ... . 222 1 670

2to34percent ... 473 3 1550

35to49percent .. 373 3 880

B0to74percent ... 607 4 1960

7Spercentormore. ... 698 6 2,020
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S 2,003 3 6,260

NO 386 2
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Table 3—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of robbery, and
total number of incidents of robbery reported in public schools in which police or other
law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics.  1996-97--continued

Robbery
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
e - incidents
incidents incidents
Principals report on discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems ... 288 1 330
Moderate problems ... 820 3 2,590
Seriousproblems . ... 1282 10 4,230

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physica conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on schoal grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verba abuse of teachers, physica abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl 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, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 3a—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of robbery and of the total number of incidents of robbery reported in public
schools in which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school
characteristics. 1996-97

Robbery
- Number of schools Percent of schools
School characieristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools . ... 306.4 04 15381

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... 197.7 04 1977

Middleschool. ... 1287 09 1021.2

Highschool. ... 1517 10 836.5
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300. ... 749 - -206.3

300-999 ... 261.8 05 12491

1,0000rMOre . ..o 1222 18 769.7
Locde

Gy 234.3 13 11926

Urbanfringe.................... 1278 0.7 623.8

TOWN .o 879 04 355.8

RUrAL . 1226 06 2911
Region

Northeast ... 80.7 06 399.6

Southeast ... 105.1 06 660.8

Central............. 1856 08 1,0105

WSt 1744 08 4714
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... 1257 05 1354

S5tol9percent. .. ... 1427 08 2478

20t049 percent ... 1445 08 498.4

S0 percent Or more ... 180.7 11 14333
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 95.7 05 339.7

2to34percent . ... 1237 0.7 607.5

35to4opercent ... 1359 11 355.3

BOtO74percent ... 1512 10 10179

TS PErcent OrMOre . ... 1505 12 519.8
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y €S 255.1 04 1,306.3

NO . .o 1478 09 383.6
Principals report on discipline problems in school

No problemg/minor problems ... 1376 04 1450

Moderate problems . ... 1786 0.6 996.4

Seiousproblems . 1948 15 892.0

—Edimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a datistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.

47



Table 4—Number and percent of public schoals reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights without weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights without weapons reported in public schools in which police or other law
enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Physical attack or fight without aweapon
Number of schools Percent of schools

Schoal characterigtic . . Totd number of
with one or more with one or more -
L L incidents
incidents incidents
All public schools...................... 21,576 28 187, 890

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school........................ 5,801 12 21,470

Middle school.............................. 7,177 51 73,330

Highschool......................... 8,598 55 93, 090
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300, 3,372 17 15, 590

300999 ... 13, 260 26 87,940

1000 OFr MOre..........cococoovvii, 4,944 67 84, 350
Locde

Gty oo 5,463 30 62,130

Urban fringe......................... 5, 369 28 54, 780

TOWN. ..o 6, 242 32 46, 290

Rurd.............. 4,501 21 24,680
Region

Northeast ... 3,424 23 29, 060

Southeast ... 4,871 29 50, 690

Central...........oo 5,949 26 45,590

West. 7,332 32 62, 540
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan5percent...................... 5,401 22 24,340

5tol19percent..................... 4,810 27 35, 600

20to49 percent........................ 5,595 32 53, 960

50 percentormore......................... 5,545 32 72,600
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent....................... 5,343 29 39,990

20to34percent..................... 4,738 27 34,880

35tod9percent.......... 3,658 28 33,270

50to 74 percent........ 4,494 28 45,900

75 percent ormore...................... 3,102 25 28, 800
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Yes ... T . . 17, 436 29 157,710

NO. 4,140 25 30, 170




Table 4—Number and percent of public schoals reporting one or more incidents of physical
attacks or fights without weapons, and total number of incidents of physical attacks or
fights without weapons reported in public schools in which police or other law
enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:  1996-97—continued

Physical attack or fight without aweapon
Number of schools Percent of schools

School characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
Principals report on discipline problems in school*
No problemg/minor problems ... 3,828 11 13,680
Moderate problems ... 10,204 32 94,610
Seriousproblems . ... 7544 61 79,590

*Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absenteeism, physica conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trespassing, verba abuse of teachers, physica abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug/
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl 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, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 4a—Standard errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of physica attacks or fights without weapons and of the total number of
incidents of physical attacks or fights without weapons reported in public schoolsin
which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:
1996-97

Physical attack or fight without aweapon
Number of schools Percent of schools

School characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
e L incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools .. ... 932.8 11 17,0304

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... . 817.3 17 6,994.9

Middleschool. ... 343.8 23 104324

Highschool ... .. 463.3 29 9,362.2
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300. .. ... ... ] 616.4 29 3,702.9

300-990 . 7374 14 10,727.6

1,0000rMOre . . ... 227.7 30 11,5194
Locde

Oty 4175 24 9,216.2

Urbenfringe. ... .. 521.1 26 11,539.2

TOWIL . 452.7 23 5,769.4

Rural. 556.1 26 4,298.4
Region

Northeast ... 3834 23 6,820.7

SoUtheast ... 443.2 27 8,804.0

Cantra. 705.2 26 10,026.6

WS ] 681.7 30 7,301.6
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... 603.2 24 3251.0

S5to9Qpercent......................................................5930 30 51222

20tod9percent ... 5745 29 9,325.6

50 percent Oor MoOre ... 575.7 31 13,703.7
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 462.0 25 55474

2to34dpercent ... 534.1 29 77254

3Btod9percent . 4585 34 6,976.7

S0to74percent ... 6125 34 9,867.3

IS PErcent Or MOre . ....... ... 380.5 30 5945.3
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S 907.0 15 15,7034

NO 433.3 27 5,350.6
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problemg/minor problems ... ... ... 541.3 16 24021

Moderate problems . ... 678.9 21 14,128.7

Seriousproblems ... .. 5854 44 9,99%4.1

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 5—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of theft or
larceny, and total number of incidents of theft or larceny reported in public schools in
which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Theft or larceny
School characteristic Nu_mber of schools Percent of schools Total number of
with one or more with one or more -
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools ... 23,798 31 115, 500
Ingtructiond level
Elementary school. ... 9,041 19 19, 480
Middleschool.................. 6,166 44 31,470
Highschool. ... 8,591 55 64, 550
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ... ... 3,568 18 9, 850
300-990 . 15,211 30 51,430
1000 OF MOME ... 5,019 68 54, 220
Locde
Gty 6,192 34 39,930
Urbanfringe................. 5,446 29 28,270
TOWI . 7,102 36 28,990
RUral. 5,057 24 18, 320
Region
Northeast ... 3,964 26 18,070
Southeast ... 5,385 32 23,270
Centrd. . 5,783 26 22,990
WSt 8,666 38 51,170
Percent minority enrollment
LessthanSpercent ... 5,865 24 21,410
S5tol9percent. ... 4,924 28 29,410
20tod9percent ... 5,418 31 25,910
50 percent Ormore . ... 7,188 41 34,830
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan20percent ... ... . 5538 30 29, 490
2to34percent ... 4,277 25 26, 050
35tod9ppercent ... 4,506 35 21,630
B0to74percent . ... 4,956 31 22,410
IS Percent Or MOre ... 4,439 35 15, 800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YOS, o ..18971 31 98,410
No. .. - - - 4,798 29 17, 060
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Table 5—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of theft or
larceny, and total number of incidents of theft or larceny reported in public schools in
which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:
1996-97--continued

Theft or larceny
School characteristic Nu.mber of schools chmt of schools Tota number of
with one or more with one or more -
L - incidents
incidents incidents
Principals' report on discipline problems in school*
No problems/minor problems ............................... ... 5508 17 13,040
Moderate problems ... 11,097 35 49,160
Seriousproblems ..o 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, sae 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 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 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 errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of theft or larceny and of the total number of incidents of theft or larceny
reported in public schools in which police or other law enforcement were 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 TOta n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools ... 1,200.6 15 8,404.0

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. ... 983.2 20 3,393.6

Middleschool. ... 350.9 25 33744

Highschool ... 519.1 31 5,665.4
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300. ... ... 653.8 31 22723

300-999 . 9545 18 44471

1000 OF MOre ... ... 2889 32 5,284.7
Locde

Gty 462.3 27 41854

Urbanfringe. ... ... 465.2 24 41336

TOWIN . 680.9 35 35485

RuUral. 700.4 33 35915
Region

Northeast ... 493.4 33 4,826.9

Southeast ... ] 662.2 36 3,148.7

Centrd. ... 616.1 27 2,797.2

WSt 679.8 30 4,968.8
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... 629.0 28 3,618.7

Stol9percent .. ... 580.8 31 45185

20tod9percent ... 659.2 33 4,046.2

50 percent Oor more . ... 713.6 35 4,589.2
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 583.1 27 3,939.8

20to34percent . 511.1 29 4.361.3

3Btod9percent . 617.4 48 3,782.6

S0to74percent . . ... 703. 36 3404.1

TS Percent Or MOre ... ... 5885 39 2,703.1
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S 10675 17 7,602.2

NO 495.2 33 2,562.0
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school

No problems/minor problems . ... 718.0 21 18754

Moderateproblems ... 861.9 25 6,020.3

Seriousproblems . ... 595.2 42 4,907.9

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 6—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of vandalism, and
total number of incidents of vandalism reported in public schools in which police or
other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Vanddism
- Number of schools Percent of schools
Schodl characteristic with one or more with one or more TOta n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools ... 29,269 38 98, 490
Ingtructiond level
Elementary school. ... 14,596 30 34, 850
Middle school. ... 6,620 47 23,780
Highschool ... .. . 8,053 52 39, 860
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 .. ... ... 4,738 23 12, 260
300-999 .. 19,986 40 53,990
1000 OF MOFE ... 4,546 62 32,240
Locde
Y. e 7,352 41 32,750
Urbanfringe............ ... 7,025 37 22,820
TONVIN 8,535 44 25,710
RUMA. 6,356 30 17,210
Region
NoOrtheast ... .. 5,560 37 17,060
Southeast ... 6,174 36 17,310
Central.. ... ......BT193 30 18, 590
WS 10,742 47 45,520
Percent minority enrollment
LessthanSpercent ... 7,020 29 18,700
5tol9percent .. ... 7,005 40 19,680
20tod9percent ... 6,704 38 18470
50 percent Oor more ... 8,151 47 40,440
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan20percent ... 6,853 37 19,310
20to34percent .. 5,821 34 17,690
35tod9percent .. 4,906 38 14,730
B0to7dpercent ... 6,237 39 20,150
TS PErcent Or MOre ... 5211 42 25,800
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Yes............ L ...24,008 40 83,250
No... TR TR L .....5,142 31 15,180
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Table 6—Number and percent of public schools reporting one or more incidents of vandalism, and
total number of incidents of vandalism reported in public schools in which police or
other law enforcement were contacted, by school characteristics:  1996-97—continued

Vandalism
School characteristic Nu.mber of schools chmt of schools Tota number of
with one or more with one or more -

L L incidents

incidents incidents

Principals' report on discipline problems in school*

No problems/minor problems .. ....................... ... ... .. 8464 25 16,670
Moderate problems ...................................................13086 41 39,220
Seriousproblems ... 1,719 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, sae 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 least 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 errors of the number and percent of public schools reporting one or more
incidents of vandalism, and of the total number of incidents of vandalism reported in
public schools in which police or other law enforcement were contacted, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Vandaism
. Number of schools Percent of schools
Schodl charecteristic with one or more with one or more Totgi n_umber of
L - incidents
incidents incidents
All publicschools ... 1,3264 16 5,576.6

Ingtructiona level

Elementary school. ... 1,104.8 23 4,207.6

Middleschool. ... 396.0 26 2,283.3

Highschool. ... ... ... . . .. 452.3 27 2,875.9
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300 ... .. ... 846.1 39 2,448.2

300-999 . 8744 17 4,138.7

1,0000rmMOre .. ..o 2814 33 3,601.1
Locde

Gty 5615 32 33815

Urbenfringe. ... ... 559.9 29 3,505.2

oW 696. 35 2,780.0

RuUrA. . 804.3 37 2,654.4
Region

Northeast ... 649.2 36 2,380.1

Southeast ... 543.9 31 1,843.6

Central. ... 904.1 36 2,688.8

WS 834.6 35 4,396.3
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... ... 855.1 33 2,7745

StolOpercent ... 707.8 30 2,868.1

20tod9percent ... 679.6 35 22234

50 percentormore ... 859.8 33 5169.1
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... 714.3 36 2,333.8

2to34percent ... 704.7 40 2,329.2

3Btod9percent ... 621.7 44 1,966.6

S0to74percent ... 760.9 36 2,562.9

IS percentormore. ... 659.0 39 4,306.3
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y S 12415 18 5,247.7

NO 578.1 33 2,327.7
Principals report on discipline problemsin school

No problems/minor problems ... 8732 25 2,076.1

Moderateproblems ... 8925 25 3,259.4

SeriousproblemS ..o 746.1 45 4,662.7

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



Table 7—Percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the seriousness of crime
incidents reported, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Seriousness of reported crime

o No incidents Any incidents . . Less serious or
School characteristic reported reported Seri o(ijrisr:]”ed ent nonviolent
crime only
All public schools...................... 43 57 10 47

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school........................ 55 45 4 41

Middleschool...................... 26 74 19 55

Highschool...............coo, 23 77 21 56
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300, 62 38 4 34

300-999.... 40 60 9 50

1000 OF MO€..........ooovoiiei, n 89 33 56
Locde

Gty 41 59 17 42

Urban fringe........................ 42 58 n 47

TOWN....ooo 37 63 5 58

Rurd. ... 53 47 8 39
Region

Northeast ..., 48 52 7 45

Southeast ... 41 59 9 50

Central...........ocoooi 49 51 n 40

WeSt .o 36 64 12 52
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent......................... 53 47 6 41

5to19percent ..., 42 58 n 47

20to49 percent..............cocooi. 42 58 n 47

50 percentormore......................... 32 68 15 53
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent...................... 46 54 9 46

20to34percent ... 47 53 12 42

35to49percent ... 41 59 12 48

50to 74 percent.............. 41 59 9 49

75 percent ormore....................... 41 59 10 49
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y€, oo 41 59 n 48

No 53 47 7 40
Policy to report crimes to public

Y€, oo 50 50 9 41

No 39 61 n 50
Police/law enforcement presence

30 or more hours perweek ... 14 86 38 49

10-29 hoursperweek ................... 20 80 19 61

19 hoursperwesk ... 13 87 28 58

Stationed asneeded ... 23 77 14 62

None stationed ... 50 50 6 43
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Table 7—Percent of public schools reporting crime incidents and the seriousness of crime
incidents reported, by school characteristics:  1996-97--continued

Seriousness of reported crime

o No incidents Any incidents - : L ess serious or
School characteristic reported reported Ser Io(ijrisr:]”edent nonviolent
crime only
Principals' report on discipline problems in
school*
No problems/minor problems ... ........... ... ... .60 40 3 37
Moderate problems ... 38 62 10 52
Seriousproblems ... 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, sae 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 least 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.



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

School characteristic No incidents Any incidents Serious violent Less serious or
reported reported nonviolent
crime only
All public schools. 21 21 0.8 21

Ingtructiond level

Elementary schoal. ... 3.2 32 11 32

Middle schoal.......... . 2.3 2.3 19 2.8

High school. .............. 24 24 21 3.0
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300........... 4.9 4.9 14 4.4

300-999.............. 2.2 22 12 25

1000 or more........... 2.3 2.3 2.4 3.2
Locde

City.....ooooone 37 37 21 4.1

Urban fringe. 3.2 3.2 18 3.2

Town.. ... 38 38 14 37

Rurd. ... 4.2 4.2 15 4.1
Region

Northeast. 4.4 4.4 11 4.7

Southeast. 38 38 16 39

Centrd..... 4.5 4.5 22 4.1

West .. .. 35 35 14 37
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 5 percent ... 37 37 13 35

5to19percent............... 38 38 21 3.6

20to49 percent............... 3.6 3.6 16 3.6

50 percent or more........... 3.2 3.2 18 3.9
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthean 20 percent ... 33 33 15 32

20to34percent. .. 4.3 4.3 2.0 43

3Btod9percent 50 50 2.3 50

50to 74 percent.................... 4.1 4.1 14 45

75 percent ormore....................... 4.7 4.7 17 4.7
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y€ 2.4 24 0.9 24

NO ... 4.1 4.1 14 4.0
Policy to report crimes to public

Y& . 29 29 10 31

NO........ 24 24 10 25
Police/law enforcement presence

30 or more hours per week ... 41 41 31 4.7

10-29 hours per week 121 121 84 125

19 hoursperweek ... 5.9 5.9 6.9 6.4

Stationed asneeded ... . 4.4 4.4 2.7 5.0

None gtationed ........................ 2.3 2.3 0.8 2.2
Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school

No problems/minor problems................. 31 31 10 30

Moderate problems........................ 2.8 2.8 13 30

Seriousproblems...........oooooi 4.0 4.0 2.9 4.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse 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 schoal, involved
students, and occurred during school hours or at school-sponsored events, by type of
crime at the school: 1996-97
Percent of schools reporting any:
. . . Incidents2  occurring
Incidents2 involving

Incidents students as either during school hours or
Type of crime o at school-sponsored
victims or perpetrators

events or activities

Murdert . ... ... TR R t t t
Suicide! ... t t
Rape or other type of sexual battery. . . . . .. ... 3 3 2
Physical attack or fight with aweapon . . . . . . . . . . . | 6 6

Robbery ... ... .3 3 3
Physical attack or fight without aweapon = . . = . = . . = 28 27 26
Theftorlarceny. ... ... 31 25 25
Vandalism ..................oooocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii......38 24 17

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

2Schools 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.



Table 8a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools reporting that various crimes occurred
at the schoal, involved students, and occurred during school hours or at school-
sponsored events, by type of crime at the school: 1996-97
Percent of schoals reporting any:

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

Incidents involving
Incidents students as either
victims or perpetrators

Type of crime

MuUrder ...

SUICIDE. ..o

Repe or other type of sexud battery. . ... ... ... . 05 05 04
Physicd atteck or fight withawegpon . . . . . . . . . . . | 05 05 05
Robbery. ... 04 04 03
Physicd atteck or fight without awegpon =~ . = . . . . 11 11 11
Theftorlarceny. ... ... ... 15 12 13
Vanddism .6 13 09

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a gatistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse 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 . . . Less serious or
Serious violent crime ) ;
nonviolent crime only

All publicschools ..........................................1003 53 949

Instructional level
Elementary school. .............................................352 13 339
Middleschool....................................................1623 93 1530
Highschool ... ... .....................1807 103 1704

Size of enrollment
Lessthan300...................................................1073 61 1,013
300-999 . ... ..............7130 38 692
1000 0rmore. ... 1892 20 1,602

Locale
City. 1164 95 1,070
Urban fringe ... 882 38 845
TOWN .o 1023 28 995

Region
Northeast ...................... ... 806 39 768
Southeast ... 922 40 883
Central.................................................954 78 876
WESE .. 1218 55 1164

Percent minority enrollment
LessthanS5percent ..................... ... 693 19 674
Stol9percent. . ... 871 40 830
20tod9percent ................................................1018 51 968
S0 percentormore. ... 1325 96 1220

Percent of students eligible for free or

reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan20percent .......................................... 813 26 787
20to34percent ... 916 58 858
35to49percent ..........................1073 49 1024
B0to74percent ... 1167 68 1,099
75 percentormore ... 1125 81 1044

Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y €S 1,047 57 990
NO ... 814 39 775

Police/law enforcement presence
30 ormorehoursperweek ... 2,343 137 2,206
1029 hoursperweek . ... ...........1549 58 1490
IO hoursperweek ... ... 1679 130 1549
Stationed as needed .. ... .. B . 1,258 41 1217
None stationed ... 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 ) ) - Less serious or
Serious violent crime . !
nonviolent crime only

Principals' report on discipline problems in

school*
No problems/minor problems ... ... ........... . ... . 299 8 290
Moderate problems . ... 1,058 52 1,006
Seriousproblems ... 2,050 130 1921

*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, sae 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 least 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 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.



Table 9a—Standard errors of the ratio of crimes per 100,000 public school students, by school
characteristics. 1996-97
Seriousness of reported crime

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

All public schoals. 66.4 7.8 62.6

Ingtructiond level

Elementary schoal..... 485 35 488

Middle schoal.......... . 184.0 29.1 1622

High school............... 1299 157 1242
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300........... 189.2 35.0 1727

300999........... 61.6 100 552

1000 or more........... 162.8 114 1579
Locde

City...oooonn. 1412 213 1227

Urban fringe. 1256 80 124

Town...... 95.6 132 92.6

Rurd............ 1246 103 120.1
Region

Northesst. 140.3 7.7 137.8

Southeast. 1217 103 1158

Centrdl..... 1455 253 126.7

West ... 95.2 106 935
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan Spercent ... 87.0 4.7 859

5to19percent.............. 89.6 131 86.6

20to49 percent.............. 1289 85 1250

50 percent or more.......... 1811 24.7 1633

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent...................... 80.0 49 79.8
20to34percent ... 1339 13 1270
35to49percent...................... 1748 107 1715
50to 74 percent............ 1936 309 1700
75 percentormore....................... 1514 217 1405
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y€S. 75.0 9.1 705
NO.....oooo 107.0 108 1018
Policellaw enforcement presence
30 or more hours per week ... . 234.8 209 2279
10-29 hoursperweek ... 342.6 213 328.8
19 hoursperweek ... 310.2 712 263.4
Stationed asneeded ... . 1755 78 1756
None gationed ... 63.1 9.7 56.4
Principals report on discipline problemsin
school
No problems/minor problems................ 324 22 316
Moderate problems.......................... 1234 147 1157
Seriousproblems. 157.3 199 1496

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.



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

Instructional level

Type of crime All public Elementary . .
schools <chool Middle school High school
Murdert ¥ ¥ + +
Suicidel.. T T F F
Rape/sexual battery. ... 10 3 17 18
Attack/fight with aweapon .................. . .. .. .. ... 26 7 49 46
Robbery. ... 17 2 28 38
Attack/fight without aweapon ................. . . 444 96 872 808
Theft/larceny........................ 274 87 374 562
Vandalism ..o .234 157 283 347

!In 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.



Table 10a—Standard errors of the ratio of reported crimes per 100,000 public school students, by
type of crime and instructional level: 1996-97

All public

Ingructiona level

Type of crime hools Elementary Middle High
MuUrder ... - - - -
SUICde. ..o - - - -
Rape/sexua battery.............................. 16 19 43 29
Attack/fight with aweapon ... 45 25 171 94
Robbery. ... 37 09 122 7.7
Attack/fight without awegpon........................ 410 312 1231 831
Theftlarceny..............ccooii 199 150 395 49.5
Venddism.........ooooooovoiiiiiiiiiiiiii 134 192 272 244

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a gatistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 11.—Percent of public school principals indicating the extent of problems in their schools

with certain disciplineissues: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Extent of problem
e 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Serions | Moderate Minor Nota Serious | Moderate Minor Nota
problem problem

Student tardiness......oovevervveveererernns 6 28 46 20 9 32 43 14
Student absenteeismiclass cutting.. 5 20 40 35 4 21 46 29

Physical conflicts among students.
3 20 33 25 1 20 59 21

Robbery or theft of items over $10.
) 7 31 62 1 5 37 58
Vandalism of school property........ 1 b 42 46 2 6 49 43
Student alcohol vse...... 3 7 17 72 2 5 19 74
Student diog use ..o 1 5 20 74 2 8 20 70
Sale of drugs on school grounds....  (+) 1 11 89 {+) 2 15 83
Student tobacco Use ... 3 10 24 63 4 10 25 60
Student possession of weapons......  (+) 3 16 81 {+) 2 21 77
Trespassing........ccovvernrecnrernenvrnnas 1 6 27 67 (+) 4 25 71
Verbal abuse of teachers................ 2 9 44 43 2 10 46 42
Physical abuse of teachers .. (+) 1 8 91 0 2 9 89
Teacher absenteeism.........coverene. 1 13 37 49 1 10 38 52
Teacher alcohol or duguse..........  (H) 1 10 89 (] (+) 6 94
Racial tensions.......ccccvvervcrnvren. (1) 5 21 74 {+) 3 24 73
GANZES .. ovovveeeneenrcs s i 1 1 1 (+) 4 19 76

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

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

NOTE: Percents may not add to 100 becavse 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,” FRS85 41, 1991.
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Table 11a—Standard errors of the percent of public school principals indicating the extent of

problems in their schools with certain discipline issues; 1990-91 and 1996-97

Extent of problem
C 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Setious | Moderate Minor Nota Serious | Moderate Minor Nota
problem problem
Student tardiness. .......c.ocoeecnrnreennns 0.8 24 2.1 1.8 0.8 14 1.8 1.5
Student absenteeismiclass cutting.. 0.8 1.6 1.9 1.6 0.6 14 1.7 1.7
Physical conflicts among students.
0.6 1.5 1.7 1.8 0.3 1.2 1.9 1.6
Robbery or theft of items over $10.
- 0.8 1.6 20 0.2 0.6 1.5 1.6
Vandalism of school property........ 0.3 1o 14 1.6 04 0.6 L5 14
Student alcohol vse...... 0.5 0.9 L5 L6 0.3 0.6 1.0 1.1
Student diog use ..o 0.3 0.6 1.3 14 0.3 0.6 1.0 0.9
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... - 0.2 L0 L0 - 0.3 0.8 0.7
Student tobacco USE ... 0.5 1.0 L6 1.8 Q.5 0.8 1.3 1.3
Student possession of weapons...... - 04 1.0 1.0 -- 04 1.1 1.2
Trespassing........ccovvernrecnrernenvrnnas 0.3 0.9 1.7 1.9 -- 0.6 14 1.5
Verbal abuse of teachers............... 04 1.0 1.9 1.8 04 0.9 1.8 1.7
Physical abuse of teachers .. - 0.3 1.0 1.1 -- 0.6 1.0 1.0
Teacher absenteeism.............coon.. 04 1.2 1.3 1.7 0.2 0.8 1.7 L6
Teacher alcohol or duguse.......... -- 0.4 1.3 1.3 -- - 0.9 0.9
Racial tensions........c.ocvveecicnriinns -- 0.7 L5 L5 -- 04 1.3 1.3
LT - TP b 1 1 by -- 0.5 1.2 1.2

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

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because i1t 1s based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.3 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 Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRS85 41, 1991.



Table 12.—Percent of public school principals reporting level of discipline problems in their
schoals, by school characteristics: 1996-97

No problems/minor

School characteristic Moderate problems Serious problems
problems
All publicschools ...............................................43 41 16

Instructional level

Elementary school. .................................................. .56 36 8

Middle school. ... 30 51 18

Highschool. ... ... .. .. .. . . 15 48 37
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300.. ... .52 39 10

300-999 ... A4 41 15

1000 OF MOME ... ..o 14 49 38
Locale

Urban fringe............... . ... ... .41 45 14
Region

Northeast ..................................A48 39 13

Central....................... B0 37 14
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan5percent ... 57 33 10

S5tod9percent ... ... 43 40 17

20tod9 percent ... 38 45 17

50 percentormore .................................28 50 22
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ................................................B2 35 13

20t034 percent ... 46 39 16

35t0d49 percent ... 33 48 19

BOtO 74 percent .. ... 43 41 16

75 Percent OF MO . ... 37 46 17
Zero tolerance policy for violence

NO ... Bl 35 14
Police/law enforcement presence

30 ormorehoursperweek .......................................15 47 39

10-29 hoursperweek ... 14 58 29

19 hoursperweek ... ... 17 52 31

Stationedasneeded ..............................26 50 24

None stationed . ... 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no serious problems. No
problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl 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 principals reporting level of discipline
problems in their schools, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic l\_lo problems/ Moderate Serious
minor problems problems problems
All publicschools............................. 17 16 12
Ingtructiond level
Elementary school.................... 24 2.2 16
Middle sthool. ... 25 25 18
High school ... 2.0 2.8 25
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300, 45 42 21
300-999. .. 21 19 15
1,000 OF MOFE........cooiiieiiie e 26 33 29
Locde
Gty 36 39 23
Urbanfringe................................. 35 36 20
TOWN ..o 34 33 19
Rural.... 39 35 27
Region
NOMhEaSst ... 4.0 37 24
Southeast ... 35 33 23
Central.......oo 37 36 20
WESE oo 34 30 26
Percent minority enrollment
LessthanSpercent.............oooooioiiii, 36 32 15
S5to19percent..........ooiii 39 33 21
201049 PErCENt ... 35 41 30
50 percent OF MOre..............ccoooovoiiiiiiiiie 32 39 27
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent ..., 36 35 14
201034 PErCent ... 46 39 25
351049 Percent ... 38 44 31
50t0 74 PErcent ... 46 38 25
75 PErcent OF MOME..........ccooioioiiiiee e, 42 50 29
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S .o 16 19 14
NO o 4.7 41 22
Police/law enforcement presence
30 ormore hoursperweek ... 38 46 35
10-29 hours perweek ... 8.0 130 123
19 hoursperweek ... 72 75 72
Stationed asneeded ... 45 52 39
None stationed ... 2.0 20 12

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 13.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and instructional level: 1990-91
and 1996-97
Ingtructiond leve
1990-91 1996-97

Discipline issue . . . .
Elementary  Middle High Elementary  Middle High

Tod ohoo  shod  shod %% ghod  shod  school
Student tardiness........c.ooieeeeennnnae 34 25 44 30 40 32 40 a7
Student absenteeism/class cutting..... 25 18 31 39 25 17 24 52
Physical contlicts among students..... 23 20 40 17 21 18 35 17
Robbery or thett of items over $10 ... 7 4 10 14 5 2 7 13
Vandalism of school property........... 12 10 16 13 8 o 10 13
Swudent alcohol use.......ccoooeieviiee. 10 1 10 3 7 1 7 27
Student drug use ..o [ 1 5 20 o {+) 10 36
Sale of drugs on school grounds ....... | (+) 2 2 0 1 10
Student tobacco Use ......e.eovviieieiene. 13 1 21 40 14 2 19 48
Student possession of weapons......... 3 2 6 3 2 1 5 2
TIESPASSING. ..ooveieeeieeiiir e 5 14 7 4 3 5 8
Verbal abuse of teachers................... 11 8 20 13 12 6 23 20
Physical abuse of teachers................ | 1 2 1 2 2 2 1
Teacher absenteeism. ... 14 11 21 17 10 7 15 17
Teacher alcohol or dug use.............. | 1 2 1 {+) 0 {+) {+)
Racial tensions........co.oooveeeieenrennnens 3 4 7 5 3 2 4 7
GANES ..o b3 b b b 5 2 10 e

1 Data not available becavse this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 principals reporting that certain

discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schoals, by type of issue
and instructional level: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Instructional level

1990-91 1996-97
Problem - - - -
Elementary| Middle High Elementary| Middle High
Total Total
school school school school school school
Student tardiness........c.ooieeeeennnnae 25 3.0 4.7 35 1.6 2.6 24 2.6
Student absenteeism/class cutting..... 1.8 23 42 32 1.5 23 22 28
Physical contlicts among students..... 14 2.1 3.1 23 1.2 1.6 2.6 1.6
Robbery or thett of items over $10 ... 0.9 1.0 2.0 22 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.8
Vandalism of school property........... 1.2 1.7 3.1 22 0.8 1.2 1.6 1.6
Swudent alcohol use.......ccoooeieviiee. 1.0 0.7 29 338 0.7 0.5 1.6 23
Student drug use ..o 0.7 0.6 1.6 23 0.6 -- 1.6 23
Sale of drugs on school grounds ....... 0.2 -- 0.7 09 03 -- 0.6 1.7
Student tobacco Use ......e.eovviieieiene. 1.1 0.3 3.1 38 09 1.0 1.9 30
Student possession of weapons......... 04 0.3 1.4 1.0 04 0.3 1.2 0.6
TIESPASSING. ..ooveieeeieeiiir e 1.0 1.3 27 1.3 0.6 0.8 1.1 1.3
Verbal abuse of teachers................... 1.1 1.2 29 24 1.0 1.3 20 1.9
Physical abuse of teachers................ 03 0.3 1.4 04 0.6 0.8 0.7 04
Teacher absenteeism. ... 1.2 1.4 36 23 0.8 1.2 1.8 1.7
Teacher alcohol or dug use.............. 04 04 1.9 0.7 -- -- -- --
Racial tensions........co.oooveeeieenrennnens 0.7 1.1 1.7 1.2 0.3 0.6 1.1 1.2
GADES ..o 1 i i i 0.3 0.7 1.6 1.3

1 Data not available becavse 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 less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 14.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problemsin their schools, by type of issue and sze of school: 1990-91 and

1996-97
School sze
T 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue
Totd <300 30099 X% Tod  <s00 30009 O
more more
Student tardiness....................... 34 26 34 62 40 20 42 64
Student absenteeism/class cutting... 25 12 25 44 25 19 24 53
Physicd conflicts among students.. 23 16 25 30 21 13 22 31
Robbery or theft of items over $ 10. 7 5 7 16 5 2 a 12
Vanddism of school property......... 12 12 10 24 8 7 7 20
Student alcohol use. ... 10 13 7 25 7 7 6 18
Sudentdruguse....... 6 6 3 19 o 8 7 29
Sde of drugs on school grounds .. .. 1 0 1 4 2 1 1 11
Student tobacco use....................... 13 11 10 33 14 13 11 40
Student possession of weapons...... 3 1 3 9 2 1 2 3
Trespassing ..., 7 3 8 12 4 2 4 12
Verbd abuse of teachers.............. 11 4 14 17 12 7 12 26
Physicd abuse of teachers............. 1 1 1 2 2 3 1 1
Teacher absentedism................ 14 9 15 26 10 5 11 25
Teacher acohol or druguse........ . 1 1 1 2 (+) 0 (+) 1
Racid tensons............................ 5 3 5 11 3 (+) 4 7
GangS.......ooooovoiioiiiiiii b i b i 5 2 5 16

1 Data not available because this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(+) Less 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: “Public School Principal 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 principals reporting that certain
discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schoals, by type of issue
and sze of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

School size

o 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue 1000 or 1000 or
Total <300 | 300-999 | 7 Total <300 | 300-999 | 7

more more
Student tardiness........cccovviciiieiee. 2.5 35 2.9 6.0 1.6 3.0 2.2 3.3
Student absenteeism/class cutting................ 1.8 33 24 53 1.5 34 1.9 3.1
Physical contlicts among students.............. 14 33 1.8 33 1.2 3.0 14 33
Robbery or theft of items over $10.......... 0% 1.8 1.1 38 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.7
Vandalism of school property........ccceeere 1.2 3.0 14 4.4 0.8 1.8 1.0 24
Student alcohol use.......oiiiin 1.0 2.5 1.0 42 0.7 2.0 0.6 2.3
Student drIg use ... 0.7 2.1 0.8 33 0.6 1.6 0.6 25
Sale of drugs on school grounds................ 0.2 -- 0.3 1.6 0.3 0.6 0.3 2.0
Student tobacco USe ..o 1.1 1.6 1.3 4.2 09 2.6 08 3.0
Student possession of weapons.........cceceeeee.. 0.4 0.7 0.6 28 0.4 0.6 0.5 0.9
TIESPASSINE. c.oovivieeeieiirr e 1.0 1.5 1.3 3.0 0.6 1.1 0.8 22
Verbal abuse of teachers............ccccocecne 1.1 1.6 1.4 36 1.0 23 1.2 28
Physical abuse of teachers .........cceveeee. 0.3 0.7 0.5 1.1 0.6 1.9 0.5 04
Teacher absenteeism............coiiiiiicnee 1.2 23 1.8 4.8 08 1.9 1.2 28
Teacher alcohol or dug use....cocooovveeeee. 0.4 1.0 0.4 1.2 -- -- -- 0.6
Racial tensions......c.coocvvvvvvv. 0.7 1.2 09 2.6 0.5 - 07 1.5
GANES ..o ¥ b ¥ by 0.5 0.7 0.7 1.9

1 Data not available becavse 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 less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

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

Schools,” FRSS 41, 1991.

74



Table 15.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and location of school: 1990-91

and 1996-97
Locale
. 1550-91 1556-97
Discipline issue Urben Urben
Total City .. Town | Rural Total City .. Town | Rural
tringe fringe
Student tardiness.........ooeeeereenne 34 47 33 30 27 40 49 44 38 31
Student absenteeism/class cutting. 25 35 24 22 20 25 28 24 24 25
Physical contlicts among students
23 30 26 21 15 21 25 25 19 14

Robbery or thett of items over
BI0. 7 9 6 4 9 5 5 5 7 4
Vandalism of school property....... 12 19 10 8 11 8 11 9 7 3
Student alcohol use.......cocooeeer 10 9 7 7 17 7 4 o 9 9
Student drug use ... 6 7 4 3 o 9 7 8 12 10
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... 1 1 2 0 1 2 2 2 3 2
Student tobacco use ..o 13 11 9 13 17 14 10 11 17 18
Student possession of weapons..... 3 7 1 2 1 2 0 1
TIESPasSING. ..o 7 14 7 2 3 4 7 3 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..................... 14 20 14 11 12 10 12 10 11 10
Teacher alcohol or dug use.......... 1 2 2 (+) (+) (+) (+) (+) (+) 0
Racial tensions........c.c.oeveeieener 5 8 3 3 2 3 o 3 3 1
GANES. .o by ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 10 [i] 3 2

1 Data not available becavse this item was not asked in the 1991 survey.
(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 15a—Standard errors of the percent of public school principals reporting that certain
discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schoals, by type of issue
and location of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Locale
. 1550-91 1556-97
Discipline issue Urben Urben
Total City .. Town | Rural Total City .. Town | Rural
tringe fringe
Student tardiness.............. 2.5 4.4 4.4 32 3.1 1.6 3.4 38 30 31
Student absenteeism/class cutting. 1.8 37 37 246 27 1.5 246 3.1 28 35
Physical contlicts among students
1.4 3.0 3.3 25 35 1.2 2.0 34 2.6 2.6
Robbery or thett of items over
BI0 0.9 1.6 1.5 1.3 2.0 0.6 1.2 1.3 1.1 1.1
Vandalism of school property....... 1.2 32 2.1 1.9 33 0.8 1.9 20 1.8 1.2
Student alcohol use.........ccce.. 1.0 2.1 1.3 1.2 26 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.1 2.1
Student drug use ... 0.7 1.6 1.1 14 1.9 0.6 0.8 1.2 1.3 1.7
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... 0.2 04 0.7 -- 0.5 0.3 04 0.3 0.8 0.7
Student tobacco use ........ccoeoeee. 1.1 2.2 1.5 2.0 2.1 0.9 1.1 1.4 1.4 2.0
Student possession of weapons..... 0.4 1.6 0.6 1.1 0.6 04 1.0 09 -- 0.6
TIESPasSING. ..o 1.0 23 1.8 0.7 2.0 0.6 1.9 1.3 0.7 1.0
Verbal abuse of teachers.............. 1.1 27 1.8 1.8 2.0 1.0 2.5 2.0 1.7 1.8
Physical abuse of teachers............. 0.3 1.2 -- 0.9 -- 0.6 1.8 -- 0.6 1.0
Teacher absenteeism..................... 1.2 3.0 1.9 2.1 23 0.8 1.8 1.7 1.9 22
Teacher alcohol or dug use.......... 0.4 1.0 1.6 -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Racial tensions........c.ccccvcvcvvnne. 0.7 2.2 1.2 14 0.9 0.5 14 0.8 1.1 0.5
GangS ..o 1 1 1 1 1 0.5 1.9 1.4 0.7 0.7

1 Data not available becavse 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 less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 16.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and minority enrollment

of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Minority enrollment

e 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue 50% or 50% or
Total | <3% | 5-19% |20-49% Total | «5% | 5-19%% [20-49%

more more
Student tardiness........coovviciciiieen.. 34 22 32 43 53 41 25 42 45 36
Student absenteeism/class cutting............ 23 18 17 36 39 20 19 24 26 35
Physical contlicts among students........... 23 16 16 32 40 21 12 19 23 31
Robbery or thetl of items over $10........... 7 5 10 7 o 3 4 o 5 7
Vandalism of school property......c.cceeee. 12 7 11 18 21 8 6 o 6 16
Smdent alcohol use.....oooocevviiice. 10 11 12 6 11 7 10 10 5 3
Student drIg Use ..o 6 6 4 5 7 o 9 14 7 7
Sale of drugs on school grounds............... 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 4 1 3
Student tobacco USe ..o, 13 16 11 10 9 14 16 19 13 7
Student possession of weapons................. 3 2 (+) 5 7 2 1 2 2 3
TTIESPASSINE . c.oovivei et 7 4 7 8 12 4 2 6 3 7
Verbal abuse of teachers........cccococeee. 11 9 3 19 13 12 9 11 13 17
Physical abuse of teachers ..o 1 1 0 1 3 2 1 2 3 1
Teacher absenteeism.......c.occoceccrcrveee. 14 11 9 15 28 10 9 5 9 18
Teacher alcohol or dug use....o.ocvoeveeee. 1 1 (+) 1 1 {+) (+) 0 0 {+)
Racial tensions........co. oo 5 2 2 13 o 3 1 5 3 4
GANES ..o by b ¥ b bY 5 (+) 5 4 12

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

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 principals reporting that certain

discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schoals, by type of issue
and minority enroliment of school: 1990-91 and 1996-97

Minority enrollment

e 1990-91 1996-97
Discipline issue 50% or 50% or
Total | <3% | 5-19% |20-49% Total | «5% | 5-19%% [20-49%
more more
Student tardiness..........ccocevvvicce. 2.3 22 30 6.0 0.3 1.5 27 39 37 3.4
Student absentecism/class cutting............ 1.8 24 27 4.7 33 1.5 24 29 33 29
Physical contlicts among students............ 1.4 26 32 4.8 44 1.2 2.1 33 3.0 32
Robbery or thet of items over $10.......... 0.9 1.1 23 1.8 2.1 07 1.1 1.2 0.9 1.5
Vandalism of school property........ccceee.. 1.2 1.6 24 4.0 3.1 0.8 1.6 1.4 1.3 24
Student alcoholuse.......cn. 1.0 12 23 20 2.0 0.7 1.5 1.3 1.5 0.7
Student drug use ..o, 0.7 1.1 1.3 1.1 25 0.6 1.4 1.7 1.3 1.2
Sale of drugs on school grounds............... 0.2 04 0.7 04 0.7 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.4 0.8
Student tobacco use ..o, L1 1.9 2.0 24 2.0 0.9 22 2.0 2.0 1.1
Student possession of weapons................ 0.4 0.6 03 14 2.1 04 0.4 1.0 1.1 0.6
TIespassing.....ccoovceevecvrnvninssccinnnneens. L0 1.3 26 25 279 0.6 0.7 1.7 0.7 1.9
Verbal abuse of teachers............ccccceee. 11 14 1.7 28 37 1.0 1.6 1.8 2.4 24
Physical abuse of teachers.........ccceeeeee. 0.3 0.6 -- 0.6 1.5 0.6 1.2 14 1.3 02
Teacher absenteeism.........cccccvccccee. 1.2 1.8 26 27 39 0.8 1.7 0.9 1.2 2.5
Teacher alcohol or dug use.....ccoceveeeee. 04 0.8 03 1.0 1.0 -- -- -- -- --
Racial tensions......cccococvvvcvcvvvvvn. 0.7 0.6 0.9 31 2.3 0.5 0.4 1.1 1.2 1.5
GANES ..o by b ¥ b b 0.5 -- 1.4 1.1 1.3

1 Data not available becavse 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 less than 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 17.—Percent of public school principals reporting that certain discipline issues were serious
or moderate problems in their schools, by type of issue and poverty level* of schoal:

1990-91 and 1996-97

Discipline issue

Totd
Sudent tardiness................ K7
Student absenteeism/class cutting ... 25
Physicd conflicts among students ... ... 23
Robbery or theft of items over $10 . ... .| 7
Vandaism of school property................. 12
Student alcohol use. ... 10
Sudentdruguse..................... . 0
Sde of drugs on school grounds. 1
Student tobaccouse................. . 13
Student possession of weapons...
Trespassing........ocococooeiii. 7
Verba abuse of teachers.......... . 11
Physical abuse of teachers......... 1
Teacher absentegism ... 14
Teacher dcohol or druguse....... 1
Racid tensions................... 5
Gags. .o ¥

*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.

Percent of sudents digible for the federaly funded

free or reduced-price lunch program

1990-91 1996-97
<20% 20- 35- 50-  75%or Totd  <20% 20- 35- 50-  75% or
34% 49% 74% more 34% 49% 74% more
27 26 30 49 51 40 36 36 45 42 47
17 13 23 35 46 25 21 24 25 28 32
15 19 21 32 40 21 13 19 22 24 29
7 G 4 11 8 3 G G 3 4 G
7 9 i1 16 25 3 5 4] 3 17
13 9 7 9 12 7 11 8 8 4 3
7 3 2 4 13 9 12 10 9 7 5
1 1 0 2 3 3 1 2 1
16 11 10 13 9 14 18 17 20 10 6
1 2 2 4 11 2 1 3 3 2
7 5 3 9 13 4 3 3 4 5 7
7 7 9 17 24 12 8 13 13 13 13
4] 1 4] 2 6 2 4] 2 4 2 1
9 11 12 16 33 10 7 8 13 11 15
1 {+) 2 1 1 {+) {+) {+) 4] {+) 4]
3 2 6 7 7 3 3 3 3 4 4
% % % % % 5 1 4 4 6 11

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

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey Svstem. “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 principals reporting that certain
discipline issues were serious or moderate problems in their schoals, by type of issue

and poverty levd 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% 1 3404 | 499 | 74% | more | "0 | 27| 34 | 49% | 74% | more
Student tardiness..........cocoorrninnnn 2.5 22 35 54 54 7.0 L6 34 4.1 37 4.2 4.2
Student absenteeismiclass cutting............. L8 2.0 28 5.0 5.3 6.2 L5 27 3.0 33 36 36
Physical conflicts among students ........... 14 22 28 38 44 5.5 1.2 2.0 27 33 36 39
Robbery or theft of items over 510........... 0.9 1.4 1.6 2.0 2.3 2.3 0.6 1.3 1.1 1.4 1.1 2.0
Vandalism of schiool property.........ccoveee. 1.2 L1 2.6 3.7 2.9 5.3 0.8 1.3 2.1 22 1.8 2.8
Swudent aleccholvse ... 1O 1.4 2.2 1.9 2.7 5.9 0.7 1.9 1.4 2.1 1.1 1.0
Student diog use ..o 0.7 1.2 1.1 1.1 1.5 5.2 0.6 1.6 1.4 1.9 1.8 1.4
Sale of drugs on school grounds ... 0.2 0.5 0.7 - - - 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.8 0.7
Student tobaccouse ... L1 L7 1.7 33 2.7 4.3 0.9 2.0 2.0 3.6 1.7 1.5
Student possession of weapons................. 0.4 0.4 0.8 1.3 1.3 3.5 0.4 0.6 0.2 1.5 1.0 0.6
Trespassing.....c.ccvenrecrvvvnsrncnrensnvncnes - 10 1.6 1.8 1.2 2.6 33 0.6 0.8 1.1 1.8 1.6 27
Verbal abuse of teachers................... 1.1 1.3 2.1 3.0 3.1 5.8 1.0 1.3 2.2 25 25 24
Physical abuse of teachers..........ccerveer.. 0.3 -~ 0.7 - 0.9 28 0.6 - 1.4 1.9 1.3 0.4
Teacher absentesism ..o, 1.2 L.5 2.1 33 3.6 5.3 0.8 1.4 1.7 27 2.1 29
Teacher alcohol or duguse.......cooveeee. 0.4 1.0 -~ 1.2 0.8 1.0 - - - - - -
Racial tensions.........ccccvvrrccrrinns. 0.7 0.9 1.0 2.6 2.0 2.9 0.5 0.6 0.7 1.4 1.2 1.8
LT T PP PPPRPR 4 i b3 b3 b3 b3 0.5 0.4 0.9 1.5 1.3 2.1

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

-- Estimate of standard error is not derived because i1t 1s based on a statistic estimated at less than 0.3 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 Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined and Drug-Free

Schools,” FRS85 41, 1991.



Table 18—Number and percent of schools in which specified disciplinary actions were taken
against students, total number of actions taken, and percent of pecific disciplinary
actions taken against students, by type of infraction: 1996-97

Totd Percent of Percent digtribution of actions taken
nlinh%ilg schools nu;(t))tg of Out-of-
. taking one taking one these Transfers to school
Infraction or more of o tmhore of specified Expulsons dtemndive SUSpensions
these ese actions schools or lasting
specified specified taken programs 5 or more
Ctons actions days
Possesson or use of afirearm .............. .. 4,170 5 16,587 31 20 49
Possession or use of a weapon other
thanafirearm ... 16,740 22 58,554 23 22 55
Possession, distribution, or use of
acohal or drugs, including tobacco.... 20,960 27 170,464 18 20 62
Physicd attacksorfights ... . 30,160 39 330,696 15 19 66

SOURCE: U.S. Depatment of Education, Nationd 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
gpecific disciplinary actions taken against students, by type of infraction: 1996-97

Totd
number of Pimg Totd Percent distribution of actions taken
wkingone  @ingone  "EEE
Infraction or mgre o tmhxd specified Trandfers to m
these specified actions Expulsions dternative Suspensions
spegfled ctions taken schools or lasting 5 or
actions programs more days
Possesson oruse of afirearm ... ... .. 480.6 0.6 3,778.2 54 6.3 65
Possession or use of a weapon other
thanafirearm ... 969.1 13 3,781.8 17 17 24
Possession, distribution, or use of
acohal or drugs, including tobacco.... 782.7 10 8,734.6 15 20 20
Physcd attacksorfights....................... 10814 14 15964.2 15 21 26

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse 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 zero tolerance policy for various
gpecified student offenses, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Types of offenses
School characteristic Weapons,
Violence Firearms other than Alcohal Drugs Tobacco
firearms
All publicschools ................ 79 94 91 87 & 79

Instructional level

Elementary school. .............................79 93 91 87 88 82

Middleschool.....................................75 95 90 86 90 7

Highschool. .................................80 96 92 86 89 72
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300.... ... 76 93 89 84 84 76

300-999 ... 19 94 9 88 89 82

1,000 0rmore. ... 86 98 93 85 92 72
Locae

City. . 87 97 95 89 91 83

Urban fringe..................................8 95 90 88 90 80

Town..................................T11 90 86 82 83 77

Rural..........................................716 94 92 88 89 78
Region

Northeast .......................................78 89 90 83 84 79

Southeast ....................................83 95 89 90 92 80

Central ... 72 93 88 82 83 75

West .. 83 97 95 91 93 83
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent.. ..........................71 92 88 82 83 75

5tol9percent. ... ... 79 94 92 89 90 80

20tod9percent ... 83 95 90 87 89 79

50 percentormore ............................85 97 94 90 92 83
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20 percent ................. ... ... 76 92 88 86 87 7

20to34percent ... 77 94 90 87 88 82

35 to49 percent 79 97 95 89 92 81

70to 74 percent ... 80 95 90 85 88 79

75 percentormore........................... .84 95 93 87 89 81
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Yes. .................100 100 99 97 97 93

No.........................................0 73 59 49 54 30




Table 19.—Percent of public schools reporting that they have a zero tolerance policy for various
gpecified student offenses, by school characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Types of offenses
School characteristic Weapons,
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
Seriousproblem ... 81 96 89 85 89 77
Types of crimes reported2
NO CIIME. .t 74 92 88 85 85 78
ANY CIHIME...c.veveieieeseee e 82 96 92 88 90 80
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY et 82 96 92 88 0 81
Serious violent crimes.............c....... 85 9% 94 89 91 76

!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 least 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 sexua 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 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 schools reporting that they have a zero
tolerance policy for various specified student offenses, by school characteristics:

1996-97
Types of offenses
- Weapons,
Schodl characteristic Violence Firearms other than Alcohol Drugs Tobacco
firearms
All public schoals. 16 10 12 12 11 15
Ingtructiond level
Elementary schoal..... 24 16 18 18 18 21
Middle schoadl. ... 23 14 17 20 18 23
High school............... 2.0 11 15 22 19 24
Size of enrollment
Lessthan300..................... 38 27 31 36 36 38
300999 .. 18 10 12 12 12 15
1000 0rmore............oo 24 0.7 18 23 17 28
Locde
City...oooonn. 25 14 16 22 21 23
Urban fringe. 2.7 15 22 24 22 26
Town...... 32 24 25 27 27 31
Rurd............ 35 20 23 24 23 29
Region
Northesst 36 25 24 29 29 36
Southeast 26 13 21 15 14 27
Centrdl...... 34 21 28 30 30 33
West ... 23 13 15 19 18 20
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent........... 34 27 29 29 29 32
5to 19 percent................. 39 18 22 26 26 29
20to49 percent ... 24 18 22 22 22 25
50 percentor more........... 22 12 14 19 19 21
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent.......c.veeereeneeneen. 34 22 26 26 27 3.0
20 to 34 percent........ 37 27 29 31 30 32
35 to 49 percent.... 42 18 19 28 2.8 3.2
50 to 74 percent........ 32 18 23 31 2.8 3.2
75 percent of MOre.........coceeecececerenenes 36 22 24 32 3.2 34
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y5 oo -- - 0.3 08 0.7 09
NO......ooii - 4.1 4.4 41 41 41
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school
No problems/minor problems ... 29 23 25 23 24 27
Moderate problems................. 22 08 10 16 15 19
Seriousproblems....... 27 11 24 26 22 30
Types of crimes reported
Nocrime.... 31 21 26 26 25 29
WY 0 Vo ] 0 1 14 08 09 12 11 16
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
17 10 11 14 13 18
26 17 18 21 21 29

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School

Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 20.—Percent of public schools with policy to report crimes to the public, by school
characteristics: 1996-97

Schoal characteristic | Policy to report serious crimes to the public
All publicschools - .. ... 39

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. .. .. ... a2

Middle school. . . . ... 35

Highschool. . .. . 3
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 . . .. ... 49

300-9900 35

1000 OF MOME . . . o 40
Locde

Gty e 43

Urban fringe ... 40

TOWN ] A

RUNAL . 40
Region

NOrtheast . ... 36

SOUthEBSE . . . 42

Cantral. . 38

S 41
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... ... ... .. o o 35

Sto10percent . . ... .41

20t049 percent . ... 40

S0percent Or more . . ... ... 43

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent . . ... 40
20t034 percent . ... 34
351049 percent . ... 33
S0t 74 percent . .. .. .. 44
TSpErcentormore . ... ... e 44
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YOS 42
NO 30



Table 20.—Percent of public schools with policy to report crimes to the public, by school
characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Policy to report serious crimesto the public
School characterigtic

Principals report on discipline problems in school*

No problems/minor problems......................... 43
Moderate problems............................. 37
Seriousproblems ... 35
Types of crimes reported?

NOCHME........ oo 46
Anycrime. ... A

Less serious or nonviolent crimes only. A

Seriousviolentcrimes.................... A

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts anong students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verba abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid tensions, and gangs. Serious problems means the respondent indicated a 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 dl discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

%Serious violent crime means that &t |east one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vanddism. 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, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse 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 schools with policy to report crimes to the
public, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Seriousness and type of problem Policy to report serious crimes to the public
All publicschools .. ... 19

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. .. ... 29

Middle school. . .. ... . 25

Highschool. ... . 25
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 . . ... o 50

B00-990 . L 21

1000 OF MO .. . 34
Locde

Gy 4.0

Urban fringe . ... 34

O . 36

RUNAL. 32
Region

NOMhEaSE . . 42

SOULtNEBSE . . 41

Cantra. . 35

NS 38
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent . ... ... . 33

Stolopercent . ... ... 32

201049 PErCant . ... ... 4.1

SO parcent Or MOME . ... ... 32

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent . ... .. 32
201034 PErCeant . .. .. 37
351049 PErCant . . ... 42
SOt 74 percent . . . . 4.3
TSPErCENt OF MOME . . ... .. 50
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YOS 20
NO 38
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school
No problems/minor problems ... ... 32
Moderate problems .. ... 25
Seiousproblems ... 43
Types of crimes reported
NOCIIME 32
ANy Crime .. 18
Less serious ornonviolent crimesonly. . 22
Seiousviolentcrimes . . ... ... 31

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 21.—Percent of public schools reporting that students were required to wear school
uniforms, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Schoal characterigtic Uniforms required
All public schools...................... 3

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school........................ 4

Middle schoal.................................. 4

Highschool ... (+)
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300....................o 0

300-999........ 4

1000 ormore.........cooovveei 8
Locde

CitY. oo 9

Urban fringe........................ G

TOWN.....oo (+)

Rurd................... (+)
Region

Northeast ... 1

Southeast ... 4

Centrd................. 2

West . G
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... (+)

5tol19percent....................... 0

20tod9 percent............. 2

50 percentormore......................... 13

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent ... (+)
20to34percent............ 1
35to49percent ... 2
S0to 74 percent ... 5
75 percent ormore...................... 11
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y€S. i 4
Na.... 1
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Table 21.—Percent of public schools reporting that students were required to wear school
uniforms, by school characteristics: 1996-97—continued

Schoal characterigtic Uniforms required
Principals report on discipline problems in school
No problemg/minor problems . . . . . . 2
Moderate problems ... ... ... o 4
Seiousproblems .. 3
Types of crimes reported?
NOCHIME . . 4
Any crime . 3
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly.  ~ . . . .3
Seiousviolentcrimes . . ... 5

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts anong students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

%Serious violent crime means that &t least one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vandadism. 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, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 21a—Standard errors of the percent of public schoals reporting that students were required
to wear school uniforms, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Schoal characterigtic Uniforms required

All publicschools ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... . ... ... . ... .. 06
Ingtructiond level

Middleschool. . .. ... . 08
Highschool ... --
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300 --
1000 OF MOME . . ..o 22
Locale

Gy, n9
Urban fringe . ... ns
TOWN...oo --
Rurd. ... -
Region

Northeast . . ... ... ... 0.9
Southeast . . ... n4
Central. . .. JiKi)
WSt . 14
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... -
5tol9percent ... --
20tod9percent .. ... e no
S0 percentormore . ... ... .

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent ... -
20t034percent .. ... 0.7
3Btod9pecent .. ... o R (V3
Oto74percent . ... .. ... . o ... 116

Spercentormore ... .26

Zero tolerance policy for violence

YOS Q7
NO . 09
Principals’ report on discipline problems in school
No problemg/minor problems . . . . . . . . . o .. 08
Moderate problems .. ... ... ... o o2
Seiousproblems .. o n3
Types of crimes reported
NOCime . . JiKi)
Anycrime ... 0.6
Less serious or nonviolent crimes only. o ... . . . . . . . .08
Seriousviolentcrimes.....o g 122

—Hssiimatetiaadtaberarisnat dadual hecauseiit ishasadl cn asididic edimatad st less than 0.5 percant or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: ULS. Depaciment of Education, National Center for Fducation Statistics, Fast Respanse Survey System, “Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on Schoall Wiolence,” FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 22.—Percent of public schools reporting various types of security measures at the schools, by school

characteristics: 1996-97

Vidtors
School characteristic must Sgn
in
All publicschools............................96
Insgtructional level
Elementary school.................................96
Middleschool .......................................96
Highschool. ........................................97
Size of enrollment
Lessthan300....................................... 91
300-999. .. 98
1000 ormore...................ooo. 99
Locae
Urban fringe......................................98
TOWN ... 96
Rural. ... R
Region
Northeast ..........................................98
Central. ... 95
West ... 94
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan S5percent .......... ... ... 94
S5to19percent......................................97
20to49percent....................................98
50 percentormore...............................97
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan20 percent ............................. 94
20to34percent ... 99
35tod49percent ... 96
S50to74percent...................................9
75 percentormore . ... 97
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YOS 96
NO .. 95

Closed
campus for
most
students
during
lunch

80

76
93
78

67
84
82

81
85
77
75

83
86
76
76

77
81
77
84

74
77
80
85

78

92

53

57
51
40

40
57
55

62
68
49
33

70

52
48
46

42
55
55
63

51
49
57

46

Controlled Controlled
access to
school
buildings

access to
school
grounds

24

25
22
25

16
24
49

35
31
20
13

30
28
12
31

14
22
27
38

18
19
25
27
37

25
21

Oneor
more drug

sweeps

19

36
45

22
15

12
13
23
27

24
17
25

17
23
18
18

17
20
22
22
13

20

Random
meta
detector
check on
students

4

~ P

(+)

15

NN W o

N

*)

o hOTwWE

A Db

Students
must pass
through
meta
detectors
each day

1
)
1

2

[E

()
()

)
1

*)
()

()
)



Table 22.—Percent of public schoals reporting various types of security measures at the schools, by school
characteristics: 1996-97--continued

Closed y Random Students
Visitors campus for ~ Controlled  Controfl&d One or metal must pass
School characteristic must sign most access to aocess to more drug detector trrough
students school schooP sw check' * on metd
during buildings grounds s Sudents "Betectors
lunch eech day
Principals' report on discipline problems
in school*
No problems/minor problems................. 94 75 48 18 9 2 )
Moderate problems... . 97 86 58 29 22 5 1
Serious problems..........ccoevveereveieererenes 98 75 50 28 33 7 3
Types of crimes reported2
Nocrime. ... 95 74 53 24 10 1 +)
Anycrime......................... 97 84 52 25 25 6 2
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONlY......oo 96 85 50 24 24 4 1
Serious violent crimes.................. 100 80 59 31 33 15 4

(+) Less than 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 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.

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 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 schools reporting various types of security measures at
the schooals, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Closed Random Students
Visitors must Canrf;; for (;222 I:(a)d Caizgglzd Oneor metal T#rs(t) ﬁgﬁs
School characterigtic signin students <chool <hool ~ More drug detector mea
durin buildings rounds SWeeps check on detect
9 9 9 students ors
lunch esch day
All public schools. 09 17 19 15 11 04 03
Ingtructiona leve
Elementary schoodl..... 14 25 2.8 23 13 05 -
Middle schodl........... 12 17 27 19 24 10 0.4
High school............... 10 22 23 20 32 11 0.7
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300........... 30 39 3.7 32 32 - 04
300999............ 06 18 24 21 11 06 04
1000 or more........... 05 25 33 33 28 19 09
Locde
City......... - 29 32 37 10 10 05
Urban fringe. 12 28 36 36 15 08
Town.......... 15 36 37 27 28 08 08
Rurd............ 24 34 38 28 30 10 -
Region
Northeast 12 4.0 39 39 12 05 --
Southesst 09 28 39 28 24 14 07
Centrd.... 15 33 32 26 24 03 03
West 18 39 38 29 24 09 0.7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent.......... 23 33 36 26 24 - --
5to19percent................. 11 32 39 30 26 0.7 -
20to49 percent............... 09 39 4.0 32 25 12 -
50 percent or more........... 16 32 41 38 21 13 12
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent.................... 24 35 36 27 22 05 -
20to34percent............cco. 05 36 46 35 30 08 =
35to49 percent ... 21 32 50 30 30 13 -
50to74 percent...............o 19 4.0 44 39 29 08 04
75 percentormore................. 17 45 51 50 22 16 15
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y€ oo 08 20 2.0 18 13 04 0.3
NO....cooiio 19 36 45 33 18 10 0.8
Principals' report on discipline problems
in school
No problems/minor problems................. 20 28 30 24 15 0.6 -
Moderate problems. 0.8 22 30 23 17 0.7 0.6
Seriousproblems..........cccceverecererenecenns 0.8 36 34 33 31 11 09
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME....eeereeerere e 19 31 30 27 16 05 --
ANY CHIME.eieeceieereee e 08 21 2.7 18 18 0.7 04
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
ONIY ot 10 23 29 21 19 0.7 05
Serious violent Crimes........vcvveeennes - 39 42 37 42 2.2 13

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statitics, Fast Response Survey System, "Principa/School Disciplinarian Survey
on Schoal Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 23.—Percent of public schools reporting various levels of police or other law enforcement
presence during atypical week, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

30 hours or
more
All publicschools....................... .6
Instructional level
Elementary school. .................... e 1
Middle school.............................................10
Highschool ... 19
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300...................ocoo L
300-999 .. 4
1000 OF MON@.........oooiiii i 39
Locale
Urbanfringe...............................................7
TOWN ... 5
Rural......... 1
Region
Northeast ... .6
Southeast ... .9
Central. ... 4
WSt ..o 7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan5percent ... 1
S5tol9percent............................................6
20tod9percent ... 7
S0 percentormore. ... 13
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent .............. . ............5
20to34percent ... 7
35tod49percent..........................................5

S0to74percent. ...

75 percent or more

Zero tolerance policy for violence

NO ..

Police or other law enforcement representatives:

Stationed at the school

10 to 29 hours

Ul = N

A
[CIAINEINN N

NN NY O

W -

—
oot [EEEY

=

95

1to 9 hours

AwNN NRN W ~N W o U

WNWW

AR wNA

Not stationed
during atypical None stationed

week, but at school during
available as 1996-97
needed

12 78

8 89
17 65
18 54

9 89
12 80
15 34
1 69
1 80
1 78
14 83
1 81
1 77
1 81
14 74
10 85
10 80
13 77
14 67
10 79
10 80
12 80
13 78
14 72
13 76

7 85



Table 23.—Percent of public schools reporting various levels of police or other law enforcement
presence during atypical week, by school characteristics:.  1996-97—continued
Police or other law enforcement representatives.
Stationed at the school Not sationed
during atypicadl  None stationed
week, but a school during

School characteristic 0h
ours or 10to 29 hours 1to 9 hours

more available as 1996-97
needed
Principals report on discipline problemsin
school*
No problems/minor problems. ... . 2 (4 1 7 89
Moderate problems....................... 7 2 4 14 73
Seriousproblem ... 15 3 5 18 59
Types of crimes reported?
NOCHIME ... 2 1 1 6 90
Anycrime. ... 10 2 4 16 68
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly. ... 7 2 4 16 72
Seriousviolentcrimes...................... 23 3 8 16 50

(+) Lessthan 0.5 percent.

1Discipline 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, sde of drugs on schoal grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.
%Serious violent crime means that &t |east one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vandadism. 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, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse 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 schools reporting various levels of police or
other law enforcement presence during atypical week, by school characteristics:

1996-97

School characteristic

All public schoals.
Ingtructiond level

Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300...........
300-999.............

Locde
City...ooeiinn
Urban fringe.
Town...........
Rurd............

Region
Northeast..
Southeast..

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent ... .
5to19percent.............. .
20to49 percent ...............
50 percent or more...........

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent ...
20to34percent ...
35to49percent ...
50to 74 percent.................
75 percentormore......................

Zero tolerance policy for violence

Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school

No problems/minor problems.................
Moderate problems........................
Seriousproblems......

Anycrime. ...
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly. ...
Seriousviolent crimes....................

30 hoursor
more

04

04
0.6
2.6

1.4
1.0
0.9
0.5

L6
1.1
0.8
0.9

03
0.9
0.9
1.7

0.8
1.0
1.2
1.2
2.0

0.6
0.6

0.6
1.0
2.0

0.7
0.7
0.7
2.3

Police or other law enforcement representatives.

Stationed at the school

10to 29 hours

03
0.3
0.4
1.3

0.5
0.5

0.9
1.3

04
0.6

1to 9 hours

0.5
0.6
1.2

0.8
0.6
1.1
0.8

0.9
0.8
0.8
0.8

0.8
0.8
0.8
0.9

1.0
0.7
1.1
04
14

0.5
0.9

0.5
0.7
14

04
0.5
0.6
1.8

Not stationed
during atypical  None stationed
week, but a school
availableas  during 1996-97
needed
10 11
1.4 1.3
1.9 24
2.1 2.9
2.4 2%
1.2 1.3
240 32
29 3.1
1.9 22
1.6 1.9
23 25
240 25
2.1 25
1.9 2.1
2.1 26
1.7 1.8
1.8 23
27 32
26 31
1.8 22
1.9 23
29 33
26 32
37 4.4
1.3 1.5
1.6 23
1.1 1.5
22 22
2.4 32
1.2 1.4
1.5 1.5
1.8 1.8
2.8 38

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 24.—Percent of public schools with various degrees of security measures, by school
characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic

All public schools . ......... ..

Instructional level

Elementary school. ..................... ... ...
Middle school. ...

High school

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

300-999. . ...

1,000 ormore ............ ..

Locale

No security

CY. oo +)
1

Urban fringe ..........................

Region

Northeast ..................................... .

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent ... .

S5tol9percent. .. ...
20tod9percent ... ...

50 percent or more .. ...

Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent

20to34percent ...
35tod49percent ...
S0to74percent ...

75 percent or more ... ...

Zero tolerance policy for violence

NO ..

whwikwm

w

98

Degree of security measures*

Low security

84

g¥BX

84
88
85
85
78

84
85

Moderate security |

Stringent security

1

20
26

ERB» Rob o ol ol BN

EBEBB

ER

2

A
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Table 24.—Percent of public schools with various degrees of security measures, 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 .. ...... ... . . .6 89 5 +)
Moderate problems ............... ... 1 83 14 2
Seriousproblems ... 1 73 21 5
Types of crimes reported®
Nocrime ... 4 91 5 0
Anycrime ... 3 78 16 3
Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly. . . . . 3 82 13 1
Serious violent crimes............... ) 61 31 8

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

1Security 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 a full-
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.

Discipline problems included 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, 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 least 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.

3Serious 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 sexua 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 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 schools with various degrees of security
measures, by school characteristics: 1996-97

School characteristic

All public schoals.
Ingtructiond level

Size of enrollment
Lessthan300...........
300-999...................
1000 or more...........

Locde
City...ooeienn
Urban fringe.
Town...........
Rurd............

Region
Northeast..
Southeast..

Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent ... .
5to19percent.............. .
20to49 percent ...............
50 percent or more...........

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan 20 percent ...
20to34percent ...
35to49percent ...
50to 74 percent.................
75 percentormore......................

Zero tolerance policy for violence

Principals’ report on discipline problemsin
school

No problems/minor problems.................
Moderate problems........................
Seriousproblems......

Types of crimes reported

Nocrime. ...

Less serious or nonviolent crimesonly. ...
Seriousviolent crimes....................

No security
0.9

1.4
0.9
0.8

3.0
0.6

0.7

1.5
2.5

0.2
1.2

1.5
1.8

24
1.0
0.8

1.5

24
04
1.8
L9
1.7

0.9
1.8

2.0
0.6
0.7

1.9
0.8
1.0

Degree of security measures

Low security
12

1.7
2.1
24

31
1.3
33

22
L5
211

1.9
2.4
2.2
2.2

2.5
1.8
1.7
3.2

2.6
1.5
27
2.5
4.3

1.3
2.3

22
L&
2.3

211
1.4
1.7
3.4

Moderate security |

Stringent security

038

1.2
L9
2.2

0.7
1.2
33

2.3
1.1
L6

1.8
22
1.6
L5

0.8
1.4
1.8
3.1

L5
1.4
1.9
L6
39

1.0
1.6

0.2

04
0.6
0.2
0.3

0.2

03
0.6

0.3
04
04
04
0.7

0.2
03

0.2
0.8

03

03
1.4

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 25.—Percent of public schools with forma 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 any programs with only 1-day with only ongoing with bpth 1-day and
programs programs ongoing programs
All publicschools ..................... ... .78 1 24 43

Instructional level

Elementary school. . .......................... .. 78 9 28 42

Middleschool. ............. ... ... .82 7 19 56

Highschool. ................................... .74 20 15 38
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300..................................... B8 14 20 34

300999 ... ... 8 10 26 45

1000ormore...................................84 8 17 59
Locae

Gty 87 5 25 57

Urban fringe .............. ... . .......8 5 30 47

TOWN ... 12 n 22 38

Rura. ... ...........................73 21 18 35
Region

Northeast ...........................................75 8 27 40

Southeast .......................................... 84 13 28 a4

Central.............................................16 9 21 46

West............ e 77 14 20 43
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan5percent .. ... ... ... ... .| 67 n 20 36

S5to19pecent...................................718 10 24 44

20tod9percent.................................86 12 30 44

50 percentormore ............................ 84 10 22 52
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent . .................. ... .73 8 22 43

20to34percent.................................715 6 24 44

35to49percent ... ... ... 81 15 27 40

50to74percent .................................80 16 20 44

75 percentormore ............................ 85 12 26 47
Zero tolerance policy for violence

YES . 81 n 24 45

NO ... 69 n 21 37
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Table 25.—Percent of public schools with forma school violence prevention or reduction programs

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

Percent of schools

School characteristic ) with only 1-cay 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 1 25 38
Moderate problems............... 81 1 24 46
Serious problems ... 83 13 16 53
Types of crimes reported2
Nocrime.............................. 74 10 24 39
Anycrime. ... 82 n 23 47
Less serious or nonviolent crimes ... 79 12 24 43
Serious violent crimes................... 93 8 19 66

"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, sae 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 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 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 sexua 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 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 schools with formal school violence

prevention or reduction programs or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97
tf i 1 Percent of schools Percent of schools Percent of schools

Schoal characterigtic with any programs with only 1-cay with only ongoing  with both 1-day and
programs programs ongliing programs
All public schoals. 15 12 16 14

Ingtructiond level

Elementary schodl. ... 2.3 16 25 25

Middle schoal......... : 20 15 19 2.8

High schoal.............. 22 2.4 18 21
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300........... 42 3.0 4.0 4.0

300-999.............. 16 12 19 18

1000 or more........... 28 15 25 37
Locde

City.....ooooone 26 14 33 3.6

Urban fringe. 30 13 31 3.3

Town.. ... 35 2.3 31 31

Rurd............ 32 3.2 2.9 33
Region

Northeast. 4.4 2.3 4.0 4.1

Southeast. 25 2.8 34 37

Centrd..... 33 17 2.7 3.6

West .. .. 2.8 2.3 25 2.8
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 5 percent........... 37 2.0 2.8 36

5to19percent............... 35 19 25 31

20t0 49 percent .............. 2.7 2.6 37 37

50 percent or more........... 2.7 25 3.0 34

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent........cooceveeereenenee 30 15 2.9 34
20 to 34 percent........ 30 20 3.7 3.9
35 to 49 percent.... 42 35 4.6 3.8
50 to 74 percent........ 36 3.2 3.8 3.9
75 percent of MOre.........ccceececucerenenes 34 3.8 4.3 4.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y& . 15 14 17 17
NO........ 45 21 2.8 38
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school
No problems/minor problems.... 27 18 25 2.9
Moderate problems................ 21 16 25 2.3
Seriousproblems..................... 21 25 2.2 31
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME.....cecvieeeeereeereereee e 27 19 30 2.9
Any crime. 19 16 19 21
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
23 19 2.3 2.3
15 2.0 33 39

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.

103



Table 26.—Number of schools with violence prevention or reduction programs or efforts, and
mean number of programs in schools with violence prevention or reduction programs
or efforts, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Schoal characteristic | Number of schools | Meen number of programs
All publicschools . ... ... ... .. 60,720 37

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. .. ... ... ... ... 37,700 37

Middeschool. .. ... ... ... 11,460 43

Highschool .. ... ... . . ... .. ... ... .. .. .. ... ... 11,550 32
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300 . ........ ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 13,750 23

300-999 . .. 40,770 40

1000 ormore .. ... 6,200 53
Locale

Gty 15,710 52

Urbenfringe .. ... ... .. . .. ... ... ... .. .. .. 15,520 40

TOWN ..o 14,110 30

Rurd. ... 15,380 2.8
Region

Northeast . ... ... ... ... . . . . . 11,350 38

Southeast ... ... ... 14,300 43

Centrd. . ... 17,160 30

West 17,910 38
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent .. ... . 16,200 24

S5to19percent ... ... ... 13,750 34

20tod9percent ... ... 15,340 40

S0 pecentormore .. ... ... 14,710 53

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan20percent ... ... ... ... .. . .. ... 13370 30
0to3dpercent . ... 12,990 30
3Btod9percent . 10,530 4.3
S0to74percent .. ... ... 12,880 38
7Spercentormore ... 10,600 4.8
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y S 49,290 38
NOL. o 11400 33
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Table 26.—Number of schools with violence prevention or reduction programs or efforts, and
mean number of programs in schools with violence prevention or reduction programs

or efforts, by school characteristics:  1996-97—continued
Schoal characteristic | Number of schools | Mean number of programs

Principals report on discipline
problemsin school

No problemg/minor problems . . . . . . . . . . . 24,450 30
Moderate problems ... ... .. o 25,910 4.1
Seiousproblems ... 10,250 45
Types of crimes reported?
Nocrime ... ... ... . ... . . . 24,860 34
Anycrime ... 35,850 39
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
only. . ... 28,540 34
Saiousviolentcrimes . . . ... . 7,320 6.0

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts anong students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandaism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that a least one of the following crimes occurred a the school and police were contacted: murder, rgpe or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vanddism. 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, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.

105



Table 26a—Standard errors of the number of schools with violence prevention or reduction
programs or efforts, and of the mean number of programs in schools with violence
prevention or reduction programs or efforts, by school characteristics. 1996-97

School characteristic | Number of schools | Meen number of programs
All publicschools .. ... ... .. ... ... 12404 0.2

Ingtructiond level

Elementary school. . ... .. .. .. ... . 1141.2 0.3

Middeschool. . ... .. ... . ... 292.8 0.3

Highschool . ... ... .. ... ... ... . ... ... . 4119 02
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300. . .. ... ... ... ... 1,124.0 0.3

300999 ... 941.2 02

1000 ormore ... ... 273.1 0.3
Locale

Gty oo 678.2 0.4

Urbenfringe .. ... ... ... ... ... 7153 04

TOWN ..o 6425 0.3

Rurd. ... 798.7 04
Region

Northeast . ... ... ... .. ... .. . .. 1,0738 06

Southeast . ... ... 914.2 06

Centrdl. .. ... 1,085 0.2

West . 980.7 0.3
Percent minority enrollment

LessthanSpercent ... ... ... .. 12580 0.3

S5to19percent ... ... .. 1,200.3 0.3

20tod9percent .. ... 1,106.7 04

S0 percentormore . ... ... 800.2 05

Percent of students eigible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lesthan20percent . . ... .. ... ... ... 861.7 03
to34percent .. ... 989.2 0.2
35t049 percent . .. ... .. e o 830.3 0.7
50to74percent . ... ... 1,0665 04
7Spercentormore ... 907.2 0.6
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y &S 13328 0.2
NO . 10113 05

Principals report on discipline
problemsin school

No problemg/minor problems . . . . . . . . . | 13083 04
Moderate problems .. ... ... . 1,251.8 0.3
Seiousproblems .. 795.3 03
Types of crimes reported
Nocrime ... ... ... . . . 1,455.8 04
Anycrime ... 1434.7 0.2
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
only. ... 1439.1 0.2
Seriousviolentcrimes . . . ... ..... 57193 04

SOURCE: U.S. Depatment of Education, Nationd Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 27.—Percent of public schools with forma school violence prevention or reduction programs
and the mean number of programs, by type of crime reported at the school:  1996-97

Type of crime | Percent of schools with program | Mean number of programs
All public schools.................. . 78 3.7
Nocrime................ 74 34
Anycrime. ... 82 39
Lesser crimeonly. ... 79 34
Some SeiouS Crimes.................... 93 6.0

NOTE: Serious violent crime means that a least one of the following crimes occurred a the school and police were contacted: murder,
rape or other type of sexud battery, suicide, physicd 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 vandaism. 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, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse 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 schools with formal school violence
prevention or reduction programs and of the mean number of programs, by type of
crime reported at the school:  1996-97

Type of crime | Percent of schools with program | Mean number of programs
All public schools................ 15 0.2
NoCrime. ...l 27 04
ANy Crime ... 19 0.2
Less serious ornonviolent crimeonly...................... 23 0.2
Some SoUSCHimes. oo 15 0.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 28.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs and reporting one or more
crimes to the police in 1996-97 indicating that crimes were used to modify or to

introduce new violence prevention programs, by school characteristics: 1996-97

Percent of those schools indicating

1996-97 crimina incidents used to

modify or introduce new violence
prevention programs

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

All public schodls........ccccvvenenrenne 35,330 31
Ingtructiond level
Elementary school..........ccocoeeereniurenenee 17,410 22

Middle schoOl.........ococurenieerecirereeenenee 8,930 34
High school........cvvcveercrecrecne 8,990 44
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300.........eeeeeeererenesceerennnnene 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
8,120 31
8,090 24
8, 650 30
50 percent or MOre.........coceeeeerererennen 10, 070 37
Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent.......c.veeereeneeneene 7,580 30
20 10 34 PErCaNt....c.cveveeeeeieerereeieeeenes 7,670 29
35 to 49 percent. 6, 250 25
50 to 74 percent 7,290 35
75 percent of MOre.........cocoeeeucureeenens 6, 290 36
Zero tolerance policy for violence
R = S 29, 690 32
N 5,620 24
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Table 28.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs and reporting one or more
crimes to the police in 1996-97 indicating that crimes were used to modify or to
introduce new violence prevention programs, by school characteristics. 1996-97—
continued

Percent of those schools indicating

1996-97 crimind incidents used to

modify or introduce new violence
prevention programs

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

Principals report on discipline
problemsin school*

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

Nocrime. ... (--) (--)
Anycrime. ... 35,240 31

Less serious or nonviolent crimes . 28,030 27

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

() Not applicable.

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts anong students, robbery or theft of items over
$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

%Serious violent crime means that &t |east one of the following crimes occurred at the school and police were contacted: murder, rape or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vandadism. 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, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.

110



Table 28a—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with violence prevention programs
and reporting one or more crimes to the police in 1996-97 indicating that crimes were
used to modify or to introduce new violence prevention programs, by school

characteristics: 1996-97
Number of schools with violence prevention Percent of schools indicating 1996-97

School characterigtic programs that reported one or more crimes crimina incidents used to modify or
to the police in 1996-97 introduce new violence prevention programs
All public schools. 14675 19

Ingtructiond level

Elementary schoal ... 13239 33

Middle schoal.......... . 359.0 32

High school. .............. 440.3 29
Size of enrollment

Lessthan 300........... 879.3 6.9

300999 ... 1,165.6 25

1000 or more........... 2717 31
Locde

City............... 431.2 39

Urban fringe. 297.6 33

Town........... 459.8 45

Rurd............ 495.3 6.2
Region

Northeast. 756.8 46

Southeast. 706.3 41

Centrdl..... 975.0 41

West ... 868.1 35
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan 5 percent ... 829.2 46

5to 19percent................ 795.9 50

20to49 percent................ 773.8 43

50 percentor more........... 695.3 38

Percent of students digible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent........cooceveeereenenee 5704 43
20 10 34 PErCaNt....c.cvereeeeieereecieeeens 753.7 5.0
35 10 49 PErCENt......cceuverereeeereererienens 692.2 5.2
8104 55
7102 54
Y5 oo 1,3%.6 22
NO......ooii 6304 4.2
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school
No problems/minor problems ... 1796 41
Moderate problems................ 10284 28
Seriousproblems..................... 649.9 35
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME.....ceoreeeerereeereeree s - -
ANY CHIME..ieceereeer e 14630 19
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
[0]0] )Y 1463.3 2.2
Serious violent crimes.........cocveeee. 5835 4.4

— Edtimate of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at lessthan 0.5 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.



Table 29.—Percent of public schools with formal violence prevention or reduction programs
indicating that at least one of these programs included sdlected components.  1996-97
Percent of schools indicating
Component component included in violence
prevention or reduction program

Prevention curriculum, ingruction, or training for sudents (e.g., socia <illstraining). . . . . . . ... ... .. . 89
Behavioral programming or behavior modification for sudents . ... 79
Counsdling, socid work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for sudents .. ... ... ... ... . ] 87
Other activities involving individud atention for udents (e.g., tutoring, mentoring). . . .. . .. . ... ... . . 81
Recreationd, enrichment, or leilsure activitiesfor students . ... 63
Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict resolution or

mediation, student Court).............. 64
Training, supervison, or technical assstance in classsoom management forteachers ... ... .. ... . . | 67
Review, revison, or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practicesand procedures . . .. ... ... ... ... . .. 85
Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programsor efforts . . ... . ... . 48
Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a school, "houses' or "teams’

Of SUAENES) ..o 28

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

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse 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 schools with formal violence prevention or
reduction programs indicating that at least one of these programs included selected
components: 1996-97

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

Prevention curriculum, ingtruction, or training for sudents (e.g., socia sillstraining). . . . . . .. ... . . 11
Behavioral programming or behavior modification for sudents ... ... 17
Counsdling, socid work, psychologica, or therapeutic activity for sudents .. ... ... ... ... ... .. . 16
Other activities involving individud attention for sudents (e.g., tutoring, mentoring). . . . . . . . .. ... ... . . 18
Recreationa, enrichment, or leisure activities for students .. ... 17
Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict resolution or

mediation, Student CoU). .. ... . 19
Training, supervison, or technical assigtance in classsoom manegement forteachers . . . . .. . . . .. . . 20
Review, revison, or monitoring of schoolwide discipline practicesand procedures .. ... ... ... ... ... 14
Community or parent involvement in school violence prevention programsor efforts . ... .. . . . .. ... 19
Reorganization of school, grades, or schedules (e.g., school within a school, "houses' or "teams’

OfF SUTENtS). . 17

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 30.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating 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 publicschools........................ .50 10 8 14 13 4
Instructional level
Elementary school. ... .. ................b6 10 7 10 12 4
Middle school. ............................ 53 1 9 17 10 1
Highschool ... .. 25 10 10 26 22 7
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300 ......................... ... .46 10 10 12 17 5
300-999.......................................... 53 10 7 14 12 4
1000 0rmore. .. 36 15 1n 23 13 2
Locale
Gy, 53 15 9 15 6 2
Urban fringe.................................... 53 8 10 13 10 5
Town........................................50 8 6 16 15 5
Rura.............................................43 10 7 12 23 5
Region
Northeast ... ... . .44 8 8 18 17 5
Southeast .........................................52 9 3 15 14 7
Central..........................................48 10 9 14 14 5
West...........................................53 13 n 12 10 1
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent ... .. .47 7 8 15 18 5
5tol9percent. ... 43 13 4 16 15 8
20to49 percent ... 56 10 10 12 10 2
50 percentormore............................. 51 12 1 14 10 2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Lessthan20 percent ............... ... .42 8 8 17 17 7
20to 34 percent ............... IR 47 12 7 15 17 2
35tod49percent ... 61 6 4 12 1 5
50to 74 percent ... .48 13 9 14 13 3
75 percentormore ... ... 53 n 15 12 6 3
Zero tolerance policy for violence
YES 49 n 8 13 14 5
NO ... 51 7 9 18 12 2
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Table 30.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating 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 al Mogt About half Some Few None
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems.. 5 9 7 n 13 6
Moderate problems................ 49 12 9 18 n 2
Seriousproblems.......... 11 9 10 15 21 4
Types of crimes reported?
NoCrime. ..., 5 10 10 n n 5
Anycrime. ... a7 1 7 17 15 4
Less serious or nonviolent crimes ... 46 1 7 16 16 4
Seriousviolent crimes................ 49 10 7 21 1 2

'Discipline problems included student tardiness, student absentesism, physical conflicts anong students, robbery or theft of items over

$ 10, vandalism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid 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 least 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 ether no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that a least one of the following crimes occurred a the school and police were contacted: murder, rgpe or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vandadism. 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 prograns—78 percent of
regular public schools. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse 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 schools with violence prevention programs
indicating 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 dgg‘;& I Most About half Some Few None
All public schools. 18 12 11 12 13 0.8
Ingtructiond level
Elementary schoal..... 29 17 15 17 19 11
Middle schoal.......... . 26 14 17 20 20 08
High school............... 27 18 21 31 26 19
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300........... 55 4.0 34 32 40 18
300999, 22 14 10 13 15 10
1000 or more........... 34 24 26 29 21 10
Locde
City....ooovnn. 35 28 22 30 15 12
Urban fringe. 35 22 25 26 21 17
Town.......... 35 24 14 26 30 19
Rurd............ 4.2 29 22 28 35 17
Region
Northeast. 4.7 25 30 32 40 24
Southeast. 39 24 11 28 29 20
Centrd. ... 39 2.8 26 25 26 18
West ... 34 23 22 18 24 0.7
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan S5 percent ... 4.4 24 23 24 33 21
5to19percent............... 4.2 2.7 14 33 2.8 24
20to49 percent................ 4.0 25 25 23 2.2 12
50 percent or more........... 4.2 25 25 25 23 11
Percent of students eigible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent.........coeveeeeenens 39 21 22 28 29 20
20 to 34 percent........ 45 36 18 29 33 12
35 t0 49 percent.... 46 20 18 27 29 23
50 to 74 percent.... 45 28 24 30 32 18
75 percent of MOre.........cocoeeeucureeenens 51 32 39 30 22 17
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y€ oo 20 14 12 14 15 10
NO....ooo 44 18 31 33 30 09
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school
No problems/minor problems.... 37 21 18 20 24 17
Moderate problems................. 26 19 18 21 18 09
Seriousproblems...... 36 21 23 30 30 17
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME.....cecrieeeeereeereeree s 36 23 24 17 24 15
ANY CHIME..ieceereeer e 21 13 10 19 13 10
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
24 16 12 2.0 16 12
39 19 14 32 21 11

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 31.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion of
teachers and gtaff in the school who were substantially involved in school violence efforts
or programs, by school characteristics. 1996-97

Teachers and gtaff substantially involved in school violence efforts or programs

School characteristic All or
amost all Most About half Some Few None
All publicschools ................... ... ... a4 12 8 15 18 3

Instructional level

Elementary school. ....... ... U 51 13 8 10 16 3

Middleschool. .............................. 40 12 8 21 18 2

Highschool ................................ .26 9 7 25 27 7
Size of enrollment

Lessthan300. ... ... ... .43 17 6 15 16 3

300-999 ... 46 10 9 14 18 4

1000ormore...................................32 12 7 23 25 1
Locale

Ity 48 17 8 13 13 1

Urban fringe................................... 48 10 8 15 17 3

TOowWNn ... .39 10 5 18 23 4

Rural ... 40 10 10 13 22 5
Region

Northeast ... 37 9 n 18 23 2

Southeast ... 50 6 5 13 19 8

Central ... 41 18 6 13 19 3

WeSt ... 46 12 10 16 15 1
Percent minority enrollment

Lessthan5Spercent ........................... 40 1 8 13 23 4

5tol9percent................... 44 9 6 15 23 3

20to49percent.................................45 12 6 17 15 4

50 percentormore ........................... .48 13 9 14 13 2
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch

Lessthan 20 percent ..........................39 14 6 13 25 3

20to34percent.................................40 n n 15 21 3

35to49percent ... . AT 6 8 13 20 6

50to74percent ... .43 14 6 18 17 1

75 percentormore........................... .53 13 9 14 7 4
Zero tolerance policy for violence

Y€ . A6 1 8 14 17 3

NO ... 3T 15 5 17 24 3
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Table 31.—Percent of public schools with violence prevention programs indicating the proportion of
teachers and gtaff in the school who were substantially involved in school violence efforts

or programs, by school characteristics. 1996-97--continued
Teachers and gtaff substantialy involved in school violence efforts or programs
School characteristic All or

amost al Most About half Some Few None
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school*
No problems/minor problems.. 49 1 5 13 18 4
Moderate problems................ 12 13 9 16 18 2
Seriousproblems.......... 35 10 10 18 22 5
Types of crimes reported?
NoCrime. ..., 46 13 9 13 17 3
Anycrime............... 43 1 7 16 20 3
Less serious or nonviolent crimes . ... 43 12 7 15 20 3
Seriousviolent crimes..................... 41 9 8 22 17 4

'Discipline problems included: student tardiness, student absentesism, physica conflicts among students, robbery or theft of items over
$ 10, vandaism of school property, student alcohol use, student drug use, sde of drugs on school grounds, student tobacco use, student
possession of weapons, trepassing, verbal abuse of teachers, physical abuse of teachers, teacher absenteeism, teacher alcohol or drug
use, racid 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 least one discipline issue was a moderate problem and there were no
serious problems. No problems/minor problems means the respondent indicated dl discipline issues were either no problem or a minor
problem.

2Serious violent crime means that a least one of the following crimes occurred a the school and police were contacted: murder, rgpe or
other type of sexud battery, suicide, physica 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: physica attack
or fight without aweapon, theft/larceny, or vandadism. 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 prograns—78 percent of
regular public schools. Percents may not add to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statitics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 3la—Standard errors of the percent of public schools with violence prevention programs
indicating the proportion of teachers and saff in the school who were substantially
involved in school violence efforts or programs, by school characteristics. 1996-97
Teachers and daff substantialy involved in school violence efforts or programs

charecteristic dggs(t)rdl Most About half Some Few None
All public schools. 17 13 11 13 12 0.7
Ingtructiond level
Elementary schoal..... 27 20 16 18 17 10
Middle schoal.......... . 27 16 16 23 25 09
High school............... 29 19 13 27 25 16
Size of enrollment
Lessthan 300........... 53 43 26 34 36 13
300999, 22 16 13 13 16 10
1000 or more........... 34 22 17 26 29 0.7
Locde
City....ooovnn. 42 35 21 28 26 10
Urban fringe. 38 30 21 26 25 11
Town.......... 38 26 15 28 34 17
Rurd............ 46 32 27 28 35 17
Region
Northeast 4.8 24 32 35 41 14
Southesst 32 17 18 2.7 28 23
Centrd. ... 4.2 32 19 27 31 11
West 35 22 25 23 22 06
Percent minority enrollment
Lessthan 5 percent........... 44 29 26 29 32 14
5to 19percent................ 46 22 18 32 3.8 13
20to49 percent ... 37 28 21 28 23 16
50 percent or more........... 40 27 20 24 2.7 11
Percent of students eigible for free or
reduced-price school lunch
Less than 20 percent.......c.vveereenceneene 42 33 18 25 31 15
20 to 34 percent........ 41 30 29 27 38 14
35 t0 49 percent.... 51 25 27 25 33 20
50 to 74 percent.... 45 3.7 22 29 35 10
75 percent of MOre.........cocoeeeucureeenens 44 33 28 32 20 19
Zero tolerance policy for violence
Y€ oo 2.0 14 12 16 12 08
NO....ooo 4.4 39 18 31 38 11
Principals report on discipline
problemsin school
No problems/minor problems.... 38 24 15 23 2.7 12
Moderate problems................. 31 2.2 19 20 20 0.7
Seriousproblems...... 39 20 33 29 2.8 19
Types of crimes reported
NO CIIME.....cecrieeeeereeereeree s 37 22 21 27 26 10
ANY CriME...ceeeeeeeereece e 25 14 13 15 18 09
Less serious or nonviolent crimes
26 18 13 16 21 10
46 15 24 34 27 18

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics, Fast Reponse Survey System, "Principal/School
Disciplinarian Survey on School Violence," FRSS 63, 1997.
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Table 32a—Table of standard errors for the figures

Estimate
Figure 1. Number of various crimes occurring in public schools:
1996-97
Rape/sexud battery................. 4,170
RObbErY. . 7,150
Physica attack or fight withwespon ... 10,950
Vandalism. ...l 98,490
Theftlarceny ... 115,500
Physica attack or fight without wespon................................ 187,890
Figure 2. Percent of public schools indicating the seriousness of
reported crimes occurring at the school: 1996-97
Atlesst 1 seriousviolent Crime................. 10
No serious violent crime but at least 1 other crime....................... a7
NO CHIMIB ... 43
Figure 3. Percent of public schools with number of reported
crimeincidents at the school: 1996-97
No reported incidents..................................... 43
1to5reportedincidents ... 37
6to 10 reported incidents........................ 7
Morethan 10 reported incidents.................................... 12
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
Moderate problems................... 11
Seriousproblems. ... 16
Figure 5. Percent of public schools reporting that specific
disciplineissues were a serious or moder ate problem at the
school, by instructional level: 1996-97
Student tardiness
All public schools......................................
Elementary school....................... 32
Middle Sthool. ...
High School ... 67
Student absenteeism/class cutting
All public schools..................................... 25
Elementary SChoOl ... 17
Middle Sthool. ... 24
High School ... 52
Physicd conflicts among students
All public schools....................................... 21
Elementary SChoOl............... 18
Middle Sthool. ... 35
High School ... 17
Student tobacco use
All public schools....................................... 14
Elementary SChoOl............... 2
Middle Sthool. ... 19
Highschool ..o 48

Standard error

676.1
15381
18822
5557.6
8,404.0

17,0304

0.8
21
21

21
19
0.8
0.7

17
16

16
26
24
26

23
22
28

16
26
16

09
10
19
30



Table 32a—Table of standard errors for the figures--continued
Estimate

Figure 6. Percent of public schools reporting the extent to which
discipline issues were a problem at the school, by reported crime
in the school: 1996-97
No problems/minor problems
NO CHIME . 59
Anycrime........ 3L
Moderate problems
Nocrime...................... e B e .36
Anycrime......................... B .45
Serious problems
NO CrimMe ... D
Anycrime......................... B .24

Figure 7. Percent of specified disciplinary actions taken by public
schools for specific offenses, by type of action taken: 1996-97
Possession or use of a firearm

Expulsions... ... 3

Transfersto alternative schools or programs ... ... ... ... ... ... 20

Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or moredays . . ... .. ... ... ... .. .. .. - 49
Possession or use of weapon other than a firearm

Expulsions... ... ... .....23

Transfers to aternative schools or programs ... ... ... ... ... ... 22

Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or moredays . .. .. .. ... .. ... .. . ... 55

Possession, distribution, or use of alcohol or drugs, including tobacco
Expulsions... ... .18

Transfersto alternative schools or programs ... ... ... ... ... ... 20

Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or moredays . . ... .. ... . ... ... . .. Y
Physical attacks or fights

Expulsions... ... ... ..................................1

Transfersto alternative schoolsor programs ... .. ... ... ... ... ... ... .. .. R 1°)

Out-of-school suspensions lasting 5 or moredays . . ... .. ... . ... ... . .. .. 66

Figure 8. Percent of public schools that have adopted zero
tolerance policies for various student offenses. 1996-97

Violence ... . 79
TODaCCO .. .. 79
Alcohol. .. 87
DU . 88
Weapons, otherthan firearms ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 9
Firearms .. A

Figure 9. Percent of public schools requiring school uniforms, by

year requirement initiated

Priorto 1994-95 school year. ........... ... ... ... ... ... ...........................26
1994-95 or 1995-96 school year. . ... ... 40
1996-97 sChoOl year . ... 34
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Standard error

30
20

2.8
22

16
16

54
7.6
6.5

17
17
24

15
20
20

15
21
26

16
15
12
11
12
10

9.4
9.1
9.6



Table 32a—Table of standard errors for the figures--continued

Estimate Standard error
Figure 10. Percent of public schools reporting various types of
security measures at the schools: 1996-97
Visitorssignin............ ...96 0.9
Closed campus for most students during lunch ... ... ... ... .80 17
Controlled accessto school building . .................... .. .......................... .53 19
Controlled accessto school grounds .. ... .............. .. ... .......................24 15
Oneor moredrug sweeps .................... N 1) 11
Random metal detector checks .. ......... ... ... 4 04
Students pass through metal detectors daily. ... ... ... . R R | 0.3
Figure 11. Percent of public schools, by degree of security:
1996-97
NoO security. ... ... .3 0.9
Moderate security. ... ... 1 0.8
Stringent security. ... ... 2 0.2
Figure 12. Percent of public schools with violence prevention
programs, by the proportion of their students that participated in
these programs. 1996-97
All oramostal ................. .. 50 18
MIOSE . 10 12
ADOUL  alf.....o e 8 11
some........ B R I P 14 12
NONE. ... A4 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
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651

FORM APPROVED

O.M.B. NO.: 1850-0733
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: I FYOUHAVE ANY QUESTI ONS, CONTACT:

WESTAT

1650 Research Boulevard
Rockville, Maryland 20850
Attention: 900262-Heaviside

Sheila Heaviside
800-937-8281, ext. 8391

Fax: 800-254-0984

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.
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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.

Serious Moderate Minor

a . Student tardiness. ... ... 12 3
b . Student absenteeism/classcutting......................... ... ... 12 3
c . Physical conflicts among students..................... ... ........ 12 3
d. Robberyortheftofitemsover$10................................ 12 3
e . Vandalism o f school property........................................ 12 3
f. Studentalcoholuse................coi 12 3
g. Studentdrug USe......... ... 12 3
h.Saleofdrugsonschoolgrounds................................... 12 3
i. Studenttobaccouse.................. 12 3
j - Student possession o fweapons.................................... 12 3
K . Trespassing. ..o 12 3
| . Verbal abuse ofteachers......................ooii 12 3
m . Physical abuse o fteachers........................................... 12 3
n . Teacherabsenteeism....................ooiiiiiii 12 3
0. Teacheralcoholordruguse......................................... 12 3
p . Racialtensions........................... 12 3
O - GaANGS. .. 12 3

Not a
problem

AR IEADMDMDDIIAESADDDS

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, ifan 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 Il 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 l1ll, indicate how many of the incidents reported in column | occurred either during school hours or at
school-sponsored events or activities after school hours.

~oaooTp

l. Number of
incidents in Il. How many

which police | incidents involved
orother law | students as either

enforcement victims or
were perpetrators?
contacted?
LU o LT PP
Rape or other type of sexual battery ..................
SUICTAE ... e

Physical attack or fight with a weapon...............
Physical attack or fight without a weapon..........
Robbery - the taking of things directly from a
person byforce. ...
Theft/larceny - the taking of things without
personal confrontation............ueeuvveiieeeniiieineeeieeenns

. Vandalism - damage or destruction of school

property or personal items on school property .
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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 oftimes a given
disciplinary action was taken—one student suspended 5 times would be 5 suspensions.

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

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

including tobacCo..................oo
d. Physical attacks orfights.....................
During the 1996-97 school year, did your school have:

Yes No

a. A requirement that visitors sign or check in?..................................... 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?............ 1 2
e. Random metal detector checks on students?.......................................... 1 2
f. Closed campus for most students during lunch (i.e., most students

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

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 perweek ... 1
10-29 hoUrs Perweek ... 2
1-9 hOUIS PEIWEEK ... 3
None during the typical week, but stationed as needed.......... ... 4
None stationed at school during 1996-97................................... 5

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

Yes No
A, VIOIENCe 2 1 2
b, FIrEarmMS 2 1 2
c. Weapons, otherthan firearms?........................ .. 1 2
d. AlCOhOl? 1 2
B, DIUGS 2 1 2
f. TObaCCO 2 . 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............................................. 1 2
c. Counseling, social work, psychological, or therapeutic activity for students............................ 1 2
d. Other activities involving individual attention for students (e.g., tutoring, mentoring)............... 1 2
e. Recreational, enrichment, or leisure activities for students....................cccooiiiiii, 1 2
f. Student involvement in resolving student conduct problems (e.g., dispute or conflict
resolution or mediation, student COUr)..................... 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 STUAENTS).............cooiiiiii e, 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 (91-10090)............cooiiii 1
MOSt (B1-9090). ... 2
About half (41-6090)....... ..o 3
SOME (LL1-4090). ..o 4
FEW (L-1090). ... 5
NONE. ... 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 (91-10090)............cooiii 1
MOSt (B1-9090). ... 2
About half (41-6090)....... ..o 3
SOME (LL-4090). ... oo 4
FEW (L-1090). ... 5
NONE. ... 6

15.  During the 1996-97 school year (including or in addition to those programs reported in question 10), did your school
provide orsponsorany 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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